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SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law filed by the court in the following causes: 

Cecile W. King, daughter and only child of Stephen Moore 
Westmore, otherwise known as Stephen West-Moore, v. United 
States (S. Doc. No. 811) ; 

Charles P. Cammack, Lillie V. Oldham, Mary B. Harbin, and 
Frances H. Glover, sole heirs of Mary R. Cammack, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 310) ; and 

The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Cen- 
terville, Va., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 308). 

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
bill (H. R. 16571) to give effect to the convention between the 
Governments of the United States, Great Britain, Japan, and 
Russia for the preservation and protection of the fur seals and 
sea otter which frequent the waters of the North Pacific Ocean, 
concluded at Washington, July 7, 1911, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 8853. An act for the relief of John L. Baird; and 

H. R. 14055. An act to provide for the sale of the surface of 
the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the faculty 
of Swarthmore College, Pennsylvania, praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of New Athens, III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to insure to civil-service employees their inherent 
rights as American citizens to freedom of speech and the right 
of petition, which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Irving, Batavia, and Aurora, all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Ill., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbi- 
tration between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Little River, Kans., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Table Grape Growers’ 
Association of San Joaquin County, Cal., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Bristow bill, providing for the construc- 
tion of 15 large ocean-going steamers, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of S. C. Potts Post, No. 
62, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Altoona, Pa., remonstrating against the incorporation of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 5 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, of Scranton, Pa., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, unless amended 
as reported by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of Local Granges No. 536, of Lu- 
zerne County; No. 444, of Trough Creek; No. 60, of Dauphin 
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County; No. 1343, of Halifax; No. 13, of Center County; and 
No. 1128, of Dysert, Patrons of Husbandry, and of the Farmers’ 
Institute of Saxonburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the oleomar- 
garine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the United 
Evangelical Church and the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Franklin; of the United Brethren Church and the Trinity 
Wesleyan Episcopal Church, of Mount Joy; of the Mount 
Washington Presbyterian Church, the First Pentecostal Church, 
the Mount Washington Methodist Episcopal Church, and the 
Mount Washington Baptist Church, of Pittsburgh; of the 
Bethany Wesleyan Episcopal Church, the Olivet Baptist 
Church, and the Faith Reformed Church, of Lancaster; of the 
Central Reformed Presbyterian Church of Allegheny; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of Crafton, Van Ormer, 
and Mount Joy; of the Christian Endeavor Society of Van 
Ormer; the Woman’s Union Missionary Association of Pitts- 
burgh; the Young Men’s Christian Association of McKeesport; 
and of Local Grange No. 868, Patrons of Husbandry, of Thomp- 
son, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARDNER presented petitions of Mystic Tie Grange, of 
Kenduskeag; of Local Grange of Fort Fairfield; and of Katah- 
din Grange, of Lagrange, all of the Patrons of Husbandry; of 
the congregations of the Congregational Church of Calais and 
the Pine Street Baptist Church, of Lewiston; and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Raymon, Union, 
Machias, and Cherryfield, all in the State of Maine, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Blair, Nebr., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Nebraska 
National Guard, residents of Beaver City and Blair, in the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the pay of the Organized Militia, which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial 
Club of Omaha, Nebr., and resolutions adopted by the Commer- 
cial Club of Beatrice, Nebr., favoring the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting to aliens full information relating to industrial 
opportunities in Nebraska and other Western States, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Lincoln 
Club of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. r 

Mr. KERN presented petitions of the congregations of the 
churches of Warren, Marion, and Richmond, and of sundry 
citizens of North Vernon, all in the State of Indiana, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Progress Club 
of South Bend, Ind., and a petition of members of the Woman's 
Club of Mishawaka, Ind., praying that an investigation be made 
into the condition of dairy products for the prevention and 
spread of tuberculosis, which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Columbus, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens 
of Seymour, Ind., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Travelers’ Protective As- 
sociation of New Albany, Ind., remonstrating against the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Fleur-de-lis 
Club of Mitchell; of the Methodist Ministers’ Association of 
Indianapolis; and of sundry citizens of New Paris, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Wadsworth Post, No. 127, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Frank- 
lin, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation proposing to 
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abolish the pension agencies throughout the country, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Chaplain Brown Post; No. 106, 
of Valparaiso; of Calkins Post, No. 502, of Hammond; and of 
James Price Post, No. 203, of Tipton, all of the Department of 
Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension 
bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Farmers’ Insti- 
tute, of Sullivan County, Ind., favoring an appropriation for the 
endowment and support of the agricultural colleges of the coun- 
try, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Kellogg and Lewiston, in the State of Idaho, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its 
present limitations, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Baker, 
Idaho, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com- 
pelling the observance of Sunday in post offices, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Woman’s 
Club of Meadows, Idaho, praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the oleomargarine law, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rupert, 
Idaho, and a petition of sundry settlers on the Minidoka recla- 
mation project, Idaho, praying that an investigation be made 
into the administration of affairs on the Minidoka reclamation 
project in that State, which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Commercial 
Club of Sand Point, Idaho, favoring the enactment of legisla- 
tion granting to aliens full information relating to industrial 
opportunities in Idaho and other Western States, which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Seaford, Del., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Burlington, N. C., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PAGE presented resolutions of the Grand Council of 

New England, Order of United Commercial Travelers of Amer- 
ica, adopted by the supreme council of the order at its twenty- 
fourth annual session, held at Columbus, Ohio, favoring the 
enactment of legislation to promote the efficiency of the Life- 
Saving Service, which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
Mr, BURTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Peketon, Ohio, remonstrating against the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Tomah, Wis., remonstrating against the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Concord, Claysville, and New Providence, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Shenandoah, Pa., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Harris, Minn., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, 


Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of the Methodist Ministers’ 
Association of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of 
the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Woman's Club 
of Mishawaka, Ind., praying that an investigation be made into 
the condition of dairy products for the prevention and spread 
of tuberculosis, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens-of New York 
City, N. Y., residents in the eleventh assembly district, remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry members of the 
Alliance of German Societies of Michigan City, Ind., remon- 
strating against the enactment ef an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Young Men's Chris- 
tian Association of Frederick, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor Jaw to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OWEN presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and of sundry citizens of Westville and 
Mutual, all in the State of Oklahoma, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Winsted, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 29, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Meriden, Conn., praying for a reduction of 
the duty on raw and refined sugars, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. ee 

He also presented a memorial of members of Local Branch, 
National Metal Trade Association, of New Haven, Conn., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Presbyterian Church of Warsaw, the Baptist Church of Parish- 
ville, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Danby, and the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Ithaca, of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Peruville, and of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of Rouses Point, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BORAH. I present four telegrams in the nature of me- 
morials from citizens of Idaho, remonstrating against any 
reduction of the duty on lead and zinc. I ask that*the telegrams 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 8 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 
Murray, IDAHO, February 11, 1912. 
Senator W. 


BORAH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. ' 

temoval of duty. on lead will be disastrous to this mine and to dis- 
trict as a whole. Mexican mining camps can deliver lead in New York 
at 3.15 and earn reasonable profit, due to nature of their deposits and 
cheap labor. Impossible to operate under these conditions, Why 
should we develop Mexico? 

BENJAMIN G. HARMON, 


Superintendent Bear Top and Orifino Consolidated Mining Co. 


WALLACE, IDAHO, February 1}, 1912. 
Hon. W. E. BORAH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

The Wallace Trades and Labor Council, embodying 20 labor o 
tions, desires to emphatically protest against the measure pen 
Congress known as the Underwood bill, as an immediate and very great 
menace to the interests of every laboring man in the Coeur d'Alene dis- 
8 1 urge a to put forth your best efforts to pre- 
ven assage e Senate. 

8 Invixd WIL sox, President. 


SPOKANE, WASH., February 12, 1912. 


iza- 
ing in 


Senator W. E. BORAH, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Business conditions at our northern Idaho branches have shown a 
gradual improvement for the past year, and it is to be regretted that 
this prosperity is retarded by the possible passage of the Underwood 
bill. Any reduction in the present lead and zine tariff will work a 
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BURKE, IDAHO, February 1, 1912. 

Senator BORAH, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned committee, were appointed at the last regular 
meeting of Burke Miners’ Union, No. 10, of the Western Federation of 
Miners, to draft resolutions opposing the reduction of the tariff on lead 
and zinc, believing said reduction would be detrimental to the best in- 
terests of the men — in the mining industry. Owing to the 
present conditions prevailing throughout the country, we believe the 
proposed reduction would have a very injurious effect, and we trust you 
will use your best efforts to oppose it. Thanking you in advance for 
your efforts, we remain, 


Most respectfully, P. S. DUMBOLTON. 


MARK MCKENNA. 
C. V. SPYERS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Brentwood, N. H., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He-also presented a petition of the Connecticut Avenue Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage 
of the so-called public-utilities bill, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

THE EMERGENCY HOSPITAL (S. DOC. NO. 309). 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present the report of the 
committee on public health of the Washington Chamber of Com- 
merce in favor of continuing the Emergency Hospital and grant- 
ing an appropriation toward the construction of a new building. 
I move that the paper be printed as a public document and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 3873) for the relief of Lewis F. 
Walsh, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No: 357) thereon. 

Mr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4319) for the relief of John Schnoor, 
submitted an adverse report (No. 358) thereon, which was 
agreed to and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DU PONT (for Mr. Brices), from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 4778) to 
correct the military record of John T. Haines, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 359) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 1337) authorizing the President to nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint 
Lloyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical Corps of the 
United States Army, a major in the Medical Corps on the re- 
tired list, and increasing the retired list by one for the purposes 
of this act, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 360) thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 9845) to authorize the sale of 
burnt timber on the public lands, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
861) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on the Philippines, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 4829) to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” reported it with an amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 362) thereon. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2194) to amend section 2288 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to homestead 
entries, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 363) thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: ` 

S. 5072. A bill to establish a fog signal and additional quar- 
ters at Point Loma Light Station, San Diego, Cal. (Rept. No. 
864) ; and 

S. 5074. A bill to authorize the improvement of Santa Bar- 
bara Light Station, Cal., including a fog signal and a keeper's 
dwelling (Rept. No. 365). 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 5334) to regulate radio communication; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 5335) granting an increase of pension to James 
Maull; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5336) for the relief of William Abbot and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: : 

A bill (S. 5337) granting an increase of pension to William 


A. McLean (with accompanying paper) 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5838) to correct the relative and lineal rank of an 
oficer of the United States Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5339) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Mc- 
Laughlin; 

A bill (S. 5340) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Grant; and 

A bill (S. 5341) granting a pension to Arthur W. S. Maw 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5342) to amend an act approved February 19, 1909, 
entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead” (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 5343) amending an act appropriating the receipts 
from the sale and disposal of public lands in certain States and 
Territories and the construction of irrigation works for the 
reclamation of arid lands; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 5344) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
remove restrictions from the allotment of Eva May Peery; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ; 

A bill (S. 5345) for the relief of the heirs of Mahaly Fields, 
deceased (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 5346) granting an increasé of pension to Matthew 
McGoldrick; to the Committee on Pensions. 


GENERAL SERVICE PENSIONS. 


Mr. WORKS. I submit an amendment intended to be offered 
by me to the bill (H. R. 1) granting a service pension to cer- 
tain defined veterans of the Civil War and the War with 
Mexico, as amended. It is in part a copy of what is known 
as the Sherwood pension bill, with some additions of my own. 
I move that the proposed amendment be printed and lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OF DUCHESNE RIVER, UTAH, 


Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,000 to complete the work of strengthening the Duchesne 
River within the limits of the town site of Duchesne, in the 
State of Utah, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


RECEIPTS FROM FOREST RESERVES. 


Mr. GUGGENHEIM submitted an amendment proposing that 
hereafter 25 per cent of all money received from each forest 
reserve during any fiscal year, including the year ending June 
30, 1912, shall be paid at the end thereof by the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the State or Territory in which the reserve is 
situated, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the agricultural 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION, 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I have information from 
the document room that there have already been requests sent 
in for more than the usual number of the report on the bill 
(H. R. 1) granting a service pension to certain defined veterans 
of the Civil War and the War with Mexico, which was submitted 
yesterday. I am therefore constrained to move that there shall 
be printed 10,000 extra copies of that report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the printing of 10,000 extra copies 
of the report accompanying House bill No. 1. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] sug- 
gests that I modify the request and make it 15,000 extra copies. 
I will put the request in that form. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That 15,000 additional copies of Senate Report No. 355 be 
printed for the use of the document room. 


; to the Committee on 
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DIVISION OF MARKETS, AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


“On motion of Mr. Sara of Georgia, it was 


Ordered, That 1,000 3 copies of the el 8. Sar pe to 
lish in the Bureau of Statistics, in the of Agricul 
division of markets be printed for the use o the 0 document room. 


THE CLASSIFIED CIVIL SERVICE, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
220), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Civil Service Commission is hereby directed to 
communicate to the coer tg Beta THA ng 3 day, the number 
of persons in the in the United States who were 
admitted upon piine urdia 1 . 8 who atte admitted by 
Executive proclamation or otherwise than by examination. 


ARMY RETIRED LIST. 


Mr. BRISTOW submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
221), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resalved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to 3 to the Senate 
The number of officers and enlisted men on the retired list of the 
Army, of each rank, and the total amount of yearly compensation paid 
to ay officers and enlisted men of each such rank. 
. The number of officers aon enlisted men on the retired list of the 
Ariy, tabulated 5 5 po age, and the total amount of 
yearly enna Bie paid to such officers and enlisted men of each such 
present 


age. 
And that the Secretary of War be further directed to submit to the 
Senate an estimate, based on the present authorized strength of the 
Army, as to what the total cost for retired pay will be in the year 
1920 and a similar estimate as to what the total cost for retired pay 
will be in the year 1930. 


NAVY RETIRED LIST, 


Mr. BRISTOW submitted the following ronila. (S. Res. 
222), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
directed to report to the te— 

1. The num 
Navy, of each rank, and the total amount of Jany compensation paid 
to such officers and enlisted men of each such rank 

2. The number of officers ae enlisted men on the retired list of the 
Sary tabulated ncour resent age, and the total amount of 

y Ae A e paid officers end enlisted men of each such 
presen 


And 2 the 8 of the Navy be further directed to submit 
to the Senate an estimate, based on the 8 strength of the apy 
as to what the total cost of retired pe? ll be in the year 1920, 

a similar estimate as to what the total cost for retired pay will be in 


the year 1930. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 16571. An act to give effect to the convention between 
the Governments of the United States, Great Britain, Japan, 
and Russia for the preservation and protection of the fur seals 
and sea otter which frequent the waters of the north Pacific 
Ocean, concluded at Washington, July 7, 1911, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


SHERMAN ANTITRUST LAW. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
Senate resolution 219, coming oyer from a former day. It will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 219, by Mr. Rayner, di- 
recting the Judiciary Committee to report to the Senate what 
changes, if any, it can recommend in the Sherman antitrust 
law, ete. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask that the resolution may lie on the table 
for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, 
subject to the call of the Senator from Maryland. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I move that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to take up the bill (S. 3175) to regulate 
the immigration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the 
United States. i 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Immigration with amendments, 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill, which 
is a long one, be dispensed with, and that the bill be read for 
amendment, the committee amendments to be considered first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the formal reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill be read. 


We 


3 


r of officers and enlisted men on the retired list of the 


Mr. OVERMAN. I think we had better have the bill read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

: 2 Secretary proceeded to read the bill and read to line 10, 
Page 43. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to interrupt the reading 
for a moment. It became necessary to have a reprint of the 
bill, owing to certain errors in amendments. The reprint, the 
corrected bill, has just come from the Printer. 

I ask that corrected copies of the bill may be given to Sen- 
ators, because the copies in the files are incorrect. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, Mr. President, I withdraw my re- 
quest for the reading of the bill at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Branpesre in the chair). 
Without objection, the further formal reading of the bill will 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. LODGE. The bill will be read for amendment, and the 
committee amendments will be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be first read for 
action on the committee amendments. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I was going to offer an amendment. I un- 
derstand the bill will be read for amendment, section by section? 

. LODGE. Certainly; it will be read for amendment, 
right through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read first for action 
on the committee amendments. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I offer the following amendment to section 
2 of the bill—— 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the corrected bill may be distributed 
to Senators. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The corrected bill will be dis- 
tributed. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand, under the agreement, that the 
bill is to be read for amendments, the committee amendments 
to be considered first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is as the Chair under- 
stands. Without objection, the committee amendments will be 
first considered. Copies of the bill are being distributed. Is it 
the request that the reprint of the bill be read, or simply that 
the committee amendments be read? 

Mr. LODGE. The bill has been practically read through. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further reading of the bill. 


will be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OVERMAN, I thought this was the committee bill. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the committee bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The committee has proposed amendments 
in its own bill? 

Mr. LODGE. No. The bill was introduced by the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM], and the committee reports 
back the bill with sundry amendments. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Amendments to the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. LODGE. Amendments to that bill. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the statement 
on the first page of the bill. Those portions of the bill which 
are printed in small capitals are changes in existing law, but 
are not amendments to the bill as introduced. The amendments 
to the bill as introduced are printed, as usual, in italics. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
first committee amendment printed in italics. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 11, after 
the word “ Cuba,” to insert “the Bermudas.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, that is a mistake which I 
thought had been corrected. It should be “the Bahamas.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
changed to read “the Bahamas.” 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, line 2, after 
the word section,“ to strike out “twenty-three” and insert 
“ four.” 

Mr. LODGE. That is another misprint. It should be “ twen- 
ty-four,” not “ four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the correc- 
tion will be made, and the word “twenty-four” will be inserted. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 5, line 7, after 
the word “ which,” to strike out “may affect” and insert “is 
likely to impair”; in line 13, after the word “or,” to strike out 
“of all” and insert “who disbelieve in or are oppesed to”; in 
line 14, before the word “all,” to strike out “of”; in the same 
line, after the words “ forms of law, or,” to insert “who advo- 
cate”; in lines 15 and 16, after the word “ officials,” to strike 
out “persons who disbelieve in or who are opposed to all 
organized goyernment”; on line 19, after the word “to,” to 
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strike out “all”; on page 6, line 18, before the word “ persons,” 
to strike out “any,” so as to read: 

Src. 3. That the following classes of aliens shall be excluded from 
admission into the United States: All idiots, imbeciles, feeble-minded 
persons, epileptics, insane persons, and persons who have been insane 
within five years previous; persons who have had two or more a 
of insanity at any time previously ; paupers; persons likely to become a 
papio charge; professional beg ; vagrants; persons afflicted with 

reulosis in any form or with a loathsome or dangerous con us 
disease; persons not comprehended within any of the foregoing excluded 
¢lasses who are found to be and are ce b surgeon 
as being mentally or 8 defective, such mental or physical 
3 of such 


polygamy ; „ 
or persons who believe in or advocate the overthrow by force or violence 
of the Government of the United States, or who disbelieve in or are 
orpona to organized government, or ail forms of law, or who advo- 
cate the assassination of public officials; persons who are members of 
or affiliated with any organization entertaining and teaching disbelief 
in or opposition to organized government, or who advocate or teach 
the duty, necessity, or propriety of the unlawful assaulting or killing 
of any officer or officers, either of specifie individuals or of officers 
generally, of the Government of the United States or of any other 
N government, because of his or their official character; prosti- 
tes, or women or girls coming into the United States for the purpose 
of p tution or for any other immoral purpose; persons who procure 
or attemp: to bring in prostitutes or women or ls for th 
of prostitution or for any other immoral pornos; 
called contract laborers, who have been Induced or 
to this coun by offers or promises of employment, whether such 


whose ticket or passage is paid for with 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 7, line 5, after the 
word “ prescribe,” to strike out all down to and including the 
word “ excluded,” in line 1, page 8, in the following words: 

All male aliens 16 years of age or over who are physically capable 
of reading and writing, but who are unable to read and write in some 
language or dialect, such aliens to be tested in this regard in accord- 
ance with methods and rules to be prescribed the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, but an admissible alien may bring in or send for his 
father or ndfather over 55 years of age or a gon not over 18 years 
of age, othe admiss father or dfather or son 
p owever, shall not 
appl to citizens of Canada, Newfoundland, Cuba, the Bermudas, or 

exico, nor to alien residents of continental United States returning 
from ht a contiguous territory after a temporary sojourn therein, nor 
to aliens 


tates on the North American continent, the read- 

g and writing requirement shall apply unless otherwise excluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask that that amendment be 

3 over. It is the amendment striking out the provision 
‘or the illiteracy test. Senators have spoken to me who said 
they desired to speak on that question, and they are not pre- 
pared to speak on it to-day. I therefore ask that the amend- 
ment be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment on page 7 will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 8, line 3, after 
the word “naturalization,” to insert “unless otherwise pro- 
vided for by treaties, conventions, or by agreements as to pass- 
ports,” so as to read: 

Persons who are not eligible to become citizens of the United States 
i naturalization, unless otherwise provided for by treaties, conven- 

ons, or by agreements as to passports. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 8, line 4, after 
the word “passports” and the period, to strike out “This” 
and to insert “The foregoing”; on page 9, lines 12 and 13, 
after the word “interested,” to strike out “ prior to any action 
in that direction by such person” and insert “ such application 
to be made either before or after such importation and”; on 
page 10, line 4, after the word “ citizens,” to insert “or sub- 
jects”; in line 21, after the word “persons,” to insert Pro- 
vided further, That nothing in this act shall exclude the wife or 
minor children of a eitizen of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 4, page 11, line 3, before 
the word “shall,” to strike out “whoever”; in line 5, before 
the word “shall,” to strike out “whoever”; in line 8, after 


the word purpose, to insert “any alien”; and in line 9, 
after the word “importation,” to strike out the words “any 
alien,” so as to read: 


Sec. 4. That the importation into the United States of any alien 
for the pape of prostitution, or for any other immoral purpose, is 
hereby forbidden ; and whoever shall, directly or indirectly, import, or 
attempt to import, into the United States, any allen for the purpose 
of prostitution or for any other immoral purpose, or shall hold or at- 
tempt to hold any alien for any such purpose in pursuance of suc 
3 Importation, or shall keep, req A Ar control, support employ, 
or harbor in any house or other place, for the purpose of prostitution 
or for any other immoral purpose any alien, in pursuance of such illegal 
importation, shall in every such case be deem guilty of a felony, and 
on conviction thereof be imprisoned not more than 10 years and pay a 
fine of not more than 85,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 12, line 18, after 
the word “ person,” to insert ‘or persons or officers of an offend- 
ing company or corporation,” so as to make the section read: 


Sac. 5. That it shall be uniawful for any person, company, partner- 
ship, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay the trans- 
pornon or any in any way to induce, enan encourage, or solicit 
he importation or migration of any contract laborer or contract 
laborers into the United States, unless such contract laborer or contract 
laborers are exempted under the provisions of section 3 of this act, 
and for every violation of any of the provisions of this section the 
e partnership, company, or corporation ß the same shall 
orfeit and pay for nt such offense the sum of $1,000, which may 
be sued for and recovered by the United States, or by an n who 
shall first bring his action therefor in his own name and for his own 
benefit, including any such aliens thus offered or promised employment 
as aforesaid, as debts of like amount are now recovered in the courts 
of the United States; or for every violation of the provisions hereof the 
person or persons or officers of an offen company or corporation 
violating the same may be prosecuted in a criminal action for a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction shall be punished by a fine of $1,000. or 
by imprisonment for a term of not less than six months nor more than 
two years; and under either the civil or the criminal procedure mentioned 
e suits or prosecutions may be brought for each alien thus 
offered or promised employment as aforesaid. And it shall be the du 
of the district attorney of Layee gf as district to prosecute every su 
suit when brought by the Uni States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 14, line 1, after 
the word “in,” to insert “the business of”; in line 2, after the 
words “United States,” to insert “or promoting emigration 
thereto”; in line 4, before the word “directly,” to strike out 
“to”; in line 5, before the word “ solicit,” to insert “to”; in 
line 21, after the words “ such fine,” to strike out “and in the 
event such” and insert “or while the”; in the same line, 
before the word “imposed,” strike out “is”; in line 22, before 
the word “ remains,” to strike out “ while it”; on page 15, line 
2, after the words “satisfaction of the,” to strike out “ Presi- 
dent of the United States” and insert “Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor”; in lines 5 and 6, after the words trans- 
portation company,” to strike out “he shall have the power” 
and insert “it shall be the duty of said Secretary”; and in 
line 10, after the word “insure,” to strike out “a proper” and 
insert “an,” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7. That it shall be unlawful for any person, association, society, 
company, partnership, or corporation, and others engaged in the busi- 
ness of e Allens to the United States or prompting emigra, 
tion thereto, including owners, masters, officers, and agents of vessels, 
directly or indirectly, by writing, printing, or oral representation, to 
solicit, invite, or encourage any alien to come into the United States, 
and ae 3 provision hereof shall be subject to either 
the civil or the criminal prosecution prescribed by section 5 of this act; 
or if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor that there has been such a violation by an owner, master, 
officer, or agent of a vessel, such owner, master, officer, or agent shall 
pay to the collector of customs of the customs district in which the 

rt of arrival is located or in which any vessel of the line may be 
‘ound the sum of $400 for each and every such violation; and no vessel 
shall be 5 clearance pending the determination of the 8 
of the liability to the payment of such fine, or while the fine im 
remains unpaid, nor shall such fine be remitted or refunded: Provided, 
That clearance may be granted prior to the determination of such 
questions upon the deposit with the collector of customs of a sum 
sufficient to cover such fine: Provided further, That whenever it shall 
be shown to the satisfaction of the Secre of Commerce and Labor 


transpo. 
Secretary to deny to such company the privilege of 3 
riod as in his 
judgment may be necessary to insure an observance of such provisions: 
this section shall not be held to prevent trans- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 15, line 18, after 
the words “ otherwise, or,” to strike out “ who,” and in line 20, 
after the words “otherwise, or,” to strike out “ who.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in section 9, page 16, line 18, after 
the word “idiots,” to insert the words “insane persons.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 17, line 5, to 
strike out may affect” and in lieu insert the words is likely 

to impair,” so as to read: 

It shall also be unlawful for any such person to bring to any port 
of the United States any alien icted with any mental or physical 
racist of a nature which is likely to impair his ability to earn a 

ving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 9, page 17, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out “one” and insert “two,” so as 

to read “$200.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 17, line 15, after 
the word “of,” to strike out “twenty-five” and insert “one 
hundred,” so as to read: 

And if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Sec of Com- 
merce and Labor that any alien so Leite ay to the United States was 
so afflicted at the time of foreign embarkation, and that the existence 
of such mental or physical defect might have been detected by means 
of a competent medical examination at such time, such person shall 
pay to the collector of customs of the customs district in which the 
port of arrival is located the sum of $100 for each and every violation 
of this provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 17, line 19, after 
the word “alien,” to strike out the words “who is unable to 
read and write, or,” so as to read: 

It shall also be unlawful for any such person to bring to any port 
of the United States any allen who is not eligible to become a ci 
¢ the renee States by naturalization, as provided in section 3 of 

s ac 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the amendment be passed over, as 
it is a part of the illiteracy test amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment in line 19, 
page 17, without objection, will be passed over. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, page 18, line 8, after 
the word “fine,” to strike out “and” and insert “or”; in the 
same line, before the word “while,” to strike out “in the 
event” and insert “while the”; in line 9, before the word 
“fine,” to strike out “such”; and in the same line, after the 
word “ fine,” to strike out “is imposed, while it,” so as to read: 

And no vessel shall be granted clearance papers pending the deter- 
mination of the question of the liability to the 8 of such fine. 
or while the fine remains unpaid, nor shall such fine be remitted or 
refunded: Provided, That clearance may be ghee prior to the de- 
termination of such questions upon the deposit of a sum sufficient to 
eover such fine and costs, such sum to be named by the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 18, line 15, 
after the word “the,” to strike out “mandatory and unquali- 
fied,” so as to read: 

That it shall be the duty of every person, including owners, officers, 
and agents of vessels or transportation lines, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, page 18, line 19, 
after the word “section,” to strike out “twenty-three” and 
insert “four,” so as to read: 

Other than those railway lines which may enter into a contract as 
rovided in section 4 of this act. bringing an alien to any seaport or 
and border port of the United States to prevent the landing of such 

alien in the United States at any time or place other than as desig- 
nated by the immigration officers. 

Mr. LODGE. The word “four” should be “twenty-four.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be agreed 
to as modified, striking out “twenty-three” and inserting 
„ twenty-four.” 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 21, line 15, after 
the word “also,” to insert “if requested by the examining 
board, furnish any information he may possess in regard to,” 
£o as to read: 


Such surgeon, on arrival at ports of the United States, shall also, if 
requested by the examining board, furnish any information he may 
ssess in regard to immigrants arriving on the vessel to which he has 
een detailed. While on 1 such surgeons shall wear the prescribed 
uniform of their service, and shall be provided with first-class accom- 
modations on such vessel at the expense of the appropriation for the 
enforcement of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, page 22, line 15, 
after the word “ fine,” to strike out “and, in the event such fine 
is imposed” and insert “or,” so as to read: p 

And no vessels shall be granted clearance papers pending the deter- 
mination of the question of the liability of such fine, or while it re- 
mains unpaid, nor shall such fine be remitted or refunded. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 14, page 28, line 2, after 
the word “failure,” to insert “or that the lists delivered are 


not accurate and full”; and, in line 13, after the word “ fine,” 
to insert “and, in the event that such fine is imposed,” and 
insert “or,” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 14. That it shall be unlawful for the master or commanding 
officer of any vessel brin; aliens into or carrying aliens out of the 
United States to refuse or fail to deliver to the immigration officials 
the accurate and full manifests or statements or information regarding 
all aliens on board or taken on board such vessels required by this act, 
and if it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor that there has been such a refusal or failure, or that the 
lists delivered are not accurate and full, such master or commanding 
officer shall pay to the collector of customs at the port of arrival or 
departure the sum of $10 for each alien concerning whom such accurate 
and full manifest or statement or information is not furnished, or 
conce: whom the manifest or statement or information is not pre- 
pared and sworn to as prescribed by this act. No vessel shall be 
panas clearance pending the determination of the question of the 
iability to the payment of such fine, or while it remains unpaid, nor 
shall such fine be remitted or refunded: Provided, That clearance may 
be nted prior to the determination of such question upon the 
oe it with the collector of customs of a sum sufficient to cover such 

. ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, page 29, line 8, 
after the words “ United States,” to strike out “ they” and in- 
sert “said transportation lines, masters, agents, owners, or 
consignees,” so as to read: 

Sec. 15. That upon the arrival at a port of the United States of 
any vessel bringing aliens it shall be the duty of the proper immigra- 
tion officials to go or to send competent assistants to the vessel and 
there inspect all such aliens, or said immigration officials may order 
a temporary remoyal of such aliens for examination at a designated 
time and place, but such temporary removal shall not be considered a 
landing, nor shall it relieve the transportation lines, masters, agents, 
owners, or consignees of the vessel upon which said aliens are brought 
to any port of the United States from any of the obligations which, In 
case such aliens remain on board, would, under the provisions of this 
act, bind the said transportation lines, masters, agents, owners, or 
co ees: Provided, That where removal is made to premises owned 
or controlled by the United States, said transportation lines, masters, 
agents, owners, or consignees, and each of them, shall, so long as de- 
e be relieved of responsibility for the safe-keeping of 
such aliens, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 16, page 30, line 16, 
after the word “ Labor,” to insert: 


Medical officers of the United States Public Health and Marine-Hos- 
pital Service, who have had especial training in the diagnosis of in- 
sanity and mental defect, shall detailed for duty or employed at all 
large ports of entry, and such medical officers shall be provided with 
suitable facilities for the detention and examination of ail arriving 
aliens in whom insanity or mental defect is suspected, and the exclusive 
services of interpreters shall be provided for such examination. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, page 81, line 23, after 
the word “section,” to strike out “53892, United States Revised 
Statutes,” and insert “125 of the act approved March 4, 1909, 
entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of 
the United States,’” so as to read: 


Said inspectors shall have power to administer oaths and to take 
and consider evidence touching the right of any alien to enter, reenter, 
pass through, or reside in the United States, and, where such action 
may be necessary, to make a written record of such evidence; and any 
person to whom such an oath has been administered, under the pro- 
visions of this act, who shall knowingly or willfully give false evidence 
or swear to any false statement in any way affecting or in relation to 
the right of any alien to admission or readmission to, or to pass 
throad, or to reside in the United States shall be deemed guilty of 

erjury and be punished as provided 5 section 125 of the act approved 

rch 4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal 
laws of the United States.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, page 32, line 7, after 
the word “any,” to strike out “circuit or,“ so as to read: 

Said inspectors shall also have power to uire the attendance and 
testimony of witnesses and the production of books, papers, and docu- 
ments touching the right of any alien to enter, reenter, reside in, or 
pass through the United States, and to that end may invoke the aid 
of any court of the United States; and any district court within the 
jurisdiction of which investigations are being conducted by an immi- 
grant inspector may, in the event of neglect or refusal to respond to a 
subpena issued by such inspector, or refusal to testify before such 
inspector, issue an order requiring such person to appear before said 
inspector, a. books, papers, and documents, if demanded, and 
testify, and any failure to obey such order of the court shall be pun- 
ished by the court as a contempt thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, page 33, line 10, after 
the word “inquiry,” to insert “on such examination by the 
board of special inquiry the alien shall have the right to be rep- 
resented by counsel or other advisor,” so as to read: 

Every alien who may not appear to the examining immigrant in- 
spector at the port of arrival to be clearly and beyond a doubt entitled 
to land shall be detained for examination in relation thereto by a board 
of special inquiry. On such examination by the board of special in- 


quiry the alien shall have the right to be represented by counsel or 
other Advisor. The decision of an immigrant inspector, if favorable to 


the admission of any alien, shall be subject to challenge by any other 
immigrant inspector, and such Samat shall operate to take 

whose right to land is so challenged 

for its investigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the alien 
fore a board of special inquiry 


The next amendment was, in section 19, page 40, line 21, after 
the word “the,” to strike out “voyage” and insert “ship or 
other conveyance,’ and, in the same line, after the word 
“which,” to insert “ the alien is,” so as to read: 


No alien certified, as provided in section 16 of this act, to be suffer- 
ing from tuberculosis in any form, or from a Joathsome or dangerous 
contagious disease other than one of quarantinable nature, shall be 
515 tted to land for medical treatment thereof in any hospital in the 

nited States, unless it is shown that the disease did not develop until 
after embarkation on the aide or other conveyance from which the 
alien is seeking to land and, in the opinion of the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, such treatment is imperatively required as a measure 
of humanity, in which event authority therefor may be granted, the 
expense, however, not to be borne by the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 20, page 41, line 22, after 
the word “who,” to insert “within three years after entry,” 
and, in line 24, after the word “landing,” to strike out “any 
alien who becomes a public charge from any cause within three 
years after entry into the United States, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor,” so as to read: 

Sec. 20. That any alien who shall enter the United States in viola- 
tion of law; any alien who within three years after entry becomes a 
ee charge from causes existing 5 — to the landing; except as here- 

ter provided, any alien who is hereafter sentenced to imprisonment 
for a term of one year or more because of conviction in this country of 
a crime involving moral turpitude, committed within five years after 
the entry of the alien to the United States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 21, page 44, line 12, 
after the word “was,” to strike out “for” and insert “from.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 23, page 47, line 21, 
after the word “father,” to insert “or other responsible per- 
son,“ so as to nfnke the section read: À 


Sac. 23. That wherever an allen shall have taken up his permanent 
residence in this country, and shall bave fled his declaration -of inten- 
tion to become a citizen, and thereafter shall send for his wife or minor 
children to join him, if said wife or any of said children shall be found 
to be affected with any contagious disorder, such wife or children shall 
be held, under such regulations as the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor shall prescribe, until it shall be determined whether the disorder 
will be easily curable or whether they can be permitted to land without 
danger to other persons; and they shall not either admitted or de- 
ca until such facts have been ascertained; and if it shall be de- 

rmined that the disorder is easily curable and the husband or father 
or other responsible person is willing to bear the expense of the treat- 
ment, they may be accorded treatment in hospital until cured and then 
be admitted, or, if it shall be determined tha N can permitted to 
land without danger to other persons, they may, if otherwise admissible, 
thereupon be admitted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 24, page 48, line 10, after 
the word “thereunder,” to strike out the period and the word 
“He” and insert a semicolon and the word “ he,” so as to read: 
* Sre. 24. That the Commissioner General of Immigration shall perform 
all his duties under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and 
or. Under such direction be shall have charge of the administra- 
tion of all laws relating to the immigration of aliens into the United 
States, and shall bave the control, direction, and supervision of all 
officers, clerks, and employees appointed thereunder; he shall establish 
such rules and regulations, prescribe such forms of bond, reports, 
entries, and other papers, and shall issue from time to time such 
instructions, not inconsistent with law, as he shall deem best calcu- 
lated for carrying out the ea of this act and for 1 the 
United States and allens migrating theveto from fraud and loss, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, page 48, line 23, after 
the word “removed,” to strike out the period and the word 
“He” and insert a semicolon and the word he,” so as to read: 

And shall have authority to eater into contract for the support and 
relief of such aliens as may fall into distress or need public aid, and 
to remove to their native country, at the pan of the appropriations 
for the enforcement of this act, such as fall into distress or need public 
aid from causes 3 to their entry and are desirous of 
being so removed; he shall prescribe rules for the entry and inspection 
of aliens along the borders of Canada and Mexico, so as not to un- 
necessarily delay, impede, or annoy persons in ordinary travel between 
the United States and said countries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, nge 49, line 4, after 
the word “purpose,” to strike out the period and the word 
“And” and insert a semicolon, so as to read: 

And shall have power to enter into contracts with transportation 
lines for the said purpose; it shaM be the duty of the Commissioner 
General of Immigration to detail officers of the Immigration Service 

om time to time as may be 8 in his judgment, to secure 

formation as to the number of aliens detained in the penal, reforma- 
tory, and charitable institutions (public and private) of the several 
States and Territories, the District of Columbia, and other territory of 
the United States and to inform the officers of such institutions of the 
3 of law in relation to the deportation of aliens who have 
come public charges. 3 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, page 51, line 16, 
before the word “district.” to strike out “circuit and,” so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 26. That the district courts of the United States are hereby in- 
vested with full and concurrent jurisdiction of all causes, civil and 


criminal, arising under an 


of the provisions of this act.. That it shall 
be the duty of the Uni States district attorney of the Ba! r dis- 
trict to prosecute every such suit when brought by the U States 
under this act. Such prosecutions or suits may be instituted at any 
place in the United States at which the violation may occur or at 
which the person charged with such violation may be found. That no 
suit or proceeding for a violation of the provisions of this act shall be 
settled, compromised, or discontinued without the consent of the court 
in which it is pending, entered of record, with the reasons therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 31, page 54, line 16, after 
the word “aliens,” to strike out “who may ask for such in- 
formation,” so as to read: 


It shall be the duty of said division to promote a beneficial distribu- 
tion of aliens admitted into the United States among the several States 
and Territories desiring immigration. Correspondence shall be had with 
the proper officials of the States and Territories, and said division shall 
gather from all available sources useful information regarding the 
resourees, products, and physical characteristics of each State and Ter- 
ritory, and shall publish such information in different languages and 
distribute the publications among all admitted aliens at the immi- 

t stations of the United States and to such other persons as may 
esire the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 36, page 59, line 6, before 
the word while,” to strike out the words “in the erent such 
fine is imposed,” so as to read: 

And no vessel shall be granted clearance pending the determination 


of the question of the liability to the payment of such fine and while 
it remains unpaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 11, to insert 
the following as an additional section: 


Src. 38. The word “ person as used in this act shall be construed to 
— 5 both the plural and the singular, as the case may be, and shall 
include corporations, companies, and associations. When construing 
and enforcing the provisions of this act, the act, omission, or failure 
of any director, officer, agent, or employee of any corporation, company 
or association, acting wit the scope of his employment or ofice, shall 
in every case be deemed to be the act, omission, or failure of such cor- 

ration, company, or association as well as that of the person acting 

or or in behalf of such corporation, company, or association. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 39, page 61, line 24, after 
the words “July 1,” to strike out “1911” and insert “ 1912,” 
so as to read: 


Sec. 39. That this act shall take effect and be enforced from and 
after July 1, 1912. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. That, Mr. President, completes the committee 
amendments, except one, which was passed over and which can 
not be disposed of to-day, because, as I have said, there are 
Senators who desire to speak on that particular amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts pro- 
pose to act on amendments to-day or just to have them sub- 
mitted and let them go over? 

Mr. LODGE. If there are any amendments to be presented to 
the bill, I think they had better be submitted to-day and printed 
and go over with the bill. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I move to amend section 2, page 2, line 15, 
by striking out the word “four,” before “dollars,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ten,” increasing the head tax from 


$4 to $10. 
I suppose that amendment will be printed. 
I also submit an amendment to follow section 2, which I ask 


to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secrerary, At the end of section 2, on page 4 of the bill, 
insert the following: 

That the annual amount collected from sald aliens shall be used 
in defraying the expenses of administering the imm! ration laws and 
the maintenance of immigration stations, and any surplus remaining at 
the end of the fiscal year is hereby annually gh ae to be paid 
as herein provided, to each State or Territory for the more complete 
endowment and maintenance of the farm-life schools now established, 
or which may be hereafter established, for the benefits of agriculture, to 
be applied only to instruction in agriculture, the English lan 
and various branches of mathematical, physical, natural, and economic 
science, with special reference to thelr applications in ‘farm life, and 
to the facilities of such Instruction, such as to prepare boys for agri- 
cultural pursuits and farm life and girls for home making and house- 
keeping on the farm, including practical work on the farm by the 
boys and practical work in all subjects relating to housekeeping and 
home making by the girls”: Provided, That no State or Territory shall 
receive any of the benefits of this act unless such State or Territory 
shall appropriate a sum at least equal to the amount herein appro- 
priated for a similar purpose. 

That the sums hereby appropriated to the States and Territories for 
the endowment, support, and maintenance of farm-life schools now 
established, or hereafter to be established, shall be annually paid on 
or before the. 3ist day of July of each year by the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon the warrant of the Secretary of Agriculture, out of the 
Treasury of the United States, to the State or Territorial treasurer, or 
to such officers as shall be designated the laws of said State or 
Territory to receive the samc, who shall pay over said sums to the 
treasurers of the respective farm-life schools entitied to receive the 
same; and such treasurer shall be red to submit to the superin- 
tendent of public instruction in each State or Territory, and the super- 
intendents of public instruction to the Secretary of Triculture, on or 
before the Ist day of September of each year, a detailed statement of 
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ts of moneys 
authorized by this act are made subject to the legislative assent of the 


the amount so received and of its disbursements. The 


several States and Territories to the purpose of said prann 

That if any portion of the moneys received by the designated officers 
of the State or Territory for the further and more complete endow- 
ment, support, and maintenance of the farm-life schools as provided in 
this act shall, by any action or contingency, be diminished, lost, or mis- 
applied, it shall be replaced by the State or Territory to which it be- 
longs, and until so replaced no subsequent appropriation shall be 
apportioned or paid to such State or Territory; and no portion of said 
moneys shall be spoiled, directly or indirectly, under any pretense what- 
ever. to the purchase, erection. preservation, or repair of any building 
or buildings. An annual report by the resident of each of sald farm- 
life schools shall be made to the superintendent of public instruction 
of each State, and the superintendent of public instruction shall report 
to the Secretary of Agriculture regarding the condition and progress 
of each school, including statistical information in relation to its re- 
ceipts and expenditures, its library, the number of its students and 
instructors, and also as to any improvements and experiments made 
under the direction of any experiment stations attached or connected 
with said farm-life schools, with their costs and results, and such other 
industrial and economic statistics as may be regarded useful, one copy 
of which shall be transmitted by mail free to all other farm-life schools 
endowed under this act. 

That on or before the 1st day of July in eacb year after the passage 
of this act the Secretary of Agriculture shall ascertain and certify to 
the Secretary of the Treasury as to each State and Territory whether 
it is entitled to receive its share of the annual N riation for farm- 
life schools under this act, and the amount which thereupon each is 
entitled, tively, to receive. If the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
withhold a certificate from any State or Territory of its appropria- 
tion, the facts and reasons therefor shall be reported to the President, 
and the amount involved shall be kept separate in the Treasury until 
the close of the next Congress, in order that the State or Territory 
may, if it should so desire, appeal to Congress from the determination 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. If the next Congress shall not direct 
such sum to be paid, it shall be covered into the Treasury. And the 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby charged with the proper adminis- 
tration of this law. 

That the Secretary of Agriculture shall annually report to Congress 
the disbursements which have been made in all the States and Terri- 
tories, and also whether the appropriation of any State or Territory 
has been withheld; and if so, the reasons therefor. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The understanding of the 
Chair is that the amendments submitted by the Senator from 
North Carolina are to be printed and lie on the table, to be 
acted upon at some future time. 

Mr. OVERMAN. A part of the amendment has been printed, 
and the other part has not. Therefore I want to have it printed 
as a new amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed entirely as a 
new amendment. 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I thought it was to be acted on now, but as that is not 
the case I can offer it later. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, none of the amendments that are sub- 
mitted are to be acted on at present. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments submitted 
now will lie on the table, to be offered hereafter. 

Mr. LODGE. If Senators have amendments that they pro- 
pose to offer, I think it wiil be very desirable that they shall be 
printed and go over with the bill. When Senators have offered 
their amendments, it is my intention to move an executive 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that 
course of procedure in regard to amendments? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. WATSON. My amendment is, on page 1, line 2, to strike 
out “ten” and insert “ twenty-four” before the word “ dollars.” 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was not in the Chamber at the time the 
amendment the Senator from Massachusetts referred to a little 
while ago was passed over. I suppose it was the illiteracy-test 
amendment. $ 

Mr. LODGE. That amendment was passed over. It has not 
been acted on at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have submitted a proposed amendment to 
the bill prescribing an illiteracy test, and I think I will prob- 
ably want to offer it as a substitute for the provision in the 
bill which is intended to accomplish the same general purpose. 
I may, however, after a closer study of the provision, desist 
from my present purpose of offering it as a substitute. I make 
this statement so that I may not be hereafter precluded from 
that course should I so desire. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from West Virginia to the fact that he 
should offer his amendment to the reprint of the bill. As it 
was proposed to the old print it does not come in at the proper 
place, 

Mr. WATSON. I have offered it as an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Oh, very well. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts if it is his purpose to take this matter up early 
and press it to a vote? : 


Mr. LODGE. I should like to dispose of it as soon as pos- 
sible, but if the Senator desires to speak to his amendment, of 
course I shall endeayor to call up the bill at such time as will 
be agreeable to him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will state to the Senator that it is my pres- 
ent purpose to discuss the amendment somewhat at length. On 
account of a pressure of other matters I have not had time 
yet to get ready, and I hope the Senator will not press the bill 
until some days to come. 

Mr. LODGE. I shall certainly endeavor to give the Senator 
every opportunity. Of course, I desire to have the bill disposed 
of as soon as possible. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed the act (S. 4651) to amend sec- 
251 5 of the penal laws of the United States, approved March 

i EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 23 minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


AMERICAN INSTRUCTORS OF THE DEAF. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred the resolution (S. Res. 190), submitted by Mr. PERKINS 
on the 17th ultimo, reported it favorably, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the American instruc- 
tors of the deaf, in style similar to that of the last report of said con- 
vention, and wrap for mailing, copies of the report of the 
nineteenth meeting of the convention of American instructors of the 
— 50 belng Senate Document No. 139, Sixty-second Congress, second 
session. 


EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA, 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred Senate resolution 203, submitted by Mr. Bryan, for 
Mr. FLETCHER, on the 1st instant, reported it favorably, and it 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be printed 4,800 additional copies of Sen- 
ate Document No. 89, Sixty-second Congress, second session, entitled 
“ Everglades of Florida,” 2,000 copien of which shall be for the use of 
the Senate document room and 2,800 copies of which shall be placed on 
sale by the superintendent of documents. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I desire just a few minutes 
of the time of the Senate to make some observations with ref- 
erence to Senate Document No. 89. The necessity for my doing 
so arises by reason of some general statements which haye 
been made with reference to the Everglades of Florida and 
their reclamation. Such statements have been made so broad 
and there is such an absence of specification that the effect 
upon this great enterprise has been such as, in my judgment, 
to call for some explanation in connection with especially this 
document and the work which has been undertaken there. 

In the Evening Star, of this city, of February 7, there appears 
this statement: — 

WRIGHT REVISES HIS REPORT. 

The Senate document ordered printed last summer containing all 
public papers relating to the Florida Everglades did not contain the 
report made by former Department Engineer J. O. Wright, as revised 
by Chief Engineer Elliott, but contained a second revision of the report 
as made b. right himself after he had left the employ of the Govern- 
ment and had become chief engineer of the State of Florida. 

That is not true. There never was any revision of that 
report made after Mr. Wright severed his connection with the 
Government and was employed by the trustees of the internal 
improvement fund of Florida; there never was any attempted 
revision of it; there never was any opportunity for revision; 
there never was any desire to revise it; there never was any 
disposition on the part of Mr. Wright or the trustees of the 
internal improyement fund or the Florida authorities to revise 
in any way whatever the original report made by Mr. Wright 
while he was connected with that department of the Govern-: 
ment. So the statement is absolutely without any foundation 
in fact whatsoever. 

The further statement appears in the same newspaper to 
this effect—this is a quotation, apparently, from a letter 
written by Mr. Wright to the Secretary of Agriculture regard- 
ing the proofs of Senate Document 89 and proposed changes and 
insertions submitted by Mr. Elliott and sent with the proofs 
for consideration in connection with the proofs from the 
Printer: 


Senator FLETCHER was amazed, and requested me to come to Jack- 
sonville and go over the matter with him. I did this, and the report 


was corrected to conform to the manuscript secured from your depart- 
ment, I have recently received a page proof of this document. 


1912. 
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The reference in this letter was to the proofs of Senate Docu- 
ment 89, which were sent to Florida at my request for my 
examination before the document was finally printed. What 
was corrected was not the Wright report, but the proofs of 
Senate Document 89 as proposed to be amended by suggestions 
originating with Mr. Elliott, of the Agricultural Department. 
The only correction was to eliminate from the proofs of that 
document, as altered in pencil by Mr. Elliott, anything whatever 
that might in any degree change the Wright report. The effort 
on my part and on the part of Maj. Wright, who was thoroughly 
` familiar with his own report, of course, and the work he had 
done in connection with the surveys of the Everglades, was to 
haye the Senate document contain the Wright report as pre- 
pared by him, as.ordered to the press by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and as certified to the Secretary of Agriculture by 
the director, Dr. True. 

In the Evening Star of Thursday, February 8, there appears 
this statement: 

In connection with the Senators’ visit it became known that a Senate 
document printed last summer, which was supposed to embrace all 
public paners 5 to the Florida Everglades, did not, in fact, con- 
tain the report made by J. O. Wright when he was a department 
employee, but instead contained a second revision of the report made 
by Wright himself after he had left the employ of the Government and 
ped eee chief engineer of the drainage project under the State of 

Neither of those statements is true. No foundation in fact 
exists for either statement. Senate Document 89 does contain 
the Wright report; Senate Document 89 contains the Wright 
report as originally made by him, prepared by him, submitted 
by him to his chief, approved by the chief, and as put upon the 
press for print. Senate Document 89 does not contain any sort 
of revision of the Wright report made at any time, and, as a 
matter of fact, as I have heretofore stated, Maj. Wright never 
attempted to revise that report after he left the employment of 
the Government and became engaged by the authorities in 
Florida. He made that report and submitted it while connected 
with the engineering department of the Government: It was 
agreed upon and ordered to press a year before he was ever 
considered by the trustees of the Internal Improvement Fund 
of Florida as a possibly available mar to carry on the drainage 
operations in the Everglades, and his employment in Florida 
had no connection or relation whatever with his assignment by 
the Government to make that survey and examination and 
finally to make that report. 

Another statement in the same paper of February 8 is as 
follows: 

In the Senate document it was Mr. Wright's revised and approved 
report—that is, the report revised and a 1 by him after he had 
left the department and was connected with the drainage project—that 
was printe 

That statement is untrue and wholly unwarranted. There 
never was any revision, as I have said, of that report by him 
after he became connected with the drainage operations in 
Florida, and there was no desire or attempt to revise or change 
that report by him or by me or by the trustees. So far as I 
know, that applies to land companies and individuals interested 
in Everglade lands. 

In the Washington Times of February T appears this state- 
ment: 


Following the visit of Senator FLETCHER to Chairman Moss, it be- 
came known that the Senate document printed last summer, which was 
supposed to contain all papers relating to the Everglades and the in- 
vestigations of the Federal Government, did not contain the full report 
made by J. O. Wright, former department engineer. The report, it ap- 
pears, was once reyised by Chief gineer Elliott, and a second revision 
was made by Wright himself. 


That statement is not true. ‘The document does contain the 
report made by J. O. Wright, without the change of a word or a 
letter; there is not an “i” dotted in the original report that is 
not dotted in Senate Document 89, nor a “t” crossed in that re- 
port that is not crossed in that document. The further state- 
ment is made in that same paper: 


This edition of the Wright report, It is said, was the one that finally 
was printed in the Recorp. It contains none of the references such as 
were included in the Elliott circular prepared in answer to a large num- 
ber of requests for information from prospective investors in Florida 
Everglades lands. 


Senate Document 89 does not contain what is here referred to 


as “the Elliott circular.” I do not know who prepared that 
circular. In all the matter that has been printed on the subject 
it has obtained the name of “ Elliott’s circular.” Whether Mr. 
Elliott prepared it or not, I do not know; but this I do know: 
That it was an unauthorized circular; that it was never an 
official document; that it has no place in any document that pur- 
ports to give the public records and the official documents bear- 
ing on any subject; and that it therefore ought not to have 
been included in Senate Document 89, and was not included in 
that document. No fault can be found with me or with anybody 


else for leaving it out; no discredit can be brought upon Senate 
Document 89 for leaving out what is known as “ the Elliott cir- 


cular.” Everyone will concede that when I mention the fact 
that when that circular was brought to the attention of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, not by land companies, not by people 
exploiting the Everglades or other lands in Florida, but when 
that cireular was brought to his attention he disclaimed any 
knowledge of it, and when it was shown to him he condemned it 
and ordered that it be not printed or circulated. He did this on 
the ground that it did not purport to give data based upon scien- 
tific information ; that it purported to express some opinions more 
or less relevant to the subject in a general way, but it did not give, 
what the Secretary very properly conceived to be the only duty 
of that department to give, the results of scientific research and 
scientific data. The Secretary therefore ordered it not to be 
printed, and ordered its circulation to be discontinued. That is 
the circular which, according to the comment that has been in- 
dulged in, was not included in Senate Document 89, and because 
the document does not contain that circular, condemned, de- 
nounced, and suppressed by the official head of the department, 
it is sought to discredit to some extent the document ordered 
printed by the Senate. 

That document does contain the original Wright report, 
which was the result of investigations made by the engineering 
officers connected with the Agricultural Department of the 
Government, as finally agreed upon, adopted, and determined 
upon in that department, and as finally certified to the Printer 
for publication. Senate Document No. 89 contained every word, 
every letter of the Wright report. It has been all along the 
purpose, the hope, and the desire of the authorities in Florida 
that the Wright report should be published. There has never 
been any effort on their part to suppress it. There has been no 
effort on their part to suppress anything in connection with the 
Everglades that had any authenticity or had any responsible 
agency back of it; but, on the contrary, it has been their effort 
all the while to get all the data in reference to the Everglades 
and their reclamation published, and to give to the people of 
this country as full and accurate information on that subject 
as could be obtained. 

The authorities in Florida have never at any time sought or 
desired to give other than the fullest and most accurate infor- 
mation bearing upon this great enterprise, which in importance 
and magnitude is second to none in this country. No other 
State is undertaking what the State of Florida is undertaking 
with reference to that great reclamation scheme. The State is 
interested to the extent of over a million and a half acres of 
land in what are known as the Everglades; and therefore 
statements intended or having the effect in a general sort of 
way to throw doubt upon land values in Florida, to bring dis- 
credit upon the Everglades and upon the work and operations 
in connection with their reclamation, and statements calculated 
to bring discredit, to some extent at least, upon this document, 
which is the last word upon the subject, containing, as it does, 
the records from the treaty with Spain down to date, and show- 
ing everything that has been done so far as the public records 
‘afford information, I say such statements, made for some reason 
or other I am unable to understand, reach to the interests of 
tlie State of Florida, reach to the trustees themselves in the 
management of that great trust, and they also concern people 
from all over this country who have invested in those lands. 
People from 40 States and Canada—perhaps more than 40 
States, but at least that number—are interested there, and there- 
fore it is a subject which concerns not only Florida, but people 
all dyer this country who have become interested in that region. 

Therefore, in connection with the order for the printing of 
additional copies of Senate Document No. 89, for which there 
is great demand—the document room, the folding room, and 
Senators and Representatives are asking for additional copies 
of it—I thought it proper to make this statement in explanation 
of some of the matters which have been published in the public 
press and also to show that this document is an authentic pub- 
lication containing public records which are official and which 
give the truth. The truth and the whole truth is all that is 
desired both by the officials in the State of Florida and those 
interested in that great enterprise. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRYAN. I want to suggest to my colleague, while he is 
making his statement, that I think it is due to him and to the 
Printing Office to state the changes that were made in the 
report from the time it was submitted to the Printing Com- 
mittee by him until it reached him at Jacksonville some weeks 
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later. Does-not the Senator think a statement on that subject 
should be included in his statement in connection with this 
document? 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator means the suggested changes? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes; I mean the suggested changes. I think 
such a statement would be appropriate at this time. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I did not intend to take up 
too much time on this subject, but I am perfectly willing to state 
everything in connection with the printing of this document 
and the facts leading up to the final proofs and the completion 
of the document. The particular reference by my colleague may 
be detailed briefly, as follows: 

After the galley proofs had been run off it seems the Agricul- 
tural Department requested that they be sent down to that 
department. Congress had adjourned, and I was then in Florida. 
I had numerous requests for the document, and I inquired what 
was causing delay in getting out the proofs. I found that the 
proofs had been delivered to the Agricultural Department, I be- 
lieve, on the request of Mr. Elliott. I wanted to know what that 
meant, because no one had solicited any help in that direction, so 
far as I knew. I thought I had all the data bearing on that 
subject already collected, and I could not understand this 
yoluntary interference. After two weeks of delay occasioned by 
this interference, I was informed that the document had been 
returned by the Agricultural Department with numerous sug- 
gestions of changes in the Wright report as originally prepared, 
authorized, and determined upon, and with numerous sugges- 
tions for additional matter. 

The additional matter consisted largely of correspondence, of 
general statements which had no real pertinency or bearing 
upon the facts and records proper to be included in the docu- 
ment. They would have made the document cumbersome and 
much more expensive, and contained matter really irrelevant 
and immaterial. 

I called in Maj. Wright, who was then in Florida, because 
he had a copy of his original report with him, and I wanted to 
know about the suggestions submitted by Mr. Elliott. We found 
that Mr. Elliott sought to change the date of the original 
Wright report from June, 1909, to January, 1910; that he pro- 
posed to change the index of the document, so that instead of 
the index showing the Wright report on this subject it should 
show the report of C. G. Elliott, chief of engineers, instead of 
Wright. In other words the Wright report was to be appro- 
priated and called the Elliott report. Numerous other changes 
were suggested by him which would have amounted to a 
change of the Wright report as prepared and as certified by 
Dr. True, and as ordered printed in June, 1909. I insisted 
that those changes should not be made; that we must stand 
upon the original, official, authenticated document, and there 
we have stood. F 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And which the Senate had ordered to be 
published 

Mr. FLETCHER. And which the Senate had ordered to be 
published. That report does appear in this document in that 
precise way. The word “corrected” is used by Maj. Wright 
in his letter to the Secretary. The correction which he men- 
tioned referred to the proofs which had been sent down, con- 
taining suggestions, interlineations, pencil memoranda, and 80 
forth, made by Mr. Elliott, of the Agricultural Department. 
Those were eliminated, and the document contains the original 
Wright report as it was prepared, and not as prepared, altered, 
or changed by Mr. Elliott. 

That is the story with reference to the document; and thus 
“ corrected” means the Wright report was made to conform to 
the Wright report as set up on the press by direction of the 
department itself. The proofs were sent back and the docu- 
ment was finally printed, containing this report in full, and is 
known now as Senate Document No. 89, which has the approval 
of the trustees and all persons, so far as I have been informed, 
who value trustworthy, accurate data on this important sub- 
ject, and I am glad the Senate is willing to supply additional 
copies in response to the widespread demand. 

I believe that is all, Mr. President, that I care to submit to 

the Senate at this time. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o’clock and 3 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 19, 1912, 
at 2 o’clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
EBrecutive nominations received by the Senate February 15, 1912. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Walter F. Osborne. of Massachusetts, to be collector of cus- 
toms for the district of Gloucester, in the State of Massachu- 
setts, in place of William H, Jordan, whose term of office will 
expire February 29, 1912. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants with rank from February 13, 1912. 

Arturo Carbonell, of Porto Rico. 

William Henry Clewell, of Pennsylvania. 

George Patrick Gill, of Hlinois. 

Paul Gronnerud, of Ilinois. 

Joseph Arda Hall, of Ohio. 

Samuel Archer Rulon, jr., of Pennsylvania. 

James Edwin Thompson, of Texas. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY AEM, 

Second Lieut. Hugh H. Broadhurst, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from February 13, 1912, vice First Lieut. Rey- 
nolds J. Powers, Eighth Cavalry, who died February 12, 1912. 

INFANTRY ARM, 


First Lieut. Harry D. Mitchell, Infantry, unassigned, to be 
captain from February 8, 1912, vice Capt. Joseph F. Janda, First 
Infantry, detailed in the Signal Corps on that date. 

First Lieut. Ode C. Nichols, Thirtieth Infantry, to be captain 
from February 9, 1912, vice Capt. James D. Reams, Thirtieth 
Infantry, resigned February 8, 1912. 

Second Lient. Irving J. Palmer, Eleventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 9, 1912, vice First Lieut. Ode C. 
Nichols, Thirtieth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Melvin G. Faris, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from February 9, 1912, vice First Lieut. H. Clay 
M. Supplee, Twenty-sixth Infantry, detached from his proper 
command. 

POSTMASTERS. 
| CALIFORNIA. 

Robert K. Haines to be postmaster at La Mesa, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Oran A. King to be postmaster at Benicia, Cal., in place of 
James S. Stevens. Incumbent's commission expired December 
10, 1911. 

COLORADO, 


Charles D. Pickett to be postmaster at Wray, Colo., in place 
of Charles D. Pickett. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
31, 1912. 

HAWAIIL 

John H. Travis to be postmaster at Waipahu, Hawaii, in place 
of John H. Travis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
22, 1912. 

IDAHO. 


Frank S. Stevens to be postmaster at New Plymouth, Idaho. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 
ILLINOIS. 

Hilery J. Campbell to be postmaster at Roberts, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Charles E. Healey to be postmaster at Loda, Ill., in place of 
Charles E. Healey. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
4, 1912. 

IOWA. 


Howard L. Rann to be postmaster at Manchester, Iowa, in 
place of Howard L. Rann. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 9, 1911. 

S. W. Shutes to be postmaster at Woodward, Iowa, in place 
of Zenas G. Preston. Incumbent's commission expires Febru- 
ary 17, 1912. 

KANSAS, ¢ 

Thomas R. Jones to be postmaster at Girard, Kans., in place 
of Thomas R. Jones. Incumbents commission expires March 
11, 1912. 

Clyde B. Scott to be postmaster at Greenleaf, Kans., in place 
of Clyde B. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired December 
9, 1911. 

Joseph A. Whitehair to be postmaster at Chapman, Kans. 
in place of Joseph A. Whitehair. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 18, 1911. 

MAINE. 


Walter H. Downs to be postmaster at South Berwick, Me., in 
place of Walter H, Downs. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 25, 1912. 

Harry J. Jameson to be postmaster at Cornish, Me., in place 
of Harry P. Jameson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
20, 1912. 

MARYLAND. 

William T. Kelley to be postmaster at Preston, Md. Office 

became presidential January 1, 1912. 
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MASSACHUSETTS. 
Oliver P. Kendrick to be postmaster at West Brookfield, Mass., 

in place of Oliver P. Kendrick. Incumbent's commission expires 

March 30, 1912. 8 

Frank E. Nichols to be postmaster at Warren, Mass., in place 
of Frank E. Nichols. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
80, 1912. 

MICHIGAN, 

James H. Clark to be postmaster at New Lothrop, Mich. Of- 
fice became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Edwin P. Radford to be postmaster at Hermansville, Mich., 
in place of Edwin P. Radford. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

MINNESOTA. 

Ole C. Enge to be postmaster at Elmore, Minn., in place of 
9 Enge. Incumbent's commission expired February 4, 
MISSOURI. 

John P. Rankin to be postmaster at Higbee, Mo., in place of 
coe P. Rankin, Incumbent's commission expires March 10, 

j NEBRASKA. 

Joseph G. Alden to be postmaster at Aurora, Nebr., in place 
of Joseph G. Alden. Incumbent's commission expires March 
31, 1912. 

Daniel N. Wonder to be postmaster at Blue Springs, Nebr., in 
place of Daniel N. Wonder. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 11, 1912. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Joseph P. Conner to be postmaster at Portsmouth, N. H., in 
place of Joseph P. Conner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 10, 1011. 

NEW YORK. . 

Henry R. Bryan to be postmaster at Hudson, N. Y., in place 
of Henry R. Bryan. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1912. 

Arthur Hartt to be postmaster at Ravena, N. Y., in place of 
Arthur Hartt. Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 
1912. 

William F. Lewis to be postmaster at Arcade, N. Y., in place 
of William F. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1912. 

Charles E. Tracy to be postmaster at Newfane, N. Y. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1911. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Harry Leighton to be postmaster at Cavalier, N. Dak., in 
place of Harry Leighton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 13, 1912. 

OHIO, 

Mary S. Hill to be postmaster at Berlin Heights, Ohio, in 
place of Mary S. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 11, 1912. 

Robert V. Jones to be postmaster at Sidney, Ohio, in place of 
Robert V. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1911. 

VIRGINIA. 


Ozias B. Livingston to be postmaster at Falls Church, Va. 

Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 
WASHINGTON. 

George Vetter to be postmaster at Sunnyside, Wash., in place 
of George Vetter. Incumbents commission expired February 
13, 1912. 

S WISCONSIN. 

Walter Kleinpell to be postmaster at Cassville, Wis., in place 
of Walter Kleinpell. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 10, 1912. 

Mary A. McAskill to be postmaster at Glidden, Wis., in place 
of Mary A. McAskill. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 27, 1912. 

John A. McDonald to be postmaster at Arbor Vitae, Wis. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 15, 1912. 
AMBASSADOR. 
Myron T. Herrick to be ambassador extraordinary and pleni- 
potentiary to France. 
SECRETARY or EMBASSY. 


H. F. Arthur Schoenfeld to be third secretary of the embassy 
at Constantinople, Turkey. 
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SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 
8 canbe Bell to be second secretary of the legation at Habana, 
uba. 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Thomas J. Thorp, Soldier Home. 
IOWA. 
John B. Cook, Farley. 
Edward B. Gundrum, Casey. 
Charles F. Le Compte, Corydon. 
OHIO. 
Thomas E. de Bruin, Winchester. 
Carl J. Eckert, Berea. 
Cary A. Watts, Peebles. 
VERMONT. 
William E. Denison, Pittsford. 
WASHINGTON. 
Thomas J. Atwood, Sultan. 


INJUNCTION OF SECRECY REMOVED. 


The injunction of secrecy was removed from a naturalization 
convention between the United States and Costa Rica, signed 
at San Jose on June 10, 1911. (Ex. J, 62d Cong., Ist sess.) 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 15, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we thank Thee for that providence 
which has shaped and guided the destiny of Thy children and 
which has led them, step by step, to the splendid civilization 
of our day; that we are privileged to live in this age of the 
world’s history; that we are American citizens, blessed under 
our Constitution with civil, political, and religious liberty. 
Help us, we beseech Thee, to realize fully that as eternal vigi- 
lance is the price of liberty, so it is the price of everything 
sacred to our hearts. Inspire us, therefore, to use these gracious 
privileges to the honor and glory of Thy holy name. In the 
spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

BATTLE OF KINGS MOUNTAIN. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a short time ago 
Bishop E. E. Hoss, of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
delivered a most instructive and interesting address before the 
Committee on the Library, which has under consideration 
House bill 4035, for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Gen. William Campbell. 

Bishop Hoss is one of the most learned and eloquent and 
also one of the best-beloved members of the college of bishops 
of the Southern Methodist Church. The Battle of Kings Moun- 
tain, of which he spoke, was fought at a crisis in the struggle 
for independence, and the- victory achieved is conceded to have 
been a turning point in favor of the success of American arms. 
Gen. John Sevier, of Tennessee, and Gen. Isaac Shelby, of Ken- 
tucky, who first conceived and planned that great battle, will 
live in the history of the Revolutionary War along with Gen. 
Campbell and the other patriots who participated in it. The 
address of Bishop Hoss is an eloquent and instructive presenta- 
tion of the difficulties encountered and the events leading up to 
the battle, as well as of the battle itself, and I ask unanimous 
consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the address referred to: 

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I thank you 
very sincerely for the courtesy of this hearing, and I shall try 
to show my gratitude by confining my remarks within due limits. 
If I should, out of my exceeding interest, trespass too much on 
your time and attention, I beg that you will not for a moment 
hesitate to indicate the fact. 

“That there may be no misunderstanding of my purpose in 
appearing before you, I shall begin by saying that I am here 
to oppose the passage in its present form of House bill 4035, 
which is identical with Senate bill 5295, and the object of 
which is to provide for the erection in the town of Abingdon, 
Va., of a monument to the memory of Gen. William Campbell, 
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as the chief hero, so alleged, of the Battle of Kings Mountain 
in our Revolutionary War. Desiring to make no statement 
that would not stand the test of discussion and criticism, I 
solicited the presence on this occasion both of Senator MARTIN 
and of Representative Suemp, who are the sponsors of the 
measure under consideration, and I very much regret the fact 
that they could not comply with my request. Their absence, 
however, will only make me the more careful to be utterly 
candid and fair in all that I shall say. In the end the exact 
truth will prevail, and any attempt to distort it, no matter by 
whom made, would prove a boomerang. 

“There can be no shadow of doubt, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Battle of Kings Mountain is abundantly worthy to be com- 
memorated by the Federal Government. In every important 
sense of the word it was a crisis in the struggle of our fathers 
for independence. Coming at a time when Georgia and South 
Carolina were in the iron grip of the British forces, and fol- 
lowing hard upon Gates’s disaster at Camden and Cornwallis’s 
invasion of the Old North State, it put new heart into the de- 
sponding patriots throughout the whole country and set in mo- 
tion that train of infiuence which issued in the crowning 
triumph at Yorktown. 

“Among students who have given it their careful attention 
there is not the slightest difference of opinion as to its tre- 
mendous significance. Thomas Jefferson, who was good con- 
temporary authority, said of it: 

“Tt was the joyful enunciation of that turn in the tide of success 
that terminated the Revolutionary War with the seal of our inde- 
pendence. 

“A hundred years later Theodore Roosevelt—who is always 
right except when he is wrong, and always interesting even 
when he is wrong, and frequently irritating even when he is 
right—added, in his The Winning of the West, volume 2, 
page 286: 

“The victory was of ae, importance and ranks among the 
decisive battles of the Revolution. It was the first great success of the 
Americans in the South, the turning point in the southern campaign, 
and it brought cheer to the patriots throughout the Union. The loyal- 
ists of the olinas were utterly cast down and never recovered from 
the blow, and its immediate effect was to cause Cornwallis to retreat 
from North Carolina, abandoning his first invasion of that State. 

“ Similar judgments from competent historians could be multi- 
plied by the score, and nobody with a right to speak has ever 
yentured to utter a contradictory opinion. 

“All ‘these things get an added emphasis from the circum- 
stances that preceded and accompanied the expedition—cir- 
cumstances which, in comparison, make such contests as those 
of Lexington and Bunker Hill look like holiday parades. For, 
bear in mind, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
that the men who conceived and set on foot this great enter- 
prise were members of a frontier community only a few thou- 
sand strong; that their own homes were in constant danger of 
attack from the Cherokee Indians, a fierce and yalorous tribe, 
who were in close league with the British, and hung like a 
storm cloud upon the western skirts of the settlements; that 
they acted on their own initiative, being summoned by no goy- 
ernment and receiving neither equipment nor compensation for 
their services; that they did not wait till the enemy was at their 
own gates, but took the offensive and went in search of him, 
thus making common cause with all the colonies, and especially 
with the two Carolinas; that they marched 12 full days over 
one of the roughest routes ever traveled by a mounted army, 
right square across both the Alleghanies and the Blue Ridge; 
that for the last 36 hours, the most of the time in a pouring 
rain, they were out of their saddles only once, and then for but 
an hour; that at the end of this long ride, tired almost to 
exhaustion though they were, they threw themselves on a foe 
numerically as strong as themselves, securely posted, well 
drilled, and commanded by one of the bravest and most accom- 
plished officers in the British Army; and that, within a little 
more than an hour they achieved what, taken all in all, was one 
of the most signal victories of the war, killing, wounding, or 
capturing nearly every one of their antagonists. Sirs, if there 
be any citizen of the United States whose blood does not flow a 
little faster at the recitation of such a story, I envy him not. 

“For elaborate accounts of all that I have thus in brief set 
forth, and for a vast array of other related facts and incidents, 
see the chapters ad rem in Haywood’s Civil and Political His- 
tory of Tennessee, Ramsey’s Annals of Tennessee, Wheeler's 
History of North Carolina, Kirke’s Rear Guard of the Reyolu- 
tion, Roosevelt’s The Winning of the West, and, especially, the 
wonderfully full account in Draper’s Kings Mountain and Its 
Heroes, in the preparation of which the author spent 40 labori- 
ous years. I might add an indefinite number of other authori- 


ties, but do not wish to cumber the pages of this brief. 
“Why, then, you may be inclined to ask, am I opposing the 
pill under notice. My answer to such an inquiry shall be very 
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concise; it is because this bill coolly proposes to bestow upon 
the single State of Virginia the honor of the whole undertaking, 
which primarily belongs to the States of Tennessee and North 
Carolina, and upon Col. William Campbell the whole credit, 
which primarily belongs to Isaac Shelby and John Sevier. 
When I tell you that I am a Tennesseean and a descendant of 
Sevier, you will perhaps need no further explanation of my 
attitude. 

“The report on which the Senate has already acted was 
drawn up, or was at least presented, by the late Senator John 
W. Daniel, a man so high and clean in character that it would 
be folly to call in question the sincerity of his motives. Nearly 
everything in it is strictly true. The only paragraph to which 
I should seriously object is the quoted one that suggests the 
superior quality of the Virginians on the upper Holston to their 
Tennessee neighbors lower down the same stream. It is un- 
fortunate that such a hint—so wide of the fact, and so en- 
tirely without bearing on the case—should have been introduced 
into a printed document. I shall not waste time in seeking 
to rebut it. My chief quarrel with the report is based not on 
what is in it, but on what is left out of it. A casual reader, 
glancing through it, would not infer that the Tennesseeans and 
North Carolinians played anything more than a very unim- 
portant part in the affair with which it deals, though at one 
place, presently to be noticed, their primacy is conceded in two 
or three lines. 

Do not suppose for one moment, gentlemen, that I wish to 
belittle what the Virginians did at this great juncture. Then, 
as ever, they played the man. Myself of Virginia blood and 
ancestry reaching back to 1650, I am proud of the record which 
the Old Dominion has put into our national history. Nor shall 
I be guilty of the low task of trying to asperse the good name 
of Col, Campbell, who was unquestionably a braye and patriotic 
man, and whose posterity embraces a body of American citizens 
equal to the best to be found in all the land. The old contro- 
versies, which did not touch any essential point in his character 
but bore only upon his action during the latter part of the 
battle, ought never to have been raised, and should certainly 
now be allowed to rest. 

“ All this said, however, there are some important facts that, 
in the interests of truth and justice, must not be overlooked. 

“WHO ORIGINATED THE EXPEDITION? 


“Tt is certain that Gen. Campbell had nothing in the world 
to do with it. The credit of it belongs solely and wholly to 
Isaac Shelby and John Sevier. More than this, Col. Campbell 
was with difficulty persuaded to join in it, even after it was set 
on foot. See Shelby’s pamphlet published as an appendix to 
Draper’s Kings Mountain and Its Heroes, pages 560-563; 
Draper’s own statement, pages 168-178; Roosevelt's The Win- 
ning of the West, pages 252-255; Ramsey’s Annals of Tennes- 
see; and Senator Daniel’s report, page 6, lines 26-30. 

“The following short outline embodies the substance of what 
is contained in these volumes: During the summer of 1780 
Col. Shelby, Maj. Charles Robertson, and Capt. Valentine Sevier, 
a younger brother of Col. Sevier, went on a campaign into South 
Carolina with about 200 men and participated in the successful 
battles of Thicketty Fort, Musgroves Mills, and Cedar Spring. 
On their return to their homes they were pursued as far as to 
Gilbert Town, N. C., near the foot of the mountains. by the 
British colonel, Ferguson, who, by all accounts, was one of the 
most courageous and most capable soldiers in the King’s army. 
Through a paroled prisoner, one Samuel Phillips, he sent word 
to the mountain men from that point that if they did not at 
once lay down their arms he would cross over the intervening 
ranges, hang their leaders, and devastate their country. Never 
did a yain and insolent message meet with a swifter response. 
Phillips took it straight to Col. Shelby, of Sullivan County, 
who-was his kinsman and lived near the present city of Bristol. 
Within a day or two Shelby mounted his horse and rode about 
50 miles to see Col. John Sevier, of Washington County. When 
he started on that ride there is not the slightest evidence that 
he had formed any definite plan of action. On the contrary, 
he himself affirms over and again that he and Sevier between 
them—they were together two full days—determined, ‘after 
some consultation, what they would do. Here is his exact 
language, repeated for substance in many places: ‘In a few 
days I went 50 or 60 miles to see Col. Sevier, who was the effi- 
cient commander of Washington County, N. C., to inform him of 
the message I had receiyed and to concert with him measures of 
defense.’ But before they separated all thought of mere ‘de- 
fense’ was abandoned, and an agreement was reached to strike 
the first blow. ‘After some consultation,’ continues Shelby, we 
determined to march with all the men we could raise, and at- 
tempt to surprise Ferguson by attacking him in his camp, or at 
any rate before he was prepared for us Which of the two 
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leaders first proposed this bold stroke can never now be known. 
Neither of them, as far as I am aware, ever claimed the exclu- 
sive honor of it. Somehow or other it came out in the course 
of their discussion, but any attempt to say just how must now 
be futile. The minds of the two men were like flint on steel. 
(See Appendix to Draper, p. 562.) 

“Having decided on the main point, Shelby and Sevier went 
vigorously to work to arrange all the details of the proposed 
campaign. They resolved, first, to get their regiments in readi- 
ness and rendezvous at the Sycamore Shoals of the Watauga 
on September 25; secondly, to secure, through Sevier's efforts, 
the cooperation of Col. Charles McDowell and the 160 North 
Carolina refugees, who had crossed the mountains for safety and 
were scattered among the residents of the Watauga and the 
Nolichucky; thirdly, to secure through Col. Shelby the co- 
operation of Col. William Campbell and the men under him in 
the adjacent district of Virginia; and, fourthly, to raise on 
their personal security the sum of $15,000 for the purchase of 
necessary equipment. 

“ Everything went through without a hitch, except that Col. 
Campbell at first positively declined to lend his assistance, 
stating that he was minded to raise what men he could and 
march down into southern Virginia, to oppose Lord Cornwallis 
as he appreached that State. Shelby himself shall tell the 
rest of the story. He says: 

“Of this”— ` 

“Campbell’s refusal— 


“T notified Col. Sevier A an e 
issued an order calling on all the 


ress the next day, and at once 
itia of the to hold them- 


selves in readiness to march at the time inted. felt, however, 
some disappointment at the reply of Col. pbell. The Cherokee 
tewns were not more than 80 or 100 miles from the frontiers of my 


county; and we had received information that these Indians were pre- 
paring a formidable attack on us in the course of a few weeks. I was, 
‘ore, unwilling. that we should take away the whole disposable 
force of our counties at such a time; and without the aid of the militia 
under Col. Campbell's command I feared that we could not otherwise 
have à sufficient force to meet son. I, therefore, wrote a second 
letter to Col. Campbell, and sent the same messenger (Moses Shelby) 
back with it immediately, to whom I communicated at large our view 
and intentions, and directed him to urge them on Col. Campbell. 
letter and messenger produced the di effect, and Campbell wrote 
me that he would meet me at the time and grees It 
surely can not detract from the merits of Col pi that this 
capelition was set on foot, not by him, but others. He lived in 
Virginia, in a state of comparative security, was p to aid 
his own State when she should be invaded. We lived m N 
lina, a great part of which was prostrate before the British 
were nearer to the enemy and were threatened. We determined, there- 
fore, to anticipate the inyasion and vengeance that were meditated 
against us, and to strike the first blow. To do this effectually, we 
asked for, and we received, the aid of the nearest county in a ne 
This was surely the natural and ordinary course of things.” 


“Such first-hand evidence from such a man as Shelby, even if 
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oP) Cit stood alone, would be sufficient to establish my contention; 
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but it does not stand alone. Every historian of any conse- 
sequence confirms it in toto. In short, then, Shelby and Sevier, 
with Campbell or without him, and even if they had to strip 

-their own counties of every available fighting man, had fully 
made up their minds to take the risk of meeting Ferguson's 
bluff; but they naturally desired to avoid, if it were possible, 
the necessity of leaving their families utterly exposed to the 
tender mercies of the Cherokees. For this latter reason, they 
asked for and, after some delay, received the generous support 
of Col. Campbell and his men. 

The later career of Gen. Campbell is given so fully in Sena- 
tor Daniel's report that it is scarcely necessary to repeat it here. 
Suffice it to say that he took an honorable -part in the Battle of 
Guilford Court House and one or two other minor engagements, 
then resigned his commission in the Army and was elected to 
represent Washington County, Va., in the State legislature. In 
1781, however, he was made a brigadier general of the Vir- 
ginia line and recalled to the field under Lafayette. During 
August of the same year he was seized with a sudden illness 
and died a few days afterwards in his thirty-sixth year, to the 
grief of the whole Commonwealth. 

“Both Shelby and Sevier lived on until old age, with increas- 
ing fame to the end, the latter expiring in 1815 and the former 
not till 1826. The following sketch of Shelby is taken without 
change from the Souvenir Program published on the oceasion 
of the presentation of a portrait bust to Memorial Continental 
Hall at the Twentieth Congress of the National Society of the 
Daughters of the American Revolution: 

“Born December 11, 1750, in Frederick County, Md., near the North 
Mountain and in the vicinity of Hagerstown. Employed until 21 years 
of age dn farming and herding cattle for his father, Capt. Evan Shelby. 
In 1771 removed with other members of the Shelby family to the 
Holston region in southwest Virginia. Shared the custo - 
ences and adventures of n pioneer and frontiersman. Se as lieu- 
tenant in company of Fincastle troops, of which his father, Evan 
Shelby, was tain, in Dunmore’s War, fighting valiantly at Point 
Pleasant on October 10, 1774. Of the affair at Point Pleasant, which 
has often been called the first battle of the American Revolution,’ 
Lieut. Shelby, in a letter to his uncle, John Shelby, written a few days 
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after the battle, has left us the best first-hand account. He re- 
mained as second in command of a garrison at the mouth of the Great 
Kanawha until July, 1775. For nearly a year following ha explored, 
located, and surveyed lands in Kentucky. In July, 1776, while in 
Kentucky, be was ap inted captain of a minute company by the com- 
mittee of safety in Virginia. In 1777 he was appointed by Gov. Patrick 
SEE of Virginia, a commissary of supplies for an extensive body of 
militia guarding the frontier posts. In 1778 he was engaged in the 
commissary department, providing supplies for the Continental Army 
and for an expedition, by way of Pittsburgh, against the northwestern 
Indians. He rendered similar service in 1779. In tho spring of that 
5 he was elected a member of the Virginia Legislature from Wash- 

gton County, and in the fall of the same year was commissioned A 
major by Gov. Thomas Jefferson, in the escort of guards to the com- 
missioners for establishing the boundary line between Virginia and 
North Carolina. By the extension of this line his residence was found 
to be in North Carolina, and shortly afterwards he was appointed by 
Goy. Cagwell a colonel of the new county of Sullivan. On the 30th of 
July, 1780, he captured a formidable Tory stronghold on the Pacolet 
River. He was largely responsible for the victory in the Battle of 
M s Mill, August 18, 1780; was one of those in chief command 
in the Battle of g's Mountain, October 7, 1780, and contributed 
most largely to the success there achieved. A few months later, in 
command of a troop, he joined Gen. Francis Marion, and served under 
him until near the end of the war. 

“In 1781 he was elected a member of the North Carolina 
Legislature; in 1783 moved to Kentucky; member of three of 
the Kentucky conventions held in 1787, 1788, and 1789, prepara- 
tory to applying for statehood; in January, 1791; appointed 
with Gen. Charles Scott, Benjamin Logan, and two others a 
member of the local board of war, created by Congress for the 
district of Kentucky, with full discretionary power to provide 
for the defense of the frontier settlements and the prosecution 
of the war with the Indians; high sheriff of Lincom County, 
Ky., until his election as governor in May, 1792; member of 
convention which framed first constitution of Kentucky in April, 
1792; one of the first trustees of Transylvania Seminary (after- 
wards Transylvania University), appointed in 1783; also mem- 
ber and chairman of the first board of trustees of Center Col- 
lege, founded in 1819; first governor of Kentucky, 4th of June, 
1792-1796; again elected governor, 1812-1816; and led 4,000 
Kentucky volunteers to join Gen. Harrison in the Northwest 
for the invasion of Canada, where the British were defeated 
at the Battle of the Thames, 5th of October, 1813. For his 
heroic services in this campaign and battle he was awarded a 
gold medal by Congress on the 4th of April, 1818. In 1817 
selected by President Monroe as Secretary of War, but declined 
office on score of age. Was one of the presidential electors for 
Kentucky in 1797, in 1801, and in 1805. In 1818 was commis- 
sioned with Gen. Andrew Jackson to hold treaty with Chicka- 
saw Tribe of Indians for purchase of lands west of Tennessee 
River, which service he performed with entire satisfaction to 
all parties concerned. Died 18th of July, 1826, at his historic 
home, “Travelers Rest,“ Lincoln County, Ky. Counties in 
nine States haye been named Shelby in his honor. Married at 
Boonesboro, Ky., in 1783, Susannah Hart, daughter of Capt. 
Nathaniel Hart, one of the proprietors of the Transylvania Co. 

“Sevier was born September 23, 1745, 6 miles from the pres- 
ent village of New Market, in what was then Augusta and is 
now Rockingham County, Va. His father, Valentine Sevier ist, 
the son of a Huguenot refugee and an English mother, had 
come to the colony from London between 1730 and 1740, settling 
first in Culpeper and removing thence to the valley; and his 
mother, Joanna Goode, was the granddaughter of John Goode, 
who immigrated by way of the Barbados in 1650, and became the 
ancestor of an immense posterity. Sevier himself, after secur- 
ing at Staunton the best education obtainable on the border, 
was married in his seventeenth year to Miss Sarah Hawkins, 
the daughter of Mr. Joseph Hawkins and the granddaughter of 
Samuel Hawkins, one of four brothers who came over about 
1685. Before he was 25 he had amassed what was for that 
time a comfortable fortune in farming and merchandising. He 
had also taken some part in the French and Indian War and 
had been appointed a militia captain by Lord Dunmore, the last 
royal governor of Virginia. After two trips in 1771-72 to the 
infant settlement on the Holston he removed his family thither 
in the early winter of 1773, reaching his destination on Christ- 
mas Day of that year. His next brother, Valentine Sevier 2d, 
had preceded him, and his venerable father, then 74 years of 
age, and his four brothers and three sisters, accompanied him. 

“From the day of his arrival in the Holston country he was 
a marked man, as he would have been anywhere. His primacy 
on the border for the next 40 years is an indisputable fact. 
Almost at once he was elected one of the five judges of the 
Watauga Association, 3 community, which the 
newcomers, with the tary political instincts of English- 
speaking people, had organized for their own protection. In 
1776, in connection with James Robertson, he defended Fort 
Lee, near Elizabethton, against an attack of the Cherokee In- 
dians. In the autumn of the same year he drew up the peti- 
tion to the provincial council of North Carolina, praying to be 
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formally annexed to that colony. This document, full of cour- 
age and patriotism, was signed by 115 persons, only 2 of whom 
found it necessary to make their marks. A little later he was 
chosen, together with John Carter and John Haile, to represent 
the Watauga and Nollichucky region, thenceforth known, first, 
as Washington District and after 1777 as Washington County 
in the provincial, congress, which met at Halifax November 12, 
1776, and framed the first constitution of North Carolina. 
Even at that early date he foresaw the necessity at some 
future time of a new State beyond the mountains, and secured 
the insertion into the constitution of a clause providing for it. 

“In 1777 he was made lieutenant colonel of the Washington 
County militia, and full colonel, to succeed Col. John Carter, 
on February 3, 1781. Between the first-mentioned date and 
1793 he was in 35 battles or skirmishes with the British and 
Indians, and was never once defeated. John Fiske says that 
he speedily won for himself the title of the lion of the border.’ 
Gov. Blount declared at the time that ‘his name carried more 
dismay than a regiment of soldiers.“ McMaster affirms that 
‘he lived more romances than were ever written in any book.’ 
Phelan says: 

“No one, indeed, was more generous than he. In many 
was one of the heroes of our ory, a veritable knight templar. 

“Roosevelt adds at greater length: 

“For many years Sevier was the best Indian fighter on the border. 
He was far more successful than Clark, for instance, inflicting greater 
loss on his foes, though he never had anything | a Clark’s number of 
followers. His mere name was a word of d to the Cherokees, the 
8 as, and the Upper Creeks. He Wielded t influence over 

own fo lowers, whose love for and trust in ‘Chucky Jack were 
ao ke He was open-hearted and . — 5 3 Pl 
toward all, and combined a cool head 
loved a battle for its own sake, and was never so rae Dert ease as 
when under fire. 

“The mere list of Sevier's services, civil and military, would 
fill a page. From 1780 to 1784 he led half a dozen brilliant 
campaigns against the Indians, besides joining with Shelby, 
in response to an appeal of Gen. Greene, on an expedition of 
relief to Marion. From 1784 to 1788 he was governor of the 
abortive State of Franklin, which was created out of necessity 
when North Carolina ceded its western territory to the mori- 
bund Continental Congress. That this movement was not 
intended as an act of disloyalty to the General Government is 
evident from the fact that it promptly sent its Representative, 
in the person of William Cocke, to Congress, asking to be 
admitted with the other Colonies. When it collapsed in 1788, 
Sevier was indicted for treason against the State of North 
Carolina. With this indictment hanging over him he was 
elected to the State senate in 1789, and went to Fayetteville to 
claim his seat. By act of the legislature all his disabilities 
were promptly removed, and he was designated brigadier general 
for the whole section from which he came. What is now the 
State of Tennessee was also set up as a congressional district, 
and in 1790 he was, without opposition, elected to the Federal 
Congress, and sat in that body as the very first Representative 
from the Mississippi Valley. 

“North Carolina having made, in 1790, another act of cession 
of the territory to the Federal Government, Sevier was named 
by President Washington both as brigadier general of the 
militia and as a member of the governor’s council or Territorial 
senate, both of which positions he continued to hold till 1796, 
when Tennessee was admitted into the Union. He was then 
chosen first governor of the State, and by two subsequent re- 
elections occupied the gubernatorial chair till 1801. Being 
succeeded by Archibald Roane, he became a candidate for the 
major generalcy of the State militia, a post then for the first 
time created, with Andrew Jackson, 20 years his junior, as his 
antagonist. The choice was in the hands of the field officers, 
and the balloting resulted in a tie. Roane, as governor, cast 
the deciding yote, which, by the way, sent Jackson to New 
Orleans and probably affected the whole subsequent history of 
the country. 

“In 1802 Sevier was one of the commissioners to run the 
boundary line between Virginia and Tennessee. The next year, 
being again eligible under the constitution, he once more 
sought the governorship, and though Roane, with the active 
and vociferous backing of Jackson, stood against him, he was 
elected by a large majority, and continued for three other terms, 
the last two without even a show of opposition. For 1810-11 
he was a member of the State senate. From 1811 to 1815 he 
was a Member of Congress from the Knoxville district, serving 
during the whole period of our second war with England as a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs. Mr. Madison, 
at the beginning of the war, offered him a generalship in the 
Army, but he declined it on the score of advanced age. It is 
also to be said that President Adams had given him a similar 
post in the Provisional Army in 1798, when war was threatened 
with France. 


he 


“ At the close of the congressional session of 1815 President 
Monroe appointed him one of the commissioners to run the lines 
of the Creek Indians in Alabama. While on that service he died 
in camp on the east side of the Tallapoosa, near Fort Decatur, 
Ala., September 24, 1815, being 70 years and 1 day of age. Dur- 
ing his absence from home his constituents had unanimously 
reelected him to Congress. His remains rested in their lonely 
grave until 1887, when the State of Tennessee, which had treated 
his memory with a niggardliness beyond conception, appropri- 
ated the munificent sum of $500 to remove the dust to Knoxville. 
A ceremonious reinterment, participated in by thousands of peo- 
ple, took place in the courthouse grounds of that city. Private 
citizens, in default of public action, erected a handsome monu- 
ment over his graye. 

“In view of the foregoing facts, Phelan is doubtless justified 
in saying: 

„John Derler is the most prominenť name in Tennessee history, and 
within these limits and upon this field he is the most brilliant civil and 
military figure this State ever produced. * * His enthusiasm, 
his daring, his resolute quickness, his knightly ‘aisposition made him 
the idol of his soldiers and his neighbors. To say that he 
was in his sphere a statesman of the first order of ability, yond that 
as a warrior he was excelled by none who engaged in the same mode 
of warfare, and that he never lost a battle, claims for him a high 
place among the t men of the world. * * The basis of his 
character was laid in truth and in honor. He was loved because he 

had a loving heart. The gentle word, the quick sympathy, the open 
hand, the high purpose, the dauntless courage, the impetuosity, the win- 


ning suavity were the wings and the turre and the battlements of a 
magnificent and harmonious structure. 


“Tt is a somewhat remarkable fact that while most American 
historians seem to have a personal grudge against our other Ten- 
nessee hero, ‘Old Hickory,’ they are all fascinated by Sevier. 
With one more quotation from Roosevelt I shall close my ac- 
count of him: 

“ Sevier, who came to the Watauga nearly a year after Robertson and 
his little colony had arrived, differed widely from his friend in almost 
every respect save high- -mindedness and dauntless, invincible courage. 
He was a gentleman y birth and 5 „ To the end of 
his days he was an interested and intelligent observer of men and 
things both in America and Euro He corresponded on intimate and 
equal terms with Madison, Fran lin, and other of our most polished 
statesmen. * * * Sevier was a very 8 — reputed durin 
his life the very handsomest in Tennessee. fair-skinn 
blue-eyed, brown-haired, of slender bulld, ithe Swart mlllta carriage 
and commanding bearing. * From his French forefathers he 
had inherited a gay, 8 temperament that made him the 
most charming of companions. His manners were polished and easy, 
and he had 2 natural dignity. * * Such were Sevier and 

Robe: these two men afterwards proved themselves to be, 
with the exce sion of George Rogers Clark, the greatest of the first 
generation of ception of Georg pioneers. 


“ WHAT FORCES THE VARIOUS STATES PUT INTO THE EXPEDITION. 


“On September 25, as above stated, the backwoodsmen mus- 
tered at Sycamore Shoals, on the Watauga River, in what was 
then Washington County, N. C., and is now Carter County, 
Tenn. Shelby and Sevier brought each 240 men, or about one- 
half the fighting strength of their respective regiments. Mc- 
Dowell brought 160 North Carolina refugees, eager to return 
and fight for their own soil, and William Campbell 200 Vir- 
ginians. The next day Arthur Campbell appeared with 200 
more, gathered from farther east. These he turned over to his 
cousin, while he himself went back home. The start was made, 
therefore, with 1,040 men. A more romantic scene was never 
witnessed. Beside the soldiers, who were clad in homemade 
hunting shirts and buckskin shoes, armed with Decherd rifles, 
and mounted on tough horses, there were hundreds of others 
present to say good-by. Among the latter was Samuel Doak, 
the Presbyterian minister, a graduate of Princeton and the 
founder of the first college west of the Alleghenies, who feared 
God so much that he feared nothing else, and would have made 
a fit chaplain for a regiment of Cromweli’s Ironsides—a man 
of immense influence on the early history of the State. 

“On September 30, having made the passage of the moun- 
tains, the army reached Quaker Meadows, the beautiful home 
of Col. McDowell, and received its first reenforcement of 350 
North Carolina militiamen from the counties of Wilkes and 
Surrey, who were creeping along through the woods, hoping to 
meet with some party going to harass the enemy. 

“They were commanded by Benjamin Cleavland, a mighty 
hunter and Indian fighter and an adventurous wanderer in the 
wilderness. He was an uneducated backwoodsman, famous for 
his great size and his skill with the rifle, no less than for the 
curious mixture of courage, rough good humor, and brutality in 
his character. 

“Tt can not be said that he was very devout in his life, but 
he was, nevertheless, a most orthodox Presbyterian in his belief. 
One of his grim pieces of humor, as we learn from the diary of 
Lieut. Allaire, of the British Army, who was captured at Kings 
Mountain, was to require the prisoners under his charge, officers 
and all, to attend divine service and listen to a Calvanistic 
sermon ‘as full of republicanism as the rebel army is of horse 
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thieves. It is even said that he was a ruling elder, with the 
aecent, no doubt, on the word ruling. 

“ Piye days later Hill, Hampton, Lacey, and Williams fell in 
with about 400 men, chiefly from York and Chester Counties, 
S. C. Smaller detachments under Chronicle and Hambright, 
from Burke and Lincoln Counties, N. C., and under Maj. 
William Chandler, from Georgia, as well as a number of 
straggling bands, were likewise taken up on the march, raising 
the total strength of the army to between 1,850 and 1,900 men. 
It will thus be seen that Virginia furnished only a little more 
than one-fifth of the men on the march. That they were real 


men nobody should be rash enough to deny. 


“Late in the evening of October 5, after a march of only 
12 miles during the whole day, a halt was made at Green River. 
Both men and horses were so jaded that the leaders knew it 
would be impossible for the whole of them to move fast enough 
to overtake Ferguson, who had rapidly fallen back in front of 
them from Gilbert Town. They, therefore, determined to select 
about 750 of their least tired and best mounted men, and make 
a bold push for their game, leaving the rest to follow as rapidly 
as possible. For days they had been living on green corn, but 
before starting on the final stretch they slaughtered some beeves 
and had a great feast. At the Cowpens on the evening of the 
6th they met the South Carolinians before mentioned, enough 
of whom joined in the advance to bring their strength up to 
910, besides a squad of perhaps 50, who followed on foot, and 
some of whom managed to get up in time for the fighting. Of 
the 910, only 200 were of Campbell's. Virginians. 

“Then came a marvelous feat of endurance. Leaving Cow- 
pens after dark, these resolute patriots marched without halt- 
ing through the whole night, which was dark and drizzly. 
Many of them got seattered in the woods, but rejoined.their 
commands at break of day. Right on to the south they bore, 
never pausing nor slacking their gait. In the course of the 
morning a pouring rain came down upon them, but they 
wrapped their blankets about their rifles, sat in their saddles, 
and spurred ahead. At a little after noon, October T, they had 
reached the end of their journey, and were not more than 3 
miles from the elevated spur, 500 or 600 yards long and 250 
wide from base to base, on which Ferguson had taken his 
position and was waiting for the help from Cornwallis which 
never came. Of the battle itself I shall speak hereafter. An- 
other matter demands attention now. 

“THE QUESTION OF A COMMANDER. 


i 

“ Until the expedition: had reached Cane Creek, on October 4, 
no question: appears to have arisen about a commander in chief. 
Each colonel, as was customary in border warfare, led his own 
men, As, however, some lack of diseipline had shown itself, 
and as they were now approaching the enemy, it was wisely 
thought necessary to have one head for the rest of the march 
and for the battle which seemed certain to be fought? This 
place would naturally have fallen to Col. McDowell, who was 
the senior officer present, and, besides, was then in his own dis- 
trict. But he was not deemed sufficiently alert for such a 
post. So the determination was formed to send a messenger 
to the eamp of Gen. Greene and ask for a general officer to 
assume the command. McDowell consented to the plan and 
volunteered to be the bearer of the written message, which was 
signed by the colonels in the following order: Cleaveland, Shelby, 
Sevier, Campbell, Hampton, and Winston. (See Roosevelt, Vol. 
II, p. 263, footnote.) 

In the meantime Shelby nominated Campbell as temporary 
commander, and he was chosen nem. con. The reasons assigned 
by Shelby for his action were as follows: MeDowell would not 
have submitted gracefully if any one of the North Carolina 
colonels, all of whom were his juniors in rank, had been pre- 
ferred before him; and, secondly, Campbell was not only a Vir- 
ginian and less likely to arouse McDowell's jealousy, but he 
was also at the head of the largest regiment. 

In this way— 

“Says Shelby— `“ s 
and upon my suggestion, was Col. Campbell raised to the command, and 
not on account of any superior military talents or experience he was 
the parietis except De pee — ie “a1 that tit ‘pan ane . — — 
distinction in war that we knew of. 

“How much and how little Campbell’s elevation meant is 
indicated by Draper, who says, page 190: 


Col. Campel now assumed the chief command, in w 
he was. to directed and regulated by the determination o. 
nels, who were to meet every day for consultation. 
ts the fact that the report of the battle, which was several days 
ates t 5 wan signed first by Cleayeland, ther by Campbell, and 
en 2 . ers name was not a ched, e 
started! home to meet a threatened uprising of the eee: pees 


however, 
anally: sionin 
Aqua significan 
made 1 


“Dr. Draper says, footnote to page 352: 


Col. Cleaveland was permitted to head 
as shown in facsimile im Lossing’s Field 


Perh: as a complimen 
the list in signing tae report 
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Book of the Revolution. But when Gen. Gates sent a copy, November 
w. Jefferson, to forward to Congress, having properly 
4 's next, and Cleaveland's last, 


Congress. 

“Whether Col. Campbell, who carried the report to Jeffer- 
son, suggested the change, which there would have been no 
impropriety in his doing, can not now be told. The circum- 
stanees are warranted simply as showing that Campbell’s com- 
mand carried no such precedence, in the estimation of his 
associates, as would belong to a commander in a thoroughly 
organized modern army. 

“THD BATTLE ITSELF. 


“And now, gentlemen of the committee, having followed the 
track of the patriot army from Sycamore Shoals to within 
about 3 miles of Kings Mountain, it remains to give a brief 
account of the battle itself, which will show that no one of 
the colonels in command had such a preeminence in the actual 
fighting as to entitle him to the sole credit of the victory. 

“After falling back for some days in a leisurely and circuitous 
fashion, Ferguson had halted here and gone into camp. Why 
he should have done so it is difficult to say. He knew that he 
was pressed by a strong force. His appeal to Cornwallis for 
300 or 400 dragoons shows that he was not insensible to the 
dangers that compassed him about, though it is evident that he 
had taken no accurate gauge of the martial qualities of his 
adversaries. If he had moved right on from Gilbert Town with- 
out needless. delays, he might easily have reached Cornwallis’s 
main army at Charlotte, 35 miles distant. The only rational 
explanation of his conduct is to be found in the assumption 
that, as a proud and successful British officer, unused to defeat 
or retreat, he could not bear the thought of being driven in for 
safety by what he was pleased to deseribe as ‘a horde of ban- 
ditti’ In short, it was simply another case of pride going 
before destruction and a haughty spirit before a downfall. 

“The spot which Ferguson chose for a ‘secure encampment’ 
was simply one of the ridges of Kings Mountain, 60 feet high, 
500 or 600 yards long, 70 yards broad on top, and 250 or 300 
yards from base to base. It was bare on the summit, but cov- 
ered with bowiders and trees on the sides, a fact which, as 
ought to have been foreseen, gave a great advantage to an 
attacking force. The only supply of water was a rather incon- 
venlently situated spring on the northwest of the mountain. An 
abundance of wood might have been secured for abatis, but 
Ferguson did not take the precaution to use it. In fact, the 
only appearance of defense was the line of baggage wagons 
drawn. up in the neighborhood of headquarters along the north- 
eastern part of the mountain. Confident that he could not be 
dislodged, Ferguson fatuously awaited his doom. As to the 
exact number of men under his command there is some doubt. 
The official report of the American officers, based on papers 
found in the camp after the battle, puts it at 1,125; but it 
appears probable that some 200 had gone away in the morning 
on a foraging expedition, leaving, say, 900 in the fight. Of 
these about 100 were provincial rangers, gathered largely from 
New York and New Jersey. They were seasoned soldiers, a sort 
of corps d’élite, having seen much service and being especially 
expert with the bayonet. The rest of the corps was made up of 
Tory militiamen from the two Carolinas. They had been care- 
fully drilled under Ferguson’s direction and were formidable 
fighters. 

The mountaineers were well aware that Ferguson might 
yet change his mind and continue his retreat or that he might 
receive such a reenforcement from Cornwallis as would make 
him too strong to be safely attacked, so they resolved to de- 
liver an instant blow. Having traveled so far and undergone 
such hardship in pursuit of their game, they were not in the 
least inclined to miss it at the very last. 

“Tt was determined to march at once upon the camp and 
decide the conflict without further rest or refreslyment. Each 
man was ordered to tie up his overcoat and blanket, throw the 
priming out of his pan, pick his touchhole, prime anew, examine 
his bullets, and see that everything was in readiness for the 
battle. While this was being done the officers agreed upon the 
general line of attack, which was to surround the eminence and 
make a simultaneous assault upon every part of the camp. The 
men were soon in their saddles and on their mareh. 

“When not more than half a mile from Ferguson’s camp 
and in full view of it, they dismounted, tied their horses, leav- 
ing a small guard with them, and proceeded on foot. To march 
as cavalry and fight as infantry was their uniform habit. On 
this particular oceasion no other course would have been a 
possibility. 

“Draper gives an excellent diagram, facing page 236, the 
eareful study of which will be a great help to anyone wishing 
to understand the exact order of the battle. It shows that the 
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regiments of Campbell and Shelby were thrown almost square 
across the southern end of the mountain, the former on the 
right and the latter on the left, and the two together constitut- 
ing the center of the American Army. Joining Campbell on the 
right, and stretching thence to the east along the northern base 
of the mountain, Sevier, McDowell, and Winston, in that order, 
made up the right wing; while joining Shelby on the left, and 
stretching north along the southern base of the mountain, 
Williams, with several small detachments, Lacey, and Cleve- 
land, in that order, made up the left wing. At the northern end 
of the mountain, Hambright and Chronicle completed the circle 
of investment, touching Winston on the right and Cleveland on 
the left, and thus making the escape of the British impossible, 
except by their breaking through the lines. To use different 
language, Campbell commanded in person the right center, 
Shelby the left center, Sevier the right wing, and Cleveland the 
left wing. Under these four the other officers took their places 
according to rank. 

“Up to about this time, owing to the nature of the ground 
and the thick screen of forests, Ferguson had not become aware 
of the proximity of his foes. As soon, however, as he spied 
them he prepared for action. The facility with which he got 
his men to line is a great tribute to his ability. There can be 
no doubt that he was a true British bulldog, and had also a 
rare capacity for infusing his own spirit into those who fought 
under him. It is not belittling our countrymen to admit that 
they had found a foeman worthy of their steel. On the con- 
trary, it is enhancing their merit to say that they dared to 
precipitate themselves upon even such an antagonist. 

“At length the several divisions started for the scene of 
action, marching two men deep, and led by their commanders, 
As the right and left wings had to make a considerable circuit 
to get into their assigned places in the line, they were delayed 
10 minutes longer than had been expected. The first fire of the 
enemy was delivered, it appears, on Shelby’s column, wounding 
some of his men, but he bade them keep quiet and press on 
till they were in position to give an effective return. Campbell 
opened the ball by pressing up the southern front of the moun- 
tain, his men loading and firing with great execution as they 
went. Before they reached the summit, however, they were met 
by De Peyster and his rangers, whom Ferguson had sent to 
check them, and were driven with considerable confusion to the 
bottom of the hill. Indeed, they did not stop until they had 
crossed a narrow hollow and climbed another elevation beyond 
it. Facing cold steel was an unusual experience with them, 
and naturally they recoiled from it. But with true courage they 
soon rallied to the call of their officers and again moved for- 
ward. - 

“The Rangers, meantime, had found other work to do, for 
Shelby also had pushed his line against the enemy immeđiately 
in his front. This bold action on his part drew the Rangers off 
to oppose him. He fought most bravely, as he always did. 
Bancroft describes him as ‘a man of the hardiest make, stiff 
as iron, among the dauntless singled out for dauntlessness.’ 
But he, too, was compelled to retreat before the charging 
column. 

“By this time the right and left wings were in place and 
pressing hard against the British position. When Campbell 
and Shelby, therefore, came on once more they found less diffi- 
culty than at first. Ramsey says that the next bayonet charge 
against them, though the Rangers were joined in it by a con- 
siderable number of the.militiamen, who had butcher knives, 
was ‘short and feebly executed.’ This statement does not 
agree with the declarations of some who were present, but all 
the circumstances indicate that it is probably correct. Never- 
theless, the fact that Campbell lost 14 men killed, of whom 13 
were officers, shows how fierce the fighting was in his front. 
Shelby also lost heavily, though, strangely enough, no complete 
list of the killed and wounded in his regiment has ever been 
published. It is also a fact that both Campbell and Shelby 
were again driven down the declivity, though not as far as 
before. It was at this juncture that the report spread among 
the mountaineers that Tarleton was coming with his cavalry. 


“Tt seemed to have a dispiriting effect, when the officers, including 
assurin; 


Col. Sevier, rode along the lines, calling upon the men to hal 
them that Tarleton was not there; and that if he w ey coul 
also make him, like Ferguson’s Rangers, turn his back and flee up the 


mountain. (Draper, p. 267.) 

“The battle lasted for about an hour and every part of the 
army behaved admirably. Hambright and Chronicle, weak as 
they were in numbers, ventured to clamber up the northern end 
of the ridge, though Chronicle himself was killed at the very 
beginning of the onset, and several other of the officers and men 
before they reached the summit, and the rest were met and 
temporarily repulsed by the bayonet. Cleaveland was a little 
late getting started on the left wing, but played a man’s part 
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to the end. On the right Sevier never wavered. A portion of 
his regiment on the left got mixed up with Campbell’s men and 
were in the rushes from the front. But his main body was not 
charged. So says his son, Maj. James Sevier, who, as a boy of 
16, fought through the whole battle, as did also an older son 
Joseph and his four brothers, Capts. Valentine and Robert and 
Privates Abraham and Joseph Sevier. Capt. Robert Sevier was 
mortally wounded toward the end of the engagement and died 
while on the way back to Watauga. 

As to which particular commander was the first to reach 
and hold the summit there has been some dispute, but the ques- 
tion would appear to be settled by the official report, signed a 
few days later by Campbell, Shelby, and Cleaveland. It says: 

“The aC upon the right, haying gained the summit of the 
eminence, obliged the enemy to retreat along the top of the ridge where 
—.— Cleaveland commanded, and where they were stopped by his brave 

“The Hon. W. C. Preston quoted this passage many years 
later to show that Campbell was entitled to the distinction in 
question, in apparent oblivion of the fact that Campbell com- 
manded the right center, while the whole of the right wing was 
commanded by Sevier, with Majs. McDowell and Winston under 
him. Draper fully ‘confirms the view that I have expressed, 
page 226: 

Sey ier's column at length gained the summit of the hill, driving the 
enemy’s left flank upon his center. 

“But, really, the whole matter is comparatively trivial, for 
before the end came all the different commands were on the 
summit and had girdled Ferguson’s men, who were now hud- 
dled together on the northern end of the ridge with a ring of 
fire. In spite of his heavy losses and of the utter desperateness 
of his situation he refused to think of surrendering. Once and 
again hig men hoisted white flags, but he promptly rode up and - 
cut them down with his sword. It is said that even De Peyster 
begged him to submit to the inevitable, and that he profanely 
spurned the suggestion. At last, satisfied that all was lost, he 
rose in his stirrups and started to escape by dashing through 
his foes. But in the very act of doing so he was pierced by 
half a dozen rifle balls. ‘It was in the region of Sevier’s 
column,’ says Draper, that he received his fatal shots.“ De 
Peyster then promptly raised a white flag, but owing to some 
misunderstanding the firing did not cease till a few moments 
later. 

“ After some confusion the prisoners were disarmed and put 
under guard, Shelby and Seyler appearing instantly on the 
spot, and Col. Campbell a few moments later. There are posi- 
tive statements from equally reputable men as to who received 
De Peyster’s sword, some saying that it was Maj. Evan Shelby, 
and others that it was Col. Campbell. The only possible recon- 
ciliation of the contradiction is that it may have been handed 
first to Maj. Shelby and then passed on to Col. Campbell. Fer- 
guson’S sash, a magnificent one of red silk, and his long and 
heavy field glass, as well as his lieutenant colonel’s commission, 
were brought off by Sevier, and are now in possession of the 
Tennessee Historical Society. Draper says that Sevier also got 
De Peyster's sword, page 308. Of this there must be some 
doubt. Each of the commanders secured some memento of 
the battle. 

“The victory was complete. On the American side the loss 
was only 88 killed and wounded; on the British it was 334 
killed and wounded and 648 taken prisoners. Thus closed a 
great day in the woods. A humane and Christian man must 
revolt from bloodshed, and yet he may well feel that resistance 
to cruel aggression is justified, and may admire without stint 
the heroism of the men who offer it. 

: “IN CONCLUSION. 

“And now, gentlemen of the committee, I invite your atten- 
tion to the claims with which I set out. Not saying a word to 
which any partisan of Col. Campbell could rationally object, 
I think I have shown, first, that he was not in any sense the 
originator of the expedition, but simply, after urgent and re- 
peated solicitation, fell in with the plans of Shelby and Sevier; 
secondly, that, including both his own muster of troops and 
those that were brought to him by. Arthur Campbell, he had 
under his command less than one-fourth of the men who were 


J | actually on the march or in the fight; thirdly, that the fact of 


his being appointed chief commander was not due to his su- 
perior military ability or experience, but was simply a piece of 
wise ty on the part of the other colonels, and espe- 
cially of Isaac Shelby, who really ranked him in seniority; 
fourthly, that even so his command was chiefly nominal, and 
that, after he received it, all the plans of the expedition, and 
finally the battle, were determined, not by him, but by a council 
of the colonels; fifthly, that while his part in the battle was 
honorable and courageous, it was not a whit more so than that 
of the other gentlemen associated with him. On what ground 
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of right or justice, then, can he be elevated to a pinnacle of 
honor, while Sevia: and Shelby, without whom certainly this 
chapter of our national annals would never haye been made, are 
left to oblivion? If Virginia desires to put Gen. Campbell into 
such a lofty place, let her do it. But she ought not to ask the 
Federal Government to give its official sanction to such unhis- 
torical pretensions, 

Nor is it, gentlemen of the committee, for Shelby and Sevier 
alone that I plead, but for McDowell, and Cleaveland, and Wins- 
ton, and Lacy, and the other notable men who contributed so 
much to American independence on that fateful October 7, 1780, 
and for the subaltern officers and private soldiers who matched 
the courage of their leaders with a spirit that was equally as 
high. As a Tennesseean, moreover, I ask justice for my native 
State and for the mother State of North Carolina. Kings 
Mountain, though not our first or last, was yet our chief point 
of contact with the Revolutionary War, and we cling to it. 
Why should Virginia, whose inheritance is so rich, desire to 
deprive us of our due share of the honors which our fathers 
fairly won? Sirs, we may safely claim to be a patriotic people. 
It is a source of pride to us that our ancestors, even in the 
lusty infancy of our great State, showed the metal of their 
manhood. When have Tennesseeans eyer failed to do so since? 
At the very time when Shelby and Sevier were leading their 
riflemen through the woods to South Carolina James Robertson 
and John Donelson were leading another band of Watauga folk 
800 strong, who less than a year before had plunged 400 miles 
farther into the depths of the wilderness to found the fair city 
of Nashville, at that time the uttermost outpost of the Republic 
in the valley of the Ohio. At their first gathering on the banks 
of the Cumberland to form some sort of provisional government, 
they had nobly resolved that they would ‘hold themselves liable 
for their ratable share of the expenses of the war for freedom.’ 

“Tn later years the descendants of these same men broke up 
the Creek Confederacy at the battle of the Horseshoe and lib- 
erated the Southwest from the further fear of savage wars. 
They went with Andrew Jackson to New Orleans, and put a 
glorious and emphatic period to our second struggle with Eng- 
land. They were present in large force with Houston and 
Crockett in the contest for Texas independence. At the out- 
break of hostilities with Mexico, being called on for 4,000 men, 
Tennessee offered 27,000, and thus anew vindicated her ancient 
title of ‘the Volunteer State.“ In our civil strife nearly the 
whole body of our citizenship shouldered arms on one side or 
the other. The first congressional district, in which Sevier and 
Shelby both lived and from which their force was entirely re- 
cruited, put regiment after regiment into the Confederate Army 
and then furnished more volunteers for the Federal Army than 
any other congressional district in the United States. 

“And once again, in 1898, when the Nation rose up in mortal 
combat against Spain, Tennesseeans were in the front rank and 
eager to take part in the fray. In the Philippines and in Cuba 

the records show that they deported themselves in a manner 
worthy of the fathers from whose loins they had sprung. 

“Tf, therefore, a memorial of any sort_is to be erected on 
what was in 1780 our western border, it should be either at 
Sycamore Shoals, from which point the army set out. or at 
Bristol, on the line between the two States of Virginia and 
Tennessee and in the immediate vicinity of the home of Shelby; 
and when it is built it should stand not for one of the leaders 
only nor for one above the rest, but for all of them alike. In 
case any discrimination must be made, let it be made in the 
interest of those who conceived the great project in advance of 
the rest and made its execution a feasible thing. 

“But I insist, Mr. Chairman, that such an event as that 
which I have been discussing ought not to be belittled by any 
cheap or common monument in a country village. It deserves 
to be glorified here in our National Capital. There is an epic 
grandeur, sirs, in the movement of our Anglo-Saxon stock across 
the Alleghanies and into the wide stretches of the Mississippi 
Valley, a grandeur that has never yet had adequate recogni- 
tion. Does it not appeal both to our imaginations and to our 
hearts to think of the manly audacity of the pioneers, who, in 
their own strength, and without help from any external source, 
planted our civilization on that fertile soil, and with unequaled 
constancy guarded it against all intrusions till it grew to im- 
perial dimensions? In that line of movements which has the 
majesty of a pageant stands out the Battle of Kings Mountain, 
not isolated and solitary in its character, but part of that great 
and orderly chain of sequences which has made the Middle 
West and the Southwest what they are to-day. 

“Surely it would be most fitting to select some suitable site 
in this city of Washington, and rear on it a column of marble 
as a.testimonial to the foresight and the fidelity of these men 
who in their day and generation ‘had knowledge of all things 
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to know what Israel ought to do,’ and did not hesitate to take 
the lead in the doing of it. On this marble pillar let the names 
be carved of Campbell, and Shelby, and Sevier, and McDowell, 
and Cleaveland, and Lacy, and under them a group of riflemen 
clad in hunting shirts and armed with Decherd rifles. So may 
the Nation acknowledge a debt of gratitude which it can never 
fully repay.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested : 

§. 275. An act to make the special examiner of drugs, medi- 
cines, and chemicals an assistant appraiser at the port of 
Boston ; 

S. 278. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
give to the city of Newburyport, in Massachusetts, the United 
States customs building in that city and the land upon which it 
stands: and 

S. 548. An act retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the Naval 
Observatory, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 275. An act to make the special examiner of drugs, medi- 
cines, and chemicals an assistant appraiser at the port of Bos- 
ton; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 278. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
give to the city of Newburyport, in Massachusetts, the United 
States customs building in that city and the land upon which it 
stands; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

S. 548. An act retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the Naval 
Observatory, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Swirzer, for 10 days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. KENT, for 2 weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Stur, for 10 days, on account of illness in his 
family. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a request for unani- 
mous consent that the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 17936) to establish standard packages and grades 
for apples, and for other purposes, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to say that I understood that by the approval of the 
Speaker bills similar to this were referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. While it was my own opinion 
that the reference was perhaps wrong, I had no disposition to 
dispute with the Speaker about it, or question his decision, or 
appeal from it. Therefore I have answered letters in regard to 
the bill remaining before our committee, stating that the Com- - 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures had taken jurisdic- 
tion of the subject and was considering other similar bills, and 
that I did not consider it necessary for two committees to be 
working on the same subject at the same time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18956) making 
appropriation for the support of the Army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SAUNDERS in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is in session for the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 18956) for the support of 
the Army. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Dill (H. R. 18956) making 9 for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not weary the committee 
by a restatement of principles heretofore announced in a pre- 
vious decision, but before ruling will advert to certain argu- 
ments advanced in the debate of Tuesday. 

In that debate it was contended that in ruling on amend- 
ments, or provisions of a bill, under the Holman rule, the Chair 
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must look to the face of the paragraph, or amendment, to deter- 
mine from such paragraph, or amendment, without extraneous 
aid or assistance, whether it will effect a retrenchment in ex- 
penditures. This is error. Speaker Kerr expressly ruled, and 
this ruling has been uniformly followed, that in determining 
whether an amendment will operate to retrench expenditures, 
the Chair can look to the pending bill, the specifie section or 
amendment under consideration, the law of the land so far as 
applicable, and the parliamentary rules and practices of the 
House, Keeping these aids to a decision in mind, the Chair 
must determine whether the amendment, or included paragraph, 
will operate of its own force to retrench expenditures. The 
mere fact that the Chair may think that it is likely that a sec- 
tion, or an amendment will very probably save a considerable 
sum of money to the Treasury of the United States, is not a 
sufficient ground on which to hold that such an amendment, or 
section, is in order. In the view of the Chair, there must be 
something more. The amendment, or section, must necessarily 
pene about such a result, ex proprio vigore in order to be sus- 
tained. 

Again the view was urged upon the Chair that if the conclu- 
sion of retrenchment from the operation of an amendment, or 
paragraph, is a matter of debate or of argument, if it requires 
evidence to establish such conclusion, then it does not appear 
from the provision itself, that it will work a retrenchment, and 
the same will not be in order. This again is error. Any propo- 
sition may be the subject of debate. Conceding that the Chair 
is limited to the inspection of the face of an amendment or 
paragraph, even then the proper conclusion to be drawn there- 
from may be very appropriately debated. The opponents of 
the amendment may contend with vehemence that no result of 
retrenchment will attend its operation, while with equal ve- 
hemence and superior logic the friends of the amendment may 
be able to demonstrate that from its operation such a result 
would be an inevitable sequence. 

Hence, the mere fact that the effect of a proposition may be 
assailed in debate will not operate to establish its invalidity 
or put it beyond the pale of the Holman rule. The true doc- 
trine is that with or without discussion the Chair must be 
satisfied, as a condition precedent to holding an amendment to 
be in order, that the necessary effect of the same operating by 
its own force will be a retrenchment of expenditures in one of 
the three ways indicated by the rule. 

The legislative provision which fs under attack provides that 
hereafter all enlistments in the Army shall be for a term of 
five years. The present law provides that such enlistments shall 
be for a period of three years. In each case a man may re- 
enlist at the expiration of his term. Provision is made by law 
for a bonus and an increase of pay on reenlistments. It is per- 
fectly manifest, except under conditions so extraordinary that 
they may be eliminated from consideration, that under the fiye- 
year system of enlistment, compared with the existing three- 
year system, say, for a period of 15 years, there will be more 
reenlistments under the three-year than under the five-year 
system. Hence, the system that will reduce the number of 
enlistments will effect a retrenchmént of expenditures under 
this head. It is contended, however, that certain other results 
will attend the five-year system which will make it on the 
whole a more expensive system than the other. But these re- 
sults are purely speculative and problematical, and though 
vehemently asserted are with equal vehemence denied. In its 
first and immediate operation this provision will certainly effect 
u manifest and considerable retrenchment. 

The Chair is not satisfied that there will be any other result, 
as a consequence of the five-year system, which will make this 
system on the whole more expensive, or eyen as expensive, as 
the three-year system, The Chair is satisfied as to the immediate 
retrenchment which will be afforded by this provision, and is 
far from being satisfied as to any other results. Standing 
alone this paragraph is in order. The next sentence of the 
section under consideration is in the form of a proviso, and 
provides, in substance, that hereafter no changes shall be made 
in the uniforms of officers and enlisted men, except such changes 
as may be made in the uniforms of enlisted men without loss or 
additional expense to the Government. This provision is de- 
signed to secure economy of administration, but looking to the 
same, to the bill, and to the law of the land so far as applicable, 
will this result be necessarily secured by this language standing 
alone? Does it require the department to do anything that it 
can not do, or that it may not do, under existing law? Non 
constat but that the department, in the absence of this pro- 
vision, will pursue the very course which the proviso is intended 
to prescribe. It may decide of its motion, without compulsion, 
to make no changes in the uniform of soldiers, save such as can 
be made without loss or additional cost to the Government, 
Hence, it can not be said that the necessary compelling effect of 


this proviso is to secure retrenchment. This situation is not like 
the one presented in the preceding sentence. In that case a 
three-year term provided for by law, and in present operation, is 
proposed to be substituted by a five-year term. Hence a com- 
parison can be made between the two systems. Unless the 
present law is changed the department has not volition save to 
live under the law of three-year enlistments as it is written. 
In the instance under present consideration the department is 
under no compulsion to make changes in uniforms that will 
cause loss or add expense to the Government. There is no way 
of demonstrating that in the future it will pursue such a course. 
Hence, as the Chair has said, there is no way of showing that 
this proviso will compel a course of action other and different . 
from that which would be pursued in its absence. 

Unless it can be reasonably shown that the course hereafter 
to be followed by the department will add cost and expense 
to the Government in the matter of uniforms, and that the 
adoption of the proviso is necessary to compel a different course 
and reduce that expenditure, then this proviso does not come 
within the principle of the Holman rule. 

The Chair is not unmindful that many amendments are likely 
to be offered under this rule which are on the border line of 
order, requiring nice discrimination to determine the side of 
the line to which they appropriately belong. But the Chair 
must be satisfied that an amendment is in order to support a 
favorable ruling. In the present instance the Chair is of 
opinion that the latter portion of the section is not in order. 
The point of order is made to the whole section, and under the 
precedents, if sustained at all, it must be sustained in its 
entirety. The point of order is sustained to the whole section. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That hereafter all enlistments in the Army shall be made 
for the term of five rs, and for all ent ts which are accom- 
plished five years shall be counted as an enlistment period in computing 
continuous-service pay. 

Mr. PRINCE. I make the point of order against that section 
as offered. 

The reason for my making the point of order is as follows: 
On page 400 of the House Manual, at the bottom of the page, 
I find this language pertaining to Rule XXI: 

That it shall be in order further to amend such bill apon 

the report of the committee or any joint commission authorized by 

law, or the House members of any such commission, having jurisdiction 
of the e subject matter of such amendment. 

This amendment is not offered by the committee. This is an 
amendment offered by an individual member of the Committee 
of the Whole to amend this bill. This is an amendment offered 
by an individual member of the Committee of the Whole and 
not an amendment to the bill upon the report of the committee 
or any joint commission authorized by law, or the House mem- 
ber of any such committee having jurisdiction of the subject 
matter. 

To put it a little plainer, if I can, the objection to the amend- 
ment consists of three propositions: 

First, this being an amendment offered by an individual 
Member in the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
this bill does not put it under the rule. The rule says it shall 
be in order to amend the bill on the report of the committee. 
The committee has not made a report. True, it was in the 
original bill; but the paragraph was subject to a point of order, 
and the Chair has ruled that section entirely out of the bill. 
Therefore, the action of the committee was unauthorized, as 
evidenced by the ruling of the Chair when the point of order 
was made against the report of the committee. So far as 
section 2 is concerned, it promptly went out. 

Now, the committee has not had another meeting, they have 
not even been called together for the purpose of considering 
whether they want the amendment made as a committee amend- 
ment or not, and therefore, not being a committee amendment, 
the Member has no right to offer it. 

Neither does it come from any commission authorized by law 
or the House Members of any such commission haying juris- 
diction of the subject matter of such amendment. I insist 
again that under this rule the amendment brought in in the 
manner it is, without a report of the committee, is still subject 
to a point of order, and I confidently expect the Chair to rule 
it out. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I have only to say that this amend- 
ment which I have offered was authorized by the Committee on 
Military Affairs because it was reported in the bill and is the 
action of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

But apart from that, even if it had not been approved by the 
committee, it would be in order under the ruling of the Chair 
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the other day on the question of the reduction of Cavalry regi- 
ments. So that in any event the amendment is in order. I do 
not care to take up any further time. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, just a word on the point of 
order. Since this paragraph has been ruled out by the Chair a 
different question has been presented. Now, if this amendment 
is in order it must be in order under one of these three pro- 
visions. I read from from the rule: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto 
changing existing law be in order except such as, beg germane to the 
sya matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures the reduction 
of the number and salary of the officers of the United States— 

The bill does not purport to do either— 
by the reduction of the compensation of any person paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States— 

It does not purport to do that— 
or by reduction of amount of money covered by the bill. 


It does not purport to do that, and could not do that, because 
the present enlistments are for three years, and the enlistment 
provided for in this amendment is five years. So that the effect, 
if it is to be one of economy, is at least three years in the 
future, and this appropriation, of course, covers only the fiscal 
year 1913. Therefore it does not effect a reduction of the 
amount of money covered by this bill. To be in order this 
amendment must come under one of these three provisions. 
Being an amendment presented by an individual member of 
the Committee of the Whole from the floor, it does not fall 
within the terms of the last provision of the rule, and is conse- 
quently out of order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with the ruling of 
the Chair just announced on both propositions involved in the 
section. I think if the provision for the five-year enlistment 
had been in the bill originally by itself it could be properly 
said that it would result in the retrenchment of expenditure, 
taking into consideration the undoubted fact that reenlistments 
‘do occur. 

But the committee reporting the bill reported section 2 as an 
entirely, not merely the five-year enlistment, but the five-year 
enlistment with the proposition of the change of clothing. That 
was an entirety. That has gone out of the bill on a point of 
order, and the question now is whether the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia for the five-year enlistment is 
in order. 

I concede, as far as I am concerned, that if this be a com- 
mittee amendment reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs it is in order, that committee having jurisdiction of 
the subject matter of the amendment and it being germane to 
the bill. 

But I do not understand that the amendment now pending is 
offered as a committee amendment. Under the provisions of 
Rule XXI, the amendment is not in order as a reduction of the 
number or salary of the officers of the United States, because 
there is no reduction as there was due to the amendment rela- 
tive to the Cavalry regiments, where the Chair held that cut- 
ting off a portion of the regiments of Cavalry did reduce the 
number of the officials of the United States. There is no re- 
duction in the compensation of any person to be paid out of 
the Treasury. There is no reduction in the amounts of money 
covered by the bill. The provision, if in order at all, as I un- 
derstand it, would be in order under the latter clause of the 
rule: 

Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill upon 
the report of the committee E ol the sub- 
ject matter of such amendment, which amendment, being germane to 
the subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

I do not understand that this amendment is made upon the 
report of the committee at all. It is not offered as a committee 
amendment, nor has the committee reported upon this proposi- 
tion standing by itself. The committee in the bill reported 
section 2 covering two propositions, and, in my judgment, it 
can not be said that the Chair can separate those two proposi- 
tions and say that the committee reported upon one separately 
when the committee reported upon the two combined. I do not 
see how the amendment can be held in order unless it is offered 
as a committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no difficulty with this situ- 
ation. Section 2 is composed of two parts. While they are re- 
ported together, they have no sort of relation or connection 
with each other. They are not dependent the one upon the 
other. The merits of the one have no relation to the merits of 


the other. While embodied in one paragraph, they are as sepa- 
rate and distinct in their nature and intended operation as two 
things can well be. The Chair is required under the precedents 
to support a point of order directed to a whole section when 
a segregated portion of that section is, in the judgment of the 
Chair, not in order. 


But the balance or offending portion of 
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the section has been eliminated in the amendment submitted. 
It may be fairly said of the amendment now offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia that it has been reported by the com- 
mittee to this House since it was included in the committee's 
bill. But, while the amendment can be supported on the ground 
indicated, the Chair does not rest its conclusion on that ground 
alone. The ruling that was made by the Chair a few days 
since on the amendment respecting the Cavalry regiments would 
support the regularity and order of the amendment now sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] in his indi- 
vidual capacity. So that, from either point of view, the Chair 
thinks the amendment is in order. The Chair, therefore, over- 
rules the point of order. 

The Chair will have read for the information of the commit- 
tee the unanimous-consent agreement of last Tuesday regulating 
debate on this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Hay. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that in the 
event the Chair holds the paragraph in order, or if the paragraph be 
held out of order and the C ir holds any amendment I may offer to be 
in order, that all debate upon that paragraph or on that amendment 
ahd all amendments thereto be limited to two hours and a half, one 
hour and a TARE to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PRINCE] and one hour and a quarter to be controlled by myself, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous con- 
sent that in the contingency Indicated by him debate shall be limited to 
two hours and a half, one-half of that time to be controlled by himself 
and one-half to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Prince). Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Staypen]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in the 10 minutes allowed me 
I can barely state the case we are asking the House to con- 
sider, and I shall therefore ask that I be permitted to proceed 
without interruption. 

This is the first military appropriation bill that I have ever 
seen brought into this House in my 15 years of service in which 
any serious effort at economy has been made. 

For years the people have cried out in vain for relief from 
the almost intolerable burden of military and naval expenses. 
They gave control of this body to the Democratic Party with 
the distinct understanding that it should reduce the cost of 
government. To my fellow partisans in this House I want to 
say that there rests upon them a solemn injunction, coming 
from what is for us the highest tribunal on earth, the Ameri- 
can people, to practice the most rigid economy. 

Your committee that was charged with the preparation of 
the bill for the support of the Army has earnestly and honestly 
endeayored to discharge that duty with fidelity to the people 
and the country. We believe that we have brought you a Dill 
that will be in the interest of the Army and of the people who 
support the Army. We do not make the Army less efficient. 
Indeed, we have proposed legislation that will make it more 
efficient and at the same time lessen the burden of the people 
who maintain it. 

Democrats ought to be proud, and should rejoice in the fact, 
that the first real, constructive military legislation that has 
been proposed in many years comes under the name of a great 
Democrat, the Hon. James Hay, of Virginia. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Unlike the reorganization act of 11 years 
ago, this reduces expenses. But that is quite natural and to be 
expected. This is a Democratic measure; that was a Repub- 
lican bill. That added largely to the cost of government; this 
will reduce it. - 

FIVE-YEAR ENLISTMENT, 

Section 2 of the bill we are now considering proposes to 
make the enlistment period of the noncommissioned soldier 5 
instead of 3 years. It is not a new or radical suggestion. 
An examination of the record discloses the fact that for 39 
years of our history we haye had a straight 3-year term of 
enlistment, For 80 years we have had a straight 5-year 
enlistment. For 3 years, say, or from July 28, 1866, to March 
3, 1869, we had a peculiar law that enlisted the Artillery and 
Infantry for 3 years and the Cavalry for 5 years. Thus, as 
you see, for two-thirds of our history the enlistment term in 
the Army has been for 5 years, as proposed in this bill. It is 
not merely justified in history; it is supported by soldiers of 
experience with both plans. 

The head of the recruiting service is The Adjutant General. 

No man who knows Gen. Ainsworth will question his zeal 
in his profession, his high intelligence, or his ability to reach 
accurate conclusions from facts that come under his observa- 
tion. Every Member of this House who has had business with 
The Adjutant General knows and must admit that he is per- 
fectly familiar with all the details of his branch of the service. 
He is then, I take it, qualified to speak with authority and 
knowledge about his matter of recruiting for the Army. 
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He gives it as his opinion, based on observation and expe- 
rience and from a study of the records, that it will not be 
materially more difficult to secure recruits under the 5-year 
enlistment period than it is under the shorter term. 

He says, what we all know to be true, that the work of the 
recruiting officer is easy when times are hard, ‘when employ- 
ment is not readily found, and when wages are low. On the 
other hand, when there is plenty of work at good wages the 
soldier’s trade is not so attractive. Everyone who has given 
the matter any attention knows that. It is he very primer of 
the business. 

DESERTIONS. 

It will be charged, I suppose, by those who oppose this reform 
that the longer enlistment period will increase desertion. In 
reply to that, I will say that the records disclose the fact that 
most desertions occur in the first year of service. Men who 
have seryed two or more years are not apt to desert. They are 
then familiar with the service, accustomed to discipline, ad- 
justed to the environment of the soldier, and understand the 
penalty for that offense against the laws. 

On that and other phases of the question, hear what Col. 
Murray, a soldier of 34 years’ experience, who has had long 
service as a recruiting officer, has to say. 

The chairman asked him if it would make recruiting more 
difficult if the enlistment period was extended. He said: 

I do not think it would affect it one way or other other. * * œ I 
find a 3 of the men have not given attention to the length 
of service. There are not many men over 25 years of 
first enlistment. The MARET are from 18 to probably s 
and they do not question the period of enlistment. 

On the question of reenlistment he said that men who had 
been in tbe Army for 5 or 6 years were accustomed to the 


committee. 

With the exception of The Adjutant General, who is the 
chief of all the recruiting service in the United States, I recall 
no one whose testimony was taken and who supports this bill 
who has not had long experience with troops as company or 
regimental officer. 

BCONOMY, 

Just a word, Mr. Chairman, as to the economy of this 
measure. 

It will make a large annual saving in the consolidated supply 
corps. The Chief of Staff, Gen. Leonard Wood, gave un- 
stinted and almost unqualified indorsement to that feature of 
the bill. 

He does not believe in the five-year enlistment period that 
we have proposed, but would not, I dare say, seriously claim 
that it will not make a large annual saving. That, in a great 
measure, is a simple calculation. 

Gen. Whipple, the Paymaster General of the Army, asserts 
in the hearings, on page 81, that the effect of lengthening the 
period would be “a large saving.” On length-of-service pay 
he says the saving would be approximately $750,000 a year, on 
bonus for reenlistment about $40,000 a year, and for travel pay 
on discharge $360,000 a year. That makes the very respectable 
total of $1,150,000 that can be saved each year, But, in addi- 
tion to that, he says the saving on the clothing allowance 
would probably be $800,000 a year. 

Gen. Aleshire, an uncommonly well-informed officer, a man 
who is perfectly familiar with all the details of the great busi- 
ness branch of the War Department, puts the annual saving on 
the clothing allowance under this bill at $859,107, basing his 
figures on an army of the size of that we now have. I may say, 
in passing, that Gen. Aleshire did not, in this calculation, take 
into consideration the Philippine Scouts; and on the clothing 
allowance for them, which is something less than half of that 
given the American soldiers, we would save some forty or fifty 
thousand dollars a year more. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I must decline to yield, Mr. 


In the item of transportation, principally the transportation 
of recruits to stations to which they have been assigned and 
5 9 for enlistment, he estimates a yearly saving of 

The claim of the chairman in his report that there would 
come from the longer enlistment period a yearly saving of 
$2,230,766 is entirely warranted in the testimony of these ex- 
perts, the Quartermaster General and the Paymaster General. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is so fair, it is so clearly in the 
interest of the people, and so manifestly promotes the efficiency 
of the Army that I am surprised that it should have opposition 
among the Representatives of the people. I thought at one time 
that we might even have a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee. I overestimated love of country and underestimated 
the influence of partisanship. But I do not complain. I merely 
appeal to Members who think that the taxpayers are entitled 
to ee e to take advantage of this opportunity to do 
something for the man who s the bills. [A on th 
Democratic side.] wee eee 5 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read, so that it 
may be considered as pending and, if it is in order, that it may 
be discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is this an amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


ce any e 
whose 


enlisted cama thes pes gee shall be held for no 
8 not be counted as part 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
that amendment. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 17 minutes to my 
ae on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr, 

RADLEY]. 

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Chairman, sections 2 and 3 of the pend- 
ing bill especially concern the enlisted men, who largely bear 
the physical burden of the service in time of peace, and immeas- 
urably bear that burden in time of war. 

While section 3 would deny to the commissioned officer, as 
to the enlisted man, certain valued benefits for service in the 
Philippines, the pay of the commissioned officer would be in no 
wise decreased when serving in Alaska, Hawaii, Porto Rico, or 
in the United States, but section 2 would reduce the continuous 
pay of the enlisted man wherever he may serve. 

It would mean to enlisted men of 10 years’ service a reduc- 
tion of $228; of 15 years’ service, $324; of 20 years’ service, 
$468; and, unless otherwise provided through later legislation 
or by departmental order, would mean a reduction of 40 per 
cent in reenlistment clothing allowance. 

The law of four years ago handsomely increased the pay of 
the commissioned officer of every rank, advanced the pay of 
the private soldier from 513 to $15 per month to $18 per month 
on reenlistment and to $21 per month on second reenlistment. 
It is now proposed to compel him to serve into the eleventh 
year, instead of into the seventh year, as now, to receive this 
$21 per month; and if he is ever to receive the maximum pay 
of $25 per month he must serve into the thirty-first year, in- 
stead of into the twenty-first year, as at present. 

It is also proposed to deprive the enlisted men of double-time 
credit for service in the Philippines. These two propositions 
taken together make too large a dose for one time. 

Sections 2 and 3 ought to be introduced as a bill, to discour- 
age the reenlistment of the best and most suitable men for the 
service. 

I quite understand and agree with the desire that all men do 
not reenlist, and in this view believe the three-year term is far 
better than a five-year term for weeding out the men not suit- 
able for continued service. It is, however, of extreme impor- 
tance that the men of approved character, efficiency, and adapta- 
bility to reenlist and the noncommissioned strength be fully 
maintained at all times. 

No soldiers in the world surpass the noncommissioned men of 
our Army. All commissioned officers of field and frontier 
service feelingly testify that our long-service sergeants always 
have contributed largely to the success and the honor of the 
Army of the United States. 

We shall always require such men, and in abundant measure, 
if in time of need thousands upon thousands of raw recruits 
are to be guided in the ways of life in the open and there 
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taught that a sound stomach and a clean, well-kept body is 
absoiutely essential in the making of a reliable soldier. 

I do appeal for the enlisted man, because I know of the bur- 
den he bears, and that always, when in action, he cares for 
his wounded and helpless commissioned officer, even though he 
himself may later lie where he falls. And that enlisted men 
do often lie where they fall is silently confirmed by more than 
50,000 graves of unknown enlisted dead in this land of ours. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, rarely indeed is the individual enlisted man 
named in history. He is referred to as in the mass of those 
who served with Washington or Scott, with Grant or Lee or 
Sheridan, or with Stonewall Jackson in the Army of the Valley. 

But, all the same, his marvelous endurance, heroic fortitude, 
his suffering and infinite sacrifice, and his splendid valor in- 
spired the men of a later day—of 1898—in the South and West, 
East and North alike, to spring from all walks of life to serve 
as enlisted men in support of the fag—our flag—that droops in 
graceful folds above the Speaker’s chair! [Applause.] 

I know of a home in the Northwest where, on the kitchen 
wall, hangs a muzzle-loading rifle that was carried by the head 
of that house when he served as a private soldier in the Army 
of the Union. Beneath the old Springfield rests a breech-loading 
rifte that was borne by the son of that house when he served 
as a private soldier in the command of Joe Wheeler at Santiago. 

And I know of a home where the magnolia blooms in perfect 
purity, a home where, on the antlers in the hall, rest a saber 
and the spurs of one who responded as a private soldier to the 
clarion call of Jeb Stewart. Beneath the antlers is a breech- 
loading rifle of the same pattern as in the other home. It was 
borne by a son of this house when he served as a private soldier 
in the command of Nelson A. Miles at the taking of Porto 
Rico. 

It was a little war—the contest of 189S—and a costly one, 
but priceless in the fact that the men, the enlisted men of that 
day, closed forever the crimson chasm that for 30 years had 
yawned between the sections. 

In tribute to our enlisted men of the present and of the past, 
who now serve in peace or have served in war, can we not defer 
consideration of this enlistment proposition until another year 
has passed? ; 

The Secretary of War has given his word that prior to the 
next session, if not during this, he will present a new plan for 
enlistment now being worked out by the officers of the War 
College and the General Staff, a plan to provide, probably, for 
a five-year term of enlistment, divided, perhaps, between three 
years of service with the colors and two years in a civil-life 
reserve. 

Why not wait on the word of the War Secretary and make 
no change whatever at this time in the term of enlistment. 
[Loud applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I release the balance of my time. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, how much time did the gentle- 
man yield back? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yielded back 7 minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 12 minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MOKELLAR]. ` 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, being a new member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I am not as familiar with the 
workings of the Army as I ought to be, but there are certain 
features of that part of the bill referring to the five years’ en- 
listment period concerning which I desire to say a few words. 

I want to say at the outset that I favor most heartily the 
entire bill on two general grounds. The first is that as a 
whole, in my judgment, the bill makes for greater efficiency in 
the Army, and, second, that the saying is enormous, amounting, 
as I am informed, to some $8,000,000 per year. The Chief of 
Staff, in his testimony before the committee, indorsed several of 
the legislative features-of this bill, but the one under particular 
consideration now he did not indorse; and yet I think he made 
statements concerning it from which it is easy to see that a 
change in the period of enlistment will make a very much more 
efficient service. I quote as follows from page 56 of the hear- 
ings from the testimony of Gen. Wood: 

The Paymaster General pays out practically $1,000,000 a 
clothing undrawn. Our mén are very liberally paid, splendidly quar- 
tered, and liberally provided with pension in case of disability, and 
there is no occasion whatever for such a clothing allowance; and the 
fact that $1,000,000 a year, in round numbers, is paid out to men for 
clothing allowed them, but not drawn, shows the extravagance of the 
present procedure. 

Another objection to short enlistments has been in the matter of 
travel pay allowed to the place of original enlistment on reenlistment. 
Thi- amounts, in round numbers, to $1,006,000 a year, and a very large 
pni aof ey: more than half or in the neighborhood of half— 


y 
5 } sid for travel which is not made at all, and, I believe, really con- 
stitutes a great injustice to the Government. 


ear for 
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Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, I greatly regret, but I haye 
only 12 minutes 

Mr. PRINCE. I was only going to say in regard to travel 
pay not being used that it would have to be used if you recruited 
and brought him there. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will give the gentleman what Gen. Wood 
says about it: 

For instance, a man enlists in New York and he gocs out to the 
Philippine Islands. He gets while there two years’ credit toward 
retirement for every year of service. He has an increase of 20 per cent 
in his pay. He reenlists, we will say, in Manila, and is immediately 
pres travel abe and allowances to New York. He reenlists again in 

anila and not travel a foot, but he gets that pay. We onght to 
éliminate all travel pay when no travel takes place. 

And again— 

The real object of this bill is economy, and there is no one more 
anxious than I am to cut down the present extravagance [p. 66]. 

And again, speaking of the present system of reenlistment 
under a five-year period instead of three years, Gen. Wood said: 

You can imagine the size of the pension list, the size of the retired 
list, and the inefficiency of this veteran organization. They would be 


splendid for park police, but for active military duty they would not 
be worth their salt (p. 66). j 


Now, it will be seen by Gen. Wood's own statements, he not 
only considers the system at present, in vogue extravagant 
beyond degree, but he says that if we keep up a yeteran 
organization—that is, if we continue to allow. men to reenlist, 
and especially under a five-year period—this veteran organiza- 
tion would not be worth their salt. I do not believe that 
Gen. Wood is correct about this. I am sure that the present 
system is extravagant, as he says, and this bill seeks to make it 
economical; but I disagree with Gen. Wood about the veteran 
organization being worthless, and I believe that I can prove it 
by Gen. Wood's own language at the hearings. His remedy for 
this trouble is as follows: 

In both the Militia and Regular Army we have got to come to a long 
enlistment, but with only a short term of service with the colors. For 
instance, supposing that we had an enlistment of 10 years, of which 3 
8 are actlve years with the colors and 7 years are years of a oat 
fon—obligation only to come to the colors in time of war and durin 
69. 02 5 to come to two or three maneuver periods of 8 days ea 

p. 3 
And again, to further describe his proposed system: 


The men are regularly enlisted, and they have taken an oath tc come 
in in time of war. They would be required to keep The Adjutant Gen- 
eral of the Army informed as to their addresses. As a return you pay 
them whatever you think is proper. I should say $1.50 or $2 a month. 
They mabe a monthly report or quarterly report of their addresses, 
They are given entire om of travel, ete. It is a system which per- 
tains, so far as following the men up, in practically all the foreign 
armies. You would have the United States marshals, or any other ofti- 
cials you bees — designate, furnished with a list of available men who 
are under obligation to render military service in their district (p. 63). 

And again: 


We keep the noncommissioned officers, artificers, and the higher class 
of privates, and that is about 25 per cent. It would be a great mis- 
10 e if we should reenlist every man (p. 66). 

‘The statement has been made on the floor of this House dur- 
ing this debate that by departmental orders reenlistments have 
been discouraged by the War Department. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is. the gist of argument of the Chief 
of Staff on this question? It is that if men are kept in the 
Army by reenlistment they are not worth their salt, except the 
noncommissioned officers and a few privates. But if this other 
worthless 75 per cent is given only a three years’ training in 
the Army and then turned out among the body of people with 
the duty to Come back to three maneuvers of eight days each in 
seven years, then they become a splendidly organized fighting 
force. In other words, his position is that if you keep this 75 
per cent in the Army and train them and season them thay are 
not worth their salt; but if you turn them out on the body of 
the people, where they may engage in other pursuits of. lifa, 
where they may change their relationship in life, such as get- 
ting married, becoming the fathers of families, becoming inter- 
ested in other greater or less affairs of civil life, and where 
they soon forget their training, that they become thereby a great 
fighting force simply by attending a maneuver about every two 
years. We on this side of the Chamber say that this is not 
decent nonsense. : 

Mr. AMES. Will my colleague permit an interruption? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the gentleman kindly not interrupt 
now? I have such a little time. Mr. Chairman, I do not know 
how that is, and I do not know that this committee had to go 
to the War Department to bring in a bill for a reform of an 
army that the Chief of Staff solemnly states is most extrava- 
gant and that 75 per cent of the soldiers of that army are in- 
efficient. And I hope the time will never come when men who 
come here by the suffrages of the people have to go to a depart- 
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ment before they can bring in a bill for the reform of a depart- 
ment of the Government. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In this connection I desire to say that I have heard it stated 
on this floor a number of times during the debate on this bill 
that our committee did not get the permission, if I may so call 
it, of the War Department to bring in this bill—that we would 
not advise with the War Department before bringing in this 
bill. Why, Mr. Chairman, that may or may not be true. As a 
matter of fact, this committee did advise with the leading offi- 
cers of the Army before reporting this bill; but it is said that 
the War Department is about to perfect a plan for reorgani- 
zation of the Army and that we ought to have waited for such 
a plan, they being experienced in the matter. Why, Mr. Chair- 
mau, this bill was introduced almost a year ago. The Chief 
of Staff came before the committee and heartily indorsed many 
of the features of the bill, notably the creation of the supply 
department and the consolidation of other great departments 
of the Army, and indorsed them fully. The department had all 
the time since to introduce a plan of reorganization, and yet 
no plan has been introduced, and the nearest that we have to 
it is the so-called plan for the creation of an Army reserve— 
that is to say, that soldiers shall not be allowed to reenlist, that 
the term shall be kept at three years and a reserve created. 

Where is that plan? The present system has been in vogue 
for 11 years. The Chief of Staff or the War Department have 
not brought in any plan yet. Our distinguished chairman intro- 
duced this bill last summer or last spring, I believe it was, and 
they have had all that time. You gentlemen have had that time 
to bring a plan to reorganize the Army; haye you done it? The 
only semblance of it is the reserve arrangement that has been 
suggested by Gen. Wood, and to which I have just referred, 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman give the 
reference to that, please, while he is passing from it? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will pass the statement over to the gen- 
tleman. 

In two-thirds of the time during our national history we have 
had a five-year enlistment period. Shortly after the Republican 
Party went into power (1861) they established a five-year 
period of enlistment, and it was maintained with a few short 
exceptions until 1894, when a Democratic administration changed 
it to three years, and thus it has remained ever since. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman may be allowed to proceed 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have to secure that 
permission from the gentleman in charge of the time. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is yery kind, 
but I do not feel I ought to trespass upon the program which 
has been made, and I will ask unanimous consent to conclude 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, is not there a 
general order made in reference to this entire bill? I under- 
stand so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not informed. The Chair is 
informed at the desk that no such order as that has been made. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I think the order was made 
at the request of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, that order was made in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not informed. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Before the hearings a great many Army 
officers appeared, and in addition to that the chairman of our 
committee got the opinion of 277 officers outside of the city 
of Washington, with the result that over two-thirds of those 
officers were in fayor of the five-year enlistment period. These 
officers had served under both terms of enlistment, and Gen. 
Wood, when he appeared before the committee, was asked by 
the chairman: 


Do you know of any officer of long service, who has served both under 
the five-year system and the three-year system, who prefers the three- 
year system to the five-year system? 

Gen. Woop. I know a good many officers who have been In the service 
since before the Spanish War—yes; there is not an officer in the Gen- 
eral Staf with whom I have spoken who is not in favor of the short 


82 CHAIRMAN. I am speaking of officers outside of the staff. 

Gen. Woop. As to the older officers I do not know. I have spoken 
with few of them (p. 60). 

A large majority of the officers that the chairman made in- 
quiries of also stated that it would be just as easy to recruit 
under the five-year enlistment as under the three-year period. 
Now, it is true what Gen. Wood says, that a good soldier can 
be made within 12 months and a good Cavalry officer within 
15 months (p. 59). 

But it will be seen from an examination of the replies of the 
277 officers from whom inquiries were made that they who have 


had actual experience in recruiting and serving with the men 
in the field, two-thirds of these Army officers say that it would 
take from two to three years to make a good soldier. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, is it possible that as soon as you get men 


trained and fit for service in the Army that it is a good policy’ 


to discharge them? Why have any organized Army at all if 
that reasoning is correct? Why not simply have schools for 
the training of officers and men established in yarlous parts of 
the country with a three-year course and do away with the ex- 
pensive military establishment we now have? If privates be- 
come better soldiers by disuse and by following other avoca- 
tions, why would not the same rule apply to officers? If old 
soldiers who are in the service every day are not worth their 
salt, how much are old soldiers who are in the reserve, with a 
maneuyer every two years, worth? But Gen. Wood says that 
there is no more difficult situation in the Army than a company 
filled with old soldiers (p. 66). 

Is it possible that advancing years only come to those serv- 
ing in the Army? Is time blocked and the clock set back when 
an ex-soldier gets into Gen. Wood’s reserve? Of course, should 
these reserves ever be called upon to serve in time of war all 
of them would at once become young and Gen. Wood would not 
have the difficult situation of old reserves to deal with. Gen. 
Wood says that wars are mostly fought with young men. 
Then why have a reserve, the greater portion of which must 
necessarily soon be old? So that we find the proposal of the 
Chief of Staff, which calls for an enlistment of three years, 75 
per cent of the men not to reenlist, but to go out in the body 
of the people, is a chimerical proposition. Once turn them loose 
and allow them to go in other walks of life we would have 
more difficulty in getting them back than we do now in getting 
new recruits. They would so lose the benefit of their former 
training and would be very little, if any, better than the new 
recruit. If they had become old, and with all due deference 
to the Chief of Staff, men can become old whether they serve 
in the Army or whether they serve as a reserve, and if they 
have become old, then, in the words of the Chief of Staff, they 
are not worth their salt. On the other hand, take the five- 
year enlistment period. We can get under it recruits just as 
easily, according to the opinions expressed in the hearings. 
In the next place, we get two years of additional good service 
from the soldier after he is trained. In the next place, it saves 
the Government nearly $2,225,000 per year. In the next place, 
it makes our Army, though small, an army of trained veterans, 
who can be called on at any time for any military service. If 
we want to spend more money in increasing the size and efti- 
ciency of the Army, let us build up our National Guards. In 
them we would get a higher class of men. We will get a younger 
set of men. We will get a more patriotic set of men than we 
would by creating a reserve out of ex-soldiers of the Army. It 
seems at first that our friends, including the War Department, 
were in favor of this reorganization bill; even my distinguished 
friend, Mr. Kaun, asked Gen. Wood some questions indicating 
that he thought at first that a five-year enlistment period was 
the better. The truth is, we all realize something should be 
done to build up the Army in efficiency and to economize in its 
cost, and I think in these views the gentlemen on the other side 
believe that in a way the legislative features of this bill will 
be in the right direction. . 

But it is said that we ought not to legislate in an appropria- 
tion bill. For my part I believe that we should. It is a condi- 


tion and not a theory that presents itself to us. We all know. 


that, the Senate being Republican and the Executive being 
Republican. we can not pass this bill unless it is included in 
the general appropriation bill, and I do not think that we 
ought to be too technical in the method by which so great a 
reform can be effected. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been stated recently in the public prints 
that our friends on the other side charge us with striking down 
the Army and cutting off the Navy because we decline to build 
two more battleships, and because we decide to dispense with 
five regiments of Cayalry. 

Mr. Chairman, already we have heard of the good effect of 
our action as to battleships. The great English statesman, 
Lloyd George, has already indicated a desire to follow our good 
example. In my judgment we haye got the best fighting force 
on the seas to-day, though it is not the largest. In all our his- 
tory we have never met a defeat. I am not one of those who 
believe that the present Navy is unable to meet any emergency 
to which it may be subjected. In the War of 1812, in the Civil 
War, in the War with Spain our fleets did all and more than 
was expected of them. Our Navy to-day is the pride of our 
national life. In my judgment we have got the best gunners 
on the sea, and I for one would not fear to put our Navy against 
any navy on the sea, for I believe whenever the test comes the 
matter of numbers will make no difference, but it will be the 
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valor, and the courage, and the marksmanship of the American 
seamen that will bring honor to the American flag wherever it 
floats. And now, as to the abolition of the five regiments of 
Cavalry: We have heard of the splendid cavalry charges that 
have been made on historic battle fields; but, Mr. Chairman, the 
world of warfare has progressed beyond the cavalry charge. 
There is doubtless no more useless implement of war than the 
sword and bayonet, and the horse, and the pistol. Whatever we 
think of the splendor of their achievements in the past, we must 
all bow to the more splendid achievements of science and genius 
in the manufacture of modern firearms. Why, there is no more 
sense in keeping up a large Cavalry force than there is in 
furnishing staves and rocks and slings for our Infantry. In- 
stead of striking down the Army we are simply weeding out 
those things that are useless, those things that are extravagant, 
those things that are of no importance; and in the best way 
that this committee knows how we are seeking to upbuild the 
Army, so that in the years that are to come, if they are peace- 
ful, no harm will be done; if we have war, then we will have 
the most improved machinery of destruction, the most up-to-date 
method of slaying our fellow men, that is known among man- 
kind in civilized warfare. I say it does not speak well for the 
general of the Army who admits that the short term of enlist- 
ment alone costs in two items only the enormous sum of 
$2,000,000 per year, without any benefit fo the service, and who 
asserts that under the short term of enlistment 75 per cent of 
the soldiers become not worth their salt, and who, though he has 
had many years to correct the trouble, has developed or submit- 
ted no plan for its correction, and who has had since last May 
to formulate a bill of his own, but he has not done so—I say it 
does not speak well for him or anyone else in authority to talk 
about this bill striking down the Army. It is a good bill. It is 
constructive legislation of the most important type. It cuts off 
useless expenditure. It builds up the service. It is a forward 
movement in putting our Army on the same high plane with our 
splendid Navy, and it should pass for the good of the service 
and for cutting off the extravagance and drains pointed out by 
the Chief of Staff. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. PRINCE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr, Curtop]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the five-year 
enlistment, as provided for in this bill, and I am in favor of 
leaving it as it is, and I propose to support the amendment 
which has been offered for the three-year enlistment. Now, one 
‘thing seems to be pretty well settled during the course of this 
debate, and that is that the Army has been made for years a 
political football to advance the interests of statesmen in 
different parts of the United States. From the debate on the 
abolishment of Army posts when the department had recom- 
mended the abandonment of 41 posts, it was contended upon 
this floor that they ought to be maintained, or, rather, had been 
maintained, for the reason the political advantage of certain 
gentlemen would be enhanced. This was the logical deduction 
to be drawn from the arguments made. This is the true situa- 
tion in regard to that important matter. The department recom- 
mended their abolishment, and it knew whether or not they 
were necessary or essential to the welfare of the country and 
the handling of the Army. Should this important department 
be made to suffer for the advancement of anyone's political 
fortunes? For one, I am opposed to use it for any such purpose. 

The three-year enlistment provision was adopted, tried, and 
worked out satisfactorily, and now, for some reason, I know 
not why, it is proposed to change that term of enlistment to 
five years. It has been said in debate on this bill and on other 
appropriation bills that we ought to follow the advice of the 
heads of the department. Yet on this very question 85 per cent 
of the skilled men, the high officers in the military service, 
advise us to stand by the three-year enlistment and about 13 
or 14 per cent advise us to change it to five years. Should we 
follow the advice of the many or shall we follow the advice of 
the few? It is merely a disorganization instead of completing 
an organization. Why should we have the three years? To 
encourage the patriotism of the country. The Standing Army 
is not alone able to defend the country; it is only the nucleus 
for the formation of a great army; and if war, either from 
within or without, should come, you would get the defense of 
the Union from the volunteers from the civil walks of life. 

Let these men who have served three years—as many of the 
men from the farm, from the shop, from the store, and from 
the factory would like to enlist—serve three years and retire 
to their private employment, and whenever an attack should 
conie, either from within or without, as heretofore you would 
find them organizing volunteers for the defense of the Union, 
and the great number who would take up the defense would 
be made up from volunteers from civil life. To my right 
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sits one of the gallant generals of a great war, the gentle- 


man from Ohio [Mr. SHEerwoop]. When the necessity came 
for his services to his country he volunteered and did not go 
into the service from a military school. So it is these young 
men, who had seen service, who in time of war, if war should 
break out, would organize the volunteers at the earliest date 
possible for the defense of the Union. [Applause.] But if 
you make the enlistment five years, very many of the young 
men who would enlist for three years would not enlist for five, 
and the country would be denied their service. Then, in case of 
war, the people would be deprived of their experience. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. Curry]. 

Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, I will not occupy all the time 
that has been allowed to me by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Prince], but I want to speak to this committee as one of 
its members who has had some experience in military affairs, 
From early childhood I have been asspciated with the Army of 
the United States, and for more than two years and a half 
seryed as a commissioned officer in that Army. Part of the 
time I served as a recruiting officer. I want to say to my col- 
leagues in this House that if you adopt the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and require a five-years’ 
enlistment you will have to look to foreigners to fill up the 
United States Army in the future. You will not have the 
patriotic young Americans who will go into the service for five 
years that will now go in for three years. As far as I am con- 
cerned, I believe three years is too long an enlistment, and that 
the term of enlistment should be only two years. Then we 
would have the best of American citizenship in the Army, and if 
they would not reenlist they could go back home, be good citi- 
zens, join our National Guard, and serve as a reserve force in 
time of war. 

Mr. Chairman, this subject has been handled by members of 
the Committee on Military Affairs on both sides who are much 
better informed on the bill than I am, but I simply appeal to 
the members of this committee to lay aside any prejudice they 
may have and vote for the best interests of the Army of the 
United States and citizens of this country and defeat the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
by leaving the term of enlistment three years as it is now. I 
thank you. [Applause.] 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the gentle- 
men in the House who are not members of the Military Com- 
mittee will not care very much for our individual opinions on 
this subject, but would like to know the main points in the evi- 
dence upon which this bill has been framed. 

I wish, therefore, in a very few moments to call attention to 
the evidence given by Gen. Wood in favor of the short enlist- 
ment and the evidence of Gen. Ainsworth in favor of the longer 
enlistment. I will not give you my conclusion, but I will give 
you the actual testimony. I will read from page 129 of the 
hearings. I ask the gentlemen on this side of the House who 
seem to have some doubt on this subject to listen to the record. 

In discussing the short enlistment, Gen. Wood said: 

It is, perha the most expensive form of military establishment 
which we could maintain. -= < 

The most expensive form is the short enlistment. Is not this 
truly the military standpoint, that it makes no difference what 
the system eosts, none whatever, because they admit that the 
short system is the most expensive that we could have? 

Then, turning to what Gen. Ainsworth says on the other side 
of the question, I call your attention to a colloquy in which I 
had the honor to take part. Gen. Ainsworth said (p. 159): 


The result of shortening our term of enlistment or of keeping it as 
now fixed by law, but with the adoption of a prohibition against the re- 
enlistment of privates, would result in filling the Army largely with 
immature young men of short service to the exclusion in great measure 
of the mature, seasoned, experienced, and capable private soldier of 
two or more enlistments that most, if not all, experienced company 
commanders are so solicitious to obtain and retain, and that has proven 
so yaluable to the Army in a thousand difficult or dangerous situations 
in the past. This ex ge of mature and seasoned soldiers of rela- 
tively long service for immature and unseasoned soldiers of short serv- 
ice and little experience could not fail to impair seriously the physical 
efficiency of the enlisted personnel of the Army. 


And immediately afterwards he shows the results upon the 
health of officers and soldiers, untrained and inexperienced, 
who go to the Philippines. He says: 

The following table shows very clearly, for a period of seven years 


and for the year 1909, the latest for which data are available, the 
great disparity between the older and younger soldiers in the matters 
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In other words, the more trained, the more mature, and the 
older the soldiers are that you send to the Philippines the less 
proportion die of disease. It is merely a question of humanity, 
and for that reason, if for nothing else, you should not send 
untrained soldiers to the Philippines. 

Now, what is the main argument? The main argument is 
this: That it takes eight months of travel to and from the 
Philippines, four months going and four months coming, and 
two years must be spent in the Philippines, because our service 
in the Army is two years in the tropical countries, and if 
you take a man who enlists for three years, and he has got 
to go to the Philippines, in order that he may get back within 
his three-year enlistment period he must do it while he is a 
young and immature soldier, with the percentages of disease to 
which he may be liable, and to which I have referred, staring 
him in the face. On the other hand, if you have a five-year 
enlistment, you can send a man over to the Philippines who 
has had two years of previous training and is therefore less 
liable to disease. 

If you do not do this, what is the alternative? You train 
a soldier here for six months and send him to the Philippines 
and then discharge him and pay his expenses back. It is in 
avoiding that that the saving comes in. [Applause.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 
PACKER] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, one of the most repre- 
hensible practices of lawmaking is the incorporation of im- 
portant legislative provisions in a general appropriation bill. 
For many years that method of procedure was strictly prohib- 
ited by the rules of the House, but this Congress has so changed 
the rules that the most important legislative provisions may 
be included in a general supply bill if there appears on the face 
of the provision a reduction of public expenses, however trifling. 
The great supply bills must be enacted every year or the vital 
functions of the Government will be arrested. Wise legislative 
procedure would keep out of appropriation bills everything ex- 
cept provisions for carrying on the operations of the Govern- 
ment. General measures should be separately considered and 
decided on their merits. In the present instance the bill con- 
tains important and elaborate legislative provisions, radically 
affecting the very character of the standing Army, and by 
every consideration of safe and orderly procedure those pro- 
visions should have been reported and considered apart from 
the appropriation bill. They are opposed by the President, the 
Secretary of War, the Chief of Staff of the Army, and by others 
whose positions make them primarily responsible for the ad- 
ministration and discipline of the Army. 

If this bill should pass both Houses of Congress and go to 
the President for approval or disapproval, he could not dis- 


approve the objectionable features of the bill without vetoing 


the entire measure, and However unwise or obnoxious these 
features might appear to him he could not yeto them without 
disbanding the entire Army. The committee that reported the 
pending bill could have submitted the legislative provisions 
independently, so they could have been considered and deter- 
mined upon their own merits. It is a safe assumption that 
when such important matters of legislation are embodied in a 
general appropriation bill, standing alone they do not possess 
sufficient virtue to command the support of Congress. Many 
Members of this body are opposed to those provisions, but they 
will not be free to vote against them on the final passage of the 
bill, because they can not do so without voting against the 
entire bill, and provision must be made for the support and 
maintenance of the Army. Whatever merit the change in the 
House rules authorizing such legislation on appropriation bills 
may possess it is more than offset by the reprehensible method 
of tacking provisions of questionable merit on those bills. I 
warn the House and the counry that discredit and scandal are 
the inevitable result of such procedure. 

This pending amendment proposes to change the term of 
enlistment for Regular Army soldiers from three to five years. 
That change is proposed against the objections and over the 
protest of the officers of the Government who are responsible 
for the efficiency of the Army. I have carefully read the 
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elaborate report of the committee accompanying this bill and 
have failed to find any substantial reason to justify the pro- 
posed change. The report seems to make Gen. Wood, the Chief 
of Staff, the target for shafts of sarcasm and ridicule because 
of his objection to the change, and yet the experience of the 
Government ever since its organization has been in accord with 


his grounds of objection. It is much more difficult to secure 
enlistments of young men in the Regular Army under a five- 
year period of service than it is under a three-year period. 
Furthermore, a better class of soldiers can be secured for a 
three-year term than for a fiye-year term. Many young men 
are willing to enlist for three years for the discipline and ex- 
perience it would afford them, but who would not withdraw 
themselves from civil pursuits for a term of five years. The 
term of enlistment in the Regular Army was originally fixed 
at three years, and since then it has been changed to five years 
and back to three years nine different times. 

Until 1901 the maximum strength of the Regular Army was 
25,000, and yet it was difficult to keep it recruited up to that 
standard under five-year enlistments. The last period of the 
five-year term began in 1869, and the difficulty of securing 
volunteers was so serious that the Government was compelled 
to provide in the contract of enlistment a condition under which 
every volunteer soldier could practically procure a discharge 
from the Army at the end of three years’ service by simply 
requesting it. In 1894 Congress, in view of the experience of 
the Government under the five-year term, provided that all 
enlistments should be for three years only, and that is the law 
now. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. KAHN. I think the gentleman ought to be apprised of 
the exact condition. Up to 1890 the enlistment was for a fiye- 
year period flat. Then it was changed, because of the large 
number of desertions, to a three-year period with the option 
of continuing for two years if the soldier desired to do so, and 
then in 1894 the law was changed so as to make it three years 
flat. But from 1868 to 1890 it was five years. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. My understanding of the reasons that 
resulted in the change and the inclusion of the option during 
the last two years of withdrawing from the Army was largely 
because of the difficulty of securing enlistments in the first 
place. Almost every Army officer from whom I have heard 
upon the question of enlistments, or upon the question of 
desertions, has seemed to be of the opinion that the desertions 
occurred principally during the first year of service. 

Mr. KAHN. True. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Since 1894 the term has been three 
years, and that is the Jaw to-day. I can not discover any 
adequate reason for its change, particularly against the objec- 
tions and over the protests of those who carry the responsi- 
bilities for the administration and discipline of the Army. 

The Secretary of War now recommends a three-year term 
of active service without reenlistment, except as to noncom- 
missioned officers, with the condition that volunteers. should 
be subject to the call of the Government in time of war for an 
additional period of four or six years. The purpose of that 
plan is to create a reserve of trained and disciplined citizen 
soldiers who would be available for military service in the 
exigency of war, but who, in the meantime would be undis- 
turbed in civil pursuits. That recommendation has many com- 
mendable features and it is certainly worthy of thoughtful 
consideration. It would be a rare occurrence for a young man, 
who desired to serve in the Regular Army for three years, to 
be deterred from enlistment by the condition that he would be 
subject to ‘call in defense of the country at any time during 
an additional period of four years if the Government should 
be involved in war. In the first place, the probability of war is 
so remote as to be a negligible consideration; and, in the second 
place, the average citizen who has had military training would 
willingly respond to the country’s call for aid when its honor. 
and prestige were at stake. 

The report of the committee treats the Secretary’s recom- 
mendation as utterly impracticable and altogether visionary. 
It is based chiefly upon the opinions of line officers and par- 
ticularly “company commanders” in opposition to the reserve 
plan. Good Army officers are apt to be infiuenced more or less 
by an unconscious professional bias in their opinions about 
matters of public defense. They are most likely to view the 
situation from a professional standpoint and not from that of 
the general public. They keep in view the efliciency of the 
Regular Army as a fighting machine. On the other hand the 
recommendation of the Secretary of War involves the broad 
policy of the efficiency of the Army and the auxiliary resources 
for the public defense in the exigencies of war. This is the 
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view, not of the professional soldier alone, but of both the 
soldier and the statesman. 

Long service in the standing Army may increase discipline, 
improve the appearance of the Army on dress parade, and pos- 
sibly add to its efficiency individually and collectively in some 
measure, and it would doubtless minimize the cares and respon- 
sibilities of commanding officers correspondingly. Whether it 
would develop. the character and efficiency of the officers as 
would the three years’ service without reenlistment may be 
seriously questioned. At any rate, it has no consideration for 
the public defense outside of the regular establishment, and it 
is known by all that in any serious conflict the Regular Army 
would be utterly inadequate for successful offense or defense. 
Dependence must be placed upon other resources in case of 
war, and the great question confronting the Government is 
whether it should rely chiefly upon untrained volunteers to fight 
its battles or provide as far as is practicable and with as little 
expense as possible for a thoroughly disciplined reserve force, 
supplemented by volunteers. This is an important question and 
one that deserves careful thought and study. But that question 
is not directly an issue in this discussion. The only question 
now for consideration is whether the term of service in the 
Army shall be five years or remain as it now is. Every con- 
sideration of public policy seems to favor the three-year term. 

Other provisions of equal importance are carried in the bill, 
which I do not have time to discuss under the limitations of 
the debate, but I am not willing to support measures of so 
serious a character over the objection of the President, the 
Secretary of War, and the Chief of Staff of the Army unless I 
am morally certain that they are wrong and the Committee on 
Military Affairs of the House is right. I am deeply impressed 
with the belief that those who are in a position to know the 
needs of the Army and the wants of the country have advised 
more wisely and safely than the committee has. 

Mr. PRINCE. I now yield five minutes to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in line with 
the suggestion made by my distinguished friend from Indiana 
[Mr. CRUMPACKER] I wish to say that aside from the vice 
which ordinarily attaches to this rule it is more pronounced 
by being invoked in this particular case than in any other in- 
stance I can cite in the history of this Congress. 

There are three departments of the Government with refer- 
ence to whose legislation I believe this rule should never be 
invoked, and those are the Departments of the State, War, and 
Navy. The veto power of the President of the United States 
should never be impaired in the least with reference to any leg- 
islation that affects the American Army, the American Navy, 
or our foreign affairs. In all these matters we should always 
present a united and undivided front. 

What is the effect of this rule? If the President of the United 
States within 30 days finds before him a bill containing a vicious 
and destructive piece of legislation, either as an amendment 
coming from the committee or an original provision in the bill, 
his veto power is seriously handicapped, if not practically de- 
stroyed, for the reason that if he exercises it he strikes down 
the entire appropriation for the American Army for the fiscal 
year to which it pertains. 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, the effect of the veto of this bill by 
the President of the United States will be practically to wipe 
out our military establishment for a period of 12 months. If 
gentlemen on the other side of the House regard this as a wise 
rule, as a “ beneficent” rule, as was stated by the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole a few days ago, they can see it in 
a light that I have never been able to view it in. 

I believe that if there is any general provision changing 
present conditions in the Army, that provision should be in- 
troduced into the House, discussed before the committee in the 
form of 4 special bill, in reference to which every member of 
the committee can exercise the right to vote for it or against it 
on the floor, and in reference to which the President of the 
United States can exercise his unimpeded and unimpaired right 
to veto when it reaches him as the head of the Nation. 

He should in this case be treated, not as the head of an 
adverse political party, not only as the President of the 
United States, but should be treated in this instance as Com- 
mander in Chief of the Army of the United States, and when 
he puts his pen to this legislation, or withholds his signature, 
che is acting in a double capacity, as Chief Executive of the 
Nation and as Commander in Chief of the Army. He should 
not be compelled to attach his signature to the bill containing 
an unwise provision, a vicious piece of legislation, in order that 
the United States Army for a period of 12 months may have 
food to sustain it and clothing to protect it against the elements. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, that is precisely the condition that the 
legislation now proposed would place the President in in the 
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event of the passage of this amendment. There is no man in 
public service who has a higher regard for the characteristics 
and services of the distinguished gentleman from Virginia who 
fathers this legislation than I. I do not believe that down deep 
in the heart of any man, however, there exists a strong feeling 
as to the necessity of the passage of this amendment, and I 
hope that when the time comes for a roll call in this House, 
which I presume will be demanded by some member of the com- 
mittee, and if not by another, I will demand it myself, that in 
the wisdom of the House this particular feature of this bill will 
be defeated. [Applause.] 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. TAGGART]. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I have no purpose at this 
time of using 15 minutes in this debate. I believe that one-half 
of that time will be sufficient. I am constrained, Mr. Chairman, 
to support the amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, the chairman of the committee, for the reason that it is in 
the interest of economy. The choice is offered to this committee 
to indorse a saving of $2,000,000 by the United States Govern- 
ment or reject a proposition to save $2,000,000 or more than 
$2,000,000 of the people’s money. 

I have no doubt but that each of us have made protestations 
to the people that the expenses of this Government are enor- 
mous. It is common talk throughout the United States that 
the annual cost of maintaining a United States soldier on the 
soil of the United States, the average annual cost for each 
member of the Army, is $1,000, a much higher income than the 
average citizen earns. It is further said that the average cost 
of maintaining a member of the United States Army in the 
Philippine Islands is not $1,000, but $2,000 annually. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAGGART. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. What does the gentleman include in the esti- 
mate of $1,000 for a soldier? 

Mr. TAGGART. I include the entire cost of the Army as a 
whole. 

Mr. PRINCE. If it cost $100,000,000 for the military estab- 
lishment and there were 100,000 soldiers, that would be $1,000. 
The gentleman divides the sum total by the number of men? 

Mr. TAGGART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PRINCE. He does not take into account the expense of 
the military establishment with reference to river and harbor 
improvement? 

Mr. TAGGART. That is not included. 

Mr. PRINCE. The officers in charge of river and harbor 
construction? 

Mr. TAGGART. Their pay may be included, but there are 
only a few of them. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman includes the upkeep of fortifi- 
cations and barracks and quarters as part of the expense of 
that soldier? 

Mr. TAGGART. It does include the upkeep of barracks and 
quarters as a part of the individual maintenance of the soldier. 

Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman know how much it costs 
the Government for each soldier per day to feed him? 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I have read the estimates 
and the reports upon that matter, and I say it now costs about 
23 cents a day. 

Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman know of any family or 
anybody who is as well fed and taken care of for 23 cents a day 
as is the soldier who is taken care of by the United States 
Government? 

Mr. TAGGART. I must submit that I do not know of any 
family that can live at the rate of 23 cents per day, and I am 
astonished to discover that the able-bodied men of the United 
States service can be maintained at that rate. It all goes to 
argue that somebody is gouged somewhere in the matter of the 
high cost of living in the United States. 

Mr. PRINCE. If the gentleman will permit the suggestion, 
then Uncle Sam is not gouged in the care and keep of the 
soldiers, so far as their provisions are concerned. 

Mr. TAGGART. It is plainly evident that he is not. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then, would it not be well for the gentleman 
to tell all of the facts? 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest, as to the 23 
cents a day that it may cost Uncle Sam to feed the soldiers, 
that that is hardly a fair statement, because in almost every 
company in the United States Army there is a system of volun- 
tary contributions from each individual soldier to what is known 
as the company fund, with which company fund some of the 
“luxuries” of life, as they are known in the Army, but the 
“necessities” of life, as known in everyday life, are purchased 
by the quartermaster sergeant or some officer of the company. 
I would like to make this suggestion to the gentleman from 
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Illinois as a fact that he probably knows, and I ask him whether 
or not it is the fact that this practice exists? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman who 
now has the floor has stated it, because he has read what the 
commissary says upon that question. 


Mr. MURRAY. I have not stated it for that reason, but 
because I was in the Army in 1898, and I know. That is the 
reason I state it. 

Mr. PRINCE. I am talking of the gentleman who has the 
right to speak upon the floor, and he has truthfully answered 
my question. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, just one moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. All of this time comes out of the time of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TAGGART]. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I am happy to pay the com- 
pliment to each of these gentlemen that they seem to come from 
Kansas. I was about to say, when this colloquy, extraneous to 
my observations and remarks, took place, and to which I was 
unhappily not a party, that the private soldier of the United 
States is the most thoroughly corporaled, sergeanted, lieu- 
tenanted, captained, majored, coloneled, and generaled man who 
has ever served under arms on the face of the earth. [Applause 
and laughter.) 

For every two private soldiers in the Army there is one more 
man, and if there is anything doing, the private soldier is 
called upon to do it. The average cost of every man connected 
with the military organization of the United States, as I said, 
even when he stays at home, is at least $1,000 a year. It is not 
my purpose to advocate anything here that - would militate 
against the efficiency of the United States Army. No Member 
present will outrival me in my estimate and admiration of the 
personnel of the Army, of its spirit, and of its efficiency; but 
I take this occasion to call attention to the fact that it is a 
tremendous burden upon the American people. Ninety-two mil- 
lions of dollars were expended in the past year for military 
purposes, and when we suggest a diminution of that amount, 
gentlemen will rise in their places and admit the fact and call 
attention to the fact that the defense of this Union does not lie 
in the Regular Army, but in the patriotism of the people as 
manifested by their disposition to volunteer in time of war. I 
have no quarrel with gentlemen who hold to that opinion. I 
believe in the patriotism of the American people. I believe 
that every heart would be a shield and every hill a fortress in 
ease we should be attacked by any foreign power. But, Mr. 
Chairman, if that streak of silver sea only 22 miles wide, that 
Shakespeare so beautifully mentioned, has protected England 
from invasion since the year 1066, what will you say of the 
8,000 miles of ocean that stretch between us and Europe or the 
wide expanse of the Pacific that separates us from the yellow 
peoples of the ancient kingdoms of the East? Why should we 
expend the money of the people if a volunteer force is our main 
reliance in time of war? 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
statement in that connection? 

Mr. TAGGART. Certainly. 

Mr. HELM. Is the gentleman aware that since May 1, 1898, 
the military establishment has cost the Government of the 
United States $1,459,385,838.71? 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I have not read those pre- 
cise figures, but I presume there can be neither doubt nor ques- 
tion that that vast expenditure has been made within the period 
of 14 years. 

As I was about to say, I agree with those gentlemen who say 
that the defense of this country does not exactly depend upon 
its Regular Army, but does depend upon the fact that at the 
call of the President a million young men, if necessary, are 
ready and willing and anxious to volunteer their service for 
its defense. Let us never forget our volunteer soldiers, and our 
national defense is already accomplished. 

Perhaps Regular Army experts will say that they would not 
be efficient until they were thoroughly drilled and disciplined. 
That, however true it may be, does not detract from the argu- 
ment and the fact that the American citizen is ready to volun- 
teer to protect this Government. His willingness makes the 
argument conclusive. His patriotism without arms, his patriot- 
ism in daily life, the traditions of his fathers, the history of his 
country, the splendid achievements of the volunteer armies in 
the field 50 years ago prove to the world that we are without 
danger of invasion from any source. Therefore I can not but 
give my consent to any amendment that may be attached to 
this bill, within reason, that will diminish the heavy burden 
borne by the American people on account of our Regular Army. 
Perhaps the President of the United States will be embar- 
rassed. I hope not. I trust that no President of the United 


States will ever be embarrassed by saving $2,000,000 of the 
people’s money, and gentlemen who argue that this bill will 


reach the President of the United States in its present form are 
at least ready to concede that there is another and more dis- 
tinguished body than this that will give its consent to this 
amendment. It has been demonstrated and proven by some of 
the ablest men in the Army, in the hearings before this com- 
mittee, that this economy can be practiced. It also follows as 
a mathematical proposition that if the efficiency of the soldier 
depends upon the length of his service the efficiency of the Army 
on a five-year enlistment plan will be as 5 is to 3 compared to 
what it is now. It is no use to argue that men were efficient on 
short notice in the volunteer service in the Civil War. War 
itself is the greatest disciplinarian of all. In time of war, when 
men volunteer, they are willing to submit to any kind of dis- 
cipline for the purpose of fitting them for the service, but in 
time of peace, when the American citizen joins the. Regular 
Army, he expects gentle treatment. He can not be manhandled 
and roughed into a soldier like the European conscript is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I ask for one minute more 
in order to finish this sentence. 

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized 
for one minute. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, if the American soldier was 
obliged to submit to the manhandling and the buffeting whereby 
the noncommissioned officer of the European armies, who acts 
like the big brother of the conscript, hammers a young man 
into a soldier in two years, we would not have any enlistments 
at all. We must resort to a gentler method whereby. the mili- 
tary service grows upon the man and his sense of duty is re- 
fined into a subtle instinct whereby he becomes an efficient 
soldier, satisfied with his service, and able and willing to take 
care of himself under all conditions, and, above all things, to 
preserve and take care of his health under all circumstances. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is sustained. 
Manifestly there is not a quorum present, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to answer 
to their names: 


Aiken, 8. C. Foss re 5 
Andrus Foster, Vt. Lewis Ri dson 
Bartlett George Lindsay Riordan 
r Gillette Linthicum Roberts, Mass. 
ne Goeke Littleton Robinson 
Broussard Goldfogle ud Rothermel 
Bromning Gould Call use 
Burke, Wis. G McGillicuddy Rucker, Colo. 
Carlin Greene, Mass. cHen lls 
Griest McLaughlin Sheppard 
Cop s4 Hamill Maher ims 
Cox, Ind. Hammond Malb Slemp 
Cravens Hardwick Matthews 
Curley Hayes Mays Smith, J. M. C. 
Currier Hinds Miller mith, 5 
Dalzell Houston Mondell Smith, Cal 
Danforth Hughes, Ga. Moon, Pa. Smith, N. Y 
Davidson Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Tenn. Stanley 
De Forest Jacoway Morse, Wis. Sulzer 
Dickson, Miss. ent oss, Ind. Sweet 
Difenderfer Kinkead, N. J. Oldfield Switzer 
dds itchin almer. N. Y. 
Dwight — Knowland Patten, N. X. Wedemeyer 
8 Konop Patton, Pa. Weeks 
Fairchild Kopp Payne Whitacre 
Fields Korbly Pepper Wilson, III 
Finley Langham Plumley Young, Mich. 
Fordney Langley Porter 
Fornes Lee, Ga. Powers 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. StepMan, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, reported that the House had 
under consideration the bill H. R. 18956, the Army appropria- 
tion bill, and finding itself without a quorum, he directed the 
roll to be called and reported a list of the absentees. 

The SPEAKER The Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union finding itself without a quorum, the Chair- 
man reports he caused the roll to be called, and that 277 gen- 
tlemen answered to their names—a quorum. The committee 
will resume its session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairnian, I now yield 15 minutes to my 
colleague, the gentleman from California [Mr. Kaun]. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, to increase the term of enlist- 
ment from a three-year period to a five-year period, in my 
judgment, is retrogression and not progress. At the present 
time the General Staff of the Army is engaged in preparing a 
plan for the entire reorganization of the fighting force of the 
Army. We have been told that that plan will be submitted to 
Congress during the present session. We feel that the House 
can well afford to wait a few months before enacting this legis- 
lation, in order that we may receive the benefit of the experience 
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of the officers of the Army who have devoted and are devoting 
much attention to this important question. True, the General 
Staff will probably advocate a reserve. In some quarters there 


is opposition to a reserve. It is stated that our country is so 
large that it will be impracticable to organize one, and yet ex- 
perience has shown that no country can hope to be successful 
in a war with a first-rate power unless it has a large reserve 
to supplement the regular military force of the nation. 

We have had experience in this country with a five-year en- 
listment period and also with a three-year enlistment period. 

After 1868 the enlistment period was five years, and it con- 
tinued to be five years until 1890. And what was the result 
during that time? I have here a table which shows how the en- 
listed men deserted in such numbers that the highest officers 
of the Army repeatedly asked Congress to reduce the term of 
enlistment from the five-year period to a three-year period. In 
1885, 8.41 per cent of the enlisted force of the Army deserted, 
and our Army at that time was composed of an enlisted force 
of only 25,000 men. And yet practically 84 per cent of that 
number deserted in that year. In the year 1886, 6.45 per cent 
deserted; in 1887, 6.84 per cent deserted; in 1888, 7.46 per 
cent deserted; in 1889, 8.13 per cent deserted; in 1890, the law 
was changed and, although but a few months elapsed between 
the date of the enactment and the close of the fiscal year, the 
desertions immediately dropped to 6.94 per cent. The act of 1890 
made it optional whether the soldier should serve five years or 
whether he would take his discharge at the end of three years. 
Large numbers of soldiers immediately took advantage of the 
change in the law and the desertions fell at once from 8.13 per 
cent in 1889, to 6.94 per cent in 1890, and to 4.33 per cent in 
1891. So that the desertions were reduced almost 50 per cent 
during the first year of the change in the law; and they con- 
tinued to decrease under the three-year enlistment period, so 
that by 1892 there were only 3.95 per cent who deserted; in 
1893, 4.83 per cent; in 1894, 3.14 per cent; in 189., 3.42 per cent; 
in 1896, 4.01 per cent; in 1897, 3.12 per cent. So it continued 
until after the Spanish-American War. * 

During that war the Army was increased. There were 200,000 
volunteers mustered into the service of the United States. 
Many of them were enlisted simply for the term of the war, 
and after the war was over the desertions increased, because 
large numbers of these volunteers felt that they had performed 
their duty to the country and that the war being over they 
were entitled to go home; and they did go home. The number 
of desertions, however, after 1903 began to decrease again. In 
1908 the Congress raised the pay of the enlisted force, and 
especially of the noncommissioned officers, and since then the 
decrease in the number of desertions has been very marked, 
and last year only 3.12 per cent of the Army deserted. 

Judging from past experience, I feel satisfied that if we go 
back to a five-year-enlistment period the number of desertions 
will again increase. The Adjutant General of the Army has 
well said, the military crime of desertion is one that should be 
severely punished. 

Mr. AMES. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. AMES. Is it not a fact that many of the officers who 
appeared before the Military Committee advocating the five- 
year enlistment, or some of them, have never served with troops? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. And also some who were in favor of the three- 
` year enlistment never served with troops? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not recall any who favored a three-year 
enlistment who had never served with troops. But the officers 
who appeared before the Military Committee were largely staff 
officers who, if they had service with troops at all, had that 
service years and years ago. They have not been in touch 
with the troops in recent years and consequently do not know 
what the enlisted men of the Army want. 

Now, the recruiting officers, Col. Murray, Maj. Dugan, and 
Maj. Kenley, who appeared before the committee, all thought 
it would be as easy to enlist a man for five years as it would 
be to enlist him for three years. Possibly that may be so. I 
do not know. But this is the result of experience—that under a 
five-year term of enlistment the soldier, if he find he is un- 
fitted for the service, or if he find he has made a mistake, 
deserts, whereas under the three-year term of enlistment he is 
willing to stay until he gets an honorable discharge. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. 

Mr. HELM. Are there not three things that have induced 
desertions? Is there not a more drastic punishment inflicted 


now than was ever inflicted before? And is not a large reward 
offered for the arrest of a deserter? And is it not a fact that 
that law has never been enforced so vigorously as now? 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the law as to the appre- 
hension and conviction of deserters has been in existence for 
years. But the fact remains that under the five-year term of 
enlistment the soldiers deserted to the extent of 8.41 per cent, 
while under the three-year term of enlistment a much smaller 
percentage deserted. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield again? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. KAHN. I must decline to yield further. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority of the committee say they sent 
out 400 letters to general officers of the Army to endeavor to 
find out what the sentiment is in regard to the five-year and 
three-year terms of enlistment. They received replies from 277 
of these officers. What became of the other 123? I do not 
know. I never saw a reply from a single officer, and I do not 
think any other member of the minority saw a single reply 
which purported to have been received from any one of these 
general officers, who were referred to by the chairman of the 
committee in his remarks the other day as favoring the longer 
enlistment period. These general officers hold rank from major 
to colonel. They are not in touch with the enlisted men. The 
captain of the company, the lieutenants of thé company, the 
noncommissioned officers of the company are the men who are 
in direct touch with the enlisted men. They know the senti- 
ment of the enlisted men, and when the General Staff sent out 
letters to the various officers in the service schools of this 
country—and many of the officers attending these schools are 
in the lower grades and close to the enlisted men—S7} per 
cent of those officers declared in favor of a three-year term of 
enlistment as against the five-year term. There are 4,000 or 
more officers in the Army of the United States, and only 182 of 
them, according to the majority of the committee, declared in 
favor of the five-year term of enlistment. Thousands have not 
been heard from at all. In personal interviews that I have had 
with many of the officers they have nearly all declared in favor 
of a three-year term of enlistment. 

My colleague on the committee, Mr. Tsox, went to San 
Antonio during the mobilization of our troops on the Mexican 
border. He interviewed all the officers of one brigade, 98 
officers, and of those 98 officers, only 14 declared in favor of a 
five-year term of enlistment. All the other officers favored a 
three-year term of enlistment. That gives you an idea of the 


-real sentiment in the Army upon this question. 


Now, these three recruiting officers, Col. Murray and Majs. 
Dugan and Kenly, who, I believe, were practically the only 
officers who were not doing staff duty that appeared before 
the committee, testified that a five-year term 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman. has expired. 

Mr. KAHN. I would like to have my time extended 10 
minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague 10 
minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is rec- 
ognized for 10 minutes more. 

Mr. KAHN. As-against these three officers who favored the 
five-year term, take such officers as Gen. O. O. Howard, Gen. 
John M. Schofield, Gen. Nelson A. Miles, Gen. R. C. Drum, Gen. 
J. C. Kelton, and Gen. George Crook, and to whom would you 
give the weight of authority? 

Why, these officers whom I have named occupied a position 
in the American Army which endeared them to the hearts of 
their countrymen. They performed distinguished service upon 
many a battle field. They had gone through a great war. 
They had been in direct touch with the enlisted men of the 
United States Army, and every one of them recommended a 
reduction of the term of enlistment from five to three years. 
Let me again point out what they and several Secretaries of 
War recommended to Congress in the way of cutting down the 
enlistment period from five to three years. 

Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, in his report for 1884, 
says: 

The Adjutant General * * * also suggests the propriety, as a 
means of decreasing the number of desertions, of a diminution of the 
term of service from five to three Jens, believing that there would thus 
be eliminated a great source of discontent on the part of men whose 
lack of aptitude for the service makes them dissatisfied and desperate 
in contemplating the length of the present contract of enlistment en- 
tered into by them. 

Maj. Gen. J. M. Schofield, cemmanding the Division of the 
Missouri, in his report, dated October 9, 1885, says: 


In my opinion it would be wise to reduce the term of first enlistment 
to three years and that of reenlistment to one year. The former would 
greatly reduce the number pf desertions and the latter would tend to 
secure the continuous service of old soldiera 
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Maj. Gen. O. O. Howard, commanding Department of the 


Pacific, in his report, dated September 17, 1886, says: 
Under the present em of general recruiting the five 
of enlistment, and with the p t ration too smal! and cooked, 
it is doubtful if the ave of desertions from the Army ever be 
SEEN ređuction of the term of enlistment or a 

der proper restrictions would quickly 


ears’ term 


I am still strongly of the opinion that a shorter first enlistment 
would be beneficial, making less desertlons, and enabl recruiting ofil- 
cers to secure a larger proportion than now of good, le men, 

Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, in his report for 1887, says: 

In this connection, I renew the recommendation made by me two 
years ago that the enlistment be for three years instead of five, and 
reenlistment of good soldiers in the same troop, company, r 
department for one year. 

Redfield Proctor, Secretary of War, after an exhaustive dis- 
cussion of the causes of desertion and the recommendations as 
to the remedies which lie with Congress, in his report for 1889, 
Says: 

Other points which are strongly recommended by many prominent 
officers and which have much to commend them, are: 
(1) Authorize enlistments for three years only. If a man has not 
the elements of a soldier, or is himself dissatisfied with the service, it 
is better to release him within a reasonable time. 

(2) For the same reason, give the soldier in time of 
lege of 1 his discharge under well-defined s 

(3) tain some t of the soldier’s pay, which he forfeits by de- 
2 nee otherwise would augment his savings at the time of 

s disc s 

ese suggestions are aimed at removing the causes of desertion, 
which is the true principle for any legislation; but with the best laws 
and the best administration, there is a certain class of men who will 
= unless restrained by a system of punishment effectively admin- 


Brig. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, in his report for 1889, says: 

I would renew my recommendations made four years ago, namely, 
that enlistment be for three 2 instead of five, and that worthy men 
be authorized to reenlist in the departments in which they are serving 
for one year. 

And as against the recommendations of these distinguished 
chiefs of the War Department and officers of high rank in the 
Army of our country, the majority of the committee has set up 
the opinion of Col. Murray, Maj. Dugan, and Maj. Kenly, of the 
recruiting service. 

Mr. Chairman, the other day the committee reduced the 
Cavalry force of this country by five regiments. At that time 
considerable reference was made to a report of a well-known 
Army officer, and one short paragraph of his report was read. 

I read from the Reports of Military Observers Attached to the 
Armies in Manchuria During the Russo-Japanese War. I think 
my friend from Texas [Mr. BURLESON] read this paragraph of 
that report: 

Gen. Ki I have heard, came to t that he had brought 
out so ee AAVA: bardening the railroad with its trang rtation and 
adding to the difficulties of supply. 13.680 example, he had been con- 
tent with half as much cavalry, say, 12,000, he could have had 30,000 
or 40,000 more infantry. 

But my friend from Texas forgot to read this portion of the 
report: 

Of course, when belligerent nations possess a common land frontier 
it is most important for either to have a P iy tame pe of cavalry to 
cover the mobilization of its armies. In the case of our own country 
na goon pai? would attach to cavalry in wars with Mexico or Great 

tain. $ 


t, or 


ace the privi- 
tions. 


And what is the condition that confronts us to-day? We may 
have to send our troops to the Mexican border again, and if we 
do 15 régiments of Cavalry will be none too many. 

But while these gentlemen on fhe other side were lauding 
this officer for his brief reference to the Russian cavalry force 
in Manchuria they forgot to read what he said with regard to 
the necessity for reserves. Oh, yes; they conveniently forgot to 
mention that. The General Staff is now working upon that 
very question of a reserve force. ‘This officer who made this 
report is an exceptionally able officer. He is the engineer com- 
missioner of the District of Columbia. He was Capt. William 
V. Judson when he was with the Russian army observing the 
maneuvers in Manchuria during the Russo-Japanese war, and 
he is now Maj. Judson, of the Engineer Corps. This is what he 
said about reserves at the time he made this report: 

Another lesson concerns the reserves of trained men that must be 

ured into organizations at the front if in war early disasters are to 
be repaired or initial successes followed up. Klone of the great nations, 
if recent reports from China be correct, the United States possesses no 
reserves of this character, although many minor nations have provided 
for them. 

If we should ever have to land troops in Argentina or Chile, we 
should, I doubt not, be very much surprised and chagrined to witness 
the advantages secured by those little nations through their adopted 
systems of mili training. Of course, the reserves are secured - 
narily by means of conscriptional laws, and if Great Britain reserts to 
some form of conscription we shall be almost alone in the lack of it. 
ia one babes — N i Mote ean Bath eens in the United =e 
Civil, $ ar, “hat when we see every army in the world that is the 


name existing not merely to perform the semipolice duties of to 
be filled up war untrained volunteers 1 — boun aan Bee. as 
— principal function, training great numbers of rese for which 


war it will merely form the nucleus, it seems worth while to con- 
sider whether without conscription and by methods which must be 
popular with the people we can not accomplish the same result. To 
ap a certain p rtion, say, „000 of our eet | 

t be ed, each man for a period of, say, 15 years, the fist 
years to be served with the colors, as now, last 12 years on the 
reserve list, where he would receive a certain sum, say, Jao per een 
co; ue 


so long as periodical medical examinations should show 
fitness and return for a continuous readiness to return to the colors 
in of war. Thus more than 100,000 reservists might be developed 


and maintained for aa annual expenditure that, as a maximum, 15 
years hence would not materially exceed $5,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, one final observation in regard ‘to this matter 
of increasing the term of enlistment. It may save some money. 
I do not know whether it will or not. My personal belief is that 
it will not save a dollar, for I think the figures that have been 
submitted by the committee are not entirely reliable. I think it 
can be demonstrated that they are not entirely reliable; but I 
feel confident that the retired list of enlisted men will increase 
materially as the result of this legislation. At the present time, 
in this very bill, there is appropriated for retired pay of enlisted 
men 14 per cent of the entire amount that is appropriated for 
the pay of all of the enlisted men of the Army, so that the men 
on the retired list are receiving proportionately three times the 
amount of pay that the men who are out in the field are receiy- 
ing. Furthermore, if this extension of the term of enlistment be 
made, the money saved, if there be any money saved, will come 
out of the pockets of the enlisted men. You will reduce their 
pay. We found it necessary to increase their pay in 1908 in 
order to maintain the military establishment as it should be 
maintained. The result of the increased pay was immediately 
beneficial. And now, when we haye attained a great measure of 
success in that respect, you gentlemen on the other side propose 
to reduce the pay of the enlisted men. 

It would have a baneful influence on the Army. The enlisted 
personnel will again become discouraged. I have received nu- 
merous letters from enlisted men urging me not to favor this 
proposition. They are afraid to have their names known, 
otherwise I should be pleased to insert some of the letters in 
the Record. -But when you come right down to the men that 
will be affected by this legislation, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee had taken the trouble to consult their wishes instead of 
the wishes of some of the general officers, he would have found 
that the enlisted men, including noncommissioned officers of 
the Army, by an overwhelming majority would have protested 
against the pending legislation. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minfites to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Conry]. 

Mr. CONRY. Mr. Chairman, since the dominant party on 
this side of the House took control of legislative affairs here 
and assumed the responsibility of government, every move that 
has been made has been confronted by the cry that reform of 
evils should be accomplished by the friends of the adminis- 
tration. When our party undertook the reform of the tariff 
the cry went up from the party on the other side that there 
was an imperative necessity for the reform of our revenue laws, 
but that those laws should be reformed and the evils flowing 
from them should be remedied by the friends of the tariff. 

When reform in conditions in the military establishment was 
inaugurated by the dominant party in this House the depart- 
ment immediately became interested in a plan of reorganization ; 
but this activity never became apparent, this zeal for reorgani- 
zation never became manifest until the party on this side of- 
the House demonstrated its determination to cure the evils 
that exist and cut down and eliminate some of the extrava- 
gances that were practiced in the maintenance of the Army 
and in the management of our military affairs. [Applause.] 

We have been confronted by the argument in this discussion 
that we should have a reserve in this country; that this reserve 
force would meet all the necessities of the military situation. A 
reserve, it is true, has been established in continental Europe and 
in other foreign lands, but conditions there are different from 
conditions that exist here. Our country is greater territorially * 
and from the standpoint of population. The spirit of the people 
is different; personal liberty prevails here to a greater extent 
than there; and the personal quality, the personal equation 
controls more completely here, and is the dominant factor in our 
scheme of military activity. The principles of the reserve can 
not be applied here as in continental Europe for the reason that 
the application and enforcement of the law of reserve pre- 
supposes a system of espionage, a system of surveillance, to 
which the people of this country will not calmly submit. 
[Applause.] 

Under our institutions, under our spirit of freedom, under the 
spirit of individual freedom as contemplated by our system of 
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government, the mailed fist of militarism will not be permitted 
to stand by the cradle and take the young man as he reaches 
maturity and force him by coercion and conscription into the 
Army. [Applause.] 

Such a system will never prevail in this country. I notice in 
the hearings that the Quartermaster General and the Paymaster 
General testified before the committee that the legislation with 
regard to the term of enlistment as proposed by this section 
which refers to the extension of the term of enlistment would 
effect a reduction of $2,220,766 annually in the expenditure for 
the item of clothing, transportation, continuous-service pay, 
bonus of reenlistment, and travel pay on discharge. 

[The time of Mr. Conry having expired, he was yielded five 
minutes more.] 

The party on this side of the aisle has devoted itself to the 
policy of economy, a policy that will reduce and retrench the 
expenditures of the military establishment. This bill as formu- 
lated by the committee contemplates a reduction of from $5,000,- 
000 to $10,000,000, as I have been reliably informed, and this fea- 
ture of the extension of the term of enlistment from three to 
five years will reduce the expenditure annually to an amount of 
more than $2,000,000. 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, this enlistment if enacted 
into law will count not only for greater economy in the service, 
but for greater efficiency in the fighting force of the Army. It 
will give to the Government the benefit of two years of training 
of which under the three-year system it is now deprived—two 
years of the most valuable service that the enlisted man can give 
to the Government. 

It will build up a fighting machine which can be relied upon 
to do effective work upon the line of battle. I have listened 
attentively to the remarks of the gentleman from California 
wherein he spoke against the extension of this term from three 
to five years. In looking over the hearings which were held by 
the committee I find on page 129 that the distinguished gentleman 
from California [Mr. Kaun] had the following to say by way 
of interpolation in the proceedings: 

Having looked up some of the reasons which actuated the Co 
to reduce the period from five years to three years, I found that there 
was a bill that repealed at the same time the law—1in fact, I think it was 
the same bill that reduced the term of service—that allowed a soldier to 
continue 10 years in the Army at the time the five-year period, with 
the privilege of leaving at the end of three years, was in vogue, and 
there was general complaint all over the country, and the testimony 
of the Army officers who reported to the War Department shows that 
the men were dissatisfied, that many looked upon continuing with the 
Army as a career, and that it was advisable to have in the Regular 
Army seasoned veterans, men who had all kinds of experience and who 
could act as a sort of leaven to the loaf when you got in a lot of new 


recruits without a particle of experience. Your plan would be directly 
contrary to the experience of those men at that time? 


Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CONRY. I will. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course the gentleman does not understand 
that that refers to the reduction of the term of enlistment; it 
refers to the change in the law which prohibited any reenlist- 
ment after 10 years. : 

Mr. CONRY. That is right. I referred to it for that par- 
ticular reason, because it demonstrates that the extension of 
the term of enlistment gives the enlisted man the training, the 
discipline, the power, and the morale to leaven the raw recruits 
as they enter into the military service of the Republic. A three- 
year enlistment service will not prove effective as a leavening 
force, and it is my positive conviction that a five-year service 
will. It is a fact universally recognized by officers experienced 
in the line and medical officers who have studied the question 
from the standpoint of long-term enlistments that the young, 
immature soldier has less endurance, less stamina, and suc- 
cumbs more readily to disability and disease in times of peace 
as in times of war than the old, trained, experienced, and accli- 
mated veteran. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CONRY. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. Does not the gentleman admit that the term of 
enlistment was reduced from five years to a flat three years in 
the same law that repealed the law which did not permit reen- 
listment after 10 years? 

Mr. CONRY. I will admit that; but the passage of that law, 
the gentleman said here in general debate, was largely be- 
cause of the frequency in the occurrence of the crime of deser- 
tion. The gentleman stated that desertions take place in the 
first year in a larger percentage in the Army than in any sub- 
sequent year, and if we multiply enlistment periods it will 
increase this percentage of loss by desertion. The only way 
to logically meet that situation and to prevent an increase in 
the crime of desertion is by precluding the possibility of a fre- 
quent recurrence of enlistment periods, and that can be done 
most effectively by extending the term of enlistment. 


“The uniform record of the unseasoned soldier,” says Lord 
Raglan in Crimea, “is one of inefficiency and disease.” Na- 
poleon, in a similar spirit, proclaimed after Leipzig, “ Give 
me old men; recruits unseasoned and immature serve only to 
fill the hospitals and encumber the roadsides.” In the Penin- 
sular War 300 men, seasoned, disciplined, and trained by 5 years’ 
service, were accounted more efficient than 1,000 recent recruits. 

The ancient Persian monarchy, strong and powerful, not only 
in size but also in the amount of men and treasure it could 
command and control, tottered and fell before the Macedonian 
phalanx, a fighting machine composed only of seasoned, well- 
trained, and perfectly disciplined fighters. 

Thirty-five thousand veteran Greeks followed Alexander to 
the conquest of the world. 7 

The old guard, scarred in the conflicts of many hard-fought 
battles, sent the great Napoleon careering through Europe, 
reveling in the conquest of thrones and the creation of new 
dynasties. j 
` Everywhere, in every great battle that has influenced the 
destiny of mankind and changed the current of political his- 
tory, wherever military prowess has testified to the courage, 
the patriotism, and the valor of mankind, whether it be at 
Fontenoy, Corunna, Waterloo, or Gettysburg, the old, the ex- 
perienced, the seasoned, and thoroughly acclimated soldier has 
by his efficiency as a fighter and his endurance under fire 
forcibly exemplified the wisdom and policy of long-term enlist- 
ments. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Hay, providing for the aboli- 
tion of five regiments of Cavalry, is a distinctive advance in 
the direction of economy. We have in the Army to-day ap- 
proximately 15,000 Cavalry and 30,000 Infantry, a Cavalry 
force out of all proportion to the Infantry establishment. The 
Cavalry Arm of the military establishment is becoming more 
and more each year subordinated to the Infantry as an efficient 
fighting force. The improved magazine rifle used so destruc- 
tively in modern warfare, the decimating fire of the improved 
artillery, the modern engines of destruction so merciless to an 
enemy when under the skillful control of an efficient artillery 
corps, renders it impossible for cavalry to successfully assail, 
in a frontal attack, either artillery or infantry, in any forma- 
tion in which the artillery and infantry are able to use their 
arms and observe the approach of cavalry over long distances. 
Mars la Tour and Balaklava are sanguinary instances of the 
folly and the crime of launching cavalry in a frontal attack upon 
intrenched infantry and artillery. And the world will never 
see, humanity will never tolerate, and no wise commander will 
ever again enact the merciless slaughter of these historic but 
fatal cavalry charges. 3 

Modern warfare has been distinguished by the unimportant 
part played by cavalry in active hostilities. Kuropatkin in the 
Russo-Japanese War had under his command a cavalry force 
of 25,000 men and the Japanese but 5,000, and when the Russian 
general was asked why he did not utilize his cavalry more 
effectively as an aggressive force against the enemy he replied, 
Because we had no cavalry force opposing us.” 

In the Cuban campaign the Cavalry did not accompany the 
army of invasion in any large force, and after the conquest it 
became a sort of police power for the preservation of order in 
the island. Identically the same condition prevailed in the cam- 
paign in the Philippines. 

But it has been asserted in this debate that the Cavalry is 
necessary to the perfection of mobility in the Army. To a cer- 
tain extent this is still true, but not to as large an extent as in 
the past. Our country to-day is covered completely with a net- 
work of railways and telegraphs. Our facilities for transporta- 
tion and our wonderful means of intercommunication have de- 
yeloped in a manner that has everywhere revolutionized con- 
ditions in modern warfare. The scientific discoveries, the in- 
ventive genius of the age have exerted an influence in a thou- 
sand ways upon the circumstances under which armies exist and 
operate in the field. - 

The bicycle, the motor car, the aeroplane, the hydroplane, the 
manifold uses of a military character to which electricity can 
be efficaciously applied in modern warfare all tend to render 
the Cavalry force less and the Infantry force more necessary 
and efficient as fighting machines in modern warfare. And the 
amendment proposed by the distinguished chairman of the com- 
‘mittee [Mr. Hay] is not only justified by a wise policy of 
economy but also by the changing conditions in the warfare of 
the future, which, through the advance in science, will largely 
affect and influence the combinations that lead up to future 
battles. 3 

In the legislative features of the measure before the House 
that portion which contemplates the consolidation of the supply 
departments of the Army recommends itself potentially to every 
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Army officer who is interested in the perfection and maintenance 
of an effective and economical military establishment. In 
ancient times armies were compelled to depend for subsistence 
entirely upon the food and supplies which they found in the 
country through which their warlike operations were conducted ; 
and when the resources of that country were exhausted and 
they were opposed by a hostile force strongly entrenched, they 
were compelled to fall back, simply because the supplies, which 
are the lifeblood of the Army, could not be obtained and con- 
tinuously furnished along regularly established lines of com- 
munication. Under the cumbersome and unwieldy system which 
now obtains in the independent departments of the supply corps 
it has been said that it requires all the complicated and sluggish 
machinery of three of those departments to move an ambulance 
around a corner. Such a condition in time of peace is un- 
justifiable, but in time of- war it is criminally reprehensible. 
It is the direct purpose of the consolidation feature of this bill 
to secure greater efficiency and economy in the administration 
of the military arm of the Goyernment. 


An army in the field must not only be able to replenish its 
supplies from time to time, but it must haye an unbroken con- 
tinuity of supplies to render it efficient as a fighting machine 
along the line of operations. An army is a fighting force which 
depends not only for its vitality upon the training, the discipline, 
the enthusiasm, and the devotion which hold it together, but 
also on its line of communications upon the maintenance of 
which its very existence depends. The supply department of 
the Army is, therefore, of the most vital importance to its 
efficiency and vitality. Upon the perfection of the organization 
of this department depend entirely the organic unity and effi- 
ciency of the fighting forces. A body of men who are starving 
can not be held submissive to the restraint of discipline any 
more effectively than can a body that has been dispersed. The 
line of communication must not only be protected from attack, 
but the machinery in control of the supply department by 
means of which subsistence is forwarded to the front from the 
base of supplies must be perfect in its operation. ‘This bill 
stands for efficiency and is directly in the interest of economy. 
It is based upon principles of statesmanship and constructive 
reorganization. Never before has such genuine reform in the 
reorganization of the Army been attempted, and never before 
have the real interests of the country and the Army been con- 
sulted in such a genuinely patriotic spirit. 

This measure meets a demand for Army reorganization that 
has been urged for years. It is a forward movement along the 
lines of retrenchment and reform toward the complete fulfill- 
ment of Democratic pledges. The magnificent manner in which 
this legislation has been conducted through the House illus- 
trates the desire and exemplifies the capacity of the Democratic 
organization in this House to deal wisely, conservatively, and 
effectively with the affairs of Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. AMES]. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, I venture to speak for the minor- 
ity of the Committee on Military Affairs, and state that there is 
not one of us who does not stand for economy in the Republican 
administration of the War Department as firmly as any Mem- 
ber on the majority side; but the trouble with this legislation 
and the viciousness of it lies in the fact that your boasted econ- 
omy, your cry to the country for votes, is predicated upon the 
proposition that you would make your economies at the expense 
of the enlisted man and the noncommissioned officer. Not only 
that, but you economize at the expense of the efficiency of the 
Army, and I can demonstrate these two propositions to you if 
you will listen and reason. 

In time of peace the Army in its present size has no justifi- 
cation for its maintenance as a fighting machine unless it is 
considered as the only means of preparing for emergency in 
time of war. No one maintains that the Regular Army exists 
for police duty. A Pennsylvania constabulary or a force corre- 
sponding to the Canadian mounted police would better suffice 
for police duty. Then, what is your Army for? It is the foun- 
tain head and source of military knowledge and instruction. 
You detail officers to the militia to instruct the militia, and so 
its enlisted strength, noncommissioned, and its personnel should 
be used for what? As a school of instruction, so that when war 
does come we will have a body of military men in the citizen- 
ship of the country who can respond to a call of arms. What 
could we do with only the few thousands of the Regular Army 
in time of war? We would be unable to lift a hand in defense 
without dependence on the militia as a reserve. 

If you will accept the proposition that the function of the 
Army should be that of a school, the following results logically: 
Take your school and use it to its best advantage as a school. 


Either you can take one enlisted man, who costs $1,000 a year, 
as is the case in the Army to-day, and instruct him at a thou- 
sand dollars a year for 30 years, and have at the end of that 
time a trained, professional soldier on the retired list and draw- 
ing the highest rate of pay, or you can take the same amount 
of money and instruct 10 men for 3 years each, and at the end 
of that time you will have in active service 1 man serving the 
colors and 9 others instructed in military science, who have 
gone out into civil life, ready to fight for the country, and who 
constitute a reserve in the proper sense of the term in time of 
need. Perhaps 1 or 2 of this 9 may die in the course of the 
80 years. These are two extremes. Either you can instruct 1 
professional man for 30 years for $30,000 or you can instruct 
10 men for 3 years for $1,000 a year. Economy! You believe 
in economy at the expense of the enlisted man and the non- 
commissioned officers. All military history and military ex- 
perience go to show that the best service is rendered to a 
country by an army where the enlistment is kept down to 2 
and 3 years, and for this reason, that it has been demonstrated 
beyond peradventure that 2 years is enough time in which to 
instruct any man in being a soldier, and less than 2 if you do 
not make him mow the lawn and carry gravel, and do police 
duty, as is done in this country. If you can instruct a man 
to be a soldier in 2 years, what on earth is the use of in- 
structing him for 5 years, over and over again? If your 
Army is a school of instruction, and that is all that it can pos- 
sibly be in its present size, you are simply crippling its effi- 
ciency by this proposed term of enlistment, because it can only 
turn out so many scholars every year, and if you limit the 
curriculum to 5 years instead of 3, you are diminishing the 
number of students it can turn out. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Conry] talked about a 
reserve. The spirit of this country is well known by everyone 
here. The reserve spoken of and considered by the War De- 
partment is simply a number of educated men, men who have 
been in the military service, men whose names are on the roll 
of honor of honorable discharge, men to whom we can turn in 
time of necessity; men drawing no pay, subject to no service; 
men who know how to do and what to do under proper leader- 
ship. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Member from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, our attention has been directed 
by the chairman of the committee to the large number of offi- 
cers who have rendered an opinion on the subject of five-year 
enlistment versus three-year enlistment. Why, a large majority 
on that list of officers are old officers, men who have been in the 
service a great many years, men who were in the service before 
the three-year period went into effect 13 years ago. But reason 
about it; think about it. Who are the specially educated and 
chosen officers in our Army, who are those who study military 
science, who are those who study the art of war? Why, natu- 
rally, those in the General Staff, those in the Army War Col- 
lege, those in the School of the Line, those in the Mounted 
Service School, those in the Coast Artillery School, those in the 
Military Academy. These are the officers we should turn to 
for military information, and men on the majority side deserve 
to be criticized for bringing in a bill without going to the War 
Department and getting information therefrom on such a techni- 
cal matter, and that is why we on this side stand up and oppose 
such ill-consjdered legislation. No man, no committee, is so great 
or so large, no man knows so much that he can sit down in a 
committee and draft legislation affecting the Army or the Navy 
without getting his figures from the fountain source in regard 
to what is best and what is to be desired. Now, let me call 
your attention to this fact: In the General Staff 33 officers 
favor the three-year term of enlistment and only 1 fayors the 
five-year term; in the Army War College 31 fayor the three- 
year enlistment and only 2 favor the five; in the School of the 
Line 77 officers favor the three-year period and only 13 favor 
the five-year period; in the Mounted Service School 19 favor the 
three-year term and only 3 favor the five; in the Coast Artillery 
School 47 officers favor the three-year period and only 4 favor 
the five; in the Military Academy 71 officers favor the three- 
year period and 16 favor the five. So that all the burden of 
proof is against the five-year service. If you really want econ- 
omy, if you would only practice what you preach, go to the 
three-year term of enlistment for the enlisted man, permitting 
noncommissioned officers to reenlist so they may instruct, and 
prevent reenlistment of the private, and we can show you and 
the War Department will show you that in 15 years you will 
have saved $25,000,000. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 
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Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I now yield five minutes’ time 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this section. 
I am very strongly opposed to it on its merits. It tends to in- 
capacitate our little Army for the only purpose for which it 
exists—to promote the national defense when war comes. The 
effect would be to produce professional soldiers and make it 
impossible for the Regular Army to merge readily into the 
great body of our citizen soldiery upon which the national 
defense depends. The day of the professional soldier has 
passed. Every nation in the world has abandoned the long-term 
service for the short term to keep the army close to the people. 
If this holds abroad, how much more does it hold in our coun- 
try? To make the term of enlistment long is to go back a gen- 
eration. But it is not to the merits of this section that I wish 
to address myself in the short time at my disposal. 

Even if the proposition were meritorious I maintain that its 
merits can not be determined here and we should not take 
the position of disposing of fundamental questions of national 
defense as incidental matters upon appropriation bills. The 
Navy and the Army in their efficiency are fundamental matters 
of national defense. The deepest instinct of this Nation, whether 
politicians recognize it or not, is the instinct of self-preservation. 
If we deliberately and in proper course come to the conclusion 
that certain terms of enlistment are advisable, then I believe 
the people will accept our judgment; but the people do not 
propose to have broad questions of national defense trifled with. 
Such disruptive legislative propositions should not be placed 
upon an appropriation bill in the interests of a questionable 
economy. As a matter of fact, the effect of this section would 
entail an ultimate increase of expense. 

Inefficiency in the Army or Navy is the most extravagant 
thing in the world. To place such far-reaching, disruptive leg- 
islation upon an appropriation bill is unprecedented. I do not 
believe there is a parallel in the history of this Government. 

But even if our course had had the proper deliberation, this 
whole question as it is now before us comes down laden with 
irregularities. If we were here under conditions permittting 
time for deliberation, I would charge conspiracy. I charge 
that many recommendations and documents and much of the 
information that has been supplied to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have been misleading, and that they emanated from 
The Adjutant General of the Army, who expected in return for 
his services to be made a lieutenant general. 

If I should define the conspiracy, it would be conspiracy on 
the part of The Adjutant General to become a lieutenant general 
by the use of irregular means and of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to make economies and accomplish things by the co- 
operation of The Adjutant General, though not with any agree- 
ment of reward. 

I do not question the chairman of this committee. I want to 
say here that I believe he is as honest as the day is long. 
[Applause.] I want to pay a tribute to his earnestness of 
purpose and his desire to economize and to do real things 
while he is in charge of that committee. 

But I claim that these very noble impulses on the part of the 
chairman have been taken advantage of by an ambitious officer 
sitting at a desk who has remained at a desk continually for 
26 years in Washington, and has risen from a captain in the 
Surgeon General’s office in charge of pension records to the 
position of Adjutant General with rank of major general. He 
has risen one step after another by ingratiating himself in the 
confidence of Members of Congress and utilizing riders upon 
other measures. In one measure by a rider he abolished the 
office of Adjutant General. In another, when he was ready, he 
had the same office restored. He now utilizes the same method 
with the purpose of becoming a lieutenant general. 

charge that the substance of the recommendations embraced 
in the legislative features proposed in this bill comes from The 
Adjutant General, and that he has made none of these recom- 
mendations through regular channels, neither in his annual re- 
ports nor in communications to the Secretary of War. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the Chair tell me how much time we have 
remaining on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN, Wight minutes. 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hozson]. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman undertake to state to this 
House that an Army officer has had sufficient eens in the 
House to make and unmake legislation? 

Mr. HOBSON. I do. I make that charge, and if you would 
consider this legislation on this report, if you would bring in a 
bill here and give us a chance to deliberate on it, I would prove 
it. I ask my colleagues that they do not put this legislation 


upon an appropriation, but allow the House full time for its 
consideration. 

This is the same legislation that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs laid before a Democratic caucus and 
our caucus declined to take it up. Much more should we not 
take it up now as a rider on an appropriation bill. I further 
charge that a majority of the Committee on Military Affairs 
is opposed to this legislation, and that the caucus of the majority. 
members, eliminating various propositions by compromising, 
was all that bound the Democratic members as a body to stand 
for the five-year enlistment. 

I claim that the whole thing is irregular, and our great party, 
in control of this House now for the first time in many years, 
should not trifle with these vital questions of national defense. 
Since they threw out the battleships I have had clippings that I 
have seen gathered, and I find but one paper in the United 
States—and that a Republican paper—has indorsed the action. 

The deepest thing in a nation is the instinct of self-preserva- 
tion. Matters pertaining to defense are at least entitled to 
serious consideration. 

Mr. TAGGART. Can you cite any instance where that in- 
stinct of self-preservation has not manifested itself in a Vol- 
unteer Army in this country? 

Mr. HOBSON. It always has. The instinct is as deep in 
America as in any nation in the world. Politicians need not 
think that they can trifle with it. The efficiency of the Army 
and the Navy are worthy of the best consideration on the part 
of this House, and especially from our side of the House. And 
I ask whether you believe in the merits of the proposition or 
not? It is the most unmeritorious thing I have ever seen. Let 
us not put this increase upon this appropriation bill against 
the judgment of the President, the Secretary of War, the Chief 
of Staff, the Army War College, the Army School of the Line, 
the Mounted Service School, the Coast Artillery School, the 
Military Academy, and the bulk of the officers and all the 
enlisted men of the Army. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman charge that infor- 
mation has been furnished to this committee from a source—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hosson] has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I would make many more charges if this 
were deliberately considered. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to know if the gentleman 
from Alabama had this information which he is disclosing to 
the House 

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will arrange so that we can 
consider this measure deliberately, I will prove my statements, 
and more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. PRINCE. How many minutes have I left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has four minutes remain- 


ing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask a question of the 
gentleman. He has made certain charges. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Prince] yield further time to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hosson]? 

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to the gentleman two minutes if 
the other side will contribute two minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Either yield or do not yield. 

Mr. HOBSON. Let the gentleman put his question. 
noe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 

e 

Mr. PRINCE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The genffeman from Alabama is recog- 
nized for two minutes further. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to know if the gentleman had 
this information upon which he bases his charge, that this 
House has been furnished with information which was to be in 
return for something, a reward—if he had it before to-day, why 
he waited until the closing hour or minute of the debate to 
furnish this information to the House? There was no limit 
placed upon the general debate on this bill. 

Mr. HOBSON. I do not charge that there was any under- 
standing between The Adjutant General and the chairman that 
the former was to get a reward. My charge of conspiracy is 
that The Adjutant General conspired to get the position of lieu- 
tenant general irrespective of his methods, and that the chair- 
man conspired to realize economy and to do something. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That does not answer my question, be- 
cause even if the gentleman from Virginia had received im- 
proper information, or had received accurate information in an 
improper way—and that is the basis of the gentleman's 
charges—it does not justify him in withholding from the Housr 
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the information which he claims to have when he had the op- 
pertunity to furnish it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. I will say to the gentleman that I would 
Lave him understand by my statements that information that 
is misleading, and proven to be misleading, has been furnished 
from some source, and that I charge that source is The Adju- 
tant General’s Office, and that recommendations from the same 
office came in an irregular way—that this whole matter of leg- 
islation on this bill is freighted with irregularity. [Applause.] 

Now, I do not propose to make any charge against the chair- 
man of the committee. In fact, I wish to pay him my tribute, 
and pay that his patriotic impulses have been taken advan- 
tage of. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest this to the gentleman 
from Alabama: It is immaterial where the information came 
from. The important question—whether the legislation is 
proper or not—is this: If the gentleman knew that anybody 
had been misled and knew it before to-day and knew it before 
the expiring moments of this debate, the duty devolved upon 
him to communicate that information to the House, and not 
leave it to this late moment and communicate it in this mys- 
terious way. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I can recognize perfectly well an adroit 
move to try to push this measure through, but I will repeat my 
charge and I will make it good. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This bill has been before the House for 
almost two weeks. There has been no attempt to railroad it 
through. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
If there is no further debate, the Chair will put the question 
before the House. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Prince] exhausted his time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has two 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. PRINCE. If there is any other speaker I will yield to 
him. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to ask if the chairman of the 
committee has more than one speaker on his side left? Has 
the gentleman more than one speaker? 

Mr. HAY. I have not. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well. : 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, we have gone 
over this section very fully and have debated it, most of us, 
very calmly, and I shall not vary from my accustomed mode or 
manner of debating this question. I do not think that a five- 
year term of enlistment is for the good of the general service. 
It has been shown by the discussion this afternoon that the 
three-year enlistment is the term of enlistment which has caused 
to be enlisted in the Army a permanent enlisted force. 

I wish to state that in the bill as originally presented to the 
Committee on Military Affairs section 6, consolidating The 
Adjutant General’s and the Inspector General’s office with the 
Chief of Staff, did contain a provision putting The Adjutant 
General upon the retired list as a lieutenant general. it is not 
now in the bill. That was changed by the committee. Perhaps 
that was the basis, in some measure, for the charge made by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson], when he charged 
that the information upon which this bill was based came 
largely from The Adjutant General's office. 

As to that charge, I do not know anything about it. I do 
know that the bill came to the committee, was considered by the 
committee, was amended by the committee, and is here before 
the House in Committee of the Whole as the bill coming from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. The minority object to it 
and have presented their views within the compass of only three 
or four pages, that can be readily read by every member of the 
Committee of the Whole. 

We charge that the five-year enlistment will add to the bur- 
den of the expenses of the Government $25,000,000 in 15 years 
as against the three-year enlistment. We charge that it will 
make the Army a permanent personnel of enlisted men, that it 
will take from the body of the people men who ought to go back 
to the body of the people. We charge that it is better to have 
10 men enlist in a period of 30 years, 9 to go back to the body 
of the people, to join the National Guard, or to join the various 
fraternal and civic societies that have a quasi-military organiza- 
tion, to train those men, and when needed by the Government 
to rally to the colors in time of war. We charge that they will 
be a reserve of patriotic men, without paying a single solitary 
cent to them after they leave the service, but will remain a 

rtion of the reserve, to defend the flag in time of need. 

Applause. ] 

Mr. HAY rose and was recognized, there being prolonged ap- 

plause on the Democratic side. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] has seen fit to attack 


the Democratic Party. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I 
want to say here and now that every attack he has made is 
without foundation in fact. 

Mr. HOBSON rose. 

Mr. HAY. I decline to be interrupted by the gentleman. I 
did not interrupt him. The charge that a conspiracy was en- 
tered into by the Committee on Military Affairs, by its chair- 
man, or by any one member of it, is untrue from start to 
finish. [Applause.] Why, the gentleman says that I am hon- 
est. I would like to know how any conspirator can be honest. 
[Applause.] And if a conspiracy had been entered into, both 
parties to that conspiracy must necessarily have been dishonest. 
I charge that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] says 
what is not true when he says that I, or the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, received any information from the War Depart- 
ment in an irregular manner or from The Adjutant General in 
an irregular manner, [Applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAY. I decline to yield to the gentleman. I state that 
every particle of information which I received from The Adju- 
tant General of the Army was asked for by me through the 
Secretary of War and sent to me by the Secretary of War. 
[Applause.] The charge that a majority of the Democrats on 
the Committee on Military Affairs are opposed to the five-year 
enlistment is an insult to the Democratic members of that 
committee. [Applause.] Is it to be presumed that the ma- 
jority of that committee would by a unanimous vote direct me 
to make a report embodying a provision to which they were 
opposed? I say it is not. 

Why, gentlemen of the committee, where does the gentleman 
from Alabama get his information as to how this information 
was sent to the committee? I have no doubt he got it from the 
Chief of Staff of the Army, Gen. Wood. He could not have 
— it from any other source, or from the Secretary of 

ar. : 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield there? 
myself, but Gen. Wood, who is involved. 

Mr. HAY. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman. What is it? 

Mr. HOBSON. Just simply to say that the gentleman is mis- 
taken in alleging Gen. Wood as the source of my primary 
information. 

Mr. HAY. Your primary information? ; 

Mr. HOBSON. I have had conferences with Gen. Wood, but 
the morons made that he volunteered information to me is not 
correct. 

Mr. HAY. Gentlemen, I want to say that this bill, every line 
of it, was prepared by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
I want to give to Gen. Ainsworth, The Adjutant General of the 
Army, the credit for having advised me when I went to him and 
asked him for advice. The Army has no better officer than 
Gen, Ainsworth. [Applause.] I understand he has been re- 
lieved from duty to-day by an order of the President. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman state the reason why he 
has been removed? 

Mr. HAY. Indeed, I do not know why. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will you permit me to state? 

Mr. HAY. I have only my information from the newspapers. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman permit me to state briefly 
what the reason was? 

Mr. HAY. I haye not the time. 

Mr. PRINCE. Give me half a minute, so that the Committee 
of the Whole may know. 

Mr. HAY. I have not interrupted a single gentleman—— 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman from Virginia has stated that 
Gen. Ainsworth has been removed. 

Mr. HAY. It is a fact, is it not? 

Mr. PRINCE, It is; and I will give the gentleman the 
reason why, if he will permit me. If he does not want the 
information, I can not give it. 

Mr. HAY. I have information enough from that side of the 
House now. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
I only know that is a fact, and I want to say that if it is in 
connection with this bill or its preparation it is a great injustice 
to one of the most accomplished officers and one of the best men 
in the Government service. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield for half a minute? 

Mr. HAY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman made reference to the fact that 
he might be removed on account of this bill. 

Mr. HAY. I did not. I said nothing of the sort. I said if 
he had been relieved on account of this bill. 

Mr. PRINCE. I can tell the gentleman the reason, if he 
wants to know, and I think the country ought to know it. 


It is not 
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Mr. HAY. Now, gentlemen of the committee, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson], whose patriotism seems to consist 
in arousing the fears of the people of this country against the 
people of other countries, which seems to consist in expressing 
his opinions on the Chautauqua platform and being absent from 
this House, says that we are inclined to railroad this legislation 
through the House. Why, gentlemen, this bill has been under 
consideration for very nearly two weeks, anda part of that time 
the gentleman, I presume, has been away, as he usually is, and has 
not known what was going on. [Applause on the Democratic 
Side.] 

This clause in the bill was introduced into this House last 
April. Hearings were had upon this particular part of the bill 
last summer, and everybody had an opportunity to come before 
the committee and express his views upon it. A great many 
officers did come before the committee and did give their views 
on the matter. I did not hear any request from the gentleman 
from Alabama to come before the committee; I have not heard 
that he had any interest in this bill until a few moments ago 
when I heard that he was going to make a speech against it, as 
he always seems ready to make a speech against any proposition 
which looks toward saving the money of the people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Now, there is no question of railroading this bill through the 
‘House. Nobody wants to railroad it through the House, nor has 
any attempt of that sort been made. Owing to the peculiar at- 
tack made upon me by the gentleman from Alabama, I have not 
done as I intended to—give the reasons why this 5-year enlist- 
ment is better for the Army than the 3-year enlistment; but I 
want to say to you that it does not impair the efficiency of the 
Army. I am sustained in that by The Adjutant General of the 
Army, by the Inspector General of the Army, by 3 of the most 
experienced recruiting officers in the Army, and by 191 line 
officers of the Army. I want to say that I am antagonized in it 
by the Chief of Staff and the Secretary of War and by a lot 
of young officers who are the recipients of the favors of the Chief 
of Staff and the Secretary of War, who otherwise would not be 
heard in this matter. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HOBSON. In the interest of the officers who are im- 
pugned, may I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HAY. I impugn nobody’s character, I have not said a 
word against their character. 

Mr. HOBSON. But will the gentleman—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Virginia declines to 
yield and I ask that the rule be enforced. 7 > 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to follow the 
example of the gentleman from Alabama and impugn any- 
body’s character, nor have I done so. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I have simply stated that these young men, 125 
captains, 91 lieutenants, who testified in favor of the three-year 
enlistment are young officers on detached duty, and sent to 
that detached duty by the Chief of Staff and the Secretary of 
War, and it is most natural that they should think as the 
Chief of Staff and the Secretary of War do on a question of 
this character. Now I will yield, Mr. Chairman, to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. PRINCE.. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HAY. Just one moment. I want to state that the Demo- 
cratic members of the Military Committee desired to get up 
individually and deny this charge made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. PRINCE. Under the circumstances, as the gentleman 
consumed a part of his time in a way that he did not intend 
to, I have no objection, and I will ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague on the committee have the time. 

Mr. HAY. I will make the statement for them. I wanted to 
give them time, as they requested that they might get up one 
by one and repudiate the charges made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has expired, and the Clerk will 
report the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia first reported, and then 
the amendment to the amendment, so that all Members may be 
informed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia to be reported? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that both amendments be 
reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia and then report the 
n to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

Ninois. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE]. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PRINCE) there were—ayes 69, noes 105. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and, pending the announcement of 
the Chair, Mr. Prince demanded a division. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Hay, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
Prince, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
101, noes 73. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws autiona increase of the 
y of commissioned officers and enlisted men of the Army servin 
yond the limits of the States comprising the Union, and the Terri- 

tories of the United States contiguous thereto, are hereby repealed to 

the extent to which such increase of pay is authorized by such laws. 


Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I wish to say as a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, in view of what has transpired 
recently, that there is not a member of that committee who does 
not hold in affectionate regard, in unquestioned esteem, and 
unqualified confidence the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], 
the chairman of that committee. [Applause.] Incidents of the 
character occurring this afternoon, of course, are always more 
or less deplorable, but inasmuch as there has been injected into 
this discussion the matter of the attitude of a certain Army 
officer with reference to this particular bill or the measures 
that at one time were thought would be incorporated in the 
bill, and as the question as to his being relieved from active 
duty in the Army has been raised within the last few minutes, 
I ask unanimous consent to have read from the Clerk's desk a 
copy of the original document constituting the reasons upon 
which Gen. Ainsworth has within the last few hours been re- 
lieved from duty. The document consists of a letter which 
was directed to Gen. Ainsworth himself, and which was sent by 
the Secretary of War. I submit it without comment for the 
information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the document referred 
to will be read. 

There was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 1}, 1912. 


Maj. Gen. FRED C. AINSWORTH, 
The Adjutant General, United States Army, 
Washington, D. C. 


Sm: On the 15th of December last you were handed a memorandum 
directing you to submit to the Office of the Chief of Staff your opinion 
on a proposition to abolish the present separate muster roll and to so 
modify the form of the pears ve list, the pay roll, and other organ- 
ization returns as to enable those papers to include and perform the 
functions of the separate muster roll. A synopsis of the proposition 
and its purposes was contained in the memorandum, and you were 
directed, in case any features of the proposition were in your opinion 
inadvisable or impracticable, to give a statement showing in detail 
wherein it was so considered inadvisable or impracticable. The said 
proposition was being considered by the officers of the War College and 
of the General Staf, with my knowledge and by my authority, as part 
of an efort to simplify the system of Korpan military records in the 
War Department, and was intended to be in harmony with the efforts 
now being made by the President, through the President's Commission 
on Economy and Efficiency, in the direction of simplification and re- 
form. The memorandum recited on its face that it was given to you 
by_my direction. 

In reply to this order you submitted to the Chief of Staff on Febru- 
ary 9 a memorandum dated February 3. In 8 you impugn the 
fairness and W of the Secretary of War, under whose au- 
thority the proposition in question was submitted to you. You also 
criticize and impugn the military capacity and experience, the intelli- 
gence and fair-mindedness, and, finally, question the honor and 
aith of the officers of the General Staff and the War College, whose 
plan you were directed to discuss. 

Thus, In response to my direction that you submit your opinion upon 
a proposition, the ultimate decision as to which rests with me, you say: 

In compliance with the second pary of the accompanying call, the 
following statement is submitted, although it is recognized that it will 
be difficult, if not impossible, to formulate any statement that will 
carry conviction to anyone who is so unmindful of consequences, or so 
uninformed as to the needs of the Government and the public with 
regard to the matter in gorniog; as seriously to propose to abolish one 
of the most important, if not the most important, of all the records of 
the War Department. However, the statement is submitted in the con- 
fident expectation that when other, if not wiser, counsels shall prevail 
and after experience with the proposed plan or any similar plan shall 
have shown the inevitable eyil effects thereof, this statement will re- 
ceive the consideration that may not be given to it now.“ 

You say further, after quoting article 12 of the Articles of War: 

“It is proposed in the accompanying memorandum of the Chief of 
Staff to evade this requirement of law by calling the pay rolls of June 
80 and December 31 ‘ muster and pay rolls,’ entering thereon the data 
required by article 12, yet maintaining the monthly ceremony of 
muster. But the adoption of this proposal could hardly fail to be re- 
garded generally as a mere subterfuge of a kind that would be scorned 
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by honorable men in any of the relations of 
be most discreditable to a great departmen’ 
management of the affairs of the Nation.” 

And further: 

“The proponents of the truly remarkable plan now under discussion 
have betrayed a lamentable lack of knowledge of the nature and uses of 
our so-called deseriptive list, of which it is proposed that there shall be 
made but a single , which shall follow the soldier t 
entire enlistment. If 15 had had, or had profited by, even a 
ice as company commanders in recent yi they would ha 
that our descriptive list is primarily an o tion record, and the only 
U r to a complete record of its men that any organization has.” 

An again: 

The cool assurance with which it is asserted in the memorandum 
thst ‘it would make no difference’ if ether data could not be obtained, 
‘such as a complete record of extra duty, jal duty, detached service,’ 
etc., evidences such ignorance of the vital bearings that many of the 
data so lightly spoken of, but which, if lost, could never be supplied 
from a record source, have ma multitude of n and other 

“claims that it would be a loss of time and effort to the subject 


further here. 

“There are other grave objections to the proposed plan that might be 
stated, but if these that have been pointed out are nof sufficient to carry 
to the minds of those with whom decision of this matter now rests 
the conviction not only that the proposed plan fs both ill and im- 

ractieable, but that it is most inadvisable eyer to intrust to incom 

t amateurs the management of business that is of nation-wide im- 

rtance, and that can only be mana safely, and efficient} 
fy those whom long service has made experts regard to it, then it 
will be worse than useless to present further facts or arguments here.” 

This is not an isolated instance of insubordination and 5 
on your part, nor is it made in the absence of warning as to neces- 
sary consequences of such an outburst. On the 5th of September last 
you submitted to me a memorandum in which 8 by insinuation, charged 


vate life, and that would 
of the Government in its 


the Chief of Staff with improper motives roposed action of 
relieving certain officers of the recruiting ice. ‘ou stated in that 
el Narr d Maj. Du unfortunate as to be compelled 
Col. Murray an . Dugan were so unfortun 

not long ago to appear before the Committee on Affairs of the 
House of x cay Mes for examination with re to a bill that 
roposed to increase the enlistment period of the y to five years. 
In response to questions addressed to them by the Sor gies they 

y ressed 


expressed views that were at variance with views r 
to the same committee by the Chief of Staff. Considera 
which Col. Murray and Maj. Dugan were in nowise respon: 
given by the press to this difference of opinion. And, doubtless, there 
are those who, not knowing or not belie that the Chief of Staff is 
minded and conscientious to pe 


that service. 

“Of course. any such conclusion as that referred to here would be 
erroneous, but it is believed to be the part of wisdom not to give 
Congress, the public at large, or the Army any ground upon which to 
base it, at least at the present time.” 

I, then, on September 19 wrote you from Hun n, Long Island, 
a personal letter of warning in respect to your conduct in submitting 
that memorand as follows: 

“T only wish to add that I greatly regret and reprobate certain 

assages of your memorandum and of the letter w. you sent me. 
Nothing is gained by suspecting or intimating ulterior motives on the 
art of those with whom we have to act in association. In an o iza- 

n as large and complex as the War Department it is i ible that 
every action taken shall seem fhe wisest possible to all of the members 
of that department. Many orders must be pre and steps taken which, 
to some burean or some indiyidual, seem advised and unfortunate. 
But in such cases and in all cases the President has a right to 
that all of the officers of the de ent will act as a_unit, with faith 
in each others’ motives, even if they differ as to judgments. In no 
other way can the morale of the Army or its organization be maintained 


for a moment.” 
In considering whether these offenses against propriety on your pert 
are merely exceptional cases of rudeness and ill temper, I find that ay 
have become habitual on pz part and ħave occurred under other 
ministrations of the War t and concerning other officers than 
those of the General Staff. find that on Mareh 25, 1911, in a memo- 
randum rendered by you to ce recommendations that 
been made by various officers of the Army directed toward the end of 
reducing unnecessary paper work in the administration of the military 
organization, you used the following Ianguage: 
“All these recommendations are — 2 — with a few relatively 
. Almost all of them show on 


proof of the futility o 

an pe Aigo of their views wi 
are required to perform.” 

The recommendations to which you in that memorandum thus re- 

been made by 16 officers of the Army, of experience and 

jepartment commanders and the Superintendent of 

the a ee , 

On 16, 1 in 


K ing of another general oficer in the 
War Department. the head of one of its most important bureaus, you 
used in an official document the following - 

“ Life is too short to permit of any portion of it in discus- 
sion with, or for the benefit of, anyone whose conception ef the under- 
lying principles of military administration is so t he can 
advocate such a proposition seriously. A p tion of kind would 
be — 5 — as remarkable if advanced by a State militiaman, and it is 
amazing when put forward by an officer of the Regular Army, 
even though his connection with the military side of that establishment 
be so remote as to be 3 nominal” 

Your present action which, because of the prior warning received 
and the length of time consumed in the preparation of your present 
memorandum, must be dcemed deliberate, is therefore but the culmina- 
tion of a series of outbreaks evidencing such intolerance of subordina- 
tion and such readiness to impugn either the motives or the in 


of those with whom it is 
corrected, to pag aca! 

impossible that the business of the Government shall be 
ducted if official communicatio: 


This 
the military service, where due subordination and respect to 
3 officers is essential to the i 


e President as Commander in Chief. He 
directs that, pending consideration of the disciplinary measures to be 
taken, you be forthwith relieved from duty in ger present office. You 
will, therefore, — receipt of this order stand relieved of your duties 
in the office of Adjutant General and will await further orders in 
this city. Col. H. P. McCain, Adjutant General, has been directed to 
assume the duties surrendered by you. 
Very respectfully, Henry L. STIMSON, 
Secretary of War, 


Mr. BURKE of Pennsylyania. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
propose to take part in the discussion which might arise upon 
the reading of the correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and the Iate Adjutant General. Neither the majority nor 
the minority members of the Committee on Military Affairs are 
responsible, either for the good qualities or the bad qualities of 
those gentlemen; but it would seem to me to be improper on 
my part and a dereliction of duty should I sit silent after hear- 
ing, as I have heard, the charge made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Horson] against the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the members thereof. Since I have 
been a member of that committee I have carefully watched the 
course of its chairman, and I have come to the conclusion that 
no committee of this House has a better or more able chairman 
than the gentleman who presides over that committee. [Ap- 
plause.] N 

I take pleasure here to-day in saying what I do, as a young 
member of that committee. In fact, when I started in I was 
designated the baby member thereof on the majority side, while 
my friend the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Aus] was the baby member of the minority members 
of the committee, and we were given a separate table at which 
to consider the matters which came before us. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Infantry matter, I suppose. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. However, Mr. Chairman, 
I was relieved from my lowly situation by the death of one of 
the members of the committee and was then advanced one 


I want also to bear testimony here to-day to my respect for 
the Republican members of that committee. I have followed 
their views in some matters, and if I had the right to speak of 
matters that came before the committee I could instance cases 
where I have voted with them. I have the highest respect for 
every member of that committee on the minority side and take 
pleasure here in testifying to it. [Applause.] 

As to the matter of the late Adjutant General, I hold no brief 
and have no personal reason to prompt me to defend him upon 
this floor. 

I will say this, however, for Gen. Ainsworth: Every Member 
of this Congress, I haye no doubt, has come in contact with 
that gentleman in his office. He is one of the first men whom 
I met here in official life when I came here to assume the duties 
of a Congressman. He has at all times treated me courteously 
and kindly, and where I was in ignorance upon certain matters 
he has taken the time and the pains and the trouble to give 
me information. [Applause.] I believe him to be an upright 
gentleman and a good officer, and I am very sorry indecd that 
those higher than he in authority have seen proper to remove 
him from office, as evidenced by the letter which has just been 
read to this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I moye to amend by striking 
out, on page 49, all of section 3, beginning on line 8 down to 
and including line 13. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 strike out all of section 3, from line 8 to line 13, both 


Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, this section if enacted into law 
will prevent officers and soldiers serving in the Philippines, in 
Alaska, on the Isthmus of Panama, and the military attachés of 
this Government serving abroad from receiving hereafter extra 
pay during their services in those places. All the nations that 
send troops into the Tropics allow extra pay for that service. 
The members of the Committee of the Whole House can readily 
understand that if a soldier is sent to Alaska on duty he has 
considerable extra expense, and therefore the Government has 
been allowing him extra pay during the time of that service 
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Eyerything is so much more expensive there than it is in the 
Temperate Zone. The same is equally true when the soldier 
is sent into the Tropics; he is put to an additional expense, 
especially the noncommissioned officers; the commissioned offi- 
cers of the military establishment are also under additional ex- 
pense in Alaska and in the Tropics. Foreign Governments do 
not pay quite as much as we do, but the salary of officers and 
soldiers in foreign armies is not as great as it is in the United 
States, but foreign Governments allow extra pay proportion- 
ately. Business houses that send representatives into the 
Tropics all allow extra pay because of the extra hazardous 
character of the service in the Tropics. 

It is known that even insurance companies charge a higher 
rate of premiums on insurance for the soldiers going into the 
Tropics, because they consider that the risk is infinitely greater. 
Statistics show that the percentage of mortality is greater there 
than in the United States proper. I feel that this allowance 
of double pay for this hazardous service should not be taken 
away from the officers and enlisted men of the Army, and I 
sincerely hope that the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly. - 

Mr. CANNON. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
enlisted men and officers in the Philippines and Alaska got 
double pay. 

Mr. KAHN. I should have said extra pay. The soldier—the 
enlisted man—gets 20 per cent additional and the officer 10 
per cent additional. They get that extra pay. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought the gentleman had made a slip of 
the tongue. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to oppose the 
amendment? 

Mr. HOBSON. No; I am in favor of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If anyone desires to oppose the amend- 
ment he will be first recognized. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, as I stated before, this provision 
in the bill was put in because when three years ago the pay was 
raised it was suggested at that time by Army officers who were 
advocating the raise in pay that this provision of the law 
should then be repealed. The provision raising the pay was 
put on the Army bill in the Senate, and this matter was not 
considered and was still left in the bill. Now, it costs to main- 
tain a soldier, the enlisted mun, $705.71 a year in the United 
States. It costs to maintain a corporal, $776; it costs to main- 
tain a sergeant, $859; it costs to maintain a first sergeant, 
$1,065.71. There are noncommissioned officers, such as battalion 
and regimental noncommissioned officers, who cost more, so that 
even in the United States it costs this country over $1,000 a 
year to maintain their soldiers, and counting in the pay of 
officers it costs about $1,200 a year in the United States and 
about $1,300 a year to maintain them in the Philippine Islands 
and in foreign service. Now, a great deal of complaint is made 
by the officers. I want to call attention of the committee to 
what the officers get. I will take, for example, a captain and 
show what he gets outside of his foreign-service pay. He gets 
$2,400 a year flat pay. If he has served for 20 years he gets 
$3,360. Besides that he gets four rooms, at $12 a month per 
room, making $48 a month for quarters, when he is stationed at 
posts where there are no quarters or stationed on detached 
duty. He gets heat and light—he gets $19.20 a month for heat 
and $4.16 per month for light. He gets medical attendance 

- free; he gets his heavy furniture furnished him free. He is 
allowed to buy in the commissary stores his provisions at cost 
price. 

He is allowed $150 a year if he has a horse, in order to main- 
tain that horse, and if he has two horses he is allowed $200 a 
year. So the officers of the Army are well taken care of and 
are paid better than any other class of men for the same sort 
of service anywhere in the country. And the enlisted man, 
even ‘the private soldier, but certainly the noncommissioned 
officer, has an advantage over men of the same type. And this 
foreign-service pay ought not, in my judgment, to be continued. 
And if this amendment is agreed to we will be compelled to put 
back in this bill $1,016,000 and add it to the appropriation this 
year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Hay] yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think there is some 
differentiation between the military attachés who are serving 
abroad and the officer serving in the regular troops, where one 
of the military attachés is sent to a foreign capital? 


Mr. HAY. I think so, if the military attaché is a poor man. 
But I haye been informed that the position of a military attaché 
to our legations abroad are such that no poor officer ever ac- 
cepts it or seeks it, and the mere 10 per cent added to his pay 
would not enable him to accept it if it were added. I would 
be very glad to unite with the gentleman in increasing the pay 
of the military attaché if it would result in the officers who are 
poor or in reasonable circumstances being assigned to these 
duties. But I am told that an Army officer who is poor can not 
accept these places. 

Mr. MANN. I know of one case where, I think, the military 
attaché, now serving at some place in China, a gentleman who 
used to liye in the same place that I do, is not wealthy. 

Mr. HAY. If he is a military attaché in China, he must 
necessarily be at Peking, the seat of government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for one 
minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. It would seem rather a hardship to send an 
officer te a capital where we know he will be under greater 
expense. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman understands that where the mili- 
tary attaché is so serving he has the pay of lieutenant colonel 
if below that rank—not sufficient at all to keep up his position 
at a court like that of England or Berlin or Vienna. 

Mr. MANN. And I understand, although I may be mistaken 
about that, that his duties are in part social. 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Which is somewhat expensive; and if we main- 
an them we ought to give them a chance to perform their 

uties. 

Mr. HAY. I would be willing to entertain a proviso if I be- 
lieved it would accomplish the purpose the gentleman has in 
view. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will give consideration 
to that before he gets through. 

Mr. HAY. I certainly will. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I am in fayor of the amend- 
ment, and I want to say to my colleagues that it is not in the 
interest of the attachés abroad that I speak. They go there by 
choice. But I want to put in a word, when we are considering 
economy, and give full consideration to the equities of the case. 
I served about two years in the Tropics, and as a consequence 
of that service I was invalided home. Six months more and I 
probably would have been blind. It was because of that service 
that I had to leave it. I know that the surgeons general of 
all nations recommend that their enlisted men and officers 
should serve not longer than a short term in such service. In 
most nations it is not allowed to be over two years. These 
officers and men are going; they are absolutely in the hands 
of the Government; many of them lose their minds, and it 
tends to undermine the nervous system. Perhaps that is the 
most serious result; but it also tends to undermine the whole 
physique. It is actually dangerous service. Now, we are not 
discussing here to-day the question of the pay of the Army. 
We are not investigating whether the pay of the Army is too 
high or too Jow, or whether it is higher than the pay of armies 
abroad. But we are considering here plans for the men who 
are serving us and that are sent to hazardous service which 
they are compelled to take. They go uncomplainingly. There 
is none of them here to be heard. But I know what they 
endure. The whole principle of human justice is that when 
you require such service of a man you ought to pay him accord- 
ingly. Why should we strain now to change the law? 

Again, I will say it is done on an appropriation bill, where 
you can not give due deliberation to it. Why should we not, 
in a case where matters of efficiency of the whole service are 
concerned, take it on down to questions of humanity and fair 
justice to the man who gives you honest service? I want to 
ask my colleagues over here to what extent do they propose 
to go in a question of so-called economy? I allege that such 
economy as this is not economy. 

But it is not on that ground alone that I would make an 
appeal for these men who, in the hot climates there and in 
the long rainy season, undergo hardships that are unknown 
here. We here do not conceive what they are enduring. They 
are having their constitutions undermined, and we are here 
considering the question of refusing a 20 per cent increase to 
the man whom we send to that duty—20 per cent to the en- 
listed man and 10 per cent to the officer. And here when we 
come into control of the Government we are going to put in 
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the knife and cut it out. It is not fair, Mr. Chairman. It is 
not right. I hope this amendment will be adopted unanimously 
as a simple question of humanity. [Applause.] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

So far as military attachés are concerned, I suppose that the 
officer who takes duty of that kind can not support himself as 
he ought to support himself and his family, if he has one, upon 
the salary allowed him. You can get along without military at- 
tachés. I have nothing tosay except the bare statement. I have 
always supposed that details of that kind were substantially 
for dress-parade purposes, speaking lly. 

But I want to say here and now that in my judgment the 
enlisted men and officers who serve in the Philippines and else- 
where in the Tropics are either entitled to the 10 per cent and 
20 per cent increase that they get—10 per cent to the officers 
and 20 per cent to the men—beyond what those receive who are 
on duty in the United States, or else, if they are not entitled to 
it—and the proposition is to place them upon the same level as 
to pay with those who are on duty in the United States—those 
on duty in the United States are getting too much. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
inquiry? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Aside from the question as to whether the 
pay is too big or too little, does not the gentleman think that the 
remedy is by seeing to it that all officers and men do their fair 
share of foreign service? 

Mr. CANNON, All officers and men may not do their share 
of foreign service; but if there are people in the foreign service 
who do more than their share, are you going to punish them 
by cutting down their pay? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I am not dis- 
cussing the proposition of the amount of pay, but if there be 
an inequality between the various men in the service, the way 
to correct that is to see to it that each fellow does his share 
of the disagreeable work. 

Mr. CANNON. You are proposing to correct that abuse, if 
an abuse exists, by decreasing the pay of the men who do their 
term of duty in the Tropics and in the Philippines by cutting 
off their extra pay. That is double punishment, if you choose. 
You say you will saye a million dollars if this amendment is 
forced into the law upon an appropriation bill. Suppose you 
would cut down the present pay of all officers and all enlisted 
men in the service generally, say 20 per cent to the officers and 
10 per cent to the men; how many millions more would you 
save? Oh, where is the consistency of it? 

I am here to say that many of the men who have done service 
in the Philippines for two years have returned with impaired 
health, and I will not by my vote, in the name of economy, do 
them this injustice. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. KAHN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hosson] makes an appeal for the consideration of this 
measure, and in that appeal makes a statement that is not en- 
tirely accurate, or, I will say, he states it has not been con- 
sidered. This measure was submitted last spring. We have had 
hearings upon the legislative features of this bill both last 
spring and again this winter—the winter of 1911-12. 

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will permit, he has mis- 
understood me, as the chairman of the committee did. When I 
said “railroading,” I did not mean that it had not been con- 
sidered. I meant that it was incorporated in an appropriation 
bill. I do not mean it was not considered. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If the measure has been considered for more 
than a year, that consideration amounts to more than reason- 
able consideration. The gentleman asks how far we are going 
in this matter of economy. I say to him we are going along so 
far as to land us on a plane of justice to the people who are 
bearing all the burdens of government. We are going so far 
that we will be fair to the man who pays for it all [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the pay of the Army has been very largely in- 
creased in the last few years. The pay and allowances of the 
Army are on an exceedingly liberal scale. We not only in- 
creased the pay of every officer, when we increased the pay of 
enlisted men a few years ago, to a point considered extravagant 
by every other government on earth, but within the last few 
years we haye made additional allowances to them that are of 
very great value. We move their furniture for them on changes 
of station. We equip their quarters with furniture—and permit 
me to say that it has been done on a scale of extravagance that, 
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in my judgment, was not contemplated by the committee when 
the law was enacted. We allow each man of a certain grade 
so many rooms. I will not undertake to mention those aboye 
the rank of colonel; but for a colonel we allow seven rooms, 
and when he is stationed at some place where there are no 
quarters he is given $84 a month with which to rent his rooms. 

Mr. AMES. Will my colleague yiekl? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I have only five minutes, and most of that 
time is gone. 

Mr. AMES. I will make my statement later. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Other officers receive quarters in propor- 
tion. Majors have five rooms or $60°a month, captains four 
rooms or $48 a month, first lieutenants three rooms or $36 a 
month, and second lieutenants two rooms or $24 a month. In 
addition to that, Mr. Chairman, another important increase in 
pay which they receive and appreciate is the heat and light that 
we furnish them. Indeed, sir, there can be no complaint of 
illiberal treatment of the Army on the part of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have fire minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, there are about 17,000 
men of the Army in the Philippines. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Between 11,000 and 12,000 at the time of 
the last report—that is, not including the scouts and constabu- 
lary. 2 

Mr. CANNON. With those in Alaska and in the Tropies, 
would that make 15,000 or 17,000? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. We have the Porto Rican regiment in Porto 
Rico. That is a special organization. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us assume that the total number is 
17,000. I think that is high enough. Now, the saving by this 
provision in the bill would be $1,000,000 a year? 

Mr. HAY. One million and sixteen thousand dollars, of 
which $266,000 was estimated for the officers and $750,000 for 
the enlisted men. i 

Mr. CANNON. About $1,000,000 in round numbers. Now, if 
the pay of the remaining 77,000 men in the Army was cut in 
the same proportion would it not save $5,000,000? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If the gentleman has made the calculation 
and says so, I will accept his statement. I have never made 
any such computation, because the committee has never contem- 
Plated any such action. 

Mr. CANNON. That is something near the amount. Now, 
does the gentleman believe it would be possible, in these piping 
times of peace, to adopt an amendment cutting down by 10 or 
15 per cent the pay of the officers and enlisted men in our 
fortifications, and scattered over the country, here in the United 
States? And if he does believe so, in God’s chancellory or in 
man’s sense of justice, would it be right? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I can only say that the committee have not 
contemplated any action of that kind. I am discussing what we 
have before us. 3 

Mr. CANNON. I think it would be much better to do that 
than it would be to adopt this provision, because these men 
have the laboring oar. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But the other fellows will have the laboring 
oar to-morrow. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman from Illinois complains that 
this is a special hardship on officers and men serving in the 
Philippines, and asks why we do not make a reduction of the 
pay of those who are serving here. I believe his phrase was 
“ officers at home.” í 

Mr. Chairman, the theory of administration is that in their 
turn all officers in the Army will serve in the Philippines and 
elsewhere abroad, so that whatever burden there may be about 
this will not be imposed upon a peculiar and small class, nor 
permanently, but will be distributed among all the officers of the 
Army who, in their turn, will go for service in the Tropics. I 
protest, sir, in the name of economy and fairness to the people 
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from California 
ought not to be agreed to. [Applause.] 

Mr. NYE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 
I have not taken any part, Mr. Chairman, in this yery impor- 


tant bill and important discussion. I belong to that large class 


of American citizens who are invisible in war and invincible in 
peace [laughter], and I guess that some of the Military Com- 
mittee belong in my class. [Laughter.] 

I am not a military man, but I understand that this extra 
pay of the enlisted men and officers has been in force sincé 
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abont 1898; that for 14 years it has been the law. It seems to 
me not only to be a reasonable regulation, but a very humane 
one, I happen to be personally interested in a neighbor's son, 
who lives the next door to me, who is in the Philippine Islands, 
He has suffered greatly in his health, has been sick for months, 
and a short time ago, having recovered sufficiently to return 
to his command, was wounded in battle, and lies now wounded 
in that tropical country. 

My close relations with that family and with other families 
whose sons are in the Philippine Islands has led me to feel a 
deep interest and sympathy for that portion of our Army that 
takes the double peril of foreign lands. 

Men go to these foreign countries and die, and we to-day 
begrudge them 20 or 10 per cent extra pay that they need 
sometimes to keep soul and body together. It is an innovation, 
and with all respect to the good judgment of the committee I 
do consider it a mistaken economy, and hope that this amend- 
ment to strike out the section in the bill will prevail. [Ap- 

lause.] i 

: Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, first I want to say that I have 
absolute confidence in the honesty and sincerity of purpose of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. But, Mr. Chairman, 
here is a proposition which is somewhat peculiar. These boys in 
the Army are our boys. They come from our districts; they 
belong to our families; they are enlisted under the law pro- 
viding that while serving in the Philippines they shall have 20 
per cent increase of pay. They have taken their enlistment 
under that law; they are in the Philippines; they can not get 
out of their enlistment; they are required to serve to the end 
of their term; and you propose now while they are away from 
home, upholding the honor of the country and following the 
diag, to cut their pay down. 

_ If you want to provide that these boys of ours when they 
enlist shall not receive so much pay, you ought to make it only 
applicable to those who enlist after you pass your law. But 
here is a proposition to cut the pay down of the people serving 
in the Government of the United States, who have no fixed term 
of office. You propose that a man having a fixed term of 
service—your boy in your district, the son of your constituent, 
serving the country abroad—shall have his pay cut down while 
he is abroad, and thus to violate the contract between him and 
the Government when he enlisted to serve three years that he 
would receive the pay provided by law. Many of these boys 
are sending money home to their mothers, to their families, and 
you propose to stab them in the back while they are away at 
the front. [Applause.] 4 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. J 

The question was taken; and on a diyision (demanded by 
Mr. Kann, Mr. PRINCE, and Mr. TILsoN) there were 71 ayes 
and 68 noes, 

Mr. HAY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Hay, and the gentleman from 
California, Mr. KAHN. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were 73 ayes and 73 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 4. That the office establishments of the Quartermaster General, 
the 8 General, and the Paymaster General of the Army are 
hereby consolidated and shall hereafter constitute a single bureau of 
the War 8 which shall be known as the bureau of suppli 
and of which the chief of the supply corps created by this act sha 
be the head. The Quartermaster’s, Subsistence, and Pay 
of the Army are hereby consolidated into and shall hereafter 
as the supply corps of the Army. The officers of said departments shall 
hereafter known as officers of said corps and by the titles of the 
rank held by them therein, and, except as hereinafter cally pro- 
vided to the contrary, the provisions of sections 26 and 27 of the act 
of Congress approved February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase 
the efficiency of the permanent military establishment of the United 
States,” are hereby extended so as to apply to the supply corps in the 
manner and to the extent to which they now ppply to the Quarter- 
master’s, Subsistence, and Pay Departments, and the provision of said 
sections of said act relative to chiefs of corpe and departments 
shall, so far as they are e apply to all ces and officers of 
the supply corps with rank above that of colonel. The officers now 
holding commissions as officers of the said departments shall hereafter 
have the same tenure of commission in the supply corps, and as officers 
of sald corps shall have rank of the same es and dates as that now 
held by them, and, for the purpose of filling vacancies among them, 
shall constitute one list, on which they shall be arran according to 
rank. So long as any officers shall remain on said list any vacancy 
occurring therein shall be filled, if possible, from among such officers, 
by selection if the vacancy occurs in a paun above that of colonel, and, 
if the vacancy occurs in a grade not above that of colonel, by the pro- 
motion of an officer who would haye been entitled to promotion to that 
particular vacancy if the consolidation of departments hereby pre- 
scribed had never occurred, The noncommissioned officers now known 
as post quartermaster sergeants and t commissary sergeants shall 
hereafter be known as supply sergeants; the Army paymaster’s clerks 
shall be known as pay clerks, and each of said noncommissioned officers 
and pay clerks shall continue to have the pay, allowances, rights, and 
privileges now allowed him by law: Provided, That no details to fill 


the number of officers of that grade have been reduced by 11 
and thereafter the number of officers said grade shall not exe 
46; and no details to fill vacancies in the de of captain in the su 
ply corps shall be made until after the number of officers of that grade 
shall be reduced by 31, and thereafter the number of officers of said grade 
shall not exceed 100; and whenever the separation of a line oflicer of 
any grade and arm from the supply corps shall create therein a vacan 
that, under the terms of this proviso, can not be filled by detail su 
9 shall operate to make a permanent reduction of one in the 
total number of officers of said grade and arm in the line of the Army 
as soon as such reduction can be made without depriving any officer 
of his commission: Provided further, That whenever the Necretary of 
War shall decide that it is necessary and practicable, regimental, bat- 
talion, and squadron quartermasters and commissaries shall be re- 

to perform any duties that junior officers of the supply corps 
may properly be required to perform, and regimental and battalion 
uartermaster and commissary sergeants shall be required to perform any 
uties that noncommissioned officers or pay clerks of the supply co 
May properly be required to orm: Provided further, That such du 
or duties as are now requi by_law to be performed by any officer or. 
officers of the Quartermaster’s, Subsistence, or Pay Departments shall 
hereafter be performed by such officer or officers of the Supply corps as 
the Secretary of War may designate for the purpose: Provided further, 
That there shall be a chief of the supply corps, who shall have the 
rank of major ponerse? while so serving, and who shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, from 
among the officers of said corps and in accordance with the require- 
ments of section 26 of the act of Congress approved February 2, 
1901, hereinbefore cited: Provided further, That when the first vacancy 
in the grade of brigadier general in the supply corps, except a yacancy 
caused by the expiration of a limited term of appointment, shall here- 
after occur that vacancy shall not be filled, but the office in which the 
Mariage? occurs shall 8 cease and determine: “ Provided fur- 
ther, at the supply corps shall be subject to the supervision of the 
Chief of Staff to the extent the departments hereby consolidated into 
said corps have heretofore been subject to such supervision under the 
terms of the existing law.” 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the entire paragraph, or section 4. The point of order 
is largely based upon what appears on page 52, beginning with 
line 13: 

Provided further, That there shall be a chief of the supply corps, 
who shall have, the rank of major eral while so serving, and who 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, from among the officers of said corps and in accordance 
with the requirements of section 26 of the act of Congress approved 
February 2, 1901, hereinbefore cited. 


On page 50, beginning at line 13, the Chair will note the fol- 
lowing: 

The officers now holding commissions as officers of the said depart- 
ments shall hereafter have the same tenure of commission in the 
supply cops, and as officers of said corps shall have rank of the same 
ma es and dates as that now held by them, and, for the purpose of 

ling vacancies among them, shall constitute one list, on which they 
shall be arranged according to rank. 

One list is created by this section, and from that one list 
there shall be selected a chief of supply corps, who shall have 
the rank of major general. This is subject to a point of order, 
because it does not reduce the number of officers, it does not 
reduce the pay of an officer, but, on the contrary, creates a new 
officer with additional pay; and, it seems to me, in view of the 
ruling of the Chair this morning—that where one part of a 
paragraph or section is subject to a point of order the entire 
paragraph or section goes out—that the same ruling must pre- 
yail as to this, and I shall expect the Chair to hold likewise, in 
view of the proviso on page 52. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this is a very different proposition 
from the proposition considered this morning, because every part 
of this section and proviso referred to by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Prince] refers to the subject in this paragraph. 
This is constructive legislation, and it is legislation that is in- 
tended not only to save, which it does, but it is also intended to 
increase the efficiency of the Army. 

I imagine that the Chair desires to know how this section 
will save. I want to call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that this bill applies to the fiscal year beginning with July 1, 
1912, and that during that fiscal year 21 officers of the Army will 
be cut off by the provisions of this act. That will effect a 
saving in this bill of $161,175. The mere fact that the provision 
in the bill creating a corps carries with if an increase of rank 
of a major general does not affect the general saving made under 
this section. That increase amounts to only $2,138, I believe, 
so that the net decrease under the section during the next fiscal 
year will be $161,140.44. For that reason I think the Chair 
should rule the section in order. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee, 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], has failed to point 
out in the body of the section itself where there is any re- 
trenchment whatsoever. The saving to which he refers, if it 
be a saving, is in the first proviso. In the body of the section 
there is nothing that purports to reduce expenditures. If the 
section is to be considered as was the section concerning enlist- 
ment this morning when the whole section was held to be out 
of order because the proviso was obnoxious to the rule, then 
must the entire section be ruled out of order. In this instance 
it is the body of the section that neither makes nor purports 


vacancies in the grade of major in the supply corps shall be made until 
d shali ve 
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to make any reduction in expenditures whatsoever. It simply 
provides for a consolidation, leaving it for the first proviso to 
take care of the economy, if there be economy. 

I call the attention of the Chair also to the second proviso. 


The second proviso is purely a matter of legislation. It cer- 
tainly does not purport to reduce expenditures. Following the 
ruling of the Chair this morning, that proviso alone would 
carry the whole paragraph out of the bill. The same may be 
said of the third proviso, which was referred to by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Parnce], and also of the last proviso in 
the bill, all of them being clearly legislative matters without 
purporting to effect any economies whatever. So I repeat that 
not only the body of the section, which is the first page and a 
half and a little more, but the second proviso and the third 
and the last proviso are all properly subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, just a word. As I get the 
reading of the paragraph with the proviso, it seems to me to be 
subject to a point of order. So far as I recollect, substantially 
all of the decisions under the Holman rule have been that the 
provision itself must show upon its face, without argument, 
that the legislation would reduce expenditures. The gentleman 
says this is legislation, at least so far as providing that a 
major general shall be chief of this bureau. If an alleged 
argument would show that this reduces expenditures, then 
you would have legislation that would authorize an increase 
of salary or the creation of a place with a salary of $50,000, 
or any other sum. You may say that is not this case. I pre- 
sume that is not this case, but the principle is the same. It 
is not the size of the baby, is it, if it were illegitimate? 
Whether it weighed 15 pounds or 5 pounds, the usual social 
ostracism would come. I recollect of hearing the plea once 
that it was such a little baby, but, after all, it was subject to 
the public sentiment of the community. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] It seems to me this point of order, as I gathered 
from the reading of the provision without having read it my- 
self, is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will proceed to dispose of the 
point of order. Some of the arguments that have been ad- 
vanced in the discussion of this point have been considered in 
two previous rulings and the Chair for the purpose of defining 
its attitude, will refer the committee to those rulings, without 
restating them in this connection. The Chair wishes to call 
the attention of the committee to an essential and obvious 
distinction between this section, and the one upon which he 
ruled this morning. The section ruled on this morning con- 
tained two provisions uot related to each other, not dependent 
the one upon the other, but associated as two separate and 
distinct propositions. The precedents agree that when a para- 
graph is objected to as a whole, and any portion of the para- 
graph is not in order, then the point of order when sustained 
goes to the whole paragraph. The Chair in ruling simply fol- 
lowed the precedents, though the Chair must say as to these 
precedents, that they seem to rest on no sound or sufficient 
basis of reason. 

But the Chair did not feel itself at liberty to overrule them. 
In the present case, a section is presented by the committee as 
a concrete whole. It is constructive legislation, in which each 
part bears an appropriate relation to the whole. It is an en- 
tity of independent, but related parts. It is submitted as a 
complete legislative proposition. This being so, it should be 
considered as a whole, and not in segregated items. The sec- 
tion is presented as a whole, and when considered as a whole, 
it conforms to the requirements of the Holman rule. A para- 
graph here, and a sentence there taken as isolated propositions, 
may not retrench expenditures, but the Chair does not think 
that n really single proposition should be picked to pieces in 
this manner, and destroyed in this fashion by parliamentary 
rulings, when as a whole the section effects a large retrench- 
ment. This is the reverse of the proposition of this morning. 
In that case the point of order went to the whole section, for 
an independent part of it, was not in order. In this instance 
the point of order is not good against the whole section, for 
viewed as a whole it effects a considerable retrenchment, and 
is not subject to a point of order. The Chair will not entertain 
piecemeal motions unless the paragraphs to which these mo- 
tions, or points of order are directed, are not parts of the com- 
plete proposition. The committee having jurisdiction has re- 
ported a concrete section, carrying independent legislation. It 
should be considered as such. Looking to the section as a 
whole, and to the correlated parts, it carries a reduction. It 
has not been denied in argument, that this section as a whole 
will effect a considerable retrenchment. The Chair is of opin- 


ion that there is a manifest and distinct difference between the 
pending proposition and the one upon which it ruled this morn- 
ing, and that the principle which controlled the prior ruling 


can not be invoked in the present instance. The point of order 
is overruled. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
It is a single amendment, and it applies to a number of places 
in the bill for this reason, that the amendment is to change the 
words “supply corps” into “quartermaster’s corps.” In line 
19, line 22, page 49; page 50, line 8, line 13, line 16; on page 
51, line—wherever it occurs in the paragraph the amendment 
simply is to change the words “supply corps” into “ quarter- 
master’s corps.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, I 
am perfectly willing to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
If he will permit me to work the amendment out. 

Mr. AMES. Oh, surely. 

Mr. HAY. And therefore I ask unanimous consent that I 
may amend this section and that the words “ quartermaster’s 
corps“ may take the place of supply corps.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to work out the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, so that 
the words “ quartermaster’s corps” may appear in their proper 
place. Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HAY. For instance, there are supply sergeants, and I 
want to make them quartermaster sergeants, and so forth. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to page 52, line 15, to strike out the word “major” and insert 
the words “ brigadier general,” so it will read “ who shall have 
the rank of brigadier general while so serving.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment at 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

52, line 15, strike out the word “major” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “ brigadier general,” so that the line will read who’ 
shall have the rank of brigadier general while so serving.” 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, this section, as we state in our 
minority views, creates a corps and puts in charge a major 
general who holds that rank during his continuance as head of 
the corps. There is also reference to a provision of law which 
says that a staff officer when he fills one of these places and 
retires shall hold a rank on the retired list that he held while 
filling an office to which he was assigned. If this provision 
becomes a law these officers will not only be major generals 
during the time they are holding the office, but when they 
retire, I take it, they will be major generals on the retired 
list. In this case we are putting in charge of a supply corps a 
major general. In the Civil War, which had 2,213,000 indi- 
vidual soldiers in the Federal Army, this department was man- 
aged and conducted by a brigadier general, Gen. Meigs. I can 
see no reason why an officer in time of peace should be put in 
charge of a department and made a major general. If we do 
this, I will say, from my long experience as a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, that other bureau officers will 
demand that they be put in the same relative rank in which this 
officer is put. They want to attend the functions at the White 
House, and the Chief of Engineers can not well afford to be 
there with the insignia of a brigadier general when he has 
greater duties to perform and performs greater services for the 
country as a whole than the major general at the head of the 
supply corps. So he will be knocking at the door of Congress, 
saying, “ Make me a major general so that my department will 
not be overshadowed by a less important department.” The 
Chief of Ordnance will be there later on asking to be made a 
major general. The effect of this legislation will be to cause us 
considerable trouble, because these men will want to preside 
over their respective departments with the title of major general. 

Now, this office is not large enough for that. The office of 
major general ought to be looked upon as a very distinguished 
one. He ought not to be at the head of a mere supply corps 
or a man who is at the head of a great grocery establishment. 
It ought to be so that when a man becomes a major general 
and wears the stars of a major general the people will say, 
“There goes a major general,” and it will mean something 
when you give that title. Look at the history. of our country. 
and consider Hancock and Meade and Halleck and Sherman 
and McClellan and also the splendid men of the Southland 
who after four years of struggle rose to the distinction of 
major general. You are proposing to put on the pedestal by 
the side of those men a distinguished hero who sits in the 
swivel chair of a major general. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Does not the gentleman think we should 
probably pay this larger salary to a major general? We are 
saving $700,000 by taking 20 per cent off the Philippine privates. 
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Mr. PRINCE. I do not know but that the gentleman is 
right. My colleague has a good deal of practical legislative 
sense. He has been here a good while. 7 

I want to say to you that when you narrow it down to the 
economies in this bill they are all at the expense of the en- 
listed man, practically every one of them. And who is the 
enlisted man? Who is the commissioned officer? I heard my 
distinguished colleague Mr. StaypENn say that the people had 
some rights, The people? Who are these soldiers? Who are 
these commissioned officers? They are the people. Who are 
the people? Your people and my people. Where do they come 
from? They come from the home of the American citizen, as 
my distinguished associate on the floor here, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], stated to this committee a while ago. 
You are taking from the men who can least afford to be de- 
prived of their salaries and are giving to the men who can 
best afford not to receive it. 

To him that hath shall be given. From him that hath not shall 
be taken away, even that which he seemeth to have. 

It is the policy on the other side of the House to strike down 
the inconsequential man, strike down the enlisted man, and 
care for the commissioned officer who is sitting in a swivel 
chair. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I have heard the gentleman make 
that speech now four times while this bill has been under con- 
sideration. I enjoy hearing him make it very much. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; it goes better every time. 

Mr. AMES. It sounds better every time. 

Mr. TILSON. It is worthy of repetition. 

Mr. HAY: The gentleman delivers it with a good deal of 
earnestness and emphasis. But, as a matter of fact, in creating 
this supply corps the committee has tried to make a symmet- 
rical corps, and the pay of the enlisted men and the pay of the 
commissioned officer have nothing to do with the manner in 
which this particular section is drawn. It does not deal with 
the enlisted men at all. 

Now, there has been a great deal said about a man sitting in 
a swivel chair, and my friend from Connecticut, Mr. TILSON, 
the other day said that Gen. Aleshire was being legislated into 
this major generalship., I want to say for Gen. Aleshire that 
he has been entirely unselfish about this legislation. There is 
no certainty who will be the chief of the supply corps, and 
Gen. Aleshire has told me that so much is he impressed with 
the importance of this legislation to the Army that he would be 
perfectly willing to lose what he now has, rather than see this 
‘legislation fail. He does not care, so far as he is concerned, 
whether it is a brigadier general or a major general who is 
placed at the head of the supply corps, As a matter of fact, 
this supply corps will be the most important corps in the Army. 
The general of it will have command of about 9,000 men. He 
will have control of the expenditure of $80,000,000 or more. In 
every other army of the world the quartermaster general or 
the man occupying a position similar to this is either a major 
general or a lieutenant general. 

The quartermaster general te the forces in England is a 
major general, and in Japan, in Germany, in France, in Austria, 
and all of those countries the officer occupying a position simi- 
lar to this has the rank of major general. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. HAY, Les. 

Mr. TILSON. What rank would the officer corresponding to 
the Chief of Staff have in this case? 

Mr. HAY. Well, in England the chief of staff is a major 
general, just the same as the quartermaster general is. 

Mr. TILSON. And what is the size of the army there? 

Mr. HAY. The size of the army is much larger, of course, 
than the Army here, but that has nothing to do with the rank. 
The gentleman asked me what was the rank of the chief of 
staff as compared with the rank of the quartermaster gen- 
eral. They are the same. And why? Because the quarter- 
master general is supervised by officers of the line, and it is 
provided in this bill that the Quartermaster General shall be 
under the supervision of the Chief of Staff. A line officer, after 
all, has supervision, so far as that is concerned, and no em- 
barrassment will occur. Nothing will happen to mar the har- 
mony of the War Department, I presume, now [laughter], and 
eyerybody will be dwelling there in peace and harmony for- 
evermore. [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 32, line 15, strike out the word “ 

word “b 
have the rank of briga 


r” and insert in lieu 


dler,“ so that the line will read, who shall 
er general while so serving.” 2 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word “law,” in line 5, on page 53, the following: 
“Provided, That on and after July 1, 1912, eben shall not be main- 
tained in the District of Columbia more than one disbursing office for 
the Signal Corps or any one of the staff departments of the Army. 

Ps . PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
t 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, my attention has been 

called to the condition respecting disbursing officers in the 


Army, to which I believe the committee should give attention. 


There are in the District of Columbia to-day 43 quartermasters 
of the Army disbursing money. In addition, the Signal Corps 
has a disbursing one, the Engineers have one, and the Medical 
Corps has several. Some of the other departments have one or 
more. It seems to me that in the District of Columbia one 
quartermaster charged with the disbursement of money should 
be able to perform all the duties essential to the proper trans- 
action of that office, or at least it should all be done through 
one office. My attention has been called to the fact that re- 
cently a requisition was made for an advance from an appro- 
priation for a quartermaster officer at nine dollars and some 
cents to make a payment for which he had been detailed. It 
cost the Government $10 to pass on the papers permitting the 
advance to be made. 

There are more than 1,000 officers of the Army now engaged 
in the work of disbursing Army funds. The Paymaster pays the 
compensation; the Quartermaster’s Department pays the com- 
mutation for fuel and quarters, and so it runs right through the 
service. There is no reason whatever for a system in which 
such work is not concentrated and does not devolve on some 
few officers, by whom it could be just as efficiently performed. 

The practice has grown up of detailing officers to make dis- 
bursements without any real necessity whatever. The result 
is that more than 1,000 accounts are maintained where perhaps 
from 50 to 100 would be sufficient. 

I am informed that about the city of New York, within a 
very small radius, about 70 officers of the Army are acting as 
disbursing officers. I propose, if this amendment be adopted, 
to offer another which will prohibit the maintaining of more 
than three disbursing officers in any department of any of the 
divisions of the United States Army. There are now 10 de- 
partments, if I recall correctly, 7 of which are in the United 
States. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. StaypEn] thinks 
there are 11. In each one of them every division of the Army 
has a number of officers charged with the work of disbursing 
public funds. If this work were concentrated, and those who 
have been assigned for that purpose were detailed to other 
duties, there would not be this continual clamoring for addi- 
tional officers, or complaints that there are not now sufficient 
officers to discharge the necessary functions of the Army. It 
seems to me that a situation such as this can very readily be 
corrected without impairing the public service in the slightest 
degree, but with very beneficial results. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Apparently quoting a question asked by the 
gentleman himself to-day, this bill has been under consideration 
now for two weeks. Why did not the gentleman call the atten- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole to this before? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a perfectly legitimate inquiry, 
and deserves a perfectly frank answer. If I were not prepared 
to give it, if I had anything to conceal, I would not offer the 
amendment. The information was furnished to me shortly 
after 12 o’clock to-day. It came incidentally in connection with 
another investigation in which I was engaged. I then pursued 
the inquiry and got such information as I have been able to 
give to the committee at this time. 3 

Believing that an abuse existed that should not be continued, 
I have had prepared, by one familiar with the situation, but 
who is in the service of the House, and not either of the War 
Department or of any other executive department, several 
amendments which will tend very much to correct the evil of 
which I complain. Had I had the information earlier I should 
have taken the matter up with the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs and furnished him with all the informa- 
tion in my possession, as I did heretofore in connection with 
some other matters, and it might have induced him to accept 
these amendments, or it might have induced him to refuse to 
accept them, just as he has done heretofore. But I would not 
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charge the gentleman from Virginia with any covert attack 
upon the national defense simply because I have obtained this 
information and I am now furnishing it to the committee for 
the enlightenment of its members. 


Mr. HAY. I notice that the gentleman’s amendment reads 
“ disbursing office.“ To what does the gentleman refer? Does 
he refer to a civilian or an Army officer? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. To an Army officer. 

Mr. HAY. He proposes that there shall not be maintained 
more than one disbursing office. That is the way his amend- 
ment reads. Now, who are employed in that office? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In nearly every one of these quarter- 
master’s offices 

Mr. HAY. The pending paragraph is in reference to a signal 
officer. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A signal officer or any other staff 
officer. Wherever an officer is detailed as a disbursing officer, 
my information is that he usually has an enlisted man de- 
tailed to act as a clerk; and in an investigation which was re- 
cently made to determine whether and why there were de- 
linquencies in the filing of reports required by law—and there 
are a great many—it was disclosed that one of the reasons 
assigned was that no person had beem detailed to act as clerk. 
I will ask the gentleman from Virginia whether he intends to 
move now that the committee rise? 

Mr. HAY. No; I do not want the committee to rise now. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the point 
of order discussed and have it disposed of. t 

Mr. HAY, I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
whether or not this provides for an Army officer or a civilian, 
because if it is an Army officer his amendment would not reduce 
expenses for the reason that the Army officer would be serving 
elsewhere with as much pay as he now receives. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Virginia to the fact that the amendment does 
not say “ officer,” but “ office.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I mean the officers who are detailed to 
act as disbursing officers, and they maintain, I suppose, some 
organization. 

Mr. HAY. I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that I do not see 
what the gentleman is trying to get at. I have not had time to 
look into the matter. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I have made the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman demand the regular 
order? 

Mr. PRINCE. I ask for a ruling on my point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist that this amend- 
ment as worded is clearly a reduction in the number of offices 
maintained at public expense, and is therefore within the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after the word“ law,” line 5, page 53, the following : 

“provided, That on and after July 1, 1912, there shall not be main- 
tained in the District of Columbia more than one disbursing office for 
the Signal Corps or for any one of the staff departments of the Army.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not informed whether the 
existing law provides for more than one disbursing office, hut 
suppose for argument’s sake that it does. The Chair can not 
say that the necessary effect of the amendment will be to re- 
duce expenses. One disbursing office might have as many ofti- 
cers in it, as two disbursing offices would have. The rent for 
a building for one disbursing office might be as great, as the 
rent for two buildings for two disbursing offices. This amend- 
ment does not appear to the Chair to necessarily retrench ex- 
penditures, and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to strike 
out the quotation marks from the paragraph at the top of page 
53. It ought not to be in quotation. 

Mr. HAY. I accept that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objectian. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out line 17, page 50, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: “According to length of service.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that. 

Subsequently Mr. Hay withdrew the point of order. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it will be observed on 
page 50, commencing at line 13, that the section provides that 
the officers now holding commissions as officers of the said de- 
partment shall hereafter have the same tenure of commission 
in the supply corps, and that officers of said corps shall have 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


rank—and now comes the line that I want stricken out—“ of 
the same grades and dates as that now-held by them.” 

I desire to substitute for that the words “according to the 
length of service.” 

It seems that in the three departments it is now sought to 
consolidate the promotions haye heretofore been made much 
faster in some departments than others, and to such an extent 
has it gone on that there are officers whose services began some 
20 years later than others and who now outrank those who have 
served so much longer. * 

The amendment I now offer seeks to correct this injustice 
and inequality, for I recognize the fact, as the committee doubt- 
less found, that in preparing a measure of this kind, designed 
to promote economy and efficiency, it is probably necessary that 
some officers shall suffer to some extent for the good of the 
service and the good of the country. It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this injustice ought not to be carried to such an 
extent as this section now provides. 

I am not interfering with the grades of these officers at all; 
but this amendment undertakes to provide that these men, now 
in the same grade and holding the same position, shall rank 
according to the length of service, which seems to be only fair 
and just. I hope the amendment will prevail. : 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
amendment and the paragraph be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that all debate on the paragraph and 
amendment thereto be now closed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken, 
I move to amend the motion by applying it only to the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Virginia that it is now after half past 5, and that the 
committee had better rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia is hardly amendable. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman from 
New York how long he desires to talk. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Only for a few minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto be closed 
m five minutes, the gentleman from New York to occupy that 

me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in the midst of putting to 
the committee the motion of the gentleman from Virginia that 
debate on the paragraph be now closed; and by unanimous con- 
sent the action partly taken will be rescinded. 

The gentleman from Virginia asks unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed 
at the expiration of five minutes, the gentleman from New York 
to occupy that time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, is there an amendment 
pending at the present time? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, when that amendment 
is disposed of I propose to offer separately two amendments, 
which I shall send to the desk and which I shall now explain 
to the committee. One provides that on and after July 1, 1912, 
except in time of war, every officer of the Army charged with 
the disbursement of public money shall, before entering upon 
such duty, give bond in such form and with such security as 
the Secretary of War may approve. All paymasters in the 
Army are now required to give bond. In addition to the pay- 
masters, however, there are a great many officers of the Army, 
who are charged with the disbursement of public funds, who 
are not required to give bonds. They have to their credit on 
deposit in various parts of the country and outside of the 
United States sums aggregating in the millions of dollars. 
There is no good reason for not requiring the security that is 
required from every other official in the service. More than 
that, if such a provision were enacted it would prevent the 
detail of officers to act as disbursing officers in so many cases 
as now exist, as I have already point out. 

Another amendment which I shall offer provides that on and 
after July 1, 1912, there shall not be maintained more than 
three disbursing offices in any department of any of the di- 
visions of the United States Army, and no disbursing office 
shall be so established and maintained except with the written 
approval of the Secretary of War. I have not had time to ob- 


tain the facts connected with every department of the Army, 
but about the city of New York there are in the neighborhood 
of 70 officers of the Army who are disbursing funds appro- 
priated for the support of the Army. 


My information is that 
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at least 1.000 officers of the Army are detailed to act, or are 


acting either by detail or under the operation of law, for the 
purpose of disbursing funds appropriated fer the support of 
the Army, and that the adoption of both of these amendments 
would result in the concentration of this work, improving the 
efficiency of the service, and releasing a number of officers for 
the discharge of the duties which under the law properly de- 
yolve upon them, 

I hope that when the amendments are offered from the desk 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prrycre], who is so well in- 
formed about the Army, and who has shown that he is anxious 
to eliminate abuses in the administration of the Army, and 
who is sincere in his efforts to effect reforms, will unite with 
me to secure their adoption. They are for the benefit of the 
service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment to be voted on is the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green], 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 5, page 53, add the following: 

“On and after July 1, 1912, except in time of war, every officer of 
the Army charged with the disbursement of public money shall, before 
entering upon such duty, give bond in such form and with such secu- 
rity as the Secretary of War may approve.” 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, to that I make a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I was under the impres- 
sion that the gentleman from Ilinois desired to improve the 
efficiency of the service, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order, un- 
less the gentleman from New York is discussing the point of 
order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was preliminary. But some people 
can not get started as quickly as others. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman will have to get started 
yery soon, or I shall make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have concluded my argument on the 
point of order. =- 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRINCE] 
makes the point of order on this amendment. The point of order 
is sustained. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 5, ago 53, add the following : 

“On and after July 1, 1912, there shall not be maintained more than 
three disbursing offices in any department of any of the divisions of 
the United States Army and no disbursing office shall be so established 
or maintained except with the written approval of the Secretary of 

ar” 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 5. That as soon as practicable after the creation of a supply 
corps in the Army not to exceed 4,000 civilian employees of that corps, 
receiving a monthly compensation of not less than $30 nor more than 
$175 each, not including civil engineers, superintendents of construction, 
inspectors of clothing, clothing examiners, 8 of supplies, in- 
8 of animals, chemists, veterinarians, freight and passenger rate 
clerks. employees of the Army transport service and harbor-boat service, 
and such otber employees as may be required for technical work, shall 
be replaced permanently by not to exceed an equal number of enlistea 
men of said corps, and all enlisted men of the line of the Arm 
on extra duty in the supply corps or as bakers or assistant ers shall 
be replaced permanently by not to exceed 2,000 enlisted men of said 
corps; and for the purposes of this act the enlistment in the military 
service of not to exceed 6,000 men, who shall be attached permanently 
to the supply corps and who shall not be counted as a part of the 
enlisted force provided by law, is hereby authorized: Provided, That the 
enlisted force of the supply corps shall consist of not to exceed 15 
master electricians, 600 sergeants (first class), 1,005 sergeants, 650 
corporals, 2,500 privates (first class), 1,190 privates, and 45 cooks, all 
of whom shall receive the same pay and allowances as enlisted men of 
corresponding grades in the Signal Corps of the Army, and shall be 
assigned to such duties Pertaining to the supply corps as the Secretary 
of War may prescribe: Provided further, at the Secretary of War 
may fix the limits of age within which civilian employees who are 
actually employed by the Government when this act takes effect and 
who are to replaced by enlisted men under the terms of this act may 
enlist in the supply corps: Provided further, That nothing in this 
section shall be held or construed so as to prevent the employment of 
the class of civilian employees excepted from the provisions of this act 
or the continued employment of civilians included in the act until such 
latter employees have been replaced by enlisted men of the service corps 


Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
against that section. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. - 

The motion was agreed to, 


Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SaunpErs, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18956) 
making appropriations for the Army, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 8853. An act for the relief of John L. Baird; and 

H. R. 14055. An act to provide for the sale of the surface of 
the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw Nations, and for other purposes, . 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce was discharged from the further consideration 
of the act (S. 4728) to authorize a change of name of steamer 
Salt Lake City, and the same was referred to the Committee on 


‘the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the Army appropriation bill re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union is not finished. To-morrow is private-claims day, and 
it was my intention to ask for the further consideration of what 
is known as the omnibus war-claims bill, but I have agreed 
with the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, pro- 
viding we can get unanimous consent of the House to do so, 
that this bill may be finished to-morrow and then that the war- 
claims bill be taken up immediately after this bill is finished, 
provided it is finished before the day is over, and also be pro- 
ceeded with during Saturday or until it is finished, if finished 
on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the omnibus war-claims bill be taken up 
immediately following the conclusion of the Army appropriation 
bill instead of coming up to-morrow morning. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. HAY. And also be in order on Saturday. 

Mr. MANN. And also be in order on Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. Both to-morrow and be in order on Satur- 
day, if not finished to-morrow. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
‘ Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Friday, 
February 16, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMU NICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of J. H. Smalling, administrator of Henry Johnson, deceased. v. 
The United States (H. Doc, No. 542) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of N. B. Ashcraft, administrator of Eliza Ann Ashcraft, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 541); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were seyv- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. KNOWLAND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
17242) to authorize the Northern Pacific Railway Co. to con- 
struct a bridge across the canal connecting the waters of Puget 
Sound with Lake Washington at Seattle, in the State of Wash- 
ington, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 323), which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 18155) authorizing the town of Grand Rapids to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, 
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State of Minnesota, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 324), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 223) pro- 
viding for the participation by the United States in the Inter- 
national Council for the Exploration of the Sea, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 325), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred. as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 15956) granting a pension to Louis Ledbetter; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 19750) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Merritt; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and 
encourage the industries of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. x 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 20183) authorizing the 
survey of Pearl River from Bogalusa, La., to Columbia, Miss. ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 20184) to 
cause present Federal building at Utica, N. Y., to be enlarged, 
extended, remodeled, or improved, etc.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20185) to create 
the Alaska Railroad Commission, to prescribe its duties, to pay 
its expenses, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 20186) to establish a fish- 
culture station in Swain County, N. C.; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 20187) for the erection of 
storehouses at certain Coast Artillery posts; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 20188) to provide for a survey 
and estimates of cost of a ship canal connecting the navigable 
waters of Niagara River; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 20189) making an 
appropraition for the protection of property of the United 
States from destruction by glacial floods at Valdez, Alaska, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 20190) to extend the 
time for the construction of a dam across Rock River, III.; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia): A bill (H. R. 20191) to 
authorize the widening and extension of Spring Road NW., and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 20192) to amend chapter 6 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
circuit court of appeals; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 20193) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to pay a cash reward for 
suggestions submitted by civilian employees of the Navy De- 
partment for improvement or economy in manufacturing pro- 
cesses or plant; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20194) to provide 
payment of rewards for information as to violations of anti- 
trust act of 1890 and amendments thereto and of the various 
interstate- commerce acts, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 20195) to amend the natu- 
ralization laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 20196) to change the name of 
oleomargarine to margarin; to change the rate of tax on mar- 


garin; to protect the consumers, dealers, and manufacturers of 
margarin against fraud; and to afford the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue more efficient means for the detection ‘of fraud and the 
collection of revenues; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 20197) to provide for the con- 
struction of a light and fog-signal station and for improving 
the aids to navigation at Lorain Harbor, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 241) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Navy to prepare and submit to 
Congress a competent scheme of naval defense of the mouth of 
the Mississippi River; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 20198) for the relief of Benja- 
min Demorest; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20199) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Bartron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20200) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos E. Burbank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20201) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Chilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20202) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of James Gilroy; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 20203) for the relief of heirs 
of William Kennedy, đeceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill {H. R. 20204) granting a pension to 
Lucinda Phares; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20205) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Warthen; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 20206) for the relief of 
heirs of E. C. Cornelius, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20207) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Jesse Mabry, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 20208) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Overton P. Hogan; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20209) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 20210) for the relief of Pedro 
Rafael Trujillo; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20211) for 
the relief of Benjamin M. Workman, deceased; to the Committee 
on Military Affsirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20212) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Pelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 20213) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Catherine Bedell; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 20214) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Bach and minor children; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20215) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Strevell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 20216) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas H. Truitt; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20217) for the relief of the legal repre- 
ree of David Showalter; to the Committee on War 

ims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20218) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Oliver C. Joyce; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20219) for the 
relief of heirs or estate of Louis Summers, deceased; to the 
Committee en War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 20220) granting a pension 
to Annie Hewson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20221) granting an increase of pension to 
Roland Savage; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20222) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Stroehline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 26223) granting an increase 
of pension to Nelson Cornwell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20224) granting 
an increase of pension to James Heley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. x 
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By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 20225) for the relief of 
W. T. Bunn; to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GRAY: A bill (H. R. 20226) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20227) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Roach; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 20228) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Burrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20229) granting a pension to Harriet M. 
Townsend; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. "HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 20230) for the relief of 
Henry J. Tucker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 20231) for the relief of the heirs of Giles 
Russell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( II. R. 20232) for the relief of Emily G. Russell 
and the heirs of Elizabeth C. Barrow, deceased; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 20233) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. D. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 20234) granting a pension to 
A. S. Wiltse; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20235) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Elizabeth Morris; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20236) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Osborn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 20237) for the relief of the 
heirs of Christopher Armat, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20238) for the relief of the trustees of 
Lebanon Disciples Church, Warwick County, Va.; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20239) granting a pension to William Z. 
Edelin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 20240) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Smathers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20241) granting a pension to Rebecca A. 
Strattan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 20242) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Welker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20243) granting a pension to Ida T. 
Varney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20244) granting an increasé of pension to 
Andrew G. Friend; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20245) granting an honorable discharge to 
Charles King; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 20246) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles E. Burmaster; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCRBARY: A bill (H. R. 20247) granting a pension 
to Kate Geiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 20248) for the relief of 
Lottie Bowman, widow and heir of Thomas R. Bowman, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20249) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Thomas G. Neal, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 20250) granting a pension 
to Sarah Lutz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20251) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Annie B. Godwin; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 20252) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Heatley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20253) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Munson, alias William 
Morgan, and grant him an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 20254) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Pierson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bil! (H. R. 20255) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Terry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 20256) granting a pension 
to Samuel B. Swartz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 20257) for the relief of 
Horace Freeman; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20258) for the relief of Michael Shannon, 
John W. Connelly, Henry P. Graham, and Daniel O’Lone; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: & bill (H. R. 20259) for the relief of the 
trustee and parties who are now or who may hereafter become 
interested in the estate of James A. Chamberlain under the 
terms of his will; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 20260) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham C. Gohn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 20261) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20262) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 20263) for the relief 
of the estate of Ransom Steele; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 20264) granting a pension to 
Mamie Kiethley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 20265) granting an 
increase of pension to James C. Roberson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 20266) for the relief of 
Francis M. White; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20267) granting a pension to Adam 
Emmetsberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20268) granting a pension to Robert 
Rosenthal; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20269) for the relief of J. D. 
Lane; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20270) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Stephen Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20271) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
L. D. Crawley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20272) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Wilson Cupples, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20278) for the relief of estate of The- 
odrick Webb; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20274) for the relief of estate of Robert 
Edwards; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20275) for the relief of estate of J. O. K. 
Williamson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20276) for relief of heirs or estate of John 
S. Burrows, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20277) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Joseph Cain, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 20278) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Jansen Oltman, alias Henry Jansen; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: A bill (H. R. 20279) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas E. Hart; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 20280) to restore Second 
Lieut. Henry Harrison Hall to the active list of the Army; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of citizens of Mis- 
souri, in favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of Adolph A. Ehlinger and others, 
of St. Charles, Mo., for the reduction of duty on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of R. E. Shephard 
and others, of Spring Valley, Minn., protesting against parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Centennial Grange, 
No. 1682, of Vanatta, Ohio, in opposition to any reduction of 
the duty on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20121, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet Gale; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: Petition of citizens of New York City, for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the Bronx, in favor of the 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petitions of Vulcan Iron Works, C. F. 
Murray Furniture Co., B. G. Carpenter Co., Sheldon Axle Co., 
and R. S. Williams Co., of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., for passage of 
House bill 16663; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Emily R. Miner and the Baltimore Yearly 
Meeting of Friends, in favor of a children's bureau; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Daniel Caldwell, of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
passage of House bill 16087; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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Also, petition of Erasmus Haworth, of Lawrence, Kans., for 


passage of House bill 
Mining. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
protesting against passage of House bill 2948; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Granges Nos. 536 and 819, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, relative to the oleomargarine laws; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of American Board of Commissioners for For- 
eign Missions, for reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance, of Reading, Pa., 
protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor measures; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. A. Richard, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., for 
passage of House bill 12827; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ; 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of Ruffner Bros., of Charleston, 
W. Va., and of James Rice and others, of Blackville, W. Va., 
for the reduction in the duty on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of Logan Memorial Presby- 
terian Church, of Audubon, N. J.; of members of Methodist 
Protestant Church, of Barnsboro, N. J.; of Methodist Brother- 
hood and St. Paul’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Paulsboro, 
N. J.; and of Friends’ Meeting, of Woodstown, N. J., in favor 
of the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Flatbush Taxpayers’ Associa- 
tion, for removal of post-office building in Borough of Manhat- 
tan; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Associated Clubs of Domestic Science, for 
standardization of weights and measures; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Brooklyn Council, United Commercial Trav- 
elers of America, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of New York Produce Exchange, for retention of 
the Remsen Board of Reference; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr, CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
heirs of E, C. Cornelius, of Alcorn, Miss.; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Jesse 
Mabry, of Rankin County, Miss.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of citizens of Arkansas and Okla- 
homa, protesting against the damming of the Poteau River; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolutions of the Milwaukee Printing Press- 
men’s Union, No. 7, Milwaukee, Wis., favoring an increase of 10 
cents per hour for pressmen employed in the Government Print- 
ing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, 
Wis., protesting against the removal of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service from the Treasury Department to any other department; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Chicago Local No. 1, Commercial Telegra- 
phers’ Union of America, favoring Government ownership of the 
telegraph and telephone; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAGO: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Brownsville, Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of Midland, Ark., for 
passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of 38 members of Wigwam of 
Wahoo Tribe, No. 228, Improved Order of Red Men, of Roch- 
ester, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 16313, pro- 
viding for the erection of an American Indian memorial and 
museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Petition of L. R. McMillan 
and others, of Harrison County, W. Va., favoring the passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Harvey W. Harmer and others, of Harrison 
County, W. Va., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Lewis Hubbard Co. and Ruffner Bros., of 
Charleston, W. Va., for reduction of duties on sugar; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. š 
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By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of 14 citizens of Deepwater, 
Mo., against the extension of the parcel-post system; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of American Board of Commis- 
sioners for Foreign Missions, urging reimbursement of the 
Ellen M. Stone ransom; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of F. A. Dimick and others, of 
Ithaca, N. Y., for reduction in the duties on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of New Mexico, pro- 
testing against the passage of Senate bill 237; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FARR: Petition of the First Baptist Church of Seran- 
ton, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany House 
bill 19821, granting an increase of pension to Zachary T. Gold- 
smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bentonville, Ark., in favor of 
House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petitions of Spruce’ Hill (Pa.) Grange, No. 
772, Patrons of Husbandry, and of Trough Creek (Pa.) Grange, 
No, 444, Patrons of Husbandry, for certain amendments to the 
oleomargarine laws; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 19572, for the relief of 
Catharine Maconaughey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Woman’s Foreign Mission- 
ary Society of Mazon, Ill, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. A. Bent, of Oglesby, III., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Peters bill, for the establishment of a children’s 
bureau in the Department of Commerce and Labor; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GARDNER ‘of Massachusetts: Petition of the Wo- 
man's Christian Temperance Union of Natick, Mass., for pas- 
sage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of Sempervirens Club of Cali- 
fornia, for a Greater California Redwood Park; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
agricultural and vocational educational training; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 3 

Also, petition of the Republican Club of New York, for estab- 
lishment of a department of public health; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association and 
New York Produce Exchange, for retention of the Remsen 
Board of Reference; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of American Board of Commissioners for For- 
eign Missions, for reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Buffalo (N. Y.) Cooperative Stove Co., for 
reduction of letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the third judicial division of 
Alaska, relative to conditions in that Territory; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. GOOD: Petition of citizens of Tama County, Iowa, 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of students of Leander Clark College, of 
Toledo, Iowa, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Mount Joy, Pa., and of the Faith Reformed 
Church, the Olivet Baptist Chureh, and the Bethany Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Lancaster, Pa., urging the enactment into 
law of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Affairs, of Boston, Mass., favoring bill to reimburse 
those American citizens who advanced $66,000 ransom paid to 
brigands for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, a missionary; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Michigan, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Theodore Torgrimson and 
53 others of Hanska, Minn., in favor of old-age pensions; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of the State of North 
Dakota, for amendments to the land laws; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. : 
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Also, petition of W. F. Strong, of Colgate, N. Dak., asking 
that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of North Dakota, for 
repeal of the Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 8 

Also, petition of the mayors of Cleveland and Toledo, Ohio, 
for coinage of 3-cent pieces; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of North Dakota, for 
passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fair- 
mount, N. Dak., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Northwest Development League, relative 
to immigration policy; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 3 

Also, petition of Deutsch-Amerikanischer Central Bund yon 
Nord-Dakota, protesting against interstate liquor measures; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Russ Bros. & Co., of Gaekle, N. Dak., protest- 
ing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of J. J. Keen, of Wahpeton, N. Dak., for a Lin- 
coln memorial road; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., protesting against 
bill providing for observance of Sunday in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of residents of Traill, N. Dak., for passage of 
House bill 8141; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Airlie, Aumsville, Brownsville, Dundee, Falls 
City, Gardiner, Grass Valley, Lents, Perrydale, Philomath, 
Shedd, Talent, Tangent, Roseburg, and Woodville, Oreg., for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. HAY : Petition of citizens of Stephens City, Va., against 
parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Warehouse Point, Conn., for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Winsted, Conn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Bantam, Conn., protesting against repeal of canteen law; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By- Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Memorial of the allied 
banks of Passaic, N. J., for monetary reform; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petitions of Reformed Church of Oradell and Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ridgefield Park, N. J., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ` ; 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, for old-age pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Strattonville and the Study Club of Brookville, Pa., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: Memorial of New York Department, Grand 
Army of the Republic, protesting against proposed incorpora- 
tion of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of the National Drainage Congress, for recla- 
mation of swamp and overflow lands; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the mayors of Cleveland and Toledo, Ohio, 
for coinage of 3-cent pieces; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. : 

Also, petition of George Borgfeldt & Co., of New York City, 
urging that no tolls be charged to American ships through the 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Society of the Cincinnati, for bill authorizing 
the collection of military and naval records of the Revolution- 
ary War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Buffalo (N. Y.) Cooperative Stove Co., 
for reduction in letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of New York Produce Exchange, for retention 
of the Remsen Board of Reference; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. f 
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Also, petition of Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union 
of America, for passage of Senate bill 252; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
protesting against abolishing the Revenue-Cutter Service; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the United German Societies of New York 
City, protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor meas- 
ures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of New York State, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of the Sandy Spring Monthly Meet- 
ing of Friends, of Sandy Spring, Md., and of the Church of 
United Brethren in Christ of Frederick, Md., praying the pas- 
sage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Memorial of the Commercial Club of 
Minneapolis, Minn., for passage of House bill 18005; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Minnesota, in favor of an effective interstate liquor law; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petitions of citizens of Mayetta, Kans.; of 
Beaumont, Tex.; and of Weston, Oreg., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Omaha (Nebr.) Motor Club, 
against House bill 2948; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Woman's Club, favor- 
ing the Owen health bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Union League Club of New York City, 
for erection of a memorial to Peletiah Webster; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
3 of Thomas G. Neal, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Thomas 
Bowman, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
South Dakota, against any legislation for the extension of the 
parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitions of citizens of the second con- 
gressional district of Oklahoma, asking for the establishment 
5 a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the second congressional district 
of the State of Oklahoma, asking for the passage of a bill 
providing old-age pensions for deserving men and women over 
60 years of age, ete.: to the Committee on Pensions. 

Br. Mr. MOTT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Lucy Anna Hodges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petition of citizens of Reno County, 
Kans., for old-age pension legislation; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of citizens of Beaver City, Nebr., 
protesting against passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petitions of Granges Nos. 60 and 1343, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Halifax, Pa., and of Grange No. 1391, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Union, Pa., urging certain changes 
in the oleomargarine law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Trinity United Brethren Church, of Lebanon, 
Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., indorsing House resolution 357; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of San 
Francisco, Cal., fayoring House bill 16841; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 16989, a bill to correct 
the military record of James Bowery; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Auburn (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring House bill 17033; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. è 

Mr. Mr. REILLY: Memorial of the Hartford (Conn.) Cen- 
tral Labor Union, relatiye tọ a certain petition of the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor to Congress; to the Committee on 
Printing. 
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Also, petition of W. E. Keach, of Danielson, Conn., in favor of 
parea post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

ads. 

Also, petition of the Men and Religion Forward Movement, of 
Middletown, Conn., for the establishment of a children’s bureau 
in the Department of Commerce and Labor; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Also, petition of Meridian Grange, of Wallingford, Conn., in 
favor of reduction of duty on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIMS: Papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
5 estate of Joseph Cain, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Tennessee, for an 
effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. z 

Also, petition of citizens of Paris, Tenn., for legislation pro- 
hibiting gambling in farm products; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for heirs or estate of Stephen 
Smith, deceased, late of McNairy County, Tenn; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of citizens of Forsyth, N. C., 
for an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., 
for passage of Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. x 

Also, petition of citizens of the fifth congressional district of 
Kentucky, for erection of an American Indian memorial and 
museum building; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of fifth congressional district of 
Kentucky, for old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of the Christian Union 
Church of West Epping, of Epping, N. H., and of citizens of 
Brentwood, N. H., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard in- 
terstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Gus Zimmerman and 3 others, 
of New York City, in favor of the reduction of duty on raw and 
refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Nicodemus Usiak, of Krakow, Wis., in favor 
of House bill 14, for the extension of parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: Petition of citizens of the 
twenty-seventh congressional district of New York, for an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of Ehs & Greaney, of 
Cairo, III., asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Illinois, for parcel- 
post legislation, ete.; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petitions of citizens of Moulton, Cin- 
cinnati, and Unionville, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post. Roads. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Spauld- 
ing, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill 16214; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of D. C. Rollins, of Shelby, N. C., 
and of J. T. A. Lawing and 4 others, of Charlotte, N. C., asking 
that the duty on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITE: Memorial of citizens of Spratt, Ohio, pro- 
testing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Reads, 

Also, petition of Natches Tribe, Independent Order of Red 
Men, favoring the erection of an American Indian memorial and 
museum building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions and church organizations of 
New Jersey, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of J. S. Elkins and sun- 
dry citizens of Van Zandt County, Tex., for total elimination 
of the tariff on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. Q. Burris and sundry citizens of Kauf- 
man County, Tex., in favor of parcel post; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, February 16, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: : 

Once more, Almighty God, our heavenly Father, in the dispen- 
sation of Thy providence are we permitted to assemble within 


these historic walls. Grant, O most merciful Father, that the 
history here enacted this day may reflect wisdom and the high- 
est statesmanship upon the actors and redound to the good of 
the millions whom they represent and receive the stamp of 
Thine approval. For Thine is the kingdom and the power and 
the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


: By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
ows: 

To Mr. Jacoway, for 1 day, on account of illness. 

To Mr. KINDRro, for 10 days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. ApAMson, for 4 days, on account of sickness in family. 


PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
puas] rises to a question of personal privilege, which he will 
state. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have this extract rend 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. Itis necessary 
for the Chair to hear, in order to determine whether a question 
of personal privilege is presented or not. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have this communica- 
tion from the Philadelphia Inquirer of yesterday morning, the 
15th instant, read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the communication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES EXPERTS SENT OUT CAMPAIGNING—ENGINEER TELLS OF 
BEING ASSIGNED TO CONGRESSMEN SEEKING REELECTION—EVERGLADES 
SCANDAL PROBERS HEAR OF PRACTICE OF AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT IN 
SOUTHERN STATES. 

WASHINGTON, February 14. 

The House inquiry into the Florida Eyerglades was enlivened to-day 
by testimony to the effect that the Department of Agriculture in times 
past had sent some of its experts on campaign tours with Congressmen 
seeking reelection. 

J. O. Wright, formerly in the department, but now chief drainage 
engineer of the State of Florida, called to explain his reports on the 
Everglades, said that in 1908 he was detailed to accompany Representa- 
tive Joux H. SMALL, of North Carolina, a Democrat, to Washington, 
N. C., during a campaign. 

Four other Agricultural Department employees, he said, went along. 
There was an expert on soils, one on pra industry, a corn expert, and 
a cotton expert. The Government paid the expenses, Mr. Wright said. 
He said Representative SMALL introduced them to the crowds and told 
7 wait until the “finish, as he had something important” to 
te em. 

The concluding remarks of Mr. SMALL, ND 5 said, were of a political 
mee 825 his own speeches Wright pald he gave Mr. SMALL credit 
or legislation. 

Other candidates he had helped, he said, were Representatives Gop- 
WIN and THOMAS, of North rolina; Representative RANSDELL, of 
Louisiana; and another Representative, from the Shreveport district, 
whose name he had forgotten. ; 

“The Everglades are still unreclaimed,” said Wright. “A very small 

ortion is under cultivation. Most of that part of the Florida Peninsula 
incapable of cultivation, because it has not been drained.” 

Representative SMALL, of North Carolina, appeared before the com- 
mittee to explain the trips through his district. He said 3 did 
not enter into the lectures or discussions and that diffusion of knowledge 
was the aim. 

Chairman Moss asked Solicitor McCabe, of the department, if the 

ractice of sending Government employees into congressional districts 

Raa been discontinued. Mr. McCabe d it had not; but insisted there 

was no politics in it. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection if the 
gentleman asks unanimous consent, but I suggest the paper read 
presents no question of privilege. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he does not think that charges that a 
Congressman or Representative was using the benefits of the 
Agricultural Department for personal and political promotion 
is not a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It only states that an officer of the depart- 
ment delivered a lecture, or something, down in his district. It 
does not say it was political. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows, but the gravamen of the 
charge is that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr, SMALL] 
imported these agricultural agents down into his district:for 
the purpose of helping to reelect him to Congress. 

Mr. SMALL. And in a political campaign. 
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The SPEAKER. And in a political campaign. The Chair 
thinks it is a question of privilege, as it reflects on the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Smarr] in his representative 
capacity. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, the inference or imputation 
which may be drawn from this newspaper publication to the 
effect that there was the slightest impropriety in the conduct 
of this or other agricultural meetings in my district—the first 
congressional district of North Carolina—is utterly unfounded 
and untrue. And in order to correct the injustice which has 
been done to myself, and also, and not the least, to correct 
an injustice which has been done to the Department of Agri- 
culture, I have risen to this question of privilege in order to 
state the truth. My district is largely agricultural. I think 
the census shows that at least 80 per cent of the population are 
directly dependent upon the farm for their support. Under 
those conditions it was the bounden duty of the Representa- 
tive of those people to utilize, in as far as he could legitimately, 

e services of every executive department of this Government 
for their benefit. And the Agricultural Department, naturally, 
was capable of rendering them the greater service. When I was 
first elected to this House, in 1898, and began to observe the 
line of activities in which I could be most useful, of course I 
came to the conclusion that, the agricultural interests being the 
dominant industry, should receive particular consideration. 

I observed at the same time that they were not availing them- 
selves of the manifold activities of this department. Only in a 
slight degree were the publications of that department dissemi- 
nated and read, and in very few instances were the experts of 
that department called upon by individuals or organizations to 
aid them in the improvement of agricultural methods. I con- 
cluded that the best method of utilizing the department was by 
bringing to those people experts from that department, to meet 
them face to face and to discuss with them agricultural prob- 
lems. So, therefore, beginning about 1905, it was determined 
to have annual meetings in the summer, during July and August, 
which would be held at each county seat in my district. There 
are 14 counties in the district, but 1 of them being exclu- 
sively, almost, a fishing county, only 13 were visited. Through 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the chiefs of several bureaus 
experts were detailed to visit the district as lecturers and 
conduct these meetings. 

One of the vital problems in my district is that of drainage. 
There are 500,000 acres of unreclaimed swamp land in that 
district, most of which have been pronounced by experts in the 
Bureau of Soils as being exceedingly fertile. One of them in 
his report stated that much of these lands were as fertile as 
the Delta of the Mississippi. 

There is almost an equal area of land which has been under 
cultivation for many years, even for generations—some for 100 
years—which, by reason of its slight elevation above tide level 
has never been efficiently drained. Therefore, among others, I 
made application for a lecturer to talk upon the subject of 
drainage, and through the Secretary and Dr. A. ©. True, the 
director of experiment stations, Mr. J. O. Wright was detailed 
to discuss that subject. Up to that time I had never met Mr. 
Wright. Those meetings have been continned from year to 
year each summer since that time, and, as I remember, during 
the summers of 1905, 1906, and 1907 Mr. J. O. Wright accom- 
panied the party and discussed drainage. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture are now conducting an investigation arising out of the 
charge that certain reports of investigations by the Office of 
Drainage Investigations of the Department of Agriculture had 
been suppressed. Two days ago Mr. J. O. Wright was upen the 
stand, and upon the inguiry being propounded to him as to the 
reason why some reports had not been formulated at an earlier 
date gave as one excuse that he had been detailed for this work 
in my district. I was informed when the matter was men- 
tioned, and I went down to the comniittee and made a state- 
iment. 

Now, the facts connected with those meetings, so far as this 
inference goes, are these: There was never injected into those 
meatings in the slightest degree any political or partisan discus- 
sion. I realized the proprieties, and not only upon my own part 
endenvored to avoid any reference to partisan matters but 
stated to each one of these gentlemen that I desired any politi- 
cal references to be eschewed. They observed the request. Not 
only were no polities discussed, nor were there any politics in 
it, but, on the contrary, I never inquired about, and I do not 
know to-day. the political affiliations of a single lecturer sent 
ou® by the department to attend these meetings. Nor did we 
even in private conversation discuss any political subject. It 
is strange, indeed, when a Representative ean not utilize one of 
these executive departments for the betterment of his people 


without a charge being made that it is being done for ulterior 
political purposes. These meetings were held not in campaign 
years alone, but even in such years they were held long before 
the campaign began. They were held every year consecutively, 
and, in so far as I can induce the Department of Agriculture to 
do so, these meetings will be continued. They have resulted in 
great benefit to the people of the district. 

Time after time comments have come, both oral and written, 
of the great service which has been rendered to agriculture by 
the introduction of improved methods, and of the betterment of 
those who live upon the farms by the teaching and the instruc- 
tion which have been given at these meetings. Some reference 
was made in the hearing before the committee to similar meet- 
ings held in the congressional district of Hon. Joszypn E. RANS- 
DELL, of Louisiana, and other Members. My information, derived 
from reputable sources, justifies me in the statement that all 
other meetings have been conducted on the same high plane and 
that the only purpose was to bring benefit to the farmer and to 
introduce better farm methods. 

Mr. Speaker, these inferences and these inuendoes involve an 
injustice to the Department of Agriculture. So far as I am 
concerned, I take pleasure in stating that the administration of 
that department in the South has been free from political bias. 
[Applause.] There has never been at any time any act or sug- 
gestion upon the part of any official of the department that any 
benefit should be withheld from my district or from my State 
because the majority there happens to be of a different political 
faith from the majority controlling the administration under 
which this department was conducted, 

This dispatch, so far as I have been able to observe, was sent 
out by the Associated Press alone. I do not propose to exhibit 
any feeling or to make any charges against the correspondent 
who is responsible for it; but, Mr. Speaker, I submit that 
those who are responsible for the dissemination of the news 
through the Associated Press, upon which so many newspapers 
are dependent for obtaining news of events at the National 
Capital, should be more careful and discriminating in the 
character of the news which they send out. 

To show how little excuse there was for this communication, 
on Wednesday, when this matter came to my attention, I went 
before the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Agriculture and asked leave to interrupt the testimony of Mr. 
Wright, and made substantially the same statement as I have 
made to-day within Jess than an hour after the reference of Mr. 
Wright had been made to myself in his testimony; and at the 
conclusion of my statement I turned to Mr. J. O. Wright, the 
witness, and asked him if my statement was correct, and asked 
him if he had any information to the contrary, either direct 
information or by inference, to please state it then and there, 
and at that moment he said that my statement was absolutely 
correct. While I had not heard what occurred, the chairman 
of the committee interjected the statement immediately there- 
after that there was no substantia! difference between the state- 
ments of the witness, Mr. J. O. Wright, and those of myself, 
so that it ean be readily seen that this dispatch, sent out by the 
Associated Press, was absolutely without foundation and abso- 
lutely inexcusable. 

I have not sought to raise this question of privilege so much 
on account of myself as to remove any imputations which might 
involve an injustice to the Department of Agriculture. 

Before concluding I desire, in order that I may not be misun- 
derstood, to make this further statement: I know nothing about 
the immediate matter that is under investigation by his com- 
mittee relating to the suppression of any report upon the 
investigation of the Everglades in Florida, and it was an im- 
pertinence to have injected this immaterial matter into that 
investigation in any way whatever. I have my own opinion, 
and I state this for fear of misunderstanding as to the action of 
the department in dismissing two officials—Mr. C. G. Elliott, 
the chief of the drainage Investigations, and his assistant, Mr. 
Morehouse. I think, if I understand the facts correctly, that a 
grave injustice was done to them and that the action was taken 
under a serious misapprehension of the facts, 

I simply interjeet that statement by way of parentheses and 
in order te avoid any misunderstanding; but upon the lines 
upon which I have spoken, upon which this communication 
rests, I desire in the strongest and most emphatic manner to 
deny any insinuations or any statements of fact which may tend 
to support any inference that there was in the slightest degree 
polities injected into those meetings or that the Department 
of Agriculture was responsible in the least degree for the mak- 
ing of campaign material and the furtherance of my political 
interests. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp by inserting an interview that I gave. 
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FEBRUARY 16, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


SHERWOOD PENSION BILL, 


Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend some remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. ASHBROOK] 
asks unanimous consent to extend remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I submit for the RECORD an 
editorial in the Aurora (III.) Beacon News, of February 13, 
1912, commenting upon the Sherwood pension bill. I only wish 
to say at this time that I am firm in the belief that the Smoot 
substitute will be very unsatisfactory to the old veterans, who 
were well pleased with the Sherwood bill as it passed in the 
House. The old soldiers believe that the Sherwood bill is the 
best and most meritorious bill that has ever been considered by 
Congress. Their disappointment over the defeat of the Sulloway 
bill was very great, and now that the Sherwood bill has been 
sidetracked for a substitute that is a mere pretense, it is very 
discouraging to these brave old yeterans who are dying at the 
rate of 100 per day. There will be an accounting in store for 
those who are responsible for this threatened defeat of the Sher- 
wood bill that will be as severe as it is deserved. The editorial 
referred to reads as follows: 

HUMILIATING THE OLD SOLDIER. 


Only a short time ago at a mass meeting of citizens in Aurora resolu- 
tions were adopted calling upon the Senate of the United States to fur- 
ther help to pay the debt of gratitude we owe the veterans of the Civil 
War by passing the Sherwood bill. 

This mass meeting was a nonpartisan affair. A Republican Member 
of Congress, a Republican ex-United States Senator, a present Demo- 
cratic candidate for governor of Illinois, and a present Democratic candi- 
date for member of the State legislature spoke în favor of the bill, while 
a mayor elected on a nonpartisan ticket without opposition presided. 

Yesterday the Senate Committee on Pensions threw out the Sherwood 
bill which the Aurora people indorsed and offered a substitute pro- 

5 Senator REED SMOOT, of Utah, denying to the old soldier his 
onest due. 

Great God! Must men now in need of the barest comforts in life 
crawl as suppliants before a rich Utah banker, whose wealth piled u 
for him because his daddy basked beneath the smiles of Brigham Young 

Must these men who went to the front when they were mere boys 
and whose locks are now tinged with the y of honest toil be thus 
humiliated by one who, when they bared their breasts to the enemy's 
fire, was pulling at the rubber nipple on a milk bottle? 

No! A thousand times, no! 

Better far a century of penury than an hour of ingratitude! 

Illinois expects her Senators to do their duty. 


The old veterans are not only deserving of all that the Sher- 
wood bill would give them, but they are poor and needy. I have 
no doubt that more than half of the old soldiers depend wholly 
upon their pensions and have no other income. Not 1 in 20 
can earn a cent. I received this letter to-day : 

New PHILADELPHIA, OHIO, February 12, 1912. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. 


Kıxp Sin: Will the old soldier get any more pension or are we turned 
down again? I don't know how we can live if we don't. I get $15 per 
month and we have not had a pound of butter in our house since 
Thanksgiving. Forty cents for butter, 40 cents per dozen for eggs, 
$1.40 per bushel for potatoes, 80 cents for coffee, etc. How can we 
live on $15 per month? We are just out of coal and it has been raised 
10 cents per bushel, and I only have 50 cents to my name. I don't 
drink or smoke or chew. I served over three years and was in some of 
the worst battles, was shot, and yet I only get $15. Please help us soon. 


Your friend, Bact 8 


This is only one of the many pathetic appeals that daily pour 
into the hands of the Members who represent soldier constitu- 
encies. To me it seems nothing short of a crime to delay, post- 
pone, and defeat all pension legislation and permit these old 
yeterans, who preserved this Union, to suffer for the bare neces- 
sities of life during their declining days and die in want, when 
by the passage of the Sherwood bill practically every soldier 
would be able to at least live. 

That the old comrades are dissatisfied with the Smoot substi- 
tute, which means little and to but few, is shown by the follow- 
ing extracts from veterans just received: 


Albert L. Calloway, of Quitman, Mo., a soldier who enlisted 
early in the war and was mustered out in 1865, writes: 


It would be much better to let legislation stand as it is than to pass 
one of the McCumber propositions. 


A letter from Webster, N. Y., signed by Veteran C. E. Clark, 


Says: 

I notice by the McCumber invention he only makes $3 per month 
difference between a man who served three years and three months 
and the man who served three months. I served three years and three 
months, and, at 66 years, he rates me at $18 per month, while the 


man that served three months he rates, at 66 years, at $15 per month. 


His invention No. 18 would have been a great deal better, but there 
1 = justice in such propositions. Better let the pension law stand as 
t is. 


Thomas Rayson, of Circleville, Ohio, says: 

Stand by your guns. The pro d Smoot amendment would be of 
no value—only to a very few old men. Stick for the original bill. 

Col. E. P. Lee, of Minneapolis, Minn.: 


Senator McCumper has formulated a pension bill to substitute for the 
Sherwood bill. This bill does not meet with the approval of the old 
veterans, and I hope when the bill goes to conference that Gen. SHER- 
woop will refuse to accept the MeCumber bill. 

John F. Lewis, of Great Bend, Kans., writes: 


This is the first and only Congress that has shown proper militar 
instinct in the pension business, and I hope you will 1 . — by 7 
guns, whether the bill passes or not, as it is a true standard and our 
Government must come to it sooner or later. Every vestige of patriot- 
ism must be dug out of the Arog if for no other reason but that of its 
influence upon the rising genera fon. A rervice bill passed for the old 
Civil War soldiers should be an honor roll and not a pauper list. 

Mr. Lewis was first sergeant of Company G, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, a veteran regi- 
ment of 30 battles. 

Joel R. Harvey, of Newcastle, Ind., says: 

I want to say to you I am 66 years old, enlisted for three years on? 
December 22, 1861. First vote for Lincoln, second term, aa I was 
19. Never voted anything but Republican ticket since. Cleveland's ad- 
ministration, in m opin on, was better than Taft's. Cleveland never 
allowed his Cabinet officers to discredit the soldiers. 

M. B. Main, of Chicago, III., a prominent soldier and good 
citizen, writes to Gen. SHERWOOD : 

I note with extreme regret that the Senate Committee on Pensions 
have seen fit to turn down your excellent measure and indorse the 
Smoot substitute, a measure, by the way, which means nothing to our 
suffering comrades, as most of them will be dead and buried long before 
it comes into operation. It is evident to any thinking man that this 
measure was put forward merely to rob the Democratic Party of any 
credit they would receive of e passa, of the original measure. 
I think I but voice the sentiment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
when I say, rather than see this substitute adopted we would prefer to 
see the original measure go down to defeat. e are standing upon the 

rinciple of right and justice, and if the Republican Senate sees fit 
o ignore our claims, let them bear the consequences, which, we believe, 
will not tend to advance popuni of this pany ; so I hope the friends 
of the Sherwood service-pension bill will cons der no compromise on 
the measure, but insist on its passage in its original form, 

Comrade P. A. Malone, Twenty-second Illinois Veterans, 
writing from De Soto, Mo., February 14, says: 

Under the Smoot substitute a soldier has to wait for full benefit 
until he is 75 years old. Why should a comrade who has served three 
years wait that long? It is a mere aggravating promise that only a 
very few will ever realize. 

From Washington Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Chi- 
cago, Capt. W. Hirsch writes as follows. Capt Hirsch is a 
three-year veteran: 

What we want is the Sherwood bill or none. I speak the sentiments 
of 96 members of our Post. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18956) making 
appropriation for the support of the Army. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SAUNDERS 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union is in session for the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 18956) making appropriation for the support 
of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
desires to address the Committee of the Whole on a matter 
relating to this bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman may proceed for 15 minutes. 

Mr. HAY. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin may address 
the Committee of the Whole for 15 minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman, in view of the growth of 
socialism the world over, it is of general interest and of im- 
portance to the country to know the position of the Socialists 
as to standing armies and navies. 

To begin with, I want to say most emphatically that the 
Socialists do not want our people to be defenseless or to be 
depending upon the good will of any other nation at any time. 
We want the people of our country to be in a position to take 
care of themselves at all times. We know that treaties and 
written instruments are of very little account if they are not 
backed up by sufficient force and power. 

Furthermore, we know that no nation in history that was 
totally disarmed ever remained a free nation. We know that 
whenever a nation was conquered, the first measure taken by 
the conquerors was to disarm the conquered. We know all that. 
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Therefore, I want to state to the Committee of the Whole 
that I believe in an armed nation—armed, however, for defense 
only. I believe in a people invincible for defense, but slow, 
awkward, and of no use for conquest or aggression. 

A standing army, gentlemen, means a standing preparation 
for war. There are better things to prepare for than war. 

We are spending nearly $400,000,000 annually in preparation 
for war or as the result of former wars, while we are spending 
only $200,000,000 annually for education in this country. The 
figures which I haye given do not include the expenditures for 
the militia of the various States. 

It is useless for certain yery well meaning men to cry “ Peace, 
peace, peace,” when they are voting millions and millions of 
dollars every year for war. We will finally get what we are 
preparing for. 

Why should the United States prepare for war? Who is 
going to attack us? Are the Canadians going to attack us? 
Will the Mexicans attack us? 

I heard a Member from Texas tell in a private conversation 
the other day that in case of any trouble with Mexico, Texas 
alone, without any assistance from the rest of the country, 
could whip our southern neighbor. [Applause.] I believe it. 
And I believe that in case the Canadians should try to conquer 
the United States, Wisconsin and Minnesota could do the job 
of taking care of them, eyen without help from Missouri. 
[Laughter. ] 

: Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the getleman permit an interrup- 
ion? 

Mr. BERGER. With pleasure. But remember, please, I 
have only 15 minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I understand; but I think this is a 
statement that ought to be made. The gentleman is mixing 
up his States a little bit. There is an impression in Mexico 
that they could easily lick the United States if it was not for 
Texas. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BERGER. I am just telling the House that Texas alone 
could take care of the. job. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman tell us 
which side he is on? 

Mr. BERGER. If the gentleman from Illinois will just wait 
until I get through he will find out all right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, from the rest of the world we are separated 
by two great oceans. In other words, we are in a better posi- 
tion to dispense with standing armies than any other nation 
in the world’s history ever was. There is no question about 
that. 

We also have had the yellow peril pictured before us. I say 
no invading army—yellow, black, or white—will ever leave this 
country in any other way except as released prisoners, There 
can be no question about that. [Applause.] 

But there is one thing of which I am seriously afraid. A 
standing army always brings before my vision the danger of 
the man on horseback. No republic in the history of the world 
has ever very long survived a standing army. There is the 
real danger, gentlemen. 

Yet the tendency of our legislation is in favor of a standing 
army. Here are the figures. In 1898 the Army appropriation 
was only $23,129,344. 

Then came the Spanish War. Since then the appropriations 
haye grown to the neighborhood of $100,000,000. In spite of 
a reduction in the last two years’ appropriation the amount we 
are now asked to vote for is the amount total of $93,374,755.97. 

In 1890 the appropriation for fortifications was $1,233,594. 
For 1912 we are asked to give $5,473,707. 

Now, as to the Navy. In 1890 the Navy appropriation was 
$21,692,510.27. This year we are asked for $126,478,338. 

Pensions have also grown since 1890. At that time the 
appropriation was $89,758,700. For the year 1912, almost 50 
years after the close of the Civil War, we are paying 
$153,682,000. 

A nation that is all the time preparing for war, like we do, 
will sooner or later have a war. 

Let us compare this condition of things with Switzerland. 
Switzerland is a republic, but Switzerland is in a particularly 
difficult position, being surrounded by Germany, France, Italy, 
and Austria—four countries with large standing armies. There 
are three different languages spoken in Switzerland—German 
is spoken by about two-thirds of the population, French by one- 
fourth, and 10 per cent speak Italian. It is true that Switzer- 
Jand’s neutrality is guaranteed by the great European powers. 


. but this would amount to very little in case of a European war, 


However, Switzerland is well able to take care of itself 
against any attack. It relies entirely upon the national militia. 
The service in this force is compulsory and universal, except 
for physical disability. Those excused or rejected pay cer- 
tain taxes. è 
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Actual service begins at the age of 20. The first 12 years 
are spent in the “Auszug,” or the “ Elite”; the next eight years 
in the “Landwehr”; the remaining eight years in the “ Land- 
sturm ” for all those who have gone through the “Elite” and 
the “Landwehr.” 

Now, I shall disregard entirely the“ Landsturm,” which con- 
sists of about 50,000 men who have served 20 years in the 
army. The military strength of Switzerland, with a population 
in 1890 of but 3,741,971, is as follows: 


Men. 
ee, d d E N A E 140, 000 
The: reserve; r Landen aaa 135, 000 
EAI CEN ehh n AEE a aa al ae En D E Ta DE Daa 275, 000 


I may say that Switzerland is in a most excellent position to 
take care of itself against any attack from any side, whatever 
it may be. 

Yet Switzerland has no standing army. The initial training 
of the Swiss militia is carried out in recruiting schools. The 
schooling period is now 65 days for the infantry, engineers, and 
foot artillery; T5 days for field artillery; and 90 days for 
cavalry, of which Switzerland has only about 5,000. 

The subsequent training, called the “repetition course,” is 
11 days annually, But after going through seven courses fur- 
ther attendance is excused for all men under the rank of ser- 
geant. The “Landwehr” men are called out only once for 
training during the entire eight years. 

But every Swiss militiaman must serve a rifle course annu- 
ally during the entire 20 years. There are numerous shooting 
societies and shooting ranges all over the country for that 
purpose. 

The expenditures for that “army of democracy” are by no 
means small; they amount to 40,000,000 francs yearly, or 
$8,000,000. Switzerland is surrounded by great nations with 
immense standing armies, That must be taken into considera- 
tion. 

Switzerland, however, has no standing army. The Swiss 
militia is more like the armed democracy of ancient republics 
than any other military institution in the world. It surely 
could never be used by any usurper against the people. 

We should haye such a system here. Both Washington and 
Jefferson believed in a citizen soldiery and a mere skeleton of 
an army. In Washington’s time the Regular Army was reduced 
to about 2,000 men. 

The force under Gen. Anthony Wayne, that broke the Indian 
power at the Maumee Rapids in 1794, was composed of men 
specially recruited for that purpose. Subsequently the Regular 
Army was increased somewhat, but it was again reduced—this 
time to 3,000 men—under Thomas Jefferson. 

We could readily and without any harm to ourselves reduce 
our regularly employed Army to the 25,000 officers and men 
which constituted its strength from shortly after the Civil War 
until 1898. : 

That ¿rmy was sufficient to quell the Sioux, the Apaches, and 
the Utes and other Indians. It will be more than sufficient for 
any present need, since the last Indian war has been fought. 
Insiead of voting $93,000,000 that could be better used in a 
thousand other ways, this Congress should organize a military 
system like that of the Swiss, and select a commission of 
trained military men to carry the measure into effect. 

I shall, therefore, Mr. Chairman, vote against the entire bill. 
no matter what amendments are made to it, because as a matter 
of principle I am opposed to standing armies. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman takes his 
seat, I will ask him to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BERGER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman favor a three-year or a 
five-year enlistment? 

Mr. BERGER. A three-year enlistment, under the circum- 
stances, because it smacks a little less like a Russian army. 
However, I shall vote against the entire appropriation bill. If 
you could make the term of enlistment three months, I would 
favor that still more, of course, and vote for it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman believe that we should 
have a number of men trained in military service, and have 
those men go back to the body of the people to engage in peace- 
fu] pursuits, rather than to have them remain permanently as 
a part of the military establishment? 

Mr. BERGER. I favor every citizen being trained in military 
knowledge. I favor every man being made capable of and 
trained to defend our freedom in case of need. And I am also 
in favor of every citizen engaging in useful and peaceful pur- 
suits permanently. I am against all standing armies. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BERGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman favor 15 regiments of 
Cavalry or 10? a 

Mr. BERGER. I believe the days of cavalry have passed. 
‘As far as I have studied the question, cavalry can only be 
used to cover the movements of the army or to discover the 
movements of the enemy. We read that in Tunis the Italians 
use balloons and aeroplanes for that purpose. The usefulness 
of the horse in war is fast waning. The automobile and the 
aeroplane are taking its place. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Taccart] stated that very 
nicely the other day by telling the story of Mars-la-Tour in 
1870. That was the last time cavalry has ever attacked in- 
fantry. Four French cavalry regiments were wiped out in less 
than an hour like snow upon a hot July day. These regiments 
were the flower of the French Army, and the Germans did not 
have nearly as good rifles as we have now. You can not use 
cavalry any more against infantry or artillery. 

Mr. GARNER. Then the gentleman is in favor of cutting 
the regiments down from 15 to 10. 

Mr. BERGER. Decidedly; because you will save money and 
you will surely save human life in case of action. 

Mr. CANNON. What did the gentleman say was the ex- 
penditure for military purposes in Switzerland? 

Mr. BERGER. Eight millions of dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the population of Switzerland? 

Mr. BERGER. Almost 4,000,000. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman, Switzerland is surrounded 
by the most powerful standing armies in the world. We are 
not. Switzerland must be prepared to fight for its integrity. I 
am willing to spend a great deal of money for defense, but none 
for conquest. 

Mr. WEEKS. I was going to ask the gentleman what would 
be the expenditure for our Army per capita if we expended as 
much as Switzerland does for its militia. It would be double 
our present appropriation. 

Mr. BERGER. No, sir, it would not; because Switzerland 
does not spend anything for the Swiss navy. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that a point of order 
was pending when the committee rose on yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. HAY. I would like to know whether it is going to be 
insisted upon. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman to 
state his point of order, or make it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order be- 
cause the section changes existing law in violation of the Hol- 
man rule. The portion of that rule applicable to the pending 
question is as follows: 

Nor shall any a Sago in any such bill or amendment thereto chang- 
ing existing law in order except such as, being germane to the su 
ject matter of the bill, shall retrench serene the reduction of 
the number and salary of the officers of the United States, by the reduc- 
tion of the compensation of any BB pep paid out of the ry of 
the United aa or by the reduction of amounts of money covered b 
the bill: Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such b 
upon the report of the committee or a joint commission authorized by 
Jaw or the House Members of any such commission having jurisdiction 
of the subject matter of such amendment, which ment, being 
germane to the subject matter of the bill, shall retrench expenditures. 

A reading of section 5 makes clear the fact that it does not, 
upon its face, show that it would reduce expenditures and come 
within this rule. To demonstrate that the section would reduce 
expenditures would require the taking of testimony, and very 
probably an absolute contradiction in the statements of wit- 
nesses as to whether there would be a retrenchment, and thus 
necessarily throw upon the Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole the determination of this question of fact. No person 
on reading the section could tell that it would retrench expendi- 
tures. As I say, it would throw the whole burden of determin- 
ing the deciding question of fact as to whether the section re- 
trenched expenditures—the fact upon which the rule turns— 
upon the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and that 
certainly can not be the proper procedure of the House under 
this rule. 

General appropriation bills, furnishing supplies upon which 
the very existence of the Nation may depend, ought not to be 
complicated with legislation proposing to change existing law, 
unless very clearly, upon the reading of the bill itself and with- 
out hearing witnesses the proposed legislation comes within the 
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provisions of the rule, and then only in the manner provided by 
the rule itself, — 

section creates 6,000 new positions in the Army. While, 
Mr. Chairman, it replaces not to exceed 4,000 civilian employees 
and an indefinite number of enlisted men in the line of the 
Army, it certainly is not apparent that it will retrench expendi- 
tures in any manner or degree whatever. In certain hearings 
on May 18, 1911, before the Committee on Military Affairs, on 
House bill 7713, Sixty-second Congress, a bill making similar 
provision for a general service corps of enlisted men, on page 
22 and following there appears testimony to the effect that 
economy will result from the substitution of military for civil 
labor in the Army. But, Mr. Chairman, a close inspection of 
this testimony reveals the fact that in computing the cost of 
the proposed military organization, no estimate or allowance 
was made by the witnesses who gave their testimony for the 
following items: 

1. Officers’ work to control and attend to 6,000 enlisted men, 
including court-martial work. That is a necessary expense, and 
should be estimated for always. 

2. There was no estimate made in the testimony of the wit- 
nesses that this bill would retrench expenditures for those who 
will be detailed to care for the rest—for example, cooks, cloth- 
ing issues, clerks for pay and muster rolls, barrack orderlies, 
and so forth. 

3. No estimate was allowed for losses by desertion. Five 
hundred would desert annually if the proportion were the same 
as in the rest of the Army. These men are to be enlisted as 
other men are enlisted, and presumably there will be the pro- 
portionate average number of desertions. 

4. No allowance was made for losses by discharge by court- 
martial, of which the average number is 230 annually. 

5. No allowance was made for the support and guarding of 
prisoners. About 300 would always be prisoners to be sup- 
ported and guarded, supposing that the men who are to be 
enlisted under section 5 would furnish the average number of 
prisoners. 

6. No allowance was made for cost of transportation. Under 
the law as it now exists civil employees are picked out where 
needed and discharged when they are no longer required. 
This would not be the case with soldiers regularly enlisted who 
take the place of civilian employees, and this additional ex- 
pense ought to be allowed for. 

7. No allowance was made for those soldiers who are idle, 
waiting assignments between jobs or by reason of illness. 

8. No allowance was made for pensions to those incurring dis- 
ability in the line of duty. 

9. No allowance was made for quarters. These were insuf- 
ficiently provided for in the estimates of witnesses. 

It is quite apparent that all these items should have been 
taken into account, but there is nothing in section 5 to show 
that they were taken into account, and they were not. It can 
not be determined whether section 5 would decrease expendi- 
tures, except by the taking of the testimony of witnesses, and 
this, as I say, would throw the whole burden of determining 
this vital question of fact upon the Chairman, whereas it ought 
to be left to the Chairman to decide it by a perusal of the sec- 
tion itself and a comparison of it with existing law. 

It is true, morever, that public policy demands the employ- 
ment of civil labor—I speak now of the question of policy— 
rather than military labor, wherever it is practicable and eco- 
nomical. The greater the use-of civil labor the more rapidly a 
given number of men can be placed in line of battle when war 
occurs. In time of war all men enlisted and trained at the 
Government's expense, with provision for pension and retire- 
ment, should be in the fighting line. That, however, goes to the 
question of policy. 

I made the point of order because section 5 is new legislation 
on a general appropriation bill, and the section on its face does 
not show that it would reduce expenditures, but, on the con- 
trary, leaves that vital question of fact to be determined from 
the testimony of witnesses, and is therefore not within the 
Holman rule. 

The decision of this question by a Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole would be only his opinion, and that opinion 
might be entirely at variance with the fact, whereas the Holman 
rule plainly means, as it ought to mean, that it is to be applied 
only where there can be no mistake as to the fact. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, under existing law there are now 
employed annually by the Quartermaster General and Com- 
missary General, and other bureau chiefs in charge of these 
different supply corps, 4,832 civilian employees. There are also 
detailed to their command 2,478 enlisted men on extra duty in 
the Quartermaster and Subsistence Departments. These soldiers 
are paid from-35 cents to 50 cents per day. This legislation, 
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if enacted, will reduce the expenditures of the Government 
one million nine hundred and sixty-odd thousand dollars a year 
when all of these people become enlisted men; and in the next 
fiscal year, if 1,000 men are employed in place of soldiers and 
civilians, we will reduce the expenditures $368,000 per year. 
This calculation has been very carefully made by the Quarter- 


master General. There is no question about the reduction. 
There is no doubt that this saving can be made and will be made 
if this law is passed. I therefore think that it is within the 
Holman rule, and believe that the point of order should be 
overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated somewhat 
in extenso its opinion of the proper construction of section 2 of 
Rule XXI. It is impossible, in view of existing law, and having 
in mind at once the cost of the employees to be replaced and 
the cost of the employees that will take their places, not to 
conclude that a reduction will be effected. The amount to be 
paid to these employees respectively, is fixed by law. Hence a 
comparison can be made. This is a constructfve piece of legis- 
lation which it is competent for the committee to report by 
virtue of authority given it by Rule XXI under the prescribed 
conditions. The Chair thinks that it is manifest that this sec- 
tion will effect a retrenchment. The point of order is over- 
ruled. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HAY. The Clerk has read the section. I desire to offer 
an amendment to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment. 

Mr. HAY. On page 53, line 14, after the word “clerks,” in- 
sert the words “ civil-service employees.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk Will, report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Page 53, line 14, after the word “ clerks,” insert the words “ civil- 
service employees.” É 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not sure whether that is 
proper language or not, whether it should be “ civil-service 
employees“ or“ employees in the classified service.” 

Mr. HAY. I think it covers the ground. 

Mr. MANN. Civil-service employees are all employees who 
are not in the military service. 

Mr. HAY. However, if there is any doubt about it I will 
change it so as to make it read “employees in the classified 
service.” I am willing to do that if the gentleman thinks that 
is more certain. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Virginia desire 
to withdraw his amendment and re-form it in the manner 
indicated? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be done. The 
gentleman will present his amendment as he desires to re- 
form it. 

Mr. HAY. After the word “clerks” insert the words “ em- 
ployees in the classified service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 54, line 14, after the word “clerks,” insert the words. em- 
ployees in the classified service.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, in order to make this section con- 
form to the amendment which was made in regard to the 
change in the name of the corps, on page 53, line 7, strike out 
the word “supply” and insert the word “ quartermaster,” so 
that it will read “ quartermaster corps.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 53, line 7, strike out the word “supply” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ quartermaster.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. On the same page, line 19, strike out the word 
„Supply“ and insert the word “quartermaster.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia if he will suggest all those amendments in the 
proper place, the Chair will put them en bloc. P 

Mr. HAY. Then: 

In line 19, page 53, strike out the word “supply” and insert the 
word “ quartermaster.” 

Line 24, page 53, strike out the word “supply ” and insert the word 
“ quartermaster.” 

Page 54, line 1, strike out the word “supply” and insert the word 
“ quatermaster.” 


age 54, line 9, strike out the word “supply” and insert the word 
“ quartermaster.” 


Page 54, line 14, strike out the word“ supply“ and insert the word 

“ quartermaster.” 
age 54, line 20, strike out the word “service” and insert the word 

“ quartermaster.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that all the amendments indicated by him may be 
voted upon as a whole. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That the office establishments of The Adjutant General, the 
Inspector General, and the Chief of Staff of the Army are hereby con- 
solidated, and shall hereafter constitute a single bureau of the War 
is tice which shall be known as the Bureau of the General Staff, 
and of which the Chief of Staff shall be the head. The Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s and Inspector General’s Departments of the Army are hereby 
consolidated and merged into the General Staff Corps. The officers of 
said departments shall hereafter be known as officers of said corps and 
by the titles of the rank held by them therein, and, except as herein- 
after specifically provided to the contrary, so far as the officers hereby 
transferred to the General Staff Corps, and the offices held by them, 
may be affected, the provisions of sections 26 and 27 of the act of 
8 approve February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase the 
efficiency of the permanent military establishment of the United States,” 
are hereby extended so as to apply to the General Staff Corps in the 
manner and to the extent to which they, now apply to The Adjutant 
General’s and the Inspector General’s Departments; but nothing in said 
sections shall be held to apply to any officers of the General Staff 
Corps except the officers transferred to that corps from The Adjutant 
General's and my ery General's Departments by the terms of this 
act, and nothing in said sections or in this act shall be held or con- 
strued so as to nullify or change any of the provisions of existing law 
as to the detail of officers for duty as Chief of Staff, or as to the 
period for which officers so detailed may serve, “and no officer who 
shall have served four ra as Chief of Staff shall, except in case of 
emergency or in time of war, be eligible for further service as Chief of 
Staff until after he shall have served for at least two years with the 
line of the Army or on such other duty not 8 to the General 
Stat Corps as the President may direct.” e officers now holding 
commissions as officers of the said departments shall hereafter have the 
same tenure of commission in the General Staff Corps, and as officers 
of said corps shall have rank of the same grades and dates as that 
now held by them, and, for the purpose of filling vacancies among 
them, shall constitute one list, on which they shall be arranged ac- 
cording to rank, So long as any officers shall remain on said list an 
vacancy occurring therein shall be filled, if possible, from among suc 
officers. by- selection if the vacancy occurs in a grade above that of 
colonel, and, if the vacancy occurs in a grade not above that of colonel, 
by the 8 of an officer who would have been entitled to pro- 
motion 8 vacancy if the consolidation of departments 
hereby prescri had never occurred: Provided, That, except as other- 
wise specifically provided in this act, after the consolidaticn of 
bureaus, departments, and corps hereinbefore prouaea for shall have 
been effected, no details to fill vacancies in the grade of colonel in 
the General Staff Corps shall be made until the number of officers 
of that grade in said corps shall have been reduced by 3, and there- 
after the number of officers of said grade in said corps shall not 
exceed 10; and no details to fill vacancies In the de of lieutenant 
colonel in the General Staff Corps shall be made until after the number 
of officers of that grade in said corps shall have been reduced by 4, 
and thereafter the number of officers of said grade in said corps shall 
not exceed 14; and no details to fill vacancies in the grade of major 
in the General Staff Corps shall be made until after the number of 
officers of that grade in said corps shall have been reduced by 7, and 
thereafter the number of officers of said grade in said corps shall not 
exceed 25; and no details to fill vacancies in the grade of captain in 
the General Staff Corps shall be made until after the number of officers 
of that grade in said corps shall have been reduced by 11, and there- 
after the number of officers of said grade in said corps shall not 
exceed 10; and whenever the separation of a line officer of any grade 
and arm from the General Staff Corps shall create therein a vacanc 
that, under the terms of ‘this proviso, can not be filled by detail suc 
separation shall operate to make a permanent reduction of one in the 
total number of officers of said de and arm in the line of the Army 
as soon as such reduction can be made without depriv any officer 
of his commission: Provided further, That such duty or duties as are 
now required by law to be performed by any officer or officers of The 
Adjutant General’s or Inspector General's Department shall hereafter 
be performed by such officer or officers of the General Staff Corps as the 
Secretary of War Ay designate for the purpose: Provided further, 
That when a vacancy in the pane of major general shall occur among 
the officers hereby transferred to the General Staff Corps that vacane 
shall not be filled, but the office in which the vacancy occurs shall 
immediately cease and determine: Provided further, That officers no 
8 commissions as officers of either of the departments hereby 
consolidated with the Gencral Staff Corps may at any time, in the dis- 
eretion of the President, and shall, whenever they shall have served 
four years’ as members of said corps, be detached therefrom and 
assigned to duty with the line of the Army, or to such other duty not 

5 to the General Staff Corps as the President may direct, and 

ey shall not be returned to duty in said corps until they shall have 
served for two years under detachment therefrom except in cases of 
emergency or in time of war, and during their detachment from said 


1 their places therein may be filled by the selection and detail, 
un 


r such regulations as the President may prescribe, of line officers 
hav the same rank, respectively, as the officers whose places said 
line officers are to fill: Provided 1 That officers of the line of the 
Army who are now, or who shall hereafter be, detailed for service in 
any staff corps or department under the provisions of section 26 of the 
act of Congress abecoven February 2, 1901, entitled “An act to increase 
the efficiency of the permanent military establishment of the United 
States,” may at any time, in the discretion of the President, be 
relieved from such service and returned to duty with the line: Pro- 
vided further, That, in order to expedite the reduction of the number 
of officers of the consolidated General Staff Corps to the limit contem- 
plated by this act, officers who now hold commissions as officers of 
either of the departments hereby consolidated with the General Staff 
Corps, and who are eligible for retirement from active service under 
any law existing at the date of the approval of this act, shall, upon 
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their own applications, and may, in the discretion of the Presiden 

be retired from active service: Provided further, That all officers ©: 

the line of the Army now detailed for service in either of bathe, yr 

ments hereby consolidated with the General Staff Co: 

relieved from duty in said cue at the expiration of resen 
e en 


periods of detail, or sooner if t shall so direct, and all 
officers hereafter detailed for service in 


therefrom at the 


for four years under detail in said corps shall be le for further 
service therein until after he shall have served at l two years with 
the branch of the Army in which co ed, except in. case of 


That hereafter, when 
section 26 of the act of 


ti that he uld have held if he had not been inted to said 
8 shall setarn. 0 said telative. position 8 5 
of his appointment to said office unless he shall be reappointed thereto. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, on page 57, lines 12 to 17, 
beginning at the last word on line 12, I move to strike out the 
last word on line 12 and all of lines 13, 14, 15, and 16, and ha 
of line 17, ending with the word “ten.” : 

Mr. MANN. That does not make sense. 

Mr. TILSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment at 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 57, line 12, strike out the word “and” at the end of the 
line and all of lines 13, 14, 15, 16, and half of line 17, down to and 
including the word “ ten.” 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it is very 
important not to reduce materially the number of live, wide- 
awake young captains on the General Staff. It is true this 
makes a reduction of a number of the higher grades in the 
General Staff, and I am not at all convinced that such reduction 
is wise; but in regard to the reduction in captains, it seems to 
me that it is particularly unwise and unfortunate. These 
young captains, coming in from close contact with the troops, 
are more vitally in touch with the Army than anyone else. 
It seems to me we ought to haye the full quota of these captains 
on the General Staff, and that it is unfortunate to reduce them 
by 11. I hope that this amendment will prevail, striking out 
the provision which reduces the General Staff by 11 captains. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, the act creating the General Staff 
Corps was passed by Congress in 1903, I believe. The reason 
given for the passage of that act was that it was very important 
to have officers who could come here and study questions of 
defense and problems with regard to war, and to submit the 
results of their studies to the President and the Secretary of 
War in order that they might take the necessary steps to carry 
them out. Now, it does not seem to me that the young captains 
are the men to study problems of that sort, but rather that 
those studies should be conducted by men of larger experience 
than young captains, and therefore we have reduced the number 
of captains, although only doing so in proportion to the other 
reductions which we have made in other grades in the Staff 
Corps. I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Connecticut will not be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, on page 55, line 24, extending over 
to line 5 on page 56, there are some quotation marks. I ask 
that those quotation marks be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 7. That hereafter no vacancies occurring in the grade of majo 
ganerai in the line of the Army shall be filled until the . — of ofi 
cers of that de shall have been reduced by 3, and thereafter the 
number of officers of said grade shall not exceed 4; that hereafter 
no vacancies occurring in the grade of brigadier general in the line of 
the Army shall be filled until after the number of officers of that grade 
shali have been reduced by 5, and thereafter the number of officers of 
said grade shall not exceed 11; and for the purposes of this act gen- 
eral officers not commissioned as officers of any of the staff corps or 
departments of the Army shall be regarded as general oilicers of the 
line : Provided, That hereafter the nu r of officers above the grade of 
colonel who shall be members of the General Staff Corps under the pro- 
visions of section 3 of the act of Congress Spuma February 14, 1503, 
entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of the Army,” shall be 2; 
Provided further, That hereafter service as a cadet of the United 
States Military Academy or as a naval cadet or midshipman shal! not 
be counted in computing for any purpose the length of service of any 
officer of the Army. 

Mr, HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an amend- 
ment. Š 

Mr. ANTHONY. I want to offer an amendment to the para- 
graph. 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Kansas wants to strike out 
the paragraph. > 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. Y. My amendment should be inserted at the end of 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On 61, at : 
pus the, ‘That inane tie Byte hayes Sp Ler have! . — ng eee 
at either the United States Military or Naval Academy, exclusive of 
the sea service as prescribed by law on the completion of the academic 
course and preliminary to final graduation at the latter institution, 
shall not be counted in computing for any purpose the length of serv- 
ice of any officer of the Army.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer that amendment in order to 
give the naval cadet the benefit of the two years’ service which 
he has at sea, so that it may be included in computing the 
length of service. 

Mr. SHERLET. I desire to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
a question. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield? 

Mr. HAY. I yield to the gentleman on the committee, the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if his amendment makes any change in the cadet 
service at West Point? 

Mr. HAY. No; only the two years of sea service of cadets at 
8 Academy. Now I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. SHERLEY. -I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia if it is his understanding that this proviso is retro- 
active in the sense of affecting the pay and voluntary retirement 
period of officers now in the service, or if it is meant simply to 
apply to those who may hereafter come into the service? 

Mr. HAY. Do I understand the gentleman's question to refer 
to a man who, for instance, has served 30 years and wants to 
make application for retirement? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not only that case, but all officers who are 
in the Army. For instance, a man may have served 20 years, 
counting service in the Military Academy. Would this make it 
four years longer before he would be entitled to an increase of 
pay by reason of length of service? 

Mr. HAY. It would. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to ask the gentleman, further, 
whether he considers that it is proper to change what has been 
an established condition for thirty-odd years? I am thoroughly 
in sympathy with the idea that as an original proposition serv- 
ice in the academy should not be considered as service in the 
Army for the purpose of increasing pay as the result of length 
of service; but tt strikes me as questionable to undertake retro- 
actively to affect the status of the men now in the service, and 
that is practically what you are doing. 
` Mr. HAY. I do not think it can be said that I am doing it 
retroactively. I am simply applying what the gentleman ac- 
knowledges to be a good principle to men who have not earned 
their increase because they were in school four years of the 
time. < 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mons consent that the time of the gentleman from Virginia be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, HAY. They have earned this increase of pay by virtue 
of four years at the Military Academy, and they are enjoying 
it by virtue of that service; and while it is true that that has 
been the ‘case since 1884, yet I do not think we are doing any 
injustice by now requiring them to serve the additional four 
years in order to obtain their increase of pay for length of 
service. I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that under 
the present rule a man only has to serve 26 years in the Army 
before he may apply to be retired at the end of 30 years, count- 
ing the 4 years of service at the Military Academy as a part of 
his Army service. Of course, it is discretionary with the Presi- 
dent whether he will retire the man at the end of that time, 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I thor- 
oughly agree that as an original proposition it is not sound to 
count as service four years’ attendance at a school maintained 
by the Federal Government; but the point I am trying to 
impress upon the chairman of the committee is this, that, 
whether wise or not, that was a means whereby the status of 
these men was fixed, and their pay rested upon that status. 
Now, it does not seem to me altogether equitable to undertake 
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to change that status, For instance, I know of some cases 
where men have looked forward to voluntarily retiring. They 
may or may not take advantage of that provision of the law. 
But they have gone along for thirty-odd years on the suppo- 
sition that at a given date they would haye the right to retire. 

Mr. HAY. At the end of 40 years’ service. f 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. Now, you are proposing by this leg- 
islation to postpone their right, which has been a fixed right 
for thirty-odd years, four years longer; and while I think the 
principle is sound as to the future, I am not prepared to say 
that I think it ought to be applied to existing conditions. 

Mr. HAY. Does not the gentleman think it is right that they 
should serve the full 40 years? The very idea of retired pay is 
that the officer, being given the right to retire, should serve at 
least 40 years in order to obtain that right. 

Mr. SHERLEX. I think that may be true, but the proposi- 
tion that confronts us here is not what time should be fixed, 
but here is a method of computing the time upon which the 
status of everybody has rested for the past 30-odd years, and 
while that basis seems an illogical one and ought not to apply 
8 the future, it does not seem altogether equitable to change 
t now. 

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield for 
a question? 

Mr. HAY. I will yield for the purpose of allowing the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to answer the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. PRINCE. If I understand the contention of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, it is that it is questionable whether we 
ought to take from these men that which they believed when 
they entered the service they had a right to receive? 

Mr. SHERLEY. In my judgment, the original basis for com- 
puting the longevity pay is an illogical one, but it has been 
the basis for 30-odd years or more. It does not seem to me alto- 
gether advisable to undertake to change that situation as to 
these people. 

Mr. PRINCE. I get the gentleman’s idea. Now, let me ask 
the gentleman if he did not vote in favor of taking away from 
the officers and enlisted men who served in the Tropics 10 and 20 
per cent additional pay? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I answer the gentleman “no,” because I did 
not vote. In the second place, I would suggest to the gentleman 
that in a spirit of fairness it would be better to discuss this 
particular amendment and not another amendment not now be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. PRINCE. The point is the same from my standpoint, 
because it was a part of the compensation that they were to 
receive when they entered the service; that is, pay for foreign 
service when they were performing duties in foreign countries. 
I did not ask the question with a view of entrapping the gentle- 
15 or putting him at a disadvantage, but I asked it in good 

aith. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, while the Committee on 
Military Affairs has radically differed over some of the legis- 
lative provisions of this bill, yet we all recognize the fairness 
of the chairman of the Military Committee in acceding to some 
changes where it has been pointed out that they are clearly 
inequitable. 

Now, this section that we are now on, this proviso, taking 
away from officers of the Army credit for cadet service at West 
Point, is one clearly unfair to a large class of officers now in the 
service, as pointed out by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHEBLEY]. 

Length of service pay is computed every 5 years, and officers 
who serve so long get a percentage of increase. An officer who 
has served 20 years receives the maximum pay. This bill does 
not affect those men, but the younger officers who have served 
only 10 or 15 years will be cut off and deprived of that 4 years 
of service at the Military Academy which their brother officers 
enjoy. Let me call the committee's attention to the fact that a 
cadet, when he goes into either of the academies—the Military 
Academy or the Naval Academy—takes an oath of service to the 
Government practically the same as an enlisted man does or a 
commissioned officer. The service to the Government is just as 
arduous as that given by men in the ranks or by the commis- 
sioned officers who receive their commission from civil life. 

Another point. An officer of the Army from civil life who does 
not know an iota in regard to the military duties that he is 
called upon to perform, must serve 3 or 4 years before he be- 
comes a competent officer. He is in a school of instruction for 
the first few years, and yet you pay him $1,700 a year as a 

-second lieutenant from the time he takes the oath of office. 
The cadet goes into West Point and works much harder to get 
a military education, and he gets only $600 a year. I say it is 
unfair to take a man into the Army from civil life and give him 


maximum pay and deprive the cadet of credit for his 4 years’ 
service at the same time. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ANYHONT. I will. 

Mr. MANN. Some men go into the service who haye at- 
tended various military schools throughout the country—gradu- 
ates of those schools. They go to the schools at their own ex- 
pense and get more or less of their military training at their 
own expense. Does the gentleman think it quite fair to pay 
these men when they go into the Army as second lieutenants a 
lower salary than those men who are educated at the expense 
of the Government? 

Mr. ANTHONY. They are paid a higher salary. 

Mr. MANN. No; at the end of the year after the cadets have 
been in the service they get 10 per cent added to their pay, while 
at the end of the year the man who educated himself will still 
draw the original pay. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I take the position that the 
man who goes into the Army from civil life is not as fully edu- 
cated as an officer until after three or four years of service. He 
does not compare with the man who graduates from West Point 
in point of efficiency or value to the Government. Then there 
is another point. Take an officer who receives a commission 
from the ranks of the Army. He is given credit for his service 
as a private soldier in computing the length of time of his 
entire service. That is not taken from him. 

Mr. HAY. No; because he serves in the ranks of the Army, 
and he has rendered hard service. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will ask the gentleman from Virginia if 
service at West Point does not involve as arduous mental labor, 
at least? 

Mr. HAY. But we are not paying for the education of these 
soldiers in the Army. They have to educate themselves at odd 
times, when they are not performing their duties as a soldier, 
and stand an examination for their commissions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me call the gentleman's attention to 
another point. Weappoint surgeons in the Army, young men, to 
the rank of lieutenant. As soon as they receive their com- 
missions they are sent to the Army Medical School to be given 
a final course of instruction. All of that time they receive the 
maximum pay for that rank, and that service at the Army 
Medical School is counted in their length of service. 

Mr. HAY. I would be very glad to accept an amendment 
curing that defect. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it is entirely just and proper that 
they should receive it, and I hope the chairman of the com- 
mittee, with the liberality that he has displayed toward other 
amendments that had this element of fairness, will concede 
this point. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] expressed a thought that must have come to the 
mind of nearly every man who has given this particular para- 
graph in the bill any consideration. The young men at the 
Military Academy are peculiarly fortunate. They are educated 
at Government expense. They are paid a salary higher than 
that earned by the average workingman throughout the country 
to receive military instruction for the discharge of duty in the 
Army, to which they are subsequently to be sent. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Not only military instruction, but they receive 
a college education. 3 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Exactly so; and I want to say in that con- 
nection that I have long believed that if the Naval and Mili- 
tary Academies were thrown open to all young men in this 
count.¢ measuring up to certain physical, mental, and moral 
standards, and they were authorized to go there and to pay 
toward the expense of maintaining the academy $1,000, or 
$1,500, or $2,000 a year, those academies would be overwhelmed 
with applications for admission. 

I think that each academy would have from five to ten 
thousand students, because, as a reward for good service there, 
as a reward for perseverance to the end of the curriculum, as a 
reward for graduation above a certain standard of excellence, 
they would be given commissions in the Army or in the Navy. 
Thousands and tens of thousands of young men in this coun- 
try would be willing to expend years of labor and a great deal 
of money in an effort to procure that very thing. I think these 
young men in these academies are particularly fortunate, and 
I do not believe they ought to receive longevity pay for that 
period during which they are simply being given instruction for 
the military life at the expense of the taxpayer. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly.” 

Mr. PRINCE. The gentleman's idea, if carried out, would 
give to the people a splendid and well-equipped body of men, 
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coming from these institutions, who would be of use in the way 
of a reserye. These thousands of young men, if these institu- 
tions were thrown open to them, when they graduated would 
make a splendid reserve. And does the gentleman not think it 
would be a good thing? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It would unquestionably multiply to a con- 
siderable degree the number of young men who had had mili- 
tary instruction. 

Mr. PRINCE. And to that extent be to the good of the 
country when it was in peril. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am not so certain always 
that the deyelopment of the military spirit is to the good of 
the country. I am not entirely convinced of that. I think we 
have some people who are military mad in this country, who 
would expend practically every dollar of the revenues of 
the Government for the development of the Army and the Navy. 
[Applause.] 

Mr, CANNON. And yet the gentleman thinks there is enough 
military spirit down there in Texas to enable Texas to whip 
Mexico without the aid of any other portion of the country. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, whatever may be my belief 
in that respect, I have never said so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. This paragraph is not retroactive in the 
sense that it is intended to take away from any officer any 
money that he has received. It is simply intended to deny 
him and all others the privilege of getting in the future a sum 
of money based upon service at the Military Academy. I think 
they are particularly fortunate to have had that advantage 
given to them.upon what is admitted an unsound basis. 

Mr. HOBSON. I desire to ask the gentleman whether he is 
sure this would not reduce the present pay of any officer? 

Mr. SLAYDEN, If he is receiving pay because of his attend- 
ance upon school exercises, it should, I will say to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word or 
two on this. I graduated from the Military Academy in 1894. 
When I went there I took the oath of office, I took the oath of 
allegiance and bound myself for eight years to serve the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. No recruit enlisting as a private 
soldier binds himself for eight years. No student in a private 
school takes the oath of allegiance and binds himself even for a 
day to the Government. No student in a private school has to 
go through what a student at the Military Academy or the 
Naval Academy has to go through. He has his own vacation, 
lives at his own home, and is in no way connected with the 
military service, and the work that he has to do is not com- 
parable with that of either academy. There are three ways of 
getting into the service of the United States as an officer. A 
man can go through the academy, he can be appointed from 
civil life, or he can come up from the ranks. Take two men of 
the sume age, young men seeking to serve their country as 
officers. Say they are the age of 21, if you please, manhood. 
One is willing to go to the Military Academy and spend four 
years of his life in getting an education that he may be a better 
officer, that he may perform the functions for which he is to be 
educated in a better way than a civilian appointee can. He 
goes in for the munificent pay—when I was a cadet—of $540 a 
year. He does not get that pay, he does not get that money, he 
dces not see that money, but he is allowed credit to that 
amount. For what? For food, for light, for fuel, for clothes, 
for laundry, for books, for drawing instruments, and articles of 
that nature. He agrees to serve for eight years. He puts in 
four of the hardest years of life that is ever put in in this 
country by anybody. He has one vacation in four years, if he 
behaves himself and does not get too many demerits, and he 
might get a demerit for having his hair too long. 

Mr. BERGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? i 

Mr. AMES. Yes. 

Mr. BERGER. How much does our country pay a man who 
enlists as a machinist apprentice in a factory to learn the trade 
for five years, a very useful occupation, although peaceful work? 
When he goes to war he enters as a private in the front rank, 
not as an officer. What does the machinist get? 

Mr. AMES. He gets more pay than the cadet. 

Mr. BERGER. He does not; I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
A machinist apprentice gets the first year nothing, the second 
year he gets a dollar per week, and the third year he gets $2, 
and then $3 and $5 a week, and he is a man who is doing useful 
work. 

Mr. AMES. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 


Mr. BERGER. I know the conditions, 

Mr. AMES. I would like to go along with my presentation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield further. 

Mr. AMES. No enlisted man in the service gets pay in pro- 
portion to what is given outside. Now, take these two men of 
the same age, to revert to my proposition, one goes to the 
academy for four years to be properly educated; the other 
man takes an examination for appointment from civil life. 
Both are the same age, admitting both are equally fitted for the 
service and equally desirable. The one who takes the examina- 
tion through a little influence from civil life gets appointed and 
goes in the service at the pay of a second lieutenant in- 
stantly—— : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. AMES. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What qualifications are required of men 
who go into the Army from civil life? 

Mr. AMES. He has to pass a physical examination and u 
small mental examination. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Any technical examination? 

Mr, AMES. I say, a small mental examination. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not think my friend wants to 
do the War Department the injustice of saying they admit men 
into the Army on a small mental examination. 

Mr. AMES. I am very glad to say that the entrance exami- 
nation into the Army from civil life is not as hard as the en- 
trance examination into West Point. 

Mr. HAY. They haye to stand an examination in one lan- 
guage, either French or German? 

Mr. AMES. Granted. But the examination is not as a 
whole as hard in entering the Army from civil life as when 
entering the academy. I tried for the entrance, and I know 
what I had to do to get through. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. The object I had was this: The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Ames] disparages this entrance 
examination, saying that apparently it requires no equipment 
whatever to go into the Army from civil life. But is not that 
civilian under much greater handicap to acquire knowledge and 
information to assist him to pass that examination than the 
men who has had all the advantages of the training at West 

oint? r 

Mr. AMES. Yes; and that is why I say he has not as hard 
an examination to pass, and that is why an examination which 
a cadet takes on graduation is harder. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; on graduation. The gentleman 
spoke about the entrance examination at the Military Academy. 

Mr. AMES. Exactly so. I doubt if half of those who go 
into civil life would succeed in passing the entrance examina- 
tion to the academy. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. Let me say this to the gentleman. I 
have some knowledge of some young men who had served at 
least three years in the Military Academy, and for one reason 
or another were compelled to leave the academy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that the time of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. After spending a year additional in 
study they had considerable difficulty in passing the examina- 
tion for a commission, while they had no trouble whateyer in 
passing the entrance examination to the academy. 

Mr. BURLESON. Take the case of young men who have 
graduated at the head of their classes at certain approved 
military schools in the United States which they had attended 
at their own expense—— 

Mr. AMES. Let me finish my own speech, if you please. I 
am trying to draw a parallel comparison. I will answer the 
gentleman a little bit later on that proposition, but let me 
finish my own presentation, please. I was comparing, if I may 
be allowed to do so—— 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to ask a question so that you 
can answer it in the course of your speech. 

Mr. AMES. I will cover that question, I think. 

Mr. BURLESON. I would like to ask my question. 

Mr. AMES. Please let me finish my speech in my own way. 
I am comparing in parallel two of the same eligibility—one who 
goes into the Army through West Point and one who goes in 
through civil life. Say that both of them are 21 years of age. 
One immolates himself for four years in order to be a better 
officer, with no pay at all—a bare existence. The other man 


goes into the Army through the civil-life examination and, 


draws pay from the day he takes his oath of office, and he draws 


full pay for four years, while the boy in the academy is draw- . 


ing nothing except a mere existence. And yet your proposition 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2131 


here is that the one who makes himself a better officer—the 
one who has gone through that struggle—should be reduced in 
his pay 10 per cent. 

Now, let us make a further comparison. Two boys go into the 
academy at the same age, say, 17 or 19. Suppose one fails 
and can not keep up with the rest. Manifestly he is not as 
good an officer; manifestly he is not as clever in acquiring his 
instruction as a military man; and the man who fails goes 
out in civil life and, passing an examination, becomes an 
officer. In other words, men were discharged in the first year 
in the academy and became officers, while I was a second-class 
man, and yet you would allow such a man full time and cut 
the graduate of the academy. There you haye two men who 
started together. One falls by the wayside in his service and 
education, but goes im through civil life and draws full pay, 
while the other cadet is drawing a bare existence. And yet you 
would discriminate against the one who goes through the 
academy. ; 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the gentleman yield? 8 

Mr. AMES. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BURLESON. I thought the gentleman was going to 
yield to me. 

Mr. AMES. I was making my parallel presentation. After I 
get through I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. PEPPER. The gentleman spoke of the cadet binding 
himself to serve the Government for eight years? 

Mr. AMES. Yes. 

Mr. PEPPER. Is it not a fact that a great many cadets, on 
graduating from West Point, resign? 

Mr. AMES. Very few. 

Mr. PEPPER. They have that opportunity and privilege. 

Mr. AMES. They have the privilege when the resignation is 
accepted, and that rests entirely with the Secretary of War— 
the privilege that any officer has. 

Mr. PEPPER. They are always accepted, are they not? 

Mr. AMES. Oh, no; they are not. 

Mr. PEPPER. Very few of them are turned down. 

Mr. AMES. Very few of them resign. I was the only one in 
my class, and that was at a time when there were more cadet 
officers than there were vacancies, and additional lieutenants 
were made and a great many additional lieutenancies were car- 
ried in the Army at that time so as to provide positions for 
graduates from the academy. 

Now, let us go a bit further. Suppose two men try to enter 
the service. One goes from West Point, or say both go to West 
Point and one is dismissed in his first year and goes into the 
Army as an enlisted man and serves as an enlisted man for 
three years and passes his examination from the ranks—a thing 
which is often done. His service for three years as an enlisted 
man, under this proposition of the Committee on Military 
Affairs—his three years of enlisted service—would count toward 
his 10 per cent increase, while the four years of his former 
comrade, the cadet who remained at the academy, would 
not count. Do you consider that fair or equitable? From any 
point of view that you look at this proposition I can not see why 
service at the academy should not be considered as much service 
in the Army of the United States as when you are an enlisted 
man, going in from the ranks or going in from civil life. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL and Mr. SHERLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Xr. 
SHERLEY] is recognized. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to delay the 
committee long, but for fear that my position may be misun- 
derstood, particularly after what has been said by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, I want to say that as an original 
proposition it strikes me as almost absurd to count the four 
years spent at West Point as service in the Army. I only 
spoke of it because, as a matter of fixed status, it seemed to me 
there might be some equity in permitting it to remain as to the 
men now in the service. I have had my own patience tested at 
times to the limit by the attitude of boys at West Point. I 
think the boy that gets a chance to go to West Point is an ex- 
ceedingly lucky boy. [Applause.] I think the boy that goes to 
West Point for four years at Government expense has not any 
claim against the Government, but has a very great obligation 
to the Government [applause], an obligation that to my mind 
ought to entail upon him life service, unless there is some very 
strong reason for his leaving the service; so much so that in 
the case of a boy whom I appointed to Annapolis—and in every 
instance I have made the boy say to me that he expected to 
stay for life in the service when he got out of the academy—I 
expressed in very plain language my feeling as to his action, 
because I know of hundreds of boys who would be glad to have 
the opportunity to qualify for service to their country. It has 
never occurred to me that there is any special claim that a 


West Pointer has, neither am I willing to admit that the West 
Point graduate is always the superior officer, although he ought 
to be, because he has had at Government expense four years of 
the best opportunity to qualify. But there are in the service 
of the United States Army to-day any number of men from 
civil life who are the equals in ability and equals in standing 
with men who came out of West Point. 

Mr. AMES. The gentleman does not contend that because 
the soldier’s education was had at the expense of the Govern- 
ment for four years it would make him a better officer. It is 
because he has the military education that makes him the bet- 
ter officer, however he gets it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I understand; but I think that when he gets 
it at Government expense he incurs a liability to the Govern- 
ment [applause], and the Government has not incurred a lia- 
bility to him, which seems to be the gentleman's proposition. 

Mr. AMES. The point I desire to make is that the bill as 
drawn by the majority of the committee will result in reducing 
the pay of the most efficient class of officers in the Army and 
Navy of the United States, and, to my mind, without reason, 
logic, or fairness, 

Mr. HAY. I move to close debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask for three minutes. 

Mr. HAY. I move that debate on this paragraph close in 
20 minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should like five minutes. 

Mr. HAY. Then, I move to close debate in 25 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
debate on this paragraph close at the end of 25 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. f 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will take but three minutes 
of this limited time to clear up the question of the status of 
cadets and midshipmen. 

The gentleman will recall that in the time of the Spanish 
War midshipmen were ordered from Annapolis to the front. 
Some of those midshipmen lost their lives. Gentlemen who 
will go further back will remember that from 1861 to 1865 
midshipmen—and the parallel holds at West Point—were con- 
tinually ordered from instruction to the front. I want the 
Members to realize, when they come to vote on the proposition, 
that these midshipmen and cadets are to all purposes oflicers, 
are subject to orders, and receive orders to perform service as 
officers,-and as such not only are they liable to be ordered to 
the front, but whenever the occasion arises are actually sent to 
the front in time of war. 

I wish further to bear out the statement of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, that while it is always a privilege to have 
one’s activities in operation for the purpose of developing one- 
self, still those activities represent service. I believe if you 
will ask officers who have gone through West Point and officers 
who have gone through Annapolis, when the time comes for 
them to retire at the close of their career, what period of their 
career was most arduous as a term of duty, that they would 
all say the hardest service they rendered was not in the field but 
at Annapolis or West Point, as the case may be. 

Mr. AMES. Will the gentleman yield for an inquiry? Is it 
not the broader and more statesmanlike point of view to con- 
sider that an officer educated at either academy, who resigns 
and goes into civil life if there is no vacancy, or sometimes 
when there are vacancies, and who enters the militia of a State, 
oftentimes renders greater service to the military establish- 
ment than if he remained in the Army? And is not the as- 


sistance he can render in the military education of members . 


of the militia often more advantageous to the country than if 
he had continued in the Army? 

Mr. HOBSON. I agree with the gentleman that it is a very 
valuable thing to have graduates from Annapolis and West 
Point go out to take such positions, and the Government has 
not lost its investment when they do so. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the proposition before the 
House, as I understand it, is that young gentlemen who are 
fortunate above all of their fellows in being selected to receive 
a military education at the cost of the Government shall re- 
ceive in addition to that military education and their keep while 
they are receiving it longevity pay based upon the four years 
during which they are being educated as though they were 
actually in active service during those four years, and on the 
field of battle, if necessary. It seems to me the mere statement 
of the question ought to decide it in the mind of any fair- 
minded person. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
has so well stated the whole matter that I am rather disinclined 
to trespass upon the time of the House for further discussion 
of it. The young men who enter West Point and Annapolis 
are exceedingly fortunate to have that opportunity. The Gov- 
ernment educates them and secures for them an opportunity to 
follow the military profession for life. Curiously enough, the 
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argument is made that these gentlemen ought to receive this 
longevity pay in order to equalize them with the young gentle- 
men who come into the Army from civil life. Let us remember, 
in the first place, that those who enter the Army from civil life 
do so after haying secured their education at their own expense, 
and further than that, on an average they are 3 or 4 years 
older—possibly 5 years older, on an average—when they enter 
the service than are the cadets when they enter the Military 
Academy. So if this provision becomes a law, they will enter 
upon actual service on an equality with regard to pay with the 
men educated in the academy, and they should. As matters 
now stand the soldier from civil life has a handicap of about 
4 years, on the average, in the matter of pay. 

There is another side to it. We pay the officers in our Army 
more than officers are paid in any army in the world. The pay 
is much higher than that of any other government in the world. 
I do not say it is too high, but I do say it is surely high enough. 
There is no class of American citizens of equal capacity who are 
so certain of as large a return through life and of a compe- 
tency in their old age as are officers in the military establish- 
ment of the United States. 

I have been of the opinion that we do not pay our enlisted 
men enough, certainly not until the recent raise in pay. We 
have always paid officers well, always cared for them well, and 
it seems to me that they are asking a great deal when they ask 
not only that they shall be educated at Government expense. 
but that the four years during which the Government is edu- 
cating them and providing for them shall be reckoned in their 
longevity pay. 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SISSON. Does the gentleman know what it costs to edu- 
cate a cadet at the Military Academy? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know accurately. 

Mr. SISSON. My information is that it costs $4,500 a year 
at the Naval Academy, but I have no information of what it 
costs at the Military Academy. I presume it is about the same 
amount—$18,000 for the four years. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; close to $20,000 when you add in the in- 
terest on the property and the pay of the officers who instruct 
them. 

Mr. SISSON. I quite agree with the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming, and I only interrupted him for the purpose of showing to 
the committee what the Government does for the boys. R 

Mr. MONDELL. I thank the gentleman for the information, 
because it emphasizes the argument that I was attempting to 
make, that the Government does a great deal for these young 
men, that they are very fortunate indeed to be selected from 
among their fellows to be given an opportunity to secure at 
Government expense the best all-around education in the world. 

I do not believe that the young men themselves, if it were 
left to them, would expect to have these years during which 
they are preparing for the military service credited to them in 
increasing their pay as though they were years of actual serv- 
ice in the Army. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take 
up the time of the committee at this time, because I did not 
intend to speak on this subject. If I can be assured of five 
minutes after the next paragraph has been read I will be 
satisfied. 

Mr. HAY. Very well. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, at the proper time the minority 
will offer a motion which will come before the House to strike 
out of the bill that portion: which proposes to cut off the 20 
per cent increase of pay to the enlisted men while serving 
abroad. I have never believed that the enlisted men recived 
too much pay from the Government. I have helped to in rease 
that pay since I have been in the House, and I hope th: t the 
enlisted men, who receive véry small pay at the best, will not 
have their pay stricken down by this House. 

But I never could see any excuse for counting the time at the 
Military Academy in computing longevity pay for the officers, 
either of the Army or of the Navy. I think that they ought 
to be placed on an equal plane with the officers coming in from 
other military academies in the country where they have paid 
for their own education, and that we ought not to give prefer- 
ence in pay to the officers simply because they have been for- 
tunate enough to be educated at the expense of the National 
Treasury. [Applause.] ‘ 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, a few years ago the pay of 
the oflicers and enlisted men was largely increased. In some 
of these publications here there is a complete table of that pay, 
but I am unable at this moment to put my hand on it. The 
chairman says that it was increased from 25 to 40 per cent for 
the pay of enlisted men, and bonuses for reenlistment. 


It was argued before the committee, when the plea was made 
for increased pay, that it would do away with the necessity for 
additional pay for foreign service. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, why was not 
it done away with in the same bill? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I can only say that I was not responsible 
for making the bill, and I am told that it was put on in the 
Senate. 

Mr. MANN. The increase in pay was there when the other 
became a law. 

Mr. HAY. The increase of pay was; and the argument used 
1770 that if the pay was increased this pay could be dispensed 
W 

Mr. MANN. Well, why was it not dispensed with? 

Mr. HAY. The increase of pay was put on as an amendment 
to the Army bill when it was in the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. But the other matter was in order in confer- 
ence on the same point. 

Mr. HAY. I do not know about that. I only know that the 
officers of the Army who were advocating the increase of pay 
made that statement. 

Mr. MANN. It plainly was not the intention of Congress at 
the time, because it was entirely within the province of Con- 
gress to do both at once, if it so desired. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman knows as well as I do how legis- 
lation is enacted here in conference reports at the end of a 
session, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the intention of Congress as to 
legislation has not always been shown in the agreements made 
on appropriation bills during the last 16 years. A 

Mr. MANN. Where a question is plainly before the com- 
mittee, and people agree to it, as stated here, there is no ren- 
son why that agreement should not be carried out. I took part 
in the movement to increase the pay of enlisted men, and I 
never heard of the proposition that that involved a decrease of 
the foreign-service pay. 

Mr. KAHN. My recollection is that the pay of the enlisted 
men was increased by the House and the pay of the officers by 
the Senate. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I presume my five minutes 
are about exhausted, but I want to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that on page 90 of the hearings before the Committee 
on Military Affairs on the legislative features of this bill there 
is to be found a complete table of the pay of enlisted men prior 
to the act of May 11, 1908, and following that, on pages 93 and 
94, there is an accurate list of the pay that they now receive. 
If the gentleman will only look at that he will see that there 
was a very material increase of pay at that time. 

Mr. MANN. And there has been a very material increase 
in the matériel of the enlisted man since that increase was 
made. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say that a serious effort has been 
made to get rid of that matériel and substitute new matériel 
every two years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
as an independent section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as a new section to be inserted after section 7, as follows: 

“Src. S. That the appropriations herein provided for for the several 
departments consolidated under this act shall be available for the con- 
solidated corps herein created.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I think that explains itself. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Before this bill is reported to the Honse I shonid 
like to briefly refer to an important matter and request the at- 
tention of the distinguished chairman of the committee. I am 
aware that there is nothing contained in this bill in reference to 
the Army canteen, and I am also aware that it would be useless 
for me to offer an amendment, for the reason that such an 
amendment would be a change of existing law and would, there- 
fore, be out of order. 

A few weeks ago I had the honor to present to this House a 
petition signed by 278 medical men of the United States, many 
of them high medical authorities, in favor of the restoration of 
the Army canteen. They based their demand upon the question 
not only of temperance, but also of the good morals and the 
health and lives of the soldiers. They show in this petition, 
Mr. Chairman, that there are certain diseases prevalent in 
the American Army, mainly as a result of the abolition of the 
canteen; because these diseases, since the canteen has been 
abolished, have increased more than 100 per cent. A condi- 
tion is presented that is almost alarming. In the British 
Army the percentage of such diseases is 7.6 per cent. In the 
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Austro-Hungarian Army, 5.4 per cent; in the French Army, 3.5 
per cent; in the Prussian Army, 1.9 per cent; in the Bavarian 

- Army, 1.5 per cent; and in the American Army these diseases 
prevail to the alarming extent of 19.7 per cent. In other words, 
out of every five soldiers one is suffering from that unmen- 
tionable disease, and it is for this reason.that these medical 
men appeal to Congress to restore the canteen so that the men 
may be enabled to remain in the barracks and posts and spend 
their leisure hours there under proper surveillance of the 
officers instead of being driven out into the dives surrounding 
these posts where rotgut whisky and lewd women abound, and 
where their minds and health are being poisoned. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, I have only five minutes. If the gentle- 
man will get my time extended I would be very glad to yield. 

I also had the honor to present a petition signed by 2,386 
Army women. The mothers, the wives, the sisters, the daugh- 
ters of the American soldiers appeal to Congress to save their 
sons, their fathers, and their brothers from these terrible con- 
ditions. These petitions, Mr. Chairman, contain the original 
signatures, as I have stated, of 2,386 women whose husbands, 
brothers, or sons are now in the American Army. j 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If I can have an extension of time. 

Mr. HAY, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have five minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may have five 
minutes additional time. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KAHN. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
probably one man in fiye in the American Army is diseased? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KAHN. Does the gentleman believe that that is due 
largely to the abolition of the canteen? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT, Well, it has been shown that the increase 
of those diseases is more than 100 per cent since the canteen 
has been abolished, and I refer in this connection to the official 
report of the Surgeon General of the United States Army. I 
notice that some of the temperance organizations of this country 
are now sending out a statement prepared by Col. Maus, of the 
Army, in which he tries to show the contrary, but the Surgeon 
General has taken it upon himself to refute the statements of 
Col. Maus and shows that the increase of those diseases is over 
100 per cent since the Army canteen has been abolished. Mr. 
Chairman, I hold in my hand some more petitions on this 
subject. They are from a large number of camps of the Span- 
ish War Veterans, who are also pleading for the restoration of 
the canteen. They are from men who haye had experience in 
this matter and who want to be protected against the eyils 
which surround the Army posts and ask for an arrangement 
which will keep the men inside of the reservations and posts. 
A few weeks ago, Mr. Chairman, a meeting took place of Ameri- 
can women at the Waldorf-Astoria in New York City, and if I 
can have the privilege I would like to insert in the Recorp the 
proceedings of that meeting and the speeches delivered there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the papers indicated by him may be made a 
part of his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. While I have some time left I wish to 
read here a paragraph or two from the address delivered by 
Mrs. Burbank, the wife of Gen. James B. Burbank, United 
States Army. She said: 


I want to present to you the subject of the canteen from the Army 
woman's standpoint. Ten years have passed since the abolition of the 
canteen, and ample opportunity has been given to study the evil effects 
of the law and to provide grounds for the return of the conditions 
which were beneficial to the health and morals of the service. 

Year after year since the law went into effect the Surgeon General 
of the Army has reported the injurious effects on the health of the sol- 
diers. Every general who has commanded the Army has urged the 
restoration of the canteen. The press throughout the country has met 
the issue fairly and squarely, and to-day public sentiment demands a 
reversal of the act of February 2, 1901, which prohibits the sale of 
beer and light wines on military reservations. 

The women of the Army have presented the following position, to the 
Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled. 


Now comes the language of that petition, and I might as well 
read it, as it is very interesting: 


Having seen and felt the effects of the act of February 2, 1901, pro- 
hibiting the sale on military reservations of beer and light wines; 
realizing from an experience 9 over 10 years that the effe 
of that act has been injurious to discipline, harmful to morality, and 
conducive to intemperance, haying deeply at heart the truest interests of 
the Army, and therefore the Nation, believing that from our close 
relation and intimate association with our soldiers we are better judges 
of the effects on them of such legislation than those who look in from 
without or who act upon mere theory or generalization, we, the mothers, 
daughters, sisters, and wives of officers and enlisted men, do respect 


fully urge and earnestly request, in the interest of discipline, morality, 
and temperance, the repeal of the said act, 2 


pe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 
The papers referred to are as follows: 


NATIONAL LEAGUE For THE Civic EDUCATION OF WOMEN, 
WALDORF-ASTORIA, January 16, 1912. 


A report of the proceedings at a meeting of the National League for 
the Civic Education of Women, held at the Astor Gallery, Waldorf- 
Astoria, New York, January 16, 1912, at 4 p. m. 


The meung was called to order by Mrs. Gilbert E. Jones, who, after 
. the subjects of the next lectures to be given under the 
rp of the league, introduced Rev. Thomas R. Silcer as presiding 
officer. 

Dr. Slicer assumed the office with some appropriate remarks, and 
introduced Mrs. James B. Burbank, wife of n. James B. Burbank, 
United States 7 72 

Mrs. BURBANK. I want to present to you the subject of the canteen 
from the Army woman's standpoint. Ten years have passed since the 
abolition of the canteen and ample opportunity has been given to 
study the evil effects of the law and to provide grounds for the return 
to opgi in which were beneficial to the health and morals of the 
service. 

Year after ind since the law went into effect the Surgeon General 
of the Army has reported the injurious effects on the health of the 
soldiers. Every general who has commanded the Army has urged the 
restoration of the canteen. The press throughout the coun has met 
the issue fairly and squarely, and wer public sentiment demands a 
reversal of the act of February 2, 1901, which prohibits the sale of 
beer and light wines on military reservations. 

The women of the Army have presented the following pennon to 
the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

“Having seen and felt the effects of the act of February 2, 1901, 
prohibiting the sale on military reservations of beer and light wines; 
realizing from an experience extending over 10 years that the effect of 
that act has been injurious to discipline, harmful morally, and con- 
ducive to intemperance, having deeply at heart the truest interests of 
the Army, and therefore the Nation, believing that from our close 
relation and intimate association with our soldiers, we are better 
md of the effects on them of such legislation than those who look 
n from without or who act upon mere theory or generalization, we, 
the mothers, daughters, sisters, and wives of officers and enlisted men, 
do respectfully urge and earnestly request, in the interest of discipline, 
morality, and temperance,’ the repeal of the said act.” 

This petition has been signed by 2,400 women connected with the 
Army. Among the signers are Mrs. Henry L. Stimson, wife of the 
Secretary of War; Mrs. Leonard Wood, wife of the Chief of Staff: 
Mrs. Frederick Dent Grant, wife of the general commanding the Divi- 
sion of the Atlantic; Mrs. Arthur Murray, wife of the general com- 
manding the Western Division; Mrs. Thomas H. Barry, wife of the 
commandant of the West Point Military Academy; and other well- 
known Army women, as well as the relatives of enlisted men in the 
Philippines, Alaska, Hawaii, and throughout the United States. 

If I am not mistaken, it is the first time in the history of the United 
States that the women of the Army have 1 to Congress on any 
public question. It is with courage born o W pago tbat they now 
appeal to our patriotic citizens to uphold their contention. As mothers, 
sisters, wives, and daughters of United States soldiers we are entitled to 
a hearing. 

There are perils greater than those of the fire and sword, and these 
are the perils with which the women of the Army are surrounded to-day. 
The question has often been asked, Why should women take the initiative 
in this matter of the restoration of the canteen? The reason is that the 
officers of the Army are forbidden by law to endeavor to influence legis- 
lation, and the present question involves a change of the law. About 
á year ago we read a dispatch from San Antonio, Tex., which said that 
“the most amusing feature of the coming of the troops to San Antonio 
is the wild rush of saloons and dive keepers to get reservations near 
the Army posts. Prices for which property could formerly be bought 
are now charged for rentals.” 

There is a side of the question under discussion from which women 
shrink with repugnance, but it is one which must be met in this con- 
flict, where the bodies and souls of men are at Stake. J'he Surgeon 
General of the Army has said that there is a peril which Fas come to 
our men which neither our national optimism nor the Anglo-Saxon 
disposition to ignore a subject which is offensive to public prudery can 
longer excuse a frank and honest confrontation of the problem. We 
claim the right, which has never been denied to women, the right to 
safeguard the family and the home. We have stood aside for years 
while other women have dictated a policy which has ruined thousands 
of men. We contend that the settlement of this question, which con- 
cerns the internal economy of the service, should delegated to the 
military authorities, with the recognition that the men who were com- 
petent to bring order out of chaos in the Philippines, who have 
stamped out the yellow fever in Cuba, and who have made typhoid no 
longer a menace on the Panama Canal are competent to decide whether 
the soldier should have the privilege of drinking a glass of beer under 
proper military supervision. [Applause.] 

Dr. Slicer then introduced Mrs. Charles F. Roe, wife of Gen. Charles 
F. Roe, of the National Guard of the State of New York, 

Mrs. Roy. There is so much to be sald, ladies and gentlemen and 
Mr. President, that I am going to confine myself to a very short paper. 
In speaking for the canteen, so called, I believe that the most impor- 
tant thing to consider is the fact that we are dealing with men, who, 
as soldiers serving their country, are none the less citizens. Prohibi- 
tion has never accomplished anything. We can not make people moral 
by law; we can “em control excesses. [Applause.] Why should a 
soldier be deprived of all rights of a man because he is a soldier? If 
a judge or a banker or a, shopkeeper wants a drink, he goes and pays 
for it. Why should not a soldier have the same privilege? This money 
spent at the canteen retarns in direct benefits to the enlisted men in 
luxuries for the mess table and many other ways in the garrison. I 
believe the reestablishment of the canteen means a new and better order 
of things for the Army. In my experience of 15 years I found the men 
self-respecting and, with respect to opportunity, the equals of any equal 
number of citizens. [Applause.] In the early eighties I took a tri 
from Fort Custer to Fort under the escort of a 1 an 
six men, a distance of 400 miles, camping at night and making about 
25 miles a day. We constantly passed saloons and ranches where the 
vilest liquor could be bought, and not a man fell by the way, and they 
did not even go out to get a drink. The same escort took me back to 
Fort Custer with the same care and 5 1 5 , and I was treated as 
tenderly and delicately as if my husband had been in the party. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


I earnestly advocate the restoration of what, for want of a better 
pol 1 5 ae should be called the Enlisted Men's Club and Exchange. 

plause. 

Br. Slicer then introduced Maj. Louis Livingston Seaman. 

Maj. Seaman. Mr. Chairman and friends of the American soldier, you 
have beard this message, and it seems to me that an additional sylla- 
ble would be a superfluity. If the appeal of these ladies, backed, as it 
is, by the 2,400 names of the wives and sisters and daughters of offi- 
cers of the Army and enlisted men of the Army, is not sufficient, these 
women who in foreign posts or in home garrisons are often called upon 
to face dangers of which the civilian has no conception—I say, if the 
appeal of these ladies has not Convinced you all of the iniquity of this 
outrageous law, then nothing else will, for the women—the women of 
the Army and the women of the country—are, in the ultimate analysis, 
the greatest sufferers from it. 

It is therefore peculiarly fitting that this League for the Civic Edu- 
cation of Women should consider this problem, which has come to be 
one of not only national but of vital importance. 

have been requested to present some of its salient features, from a 
medical standpoint, as a reason for demanding its repeal, for it is time 
we educated our emotions to the terms of reason, especially when we 
see how a wave of sentimentality, such as was brought to bear on 
Congress by the well-meaning but misguided Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, could be crystallized into what has proved a most 
pernicious law, 

It has been said that virtue is more 


self a physician of es says: 
abolition of the canteen has been almost un- 
qualifiedly bad.“ 


Gen. Corbin, who commanded the Army in et says: 

“It would seem unnecessary to argue to a fair-minded person the 
superiority of a system which provi a mild alcoholic beverage at 
reasonable cost in moderate quantities, under strict military control, to 
one which results in luring the soldier away from his barracks to 
8 dives where nis body and soul are 828 by vile liquors, 
with the accompanying vice of harlotry, and whe 
from him by gamblers and thieves.” 

In 1903 Gen. Young, then in command of the Army, says: 

“Reports received from officers of all grades * * exhibit 
practical unanimity of opinion as to the evil effects of this restriction 
(the law under discussion), * „ in increased drunkenness; in 
loathsome diseases contracted by men while under the influence of a 
bad or drugged liquor; in increased desertions from drunkenness from 
the same causes; the men while in a condition being robbed by 
their brazen associates of both sexes, and for this reason reluctant to 
return to their posts.” 

In 1904 Gen. Chaffee, than whom no more sane, conservative, and 
experienced officer ever drew sword, rising as he did through merit 
from the ranks to the position of commander in chief of the Army, 
states in his report: 

These desertions can be in large part attributed to the malign influ- 
ence of saloons and brothels situated near the 5 —— 

places o 


re his money is en 


unable to get a 1 * of beer in a decent and orderly manner in the 

rison they will resort to the vile brothels which cluster around the 
Sorders of the orang ag ne Ae aon they drink all manner of alcoholic 
beverages and often sink into debauchery and ruin. With the beginning 
of the work on the addition to the post of Fort Sam Houston it is 
observed that the prices of business property immediately in the rear 
of the new reservation have materially advanced and 


are already 

saloons and dives that the virtual abolition of tbe canteen feature of 
the post exchange has made a universal accompaniment of mili- 
tary post. I think it is res question that permission to sell r in 
the post exchange would drive out of business at least two-thirds of the 


lower resorts in the vicinity of 5 

In 1905, when 89 1 of the East, Gen. Fred- 
erick D. Grant * J 

It is my belief that f 75 per cent of these trials (court-martials) 
were due to the use of nor dispensed to our soldiers oe 
who conduct dens of vice in the vicinity of military posts. ese de- 

raved creatures and lewd women use every device in their power to 
dace the soldier to patronize their brothels, where those who yield to 
temptation are yg and robbed. It is di that 
1 AA Who have, VOCERO M 
ood and worthy, tho c who ve su 

S polishing the N the Army. With the establishment of the 
canteen, which was the soldiers’ club, the influence of these demoraliz- 
ing resorts near Army posts would be greatly reduced and many of 
them would disappear.” 

The following year he said: 

After another year’s study * * * I am convinced that I under- 
estimated the proportion. * * I now believe that no less than 
90 per ar of all the troubles that occur in the Army are due to the 

of liquor.” 

ay 8 the American troops stationed at Peking during the Boxer 
War, 1901, and an ag, ge showed over 50 2 cent of all patients 
under treatment were for venereal diseases. is alarming factor in 
connection with the pom nes of the canteen must be seriously considered. 
This disease always cl: a large proportion of patients a military 
hospital, but since the abolition of the canteen the a of these 
eases has almost doubled. When the Woman’s Christian 


8 this enormous increase of wretchedn 


it did for its abolition. A ogg United States Army officer in 

ee of July 9, been 
wrote me: 2 

ane) The Woman's Christian Temperance Union would have no fault to 

find with the post bere. The men go outside and get drunk on sam shui 

in town and go to sleep in back yards and other worse places, but the 


me—none like us.“ 

And he spoke the truth. e curse of the Army is the groggeries 
and brothels that flourish near the outskirts of the posts, and the fright- 
fully igh percentage of venereal diseases result from and depend upon 
them. he increase has been almost in constant ratio. I saw this in 
Porto Rico after the Spanish-American War: Fifty-seven of the ninety- 
three patients in one hospital suffering from this pa alone. Medical 
officers of the Army state that since the abolition of the canteen the 
percentane of these cases has almost doubled. Personal observation lu 

he United States military hospitals of Porto Rico and Cuba during and 

since the Spanish-American War, in China during the Boxer riots, in the 

ni ines, and in other places where our troops were stationed confirms 
ew. 

In 1889, prior to the introduction of the canteen, the admission to 
hospitals for venereal diseases was 84.66 per 1,000; in 1893, after the 
canteen was established, it was reduced to 73.8 per 1,000. In 1901 
the canteen was abolished, and in the Sopp: year, in an address 
before the Association of United*States Milita jurgeons, I pointed out 
in no uncertain 1 danger to the Army from the great in- 
crease of venereal d likely to follow this abolition, but nothing 
was done to restore the canteen. > 

Three years later the admission from yenercal disease had increased to 
at par 1,000, and last year—1910—the Surgeon General, in his 

“The venereal peril has come to outweigh in importance any other 
sanitary question which now confronts the Army, and neither our na- 
tional optimism nor the Anglo-Saxon disposition to ignore a subject 
which is offensive to pane prudery can longer excuse a frank and 
honest confrontation of the problem. 

In 1910 there were 14,640 hospital admissions from this cause alone, 
or about 20 per cent—one-fifth of the total enlisted strength of the Army. 

This is in one single year. These figures are out of all proportion to 
those which obtain in European armies, in all of which canteens are 
maintained. In the British Army the hospital admissions from yene- 
real diseases is 7.6 per cent; in the Hungarian Army, 4.5 per cent; in 
the French Army, 3.5 per cent; in the Prussian Army, 1.9 per cent; 
— 2 Saar Army, 1.5 per cent; and in the United States Army, 

A r cen 

Do not imagine for a moment that I am here as an advocate of 
highballs. As resident surgeon and chief of medical staf for eight 
years on Wards and Blackwells Islands I witnessed in my daily in- 
spection of hospitals scenes which no modern Hogarth could depict. 
It is no metaphor to attribute the excrescences of our population to 
the percentage of strong drink, for drunkenness and debauchery are 
inseparable with crime, poverty, the effects upon the proge oy 
Personally almost a total abstainer, I would gladly see alcohol elimi- 
nated as a uct from the face of the earth. Personally, too, I 
would a wars, and therefore armies and the necessities for can- 
teens, but, unfortunately, this is not a personal matter. Of course 
the canteen is not an ideal institution; its most ardent advocates 
frankly admit that the total abolition of intoxicants in the Army is 
a desideratum devoutly to be wished; but, recognizing the impossi- 
bility of this ideal, the ablest and sanest officers of the Army advise 
the soldier's club, or canteen, as its nearest approach. When it was 
maintained men drank less, were surrounded by better influences, and 
returned to their reading rooms or other quarters sober and contented. 
When it was abolished they procured their liquor aver nee their 
posts, and left the rumholes for the brothels. When misguided 
enthusiasts of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union stop to 
reflect that the result of their influence in inducing Congress to abolish 
the post canteen has contributed more than any other cause to the 
production of this enormous increase of wretchedness in Army hospitals, 
and made many a husband, father, or lover the victim of this degrad- 
ing disease a focus of infection for its spread after the expiration 
of his enlistment, they may indulge in less self-congratulation, and 
conclude to cease interfering with tutions about which they are 
so hopelessly ignorant. In killing a mouse they resurrected a mon- 
ster. Well the poor soldier remark, “ Deliver me from my friends 
and I will take care of my enemies.” 

Listen to what Dr. Prince A. Morrow, president of the American 
Society for Social and Moral Eroghy inns. says regarding. the prevalence 
of these diseases and their danger to public health: 

“In point of prevalence, they vastly overshadow all other infectious 

fseases, both acute and chronic combined. It is a conservative esti- 

mate that fully one-eighth of all human disease and suffering comes 
from this source alone. Moreover, the influence of these diseases fall 
most heavily upon the young during the most active productive period 
of life. Of the many men who contract these diseases a propor- 
tion carry the infection into the family. Unfortunately, these Bes are 
markedly conspicuous in virulence and danger to the wife and mother in 
fulfilling the netzen for which marriage was instituted. There is abun- 
dance of statistical evidence to show that 80 Egg cent of the deaths from 
inflammatory diseases uliar to women, per cent of all special 
surgical operations performed on women, and over 60 per cent of the 
work done by specialists in diseases of women are the result of the 

nococeus infection. Many are condemned to lifelong invalidism. 
There are in this country thousands of pee young women who are 
infected in their relations in marriage and their conceptio 1 — —— 
destroyed, and the aspirations which center in motherhood and children 
swept away and the holy aae of maternity discredited by, bringing 


Fully 80 per cent of the ophthalmia which blots out the 
peng "Ot babies and 20 per cent of all blindness is caused by this same 
infection. Syphilis (which I may say is spoe prevalent in our 


Those that finally survive, 1 in 4 or 5, are the subjects of 

degenerative case nee organic defects, which may be transmitted to 
neration.”” 

hg a see just as in actual war, from which the soldier may 

return on his shield instead of bearing it, in the ultimate analysis of 

this question the women of the country are the chief sufferers. 


1912. 
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Nor has this meddlesome interference ceased its diabolical work even 
with this record. Grave as it is, there is still another, almost equally 


bad. A new evil, almost unheard of prior to the abolition of the 
canteen, has fastened its fangs upon many of the unfortunates of the 
Army. As stated before, when deprived of stimulants in one way, they 
obtain them in another. I have it on no less authority than the present 
Surgeon General of the United States Army, that the use of opium and 
cocaine has increased to alarming proportions in the service. It is 
very difficult to prevent the introduction of contraband stimulants of 
this character, because they are so easily smuggled by the peddler or 
td the soldier when on pass. But numerous instances of the effect of 
these deleterious drugs are being reported. And thus the evil spreads. 

ose in abolishing the canteen was to increase the 


The avowed pu 
Its effect has been to increase 


efficiency of the military establishment. 
intemperance, disease, and desertion. It has embittered the men and 
driven them to the very excesses sought to be abolished. You can not 
legislate men to be virtuous or to be total abstainers; but you can, by 
judicions handling, promote chastity and temperance. The crowning 
glory of medicine lies in the prevention of disease and not in its cure. 
[Applause.] 

The demands of military discipline require the soldier to_surrender 
for the rool of the state much of his individual liberty and many of 
the privileges enjoyed by other citizens. It is asked by the leading 
physicians of America whether it is wise to further restrict these 
privileges by legislation in a way which not only does not contribute 
to military discipline, but which 1 it. Soldiers are required 
the special conditions of military life to giye up their home life an 
the moral protection of marriage, and to live a life of enforced celibacy. 
Is it wise to diminish the pretest on of their club and increase the moral 
and physical risks of thelr environment by an act of Congress? The 
canteen led the hard drinker to less Indulgence and removed the 
temptation which always clings to forbidden fruits. It fostered modera- 
tion and its abolition angered the men. Soldiers who are ready to 
fight at the bugle call or to face the firing line of death in this or any 
other country are men of life and action and not to be tied to apron 
strings. They regard this law as an insult to their manhood, a depriva- 
tion of their natural rights. A glass of beer is not injurious to them, 
and they know it, and they sneeringly criticize Congressmen, the paid 
servants of the Government who retain their well-patronized cloak- 
room, with its 2 stock of whisky, but who rob the soldiers, other 

aid servants of the same Government, of their right to take a glass of 
eer, and who dares say they are not right? [Applause.] 

The law as it stands is little less than a tragedy. Soldiers, who are 
the guardians of the country’s honor, are driven to crime and debauch- 
ery and disease by the lawmakers of the land. The alternative will 
come; the tragedy is here. How sone. it will remain depends, as Mr. 
Banrnorpr says, upon the amount of hypocrisy and cowardice there is 
in Congress. Every Con, man, every intelligent man in Congress 
and out of it, knows perfectly well that the abolition of the canteen 
was a blow at temperance, a direct incentive to drunkenness, and a 
flagrant cause of the spread of disease. We therefore ask for its restora- 
tion, with its former privileges, for the following reasons: 

First. Because it was an institution where the soldiers could pass 
their leisure in wholesome surroundings, under military disci [ine 
where whisky and light wines were never sold. I have never hea 
that questioned in any canteen, and I have seen them all over the world, 
where intemperance was never tolerated; where relief could be found 
for the men from the monotony of post life, and as a glass of beer and 
sandwiches or biscuits could always be purchased, his craving for 
strong drink was satisfied, and many men who before or when oppor- 
tunity offered were hard drinkers became, through this discipline 
temperate. 

Second. Because its abolition has proved a wretched failure. In- 
stead of it reducing intemperance the law has increased drunken- 
can i a insubordination, and desertion—and I might add 

sanity. 

Third, Because its absence has driven the soldier to seek recreation 
outside of the limits of camp in those curses of the Army, the ruiz shop 
and the brothel, found near every t, and which flourish on the earn- 
ings and weaknesses of the enlisted man. Crime and debauchery thrive 
under these conditions where the soldier, led by his desire for amuse- 
ment, is the victim. The establishment of the canteen did away with a 
vast majority of these disgraceful resorts. Since its abolition they 
have reappeared and were never so flourishing as they are to-day. 

Fourth. Because its reestablishment will reduce the shocking per- 
8 of venereal diseases, the greatest menace to the health of the 
Army. : è 

Fifth. Because those best qualified to render a fair verdict, the međi- 
cal and line officers of the‘Army and members of the leading medical 
associations of the country, the wives of officers and enlisted men, in- 
deed all who have the honor of the Army at heart, stand almost as a 
unit for the repeal of the present law and for the restoration of the 
canteen. 

Sixth. Because the chief supporters of the present law are the 
whisky dealers and the interests who are so enormously benefited from 
its enforcement. 

A bill for the repeal of the law is now before Congress, introduced 
by Hon. RicHarp BartHoupt, and I appeal to each and every woman 
who honors her country and its defenders to join in a concerted move- 
ment of organizations and societies in this purpose. Also to request 
the Members of the House of Representatives and the Senator repre- 
senting the district in which she resides to use his influence for its pas- 
sage. Such an action would replace the responsibility for the morale 
and discipline of the Army in the hands of those properly delegated to 
administer its affairs, and Congress would thereby right a serious wrong 
and to some extent restore its own dignity which has so yielded to the 
clamor of ignorant fanaticism. [Applause.] 

Thereupon Dr. Slicer read a letter from Gen. Leonard Wood, in which 
he advocated the restoration of the canteen. He followed this by read- 
ing a letter from the commander of the Grand 3 of the Republic in 
the State of New York. This was followed by reading some resolutions 
from the joint board of garrisons of Greater New York and adjacent 
territory of the Army and Navy Union, passed at its regular meeting 
eo in Brooklyn January 14. This was followed by telegram, as 
ollows : 

“The welfare of the enlisted man demands the restoration of the 
canteen. His physical and moral health has suffered severely from its 
abolishment. The Woman's Christian Temperance Union should not be 
blamed in this matter so much as certain distilling interests who fraud- 
ulentiy have made use of its misdirected zeal. 


(Signed) OWEN WISTER.” 


Dr. Slicer then introduced Dr. Herbert Shipman, late chaplain of the 
United States Army, now a minister in this city. 


ADDRESS OF REV. MR. SHIPMAN. 


Mr. SHIPMAN. Whosoever has the temerity to speak on any phase 
of the so-called liquor question or a platform other than that of total 
abstinence must needs protest at the outset that, howeyer appearances 
may be against him, he is really at heart on the side of temperance. So 
much he must offer by way of 8 to the gods of conventional 
respectability. I hasten, therefore, to make that protestation. It was 
because I beleyed in temperance that at one time I opposed the move- 
ment to abolish the Army canteen, and it is because I still believe in 
temperance that I now rejoice in the ibility of its reinstatement. 

I ee the movement to abolish it, as I now welcome every effort 
to bring it back—first of all, on general grounds. With all sympathy 
and respect for the motives and ideals of those who cling to the prin- 
ciple of prohibition, I do not believe that that principle will ever solve 
the question of temperance; I believe it blocks the way. 

It proclaims itself, indeed, the bearer of the Christian standard as 
against the evils of intemperance. And it has fought a good fight 
and kept the faith as it has seen the faith, bravely and uncompromis- 
ingly. But it remains a fact that the New Testament, straightforwardly 
Lo ea and understood, leads no authority to the principle of pro- 

on, 

Just as little has it the general support of mođern science. If it can 
marshal impressive names in support of its contentions, the opposing 
creed can marshal names every bit as impressive and more in numbers. 
Moreover, whenever and wherever given an opportunity to demonstrate 
its working it has succeeded only in demonstrating its inability to 
work. Any man knows this who travels with open eyes through the 
so-called prohibition sections either of this country or of Canada. 
There is no need for him to seek diligently for the evidence until 
he find it; it forces itself upon him. It Aft from the drug shops, 
the closet bars, the speak-easies,” and “ blind tigers” of every kind, 
and plants itself squarely before his eyes. Prohibition not only fails 
to attain the result at which it aims, but almost invariably there 
follow worse evils in its train than those it attempts to cure. “I 
speak,” Hugo Miinsterberg says, “as a psychotherapist whose expe- 
rience covers the whole country when I say that e spreading of 
cocainism and morphinism, of sexual perversions and ruinous habits 
among the abstainers is alarming.” 

Its tendency, too, is to eliminate the milder beverages, which are 
difficult to transport and conceal, in favor of gin and riers often 
of the vilest quality, and to substitute lonely drinking—of all forms 
the most ruinous and hardest to cure—for drinking in social company 
under the restraining influence of public opinion. 

It alienates the good will and influence of the moderate drinker, the 
man who believes himself to be, and is, a temperate man, and who re- 
sents, not unnaturally, being classed as “a liquor man” with the bar- 
room tippler and corner loafer. It fosters hypocrisy; it tempts men 
to do in underhand ways that which they believe they have a right to 
do but for which, if caught, they are liable to punishment. These 
things are bad; but worst of all is the fact that prohibition forced 
upon an unwilling icy er often with the assistance of the liquor 
dealers, sows the of disrespect and disregard for law. 

In a country and under a Government such as ours, whose stabilit 
rests upon the conscience of the people, to foster any 8 whi 
dulls the public conscience to the obligation of even a single law is a 
dangerous experiment. By so much the moral tone is lowered; by so 
much every law loses something of its sanctity. 


For these reasons and others I am opposed to the major premise of 


rohibition—that total abstinence is the only road to temperance; and 
erefore I am opposed to the conclusion drawn from that premise—that 
in the interest of temperance the Army canteen should be, and is of 
right, abolished. 
am against this conclusion not only on this 8 ground, how- 
ever, I am against it on the more specific ground that the canteen in 
practical operation has proved itself the most effective force for tem- 
perance the ret? has ever known. 

I wonder if all the estimable women who some years ago worked 
with such fatal success to get the canteen abolished knew what they 
were doing. I wonder if t oy kee exactly what the canteen is and 
how it operates, If they did know, I wonder that they worked so hard 
against the best interests of our soldiers. If they did not know, I 
wonder why they worked at all until they knew. 

I am not jesting when I say that at the time the canteen was 
abolished there were those who honestly believed they were working 
against the use in the Army of a round, metallic vessel, somewhat like 
a hot-water bottle, attached to each soldier's belt, filled in the morning 
with some kind of spirituous liquor, and, when the silent stars looked 
down upon the conclusion of his labors, emptied of its contents. 
“Why,” they asked with glowi indignation, “ why should the Gov- 
ernment furnish canteens to our Army? Why should the soldiers carry 
them? Why should they put them to their lips and drain away their 
manhood?” 

As a matter of fact, as we who are more enlightened know, the 
canteen was one department ef the soldiers’ store, or “ post exchange,” 
in which the sale of beer, to be consumed on the premises, was allowed. 

Surely, if beer was ever sold under conditions which would compel 
eyen the most scrupulous to confess that the least, last possibility of 
evil was minimized to the vanishing point, those conditions obtained 
in the Army canteen. Its management was in the hands of officers 
of the Army, competent men, of ability and high character, whose busi- 
ness it was to safeguard the interests of the men under their command 
and who had no other Interest in the matter whatsoever; the quality 
of the beer was carefully ins ed, and the amount allowed cack man 
strictly limited; the demoralizing system of treating.“ almost uni- 
versal in the ordinary saloon, was absolutely forbidden; the surround- 
ings were clean and decent, in striking contrast to the low dives, 
appropriately called “hog ranches,” with which nearly every village 
near an Army post is filled. In this connection let me add two facts: 
First, that when the canteen was originally established at West Point, 
17 saloons in the nearest village were forced out of business; and, 
second, that when a movement was on foot to abolish the canteen on 
the West Point Reservation, identically the same petitions to brin 
this about were circulated by the so-called temperance advocates an 
by representatives of the lowest class of liquor dealers in the adjacent 

lage of Highland Falls. 

Under the canteen system, the man who wanted his glass of beer 

t it openly and was not tempted to sneak to the nearest saloon, with 
ts vile whisky, its viler atmosphere, its degrading habitués and re- 
tainers, female as well as male, there to debase his manhood, endanger 


is health, and lower both his regard for discipline and his moral tone; 
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the profits of the canteen sales, so far from going into the 


of individuals to whose interest it was to increase them by any and 


every means, were returned to the men ves in the form of 
better food, means for recreation, material for reading and instruction, 
and comforts and delicacies for the sick in hospital. 


system. 

As such they were recognized almost universally by those who best 

They have been | 1 

ve ost to the 

the efforts of amateurs as ignorant and shortsighted as they were 

3 well meaning. A heavy burden of responsibility rests upon 
em. 

a By now time that this unfortunate and disastrous exferiment were 
ende 


Temperance is a moral 1 part of the make-up of a man's soul. 
You can not compel him to be temperate N external restrictions and 
pouono any more than you can compel by 

pure in heart. The way to temperance lies not through 
or any other 5 pa and easy panacea, but through the education of the 
individual will and conscience to meet and overcome the temptations 
which must inevitably, and for its development and greater good, enter 
every human life. i 

The system which, while leaving room for choice, without which a 
man is not a man, works at the same time for self-government and self- 
restraint is on the side of the truest temperance. And this, exactly, is 
the claim I make for the system of which I haye been 

I speak not only on behalf of the comfort and contentment of our 
enlisted soldiers, not only om behalf of their rights as men, but above 
all on behalf of decency and order, on behalf of discipline. and manly 
self-control, on behalf of LTH ere in its truest form, when I say 
again that this system of which the ges Dan been robbed by ignorance, 
prejudice, and fanaticism, should be 

Largely through the influence of our women it was taken from the 
Army. it not fitting, therefore, that through their more enlightened 
influence it should be given back? 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and before beginning I will say that I will address my- 
self to the subject suddenly broached by the gentleman from 
Missouri, and I will ask permission to extend my remarks and 
insert some matter similar to what the gentleman has requested 


to insert in his case. 
That permission has been granted by 


The CHAIRMAN. 
general order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
refers to a certain list of medical men. I think it is only fair 
on behalf of those medical men to state that they made their 
report on the same misleading information that the gentleman 
has been quoting—information that is absolutely contrary to the 
facts. The official reports of the increase of these diseases are 
due to the fact that the same year the canteen, so-called, was 
abolished—and I will inform the gentlemen here that the can- 
teen has not been abolished, but the use of beverages contain- 


ing alcohol has been abolished in the canteen. - 


Now, the year that that came in there was a fundamental 
change in the method of inspection. A new system began, and 
a proper consideration of parallel conditions, before and after, 
go to show beyond a question of doubt that in the matter of 
diseases there has been a decided improvement. Furthermore, 
it goes to show that in the matter òf loss of time from intem- 
perance and in cases of arrest for drunkenness, and all similar 
records, a most decided and important and yaluable improve- 
ment in the health and morals of the service has resulted. 

Mr. Chairman, it is singular to me that just when the British 
Government, and the French Government, and the German 
Government, and practically every important government in 
the world, with large armies and navies, are taking every avail- 
able measure to make their armies and navies absolutely dry, 
totally abstaining, that there should be such a widespread move- 
ment in America to reintroduce beverages containing alcohol in 
our Army. I wish to point out the substance of the contention 
of the gentleman. : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman yield for just one 
question? 

Mr. HOBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman knows the reasons why 
there is such a large—— 

Mr. HOBSON. I am going to give them. The contention of 
the gentleman from Missouri is that this particular ingredient 
in a beverage, known as alcohol, is beneficial to the human 
organism and in turn may tend to make the human being that 
takes it more moral and more temperate. 

In the Boer War the investigation of a scientific commission, 
appointed without prejudice by the British Crown, showed ab- 
solutely that the defeats of the British, the regulars going 
down before the Boers, the lack of stamina and endurance, 
were due to the use of beverages containing alcohol—even the 
temperate use. 

And further investigation showed that of 11,000 British sub- 
jects in the city of London who came up for examination by 
the 3 service, only 1,200 reached the physical require- 
men 

And the scientific investigation that followed as to the cause 
resulted unanimously in the decision that it was due to the 
use of alcoholic beverages. The French Government made a 


similar investigation—in a country where drunkenness is un- 
known. I was there for three years, and neyer saw a drunken 
Frenchman. They came to the same conclusion, namely, that 
the element of degeneracy in France—the high death rate, the 
low birth rate, and all the signs of degeneracy—were due to 
this cause. Then the patient Germans took it up, and they 
came to exactly the same conclusion. The German Emperor 
is the man who is leading the movement in Germany, not only 
to have his army and the navy absolutely dry, but he has 
appealed to his countrymen to cut out alcohol. He has stated 
in so many words that that nation will march to the front in 
wur or peace that is willing to remove this cause of degeneracy. 

On what is that based? It will not take long to tell you. It 
has now been settled by laboratories in all parts of the world; 
it is no longer open to discussion; it is one of the great accepted 
facts of modern science. It is revolutionary, like the discovery 
that the world was round instead of flat. They have now 
established beyond peradventure that alcohol is not a simple 
hydrocarbon, analogous to the starches and sugars 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that my time be 
extended for five minutes, the same extension of time which 
was granted to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBSON. They have found that alcohol is a toxin, is 
a waste product, is the excretion of a living organism; that 
you can not produce it unless you bring in the yeast or ferment 
germ, Nor can you produce it unless you produce liquid in 
which that germ can carry on the life processes, and the alcohol 
that comes off is the excretion off those germs. Now, when 
that is established, it settles this question once and for all 
time. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT] that he might as well realize that he has a losing cause; 
he might as well try to make this earth flat or make water 
run up hill as to permanently maintain the position he has 
taken. There is a biological law that knows no exception; 
that the toxin of one form of life is a poison to that form of 
life and every form of life of a higher order. You can not 
make alcohol of more than 13 per cent concentration. 

Alcohol will kill the yeast germ that produced it when it 
reaches that concentration. It will not only be a poison to 
itself, but to every form of life of the highest order. The yeast 
germ is below all animal organism. It is below mest of the 
plants. It is bound to be a poison, and you can not escape it. 
It is a loathsome poison, without food value, without medicinal 
value, though it may fool you. It is not a stimulant, but lowers 
the pulse beat from 15 to 20 a minute, from the taking of 1 
ounce of alcohol. It is classed now definitely with chloroform 
and ether as a narcotic poison. But, more than that, not only 
must it be a poison under all circumstances, but it has certain 
unique peculiarities as a poison. It not only attacks every 
tissue which it touches, but it has a particular affinity for the 
cells in the body which represent an upward line of evolution. 
That may be because those cells are young and tender, but it is 
nevertheless a fact that the characteristic of this poison is to 
attack, in every living organism, those tender little cells along 
the line upon which nature is developing evolution.” 

Man is evolving chiefly in the gray matter of the brain the 
convolutions of the brain. This poison has a deadly effect upon 
the gray matter. A single drink, and every drink, will paralyze 
for the time being the little layer of cells which the man has 
been tending to add in his day and generation. Nature causes 
each generation to add a little layer which, if it did not de- 
generate, would continue the evolution onward. Continued 
drink will absolutely wipe out these layers, and a man can in 
a short time cut down the evolution of his past. He will reach 
the plane ultimately of the semicivilized, the semisa vage, and 
on down to the brute. In a few years he can wipe out the evo- 
lution of a thousand years of his ancestry. 

These truths are well established. One more astounding fact 
is that nature regards degeneration, interfering with the line 
of its evolution, as the deadly, unpardonable sin. She strikes 
at the life of the one guilty of the sin. A single drink, with 
the alcohol passing through the veins, instantly makes every 
white blood corpuscle in the system drunk for the time being. 

Under the microscope it was found that even a moderate 
drink of alcoholic beverage passing quickly into the blood para- 
lyzes the white blood corpuscles. They behave like drunken 
men. In pursuit they can not catch the disease germs. In con- 
flict they can not hold the disense germs for devouring, and they 
can not operate in great phalanxes, as they do when sober, 
against such powerful germs as those of consumption. 

Every time a man takes a drink of alcoholic beverage he lays 
himself open for a time to contracting diseases. Every time a 
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man takes a drink he puts his life in peril. No wonder the 
mortality statistics show, as they do, that a total abstainer has 
nearly twice the security and hold on life that the average 
drinker has and about three times the hold of heavy drinkers 
and those engaged in the liquor traffic. 

If the drinks are repeated the microscope shows that the 


fighting powers of the white blood corpuscles are permanently 
impaired, even when they are not actually drunk. This ac- 
counts for the lowered vitality of regular drinkers, even though 
temperate. 

After long-continued drinking, even though temperate, the 
microscope shows that the white blood corpuscles, with the 
serum which contains their vegetable food continually sucked 
up by the dehydrating toxin, become carniverous and begin to 
feed upon the tissues and organs like disease germs. The 
favorite tissue food of the degenerate corpuscles are the tender 
cells of latest development. In the human being the latest de- 
velopment is the brain. The microscope shows the degenerate 
corpuscles, with the goods upon them, down in their bodies the 
gray matter of the brain. This accounts for the tremendous 
mortality among heavy drinkers and for the degeneracy that 
will be referred to later. 

THE GREAT DESTROYER. 

It is difficult to say in any particular case whether having 
alcohol in the system caused a patient to take a disease or 
caused a patient to die, and “alcoholism” attributed to men 
who die in delirium tremens is the only record of death ordi- 
narily kept against alcohol. But the British Government, in 
conjunction with English life insurance companies, from the 
records of millions of cases, has been able to determine the 
death rate of total abstainers and of those who drink. 

Statistics compiled by insurance companies show that the 
death rate for the population at large is 1,000 deaths per year 
out of every 61,215 of the population, and that the death rate 
of total abstainers is 560 per year out of the same number and 
for liquor dealers 1,642 deaths per year out of the same number. 
These figures, resulting from many millions of cases, can be 
taken as accurate. They show that 440 deaths out of every 
1,000 deaths, nearly one-half of the deaths that occur, are due 
to alcohol. Applied to this country, over 680,000 deaths per 
year in continental United States, or over 725,000 per year in 
the United States and its ons. In other words, alcohol 
is killing our people at the rate of nearly 2,000 men a day every 
day in the year. 

ALCOHOL TEN THOUSAND TIMES MORE DESTRUCTIVE THAN WAR, 

The Army War College at Washington made an investigation 
of the destructiveness of war. Taking all the wars of the 
world, from the Russo-Japanese War back to 500 B. C., the 
War College found that the total number of killed and wounded 
in battle amounts to about 2,800,000, of which it is estimated 
that about 700,000 were killed and something over 2,000,000 
wounded. 

The comparative figures show the appalling fact that alcohol 
is killing off as many Americans every year as all the wars of 
the world have killed in battle in 2,300 years. 

Applied to the whole white race, we find that alcohol is 
killing 3,500,000 white men every year, five times as many as 
have been killed in war in 2,300 years; so that, stated mathe- 
matically, alcohol is ten thousand times more destructive than 
all wars combined. No wonder the Governments investigating 
the subject have found that war has been only a secondary 
cause of national decline, and that alcohol has been the real 
destroyer that has overthrown all the great nations of the past 
and is now undermining the great nations of to-day. 

ALCOHOL’S WOUNDED TO-DAY ARE MORE THAN 100,000,000 WHITE MEN. 

The figures of the British Government and English life insur- 
ance companies as to the effect of drinking on longevity are 
stated as follows: 

If a young man at the age of 20 is a total abstainer and re- 
mains a total abstainer, his prospect of life is 44 years, and he 
will Jive to the average age of 64, but if he is a temperate regu- 
lar drinker his prospect of life will be 31 years and he will live 
to the average age of 51, after losing 18 years out of his life, 
If he is a heavy drinker, his prospect of life is 15 years and he 
will die at the average age of 35, after losing 29 years out of 
his life. Conservative estimates place the number of confirmed 
drunkards in the United States at something over 1,000,000, of 
whom 300,000 die every year; the heavy drinkers at over 
4,000,000; and temperate regular drinkers at over 20,000,000. 
A soldier wounded in battle and losing 10 years of his life as 
a consequence would be classed as seriously wounded. The con- 
firmed drunkards and heavy drinkers together, 5,000,000 in num- 
ber, must be looked upon as mortally wounded and the tem- 
perate regular drinkers as seriously wounded, making a total 
of over 25,000,000 Americans wounded by alcohol to-day, more 


than ten times as many as wounded in all the battles of the 
world since the dawn of history. The estimates for the white 
race make over 125,000,000 white men to-day wounded by alcohol. 

If a great military power were to declare war on unprepared 
America to-day every patriotic heart would be filled with 
anxiety. I know the full significance of war, especially when 
a nation is unprepared. But if I had the choice of having 
alcohol continue its deadly ravages with the Nation at peace 
or of having it wiped off the face of the land with a declaration 
of war by all the nations of the earth, I would not hesitate for 
a moment; I would take sober, undegenerate America and face 
the combined world in arms. 

ALCOHOL DEGENERATES. 

The full ravages of alcohol are not measured even by the 
appalling list of killed and wounded. War kills and wounds; 
alcohol kills and wounds ten thousand times more than all 
war combined, and in addition it degenerates. Its toxin attacks 
with special virility the young, tender cells associated with 
evolution, A plant or vegetable or fruit steadily evolving some 
color or form under the process of cultivation when watered 
with water to which a small quantity of alcohol is added will 
quickly cease to evolve and will lose the color and form and 
revert backward toward the condition when it grew wild. Ifa 
young domestic animal is brought up on a fare to which a small 
ration of alcohol is added, by the time it is grown it will lose 
those qualities acquired in domesticity. 

THE CURSE OF THE RED MAN AND THE BLACK MAN. 

If a peaceable red man is subjected to the regular use of alco- 
holie beverage, he will speedily be put back to the plane of the 
savage. The Government long since recognized this and abso- 
lutely prohibits the introduction of alcoholic beverage into an 
Indian reservation. If a negro takes up a regular use of alco- 
holic beverage, in a short time he will degenerate to the level of 


the cannibal. 
CONQUERS THE NOBLEST WHITE MEN. 


No matter how high the stage of evolution, the result is the 
same, A white man with great self-control, considerate, tender- 
hearted, who would not willingly harm an insect, will be de- 
generated by regular use of alcoholic beverage to the point 
where he will strike with a dagger or fire a shot to kill with 
little or no provocation. 

THE OVERSHADOWING CAUSE OF CRIME, PAUPERISM, AND INSANITY. 


Though at first a tender, loving husband and parent, he will 
degenerate to the point where he will be cruel to his own flesh 
and blood. It is conservatively estimated that 95 per cent of 
all the acts and crimes of violence committed in civilized com- 
munities are the direct result of men being put down by alcohol 
toward a plane of savagery. The degenerating process strikes 
at the integrity of the reason and is the chief cause of idiocy 
and insanity. It wipes out self-control, self-respect, the sense 
of honor, the moral sense, and produces the bulk of tramps, 
paupers, vagabonds, 

DEFIES NATURE AND NATURE’S GOD. 

In every living thing there is the evolutionary impulse to rise 
and progress. In the human family man is not changing much 
in his physical nature, but is evolving chiefly in his nervous 
system, building up those delicate centers of the brain upon 
whose activities rest the moral sense. Nature is trying to pro- 
duce men of high character, a race of true, noble men. Alco- 
holic beverages, eyen in moderation, reverse the processes of 
nature and set back the purposes of creation. 

BRINGS NATURE’S CURSE—BLIGHTS PROGENY. 

Nature is pitiless when her processes are reversed. She ab- 
hors degeneracy and will not tolerate its perpetuation. With 
parents properly mated and undegenerated the offspring will 
multiply and be higher and nobler in each succeeding genera- 
tion. But woe to the offspring if the parents degenerate them- 
selyes. Nature will blast the progeny and everything associ- 
ated with its production. 

BLIGHTS THE FRUITING OF PLANTS AND THE OFFSPRING OF ANIMALS. 


Upon a fruit tree watered with alcohol mixed with the water 
the fruit will fall untimely. With animals the law is the same. 
Scientists selected from a litter of spaniels two little brothers 
exactly alike in infancy, and brought them up, one as an alco- 
holic and the other as a total abstainer, giving the former only 
a small quantity of alcohol with his food, about equivalent in 
proportion to what benighted parents often give their children 
in beer or light wine mixed with water. From another Mtter of 
spaniels they selected two little sisters exactly alike in infancy, 
and brought them up in the same way, one as an alcoholic, the 
other as a total abstainer. When the four dogs were grown 
they were mated, the two alcoholics together and the two total 
abstainers together, and the process was repeated. The two 
mothers and the offspring were placed under close scientific 
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observation. Extraordinary phenomena set in with the alco- 
holic mother. She experienced difficulties and accidents, suf- 
fered great travail in birth, and finally died in pupbirth with 
the fifth litter, a phenomenon unknown before. Many of her 
offspring were born dead. Many of them died in infancy, and 
of these that survived only 17.3 per cent were normal. 

The little abstaining mother had no such experience; she bore 
large litters of healthy, strong pups, of which 90.5 per cent were 
absolutely normal. 

BLIGHTS THE PROGENY OF MAN. 


The same inexorable law holds for man as for animals and 
plants. A scientist having investigated more than 800 cases, 
announces that of children born to alcoholic parents, 1 of every 
5 will be hopelessly insane, 1 out of 3 will be hysterical or 
epileptic. More than two-thirds will be degenerate. Another 
scientist located 10 large families in which both parents were 
alcoholic, and in the same localities, with other conditions prac- 
tically the same, 10 large families in which both parents were 
total abstainers. Of the 57 children of the alcoholic parents, 
10 were deformed, 6 were epileptic, 6 were idiotic, 25 were 
nonviable, only 17 per cent were normal, 83 per cent being 
abnormal. Of the 61 children of the total-abstaining parents 
10.5 per cent only were abnormal, and these chiefly backward, 
while 89.5 per cent were absolutely normal. Seventeen per 
cent were normal in the one case and 89.5 per cent in the other 
case, a difference of 72.5 per cent. 

Parents by becoming alcoholic will sacrifice three-fourths of 
their children on the altar of drink. 

ALCOHOL THE CURSE OF THE PERILS OF CHILDBIRTH AND THE DANGER OF 
RACE SUICIDE, 

Another scientist after wide investigation has found that in 
only 1 per cent of cases do accidents occur in maternity to 
mothers where the parents are total abstainers, while 5.25 per 
cent occur where the parents are regular temperate drinkers, 
and 7.32 per cent where the parents are heavy drinkers. In the 
case of total-abstaining parents the deaths in infancy among 
their children will be 13 per cent; in the case of temperate reg- 
ular drinkers 23 per cent, and heavy drinkers 32 per cent. Of 
the children of drinkers 10 per cent will have consumption, of 
the children of total abstainers only 1.8 per cent. Those who 
drink alcoholic beverage should realize the terrible price they 
pay. For even temperate regular drinking they increase over 
400 per cent the chances of accidents in maternity. They nearly 
double the chances of their children dying in infancy, and they 
undermine the health and normality of those that survive. A 
man may take chances with himself, but if he has a spark of 
nobility in his soul he will take care how he tampers with a 
deadly poison that will cause the helpless little children that he 
brings into the world to be deformed, idiotic, epileptic, insane, 

THE ONLY RATIONAL LIFE. 


In the light of the truth that every drink endangers health, 
the terrible truth that alcohol destroys and degenerates, and 
that it blights progeny, there can be from the standpoint of the 
individual but one rational course of life with regard to this 
deadly poison, and that is a life of absolute, total abstinence. 

The standpoint of the individual is not the only standpoint 
from which this great destroyer must be examined. His blight 
is as deadly for society as it is for the individual. We must 
examine him from the standpoint of the State. In later remarks 
I will deal with this part of the question. In the meantime I 
will remind Members that I have this question printed in a 
speech in the ConeressionaL Recor, called “The great de- 
stroyer,” and shall be glad to supply copies to Members for 
their own use or for distribution. 

But in the light of these truths, how utterly absurd to main- 
tain that serving beer inside of a post would reduce the drinking 
of whisky outside of the post or give the post any more control 
over the dens outside. 

How ridiculous to contend that this poison, which degenerates 
and places a man on a lower plane, with his self-control gone, 
reduces the violations of the rules of morality and chastity. 
There is not a red-light district in the world not intimately 
associated with and built upon the distribution of this poison. 
I protest against this continual slander upon our Army. It is 
almost sacrilege to bring in the names of women. For each 
one of the misguided women on the petitions of the gentleman 
from Missouri I can send in a thousand women who would 
protest with their latest breath against introducing beer into 
the daily routine presence of the young soldiers, who enlist 
most of them as total abstainers, tending to start them on the 
downward path with the pretext of making it easier for a few 
old drinkers to get their drinks. 

At a later date I will present in extenso this question of 
the proposed restoration of alcohol to the Army canteen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a 
couple of minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to 
proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
want to say to these gentlemen that they are engaged in dis- 
cussing a very interesting subject, but to-day is the day allotted 
to the business of my committee, and I have given up a portion 
of it to the Committee on Military Affairs. We want to discuss 
the war-claims bill. Gentlemen can continue this present dis- 
cussion at some other, time. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will state to the gentleman that I did not 
precipitate this discussion. 4 

Mr. SIMS. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, what is before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing before the House. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is this an academic discussion of the can- 
teen? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

In line with the suggestion recently made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] that there will be presented to the 
House a motion to recommit that portion of the bill which refers 
to the increase of pay for foreign service, I trust that when 
that motion is presented to this House the action of the com- 
mittee cutting off extra pay for foreign service, which was de- 
termined by a majority of a single vote, will be reversed in the 
House on a roll call. 

To my mind the distinction which should apply as between 
the pay of the man serving in continental United States and the 
man who serves in what is termed the foreign service in this 
particular bill is by no means ordinary. It is based upon con- 
ditions unusual and extraordinary, and I do not believe, Mr. 
Chairman, that this House should impose upon the boys who 
have enlisted in the Army the burden that this bill would lay 
upon their shoulders while they are absent from home. 

Ten per cent additional pay for officers and 20 per cent addi- 
tional pay for men is for what purpose? It is for the purpose 
of harmonizing the difference between the actual service, the 
actual hazards, the actual hardships that are encountered by 
the man at home and the man abroad. 

In the Philippine service to-day, Mr. Chairman, the boys are 
far more frequently finding their way into the hospitals than 
in the United States proper. In the continental service of the 
United States they are surrounded by the comforts that go with 
the ordinary American life. What is the difference actually 
between the two? Maj. Munson, an eminent authority on 
questions of this kind, has prepared some interesting and in- 
structive statistics showing the strikingly different state of 
affairs existing at home and in the Philippines. 

Under the conditions of peace prevailing during the five years 
from 1906 to 1910, the comparative hazard of the Army serving 
within the continental United States—excluding Alaska—and 
American troops serving in the Philippine Islands, as shown by 
the reports of the Surgeon General of the Army, is as follows: 


Admissions Oonstant 

Troops serv- to hospital. Deaths, | noneffec- 

Years. ing in— per 1,000 T 1,000 | tive, per 

troops, | troops. | | 1,000 

y troops. 
| United States-| 1,179.93 5.28 | 44.92 
FE Fhilippines . 1,700.22] 9.11 63.35 
United States-| 1,172.04 5.68 45.22 
Nn Philippines__..| 1,483.12 8.54 65.49 
United States.“ 1,148.59 5.35 41,19 
66333 Pnilippines. . 1,439.65 8.65 53.85 
; United States. 1,024.37 4.84 99.70 
e Philippines . 1,348.02 6.43 £2.57 
United States.“ 809.25 4.42 33.05 
. Philippines 1,242.65 5.19 45.45 
United States-| 1,084.83 5.10 41.39 
r Philippines 1.44.73 7.56 654.04 


These figures show statistically that during the past five years 
there actually occurred proportionately 49.1 per cent more 
deaths among troops in the Philippines than in the United 
States, 32.9 per cent more disability requiring hospital care, 
and 30.8 per cent more inability to do duty as a result thereof. 

But these figures, cogent as they are, do not fully represent 
the actual results of tropical service on health and life ex- 
pectancy. Severe and chronic cases are habitually invalided 
from the Philippines, where their disability developed, back to 
the United States, where they die, are discharged for disability, 
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or spend long periods on sick report. It thus happens that the 
statistical health reports show rates lower than they should be 
for the Philippine Islands, and causes incident to service therein, 
and unduly increase the apparent rates for the United States 
through the taking up of inyalids returned from the Tropics, 
where they acquired their disability. 

What is there to offset this condition of affairs? Not only 
are no sick soldiers sent from the United States to the Tropics 
to facilitate recovery, but the presumably well soldiers are care- 
fully examined before embarkation to make sure that they are 
in condition to stand the greater strain of tropical service. 
There is thus more sickness and death due to tropical service 
and less incident to service in the United States than is at once 
apparent from the statistics. 

The present tropical service pay was given by Congress in 
the desire to compensate officers and men for the greater ex- 
peuse, discomfort, and hazard incident to that service, but the 
tropical service pay has never done this fully. Officers get an 
increase of 10 per cent and enlisted men of 20 per cent under 
conditions where thelr expectancy of life is cut down at least 
50 per cent, their health is redueed by at least 33 per cent, and 
their ability to perform duty by at least 31 per cent—and in all 
these respects to an undoubtedly greater but undetermined 
degree than is shown statistically by the Surgeon General. 

In addition to all this I haye been informed, and I believe, 
that the additional pay alowed these officers who are trans- 
ported from time to time does not in the case of actual travel 
make up the difference in their actual necessary expenditures. 
It costs an additional sum of from 8300 to $500 for an officer 
to travel back and forth above the allowance ordinarily given 
him. 

Do you mean to say that there fs no difference in the service 
rendered by a, man in the military service assigned to duty in 
the Capital of the Nation, where his family has the best medical 
care the world affords, where at his children's disposal are the 
best public schools in the world, where there are all the refine- 
ments of society and all those things that make life pleasant— 
do you mean to tell me that there is no distinction between his 
surroundings here and those of the man 10,000 miles away, in 
the wilds of the Philippines? Do you mean to tell me that a 
man who is compelled to maintain two establishments, one here 
at home, because his wife and little ehildren, perchance because 
of some physical disability or ailment, dare not face the hard- 
ships of the Tropics, and who is also compelled to maintain him- 
self beyond the sea, away from his home and family—do you 
mean to say that there is no distinetion between that man and 
the one who is permitted to maintain himself in his own home 
with his own family in this country, enjoying their society 365 
days and nights of the year? [Applause.]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yauia has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I should like five minutes 
more. 

A MENEER. Regular order ! 

Mr. HAY. I move that all debate close on this amendment. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Very well. 

Mr. HAY. We have full discussion on this proposition in the 
general debate, and we must end the consideration of this bill 
at some time or other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
all debate on this amendment be now closed. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HAY. I offered an amendment, and I understand that 
all debate on it is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands, but the Chair 
does not know for what purpose the gentleman from Wyoming 


rises. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I was unable to be here yes- 
terduy when certain features of this bill were under discussion. 
I do not want to detain the committee at this time, but I ask 
unanimous consent that I may extend my remarks in the RECORD 
on some features of the bill that were discussed yesterday. 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman already has that right. 

The CHAIRMAN. . Permission to extend remarks has already 
been granted to all Members. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the amendment reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment for 
the information of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting as a new section after seetion 7: 

* Sec. 8. That = a ne iations herein vided for the several de- 


partments consolida T _ act shall b be available for the con- 
solidated corps 3 —— 


The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. Section $ in the bill should be numbered 
section 9. 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that change will 
be made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

cee: That nothing in this act shall be held or construed so as to 

ree REF ofi aries from the amy or to diminish the rank now held 
all laws and parts of laws, so far as they are incon- 
at with ‘oe 1 — 5 of this act, be, and they are hereby, repealed. 
= ‘HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 61, 3 15, after the word “him,” add the following: 
to reduce the pay he is now receiving.” 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that amendment, if adopted, would,do away with the para- 
graph just agreed to. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken in the matter of the provision in the previous paragraph. 
This would only say that his pay shall not be reduced, 

Mr. HAY. The preceding paragraph that has just been 
agreed to says that hereafter the service as a cadet of the 
United States Military Academy, or as a naval cadet or midship- 
man, shall not be counted in computing for any purpose the 
length of service of an officer of the Army. If the gentleman's 
amendment is agreed to that will nullify that provision which 
the committee has just agreed to. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will simply remark that if 
that provision which the gentleman refers td were already the 
law his point of order might lie, but that provision is not law, 
it is only a part of the bill and may be modified by provisions 
in other parts of the bill. It is just like section 8, which 
modifies parts that have already been passed upon in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, while I do not favor the 
amendment, I think it is clearly in order. The Chair can not 
undertake to determine whether its adoption will be consistent 
with other parts of the bill. 

Mr. HAY. I will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not detain the com- 
mittee long. I do not believe that I ever heard of a case like 
this—I may be mistaken, but I will ask if any gentleman knows 
of 2 case to remind me—I do not believe that I ever heard of a 
legislative act in any country affecting the pay of enlisted men 
or officers in the service of the army or the navy providing for 
reducing the pay being received at the time because, in an 
inherent way, that is a part, you might say, of a contract. 
This is like an ex post facto law. It is, I believe, absolutely 
unprecedented. It is a provision intended to reduce expenses 
and, perhaps, Members might believe it ought to be the system 
to prevail in the future, but why should Members make a 
precedent of this kind in violation of all precedents, really in 
the nature of an ex post facto law, and break the contract with 
men in the service who entered the service with the full under- 
standing that the present rates would be the basis of their 
pay? Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the balance of my time to 
put in on another proviso. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
hy the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

ae Clerk read as follows: 

end, page 61, line 14, after the word “ officer,” by inserting the 
sorte “or 8 Seen mar 


“Or 


Page 61, line 15, after the word “rank” insert the words “ or pay.” 
In the, same line, after the word “heid,” insert the words or re 


Mr. HAY. To that, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 
The purpose of it seems to be to get into this section the words 
“enlisted man” and provide that the pay he is now receiving, 
which is part of the foreign-service pay, shall not be taken away 
from him by anything in this act. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. That is precisely the purpose. 

Mr. HAY. Well, I will withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 61, add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 10. That the provisions of this act shall not take effect before 
January 1, 1915. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that is not in order—that it is new legislation. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will say that unless the 
chairman of the committee accepts the amendment providing 
that these officers and men may have opportunity to adjust 
themselves to these changed conditions, I shall not press it, 
either as to the point of order or as to the amendment itself. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how it can be subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. HOBSON. I do not believe it is subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I can not accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will employ the time 
at my disposal simply to conclude the statement of my position 
on this whole matter. I' suppose that the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs will say that I am making an 
attack upon the Democratic Party. As this bill is closing, I 
simply desire to lay before my colleagues in the Democratic 
Party that it is in my judgment the most imperative duty of 
our party to give due and careful consideration 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, what is before the 
committee? 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And I make the point of order to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then, I wish to be heard upon the point of 
order. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to haye 
the gentleman lecture the Democratic Party. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I am discussing this measure. 
I expected the gentleman from New York to rise. He is 
exceedingly adroit—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then I shall discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule, as a matter of course, 
that the gentleman must speak to the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And the gentleman must not discuss 
anything else. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will remark, in connection with the gentle- 
man’s adroitness—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I object to the gentleman 
discussing anything except the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must confine himself to a 
discussion of the point of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is offered in 
very good faith. I have seen adroitness in the matter of amend- 
ments employed on many sides, and I can remember one time 
when the gentleman from New York was lined up with the 
enemy 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman is not discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that point of order is insisted upon, 
the gentleman must proceed in order. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will now move an amendment to my amend- 
ment, to strike out the last word. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, but I insist on the regular order. . 

Mr. HOBSON. Then I will discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is whether 
the gentleman’s amendment is in order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard upon 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized to speak to his point of order. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. When the question of good order is being dis- 
cussed, is it improper to mention the name of the Democratic 
Party? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOBSON. If bad order were being discussed, we could 
yery well mention the Republican Party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized to discuss the point of order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman from New York—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the gentle- 
man confine himself to a discussion of the point of order, or 
else take his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not rule as yet that the 
gentleman is out of order. 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is skilled in 
parliamentary law and I am paying him a compliment 

—— FITZGERALD. I do not care to listen to any compli- 
men : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. I submit that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will leave out the name of 
the gentleman from New York if he does not like to hear his 
own name from my lips. I am astonished that any Member 
familiar with parliamentary law should state that an amend- 
ment fixing the time that an act should go into effect is out 
of order in a bill. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not astonished that the gentleman 
is astonished. ‘ 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman from New York is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York should 
not interrupt the gentleman from Alabama. $ 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I maintain that it is a legit- 
imate part of the measure, that it does not create new law, 
that it is simply a limitation upon the bill being enacted, that 
it is germane, and under no conception is it subject to the point 
of order. I would like for the gentleman from New York to 
state the grounds for his point of order for the benefit of an 
intelligent membership, and under the general leave to print I 
will extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

I wish to sound a note of warning to my Democratic col- 
league at the close of this bill. I realize that the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay] will pronounce this another “ attack” 
on the Democratic Party since it takes issue with his methods 
of procedure. The gentleman assumed that my remarks of 
yesterday were intended as an assault on himself. I could 
understand how he might have made such a mistake at the 
time of his remarks, but I notice in the Record of to-day that, 
in revising his remarks, when he was fully aware of my actual 
remarks and my real purpose, that he leaves his remarks as a 
personal assault on me, my Democracy, my patriotism, and my 
attention to duty in this House. 

I am inclined to think that his original idea of my making 
an attack on him personally was due to the adroit injection of 
himself into the matter of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD]. This gentleman from New York does not seem 
satisfied with my compliment of yesterday, terming him adroit. 
I will now call him preeminently adroit. Adroitness is often a 
valuable thing to have, but in the gentleman from New York 
it is a dangerous thing for his comrades. In using this attri- 
bute yesterday he thought he would appear as defending the 
Democratic Party, and to-day he evidently thinks he appears 
in the same light; but I remember the day on the floor of this 
House, when the Democratie Party was in full array before the 
enemy at perhaps the greatest party crisis of recent years, and 
the gentleman from New York appeared on the scene as the 
standard bearer of the enemy and led to Democratic defeat. 

But the gentleman from Virginia may have thought it easier 
to have his remarks on a personal plane than to try to justify 
his course as a Democrat, for he has brought the party into a 
position of danger—that of dealing with vital matters of na- 
tional defense without proper deliberation. It is vain to say 
that there was a long period of general debate on the bill. The 
gentleman and all other gentlemen know that such general 
debate is not confined to the provisions of the bill, but extends 
to every subject under heaven. The gentleman also knows that 
often only the chairman and senior minority member of the 
committee remain regularly during this period, and only a hand- 
ful of the membership is ever present, except on special occa- 
sions. The gentleman undertakes to comment on my not hay- 
ing been present during part of that time, i 

The gentleman will recall that I was present when he tried 
to foist this same legislation upon the Democratic caucus with- 
out its having even been considered by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and he notes that I am present now; and he 
may expect to find me always present when he or anyone else 
undertakes to lead our party into danger. Before Cæsar I will 
give due account of my attention to duty in my present office 
and in 18 years of prior service of record under the Government. 

The gentleman refers disdainfully to the Chautauqua plat- 
form. I do not know if this is due to his never having had any 
call for his own services or to his having no message worth 
while to deliver. For my part, I am proud of the fact that on 
the Chautauqua platform and Lyceum platform my services are 
in constant demand, and that the message I feel I bear to the 
American people is gladly received by them. 
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It may be of interest to the gentleman to know that a part 
of my message which I carry far and wide relates to national 
defense, and no part of my message is received more earnestly 
by the American people than the part laying bare just such 
folly as the gentleman is guilty of—that of ignoring national 
peril and treating national defense as an adjunct of personal 
and party polities. 

For the first time since I have been in Congress, probably for 
the first time since the oldest Member here can remember, we 
find politics carried into the committees on national defense, 
The gentleman from Virginia having failed to get his legislative 
measures, one of which provided for the advancement of The 
Adjutant General to the rank of lieutenant general, before the 
general caucus of the Democratie Party, did succeed, by the use 
of his position as chairman, in getting it before a caucus of 
the Democratic members of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

I have never heard of a caucus being called inside the 
Naya] Committee or the Committee on Military Affairs. It is 
not surprising, however, that the gentleman felt the need of 
caucus action for measures such as he advocated. Think of 
a proposition to make a lieutenant general, a rank higher than 
any rank that exists in the Army, for an officer who has spent 
the last 26 years of his life at a desk in Washington in a 
clerieal and administrative capacity! We have created this 
exalfed rank for oflicers of renown, who commanded armies 
successfully in the face of the enemy. 

The true measure of the inwardness of the attitude of the 
gentleman from Virginia can be understood when we see the 
ruthless way in which he proposed to cut down the pay of 
enlisted men and officers serving under implied contracts in the 
sickness and exposure of the Tropics in the name of economy 
and at the same time proposed the astounding extravagance of 
giving the rank and pay of lieutenant general to bureaucrats. 
Even the leverage of the position of chairman and the sandbag 
method of committee caucus could not carry through the latter 
proposition, but the efforts of the gentleman from Virginia have 
succeeded in placing our party in the position of undertaking 
to reorganize the Army through riders on an appropriation 
bill. 

It was bad enough to attach battleships to a pork barrel, 
but even that extraordinary precedent leaves the mind aghast 
at the present achievement. 

I hereby again sound a note of warning to.my Democratic 
colieagues. The instinct of self-preservation is the deepest in- 
stinct in the American people. Vital matters of national defense 
are not political matters; neither are they to be treated lightly 
by any party. The gentleman from Virginia not only questioned 
my politics, but my patriotism. There are some who look upon 
party ranks as a refuge of safety, useful chiefly for personal 
advantage in foraging. To me the ranks of a party is a place 
of service to the country, All parties should exist for the pur- 
pose of promoting the best interests of the country. ~ 

I am inherently a Democrat, because I believe in the people 
and trust the people; but I know the best foundation upon 
which to build a good Democrat, like the best foundation to 
build a good member of any other party, is to be a good Amer- 
ican, first, last, and all the time. I realize full well that to be 
such a Democrat entails danger, not only danger from the enemy 
in front, but from an occasional ignorant comrade. I am now out 
on the picket line of an approaching battle of great consequence 
to the Democratic Party and to the country. 

I am signaling a serious danger ahead, the most serious 
danger that has yet appeared, and while looking to the front 
am being sniped from the rear. But this danger shall not deter 
me, as it has not deterred me, from continuing the danger 
signal wherever I find it in the path of my party, or of sub- 
ordinating party to country where duty makes the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. [Laugh- 
ter and applause.) 

. Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 85 and consider the proyisions in lines 15 
to 19— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Was the point of order sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order was sustained. - 

Mr. MANN. To the amendment offered by the gentleman 

. from Alabama? 

The CHAIRMAN. Les, sir; and the gentleman from Virginia 
has been recognized. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I appeal from the ruling of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late, as the gentle- 
man from Virginia has been recognized. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, you can not proceed in such a 
way 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is never disposed to cut any- 
one off from an appeal from the decision of the Chair, and the 
Chair would not hesitate—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
stated that he desired to be heard upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois did not take 
the floor when the Chair overruled the point of order. It is 
within the discretion of the Chair to determine whether the 
Chair desires to hear further argument on a point of order. 

Mr. MANN. If the Chair will permit me to say a word. I 
stated several times to the Chair that I desired to be heard upon 
the point of order. The Chair stated to me the gentleman from 
Alabama had the floor. There was so much confusion in.the 
Hall I did not even know the Chair had ruled upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The Chair said he was satisfied about 
his ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is exactly a statement of the situa- 
tion. The Chair is mindful that the gentleman from Illinois 
indicated that he desired to be heard. The Chair overruled the 
point of order, and no request was made to the Chair for recog- 
nition for an appeal. Thereupon the gentleman from Virginia 
asked recognition, and the Chair recognized the gentleman 

om Virginia. . ; 

Mr. MANN. Did the Chair overrule the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. While the Chair had no disposition to cut 
off anyone, there was no one else asking recognition after the 
Chair ruled and the Chair recognized the gentieman from Vir- 
ginia. The Chair will say again that it is within the discretion 
of the Chair to decide whether he desires further discussion on 
a point of order. The Chair does not desire further discussion 
on this point of order. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair does not need to repeat that. I un- 
derstand the Chair now states he overruled the point of order, 
and a parliamentary inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair stated that he overruled the 
point of order it was an inadvertence on his part. 

Mr. MANN. Then the Chair has sustained the point of 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair stated that the point of or- 
der was overruled that statement was an inadvertence. The 
Chair sustained the point of order 

Mr. HOBSON. I would respectfully request, Mr. Chair- 
man 

The CHAIRMAN. After the Chair sustained the point of 
order, then without any haste on the part of the Chair and with 
no desire to cut off the gentleman from Alabama from an ap- 
peal, he not indicating that he desired an appeal, the Chair rec- 
ognized the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CARLIN]. So far as 
the Chair is concerned he is perfectly willing for the committee 
to give unanimous consent to return to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, and permit him to take an appeal to the committee, in 
fact the Chair would prefer that this should be done, and the 
Chair asks the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw his request 
for recognition 

Mr. CARLIN. I withdraw it, at the request of the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. I shall object to the request that the gentleman 
withdraw it. If we are to be run by an autocratic Chair, very 
well. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman can 
withdraw his request without unanimous consent. The Chair 
does not understand objection can be made to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall object to any appeal—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CAR- 
LIN] withdraws his request for recognition, and the gentleman 
from Alabama is recognized. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I haye no desire to appeal 
from the decision of the Chair 

Mr, MANN. I ask for the regular order, Mr, Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is the 
regular order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. He is not before the committee, and 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). There is nothing before the commit- 
tee, and the gentleman can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOBSON. I decline to yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama declines to 
ues to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman can only proceed by unanimous consent, there 
being no proposition pending before the House. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama was recog- 
nized to take an appeal from the point of order. 


Mr. MANN. It was téo late to take the appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog- 
nized. 


Mr. HOBSON. I have no desire to either prolong the ses- 
sion or to make an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. I call for the regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Honsox] does not desire to appeal, the regular order will be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. HOBSON. I want to ask the Chairman if he would 
graciously state for my benefit or that of the membership the 
reason for his ruling? 

Mr. MANN. There are no reasons. I ask—— 

The CHAIRMAN. I will put them in the RECORD, 

Mr. MANN. I object to the Chair inserting anything of 
that kind in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has the right to insert in the 
Recorp the reason for his ruling. 

Mr. MANN. Not unless it was stated in the committee. 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to page 35, so as to inelude the provision covered in 
lines 15 to 19, inclusive, as follows: : 

Provided, That $10,000 of the amount herein appropriated shall 
be expended to macadamize the roadway upon the Government p 
between the United States Government experimental farm and the 
Arlington Military Cemetery, in the county of Alexandria, Va. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. CARLIN. For the purpose of asking if this proviso is to 
be inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the purpose of asking that the por- 
tion of the bill indicated by him be reinserted? 

Mr. CARLIN. Yes, sir. i 

The. CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. CAR- 
LIN] asks unanimous consent to return to the portion of the 
bill indicated by him for the purpose indicated. Is. there 
objection? 

Mr. BURLESON. I object. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, before I move that the committee 
rise I ask unanjmous consent to return to that portion of the 
bill where an amendment was offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] which provided that the officers in 
the Cavalry should be transferred to the Infantry, Field Ar- 
tillery, Coast Artillery, Engineer Corps, and Signal Corps. I 
do that for the purpose of amending that amendment so that 
these officers shall be only transferred to the Cavalry, Infantry, 
Field Artillery, and Coast Artillery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
asks unanimous consent to return to the portion of the bilt 
indicated for the purpose indicated. Is there objection? 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman wants to object, I have not any- 
thing more to say. 

Mr. MANN. What is the gentleman's proposition? 

Mr. HAY. What I want to do is to return to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY} to the 
amendment offered by me in regard to the Cavalry. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. What changes does the gentleman 
want to make? 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman’s amendment provided that these 
officers be transferred not only to the Coast Artillery and the 
Cavalry and Infantry, but the Engineer Corps and Signal Corps. 
I want to provide that they shall not be placed in the Engineer 
and Signal Corps. Otherwise, I shall be compelled to ask a 
separate vote on this amendment and ask that it be voted down. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, speaking only for myself, here 
are five regiments of Cavalry reduced. Those officers are 
to be ci 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman wants to object, I hope he will 
object, and we will end it. 

Mr. PRINCE. I want to see whether I understand it. 

Mr. HAY. I withdraw my request. 

I moye that the committee do now rise and report the bill 
with amendments to the House, with a recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 


pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SAUNDERS, Chairman of the Committee of 


the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18956) 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1913, and had directed him to report the 
same to the House with certain amendments, with the recom- 


mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the bill and all the amendments thereto to its final ge. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
moves the previous question on the bill and all the amendments 
to final passage. i 

The previous question was ordered. 

ae SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANTHONY] to the amendment offered by myself with regard to 
the five Cavalry regiments. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s request can not be separated 
from the amendment. The Clerk reports one amendment. 

Mr. HAY. This was introduced as a separate paragraph. 


Mr. MANN. I understand that. If the gentleman is correct, 
of course, that is all right. The gentleman himself offered the 
amendment. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, on page 1916 of the Record the fol- 
lowing appears: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Add as a new ragraph : 

“ ‘Provided further, That all officers of Cavalry made surplus by 
such reduction shall be transferred proportionately to the Infantry, 
Field Artillery, Coast Artillery, Engineer and Signal Corps, according 
to their relative commissioned personnel strength; and that the officers 
so transferred shall take rank in the branch to which transferred ac- 
cording to length of commissioned service: And provided further, That 
no officer shall be reduced in grade: Provided further, That there shall 
be no promotion from a lower to a higher grade in any branch of the 
miar service until the officers in that grade shall have been reduced 
below the number now provided by law for that grade.“ 

Mr. MANN. That is not the way it was offered, according to 
my understanding; but if that is the way it appears I have no 
question to make about it. 

Mr. HAY. That is the way it was offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
demands a separate vote on the Anthony amendment. Is there 
a separate vote demanded on any other amendment? 

Mr. PRINCE, I demand a separate vote, Mr. Speaker, on 
the provision making a reduction in the number of regiments of 
Cavalary from 15 to 10, and also a separate vote on the pro- 
vision making the term of enlistment in the Army five years 
instead of three years, as the law now provides. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 
amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, there are a number of amend- 
ments dependent on the amendment abolishing the five regi- 
ments of Cavalry, I would not be willing to have those amend- 
ments adopted until we have a vote on the amendment of the 
gentleman in reference to the Cavalry regiments. I am per- 
fectly willing to take a vote on this proposition first, and if 
that prevails, there will be no objection to agreeing to the other 
amendments en bloc. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a vote 
be first taken on the amendments indicated by myself and by 
the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. PRINCE]. 

The SPEAKER. He indicated two amendments. Which one 
does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. HAY. He indicated the five-year term of enlistment and 
the Cavalry amendment. I indicated the Anthony amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken, then, on the 
amendment reducing the Cavalry by five regiments. Is that 
the amendment? 

Mr, HAY. That is the amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] may be permitted to 
offer an amendment to the amendment on the Cavalry proposi- 
tion such as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. An-, 
THONY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay} be permitted to offer an amendment such as 
he desires to the amendment abolishing the five Cavalry regi- 
ments. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; to the amendment that was offered in 
committee by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY}. 

The SPEAKER. The Anthony amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. i 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to hear the amendment first. I may not object to it 
after I hear it. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as a new paragraph: 

“Provided further, That all officers of Cavalry made surplus by such 
reduction shall be transferred proportionately to the Cavalry, Infantry, 
Field Artillery, and Coast Artillery, according to their relative com- 
missioned and personnel strength, and that the officers so transferred 
shall take rank in the branch to which transferred according to length 
of commissioned service.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. f f 

The question will be on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Hay] to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AnrHony] when we get the latter 
amendment. 

Mr. HAY. I do not ask for a separate vote on it, though. 
As I understand, the amendment is agreed to by unanimous 
consent. 3 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] is 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
withdraws, as the Chair understands, his demand for a sep- 
arate vote on that amendment. 

Mr. HAY. I do. 

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I have a report that I am 
anxious to send to the Public Printer at once, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to be allowed to present it now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to make a report, for the purpose of allowing it 
to go to the Public Printer. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported the bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide revenue, equalize duties, and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 5, 1909, which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


[After a pause.] The 


Union, and, with the accompanying report (No. 326), ordered to 
be printed. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on the 


bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The House will resume consideration of the 
Army appropriation bill. The vote will first be taken on the 
amendment to abolish five regiments of Cavalry, which amend- 
ment the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 7, at the end of line 8, after the word “ dollars,” insert the 
following: “ Provided, That on and after the ist day of July, 1912, 
there shall be 10 regiments of Cavalry, and no more, in the United 
States Army, and that the officers who shall be rendered supernumerary 
by this reduction in the number of Cavalry regiments shall be retained 
in service and sball be assigned to vacancies in their respective des 
as such vacancies shall occur in the Cavalry, or, in the discretion of 
the President, to such vacancies in their respective grades as shall 
occur in any other arm of the service.” 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, upon that amendment I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 112, 
answered “present” 10, not voting 104, as follows: 


YEAS—166. 

Adair Byrnes, S. C. Dixon, Ind. Gregg, Pa. 
Akin, N. Y. Byrns, Tenn. Donohoe Gregg, Tex. 
Alexander Callaway Doremus Gudger 
Allen Candler Doughton Hamilton, W. Va. 
Anderson, Ohio Cantrill Driscoll, D. A. Hammond 
Ansberry Carlin Dupre Hardwick 
Ashbrook Clark, Fla. Edwards DALOY 
Ayres Claypool Ellerbe Harrison, Miss. 
Barnhart Clayton Estopinal Harrison, N. Y. 

artlett Cline Evans Ha 

athrick Collier Faison Heflin 
Beall, Tex. Connell Fergusson Helm 
Bell, Ga. Conry Ferris Henry, Tex. 
Berger Cox, Ohio Fitzgerald Hensley 
Blackmon Cullop Flood, Va. Holland 
Booher Curley Floyd, Ark. Howard 
Borland Daugherty Foster, III. Hull 
Bowman Davenport Fowler Humphreys, Miss. 
Brantley Davis, W. Va. Francis Johnson, Ky. 
Buchanan ent Gallagher Johnson, S. C. 
Bulkley Denver Garner Jones 
Burgess Dickinson Garrett Konig 
Burke, Wis. Dickson, Miss. Godwin, N. C. Konop 
Burleson Dies Goodwin, Ark, Lamb 
Burnett Difenderfer Gray Lee, Pa. 


Lewis 
Lindbergh 
Linthicum 
e ai 
Lobec 
Meat 
iillicudd, 
McKellar y 
Macon 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Martin, Colo, 
Moore, Tex. 
Morrison 


Crumpacker 
Currier 
Curry 
Dalzell 
Danforth 
Dayidson 
Davis, Minn, 
Draper 
Driscoll, M. E. 
Dyer 

Esch 
Fairchild 


Bartholdt 
Bates 
Houston 


Adamson 
Aiken, 8. C. 
Andrus 
Barchfeld 
Boehne 
Broussard 
Browr 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Carter 

Car 

Copley 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 


Foss 

Gardner, N. J. 
George 
Gillett 

Glass 


Padgett Scull 
Page Shackleford 
Peters Sherley 
Post Sherwood 
Pou Sims 
Rainey Sisson 
Raker Siayden 
Ransdell, La, Smith, Tex, 
auch Sparkman 
Redfield Stanley 
Reilly Stedman 
Roddenbery Stephens, Miss. 
Rubey Stephens, Nebr, 
Rucker, Mo, Stephens, Tex. 
Russell Stone 
Sabath Taggart 
Saunders Taylor, Ala, 
NAYS—112. 
Farr Kopp 
ocht Lafean 
Foster, Vt Lafferty 
French La Follette 
Fuller Langham 
Gardner, Mass. Lawrence 
‘Good Legare 
Green, Iowa Lenroot 
Guernsey Longworth 
Hamilton, Mich. Lou 
Hanna McCreary 
Harris McKenzie 
Hartman McKinley 
Haugen McKinney 
Hawley MeMorran 
ayes Madden 
Heald Mann 
Henry, Conn, Miller 
Higgins Mondell 
Hobson Morgan 
Howell Morse, Wis. 
Howland Mott 
Hubbard Murdock 
Humphrey, Wash. Needham 
Kahn are 
Kenned Olmsted 
Kinkaid, Nebr, O'Shaunessy 
Knowland Plumley 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10. 
Hughes, N. J. Norris 
Lee, Ga. Parran 
Moore, Pa. Pepper 
NOT VOTING—104, 
Goeke Littleton 
Goldfogle Lloyd 
Gould McCall 
Graham eDermott 
Greene, Mass. McGuire, Okla 
Griest cHen 
Hamill MeLaughlin 
Hamlin Maher 
Helgesen ot 
Hil Martin, S. Dak., 
Hinds Matthews 
Hughes, Ga. Mays 
Hughes, W. Va. Moon, Pa. 
Jackson Moon, Tenn. 
Jacoway Oldfield 
James Palmer 
Kendall Patten, N. Y. 
Kent Patton, Pa. 
<indred Payne 
Kinkead, N. J. Pickett 
<itchin Porter 
Korbly Pray 
Langley Pujo 3 
Lever Randell, Tex. 
vy Richardson 
Lindsay Riordan 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Mr. Grass with Mr. SLkur. 
Mr. ApAmson with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Wirson of New York with Mr. WEEKS. 


Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
-Townsend 
Tribble 


Underwood 
ins 


White 
Wickliffe 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Young, Tex. 


Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal, 
Sterling 
Sulloway 
Thayer 
Thistlewood 
Tilson 
Towner 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Wedemeyer 
Wilder 


Young, Kans, 
Young, Mich. 


Stevens, Minn. 


Roberts, Mass, 
Robinson 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Rucker, Colo, 
7 5 

arp 
Sheppard 
Slem 
Smal 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, Saml. W, 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stack 
Sulzer 
Sweet 
Switzer 
Talbott, Md. 
Talcott, N. X. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Utter 
Vreeland 


Wilson, N. X. 


Mr. Talcorr of New York with Mr. VREELAND. 
Mr. Suizer with Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
Mr. SHarp with Mr. SWITZER. 

Mr. Rucker of Colorado with Mr. Roserts of Massachusetts, 
Mr. Rouse with Mr. PICKETT. 

Mr. Ricwarpson with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. PALMER with Mr. Parron of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Moon of ‘Tennessee with Mr. MATTHEWS. 


Mr. McHenry with Mr. Martin of South Dakota, 
Mr. McDersorr with Mr. KENT. 
Mr. Lioyp with Mr. JACKSON. 


Mr. Levy with Mr. HELGESEN. 


Mr. Lever with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Konni with Mr. GILLETT. 
Mr. KırcHIN with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
Mr. Kinprep with Mr. Foss. 
Mr. Jacoway with Mr. FORDNEY. 
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Mr. Gramas with Mr. Dopps. . 

Mr. Foxiey with Mr. Cary. 

Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. BARCHFELD. 

Mr. RANDETL of Texas with Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, 

Mr. Puso with Mr. Pray. 

Mr. Fornes with Mr. Smurx of California. 

Mr. GoLDFOGLE with Mr. Grrest. 

Mr. SHEPPARD with Mr. BATES. 

Mr. GEORGE with Mr, MALBY. 

Mr. Hueues of Georgia with Mr. Huemes of West Virginia. 

Mr. Govtp with Mr. MINDS. 

Mr. Wurracnz with Mr. SELLS. 

Mr. Houston with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 

Mr, LITTLETON with Mr. DWIGHT, 

Mr. OLDFIEEÐ with Mr. UTTER, 

Mr. Lee of Georgia with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. Tatsorr of Maryland with Mr. PArRran, 

Mr. Borune with Mr. De FOREST. 

Mr. Cox of Indiana with Mr. COPLEY. 

Mr. Feos with Mr. LANGLEY. 

Mr. ROTHERMEL with Mr. PORTER. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 

For one week: — 

Mr, Gorxe with Mr. MCLAUGHLIN. 

Commencing February 5 for two weeks: 

Mr. Cravens with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 

For one week ending February 17: 

Mr. James with Mr. MCCALL. 

Commencing to-day and ending Monday noon: 

Mr. Covryeton with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania. 

On Army Dill: 

Mr. Doremus with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 

For balance of day: 

Mr. Hucues of New Jersey with Mr. HILL. 

Mr. Carter with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no.” 
I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. ADAMSON. I 
wish to withdraw that vote, and answer “ present.” a 

The name of Mr. Stevens of Minnesota was called, and he 
answered “ Present,” as above recorded. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I voted “no.” 
I am paired with the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. COVINGTON. 
I desire to withdraw that vote, and answer “ present.” 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, and 
he answered “ Present,” as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The next vote is on the Hay amendment, 
changing the term of enlistment from three to five years. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, we may as well have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS of California. 
the amendment reported? 

Mr. BURLESON. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the roll call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 134, 
answered “ present” 5, not voting 106, as follows: 


Mr. Speaker, can we have 
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NAYS—134. 
ney Driscoll, M. E. Knowland Powers 
Akin, N. Y. he ese Prince 
280 0 Prout. 
Anderson, Minn, Estopinal La ean Rees x 
Anthony Fairchild Lafer Reyburn 
Austin Farr La Follette Roberts, Nev. 
Barchfeld Focht Langham Simmons 
Bartholdt Foster, Vt. Lawrence Sloan 
Berger Franeis ‘oot Speer 
Bingham ne Lindbergh Steenesson 
Bowman Fuller Lobeck Stephens, Cal. 
Bradle Gardner, Mass. Longworth Stephens, Nebr. 
Bro g Good n 85 Sterling 
Buchanan Green, Iowa McCreary Stone 
Bulkley Guernsey McKenzie 8 
Burke, Pa. Hamilton, Mich. McKinley Taylor, Colo 
Burke, S. Dak, Hanna McKinney Taylor, Ohio 
Burke, Wis. Harris eMorran Thayer 
Butler Hartman Madden Thistlewood 
Calder Haugen Mann Tilson 
Campbell Hawley Martin, Colo. Towner 
Cannon Hayes iller Volstead 
Catlin Heald Mondell Warburtor 
Cooper Henry, Conn. Morgan Wedemeyer 
Crago igg ns orse, Wis. White 
Crumpacker Hobson ott Wilder 
Currier Howell Murdock Willis 
Curry Howland Ne Wilson, III. 
Danforth Humpn Norris Woods T 75 
0 umphrey, Wash. No oods, Lowa. 
Davidson Kahi z ie Young, Kans. 
Davis, Minn. Kendall Olmsted Young, Mich. 
Doughton Kenned O’Shaunessy 
Draper Kinkaid, Nebr. Plumley 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—45. 
Cullop Lee, Ga. Moore, Pa. Stevens, Minn. 
Hughes, N. J, 
NOT VOTING—106. 
Adamson Goldfogle McDermott Rothermel 
Aiken, S. C. Gould McGuire, Okla. Rouse 
Anderson, Ohio Graham McHen Rucker, Colo. 
Andrus Greene, Mass. McLaughlin Sells 
Bates Griest Maher Sharp 
Blackmon ami Malb Sheppard 
Hamlin artin, S. Dak. Sisson 
Broussard Helgesen atthews Slem 
Carter Hill Mays Smal 
Car. Hinds Moon, Pa. Smith, J. M. C. 
Copley Houston Moon, Tenn. Smith, Saml. W. 
Covington Hughes, Ga. Oldfield Smith, Cal. 
Cox, Ind. Hughes, W.Va. Palmer Smith, N. X. 
Craxens Ja an Stack 
De Forest Jacoway Patten, N. Y. Sulzer 
Dodds James Patton, Pa. Sweet 
Donohoe ent ayne Switzer 
Dwight Kindred Pickett Talbott, Md. 
Fiel Kinkead, N. J. Porter Talcott, N. Y. 
Fordney Kitchin ray Tuttle 
Fornes Korbly 0 Utter 
‘Oss Langley Redfield Vreeland 
Gardner, N. J. Lever Richardson Weeks 
George Lev. Riordan Whitacre 
Gillett Lindsay Roberts, Mass Wilson, N. Y. 
Glass Littleton Robinson 
Goeke Mc€all Rodenberg 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Reprrecp with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 
Mr. Lre of Georgia with Mr. Cary. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio with Mr. JACKSON, 


On this vote: 


Mr. CuLLor with Mr. RODENBERG. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


YEAS—147. 

Adair * Denyer Heflin Randell, Tex. 
Alexander Dickinson Helm Ransdell, La. 
Allen Dickson, Miss, Henry, Tex. Rauch 
Ansberry Dies ens ley Sanu 
Ashbrook Difenderfer Holla: Roddenbery 
Ayres Dixon, Ind. Howard Rubey 
Barnhart Doremus ull Rucker, Mo. 
Bartlett Driscoll, D. A, Humphreys, Miss. Russell 
Bathrick Dupre Johnson, Ky. Sabath 
Beall, Tex. Edwards Johnson, S. C. Saunders 
Bell, Ga Ellerbe Jones ull 

ooher Evans Konig Shackleford 
Borland Faison Lamb Sherley 
Brantley Fergusson Lee, Pa. Sherwood 
Grown erris T Sims 
Bur, Finley Lewis Slayden 
Burleson Fitzgerald Linthicum Smith, Tex. 
Burnett Flood, Va. Littlepage ar 
Byrnes, S. C. Floyd, Ark. d Stanley 
Byrns, Tenn. Foster, III. M oe Stedman 
Callaway Fowler MeGillicuddy Stephens, Miss, 
Candler Gallagher McKellar Stephens, Tex. 
Cantril er Macon Taggart 
Carlin Garrett Maguire, Nebr. Taylor, Ala. 
Clark, Fla. Godwin, N. C. Moore, Tex. omas 
Claypool Goodwin, Ark, Morrison Townsend 
Clayton Gray Moss, Ind. Tribble 

line Gregg, Pa. M Turnbull 
Collier Gregg, Tex. Neeley Underhill 
Connell udger Padgett Underwood 

nry n, W. Va. Page Watkins 

Cox, Ohio Hammond Pepper Webb 
Curle Hardwick Peters Wickliffe 
Hauchetty Hard ‘ost Wilson, Pa. 
Davenport Harrison, Miss. Pou Witherspoon 
Davis, W. Va. Harrison, N. Y. Rainey Young, Tex. 
Dent Hay Raker 


The SPEAKER. The question will be taken on the remain- 
ing amendments in gross. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill 
with instructions which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I move to recommit the bill (H. R. 18956) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with instructions to that com- 
mittee to report that bill back to the House forthwith, with the follow- 
ing amendment: 

trike out of the bill the following: 

“Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing increase of the 
pay of commissioned officers and enlisted men of the Army serving be- 
yond the limits of the States comprising the Union, and the Territories 
of the United States continguous thereto, are hereby 3 to the 
extent to which such increase of pay is authorized by such laws.” 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion to re 
commit. 
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Mr. PRINCE. And upon that motion, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

During the calling of the roll the following occurred: 


Mr. PRINCE (interrupting the roll). Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, my only purpose in making the 
inquiry is this: I do not know whether the House knows what 


the effect of this motion will be. I ask unanimous consent—— 


The SPEAKER. The motion was reported from the desk. 


Mr. BURLESON. 


Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the calling of the roll. 


The Clerk will proceed with the calling of the roll. 


Mr. PRINCE. The reason I ask this is because there has 


been so much confusion. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 162, 


answered “ present“ 12, not voting 100, as follows: 
YEAS—118. 


Ainey Driscoll, M. E. Humphrey, Wash. z eer ese 
Ames Dupre Kahn Plumley 
1 Minn. Dyer Kendall Prince 
Anthony ch Kennedy Prouty 
Austin Estopinal Kinkaid, Nebr. Rees 
Barchfeld Fairchild Knowland Reyburn 
Bartholdt Farr Lafean Roberts, Ney. 
rger ocht Laffer Simmons 
Bingham Foster, Vt. La Follette Sloan 
wman French Langham 
Bradl Fuller Lawrence Steenerson 
Brow Gardner, Mass. Lenroot Stephens, Cal. 
Bulkley Good Lindbergh Sterling 
Burke, Pa. Green, lowa Longworth Sullowa 
Burke, S. Dak. Guernsey McKenzie Taylor, Ohio 
Butler Hamilton, Mich. McKinley Thistlewood 
Calder Hanna McKinney Tilson 
Cam arris MeMorran Towner 
Cannon Hartman Madden Volstead 
Catlin Hau ann Warburton 
Cooper Hawley Mondell edemeyer 
Crago Hayes Morgan Wilder 
Crumpacker Heald Morse, Wis. Willis 
Currier Hetgesen ott Wilson, III 
Curry Henry, Conn, Murdock ood, N. 
Dalzell Higgins eedham Woods, Iowa 
Danforth Hobson Nelson Young, Kans, 
Davidson Howell Norris Young, Mich. 
Davis, Minn. Howland N 25 
Draper Hubbard Olmsted 
NAYS—162. 
Adair Denver Howard ror 
Akin, N. Y. Dickinson Hull Rube: 
Alexander B Miss. Johnson, Ky. Bucket, Mo. 
Allen Johnson, S. C. Russell 
Ans ber. Difenderfer Jones bath 
Ashbroo Dixon, Ind. Konig saunders 
Ayres Doremus Konop Seul 
Barnhart Doughton Lamb ieee 
Bartlett Driscoll, D. A. Lee, Ga. ~ Sherley 
Bathrick Edwards Lee, Pa. Sherwood 
Beall, Tex. Ellerbe Legare Sims 
Bell, Ga. Evans Lever Sisson 
Blackmon Faison Lewis Slayden 
Booher Fergusson Linthicum Smith, Tex. 
Borland Ferris Littlepage Sparkman 
Brantley Finley Lloyd Stack 
Brown Fitzgerald 228 Stanley 
Buchanan Flood, Va. 8 Stedman 
Burgess Floyd, Ark. eee licuddy Stephens, Nebr. 
Burke, Wis. Francis McKellar Stephens, Tex. 
Burleson Gallagher Macon Stone 
Burnett Garner Maguire, Nebr. Ta: 
Byrnes, 8. C. Godwin, N. C Martin, Colo. Taylor, Ala. 
Byrns, Tenn. Goodwin, Ark Moore, Tex. Taylor, Colo. 
Haway Gray Morrison Thayer 
Candler Gregg, Pa Moss, In Thomas 
Cantril Gregg, Tex Murray Townsend 
Carlin Gudger Neeley Tribble 
Clark, Fla Hamilton, W. Va. Padgett Turnbull 
Clay poo! Hamlin Page Tuttle 
Clayton Hammond Pepper Underhill 
Cline Hardwick Peters Underwood 
Collier Hard Post Watkins 
Connell Harrison, Miss. Pou Webb 
Conry Harrison, N. Y. Rainey White 
Cox, Ohio Hay Raker Wickliffe 
5 Heflin Randell, Tex. Wilson, Pa 
herty Helm Ransdell, La. Witherspoon 
Davenport Henry, Tex. Rauch Young, 
Davis. W. Va. Hensley Reilly 
Dent Holland Richardson 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
Bates Garrett Humphreys, Miss. Moore, Pa. 
Cullop Houston Littleton Stephens, Miss. 
Foster, III Hughes, N. J. Loud Stevens, Minn, 
NOT VOTING—100. 
Adamson Copley Fields Glass 
Aiken, S. C. Covington Fordney oeke 
Anderson, Ohio Cox, Ind. Fornes Goldfogle 
ndrus Cravens Foss ald 
Boehne De Forest Fowler Graham 
(‘Broussard Dodds Gardner, N. J. Greene, Mass. 
Carter Donohoe ore est 
Cary Dwight Gillett 11 


Hill McCreary Patton, Pa, Sheppard 
Hinds McDermott Payne ine 
Hughes, Ga. McGuire, Okla. Pickett mal 
Hughes, W. Va. enr: Porter Smith, J. M. C 
Jackson eLaughlin Powers Smith, Saml. W. 
Jacoway aher Pray Smith, Cal. 
James Malb: Pujo Smith, N. Y. 

ent Martin, S. Dak. Redfield Sulzer 
Kindred Matthews Riordan Sweet 
Kinkead, N. J. a Roberts, Mass. Switzer 

itchin Miller Robinson Talbott, Md. 
orp Moon, Pa Rodenber Talcott, N. X. 
Korbly Moon, Tenn. Rotherme Utter 
Levy ldfield Rouse Vreeland 

Palmer Rucker, Colo. Wee 
per Parran Sells Whitacre 

Mecat Patten, N. X. Sharp Wilson, N. Y. 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

On this vote: 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi with Mr, CARY, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Fosrzn of Illinois with Mr. Korr. 

Mr. Humpnreys of Mississippi with Mr. GREENE of Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. Donouor with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. Gannzrr with Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. Smarr with Mr. Powers, 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on the passage of the 
amended bill. £ 

The question was taken, and the amended bill was passed. 

Mr, HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend the title of the 
bill. After the word “thirteen” in the title insert the words 
“and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title by inserting after the word “thirteen,” In the second 
line, the words “and for other purposes.“ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

A motion by Mr. Hay to reconsider the yote by which the bill 
was passed was, on his motion, laid on the table. 


OMNIBUS WAR-CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 19115. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 19115, the omnibus war-claims bill, with Mr. 
SHACKLEFORD in the chair. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD assumed the chair amid applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 19115, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19115) baring Me appropriation for payment of certain 
claims in accordance wi ings of the Court of Claims, reported 
under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 
1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 9 of the bill and to offer an amendment to put in a 
finding of the court which was overlooked. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 9 of the bill for the pur- 
pose of offerihg an amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman if it is a committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SIMS. It is a committee amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection. $ 

Mr. SIMS. It was left out inadvertently. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk will report the 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 9, after line 7, insert the following: 

“To John W. Wallace, execator of the estate of Laura J, Dills, de- 
ceased, late of Jackson County, $2,945." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I make a similar request, to re- 
turn to page 15 to offer a committee amendment to put in a 
court finding that was inadvertently left out the same as the 
other. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? ` 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have the amendment reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


2146 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 16, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 15, after line 13, insert: > 

“To Richard H. Turner, in his own right and as administrator of 
the estate of Eliza Turner, deceased, and Eliza Anne Turner, of Fayette 
County, 82.130.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Chair hears none. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the board of commissioners of the Judah Touro Almshouse fund, 
of New Orleans, $21,000. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I have not called attention heretofore to the fact that the 
reading clerk has from the beginning of the reading of this bill 
skipped about half the words as read 

Mr. SIMS. Descriptive words only. 

Mr. MANN (continuing). And I haye no criticism to make 
of the reading clerk for doing that, because undoubtedly the 
reading clerk thought that was the practice of this body as it 
is in many legislative bodies. It never has been done during my 
service in this House, and I do not intend that it shall be done 
hereafter. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that it 
is now 10 minutes past 5 and that we have had a hard day. 

Mr. SIMS, Mr. Chairman, I had no idea of going further 
than 5.30; of course, I know there is no quorum present. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say, before he 
went into the committee, he expected to rise about 5 o'clock. 
We can finish the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will make a point of no quorum, 
I would not proceed to get one. I concede there is no quorum 
here. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will have no trouble to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I move, under the circumstances, 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 19115) 
making appropriation for payment of certain claims in accord- 
ance with findings of the Court of Claims, reported under the 
provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 
1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADJOURN MENT. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, February 
17, 1912, at 12 o'clock m. 


Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the president of Colum- 
bia Institution for the Deaf submitting a supplemental estimate 
of appropriation for repairs in the lighting, heating, and power 
system at said institution (H. Doc. No, 543); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation for reim- 
bursement of B. R. Rhees (H. Doc. No. 544) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
report of documents received and distributed during the year 
ended June 30, 1911 (H. Doc. No. 545); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 16612) authorizing and di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in 
the city of Alya, State of Oklahoma, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 327), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DUPRE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 19238) to amend the laws relating 


to the judiciary, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 328), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 20281) to change the name of 
oleomargarine to margarin; to change the rate of tax on mar- 
garin; to protect the consumers, dealers, and manufacturers of 
margarin against fraud; and to afford the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue more efficient means for the detection of fraud and the 
collection of revenues; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 20282) to establish agricul- 
tural extension departments in connection with the agricultural 
colleges in the several States receiving the benefits of an act of 
Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary 
thereto; to the Committee on Agriculture. ` : 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 20283) to incorporate the 
Naval History Society; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 20284) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to parole United States prisoners, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 20285) to regulate the officer- 
ing and manning of vessels subject to the inspection laws of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20286) authorizing the fiscal 
court of Pike County, Ky., to construct a bridge across Russell 
Fork of Big Sandy River; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 20287) to amend section 5 of 
the act entitled “An act to incorporate the American Red Cross,” 
approved January 5, 1905; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 38) 
for a reprint of the Soil Survey of Caddo Parish, La.; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 242) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents for the 
use of the Grand Army of the Republic Encampment to be 
held at Pullman, Wash., in June, 1912; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 20288) granting a pension to 
France S. Hungerford4 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20289) granting an increase of pension to 
Weston Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20290) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward O. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20291) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Rutty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20292) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry J. Kramb; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20293) for the relief of 
Edward B. Fox, administrator of the last surviving partner of 
the firm of Child, Pratt & Fox; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 20294) to authorize the 
appointment of Frank de L. Carrington as major of Infantry 
in the United States Army on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20295) for the relief 
of the heirs of George Harvey, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20296) for the relief of the heirs of Josiah 
Hendricks, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 20297) granting an increase 
of pension to William A. Rappelye; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20298) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edward L. Hyde; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20299) for the 
relief of the estate of John T. McClanahan; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20300) for the relief of estate of William 
J. Thomas, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 20301) granting a pension 
to Thomas J. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20302) for the relief of William Wooster; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20303) for the relief of 
H. C. Hodges, H. A. Powell, John Smith, and Joseph Ridley; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 2 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A biH (H. R. 20304) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry L. Lundy; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 20305) granting a pension 
to James Butler; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: A bill (H. R. 20306) for the relief of the 
trustees of Beaverdam Baptist Church, of Marlboro County, 
S. C.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 20307) for the relief of Faris 
Nassef, a naturalized citizen of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20308) for the relief of the heirs of John 
B. Wolf; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20809) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas A. Stoekslager; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20310) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Barner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTFR of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20311) granting an 
increase of pension to Pleasant Umfleet; to the Committee on 
Ir valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 20312) granting an increase 
of pension to Abram McCoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOERKE: A bill (H. R. 20313) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Ferdinand Tobe; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. $ 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20314) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. Moore; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20315) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb Pierce; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 20316) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Brown; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 20817) granting an increase of 


pension to David B. McLain; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-. 


sions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 20318) for the relief of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hull, Mass.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20319) 
granting a pension to Robert W. Banks; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20320) for the relief of the heirs at Jaw of 
Samuel Hollingsworth; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 20321) to correct the mili- 
tary record of, John Clark; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 20322) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin Cloyd; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 20323) granting an increase of 
pension to Johnathan Turner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20324) to correct the 
military record of John B. Buntin; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 20325) for the relief of 
John Worthington; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 20326) for the relief of John 
Duncan, surviving partner of Archibald Duncan & Son; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20827) for the relief of Isabella Dowie 
and others, heirs at law of George Dowie, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 20328) granting a 
pension to August Rumpf; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 20329) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Proctor; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20330) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fairclough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 20331) granting a pension to 
Laura K. Briggs; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20332) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius A. Keeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 20333) granting an 
increase of pension to Alonzo Bowman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20334) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Hanaway; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20335) for the relief of 
William H. W. James; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 20336) granting a pension to 
Ida V. Stephens and her three dependent infant children; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 20337) for 
the relief of First Lieut. Sanderford Jarman; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20338) for the relief of First Lieut. San- 
derford Jarman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20339) for the relief of Joseph 
W. McCall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 20340) granting a pension to 
Lizzie Kimble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 20341) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen B. Knowles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20342) granting an increase of pension to 
Emeline N. Griffiths; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20343) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Augusta Gifford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 20344) granting a 
oe to Louise M. Butts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20345) correcting the military record of 
Abram. H. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITACRE: A bill (H. R. 20346) to pay a bounty 
to William A. Badger; to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of A. E. Dunderman, of Ant- 
werp, Ohio, for an effective interstate liquor law, ete.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Newark, Ohio, 
against prohibition and interstate liquor laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Missions, of Boston, Mass., favoring bill to reimburse 
those American citizens who advanced $66,000 ransom paid to 
brigands for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, a missionary; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AYRES: Petition of Broadway Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against removal of the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, petition of Women’s Homestead Association, for repeal 
of duty on potatoes, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
against extension of parcel-post service beyond its present limi- 
tations; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also,-petition of Improved Order of Red Men of St. Louis, 
Mo., in favor of House bill 16313, providing for the erection of 
an American Indian memorial and museum building in Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of John T. Stinson, secretary of Missouri State 
Fair Association, of Sedalia, Mo., in favor of House bill 18005, 
providing for the erection of State fair buildings in the several 
States; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of St. Lonis (Mo.) Master Bakers’ Protective 
and Benevolent Association, praying for a reduction of the tax 
on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of German-American Alliances of California 
and St. Louis, Mo., protesting against legislation to prohibit 
interstate shipment of liquors; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Mrs. G. E. Goodman, of Erie, 
Pa., in favor of bill for children’s bureau; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of Kolbe Fish Co., of Erie, Pa., opposing House 
bill 18788; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Reading, Pa., 
protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for heirs 
at law of George Harvey, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for heirs of Joseph Hendricks; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of E. M. Rosenbluth, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., urging appropriations for battleships; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, petition of the Woman's Civic Club of Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., for children’s bureau in Bureau of Education; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of Keystone Bottling Co., the Pressed Steel 
Co., and L. B. Nichols, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., for passage of 
House bill 16663; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of Methodist Episcopal 
Churches of National Park and Woodlawn and the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of National Park, N. J., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Brentford, S. Dak., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Tennessee, for passage of an effective interstate liquor 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of American Board of Commis- 
sioners for Foreign Missions, for reimbursement of the Ellen M. 
Stone ransom; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Kansas, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petitions of Young Men’s Christian Asso- 
ciation of Aurora and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Batavia, III., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX of Indiana: Petition of members of the Improved 
Order of Red Men of the third congressional district of In- 
diana, for an American Indian memorial and museum building 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: Petition of citizens of the tenth 
congressional district of Indiana, against parcel-post legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions and churches of Allegheny and Pittsburgh, Pa., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of members of Improved Or- 
der of Red Men of the twenty-third congressional district of 
New York, for an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to*the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. i 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Woman’s Board of Missions of 
Boston, Mass., for reimbursement of Ellen M. Stone ransom; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petitions of W. E. Bennett 
and others, of Euclid, N. Y., asking that the duties on raw and 
refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Peruville; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 

Dryden; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Etna; 
and the Methodist Church of Jacksonville, all in the State of 
New York, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of German-American Alliance of 
Oconto, Wis., against prohibition and interstate liquor laws; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the State Board of Agriculture of Wisconsin, 
indorsing House bill 18160, to establish agricultural extension 
departments in the several States; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Thomas A. Stockslager; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Arkansas, for passage 
of the old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of citizens of McVeytown, Pa., 
protesting against the establishment of a parcel post beyond its 
present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of St. Joseph Society 
of Breese, Ill., in favor of House bill 2896, to provide for a 
tax upon white phosphorus matches, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of E. T. Bent, of Oglesby, III., 
favoring an appropriation to provide for a building for the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
protesting against proposed change in the Revenue-Cutter Sery- 
ice; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petition of D. B. Hutchins, of Rockford, III., favoring a 
reduction in the duty on colored oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. L. Darrow, president of the Fort Sutter 
National Bank, of Sacramento, Cal., favoring certain proposed 
changes in the national banking laws, etc.; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. GOULD: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union and Bevean Brotherhood, of Augusta, Me., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and the Cumberland Presbyterian Aid Society, of 
Irving, III., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of Advent Christian, of Biddeford, 
Me., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Maine, asking that 
the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Christian En- 
deavor Society of the Congregational Church of Closter, N. J., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of Solomon Tripp and other 
citizens of Fort Madison, Iowa, in favor of old-age pensions; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of C. P. Byer, Joseph Hafner, and E. D. Mor- 
gan, of Burlington, Iowa, for passage of House bill 5970; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of members of Typographical Union No. 75, 
of Burlington, Iowa, in favor of House bill 5070; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. KOPP: Petitions of First Congregational and Metho- 
dist Episcopal Churches of Bloomington, Wis., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Glen Haven, Wis., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Resolutions adopted by Washington 
State Federation of Labor in its eleventh annual convention at 
Spokane, January 15 to 20, 1912, as follows: Indorsing Senate 
bill 2193, introduced by Senator POINDEXTER, providing for sale 
of Fort Walla Walla Military Reservation by the Government 
direct to settlers; indorsing Lloyd-La Follette bill to guarantee 
freedom of speech and petition to civil-service employees; in- 
dorsing Lewis postal-express bill, and demanding immediate 
establishment of a modern parcel post; demanding strict en- 
forcement of the United States immigration laws; urging pas- 
sage of Wilson seamen’s bill; urging passage of Hughes eight- 
hour bill; also indorsing Esch phosphorus bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Rex Farmers’ Educational and Coopera- 
tive Union of America, Carl C. Guntert, president, and Walter 
B. Pendell, secretary, urging adoption of general parcel-post 
law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, protest of Spokane Chamber of Commerce, against pro- 
posed $1,000,000 reduction in Forest Service; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Roger Morris, D. E. Roberts, Mrs, D. E. Rob- 
erts, Mrs. J. M. Pryor, J. M. Pryor, Mrs. A. H. Shearon, A. H. 
Shearon, Mrs. Roger Morris, Mrs, Hannah Pryor, J, M. Van- 
hauten, Henry Meyer, A. Hesterdahl, A. H. Witty, A. Horn, 
Hans Nelson, Joseph Hozenek, A. L. Weaver, and De Esty 
Lewis, all of Hillyard, Wash., favoring the construction of an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Mahanoy City, Pa., protesting against 
restoration of the Army canteen; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Grange 1418, Patrons of Husbandry, for cer- 
tain amendments to the oleomargarine laws; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEGARE: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
John Duncan, surviving partner of Archibald Duncan & Son; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of Broadway Board of Trade, against 
abandonment of the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

*By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Minnesota, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of citizens of Little Falls, Minn., for passage 
5 House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sauk Center, Minn., protesting 
against passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Broadway Board of 
Trade, urging the building of a battleship at the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., against House 
bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in post offices; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petitions of members of the Norwood 
Literary Club, the Norwood Culture Club, the Education So- 
ciety, the Penelope Club, the Norwood Art Club, and the Nor- 
wood Musical Club, all of Norwood, Ohio, in favor of reduction 
of duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Stanislaus Reder and others, of 
Bay City, Mich., for passage of House bill 14; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of the Broadway Board of Trade, 
urging that one of the proposed battleships be constructed at 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Wentworth, S. Dak., for passage of parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Chance, S. Dak., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of German-Ameri- 
can Alliance of Williamsport, Pa., against the passage of inter- 
state liquor measures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Asiatic Exclusion League, upholding the 
Bureau of Immigration for excluding a Chinese polygamist; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of R. R. Wilson and others of 
Tennessee Ridge, Tenn., in favor of House bill 14, for extension 
of parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAKER: Papers to accompany House bill 19441; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, 
Cal., favoring House bill 16841; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petition of citizens of Con- 
tact, Nev., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Unions and churches in the State of New Jersey, for the 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., favoring old-age pension legislation; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and three churches of Youngsville, Pa., for the 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 16624, granting an 
increase of pension to George O. Ellis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and Baptist Church of Gardena, 
Cal., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor Dill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Broadway Board of Trade, 
protesting against abandonment of the Brooklyn Navy Yard; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, for 
retention of the Remsen Board of Reference; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Improved Order of Red 
Men of Manchester, N. H., in favor of House bill 16313, provid- 
ing for the erection of an American Indian memorial and 
museum building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Epping, N. H., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of New York City, asking that the 
duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of American Board of Commissioners for For- 
eign Missions and the Woman's Board of Missions, urging reim- 


bursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransém; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of homesteaders in 
eastern Colorado, praying for revision of the homestead laws; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Plata County, Cal., for parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union and Free Methodist Church, of Colorado City, Colo., in 
favor of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill relating to interstate ship- 
ment of liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of Durango, Colo., 
protesting against reduction of the tariff on lead, zinc, tung- 
sten, sugar, and other Colorado products; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, r 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Union No. 220, of Severance, Colo., 
in favor of parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of Improved Order of Red Men of Lake City, 
Colo., in favor of Senate bill 3953 and House bill 16313, provid- 
ing for the erection of an American Indian memorial and mu- 
seum building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolution of citizens of Loma, Colo., protesting against 
the reduction of tariff on sugar; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TILSON: Resolution of the American Board of Com- 
missioners for Foreign Missions, of Boston, Mass., favoring bill 
to reimburse those American citizens who advanced $66,000 
ransom paid to brigands for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, 
a missionary; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of German-American Central Verband, of Dan- 
bury, Conn., protesting against interstate liquor measures; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of Lew Salinger and 50 other 
citizens of Centerville, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of W. R. Allison and 13 other citizens of Sey- 
mour, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Morristown, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of members Improved Order 
of Red Men, of Elmira, N. Y., for an American Indian memorial 
and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. UTTER: Petition of Printing Pressmen and Assist- 
ants’ Union of Pawtucket, R. I., for increased compensation to 
pressmen in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee 
on Printing. : 

Also, petition of Business Men’s Association of Pawtucket, 
R. I., for free passage of American ships through the Panama 
Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Pawtucket, R.. I., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of Free Methodist Church and 
Men's Bible Class of First Congregational Church of James- 
town, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: Petition of Mrs. Louise M. Butts, 
as widow of Anson W. Butts, late of Company E, One hundredth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for passage of an act 
granting her pension as soldier’s widow; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill correcting the military record 
of Abram H. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Milan, Mich., for legislation pro- 
viding for delivery service in towns of not less than 1,000 
inhabitants; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 4 

Also, petition of citizens of Blissfield, Mich., against extension 
of the parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Blissfield, Weston, and Ypsilanti, 
Mich., and of the second congressional district of Michigan, for 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to. 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITACRE: Petitions of Tribes 122 and 149, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, for an American Indian memorial 
and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Lutonia, Ohio, in favor of prohibition measures, etc.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Local 550, International Association of Ma- 
chinists, for illiteracy test for immigrants; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Lawrence Kehn and 40 other 
citizens of Rawson, Ohio, asking for the enactment of a law 
to provide old-age pensions for deserving men and women over 
60 years of age; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Broadway Board 
of Trade, protesting against abandonment of the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children, remonstrating against Senate bill 252; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
district of Kansas, asking for legislation that will give the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission further power of regulation of 
express rates and express classification; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of the sixth district of Kansas, pro- 
testing against the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of H. S. Morris and others, 
of Troup, Tex., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, February 17, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father Almighty, before whom millions bow in adoration day 
by day and receive that uplift of the spirit which enables them 
to fight valiantly and successfully the battles of life, so we 
bow in Thy presence praying for that baptism of the spirit 
which shall enable us to discern more clearly the way and do 
more faithfully the duties devolving upon us that we may fulfill 
the obligations resting upon us, now and always, in the spirit 
of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that the business that is in order on Monday next may 
be transferred to Thursday. I wish to state to the House that 
I haye an appointment that will take me out of town for a 
few hours on Thursday, and I do not care to be absent when 
the chemical bill is up. For that reason I would ask that the 
business that is in order on Monday be transferred to Thursday 
and that Thursday take the place of Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that the business. which will be 
in order next Monday shall be transferred to Thursday. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman when it is his intention to 
bring up the chemical schedule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If consent is given, it will be taken up 
on Monday for general debate, and I have no doubt that general 
debate will run all day Monday, and we will probably start on 
the five-minute rule on Tuesday. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. When was that bill introduced? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was introduced on Thursday, I think. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. When can we get a copy of it? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it is in the folding room now— 
both the bill and the report. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. It is the intention to take that 
-bill up and give us only a couple of days to become familiar 
with its provisions? 

Mr. MANN. There is no settlement upon the time. This is 
a personal accommodation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As a rule, a tariff bill is taken up one 
or two days after it is reported to the House. This request will 
make it four days. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. I do not want to object, as I un- 
derstand it is a personal accommodation, but it does seem to me 
we ought to have more time in which to consider the great 
chemical schedule. The gentleman understands my position in 
the matter. I do not desire to vote blindly yes or no. I do not 
see how the membership of this House can become familiar 
with a bill of that kind in two or three days. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman it has been 
customary with tariff bills to take them up immediately after 
they are reported to the House. 

As a matter of fact, this bill was given publicity two days 
before it was reported to the caucus, and that is nearly a week 
ago. Not only that, but the caucus print was made public, with 
all the statistics of the Committee on Ways and Means attached 
to it, for the information of the House. 

Mr. MANN. I think that is slightly exaggerated. I man- 
aged to secure a copy of the bill a few hours before the caucus 
was held on Wednesday. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I gave it to the public press. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman did not call it to the atten- 
tion of the House. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] 
did not know it was in the public press. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. No; we did not know it was in 
the public press. 3 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, the press said it was made 
public, and the gentleman probably overlooked it, as we nat- 
urally oyerlook many other things. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. I read on Wednesday morning that 
certain information, which was incorrect, was given out as to 
what the bill contained, and I got a copy. However, Mr. 
Speaker, we do not concede that the time allowed is sufficient 
to examine the details of the schedule covered by this bill, even 
if it be taken up on Tuesday. But the difference between Mon- 
day and Tuesday is not so great but that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I am willing to accommodate the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand, if the 
House shall agree that Thursday shall be substituted for Mon- 
day, that that shall be considered as a limitation upon the 
discussion of the tariff bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. I merely asked that Mon- 
day be substituted instead of Thursday. 

Mr. DALZELL. So that if the bill is discussed Monday and 
Tuesday and not finished it would go over until Saturday? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; it would go over to Friday or 
Saturday. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. If there is a desire on this side of the House 
to discuss the bill beyond Monday, is there any assurance that 
the bill will not be forced through on Tuesday? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will withdraw my 
request. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not withdraw his 
request. Wait a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] withdraws his request. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is personal to me. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman should not be offended at a 
fair question. The question of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lexroor] is a fair question. I will say, for the benefit of 
gentlemen on this side of the House, that I have talked with 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERwoop] in reference to 
the matter, and he has assured me that, so far as fair con- 
sideration of this bill under the five-minute rule is concerned, 
he expects that this side of the House will have fair oppor- 
tunity for amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 
Of course we could not require or ask the gentleman from 
Alabama, in response to his request, to agree to unlimited 
debate. 

The SPEANER. Does the gentleman from Alabama renew 
his request? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not wish to make any issue out of 
this request. It is merely a substitute of one day for another 


day. 

Vr. LENROOT. Of course the gentleman understands that 
if that were not substituted we would probably have to go 
over from Monday to Thursday. In consideration of the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Nlinois to the effect that there will 
be fair opportunity for discussion and debate I will not object. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is not contemplated to deprive the 
House of opportunity for discussion and consideration. I in- 
tend to give—and always have tried to give on these bills—all 
reasonable debate under the five-minute rule, and I expect to do 
so in the case of this bill. But, of course, I do not expect to 
make any terms or limitations, so far as the.conduct of the 
bill is concerned. I merely ask that Thursday be substituted 
for Monday. 

Mr. Speaker, I renew the request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to substitute Thursday for Monday in the trensac- 
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tion of business. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rises to a 
question of personal privilege, which he will state. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, during the consideration 
of the Army appropriation bill yesterday in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union an amendment, which 
appears on page 2140 of the Recorp, was offered by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Horson] to which I interposed a point 
of order. 

The House will recall that there was some discussion and 
Some difficulty on the part of the gentleman from Alabama in 
submitting certain remarks that he desired to make upon that 
amendment, In order that the Recorp to-day may show exactly 
what transpired, I shall request that that portion of the discus- 
sion between the Chair and the gentleman from Alabama and 
myself be inserted in the Recorp, and I shall ask the Clerk 
to read, so as to save some of the time of the House, the por- 
tion of the remarks inserted in the Recorp by the gentleman 
from Alabama after he had been prevented from uttering them 
on the floor by the House, in so far as they apply to myself. 

Mr. MANN. What is the page of the Recorp? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Page 2140. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hopson. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment as an 
additional section to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Alabama offers an amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Page 61, add as a new section the Tolono > 

“Sec, 10. That the provisions of this act shall not take effect before 
tesa 1, 1915.“ 

Mr. Firzceratp. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that that 
is not in order—that it is new legislation. 

Mr. Hopson. Mr. Chairman, I will say that unless the chairman of 
the committee accepts the amendment providing that these officers and 
men may have opportunity to adjust themselves to these changed condi- 
tions, I shall not press it, elther as to the point of order or as to the 
amendment itself. 

Mr. Many. I do not see how it can be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. Honsox. I do not believe it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. Hay. Mr. Chairman, I can not accept the amendment. 

Mr. Hopson. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will employ the time at my dis- 
posal sean a! to conclude the statement of my ition on this whole 
matter. suppose that the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs will say that I am making an attack upon the Democratic donb’ A 
As this ‘bill is closing, I res desire to lay before my colleagues in 
the Democratic Party that It is in my judgment the most imperative 
duty of our party to give due and careful consideration 

Mr. Frrzopratp. Mr. Chairman, what is before the committee? 

Mr. Honsox. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And I make the point of order to the amendment. 

Mr. Honsox. Then, I wish to be heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to have the gentle- 
man lecture the Democratic Party. 

Mr. Honsox. Mr. Chairman, I am discussing this measure. I ex- 
8 the gentleman from New York to rise. Ile is exceedingly 
adroit—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. Hogssoy. Then I shall discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule, as a matter of course, that the 
gentleman must speak to the point of order. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. And the gentleman must not discuss anything else. 

Mr. Hopson. I will remark, in connection with the gentleman's 
adroitness—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I object to the gentleman discussing 
anything except the point of order. 

he CuHatRMAN. The gentleman must confine himself to a discussion 
of the point of order. 

Mr. Hopson. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is offered in very good 
faith. I have seen adroitness Ig the matter of amendments employed 
on many sides, and I can remember one time when the gentleman from 
New York was lined up with the enemy 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman is not discussing the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that point of order is insisted upon, the gentleman 
must proceed in order. 

Mr. Hoxrson. I will now move an amendment to my amendment, to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I 
insist on the regular order. 

Mr. Ilonsox. Then I will discuss the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is whether the gentle- 
man's amendment is in order. 

re MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized spea! 
S point Of Orgen, 1 la: Mr. Chal 857 o k 

r. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. rman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

When the question of good order is being discussed, is it improper * 

mention the name of the Democratic Party? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Uonsox. If bad order were being discussed, we could very well 

mention the Republican Party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recognized to discuss 
the point of order. 

N — 85 8 Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gentleman from 
ew York 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the 

himself to a discussion of the point of order, or else 


ntleman confine 
ke his seat. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not rule as yet that the gentleman is 


out of order. 

Mr. Hossox. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is skilled in parliamentary 
law and I am paying him a compliment— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not care to listen to any compliments, 

Mr. Mann. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 

Mr. Hopson. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield. 

Mr. Mann. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. I submit that the gentle- 
man be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. Hopson, Mr. airman, I will leave out the name of the gentle- 
man from New York if he does not like to hear his own name from my 
lips. I am astonished that any Member famillar with parliament: 
law should state that an amendment fixing the time that an act shoul 
go into effect is out of order in a bill. 

f am EIRAN I am not astonished that the gentleman is as- 
on 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from New York is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York should not interrupt 
the gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. Honsox. Mr Chairman, I maintain that it is a legitimate por 
of the measure, that it does not create new law, that it is simply a 
limitation upon the bill being enacted, that it is germane, and under 
no conception is it subject to the point of order. would like for the 

ntleman from New York to state the grounds for his point of order 

or the benefit of an intelligent membership, and under the general 
leave to print I will extend my remarks in the RECORD. 5 

I wish to sound a note of warning to my Democratic colleague at the 
close of this bill. I that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Hay] will pronounce this another “attack” on the Democratic Party 
since it es issue with his methods of procedure. The gentleman 
assumed that my remarks of yesterday were intended as an assault 
on himself. I could understand how he might have made such a 
mistake at the time of his remarks, but I notice in the Recorp of to-day 
that, in revising his remarks, when he was fully aware of my actual 
remarks and my real purpose, that he leaves his remarks as a personal 
panis = me, my Democracy, my patriotism, and my attention to duty 
nt ouse. 

I am inclined to think that his original idea of my making an attack 
on him personally was due to the adroit injection of himself into the 
matter of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. This gen- 
tleman from New York does not seem satisfied with my compliment of 
yesterday, terming him adroit. I will now call him preeminently adroit, 
Adroitness is often a valuable thing to have, but in the gentleman from 
New York it is a 3 thing for his comrades. In using this 
attribute yesterday he thought he would appear as defending the Demo- 
cratic Party, and to-day he 3 thinks he appears in the same 
light; but I remember the day on the floor of this House, when the 
Democratic Party was in full array before the enemy at perhaps the 
greatest party crisis of recent years, and the gentleman from New York 
appeared on the scene as the standard bearer of the enemy and led to 
Democratic defeat. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I telephoned the office of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] this morning for 
the purpose of requesting him to be present in the House. I 
was informed that he had left the city last night and probably 
would not return before a week from next Monday. In the 
same remarks inserted in the Recorp the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has this paragraph: 


The gentleman— 


Referring, however, to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Hay]— 
refers disdainfully to the Chautauqua platform. I do not know if this 
is due to his never having had any call for his own services or to his 
having no message worth while to deliver. For my part, I am proud of 
the fact that on the 5 platform and Lyceum platform my 
services-are in constant demand, and that the message I feel I bear to 
the American people is gladly received by them. 


I have never 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. What is the point of personal privilege? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Honsox] has inserted matter under what he presumes to be a 
leave to print, but which is, in the form in which he has in- 
serted it, a breach of the privileges of the House. The state- 
ment refers to myself in some respects, and I wish to give it 
some attention. As the gentleman could not utter it on the 
floor, and perhaps would not have uttered it on the floor, I do 
not propose that anybody shall insert covertly into the RECORD 
any statement affecting my official conduct in the House with- 
out having at least some brief attention paid to it. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can move to strike it out of the 
Record, or he can ask unanimous consent to address the House. 
I do not see how it is a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not wish to strike it out of the 
RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I concede the gentleman’s point. It 
does not involve a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. MANN. I think it would be a bad precedent. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York will ask 
unanimous consent——- z 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. If it were necessary, the Chair would rule 
that the point of order of the gentleman from Illinois is well 
taken. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks unani- 
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mous consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] may address the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, in my 13 years of service 
in this House I have never felt it necessary to take the time of 
the House on a matter which I believed to involve a question 
of privilege. I have been, perhaps, as severely and as unjustly 
attacked for my actions in this House as any man who has eyer 
served in it. Yet if I did not feel that those whom I repre- 
sent knew me sufficiently well to know that in whatever way 
I acted in this House I had been actuated by a high sense 
of duty, I would not care to continue my service in it. So 
long as I am a Member of the House, however, I feel an obli- 
gation to remain here and to attend to my duties as a rep- 
resentative of the district from which I come. [Applause.] 
No matter how important a message I may haye in my own 
mind to deliver to the people of the country, I believe I can 
more effectively deliver that message and more faithfully dis- 
charge the duties devolving upon me as a representative of the 
people by staying here and, in my humble way, doing the 
drudgery of the work of the House day in and day out, rather 
than to take the compensation given me under the law as a 
representative of the people and go out to deliver messages at 
a price paid by outside persons. [Applause.] The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] came to this House from the 
Chautauqua circuit and delivered an assault upon the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay] during the consideration of the Army 
appropriation bill. He criticized the “railroading” of the bill 
through the House and his inability to obtain time in which to 
discuss important features in it, although the bill had been under 
discussion here for two weeks, and had he been here attending 
to his duties as a Representative, and not chasing the phantoms 
to whom he was attempting to deliver some imaginary message 
on behalf of the American people, he could have delivered what 
he had to say here for the information and enlightenment of 
his colleagues. To the credit of this House let it be said that 
the House bas not the same high opinion of the value of his 
statements as he seems to have of them, and it gives the atten- 
tion to them that he should expect when they are delivered 
in the manner in which they are to the House. 

He charged conspiracy on the part of certain Members of the 
House in obtaining information in an improper manner and en- 
tering into combinations for the purpose of influencing legisla- 
tion, and, like many men in similar positions, he assumed that 
he was possessed of all the patriotism of the House, and 
assumed to warn his party colleagues not to imperil the coun- 

try or the national defense. 

Mr. Speaker, I have much more confidence in gentlemen who 
spend here not only the winter months, but also the hot summer 
days, in this House in an honest attempt to frame legislation 
which will result beneficially to the country than I have for the 
off-hand opinions of gentlemen possessed of the notion that 
they possess some message which must be delivered to the peo- 
ple through the Chautauqua platform to the neglect of duties 
they are called upon to perform by the people. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

I have nothing whatever to say of the gentleman’s reference 
to my attitude on a former occasion. I differed with my col- 
leagues on a question of what should be done in the matter of 
changes of the rules. I had honest convictions on that question. 
I had the advantage of the gentleman from Alabama in that sit- 
uation, and in many others, in that I possessed information 
which justified me in acting vpon my own conyiction, which in 
many cases he does not. [Applause.] I submitted that ques- 
tion to the people of my district. The campaign was fought 
against me upon it. The results were satisfactory to me, how- 
ever much they were displeasing to my opponents, because my 
majority was increased 4,000 in the campaign in which that 
issue was fought out. I never charged my party associates 
with improper motives or with a desire to accomplish legisla- 
tion in an improper way. I have given every man the benefit 
of the belief that he is actuated by a desire to discharge prop- 
erly and honestly the duties of his office. Mr. Speaker, if the 
practice indulged in by the gentleman from Alabama is to be 
adopted in this House there could not be much order in the 
transaction of the business of the House. 

The gentleman from Alabama attempted to make statements 
on the floor on an amendment which was not in order, and 
which, in the exercise of my rights under the rules, I prevented 
from being made, and then, under a presumed leave to print, 
he undertakes to insert in the Recorp statements about myself, 
and much more severe and indefensible statements about the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

Under the rules of the House the two columns of the RECORD 
which he inserted may properly be stricken out, but I prefer to 


leave them there. They will not hurt me in any place, and 
they will serve as an illustration of the type and character of 
the gentleman who, in an underhand and coyert manner, re- 
sorted to this means of reflecting upon his colleagues. 

I only regret, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not present, because if he were I would not feel the 
ama restraint that I do in submitting these observations to the 

ouse. 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will permit me a question, 
I would like tọ ask if the gentleman from Alabama has gone 
to meet the Japanese, or to talk on the Chautauqua platform? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, those elected to this House 
for the purpose of representing districts who choose to engage 
in some other occupation to the neglect of their duties should 
be very careful not to reflect on other Members of the House 
who feel that it is their duty to remain here at some sacrifice, 
and at times with great discomfort, to discharge the public 
duties for which they are elected. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have read from the Clerk’s desk certain remarks inter- 
polated into the Recorp by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hogson] and that I may say a few words in regard thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unan- 
imous consent that certain excerpts from the Recorp may be 
read from the Clerk’s desk, and that he be permitted to make 
a few remarks on the same. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the first time since I have been in Congress, probably for the 
first time since the oldest Member here can remember, we find politics 
carried into the committees on national defense. The gentleman from 
Virginia having failed to get his legislative measures, one of which 

rovided for the advancement of The Adjutant General to the rank of 
eutenant general, before the general caucus of the Democratic Party, 
did succeed, by the use of his position as chairman, in getting it before 
Sanat of the Democratic members of the Committee on Military 

I have never heard of a caucus being called inside the Naval Com- 
mittee or the Committee on Military Affairs. It is not 1 how- 
ever, that the gentleman felt the need of caucus action for measures 
such as he advocated. Think of a proposition to make a lieutenant 
general, a rank higher than aor rank that exists in the Army, for an 
officer who has spent the last 26 years of his life at a desk in Washing- 
ton in a cleri and administrative capacity! We have created th 
exalted rank for officers of renown, who commanded armies success- 
fully in the face of the enemy. 

The true measure of the inwardness of the attitude of the gentleman 
from Virginia can be understood when we see the ruthless way in which 
he pry to cut down the pay of enlisted men and officers serving 
under implied contracts in the sickness and exposure of the Tropics in 
the name of economy and at the same time pronose the astounding 
extravagance of giving the rank and pay of lieutenant general to 
bureaucrats. Even the leverage of the position of chairman and the 
sandbag method of committee caucus could not carry through the latter 
proposition, but the efforts of the gentleman from Virginia have suc- 

ed in placing our party in the position of Anger 
ganize the Army through riders on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I regret yery much that the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] is not present, so that I 
might characterize this covert attack as it deserves. I would 
not take it up in his absence did I not think it due to myself, 
as well as to the members of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to repel the insinuations which the gentleman from Alabama 
has made. These remarks resulted because I declined to revise 
the remarks that I had made on a previous day in response to 
a speech and an attack directed at me by the gentleman from 
Alabama. I want to say now that these remarks, inserted in 
the Recorp in a covert way, in a way to which no man would re- 
sort if he had the frankness of spirit which a man should Have, 
are false insinuations without basis or foundation in fact, and 
in the name of the Committee on Military Affairs and in my 
own name I repel and repudiate them. 

The gentleman's reference to a Democratic caucus and to the 
fact that I was unable to get this bill before it is an insinuation 
which every member of that caucus knows to be untrue. They 
know that that bill was not taken up because they declined at 
that time to take up any measure of any sort, and that the 
merits of the bill were not gone into by that caucus in any way. 
The statement that there was a caucus in the sense of there 
being any meeting of the majority members of the Committce 
on Military Affairs to bind them to vote for any provision in 
this bill is absolutely without any foundation in fact. I had 
the right, which I exercised, to consult with my colleagues on 
that committee with regard to legislation pending before it; 
and if the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] would con- 
sult more with his Democratic colleagues he would appear more 
as a Democrat on this floor than he now does. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that no effort has 
been made by me to unduly advance the fortunes of any man, 
and I am here to avow that anything I placed in that bill when 


e 


ing to reor- 
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it came before the House or before it came before the House 
could have been justified by me, and I stand ready to meet any 
responsible criticism from any responsible party, made in any 
fair, frank, and honest manner. [Applause] 


WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I submit from the Com- 
mittee on Rules a privileged resolution (H. Res. 411) respecting 
banking and currency conditions. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understood the day before yes- 
terday we made a unanimous-consent agreement in the House 
that the omnibus war-claims bill should continue to-day until 
it was finished, if it should be finished to-day. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] made a request at that time, in 
which he said: 


Mr. Speaker, the Army appropriation bill reported from the Com- 
mittee of the ole House on the state of the Union is not finished. 
To-morrow is private-claims day, and it was my intention to ask for 
the further consideration of what is known as the omnibus war-claims 
bill, but I have agreed with the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, providing we can get unanimous consent of the House to do 
60, that this bill— 

The Army bill— 


may be finished to-morrow and then that the war-claims bill be taken 
up immediately after this bill is finished, provided it is finished before 
the day is over, and also be proceeded with during Saturday or until it 
is finished, if finished on Saturday. 

It is true that the Chair put the request that the omnibus war- 
claims bill should be in order to-day; but I think the under- 
standing in the House at the time was that we were giving 
unanimous consent that the war-claims bill should be gotten 
out of the way if possible on yesterday and to-day, and that it 
had a privilege as against any other thing that should come up 
in the House. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that 
while that agreement may have been entered into, it was not 
to the exclusion of a privileged report or a privileged resolution 
from the Committee on- Rules. 

Mr. MANN. The understanding in the House is that a unani- 
mous-consent agreement was binding, and the understanding in 
the House at the time clearly was that the omnibus war-claims 
bill should be proceeded with to-day if it was not finished yes- 
terday. A unanimous-consent agreement can not be, among 
gentlemen, revoked by a matter of privilege. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, permit me to add that 
the Committee on Rules could haye made this report on Friday, 
when the war-claims bill would come up under the general rules, 
and when it would have been itself highly privileged. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state that my em- 
phatie purpose was to have this made a special continuing order, 
provided it did not go beyond to-day. It was so understood by 
everybody in the House, and while the Chair did not repeat the 
exact words I used, the words I used are correctly reported, 
and that was that this bill should be taken up and considered 
until finished, if it required all day to finish it. It is a unani- 
mous-consent order, and it seems to me to be as binding and 
explicit as a request could be made. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if unanimous-consent agreements 
in the House are not to be respected, I am sure they will not be 
entered into hereafter. 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. Why, we will be out of the way in 
40 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. We will not get through the war claims bill in 
three months if this nnanimons-consent agreement is not re- 
spected. 

If the gentleman wants to run over a unanimous-consent 
agreement, he need not ask for any more from this side of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the spirit of the 
unanimous-consent agreement was that the War Claims Com- 
mittee should have this day, and so rules. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the resolu- 
tion and give notice that I shall call it up immediately after 
consideration of this bill, provided there is sufficient time. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Texas. He says he will offer his reso- 
lution again as soon as this bill is through. Could we not have 
an understanding that it will not be offered to-day? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; I think I will have to take it up 
the first opportunity. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman intend to proceed if we 
get tarough with this bill at 4 or 5 o’clock? 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. Yes. 


OMNIBUS WAR-CLAIMS BILL, 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 19115, 
and, pending that motion, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SAunDERS] asks that he may make a request, and I am willing 
to withhold my motion until the gentleman can make it. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request 
for unanimous consent for three minutes in order to make a 
statement. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SAUN- 
DERS] asks unanimous consent to address the House for three 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause] The Chair 
hears none, 

AMENDMENT TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] [laughter and applause] offered an 
amendment to the pending bill. The effect of his amendment 
was to fix the year 1915 as the date at which the bill should 
take effect. A point of order was directed to that amendment 
and the point of order was sustained. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama asked the Chair to give the reasons for the ruling. The 
committee was in some disorder at the time, and was evidently 
impatient to proceed with the disposition of the pending bill, 
and the Chair stated that the reasons would be put in the REC- 
orp. I wish now to give those reasons. The amendment pro- 
vides, as has been stated, for a postponement of the date at 
which the bill should take effect and is in the following terms: 

Sec. 10— i 

A new section— 


3 the provisions of this act shall not take effect before January 1, 


The law provides another and different date at which other- 
wise the act would take effect. “By the Constitution of the 
United States, the very time of the approval of a public law, 
constitutes the time as to when the law is to have its effect.” 
(20 Federal Cases, case No. 11777.) The amendment, therefore, 
clearly provides another date. But for the amendment as soon 
as the President approves the bill the bulk of the retrenching 
provisions would go into immediate operation. Under the 
amendment these provisions will not begin to operate as a whole 
until January 1, 1915, though the President might approve the 
bili in the next 60 days. The amendment certainly does not re- 
trench expenditures, since its chief and obvious purpose is to 
postpone the time at which the operation of these benefits shall 
begin. Hence the amendment does not come within the excep- 
tions of the second section of Rule XXI, while it does change 
the effect of existing law. For these manifest and obvious rea- 
sons the Chair sustained the point of order to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama, and, in conformity with 
the statement of the Chair to the gentleman from Alabama, it is 
now desired to put in the Record the reasons for the ruling. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Virginia, who 
has just taken his seat and who was in the chair on the Army 
appropriation bill, having made a ruling yesterday absolutely 
indefensible from every point of view, and having refused an 
opportunity to gentlemen on the floor of the House to submit 
arguments on the point of order, after a delay of some hours 
has manufactured an excuse which may seem good to him, but 
which has no foundation in fact. There is no law providing 
when an Army appropriation bill shall take effect. The Army 
appropriation bill or any other bill which has been passed by 
the House, unless otherwise provided, takes effect when it is 
approved by the President. The bill provides what year the ap- 
propriation shall be, and to rule that the House when it passes 
a bill can not insert in the bill a provision stating when the 
law shall take effect is absurd on its face [applause on the 
Republican side] and ought never to have been so ruled by the 
Chair. It is for the House to judge whether an amendment is 
absurd that may be offered, not for the Chair to judge, and 
if any amendment was in order at any time fixing the time 
when the law shall take effect even an absurd amendment that 
it should not take effect for a hundred years would be in order, 
though it might not be adopted by a sensible body. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman stated that without any 
statement in the bill an appropriation bill would take effect 
when approved by the President? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Then would not any provision fixing the 
time when the legislation should take effect be under the rule 
new legislation and subject to the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; it is legislation to say it takes effect 
immediately; that is legislation 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; but it takes 

Mr. MANN. And it is no more legislation to say it shall take 
effect 30 days from now or 60 days from now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It takes effect immediately under the 
Constitution. i 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A provision in a bill to fix the time 
when an appropriation bill shall take effect is legislation within 
the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. MANN. It does not take effect under the Constitution 
at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; it does. 

Mr. NN. It takes effect by virtue of the language of the 
bill. The law puts itself into effect under the provisions of the 
Constitution, and the law that puts itself into effect when it is 
approved can at the same time carry a provision that it shall 
not go into effect for, say, 10 days or 10 years, leaving it to 
the judgment of the body which passes the law to determine. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I am willing to leave the matter on the 
statement of the gentleman. 


WAR CLAIMS. * 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 19115. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 19115, making appropriation for the 
payment of certain claims in accordance with the finding of the 
Court of Claims, etc., with Mr. SHACKLEFORD in the chair. . 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask to return to page 27 of the 
bill in order to offer an amendment, as follows: 

Insert, after line 3, page 27, the following : 

“To Charles P. Cammack, Mary B. Earbin, Lillie V. Oldham, and 
Frances H. Gloyer, heirs of Mary R. Cammack, deceased, late of Jeffer- 
son County, $525.” 

The reason this is not in here is that I did not have the find- 
ings in my hands at the time the bill was made up, and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] called my attention to 
it and furnishes the findings, which is exactly in accordance 
with the findings of all claims in this bill. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent to return to the page mentioned in order to 
offer this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 27 of the bill in order to 
offer an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to have order and then have a statement of the case. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after line 3, page 27, the following: 

“To Charles P. Cammack, Mary B. Tarbin. Lillie V. Oldham, and 
Frances H. Glover, heirs of Mary R. Cammack, deceased, late of Jeffer- 
son County, $525.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the findings of the facts of 
the Court of Claims are as follows and sufficiently explain the 
nature of the claim: ` 

I. Claimants’ decedent, Mary R. Cammack, was loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States throughout the late Civil War. 

II. During said war the military forces of the United States by 
proper authority, for the use of the Army, took from claimants’ de- 
cedent, in Jefferson County, Ky., Pere of the kind and character 
described in the petition, which at the time and place of faking was 
reasonably worth the sum of fiye hundred and twenty-five dollars 
($525), no part of which appears to have been paid. 

III. The claim herein was never presented to any officer or depart- 
ment of the Government prior to its presentation to Congress and ref- 
erence to this court by resolution of the United States Senate, as here- 
inbefore set forth in the statement of the case, and no reason is adduced 
showing why the same was not earlier presented. 


CONCLUSION. 
of fact the court concludes that the claim 


Upon the 2 findin 
herein is an table one in the sense that the United States received 
the benefit of the supplies for which claim is made. — 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the amend- 
ment, . 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. 

The question was taken, and-the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Louis Benecke, of Chariton County, one thousand seven thousand 
and sixty-three dollars. 4 


Me SIMS. Mr. Chairman, on lines 18 and 19, page 58, it 
reads: 


To Louis Benecke, of Chariton County, one thousand seven thousand 
and sixty-three dollars. 

The second word, “thousand,” in line 19 is a typographical 
error and should read “hundred.” I move, on page 58, line 
19, to strike out the word “ thousand” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 58, line 19, strike out the word “thousand” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ hundred.” 

= CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To William B. Payne, late a resident of Cass County, $4,754. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
to insert the findings of the court in the case of Phelps County, 
Mo., for $890, which was left out by inadvertence. I offer it as 
a committee amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Da, a 8 anae a. 4880. Iine 14 the following paragraph: 

Se) CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas rose. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas to make a statement. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state to the 
committee that it has been arranged for House resolution 411 
to go over until Monday at the convening of the House, and it 
will be the first business taken up on Monday. That is the reso- 
lution to investigate the so-called Money Trust. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Daniel K. Ponder, of Ripley County, $530. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
word. Last evening I submitted an observation on the practice 
of the reading clerk in reference to skipping a part of the bill. 
Possibly the observation was a little more stringent than I in- 
tended it to be. It is sometimes conyenient not to read all the 
language of a bill—inadvertently—and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, the purpose for which I made the observation haying 
been accomplished, I would be very glad to have the Clerk read 
only the names and amounts. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the trustees of the Christian Church of Warsaw, $660. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri IMr. 
Boon] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the bottom of page 63 add a new paragraph as follows: 

“To the trustees of the Presbyterian Church and the trustees of the 
Masonic Hall at Platte City, Mo., 83,500.“ 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment 
I am well aware that it will meet with opposition from the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, but I trust it will 
not meet with opposition from the membership of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

This is a claim that was passed upon by the Court of Claims 
in 1896 and allowed, and the following language appears in the 
report made to the Senate of the United States in the Fifty- 
ninth Congress: 

During the said war for the suppression of the rebellion the mili- 
ag forces of the Union, by proper authority and for military purposes, 
took possession of the buildings and furniture belonging to the claimant 
and oniy destroyed the same, which at the time and place were reason- 
ably worth three thousand five hundred dollars ($3,500), no part of 
which appears to have been paid. 

Now, I gather from the report of the committee on the bill 
now pending that this bill does not include all the claims passed 
upon favorably by the Court of Claims, but I draw the infer- 
ence from the report that all claims that have been passed 
upon favorably and reported back to the Senate or to the House 
ought to be paid because they have been so reported. The com- 
mittee says in their report that the Court of Claims rejected a 
yast number of claims and allowed only those that should be 

id. 

P The facts about this particular claim are these: During the 
war the troops took possession of the Presbyterian Church of 
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Platte City. Over the church was a Masonic hall. The troops 
occupied the building for barracks, and during the time of oc- 
cupation it took fire and was destroyed. I do not suppose it 
was purposely set on fire during the time the troops were occupy- 
ing it, but the fact is that it took fire and was burned. If it 
was purposely set on fire it would be wanton destruction of 
property. 

These are the facts upon which the Court of Claims based its 
findings. I presented this claim. It was originally presented 
long before my time in Congress. The Senator who presented 
it and had it referred to the Court of Claims had long since 
passed out of public service. I took up this claim and pre- 
sented it to the committee, which committee refused to place 
it upon this bill, not because it was an unjust claim. The Com- 
mittee on War Claims of the House did not turn it down because 
it ought not to be paid, but for the simple reason that as the 
report was made to the Senate the claim ought to go to the 
Senate and be put on there. That, in my judgment, is not a 
good reason for rejecting this claim in this bill. 

+ Another objection that I have heard raised here and that, I 
presume, will be raised to this claim, is the statement in this 
report that the property was utterly destroyed and that the 
Government does not pay for property that was destroyed. That 
at one time might have been the rule of this House; that at 
one time might have been the rule laid down by Congress and 
followed by the courts; but in the Sixtieth Congress this House 
and the Senate changed that rule and made a rule, which was 
stated upon the floor of this House, which was that they would 
not only pay for property that was occupied and destroyed at 
the time of occupation, but that they would pay for the wanton 
destruction of property. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Did they pay for any such property? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The bill was defeated. : 

Mr. BOOHER. No; it was not defeated. I refer to the 
Philippine bill, and that was not defeated. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, I did not vote for the Philippine bill, 
but I would not admit that the gentleman's argument was 
properly based upon the provisions of that Philippine bill. 

Mr. BOOHER. My argument is based upon statements made 
by Members upon this floor when that bill was pending, and 
by Members on that side, at least one of whom, Mr. Crum- 
packer, of Indiana, stands high, not only as a Member of this 
Honse, but as a lawyer. He said if it was not the law it ought 
to be the law to pay claims of this character; and I want to 
say to this side of the House that they can not afford to change 
the rule and refuse to pay to the people of our own country 
what they paid to the people of a foreign country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks wnan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BOOHER] 
may proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? y 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOOHER. I want to say that the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, in the Sixtieth Congress, reported a bill to pay for 
damages to church and school property in the Philippine Islands. 
A commission had been appointed by the then Secretary of 
War who is now President, Mr. Taft, consisting of three high 
Army officers, to go about the Philippine Islands and assess the 
damages to property. They did that and reported damages 
to the amount, in round numbers, of $363,000, and connected 
with that was a report of $40,000 for property wantonly de- 
stroyed. 

The Secretary of War, Mr. Taft, when that report was sent 
to this House, recommended that not only the $363,000 be paid, 
but that the $40,000 be paid, and this House yoted to accept his 
recommendation and to pay not only for property that was oc- 
cupied and destroyed while in occupation, but for the wanton 
destruction of property. In other words, they paid not only 
for property used, occupied, and destroyed, but for property 
stolen from these churches and schools. Congress has estab- 
lished the precedent, and I say it would be wrong now to change 
that rule as against the people of our own country. Let me read 
some,of the debate that took place at that time. Mr. Gaines, 
of West Virginia, who is not now a Member of the House, said: 

I should like to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether it is the 
practice of this House to allow damages for the wanton destruction of 
Drapery in churches during the Civil War? 

r. CRUMPACKER. It is the rule everywhere that where the Govern- 


ment takes control or possession of a property for its it becomes 
responsible for the custody and care of the property. 212 


That is the ordinary legal obligation of a tenant, and if it commits 


waste it is responsible under the law for the damages that it either 
commits or suffers to the property. The Fifty-fifth Congress allowed 
a claim of $288,000 for occupancy and injury to property during the 


Civil War. 
Mr. Harpy. I have only a little to say. It has been objected to the 
amount fixed by the committee that it includes wanton ges, and 


the en is on the ground that wanton damages are never allowed 
for. conceive that if the United States Government takes on 
of 2 property and places its soldiery in that property, and the 
soldiery commits wanton injury, it is right and just that the United 
States should bay for it, and if that kind of damage has not been pars 
= Fr nero ‘or other churches or for other buildings, it ought to 

ve been paid. 

Mr. Crumpacker. That is exactly the principle that the committee 
pursued in estimating the amount that should be paid in this claim. 

Mr. Harpy. I think the committee did right. 

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I want to say to the gentleman that 
I am not disputing the proposition he lays down, that when the Gov- 
ernment does put its soldiers into a church, and they commit wanton 
waste, the Government ought to pay. I am not so much 3 to 
having the peace extended as I am objecting to haying it extended in 
the Philippines and denied in West Virginia. _ 


Mr. Chairman, I am standing here to object to this doctrine 
being applied in the Philippine Islands and refused its applica- 
tion in the State of Missouri for the same kind of loss and 
damage, and I call upon this House now to treat the people of 
this country, the people of Missouri, Texas, and Tennessee, and 
other States who had property destroyed, which has been 
passed upon by the Court of Claims and decided that the claim 
was just, the same as it is treating the Philippine Islands, and 
that these claims be made a part of this bill. 

I know the people of the community where this claim origi- 
nated. I have talked with them about the claim and I know 
how it occurred. There was no place for barracks for the 
troops. It was stormy weather in the fall of the year, and 
these men took possession of the Presbyterian Church and the 
Masonic hall above it; they occupied it as barracks; and during 
the time that they occupied it it caught fire and was destroyed, 


whether purposely set on fire or not I do not know. 


Now, I am told that it is a legal claim, but that I must go to 
the Senate of the United States to have it put on. I appeal to 
this committee that if it is a legal claim it should be placed in 
the bill. The claimants here are as justly entitled as were the 
churches of the Philippine Islands, and we can not afford to 
treat the people of that far-off island better than we treat our 
own people. 3 

This property was taken possession of by competent military 
authority. The colonel in command of that regiment ordered it 
taken possession of. It was taken with all of the furniture—not 
very much, of course, but all that they had. AN the furniture 
in the Masonic hall was taken and used by the soldiers, and, as 
I said, all of the furniture, together with the building, was de- 
stroyed. Now, I have the law laid down by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER] and the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, Mr. Gaines, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARDY], 
while we were considering the Philippine bill, that it was the 
rule that they applied in making up the bill in that case. Mr. 
Chairman, I submit again to this House that this is a just and 
fair claim and ought to be made a part of this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Boon] makes a fair statement about his case. He did write 
a letter to me, and one was sent to him with my signature to it, 
affixed by a stamp. There was no intention to mislead the gen- 
tleman. As a general rule, the War Claims Committee has not, 
I believe, in making up the bill, included claims that were based 
on Senate findings. We do not like to do so, as a rule, be- 
cause the Senator who introduces the bill and sends it to the 
Court of Claims, we presume, wants the credit of it. I had 
stated to the Clerk that when Senate findings were sent in to 
send them back and ask them to put it on in the Senate, and 
that is the way this letter was written. But after having 
examined the bill, which passed the House in the Sixtieth Con- 
gress, and finding a number of Senate findings, on inquiry I 
believed that to include all of the claims of the Senate and the 
House would not exceed the limit that I thought we could get 
the bill through, I gave directions to put them in. 

Now, I should haye no hesitation whatever; I would move it 
as a committee amendment to put this claim in if it was not 
contrary to the Jaw as we have it and every rule we have had 
in the making up of claims. 

I have in mind what the gentleman said about the debates 
about the Philippine case, and I refer to it in my report. My 
recollection is that I yoted against the bill. 

The facts in this case which the gentleman from Missouri 
read did not include the third finding. If the gentleman read 


it, I did not catch it. The third finding is: 


It —— from the evidence that the said property was destroyed in 
the belligerent prosecution of the said War of the Rebellion. 
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The Committee on War Claims, since I have been a member 
of it, nearly 14 years, has neyer reported a bill of that kind 
where destruction was the result of belligerent warlike opera- 
tions. 

Mr. BOOHER. What is the meaning that the gentleman puts 
on the word “belligerent ”? 

Mr. SIMS. The gentleman knows the meaning of that word 
as well as I do. 

Mr. BOOHER. As used in this connection. 

Mr. SIMS. I read the language of the court. I would be glad 
to have every burned or destroyed building in this country paid 
for, so far as I am concerned, but the law referring these cases 
to the Court of Claims provides: 

That the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims shall not extend to or 
include any claim against the United States growing out of the de- 
struction or appropriation or of damage to p cope, by the Army or 
Navy, or any aay of the Army or Navy, engaged in the Pio icra of 
the rebellion from the commencement to the close thereof. 

I stated in general debate, and I will repeat it now, that the 
measure of damages is reversed in these cases, that it is the 
measure of benefit to the Government, and not injury to the 
claimant. That is the rule and that is the law. However you 
and I as individuals might differ as to that matter, the Gov- 
ernment pays, or is supposed to pay, only for benefits received. 
So, where a church is torn down and the material used, it pays 
only for the value of the material to the Army. ‘There has 
been some relaxation of that rule in some cases I admit. 
There have been some cases of payment for property actually 
destroyed. The cases were cited in general debate, but this 
case is clearly a case of destruction and in the belligerent 
prosecution of the war. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Boomer] a moment ago asked the gentle- 
man from Tennessee what he meant by the word “ belligerent.” 

Mr. SIMS. I quoted the language of the court. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I presume that means in prosecut- 
ing the war? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I can very well understand how 
the Federal Government might destroy property owned by a 
citizen in order to weaken the forces opposed to the Federal 
Government, but the United States Government can hardly 
claim, I think, that it was going around destroying church build- 
ings in order to overcome a section of the country or a number 
of citizens of the country. As I understand the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Boon], he says that the building was occupied, 
and while being occupied caught fire and burned. The gentleman 
from Tennessee has just read from section 3. I desire to ask 
him if the committee and the House are bound irretrievably, 
without any hope of escape, by the findings made by the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. SIMS. This bill is to pay for claims based upon court 
findings where four things concur: First, loyalty of the claim- 
ant, which, of course, does not apply to churches; second, the 
taking of the property; third,, the value of the same; and, 
fourth, nonpayment. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. 
do they not? 

Mr. SIMS. No. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. What is short? 

Mr. SIMS. The very item read by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BOOHER] 

During the said war for the suppression of the rebellion the military 
forces of the United States, by p ropes aan, for military pu rponn 
took possession of the buildings and furniture bel onging to the cla t 
and totally destroyed the same, which at the time and place were rea- 
88 worth the sum of $3,500, no part of which appears to have 

There is not an item in the finding of the court that indicates 
that this House was incidentally, accidentally, or unintention- 
ally burned. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does it not appear inferentially, 
at least, that they took possession of it for the purpose of using 
it as a hospital or camp? 

Mr. SIMS. If this was a claim for use, and use were proved, 
we could pay it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. If they took it for the purpose of 
using it, they did not take it for the purpose of destroying it, 
and if destruction is an instrument of use, it seems to me that 
Congress ought to pay. 

Mr. SIMS. But the finding of the court is against the reason- 
ing of the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I know one paragraph conflicts 
with the other. This is not the first time that I have seen 
findings from the court that are contradictory. Sometimes I 


All of those things appear there, 


forget to put on the brakes when I begin to talk about these 
courts—Federal courts—but I 2m not so enamored of the find- 


ings as some gentlemen are. I take it that sufficient appears 
there to justify Congress in paying for that house. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize with everything that 
has been said. ‘Tennessee, my own State, was a battle field 
from one end to the other. That State, perhaps, would get more 
benefit by reversing the law than any other State in the Union, 
because we had nearly everything burned and destroyed in the 
way of churches, colleges, and buildings of that kind. We had 
a larger number of loyal citizens than almost any other South- 
ern State. But I am compelled, as chairman of the committee, 
to stand on the laws of the country and the rules of the House. 
I baye no other motive than to be consistent and to live up to 
the rules of the committee and the law of the land. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri.. To relieve the gentleman of any 
anxiety on that score, I want to say that in looking over the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp it appears to me that through the activi- 
ties of the gentleman from Tennessee, whom I am now address- 
ing, together with those of his colleague [Mr. Ausrix] on the 
other side, every valid claim of any citizen from Tennessee has 
already been presented and paid. 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, not a drop in the bucket. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, may I have five minutes more? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri may have fiye minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from ‘Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may have 
five minutes additional. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that this is not a case for sympathy. I 
have had sympathy enough about this claim, and I am now pre- 
senting it for payment, and I am asking Congress to pay it. 
Why, I can take the gentleman's report, and I can prove to the 
satisfaction of this House, if not to him, that he quotes with 
approval the act of Congress paying claims in the Philippine 
Islands—— - 

Mr. SIMS. I do. 

Mr. BOOHER. And here is one now that has a great deal 
more merit and a great deal more equity in it than any claim 
that we have had in the Philippine Islands when we destroyed 
property there. Now, the gentleman says we do not pay for 
property where it is taken in the act of a belligerent prosecu- 
tion of war. Now, what is a belligerent prosecutiow of war? I 
tried to get the gentleman to tell us the proper meaning of 
that word as used in this connection, and he did not do it; but 
he smiled and said it meant “ belligerent,” that is all. Now, 
there was a regiment of soldiers ordered through the State of 
Missouri—as much a border State during that terrible war as 
any other State—and this property was destroyed, as I have 
already stated. Those soldiers were gathered there under a 
regular order, with no other place to go except in the court- 
house and church buildings of the city of Platt City. There was 
not a shot fired—if that is what the gentleman means by bel- 
ligerency—there was not a gun fired, but they were encamped 
and rested there, and during the time they were occupying this 
building it took fire, as I stated before, and was destroyed. 

Now, the gentleman says that because it was destroyed it 
ought not to be paid for. If the soldiers of the United States 
Army had not occupied the property of these people, it would 
not have been destroyed, at least at that time; and I want to 
state again to the gentleman that he probably gave the true 
solution why this claim was not put in the bill when he said 
that fhey concluded they would get the bill about so large and 
it would go through the House and they would put certain 
Senate claims on it. Now, this claim happened to come, I 
suppose, after the amount which was to go into the bill was 
reached, and consequently it must go back to the Senator who 
introduced the bill, who was one of the most honored Senators 
of the United States and has years and years ago passed to 
his reward. Now, of the two Senators who were there at the 
time this claim was reported one is dead and the other is out 
of the service. Because this claim happened to be introduced 
by a Senator who is dead years ago, is a Member who is called 
upon by his constituency who owned this property to be denied 
the privilege of coming before a committee of this House and 
presenting a claim to this House, or does it have to be sent 
back to the Senator who introduced the bill? Gentlemen, that 
may be the rule, but it will not have my sanction during the time I 
am here. I believe a Member of Congress has a right to repre- 
sent the people of his district before any committee [applause], 
whether the original bill was introduced in the Senate or in 
this House, and I propose to follow it up and to stand here 
and urge and demand that this Congress treat the people of 
this country just as fairly and just as honestly and with as 
much equity as you before have treated the people of the 
Philippine Islands. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the 
Committee on Claims adopted any such rule as has been sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Missouri, to wit, that claims 
based upon Senate references should not be inserted during the 
preparation of a House bill. If any such rule was adopted and 

_ followed I would like to know from somebody on the committee. 
I know that if such a rule was adopted it was not followed. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, there was not a formal rule 
adopted; it was what you might say a rule of conduct of the 
committee, because in several Congresses the chairman of the 
committee who was then on the opposite side had been notified 
or had agreed that the bill should not exceed a certain amount. 

Mr. BOOHER. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee, 
the chairman of the committee, to say they first adopted the rule 
that they would not put in any Senate reports and then they 
afterwards determined they would keep the bill within a cer- 
tain limit, and they then notified the Clerk to put on certain 
Senate reports until it came up to that amount. 

Mr. SIMS. I did not mean a formal rule of the committee—— 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman stated that it was a rule, but 
I am willing to take his statement that it was not a formal rule, 
but it had the same effect, and I stated it correctly. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, during the special session of 
Congress, after the committee had been appointed, I discussed 
the question of the omnibus war-claims bill with the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sms], the chairman of the committee, 
and with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], the rank- 
ing Republican. on the committee. I stated to both of those 
gentlemen that, in my judgment, at least, the policy that was 
formerly pursued of including in the war claims bills that were 
introduced in the House only claims based upon House refer- 
ences, and leaving to the Senate to insert as amendments all 
claims based upon Senate references, was unfair to the House, 
both to the membership individually and collectively; that when 
such a policy was pursued it took away a proper advantage to 
individual Members of the House who were looking after the 
interests of their constituents and, besides that, left the con- 
ferees representing the House, if the bill ever got into confer- 
ence, without knowledge concerning the Senate amendments, 
except such knowledge as they might collect after the amend- 
ments had been passed in the Senate or perhaps the conferees 
appointed, and that I never would consent, so far as I was able 
to prevent, to the passage of an omnibus war-claims bill in the 
House based upon the old method of making it up; but that if 
the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman from Wis- 
consin and the other members of the committee would give con- 
sideration individually to these various findings, based both 
upon House and Senate references, so that the committee or the 
members ‘took the responsibility of saying that after an ex- 
amination of the findings in the case there appeared to be just 
reason for the payment of the claim, I would use every effort 
within my power to expedite the passage of the bill in the 
House and to make it a law in the end. I made somewhat the 
same statement the other day when the bill was up in the 
House. Now, I am surprised to hear a reiteration, a statement 
from the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Boonen], that this bill 
is not based upon a_consideration of all the findings of the 
Court of Claims, and selecting meritorious findings regardless 
of whether they were referred by the Senate or the House, but 
that a rule was adopted to have only House findings included. 
If I were convinced of that fact it would take considerable time 
to pass this bill. 

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOOHER. I was basing my statement on the remarks 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Siss]. He stated that 
the first rule of the committee was that they would only take 
claims that were reported back to the House. They afterwards 
concluded they could take Senate claims and still keep bills 
within the limit. I based my statement on what the chairman 
of the committee said, and I do not think I should be subject 
to criticism for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr, Mann] has expired. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Tennessee to 
state that when they first commenced correspondence in regard 
to these claims his secretary sent out a formal letter, fol- 
lowing the old custom, signed with a stamp, stating that Senate 
findings or references would be considered in the Senate. 
Mr. BOOHER. I got no such letter. 
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That was the letter that I supposed the gentle- 


Mr. MANN. 
man received. 

Mr. BOOHER. No; here is the letter that I received. I 
will read it to the House if I get the time. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word 


about the merits of this amendment. If it shall be the policy 
of Congress to pay claims for the destruction of property during 
the Civil War, we had better commence to find, not one but forty 
new methods for raising revenue. There is no distinction between 
this case that I can discover and hundreds of thousands of 
other cases where the Union Army destroyed property in the 
conduct of the war. No one contends, not even the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Boouer], that a man who rents a building 
as a tenant is liable for the value of the building if it is de- 
stroyed by fire. And yet that is his contention in reference to 
these church buildings in this town in Missouri. There is no 
assurance on the part of the occupant that the building will 
not be destroyed, even if it were not destroyed by an act of 
war, but the finding of the court here is, in effect, that the 
buildings were destroyed as an act of war, and if we are to 
undertake the payment of all those claims—if we are to com- 
mence by setting a precedent and paying one we will haye to 
undertake the payment of all of them, and there is no treasury 
in any nation that can stand it. I do not think we ought to 
commence. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] yield to his colleague [Mr. FOWLER]? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FOWLER. I will be glad to have the gentleman ex- 
plain, if he knows, whether there has been any discrimination 
made between property taken and wantonly destroyed and 
property taken and accidentally destroyed. 

Mr. MANN. Iam not able to inform the gentleman, 

In this case the question is determined by the court, in effect, 
that it was destroyed as an act of war. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BOOHER. I understand that the gentleman lays down a 
principle of law that he does not want to stand upon. Does 
the gentleman mean to say that if a tenant wantonly destroys 
the house he is occupying he is not liable? 

Mr. MANN. I did not say anything about that. 

Mr. BOOHER. There are certain cases in which he would 
not be liable, but there are certainly other cases in which he 
would be. é 

Mr. MANN. I have not heard anything concerning this case 
which differentiates it from the mere occupation by a tenant 
where the loss of the property occurs through destruction by 
fire. There is nothing in this case to differentiate it from that. 
We can not undertake to pay all these claims against the Gov- 
ernment. We are now considering the payment of French 
spoliation claims more than 100 years old. We are asked to 
take up the consideration of claims for payment to the heirs of 
George Washington which are over 100 years old, and to take 
up the consideration of claims in every direction, claims that 
are not hoary with age but bald with age [laughter], and 
yet gentlemen assume that when they start a precedent in this 
House it will apply only to a particular claim. You can not 
pass a claim of this sort without involving the Government in 
enormous expenditures, 

The gentleman cites the Philippine claims which were paid. 
Well, I was not in favor of the payment of the Philippine 
claims. If the gentleman had quoted in his speech the re- 
marks—and they were short—which I made when the Philip- 
pine claims bill was under consideration, he would have discov- 
ered the reason why the bill was passed. 

Mr. BOOHER. Will the gentleman quote them? I remember 
very well what they were, but the gentleman did not have any 
infiuence with his side of the House in making them. I wish 
the gentleman would put in the Recorp his remarks, 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I think I had influence enough to kill part 
of that bill, and did kill part of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman just a moment 
ago made a distinction between claims that were hoary with 
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age and claims that were bald with age. The gentleman from 
Tennessee would like to know the difference. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Tennessee does not know 
the difference I will never be able to inform him, I fear. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope I shall not have to explain 
this matter again, but I do not want to have any misunder- 
standing of it. The letter written to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri was signed by a stamp. I never saw it, and I did not 
know he had received it until after we took up this bill for con- 
sideration. But I do know how it came about. It is dated 
January 18, and reads: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, i 
Washiagton D.C 5 1912, 
Mr. CHARLES F. BOOHER, doni ian sida 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Sir: I return herewith letter of Mr. Hopkins and Senate 


aig the case of Trustees of Presbyterian Church and Masonic 
Hall, Platt 


e City, Mo., with the suggestion that you have one of your 
Senators arrange for the insertion of this case in the so-called omnibus 
bill when it gets to the Senate, 

Very truly, yours, T. W. Sirus, M, C. 

It is signed by a rubber stamp. 

Mr. MANN. What is the date of it? 

Mr. SIMS. January 18 of this year. 

Now I will refer to another matter which had a bearing, or 
which I thought had a bearing, on this subject. But, before I 
forget it, I want to refer to the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois. If he said anything to me during the extra ses- 
sion about the matter, I have no recollection of it; but since 
the present session began—I was gone in the month of Decem- 
ber—he did make the statement to Mr. Monsz of Wisconsin 
and myself, as he stated, and as I notified some Members that 
we were not going to put in the Senate findings, I immediately 
sought every Senate finding I could find coming within the rule. 
Now, if I had written this letter and had seen the finding—of 
course, I do not know whether or not the finding was present 
before the clerk when the letter was written 

Mr. BOOHER. I would state to the gentleman that it was. 

Mr. SIMS. But if I had had the finding before me I would 
have stated that we could not include that finding within the 
omnibus bill. 

Now, the Committee on War Claims has a rule, section 5 of 
rule 2, which provides that we will not consider any bill or 
claim in which no attempt has been made to collect the claim 
prior to the 1st day of January, 1900. I found Senate refer- 
ences which had been made since that date, and up to a late 
date, and I thought our rule ought to preclude us from favor- 
ably reporting a Senate bill that was sent to the court in viola- 
tion of our rule. But after studying the matter over, the claims 
having been sent there by a body that had the power and right 
to do so, and the persons having been put to the expense of 
proving up their cases, I thought we ought to put them in. 
I say now that I would move to insert this claim, if the mere 
fact that it was a Senate reference was all that stood in the 
way. But waiving all that, I am opposing this amendment 
simply because it is not of a class that we could report. Not 
eyen as a separate bill standing on its own merits could the 
Committee on War Claims report it favorably, according to the 
precedents of the committee. Of course we have the power to 
do it, and Congress has the power to pay it. It is not uncon- 
stitutional or anything of that sort; but there has been no 
intention on my part to mislead or deceive anybody, and it is a 
very hard matter to frame an omnibus bill containing more than 
a thousand items and get it through the House, if any 
wants to defeat it. With over a thousand items in the bill, how 
easy it is, without any attempt to filibuster, to take up all the 
time allotted and prevent the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BOOHER. I want the gentleman to understand that I 
do not intend to filibuster and defeat his bill. > 

Mr. SIMS. I know that. 

Mr. BOOHER. I am trying to secure the payment of a just 
claim, but I do not want to have any suggestion made that I 
am going to filibuster against the bill. 

Mr. SIMS. I am not making that suggestion. 

Mr. BOOHER. If I can not get this claim paid, which I am 
presenting in good faith, if the Committee of the Whole decides 
against me, I am not going to filibuster against other people 
getting what is coming to them. I do not do business in that 
way. k 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman is talking about me. I expect 
to do that. I do not deny it at all. 

Mr. SIMS. I know the statement of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to be perfectly correct. In making up an omnibus bill 
there must be some general rules to govern the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Tennessee have two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
gentleman from Tennessee haye two minutes more? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I wish the gentleman would 
restate what he said about not considering any claims that were 
not presented before 1890, 

Mr. SIMS. Before January 1, 1900. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I would like to ask what the 
gentleman means by that? 

Mr. SIMS. I will state, as I did in the debate before, that 
when no effort was made to collect a daim through the South- 
ern Claims Commission, through the War Department, by suit 
in the Court of Claims, or by a private bill prior to January 1, 
1900, it is an absolute rule of the committee that we will not 
report a bill favorably to pay any such claim. In other words, 
it is so late that it is nearly impossible to prove such a claim 
by any evidence now in existence, and we thought the fact that 
no effort had been made to collect a claim for 30 years after 
the war was over was good evidence that there might be some- 
thing wrong about the claim. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would the gentleman consider the intro- 
duction of a bill as an effort to collect the claim? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, yes; that is an effort to collect it. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. If the proof was as conclu 
sive now as it could have been 20 or 30 years ago, would the gen- 
tleman still insist upon that? 

Mr. SIMS. If it was documentary evidence, or something of 
that sort, it would be a different thing; but we must have a 
general rule. Consequently, the Committee on War Claims 
adopted that rule, that where no effort was made to collect a 
claim prior to January 1, 1900, the Committee on War Claims 
will not favorably report a bill to the House. 
` Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How long has that rule been 
in force in the committee? 

Mr. SIMS. I think, since 1900. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, Mr. Mahon, was chairman of the committee that 
adopted that rule. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the chairman of the Committee on War Claims may have three 
minutes more. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not want any more time. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. SIMS. Very well. Let the gentleman ask his question, 
and then I shall have to move to close debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Sts] be extended three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOWLER, I desire to know if it is the policy of Con- 
gress not to allow claims for property destroyed during the 
Civil War? 

Mr. SIMS. That is the law of the United States. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask if there has ever been a dis- 
tinction made between property which was wantonly destroyed 
and that which was accidentally destroyed? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, there have been two or three, perhaps five 
or six, cases of claims allowed by Congress by special act where 
property was destroyed. I do not remember whether it was 
accidental or intentional destruction, but the rule I have stated 
so often that it is not necessary to repeat is that the Govern- 
ment pays for the benefits received and not claims for dam- 
ages. No benefit was received by the Government by the burn- 
ing or destruction of this property. 

Mr. FOWLER. I understand that the property was taken 
charge of by the Army and used for its own benefit, and that 
during the use of the property it was intentionally or wantonly 
destroyed by fire. 

Mr. SIMS. The court finding has been read. 

Mr. FOWLER. One more question. I desire to know if it is 
the policy of this committee and of Congress not to allow any 
claims whatever where the property was simply destroyed and 
not used by the Federal authorities during the war? — 

Mr. SIMS. That is the law, and until Congress repeals its 
own law it is bound by it. 

Mr. FOWLER. I understand from what the gentleman said 
that by special act there have been some claims allowed? 

Mr. SIMS. By special appropriation. 

Mr. FOWLER. Did they come in in the way of a general 
bill from your committee, like this? 

Mr. SIMS. No; these are commissary stores and supplies. 
There is nothing in here for the destruction of property. 

Mr. FOWLER. Has the use of this property ever been paid 
or accounted for by the Goyernment? 
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Mr. SIMS. I have no knowledge of it, and there are no find- 
ings of the court on that question. 

Mr. FOWLER. I understand there is a finding here, and it 
includes both the use and the destruction of the property. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will read the court findings, the 
gentleman from Illinois will see what the court has said 
about it. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is the contention on the part of the 
claimant, is it not? 

Mr. SIMS. Does the gentleman from Illinois want to ask any 
further question? 

Mr. FOWLER. The Government took possession of it, and 
the court finds that the Government both used and destroyed it, 
and that is what the claim is asked for. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not question that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not know as I understand the rule that 
the géntleman spoke of in regard to claims haying been pre- 
sented since 1900. There have been some claims, have there 
not, submitted since 1900? 

Mr. SIMS. By resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. And I think by the House. 

Mr. MANN. There were a lot of them, but they were claims 
that had been pending. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes; they were claims that were pending. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Those submitted by the Senate since 1900, if 
the court should make a favorable report, would not be barred 
by any rule of the committee or the House? 

Mr. SIMS. Not by this body; I do not know what the Senate 
might do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Boouer) there were 20 ayes and 32 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 

335 Clerk read as follows: 

o J. B. Matthews, 8 a a of Nathan Gradick, deceased, late 
of Machland County, $1,1 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. e I offer the following amendment: 
On page 72, line 9, strike out the letter “B” and insert the 
letter “ P,” so that it will read “J. P. Matthews.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Emma R. Seve executrix of John J. Bailey, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, $3,35 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. 1 on page 73, after line 21, insert 
as follows: 

To Daniel W. Beckham, 5 of the estate — Alexander F. 
Beckham, deceased, late a resident of Lake County, 87,88 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 4 Mite 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 73, after line 21, insert: 

“To Daniel W. Beckham, administrator of the estate of Alexander 
F. Beckham, deceased, late a resident of Lake County, $7,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Robert C. Jameson, administrator of the estate of David Jameson, 
deceased, late of Shelby County, $900. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as Rolle: 


Page 80, after line 19, insert 
“To J. E. Smalling, administrator of Henry Johnson, deceased, late 
of Williamson County, $450. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Mora B. Fariss, raaa of James P. Moore, deceased, late 
of Maury County, $2,100 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I moye to amend, on line 16, page 
82, by striking out the word “ administratrix ” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the word “ administrator.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fage 82, line 16, strike out the word “ administratrix ” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ administrator.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Mrs. Julia Moore Seldon, of Shelby County, $2,925. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 85, line 11, EEE out the word “Seldon” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word Selde 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

ane in read as follows: 


o T. a ty administrator of estate of Mary A. Gough, deceased, 
late “ot Pead County, $703. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


eee “i after line 10, insert 
R. Allison, administrator de bonis non cum testamente annexo 
of ane Haynes, deceased, late a resident of Fairfax County, $1,720.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMS. Also the following amendment, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
97, after line 8, insert: 

“To George W. Z. Black. administrator of the ste. Si Alexander 
Poland, deceased late a resident of Loudoun County, $4,2 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to ths amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMS. Also the following amendment, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pa 97, after line 11, insert: 

o William II. Poland, administrator of the estate 5 BS he Poland, 
ceased, late a resident of Prince William County, $2,1 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing 5 ‘the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMS. Also the following amendment, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2 5 97, after line 17, insert: 
s the le representatives of the estate of Felix Richards, de- 
ceased, late of F: x County, $5,300.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the trustees of the St. Paul Reformed Church, of Woodstock, $325. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

ane Clerk read as follows: 

n page 109, after line 9, insert 

2 To the trustees of om Presbyterian Church at McDowell, Highland 
County, $150." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question ns taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk reau as follows: 

To Lorenzo D. Corrick, administrator of the estate of William Cor- 
rick, deceased, late of Tucker County, $150. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 109, after line 23, Insert: 

“To Edward M. Craig, administrator of the estate of George W. 
Craig, deceased, late of Mason County, $2,114. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Webster, $450, 


Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 22, page 114, insert the 8 

“To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, Glenville. 
War’ $800; for use and occupation of church property during the Civil 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it will be 
observed that the amendment which I have offered is for com- 
pensation to this church for the use of its property, which, I 
understand, will not be objected to, either by the chairman of 
the committee or by the minority leader [Mr. Mann]. I will 
state in this connection that I have the findings of the Court 
of Claims, which show that this property was both used and 
destroyed, and they report the value of the property at 8800. 
I will say that I have drawn this amendment so that, if it be 
adopted, it will not create a precedent against what I under- 


The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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stand to be the views of the chairman of this committee; and 
while I am not able to show the gentleman the actual rental value 
of this property by this finding, because it does not-separate it, 
yet I take it this House of Representatives and this Congress 
will not inquire too closely into the rental value of the property 
which was taken by the Government for its own use and which 
has never been returned to the owners. I do not think that we 
can afford to go upon record here as saying that this claim 
should be wholly rejected because the Court of Claims has failed 
to distinguish between the actual value of the property and its 
rental value. In looking over this bill I haye found that there 
are something like 500 cases where churches have been allowed 
something. I take it that the bill is consistent. I know that 
the chairman of this committee is discharging his full duty in 
this matter. I have no criticism for him, but, on the contrary, 
only the highest compliments to bestow upon him when he dis- 
charges his duty in this House. Now, out of these 500 claims 
there are perhaps not one of them that has less than $500, and I 
take it that a bill drawn upon the lines of consistency gives to 
these churches an average of $500 for use and occupation. Now, 
from that fact, I think we have the right to draw an inference 
here that the rental value of this property and its good to the 
Government was as much, at least, as the average of these other 
churches, and certainly $500 is far below the average. I think 
the contention that the benefits to be derived by the Gov- 
ernment shall govern our action is not entirely an inflexible 
rule. I have a case of this kind—not pending before this com- 
mittee at present, but in the Court of Claims—where thé claim 
arose from the erection of fortifications upon a man’s farm. 
For something like a half a mile upon the brow of a hill they 
took up his farm and threw up fortifications. The farm prop- 
erty might be worth $1,000—at least this land taken might be 
worth that—but the benefit to the Government is untold, be- 
cause these fortifications held back the advancing army of the 
South, and it never passed them; so if you are going to put it 
upon the ground of benefit to the Government it would seem to 
be an inconsistent rule, because the advantage to the Govern- 
ment was perhaps a thousand times as much as the total worth 
of the farm. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, the findings in this case are as 
follows: ` 

1. The Methodist . e Church South, of Glenville, W. Va., as 
a church was loyal to the Government of the United States throughout 
the late Civil War. 

That is all right. 


Re be er the war for the 8 of the rebellion the military 
forces of the United Sta in the winter of 1862-63, took possession 
of said church property and used the same as a storehouse for military 
supplies for a short period. During the time the building was so 
occupied the building was burned and destroyed, but by whom and for 
what purpose the same does not * — The reasonable value of the 
2800 building at the time of its estruction as aforesaid was about 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if the court had found that the use and 
occupation for the time used was $800, or any other sum, I 
should not have opposed the appropriation for that amount, but 
this is clearly a finding of the value of the church, and it shows 
that it was destroyed during the occupation, but the finding does 
not even say by whom. It might have been done by the Con- 
federates; it might have been done by the Federals; but if de- 
stroyed by the Federals, then there could be no valid claim for 
destruction. I am sorry the court has not specifically found a 
sum for use and occupation : 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. And if I had the court findings in that regard, I 
would not oppose it at all, Mr. Chairman; but as it is, we can not 
assume that the amount found as value was for use and occu- 
pation when the findings specifically fix the amount here as the 
value of the property destroyed. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. You will admit the aver- 
age allowed to churches for use and occupation in this bill is 
at least $500? 

Mr. SIMS. I have not looked that up. If there was a find- 
ing of the court to show what it was, I would be in favor of 
putting it in. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I have no doubt, as I 
said before, that the chairman has endeavored to do what is 
right in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HAMILTON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


ey MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

In this bill there is carried less than a thousand dollars for 
persons residing in the State of Wisconsin. In that connection 
I want to say a word concerning the work done by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, the ranking Republican on this commit- 
tee [Mr. Morse]. The gentleman from Wisconsin was asked by 
me to give special attention to the items which might go to 
make up this bill, and time and time again the gentleman, in 
discussing with me the items which might go into this bill, or 
rather in referring to them, has led me to know that he was 
burning midnight oil in studying the court findings on a meas- 
ure of great importance to many Members of the House, but of 
no importance to him or his State. 

It often happens in this House that the gentlemen who do the 
hardest work are not seen or heard in connection with that 
work, though I think as a rule that when a Member keeps on 
doing the work that falls to him in the course of time, if, he re- 
mains here long enough, an opportunity comes when he will 
probably be the only man in the House well informed upon some 
subject of great interest that everyone else wants to know 
about. And the gentleman from Wisconsin, who has done this 
drudgery work uncomplainingly, because it fell to his lot in the 
assignment of committees, is entitled to receive great credit 
from this House and from his constituency and from the coun- 
try for the work he has so well performed. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I heartily ap- 
prove every word that the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mann] 
has said with reference to the labors of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], and I am a witness as I was a co- 
worker with him. I know what he says is true. [Applause.] 
Now, I want to say further, Mr, Chairman, that every member 
of the Committee on War Claims during the Sixty-second Con- 
gress has discharged every duty that has been placed upon him 
faithfully, conscientiously, ably, and efficiently. [Applause.] 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk reads the 
amendment I ask unanimous consent to make a statement for a 
moment. The amendment is very long, and I think I ought to 
state that it contains a list of the French spoliation claims 
which passed the Senate in the last Congress. All of these 
claims have been adjudicated by the Court of Claims, and for 
that reason it seems to me a proper amendment to offer at this 
time. But as there may be some question about that, I do not 
wish to detain the committee to read so long an amendment 
unless the Chair rules it is in order. 

Mr. SIMS, Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not want it read unless it is in order. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order, then. 
The point of order is this, that this committee has no jurisdic- 
tion over the French spoliation claims. The Bowman and 
Tucker Acts do not relate to them. 

Mr. WEEKS. I would like to have a ruling on that proposi- 
tion. n 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to sustain the point 
of order. 

Mr. WEEKS. Į would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. 

Mr. WEEKS. Paragraph 702 of the rules of the House of 
Representatives provides that claims arising from any war in 
which the United States has been engaged shall be referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. I claim that these spoliation 
claims arose from the French War or as a direct result of the 
French War, and therefore should have been referred to the 
Committee on War Claims instead of the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMS. I will ask my friend right there if it was war be- 
tween the United States and any other country? 

Mr. WEEKS. My recollection is that war was not declared 
against France, but a state of hostilities existed and these 
spoliation claims arose as a result of this condition, the destruc- 
tion being largely the work of privateers for which letters had 
been issued by the French Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the French spoliation claims 
arose out of the treaty of 1803, and never have been considered 
in this House since I have been here as a subject matter of 
reference to the Committee on War Claims, but have always 
gone to the Committee on Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding that the Chair 
has of it. The Clerk will read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

See. 8. That in case of the death of any claimant, or the death or 
discharge of the executor or administrator of any claimant herein 
named, et of such claim shall be made to the Jegal representa- 
tives: Provided, That where a claimant is dead the administrator, 
executor, or legal representative shall file a certified copy of his bond, 
which bond must be at least equal in amount to the sum hereby appro- 
printed, except that where the claim grows out of seryice rendered the 

nited States in the Army or Navy and the payment to be made under 
this act is less than $500, and the person who rendered the service is 
dead; and no demand is presented by a duly appointed legal representa- 
tive of his estate, payment may be made to the decedent’s widow or 
legal heirs as is provided by existing laws relating to the settlement 
of accounts of deceased officers or enlisted men of the gS and igre | 
(34 Stat. L., 750; 35 Stat. L., 373): Provided further, That in 
cases where the orlginal claimants were adjudicated bankrupts pay- 
ment shall be made to the next of kin instead of to the assignees in 
bankruptcy: And provided further, That wherever under this act it is 
provided that a payment be made to an executor or an administrator, 
whether original or ancillary or de bonis non, and such executor or 
administrator is dead or no longer holds his office, payment shall be 
made to the successor therein, his title to hold such office being estab- 
lished to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the „and 
wherever under this bill it is provided that a pi nt be made to a 
corporation or quasi corporation and such corporation or quasi corpora- 
tion has been merged in or consolidated with another corporation or 
quasi corporation, payment shall be made to the corporation or quasi 
corporation with w. the consolidation or merger has been made. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 17, page 116, the following: 

“Provided, That no part of the sum or sums so appropriated to pay 
any claim herein shall be paid to the claimant, or his heirs, assigns, or 
personal representatives, until he or they shall file with the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States an affidavit which sball state that 
no sum in excess of 25 per cent of said claim will be paid by the 
claimant to any attorney at law, attorney in fact, agent, or claim agent 
as compensation for prosecuting said claim. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Ch I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment, I do not know that it is subject to it, but I reserve 
the point. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I want to say to the committee that I have another 
amendment here which I desire to offef as a separate section, 
after the present amendment is yoted on. The amendment I 
offer at present, however, goes directly to the appropriation and 
the application of the money appropriated by the present sec- 
tion. 

Now, I realize that we are about to close the consideration of 
this bill and that the members of the committee are anxious to 
conclude the day and the week's work. But, gentlemen, I think 
that this amendment is of vital importance, not only to the con- 
sideration of the claims included in the present bill, but in the 
consideration of all claims of this character, and of all claims 
of all characters presented against the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Fully sympathizing with the purpose of the gen- 
tleman, I would like to ask him what would happen in a case 
like this: Here is one of these claimants, of discretionary years, 
who has made a contract with an attorney to pay him 30 per 
cent in accordance with the laws of his State. Would that 
claimant be able to recover any of the money that we provide 
for in this bill? 

Mr. JACKSON. I will answer the gentleman's question. I 
was just about coming to that. I think I can satisfy the gen- 
tleman on that point, and I am obliged to the gentleman for 
his suggestion. I was going to say before I came to that point 
that I would like the gentlemen of the committee to understand 
that I am in entire sympathy with this legislation. I think I 
can also truthfully say now that upon no other class of claims 
representing this amount of money would I be willing to stand 
here, representing the people of the district which I have the 
honor to represent, and vote for such an amount of money to go 
out of the Treasury of the United States. I do not say this 
because I mean in any way to suggest offering reward for the 
treatment which the southern soldiers or the southern people 
have accorded to the Union soldiers in the granting of pensions, 
but I say it, gentlemen, because I want, so far as I am able, 
to vote in this House to the effect that we have a new Nation, 
indeed, since the many brave and stalwart young men of the 
South offered their lives and poured out their blood in defense 
of the flag, and that the flag represents something which means 
toleration and fraternity and loyalty throughout the entire 
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country. And so I am glad to have this opportunity to vote 
for any class of claims which give something to the people who 
suffered some special hardship on account of the Civil War. 

While that is true, I realize that all of the claims which go 
through Congress, which are the subject of appropriations, 
reflect, on account of the baneful practice of the attorney, upon 
Members of this House in a certain degree, and without offering 
Some protest I am unwilling to stand here and vote for claims 
which mean the enrichment of an attorney or a certain class or 
firm of attorneys. 1 

Now, in reply to the gentleman's question, it is suggested here 
that perhaps the effect of this amendment might be to abrogate 
contracts previously made. I think we have ample power to do 
that where we have evidence, as we must have, that contracts 
have been forced from people, when under other conditions such 
contracts would not have been made. There is no fairness in 
contracts when there is absolute helplessness on one side and 
comfort and financial power on the other side. I have in my 
possession now a letter from a holder of one of these claims, 
who says that he has refused for years to submit his claim to 
the attorneys who have been prosecuting and collecting claims 
of this class, because they refuse to take his claim for less than 
50 per cent of the amount of the principal. 

Just a word more. There sits upon the floor of this House 
to-day a Member who, if he happens to be present at this mo- 
ment, will substantiate my statement, who related to me his 
experience in getting through a claim of this kind. He said he 
worked hard here on behalf of some man, because he thought 
that man had a meritorious claim. The man wanted $5,000. 
After seven or eight years of hard work that Member succeeded 
in getting the claimant allowed $2,800. Then he was informed 
by an attorney, who had never done a stroke of work to help 
the claimant, that he claimed 33} per cent of the amount that 
the Government, through the efforts of this Member of Congress, 
had been induced to grant to this man. 

Mr. GARRETT. Was that a war claim? 

Mr. JACKSON. I am not able to state; but, as I said in the 
beginning; I think this principle applies to all claims against 
the Government. 

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman is aware, of course, that the 
law expressly preyents Members of the House or Senate going 
into the Court of Claims, 

Mr. JACKSON. I understand that. I did not mean to con- 
sider that point at all. I am simply considering the fact that 
this man got this money through the efforts largely of indi- 
vidual Members of the House. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am in perfect sympatby with this amend- 
ment, if it can be accomplished ; but suppose contracts have been 
made with attorneys to pay them 30, 35, 40, or sometimes in a 
case of small claims, even as much as 50 per cent. If this 
amendment is passed, before any sum can be paid to the claim- 
ant he must sign an affidayit that not more than 25 per cent 
of the money received by him will be paid td an attorney. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the amendment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is all right if it can be done. But sup- 
pose the claimant does that and does violate his contract, will 
not the contracting attorney go into the civil courts and sue the 
claimant for the balance of that money? Is there any power in 
us to set aside that contract? 

Mr. JACKSON. I think there is. That is the question I was 
trying to answer. It seems to me the effect of this amend- 
ment would be to absolutely abrogate the contract if we declare 
the contract to be absolutely invalid. And while this House 
may not want to pass a law that would directly do that, it does 
it in effect, and no court would entertain a suit to collect upon 
that contract. 

Mr. MANN. Why not? 

Mr. JACKSON. Because this House has said, as a condi- 
tion of this appropriation, that the claimant shall not pay 
more than that sum. 

Mr. MANN. That is not what the gentleman's amend- 
ment is, 

Mr. JACKSON. If the gentleman will pardon me, the condi- 
tion of this appropriation is that it shall stay in the Treasury 
until this man files that affidavit. 

Mr. SIMS. What affidavit? 

Mr. JACKSON. The affidavit provided for here. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman state the substance of it? 

Mr. JACKSON. That the claimant will not pay more than 25 
per cent of the amount for the attorney's fee. 

Mr. SIMS. How is he going to swear that, when he has al- 
ready signed a power of attorney giving 333 per cent? 

Mr. JACKSON. Why, I see nothing to prevent him, if this ` 
House says that it will not make this appropriation on the con- 
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dition that these contracts, which were frequently made to pay 
these attorneys’ fees, are to be validated. In other words, we 
stand here and say we will not be a party to the enforcement of 
those oppressive contracts. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The proposition the gentle- 
man has made is all right if it could be made workable; but 
the gentleman’s attention has been called to the fact that this 
proposition, in the present form, is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Now, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. The filing of an affidavit by a man who 
had entered into a lawful contract would not relieve him from 
the obligation of his contract. It might make it impossible for 
him to get his money. Would not it be possible to frame an 
amendment in a form requiring the attorney to file an affidavit 
or a release relinquishing all but 25 per cent? 

Mr. JACKSON. I haye no objection to such an amendment. 
But I want to say before I close that these men have no claims 
for attorneys’ fees under the contracts until this House makes 
the appropriation to pay the claim. If this House attaches a 
condition that no claim shall be paid and no money shall be 
turned over to the claimant except upon the condition that no 
part of the money above 25 per cent shall go to an attorney, 
then that condition to the appropriation is absolutely valid, and 
it abrogates the contract. 

Mr. McCALL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL. Would the gentleman be willing to have his 
amendment modified so that it would provide that appropria- 
tions were herein made upon the condition that no more than 
25 per cent should be paid to counsel? 

Mr. JACKSON. That is what my amendment does state. 

Mr. McCALL. The gentleman’s amendment provides that the 
claimant shall file an affidavit. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I will. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman’s amendment 
provide simply for the payment of fees, or advanced costs? In 
many instances the attorney has advanced considerable sums in 
costs to bring witnesses to Washington, for example, and the 
gentleman also knows that every one of these claims has been 
prosecuted before the Court of Claims by attorneys. The gen- 
tleman understands that? 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. The provision in the gentleman’s 
amendment is utterly impossible to apply to this bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, I know what the gentleman means. I 
understand that it is proper for the claimant to have an attorney 
before the Pension Department and other departments, but it 
often happens that the careful attention that is given to these 
claims by Members of this House and Members of the other body 
is what results in benefit to the claimant and not the technical 
work done by the attorney. I am willing that the attorneys 
shall have adequate compensation for their work, but I am not 
willing that they shall stand here and hold up this House and 
put Members of this House in the situation of having voted a 
fortune to them for the purpose of doing a little bit of justice 
to somebody else. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. I ask the gentleman if he con- 
templates allowing these men attorney fees or fees and advanced 
costs? 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘The amendment says attorney fees, and 
beyond that I am not in favor of anybody taking a claim against 
the Government and advancing costs for the purpose of en- 
couraging litigation against the Government. I think it ought 
to be prohibited by absolute statute. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas does not undertake at all to say what 
the attorneys’ fees shall be. All his amendment does is to pro- 
vide that money shall not be paid to claimants unless the 
claimant files an affidavit that he will not pay more than 25 
per cent as compensation. How can a claimant fille an affidavit 
_ stating how much he will pay for compensation, or that he will 
not pay more than 25 per cent, if he has made a valid contract, 
enforceable under the laws of the State, providing that he will 


I ask that the gentleman 


pay 30 per cent? The effect of the amendment would only be 
to prevent claimants receiving any money at all. That we have 
the power to do. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kansas, or any other gentleman, 
desires to meet the situation, it is quite within the power of 
Congress to make a penalty against an attorney for taking 
more than 25 per cent, regardless of any contract that may haye 
been entered into. We have a right to make it a misdemeanor 
for an attorney to take more than a certain percentage of the 
money that we appropriate to spend upon a claim. But when 
you undertake nominally to punish the attorney, but, in fact, 
to punish the claimant, that is the wrong way to go about it. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words in 
reply to the gentleman from Kansas. I have no doubt of the 
good motive of the gentleman from Kansas. That is, he does 
not want, as he calls it, Congress held up by a lot of attorneys 
for unconscionable and unjust fees for services performed when 
the appropriation comes from the Treasury. But I want to say 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson] that I have had 
long experience in this matter, and if he will look at this bill 
which has just been considered, with its one thousand and 
seventy or elghty claims, he will find that a great number of 
them are for very small amounts. In each case the claimant 
undoubtedly has a contract made with persons sui juris, ex- 
cept in a few cases where the claim is represented by an admin- 
istrator; and I want to say if he will investigate the work done 
in these cases he will agree that he would not himself to-day 
take claims for $1,000 or less to collect against the Government 
upon a contingent fee for the sum that he provides in his 
amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. What proportion of these claims allowed by 
the present bill, if the gentleman knows, is represented by one 
attorney or one firm of attorneys? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know, as I said in general debate, 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman know of this prac- 

tice— 
Mr. SIMS. But I want to say to the gentleman that as far 
as my knowledge goes.it is getting next to impossible now to 
get an attorney to represent these claims on a contingent fee 
of less than 333 per cent. Let me say to the gentleman that 
of all the claims sent to the Court of Claims not over 10 per 
cent of the amount claimed is allowed by that court. The gen- 
tleman does not count anything for the hundreds and thou- 
sands of claims in which the attorney performs the service 
where no amount is allowed at all. True, we should not make 
the successful pay for the unsuccessful, but the amount of these 
fees on these small claims for the work done is nothing more 
than reasonable and honest when you count all the work done 
in connection with all of these claims that go to the Court of 
Claims, and that go there by order of the Congress of the 
United States. : 

Mr. JACKSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not believe, from his experience with these claims, that 25 per 
cent of a claim is a reasonable fee for any work done by an 
attorney? 

Mr. SIMS. On all of these Civil War claims below the 
amount of $1,000 I think 333 per cent is as small a fee as you 
can get the work done for. As I say, an attorney must take 
them all or none, and when you consider the entire service ren- 
dered and the compensation received, I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that these attorneys are not walking down Broadway 
with their pockets stuffed with ill-gotten gains. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman know from his own 
experience, and does he not believe from his own experience, 
that these claims below $1,000 are prosecuted with larger 
claims, and in that way only? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, as a matter of course, an attorney who takes 
a small claim also takes a large one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMS. While an attorney takes claims large and small, 
each claim is a separate individual service and has no connec- 
tion with any other. There can be no omnibus suit in a Court 
of Claims. Furthermore, the service is already rendered in 
these cases, and rendered under contract, and it would be just 
as dishonorable to violate that contract as it is for an attor- 
ney, as the gentleman says, to force men to make the contracts. 

Mr. JACKSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
thinks. any considerable number of these men would have con- 
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tracted to have paid the sums for attorneys’ fees which they 
have contracted to pay if they had not been forced to do so? 


Mr. SIMS. Forced! Simply because nobody would take the 
case for any less. 

Mr. JACKSON. And why? 

Mr. SIMS. Because it does not pay to do so. If it did, there 
would be numerous attorneys, and they would compete one with 
the other. I do not want to be misunderstood. Let the gentle- 
man prepare a bill and introduce it, and if it is sent to the com- 
mittee over which I haye the honor to preside I shall be glad to 
report the bill favorably if it provides against contracts in the 
future for unreasonable fees; but after the service has been 
rendered upon contracts executed, to comply with which it is 
nothing but just and honest, I for one will oppese the gentle- 
man's amendment, although I do not oppose the thonght and 
idea that prompts it. There is no use of sending claims to the 
Court of Claims if we provide a compensation for prosecuting 
them that will not be accepted. 

What will be the result? Does the gentleman know what 
pressure will be brought upon Congress to make direct appro- 
priations without ever going to a court, and a practice will 
grow up here of paying claims by direct appropriations, with 
nobody to say anything in regard to them excépt the committee 
and the House? Now, with 300 or 400 Members interested in 
reporting bills here for claims upon which no court has passed, 
I would say to the gentleman from Kansas that we had better 
let them go to the Court of Claims, better let them employ their 
attorneys at reasonable fees, for the sake of the Treasury. Be- 
Sides 

Mr. FOWLER. If the gentleman will permit, and is it not a 
fact that the committee on these claims have no power to bring 
witnesses before them and put them under oath in order to get 
the evidence? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, a committee can not take the place of a 
court; it is utterly impossible to do so. 

Mr. JACKSON. it is true, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
that the work that is done before the Court of Claims is largely 
clerical; that is, in cases where testimony is taken. 

Mr. SIMS. Testimony has often to be taken in the neighbor- 
hood where the claimant lives. 

Mr. JACKSON. But it is done by deposition. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will only look at this pile of 
findings I have here on my desk, he will see that in every case, 
without the exception of one, the amount of the claims is per- 
haps two or three times the amount which the court allows. 

Mr. JACKSON. That may be true. 

Mr. SIMS. I am perfectly willing to support a bill that here- 
after contracts shall be regulated as to fées. It is logical that 
there should be a difference in fee between a small claim and a 
large claim. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to the amendment, if the gentleman from Wisconsin will permit 
me. I would like to offer it before his statement. I will not 
speak on the amendment, but will let the gentleman have the 
floor. I desire to add to the end of theamendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kansas the amendment which I have sent to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of the ae the following : 
ther, That all contracts heretofore nee 
25 per cent are hereby declared to be met 
excess of 25 per cent.” 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy 
with the end sought to be gained by the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas. I am not in sympathy with the 
lack of frankness that he exhibited in answering my question. 
The fact is this amendment does not provide for a limitation 
of attorneys’ fees to 25 per cent. I would like to vote for an 
amendment which will do that if I can do so without compelling 
these people to violate the contracts into which they have al- 
ready entered. 

Mr. JACKSON. You mean as to future claims? 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin, As to future claims, and I am not 
sure I would not vote as to these particular claims here. I am 
in sympathy with what the gentleman apparently wants to ac- 
complish, but the gentleman will not accomplish that at all 

Mr. JACKSON. Let me ask the gentleman if the amendment 
now offered to the amendment by the gentleman from Nebraska 
will not take out all question concerning the validity of past 
contracts? I thought it did in the first place, and certainly 
with the amendment now offered by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, making all of these contracts void as to this appropria- 
tion, that question is taken out. 


“ Provided fur- 
22 for a larger fee 
d void as to the amount in 


Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I think that many 
Members of this House do not recognize the fact that you can 
not prosecute these claims without evidence. I think many 
Members do not realize that these claims come from a long dis- 
tance from Washington. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Just let me finish this thought. 
Now, you have got to get the evidence—and many claims are 
from very poor people that have not a dollar with which to 
get their evidence—and get it here, and in many instances they 
have to bring their witnesses here. They have to do that in cer- 
tain cases. Now, I do not object to an attorney paying these 
witness fees, which he is permitted to do now under the law, 
and if it were not so these people, who are poor, could not collect 
where the wealthy could collect, and therefore I am much op- 
posed to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, 
because in many instances more than 25 per cent has been ad- 
vanced by the attorneys in necessary expenses. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, 
if it is not true that these claims, as a matter of fact, are 
prosecuted almost by the wholesale, and that there are a whole 
lot of claims depending upon one particular set of facts that 
must be established? 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Not at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand the amendment, the objec- 
tion which he offers to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas would apply to expenses that are not properly 
included in attorneys’ fees. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. But the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas does not include that. 

. Mr. NORRIS. In-his amendment? 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understood that it applied to attorneys’ 
fees. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. 
paid to attorneys. 

Mr. NORRIS. As attorneys’ fees? 

Mr. JACKSON. It says “as compensation.” 
Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move a pro forma a. 
ment to say very briefiy that, in my judgment, where a contract 
has been made under existing law it can not be invalidated by 
legislation. However, I hope the Committee on the Judiciary, 
or some appropriate committee, will report a bill to fix fees on 
a graduated scale in suits against the Government for recovery. 

scandals haye grown out of such matters, especially in 
the West. I believe that the attorney is worthy of his fee, but 
I would like to know, after all is said and done, that the claim- 
ant, many times helpless, has not been imposed upon and that 
the Government has not been imposed upon. For years I have 
been troubled in my own mind as to what could be done toward 
collection of claims against the Government. There is no 
statute of limitations that will run against legislation for pay- 
ment of claims. 

It is quite a common saying throughout the country that “ the 
United States is the poorest paymaster on earth.” That is not 
true. The United States, where it agrees to pny, where the law 
provides for payment for services performed, is the best pay- 
master on earth. There have been many instances, however, 
when claims come crowding in, as they did directly after the 
close of the Civil War, where men absolutely gave their receipts 
for large amounts of money in full payment of all claims, but, 
nevertheless, by subsequent legislation large additional amounts 
were paid, notwithstanding the previous full payment and re- 
ceipt therefor. 

You may say, “ What are we going to do about it?” Nothing, 
practically, can be done about it, as I see it, except by the en- 
actment of legislation that will graduate the fees according to 
the amount recovered. In cases of this kind I doubt the pro- 
priety of undertaking to prevent the payment of fees that have 
been contracted for. I do not know who the attorneys are or 
who the parties are. But you could provide by legislation as 
to the future. 

I think that is about all I want to say, and perhaps it was 
not apt to say it now. And yet for several Congresses I have 
been watching one little matter that has come under my atten- 
tion. Congress passed a general bill giving a status to sixty or 
seventy millions of dollars of claims against the Government, 
sending them to the Court of Claims for adjudication. That 
litigation is substantially ended and, I should say, involves the 
payment of-from eight to ten million dollars. The remaining 
claims, by the judgment of the court, are rejected. But lo, and 


He says that no sum shall be 
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Congress to change the law so as to give the rejected claims, 
amounting to multiplied millions of dollars, a new status, : 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman know that bill is on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar for next unanimous-consent day? 


Mr. CANNON. Yes. It is for the Indian depredation claims, 
seeking a change in legislation to give the rejected claims an- 
other status. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
there? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
one minute more in which to ask this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. You do not think there is any limitation in 
the Constitution that would prevent Congress, in such a case 
as the gentleman has just cited, from limiting or modifying the 
contract previously made so that it would do justice? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, even if a contract is made, it seems to me 
that you might refuse to appropriate until the attorney has 
receipted in full. But after all, I should be slow to vote for the 
violation of a contract for the recovery of damages. [Cries of 
“Vote!” “Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACK- 
SON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the gentlemar from Kansas [Mr. 
JACKSON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Òn line 22, page 25, insert the following: “To Louis Kumm, of 
Pittsburg, Kans., 486.13. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that it requires unani- 
mous consent to go back to that paragraph. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I would have made the point of 
order, but I understood the gentleman from Kansas wanted to 
ask unanimous consent to go back to that paragraph. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
to return to that page in order to offer the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] asks unanimous consent to return to page 25 in order to 
give him opportunity to offer an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, the amendment I have 
offered is to pay a bill amounting to $86.15 to Louis Kumm, 
who furnished material for the prosecution of the war, as 
follows: Thirty-two pounds of bar lead, at 20 cents a pound, 
$6.40; 15 pounds of buckshot, at 25 cents a pound, $3.75; powder, 
36%} pounds, at $1.25 a pound, $45.63; 600 Colt's cartridges, at 
$3 per hundred, $18; 5,500 percussion caps, at $2.25 a thousand, 
$12.37; a total of $86.15. 

This material was furnished during the war, in Missouri, to 
J. D. Crawford, who commanded a company of Enrolled Mis- 
souri Militia. The officers in the State of Missouri militia com- 
pany certified that this amount of ammunition was furnished, 
and that the claim is just and ought to be paid. The State of 
Missouri gaye a certificate authorizing the payment. This 
voucher, given to Mr. Kumm, has this indorsement on the back: 

Headquarters, State of Missouri, acting quartermaster general's 
office: Jefferson City, December 1, 1864, audited and found correct, and 
approved for the amount of $86.15. 

Now, I submit that there is not a more just or better authenti- 
cated claim in this bill than this one. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MORSE of. Wisconsin. Has this bill ever gone to the 
Court of Claims? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. What did the court say? $ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The court says it has no jurisdiction. 

Mr. SIMS. The Court of Claims has not passed on it favor- 


Will the gentleman yield to a question rigħt 


ably? ? : 


Mr. CAMPBELL, No, sir; but a commission appointed by the 
State of Missouri did find the amount correct, and the items 
correct for which the claim is made. There has been absolutely 
no question anywhere about the claim, and I can state to the 
House that in this case there is no attorney’s fee involved. Mr. 
Kumm is one the best citizens we have in our common country. 
It is rare that you find better men than he. If this claim were 
not carrect to the exact cent Louis Kumm would not ask for 
its payment. i 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word to say about 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas, and that 
is, that it is on its face a claim that has not been passed upon 
by the Court of Claims; and therefore I submit that, however 
meritorious it may be, it should not be considered by this 
committee. This bill is made up of claims certified by the 
Court of Claims in accordance with references to that court 
under the terms of the Bowman and Tucker Acts, and, conse- 
quently, this claim, which has not been passed upon by the Court 
of Claims, can not be carried in this bill. I hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. [Cries of “Vote!” „Vote! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] - 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
= anaes which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read. . 

The* CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 115 by striking out all after the word “ representative,” 
in line 11, down to and including the word “ appropriated,” in line 14, 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“Provided, That where a claimant has died the administrator, exec- 
utor, or legal representative shall file with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury a bond in an amount equal to the sum hereby appropriated, with 
good and sufficient surety, to be approved by the sald retary of the 
Treasury, conditioned for the faithful performance of the duty imposed 
upon such administrator, executor, or legal representative, with refer- 
ence to the receipt, use, and disbursement of the sum hereby appro- 
priated.” 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania, I think the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sms] will accept this amendment when I have 
explained it. U 

Mr. SIMS. I move that debate on all amendments to this 
paragraph close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that debate on all 
amendments to this paragraph close in 10 minutes. ; 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will give attention, I think he will readily accept this 
amendment. The language of the bill, on page 115, affecting 
the giving of bonds, is: 

Provided, That where a claimant is dead the administrator, executor, 
or legal representative shall file a certified copy of his bond, which bond 
must be at least equal in amount to the sum hereby appropriated. 

There is no reference in the bill to where he shall file the 
bond. There is no provision in the bill as to whether or not 
that bond shall be accompanied by a sufficient surety. There 
may be doubt whether a man filing an individual bond with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, having nothing back of it except his 
name, could not compel the Secretary of the Treasury to ap- 
prove the bond. The language of the amendment submitted by 
me simply cures what every lawyer in this House will readily 
recognize as a defect on the face of the bill. 

Mr. SIMS. The language of the bill refers to the adminis- 
trator or executor in the State wherein he is performing that 
function. A 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. It does not so state. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It does so state. It says a certified copy 
of the bond. g 
Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The purpose of the bond, how- 
ever, is to protect the estate. Now, suppose a bond for $2,000 
was filed in my State or in the gentleman’s State without any 
surety whatsoever, under the provisions of a will that the execu- 
tor should give his personal bond without security. Would the 
gentleman say that that would serve the purpose contemplated 

in this bill? 

Mr. SiMS. Absolutely. If the decedent gave away his whole 
estate without requiring a bond, why should he care about this 
little claim going to his estate? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. There is no telling but that 
the claim might be vastly greater than the remainder of the 
estate left by the decedent. 

Mr. SIMS. This is the usual language that has been in bills 
for years and years. 

Severat MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 
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Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The purpose of the giving of 
a bond is to guard the interests of the widows and children to 
whom this money will ultimately be paid, and I feel that the 
United States Government ought to exercise the same degree of 
eare that an ordinary individual in the ordinary walks of life 
would exercise. I say this provision in the bill is not worthy of 
adoption by this House. If it is intended to protect some one 
interested in the estate, the provision should be so worded as to 
accomplish that purpose. If it has no purpose, the provision 
should be stricken out entirely. [Cries of Vote!” „Vote! “] 

I do not hesitate to say that I am opposed to the showing of 
impatience in this House when legitimate amendments are of- 
fered to important legislation affecting not only deceased persons, 
but affecting the widows and children left behind, whom the 
Government of the United States, after nearly 50 years, is now 
attempting to care for. When an amendment is offered in this 
House for the purpose of guaranteeing the decent and orderly 
administration of those funds, Members shout “ Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BURKE]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to come in as a new section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding a new section after section 3: 

“Sec. 4. That hereafter before the Court of Claims shall render judg- 
ment in any case referred to it under the acts approved March 3, 1883, 
and March 3, 1887, commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, 
respectively, such court shall make careful inquiry into all contracts for 
attorneys’ fees and fees and compensation to be paid claim agents or 
other persons representing the claimant in such court before any de- 
partment of Government or the Congress of the United States, and 
shall determine whether such compensation is reasonable. No claim 
shall be allowed unless the court finds the fee, if any is contracted for, 
to be reasonable, and in no case shall a fee of more than 25 per cent of 
the amount allowed on the principal claim be approved by the court.” 

Mr. SIMS. I make the point of order against this amend- 
ment that it is new legislation, and not germane to the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to be heard on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman briefly. 

Mr. JACKSON. I had hoped, in view of the expressions 
made by the eminent gentleman who is chairman of this com- 
mittee, as well as other prominent gentlemen of the House in 
favor of some general legislation upon this subject, that the 
gentleman would find it in his heart not to raise the point of 
order to this amendment, not that I am conceding that the 
point is good. And, Mr. Chairman, I think the point of order 
is not good. I can say no more in the present impatient condi- 
tion of gentlemen on that side of the House, already referred 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BURKE], than to 
say that the argument just made here by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] on the practice of prosecuting claims on 
contingent fees, costs paid by the attorney, a contract which in 
itself under the common law and ever since the foundation of 
this Government has been absolutely illegal as champertous and 
against public policy. Now, if this amendment is adopted it 
will save more to this Government in a few years to come than 
any amendment that has been held in order under your boasted 
Holman rule since this session of Congress began. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
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Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill, with amendments, to the House, with 
the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that 
the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Hay having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for payment of 
certain claims in accordance with findings of the Court of 
Claims, reportetl under the provisions of the acts approved 
March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the 
Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and had directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on 
the bill and amendments to its final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded 
on any amendment? If not, they will be put in gross. 


. 


There was no demand for a separate yote. 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Sims, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN SUGAR REFINING CO. AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
make a report of a special committee and ask that the report 
be read, and that I may be allowed to make a brief statement 
with reference thereto. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemn from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that he may be allowed to make a re- 
port from ʻa special committee, that the report may be read, 
and that he may be allowed to make a brief statement. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, the report referred to is from 
the special committee to investigate the American Sugar Refining 
Co, and others. The statement I wish,to make is in regard to 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Matsy], who has been ill for some time and unable to be 
with us in the preparation of this report. In his behalf I desire 
to reserve the right for him and his associates, if he desires, 
to file views in reference to certain legal matters. . Outside of 
that it is a great pleasure for me to state that the report is 
absolutely a unanimous report, and I do not know that there 
will be any minority report at all. [Applause.] The report 
speaks for itself. 2 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Marey] have the right, if he desires, to supplement the re- 
port. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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Mr. Harpwick, from the special committee to investigate the Ameri- 
can Sugar Refining Co. and others, submitted the following report: 

Your committee appointed under House resolution 157, adopted May 
9, 1911, respectfully submits the following report: 

By the provisions of the resoiution under which it was appointed, 
your committee was directed— 28 
‘to make an investigation for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not there have been violations of the antitrust act of July 2, 1890, and 
the various acts supplementary thereto, by the American Sugar Refin- 
ing Co., incorporated January 10, 1891, under the laws of the State of 
New Jersey, and the various corporations controlled thereby or holding 
stocks or bonds therein or whose stocks or bonds are held, in whole or 
in part, thereby, and all other persons or corporations engaged in manu- 
3 or refining sugar and their relations with each other, which 
said violations have not been prosecuted by the executive officers of the 
Government. 3 

“ Said committee is also directed to investigate the organization and 
operations òf said American Sugar Refining Co., and its relations with 
other persons or corporations engaged in the business of manufacturing 
or refining sugar, and all other persons or corporations engaged in 
manufacturing or refining sugar and their relations with each other, 
and if in connection therewith violations of the aforesaid laws are dis- 
closed, to report same to the House. 

“Said committee shall also inquire whether the organization and 
operations of the American Sugar Refining Co. and other persons or 
corporations having relations with it, and all othe’ persons or corpo- 
rations engaged in manufacturing or refining sugar and their relations 
wit each other, have caused or had a tendency to cause any of the 
results : 

“First. The restriction or destruction of competition among manu- 
facturers or refiners of sugar. 

“Second. An increase in price of refined sugar to the consumer or 
ave in the price of sugar cane or sugar beet to the producer 
thereof. 

. “And said committee shall report to the House all the facts and 
circumstances disclosed by the investigation herein provided, with such 
recommendations as it may deem advisable.” 

In order that we may intelligently respond to the direction of the 
House to report to it such violations of the antitrust law as have 
not been prosecuted by the executive officers of the Government, it is 
necessary for us to first outline exactly what efforts to enforce the law 
have been made by, the Government of the United States: 

(1) In Margh, 1892, the American Sugar Refining Co. purchased, for 
the purpose of consolidation and combination, its principal remaining 
competitors in the business of manufacturing and refining sugar in the 
United States. These 1 refineries were locuted at Philadel- 
phia, Pa. Whereupon the Government filed a bill In the Circuit Court 
of the United States for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania against 
these independent refineries, alleging that the contract between them 
and the American Sugar Refining Co. was in violation of the Sherman 
antitrust law and praying that the contract be set aside. The circuit 
court held that the facts alleged made no case, and on demurrer dis- 
missed the bill. This ruling was sustained by the Circuit Court of 
Appeals (60 Fed. 17705 934) and subsequently by the Supreme Court of 
the United States (U. S. v. E. C. Knight Co., 156 U. S., 1). It is to be 
noted that the Supreme Court, in sustaining the Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, ruled that under the allegations of the bill the circuit court 
correctly held that the contracts sought to be enjoined and rescinded 
“ related exclusively to the acquisition of sugar refineries and the busi- 
ness of 8 refin’ in a State * + + and which bear no direct 
relation to commerce between the States or with foreign nations.” 
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(2) In July, 1909, Gustav E. Kissell and Thomas B. Harned, as well 
as all of the then directors of the American Sugar R Co., were 
indicted in the Circuit Court of the United States for the Southern 


lvania ne aot 

and Harned plea ed the sta of 

plea was sustained by the court below. 
case to the Supreme That court, on December 12, 1910, 
the court below and remanded the case to the circuit court for trial on 
its merits. (U. S. v. Kissel et al., 218 U. S., 601.) The cases against 
Kissel and Harned and the directors of the American Sugar Refining 
Co. are now pending in the circuit court and an early trial thereof is 


mere eos 

It is important to remember that in the Kissel case the Supreme 
Court ruled that the indictment was good spelen the plea of the statute 
of limitations, because it charged a “continuing conspiracy. 

(8) In November, 1910, the Government filed a bill in the Circuit 
Court of the United States for the Southern District df New York 
senior the American Sugar Refining Co., its directors and offi and 

e yarious corporations allied with it and in which it owns s or 
bonds,. or both, alleging a conspiracy to monopolize interstate trade in 


sugar in violation of the Sherman law and alleging restraint of such 
interstate trade in violation of said law. ‘The bill seeks to 1 ba 755 


of the 3 from violating the Sherman law in the ; 
invalidate stock ownership in any one of them by any of the others, and 
to dissolve the combination between them. 

It is but simple justice to say that this bill seems to be both care- 
sony and ably e to be comprehensive and well adapted to accom- 
plish the purpose at which it — It is now pending in the circuit 
court. 


We come next to inquire what violations of the law have been dis- 
closed by the investigation of your committee that have not been prose- 
cuted by the executive officers of the Government. 

In order ‘that our report on this phase of the question may be clearly 
understood it is necessary for your committee to review, as briefly as 
of the sugar-refining industry of this country 


3 Partnerships. 


th 
(Nash-S) amg 
stock of the 1 


000, 
authorized in lieu thereof, and even if it be said, as is yey true, 
eorporations 


in Boston, of the 2 in New Orleans, of the 1 at Portland, and the 1 
at St. Louis, proceeded to inaugurate and consummate a 1 of 
consolidation and abandonment of factories and refineries, un 

instead of the 20 refineries that were operated by its constituent com- 
panies at the date of its formation, the combination soon operated only 
4, 2 in New York ‘City and its vicinity, 1 in Boston, and 1 in New 
Orleans, the others be either consolidated or abandoned. It must 
be rem red 5 5 during . period eee there was no 

eral statute nst monopoly or restraint o; e. 

He New York, however, and in California as 1 Po 
es on 


To meet this the trustees, in Mar 1889, transferred the pro 
the refineries company in California to a committee composed of H 
O. Havemeyer, T. A. Havemeyer, and C. H. Senf. 

In 1890 the highest court of New York decided that it was ultra 
ration to enter the combination, and that 11 


O. Havem 
“Su R 


p 

share f. hare and dollar for dollar, for the fifty millions of 
58 t that 15 per cent was retained as 

the time it was chartered it 5 75 per 


to engage 
States of New York, New Jersey, Massachusetts, Maine, Connecticut, 


dicate to your committee, a palpable and continuing violation of the 
Sherman law. 


And yet no serious attempt was made (prior to Novemiber, 1910) to 
Invoke the civil remedies provided by the antitrust law against the ee 


n. 

It is also to be noted that with the exception of the prosecution of 
the Pennsylvania 8 case, which was delayed for more 
than five pon the Government not even up to the present time, 
so far as appret, made any efort to enforce the penal provisions 
of the Sherman law. 

As directed by the resolution of the House, we will undertake to 
spect, as briefly as bie, the following transactions which seem to 
: e committee, from the evidence taken, to be violations of the Sherman 
awe 


we 
1. The acquisition by the American Sugar Refining Co. of the inde- 
pendent refineries in Philadelphia in 1892. This transaction was as- 


sailed, in a inte a the E. C. ight case, already referred to. 
2. The combination between C. A. Spreckels, the elder, and the Amer- 
ican 8 Refining Co. in 1892 by which the American acquired the 


ugar 
two large refineries, located at Philadelphia and San Francisco, of its 
an competitor, and Spreckels became a stockholder in the Ameri- 


can Co. 

3. The purchase by the American Co. of the refinery of the Balti- 
more Sugar R Co. at Baltimore in 1891, by which a possible 
competitor of considerable stren: was eliminated by the American Co. 

4. The purchase in March, 1893, by the American Sugar Refining Co. 
of 8,000 B of the capital stock of one of its active competitors, the 
Mollenhauer Sugar Refining Co. 

5. An agreement between the American Sugar Refining Co. and prac- 
tically all of its competitors in March, 1894, by which the production 
of the various refinerles that were parties to the agreement was to be 
limited and by which the price to be charged for refined sugar was to 
be fixed by the parties to the agreement. 

6. The acquisition by the American Sugar Refining Co. of the re- 
finery of a competitor, the United States Sugar Refining Co. of New 
a This occurred in September, 1897. 

7. The combination of four independent and be ache refineries into 
a corporation known as the National Sugar Refinin o. in 1900 and 
the acquisition at that time of a large interest in the National by the 


American Co. 

8. The contract in April, 1903, between ‘the Western Sopar Refining 
Co. (the San Francisco subsi corporations belong to the 
American Co. and John D. and Adolph Spreckels) and the fornia- 


Hawaiian Sugar Refining Co., in which the former agreed to take over 
the contracts of the latter company for raw sugar at an agreed price 
and 2 ost the latter com $200,000 per year for three years, and 
in e deration thereof the ifornia-Hawaiian Co. was to close its 
refinery and not to purchase raw sugnr or sell refined sugar for a 
der of three years. This contract was carried out and was intended 
o give and did give the said Western Sugar Co. a practical monopoly 
of interstate commerce in refined su on the Pacific coast and in 
many Western States during the period of its existence. 
BEET-SUGAR OPERATIONS. 


9. The trade war waged In September, 1901, by the American Co. 
and its allies upon the beet-sugar companies in order to obtain control 
of them and destroy competition. A 

10. The appointment, in December, 1901, by the directors of the 
American Co. of a committee of four, consisting of Messrs. Havemeyer, 
Thomas, Palmer, and Donner, for the express purpose of acqui a 
large interest and influence in the beet-sugar interests of the United 
States, the beet-sugar factories having by that time become serious 


com) tors of the cane-sugar refineries. 

11. The purchase by the American Su Refining Co. in December, 
1902, of $7,500,000 of the capital stock of the American Beet Sugar 
Co. This has since been 


sold. 

12. The contract of December, 1902, between the American Sugar 
Refining Co. and the American Beet Sugar Co. by which the latter com- 
pany constitated the former its factor or agent for the disposal of its 

uct, agreeing to “avoid the markets of the refining company.” 

‘his 5 has not been in foree since 1905. 

13. The ment in August, oat between the Western Beet Sugar 


Co. and the Western Sugar Refining Co. (American), by which the beet- 
sugar company agreed to cease to manufacture and sell refined sugar 
a ata manufacture raw sugar only, which the refining company agreed 
o buy. 

14. The purchase in 1897 by the American Sugar Refining Co. of 
5 the capital stock of the Spreckels Sugar (Beet) Co. of 

orn 

15. The purchase of la: blocks of stock from 1902 to 1906, by the 
American Sugar Refining Co., in the Michigan ig, Co. 

16. The acquisition by the American Sugar Refining Co., between 
1902 and 1906, of | interests in the Great Western Sugar Co., a 
corporation under the laws of New Jersey, which is influenced by the 
American Co. through its stock ownership therein. 

17. The 00 isition by the American ener Refining Co. in 1901, 
1902, and 1903, of one-half interest in The Utah-Idaho Sugar Co.“ 

18. The purchase by the American Sugar Refining Co. in 1902, of 
one-half of the capital stock of the Amalgamated Sugar Co. 

19. The acquisition, in 1903, by the American Sugar Refining Co. of a 

Interest in the Lewiston (Utah) pogar Co., & projected competitor. 
. The purchase, in February, 1903, by the American company of a 
arg interest in its competitor, the Alameda on Sugar Co. 

21. An unlawful ent of February 19, 1903, between the Ala- 
meda Sugar Co. and the American Sugar Refining Co., by which the 
former — goof constituted the latter company its factor or mt for 
= E a of its produpt, agreeing to “avoid the markets of the re- 

company.” 

It must be remembered that many of these specifications refer to 
extended business operations of great magnitude, inyol many difer- 
ent transactions as a part of the whole scheme to monopolize interstate 
trade in sopar, i 

Indeed, it seems to us that from its organization, on January 10, 
1891, until 1907, at least, almost ses step in the industrial develop- 
ment of the American Sugar Refining Co. was a -well-considered part of 
a carefully planned campaign to secure and a monopoly in 
interstate trade in sugar, to obtain complete control thereof, and to 


forestall, destroy, or weaken competition therein. Since 1907 new infiu- 
ences have controlled the company, and the testimony does not show a 
continuation of the Nen in 8 In 8 concerns, but does 
show that some of the pro es previously aequi have been sold. 

By the above statement, however, your committee does not wish to 
be understood as entertain a A expressing the opinion that even since 
1907 the American Sugar Refining Co. is not existing in violation of the 
antitrust law. 8 affidavit filed with the committee by the American 
Sugar Refining Co. since the testimony was printed shows that within 
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a few months the company has disposed of its interest in the Western 
Refining Co., of California, and the Carver County Sugar Co., of 
Minnesota.) 

THe AMERICAN Sudan REFINING Co., 


New York, January 22, 1912. 
Hon. THOMAS W. HARDWICK, 
Chairman Sugar Investigating Committee, $ 
House Annev Building, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sır: On behalf of the American Su Refining Co., I inclose 
herewith my affidavit, setting forth the details of the sale by this com- 
pany of all its interests in the Western Sugar Refining Co. and in the 
Carver County Sugar Co., with the request that it be made a part of 
the records of your committee. 
Very respectfully, yours, J. E. FREEMAN. 


{The United States of America, in the House of Representatives. In the 
matter of the investigation of the American Sugar Refining Co. and 
ethers by a select committee of the House of Representatives ap- 
pointed under House resolution 157.] 

STATE or New YORK, County of New York, 8s: 

Joseph E. Freeman, being duly s-vorn, deposes and is fo 

1. That he resides in the city of New York and is the secretary of 
the American Sugar Refining Co. 

2. That at a meeting of the board of directors of the American Sugar 
Refining Co., held at 117 Wall Street, New York City, on Tuesday, Sep- 
tember 19, 1911, the following resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

“Resolved, That the vice president of the company be, and he hereby 
is peony to sell 5,000 shares of stock of the Western Sugar Co. for 

r share. 

“Resolced, That the vice president of the company be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to assign, indorse, and transfer on the books of the West- 
ern Sugar Refining Co. any and all shares of stock of that company 
standing in the name of the American Sugar Refining Co., either in 
person or by attorney, and to do any and all things necessary to effect 
the transfer of the said stock.” 

That pursnant to said resolutions the said American Sugar ee 
Co. did sell, transfer, and deliver to Messrs. John D. and Adol 
Spreckels. of San Francisco, Cal., the said 5,000 shares of stock of the 

estern Sugar Refining Co. and did receive from them in payment there- 
for the sum of $1,500,000. The said American Sugar Refining Co. has 

5 5 7 interene of any kind whatsoever in the said Western Sugar 
efining Co. 

3. That at a meeting of the executive committee of the board of 
directors of the American Sugar Refining Co., held at 117 Wall Street, 
New York city, on Thursday, October 5, 1911, at 11 o'clock a. m., the 
following resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

“Resolved, That the vice president of the company be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to sell 4,837 shares of stock of the Carver County Sugar 
Co. for $90 per share. 

“Resolved, That the vice president or treasurer of the company be, 
and he hereby is, authori to assign, indorse, and transfer on the 
books of the Carver County Sugar Co. any and all shares of stock of 
that company standing in the name of the American Sugar Refining Co., 
either in person or by attorney, and to do any and all things necessary 
to effect a transfer of said stock.” 

That pursuant to the foregoing resolutions the said American Sugar 

` Refining Co. did sell, transfer, and deliver to Charles B. Warren 4,837 
shares of stock of the Carver County Sugar Co. and did receive from 
him in payment therefor the sum of $435,330. The said American 

Sugar Refining Co. now has no interest of any kind whatsoever in the 

Carver County Sugar Co. 

JOSEPH E. FREEMAN, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22d day of January, 1912. 
[SEAL.] Jno. H. THOMPSON, 
Notary Public, Kings County, N. F. 


(Certificate filed in New York County.) 


After the hearings had been concluded, your committee received from 
the American Sugar Refining Co. the above affidavit as to certain sales 
that had been made by it of its interest in the Western Sugar Refining 
Co. and certain stocks in beet-sugar companies. This affidavit is above 
set G in full, not being elsewhere published in the records of your 
committee. 


RESTRICTION OR DESTRUCTION OF COMPETITION, 


Your committee was also directed to report whether or not existing 
conditions in the sugar industry “have caused or had a tendency to 
cause restriction or destruction of competition among the manufac- 
turers or refiners of sugar.” 

° The Sugar Refineries Co. of 1887 was, as we have already stated, a 
combination between, the manufacturers and refiners of sugar who haa 
produced 75 per cent of the total refined production, and who had prior 
to its formation been active and at times fierce competitors of each 
other. Among the admitted purposes of its organizers and promoters 
was the “elimination of cutthroat competition,“ “the consolidation of 
plants,” “ the limitation of production,” and “ the control of prices,” as 
well as “more economical production and distribution.” 

Its policy was to destroy or harmonize competition and to curtail as 
well as cheapen production. The result of that policy was manifest 
when by consolidation and elimination the combination had reduced 
the number of its refineries in actual operation from 20 competin 
factories to just 4, all under the same control, In January, 1888 
bought the old American Sugar Refining Co., a competitor at San 
Francisco, exchanging its “ trustees’ certificates" for the stock of that 
corporation. When this transaction was assailed in the courts of 
California, the Sugar Refineries Co. met the assault by causing the 
San Francisco corporation to transfer all of its property and business, 
in March, 1889, to three of the directors of the refineries company, 
narse; H. O. Havemeyer, T. A. Havemeyer, and Charles H. Beni 
who thereafter carried on its business under the name of Havemeyers 
& Elder, but for the benefit and under the control of the refineries 
company. It thus acquired a foothold on the Pacific coast, and added a 
fifth refinery to its list of those in active operation. 

When the American Sugar Refining Co. was organized under the 
laws of New Jersey, on January 10, 1891, it took over the property of 
the Sugar Refineries Co., being merely a new corporate name for the 
same industrial organization. It controlled 75 per cent of the sugar- 
refining business of the country and began the operation of the four 
refineries that were under the direct control of the old organization, 
and scon thereafter took direct control of the San Francisco refinery 
that had nominally belonged to Havemeyers & Elder, paying therefor 


with stock of the American Sugar Refining Co. At that time its five 
refineries (including San Francisco) had a combined 8 meltin; 
capacity of twelve and one-half million pounds out of a total of abou 
sixteen and one-half million pounds for tho entire 79 

At that time it had only five competitors in the United States, three 
of Which were small ones. To name the latter first, they were: 

ing a — Spalding & Co., Boston, Mass., 350,000 pounds daily melt- 
ne re alias Sugar House, Philadelphia, 150,000 pounds daily melt- 
8 98 Knight & Co., Philadelphia, 500,000 pounds daily melting 

11 had also two other competitors, which were stronger than the 
above, but much weaker and smaller than the American. ese were: 

4. Franklin Sugar Refining Co., Philadelphia (the Harrisons), 
2,000,000 ounds daily melting capacity. 

5. California Sugar Refining Co. (Spreckels), San Francisco, 
1,000,000 pounds daily melting capacity.” 

So it will be seen that reckels was the only competitor of the 
American on the Pacific coast and in the West, and the Harrisons, at 
Philadelphia, tts principal and only strong competitor in the East. 

In February, 1892, the American Co., through Searles, bought its 
competitor, the Delaware Sugar House, paying therefor in stock of the 
American Co. 

On Mareh 10, 1892, the American Co., through Searles and Parson, 
bought out its competitor, the Franklin Sugar Refining Co., paying 
therefor in stock of the American. 

It will thus be seen that between the date of its organization, 
January 10, 1891, and March 10, 1892, just 14 months, the American 
Sugar Heder d Co. had completely destroyed and absorbed its eastern 
competition, the only independent refinery left in the East being that 
of Nash, Spalding & Co., at Boston, refining less than 3 per cent of the 
eastern product. 

Let us turn now to the dealings of the American with the elder 
Spreckels. It will be recalled that in January, 1888, the old refin- 
eries company acquired a San Francisco refinery, though forced for 
some time, by legal proceedings in California, to operate it in the 
name of Havemeyers Elder. The acquisition and operation of this 
factory brought them into active competition with C. A. Spreckels. 
of San Francisco, who owned and operated a refinery of about equal 
size (1,000,000 ponos daily melting capacity), and this competition 
finally resulted in a fierce trade war between the two, in which the 
sugar refineries combination appeared to be the ag ors. Spreckels, 
however, seems to have been a man of determined character and 
indomitable courage, for In June, 1890, he carried the war into the 
East, chartering the Spreckels Sugar Refining Co., beginning the erec- 
tion of a refinery at Philadelphia of double the capacity (2,000,000 
pounds daily) of his San Francisco plant. 

The completion of this plant in 1891 and its operation seems to 
have brought the American (who had by this time succeeded the 
refineries company) to terms, for in March, 1891, the trade war on 
the Pacific coast between the American and Spreckels was ended by 
the formation of the Western Sugar Refining Co., one-half of the stock 
of which was owned by Spreckels and the other half by the American, 
to which company was leased the 2 of the two former com- 
petitors, viz, the California Sugar Refining Co. 5 and Have- 
meyers & Elder (American), the latter company being closed by the 
lessee and kept closed until destroyed by fire in 1906. This lease, re- 
newed from time to time, is still force, having been renewed up to 
December 31, 1917. 

Having thus effectually settled their differences and destroyed com- 

etition on the Pacific coast, the “high contracting ies,” the Amer- 
can and Spreckels, turned their attention eastward, where it will be 
remembered Spreckels had made a strong counter demonstration with 
his Philadelphia concern, the Spreckels Sugar Refining Co. In Novem- 
ber, 1891. terms of complete peace and amity were agreed upon and 
signed. By those terms Spreckels agreed to sell 45 per cent of the 
stock of his Philadelphia corporation to H. O. Havemeyer, T. A. Have- 
meyer, and John E. Searles, at par for cash, with the understanding 
that the American was su uently to purchase the entire capital stock 
at two for one, paying therefor in American stock. This arrangement 
was carried out in March, 1892, so far as the American's part of the 
transaction is concerned. 

So, early in 1892, within little more than a year after its organiza- 
tion, the American Sugar Refining Co. had practically destroyed all 
competition and had a . complete monopoly of the sugar- 
refining business of the United States, controlling 90 per cent of the 
sugar-refining industry. z 

Other instances in which the American either forestalled, controlled, 
or absorbed competition have already been outlined in a previous part 
of this report in the specifications of violations of the antitrust law 
numbered from 3 to 21, inclusive. 

Without repeating the statements contained in these specifications 
in each case, we inh to call attention to the general development of 
the industrial policy of this corporation and to some especial and strik- 
ing instances. thereof. 

By March, 1892, as we have just seen, the American had practically 
a complete monopoly of the sugar-refining industry of the United States. 
It had completely absorbed every com tor in the East, except Nash, 
Spalding & Co., and in the West it had acquired a one-half Interest 
in the Western Sugar Refining Co., in partnership with Spreckels, and, 
through the agency of that corporation, the complete control of the 
industry on the Pacific coast and in the extreme West. 

From March, 1892, up to 1898 the industrial wich ere of the company 
is simply a recital of threatened competitors forestalled or bought, of 
actual competitors, when they insisted upon entering the business, 
either controlled or acquired, of the organization af subsidiary com- 
panies and dependent combinations in the place of independent and 
active competitors; of a poweria monopoly, shrewdly organized, care- 
fully operated, and strongly maintained against all comers. 


ARBUCKLE BROS. 


In 1898, however, stronger competition than the American Co. had 
faced since the days of the elder Spreckels manifested itself, when 
Arbuckle Bros., the great cofee manufacturers, having a disagreement 
with the American’s president, Havemeyer, entered the sugar-refining 
business in New York City. 

Almost coincidently the American Co. entered the coffee business, 

urchasing the Woolson Spice Co., a coffee factory at Toledo, Ohio. 
his war continued with varying fortunes until (probably) the spring 
of 1903. It was fierce at all times. The Arbuckles admit during its 
continuation they lost large sums of money, and one of the wor 
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partners (Mr. Gilmore) stated that while it lasted the American not 
failed aa tee profits, but, “according to common rumor, 


onl to 
had. expended $15, of their surplus and gone into the market 
to borrow money.” ‘The head of the firm of Arbuckle Bros., Mr. John 
Arbuckle, expressly denies that when the “war” ceased it did so be- 
cause of express agreement between Mr. Hayemeyer and himself, 
but he admits numerous conferences between them in which he used 
ressions: Gentlemen, the world is big enough for all of us, 
but, gen en, we must have no agreement about production, or prices, 
or anything. 1 always had that in mind.“ And, agaln, suppose you 
8 you do bankrupt others. Then you would put them in the 
hands of a recelyer‘and there would be worse competition than before.” 

In this connection it is worthy of note that another independent 
refiner, Mr. C. A. Spreckels (the younger), resident of the Federal 
Sugar Refining Co., testified that Mr. Arbuckle tried to get him to 
come to terms with Havemeyer and reduce the capacity of the Federal; 
that Arbuckle stated that he and Havemeyer had “ buried the hatchet,” 
intimating that the agreement had been reached by the reduction of 
38 of the Arbuckle refinery, and urging the same course upon 

preckels. This Mr. Arbuckle denied. 

It is undoubtedly true that about 1903 the “war” did end, and 
about the same time the American Co. did quit the coffee business, closing 
down its Toledo coffee business and finally selling it in 1910 to a New 
York coffee concern, 

Further, it is admitted that since 1903, to use the language of Mr. 
Gilmore, of Arbuckle Bros., a state of armed neutrality ” has existed be- 
tween the American and Arbuckle Bros., and it is quite evident that such 
un understanding exists up to this moment between the two concerns. 

The next formidable competition for the American Co, after Ar- 
buckle Bros., seemed to threaten from the beet-sugar 8 of 
the country. Prior to the passage of the Dingley tariff law of 1897, 
the beet-sugar production of the United States had been relativel 
insignificant, never reaching over 10,000 tons Genf) prior to 189 
and never as high as 20, tons peoa to 189 t in 1897-8 it 
passed 40, tons, and by 1901-2 it was over 163,000 tons, one-half 
as great as the domestic production of cane sugar for that year, al- 
though supplying less than 10 per cent of the total consumption of the 
United Sta 

In the summer of 1901 the American Sugar Refining Co. and its 
allies undertook an aggressive campaign 3 the beet · su com- 
panies, who were then 31 in number, 228 and independent con- 
eerns, competitors of each other and of the American and its allies. 
This war seems to have been hottest in the territory supplied by-the 


Missouri River points. According to one of its particlpants—Mr. Ox 
nard—the — — lowered the price of sugar to 33 cents overnight 
October 1 or October 2, 1901—at a time when the beet-sugar people had 
large contracts already made to deliver sugar “at the market. 
nally concluding t beet sugar had come to stay,” the American 

rapidly and completely reversed its policy. In the fall of 1001, after a 
3 1 of the fleld had been made for Mr. Havemeyer 

„ Willett, of Willett & Gray, Mr. Havemeyer, for the American, deal- 
ing with Thomas R. Cutler, who represented the Utah Sugar Co,, ac- 
£ ed a one-half interest in the la concern, which was one of the 

st established (though under a different corporate name) of the 
beet-sugar enterprises. One of the American’s then officials (Mr. 
Lowell M. Palmer) says the American dealt first with the Mormons in 
Utah because he felt “that the Mormon Church, in a measure, con- 
trolled its people, and that we (the American) would be more Hable to 
get sugar beets.” This was the beginning of a comprehensive campaign 
of beet-s acquisitions by the American, 

On Bep ember A Pee 19 880.000 stock of the American Co. was 


„ Thomas, Palmer, and Donner were 
rge of the purchase and management 


of the American teem with the record of specifie etions 
mage from month to month and 88 year to year, 


in which the American, 0 
uired interest in its beet sugar competitors. 
„ by 1909, the American ha le ae large interests In 11 
of the t-sugar com es, operating 82 factories, and producing 
about 64 per cent of the beet sugar of the country, as follows: Four 
companies, operating 11 factories in Michigan, Iowa, and Ohio, and 
producing about 50 per cent of the beet sugar of those States; 3 com- 
es, operating 11 factories in the States of Colorado, Montana, and 
— al and producing 67 per cent of the beet sugar of those States; 
3 companies, which K swage 0 factories In the States of Utah, Idaho, 
and Oregon, and pe uce all of the beet sugar of those States; 2 com- 


pani operatin: factories In the State of California, and producing 
6 er’ cont of the beet sugar of that State. 

From 1909 to the present time the situation has not been greatly 
altered, as will be observed from the following tables furnished your 


committee by the American under date of October 11, 1911: 5 


American Sugar Refining Co. 


Grent Western ust Co. 
Utab-Idaho Suri Co. 
Amalgamsts! 7 
Lewiston Sugar t.. 
Alameda fungi Es 
kels Suzi 


Book value of present hol 
Oct. 1, 1911, after — 
0 


Preferred | Total book 
shares. value. 

$3, 547, 895. 43 20,438 | $2, 428,958.21 
” 300; 000. 00 285, 000. 00 
505, 440. 00 505, 440. 00 
405, 650. 00 405, 650. 00 
483, 700. 00 459, 515. 00 
7,087, 824. 40 4,052, 287.07 
3,922,455. 07 3,014,076. 88 
1,151,925. 00 |. 705, 433. 50 
228,000. 00 225,000.00 
465, 750. 00 203,874.93 
3, 250,000. 00 2,450, 077.48 
e > 18,003 EEA P E EE SES 


8 
g 
= 
5 
— 
S 


Owns beot-s 
factories at 


Bay City, Mich. 


e 187,471,107 * 
Michigan Sugar co 4————.———— Ik 13, 703, 500 <=- -jÍ Sebe „Mich. 
Saginaw, 
Alma, Mich. 
EEDE A AAE 000; 300,000 Manom 
Menominee River Sugar Co —— R 825, ee 
Continental Sugar Co —— * 2 — ä— ser} 1,500,000; 619,300 Ohio —— Ohio. 
? 
Towa C „„ 23 issira 550, 000 ‘averly, Iowa. 
Carver ty Sugar Co passas — — — — ——— —— . 600, 000 Chaska, b 
Loveland, Colo. 
Fort Morea Colo. 
‘organ, 
110, 544,000 rng 
Great: Western Sugar ( 7ç—7j—— — — — { £13, 630,000 38 
reeley, Colo. 
Bterling, Col 
0. 
Billings Co F e T A a 1 Mont. 
Scotts Bluff Sugar Co. . eee e- —————— 3 us Nebr. 
oo sen 


Utah-Idaho Sugar Co........ —— — 3-22: —— — —— — 
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L * 
reced differ k valuati Of these 11 companies | sto: spouting to the following table furnished your committee by the 
the Amnerican 8 oo Pi ai pe cent of the capital ree ors on June 13, 1911: 


The American Sugar Refining Co.’s interests in beet-sugar companies ( May 23) 1911. 


Capital stock. 


* 


FE 
885 


Amalgamated Sugar Co: .ß 1,275,700 12, 900, 650 
r ee 225,000 3,929,141 
n Sugar Co., including Billings Sugar Co., and 8828 63,297,504 
2.007, 400 
2.043, 800 51,715, 015 
416,500 5,614,747 
483,700 4,002, 
300, 000 2,203, 312 
415,440 8, 456, 032 
990 7 


n h 11 beet companies, in which the American In June, 1900, the McCahan Co. sold 25 per cent of its ital stock 
is ao ticle lotrel was, accordin 10 the above table, 546,049,181 | to the National Sugar Refining Co., of New Jersey, in which Ameri- 
junds, which, reduced to tons (lon E would be 243,750 tons. esc | can owns a very large if not a controlling stock interest. 
res were for the season of 1910-11, and it appears from the testi- 2. Arbuckle Bros., beginning business in 1899, and now producing + | 
mony of Mr. Truman Palmer (Hearin; . 2627), secretary of the Beet | 1,900,000 barrels, or 8.7 per cent of the total refined production of the 
Sugar Association, that the total p elion of all the beet r com- | country. It does not seem to your committee that since the conclusion | 
es of the United States for the season of 1910-11 was 445, tons. | of the sugar-coffee war, in 1 between the houses of Havemeyer. and 
t will therefore be seen that the beet companies in which the American | Arbuckle, that these concerns are keen competitors. It seems more rea- 
is so largely interested produced during that season almost 54 per cent | sonable to conclude from all of the evidence that a condition of “ armed 
of all the beet sugar of the United States, 8 exists between the two, and that the two concerns under- 
PRESENT CONDITIONS. stood each other very well. 


s Passing to the consideration of present conditions, so far as com- . 3 Me: E A. 8 . aiam t, ° 
tition iy concerned in the sugar-manufacturing — Paco te production in 1909 was 1, 70,000 barrels, or 6.3 per cent of the total 
„ we call your attention jiet i Aerar Edwin F. Atkins, | Production of the country. We believe, from the evidence presented, 
ioe pares ee S 3 3 on this question (see Hearings, that the Federal is rop enig and has no sort of an understanding or 
i 


3 „FCC tput of 450,000 b 
Table showing consumption of sugar in the United States 1900-1910 Warner, beginn usiness in an output o „ ar. 
merican Sugar Refining Co. and | rels and producing in 1909 550,000 or 2.5 per cent of the total 
pay er ma eget TSA vd * aii roduct. So far as the evidence discloses, there is nothing to show but 
8 t this com is t as independent as the Federal, and we do not 
find e that it has any un any kind with any 
competitor. 


barrels, or 10 per cent of the total product of the coun 

pany was organized by H. O. Havemeyer, through James H. Post, in 
„ as an ally of the American, whi bought, soon after the organi- 

zation of the National, 51,280 shares, of the par value of $5,128,000, of 

the erred s a majority of the total issue (ten millions) thereof 

which stock it has held ever since and now holds. Itis that the 


5. The National, established in 1900, and producing in 1909 SRI 008 
try. com- 


9, 378, 234 67.30 | issue of $10,000,000 worth of common stock of the National to H: 0. 
8, 482, 598 57.90 | Havemeyer and others was without consideration and that the whole 
9, 193, 434 597 | of the common stock of the National is invalid. That question is now 
8, 767,040 55.25 ly litigated in the courts of New Jersey, and we have no 
9,748, 761 58.07 | desire to either prejudge or prejudice that case by any expression of 

rer 52.89 | opinio: 

„01 

SOT 8, 966,790 49.27 | the American will have the absolute control by ownership of a majority 
2 8,731, 430 45.14 | of all the valid stock of its single “ competitor” in the United 
. — 43.14 States, the National. Even if common stock of the National be up- 


70000 ( 42.14 | held, it seems to us that the interest of the American in that compan 
r is too to permit the two companies to be real competitors of om § 
other or to justify the classification of the National as in any sense a 
competitor of the American as a refiner. 
6. So far as your committee can discover, the Louisiana Planters’ 
Refining Co., producing 650,000 barrels, or 3 per cent of the total sugar 
roduct, is independent, and the same thing is true of the Revere at 
on, the successor of Nash-Spalding & „ but the production of 
the latter 8 an insignificant per cent of the total production, ' 
being only about 350,000 pounds daily. = 
7. The California- — e The president of this company claims 
that it is absolutely independent and that it has no agreement for 
allotment of production or territory with anyone (Hearings, p. 3953), 
ril, 1903. between estern Sugar Refin 


51.03 If the validity of this National common stock can not be sustained, 


but the contract of Ap the W ing 
Co. (the American the California-Hawaiian Sugar Re Co., by 


| 
| 
which the latter down its factory and went out of business for a | 
ree years, ought to be remembered whenever it is sought to | 
classify the fornia-Hawalian as a real independent and a bona fide 

competitor of the American (or the Western). In this connection it 

seems the evidence of Mr. C. A. Spreckels (Hearings, p. 2230) 

that an allotment of territory and of product exists between the 

Western Ameen: the California-Hawaiian, and the Honolulu Plan- 

tations 


8. The beet-sugar companies : THese are classed, all of them, by Mr. 

A s as “independent.” We can not agree with this cineaification. 

orn. -The amount of sugar credited to the American o Sagat Kents has already been shown in this report, the American owns 41 per 
efin- 


vere, ete 
beet. 


N cent of the stock of 11 companies, operating many beet factories, that 
Co. 8 ci tao aaoun 3 — 8 ~ . roduce 54 per cent of all the beet sugar of the United States. Surely 
ing Co., of California, in which the Ame near r Pee Pretty team 11 companies, representing a little more than half of the beet- 
one-half interest. The figures in rd to the production of the Ameri- production of the country. can not be rded as real “com- 
can Sugar Re Co. are taken from Willett & Gray's Sugar Statis- Store ” or as in any important sense independent of the American. 
tics. figures in are to the production of independents are not | ff not, then of the 14 per cent of the country’s consumption of sugar 
ren 5 by ett & Gray, but are the best estimates ob- | that is produced by all the beet-sugar companies, a little over one-half— 


cent—is not “independent of the American Sugar Refining Co.” 
apes ao the aboye table, let us consider how independent each of ips the remaining beet-sugar companies, producin eee core Sh or 
a 3 il 


C000 roduced in that 636227. the keene Pion Ene aE PA i 
usiness p: year | real com ors o e can Sugar Refining Co. gs, pp. 
1009, barrels. f 1168 and 1201.) 


cCahan, begin 


600,000 barrels, and in „ 700,000 


2170 


Revising, in the light of the evidence, the table furnished by the 
American, we find: 

To the 42.14 per cent of the production of sugar in the United States 
that the American admits is its own should be added, by any fair rule, 
10 per cent, the National's production, 7 per cent, the production o 
the beet-sugar companies in which the American is interested, and 
probably 3.25 per cent, the Mecahan production. This makes a total 
of 20.25 per cent, which, added to the 42.14 per cent, makes a total of 
62.39 per cent of the sugar manufacturing and refining industry of the 
United States which is either directly or indirectly controlled or influ- 
enced by the American, and we may add further that the evidence 
discloses that competitors not within the direct influence of the American 
are cautious about entering into active competition with it, and usually 
fix their prices in a comfortable vicinity to those of the American. 


INCREASE IN PRICE TO CONSUMER. 


Your committee was also directed to report whether existing condi- 
tions in the sugar industry “have caused or had a tendency to cause 
an increase in the price of refined sugar to the consumer.” 

The influence of combination upon the price of refined sugar to a 
yery large extent must be found in the margin between the price of raw 
sugar and that of refined sugar. ‘The price of raw sugar, which consti- 
tutes by far the greater part of the cost of refined sugar, is affected by 
causes almost, if not entirely, beyond the control of any refiner or com- 
bination of refiners. It depends primarily on supply and demand as 
affected by world condition of the crop. nder conditions as they are 
in the United States the tariff duty imposed by the Government on raw 
sugar also affects the price. If there were no combination, and if there 
were no duty, the price-of raw sugar, and consequently of refined sugar, 
mizht, from unfavorable le aay a or from a small supply to meet 
a large demand, be higher an it would even with a combination of 
manufacturers or a high duty, but with bountiful crops and a supply in 
excess of demand. 

But the efect of combination among refiners and manufacturers of 


raw sugar, and the 1 or absence of healthy competition, is surely 
refiected in the variation of the margin between the prices of raw and 
refined su During the nine years prior to the formation of the 


“ sugar refineries” combination the margin had averaged nearly $1.10 
per hundred pounds, but in the four years preceding the formation of 
that organization severe competition among the refiners had reduced it 
to an average of 79.6 cents per hundred. In 1885 it was 71.2 cents, 
and in 1886 it was 78.1 cents per hundred pounds. (Testimony of Mr. 
Atkins, Hearings, p. 125.) In 1887, prior to the formation of the 
“trust,” 76.8 cents; in 1888, when the refiners’ trust had become well 
organized, it was $1.25: in 1889 it was $1.207. In 1890, because of 
the competition of Philadelphia independents (testimony of Atkins, 
Hearings, p. 126, and of Spreckels), it fell to 72 cents, rising to 82.8 
cents in 1891 and to $1.035 in 1892, after the Philadelphia independents 
were purchased by the American. In 1893 it was $1.153; in 1894 it 
was 88 cents; 1895, 88.2 cents; in 1896, 90.8 cents; in 1897, 94.6 
cents. The drop between 1893 and 1894 and the years immediately 
following can probably be accounted for, because of the higher price of 
raw sugar dur those years and the consequent greater value of the 
5 cent of waste in refining. 

n 1898 the refiner’s margin fell rapidly to 73 cents and in 1899 to 
50 cents, the effect of the sharp competition of Arbuckle. In 1900, 
when the Arbuckle “ war” was not te so fierce, it rose to 75.4 cents. 
In 1901, when there was practica peca with Arbuckle, it rose to 
$1.003. It was 91.3 cents in 1902, 91.8 in, 1903, 79.8 in 1904, the prob- 
able effect of beet-sugar production, relatfvely slight, being shown par- 
ticuiarly in the last year. In 1905, by which time the American had 
acquired a large interest in beet sugar, it rose to 97.8 cents; in 1908, 
88.4 cents; 1909, 75.8 cents; in 1910 it was 78.4 cents; and in 1911 it 
was 89.2. It is worthy of note in connection with the figures for the 

ears 1904 to 1909, inclusive, during which the refiner’s margin ranged 
ower, with the exception of the year 1905, than the years immediately 
preceding them, that the American was subjected to the active and 
5 competition of independents. 

It is especially worthy of note that in 1889, when the refiner’s 
margin was $1.25, the Sugar Refineries Co. had a e monopoly. 
controlling 75 per cent of the production. By 1905 it will be remem- 
bered that the American had secured control of nearly 90 per cent of 
the industry, and during that year the refiner’s difference was the 
highest in the history of the parece since 1889, being $1.153. 

The climax of the Arbuckle competition is reflected in the margin of 
50 cents for the year 1899, the lowest in the history of the industry. 

The influence, both of the beet-sugar companies and of the Federal 
and of Warner’s, is reflected in the somewhat lower margins prevailing 
since 1904, and including that year. 

That the price of refined sugar had been kept up in order to pay 
dividends on bounteously watered stocks is also evident when we come 
to consider overcapitalization, which we will carefully examine in 
another part of this epore 

That the overcapitalization of these corporations and the payment 
of dividends on watered stocks, so that the same might acquire a 
market value, has necessitated excessive profits cn the real capital 
invested, and has consequently occasioned higher prices for the product 
and heavier taxation of the consumer, can hardly be questioned by 
anyone who conscientiously investigates conditions in this great in- 
dustry. To what exact extent this has increased the price of refined 
sugar to the consumer it is absolutely impossible to accurately esti- 
mate or exactly state, but that the increase for that reason is con- 
siderable can not be disputed. 

The contention of the American Sugar Refining Co., that because 
sugar costs the consumer less to-day than it did when that corporation 
was organized, therefore the existence and operation of the corporation 
has benefited rather than injured the consumer, we regard as unsound. 
Snch a contention entirely ignores most important considerations, such 
as improvements in the processes and reduction in the cost of refining 
and manufacturing during that period of time; the greater supply of 
raw material; improved methods of cultivating sugar cane and sugar 
beets; and a perfect host of conditions that are entirely independent 
of the existence of the American or any other sugar refining or manu- 
facturing company. 

Besides, in the last 20 years the reduction in pe has been world- 
wide, embracing in its scope all the countries of the earth, from the 
most enlightened to the most barbarous; and surely no American 
corporation can claim that it accomplished this result in countries 
where it has no business and where its very name is practically un- 
known. In the opinion of your committee, the reduction in the price 


of sugar in the last 20 years to the American consumer did not come 
8 7 17 ra! the organization and operation of the American Sugar 
efining Co. 
In connection with its investigation of sugar prices, your commit- 
tee, through the courtesy of 


the Department of State, has had the 
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reports on the wholesale and retail prices of sugar from every country 
on earth where our Goyernment maintains a consular 8 These 
tables of fo prices are submitted as a part of this report, and we 
herewith submit an analysis of same. (See Hearings, pp. 3875 to 3862.) 

We inyite attention to the following tabie, show comparative 
wholesale prices on raw and refined sugar, with the duty ad and 
without the duty, in the countries named: 


Year 1910, average quotations, net cash, in cents per pound, 


peppy 
SERZE 


We conclude this portion of our report with a quotation from the 
Report of 1911 of the British Board of Trade on the Cost of Living 
in the Principal Cities of the United States. 

That report, from an investigation made in 1909, says: 

The general uniformity prevailing in the price of sugar is a reflec- 
tion of the extensive control exere over this particular market by a 
single company.” 

DECREASE IN THE PRICE TO THE PRODUCER. 


Your committee was also directed to report whether or not existing 
conditions in the sugar industry “have caused or had a tendency to 
cause a decrease in the price of sugar cane or sugar beets to the pro- 
ducer thereof.” 

SUGAR CANE. 


Practically all of the cane from which sugar is refined that is pro- 
duced in the United States is produced in the State of Louisiana. 5 5 
the sugar campaign of 1910-11 the production of cane sugar in the 
United States was 311,000 long tons, all of which, except a few thou- 
sand tons produced in Texas, came from Louisiana. In Louisiana there 
are three sugar refineries in actual operation. The great Chalmette 
factory of the American, at New Orleans, opened in 1909, with a daily 
melting capacity of 12,000 barrels; the Henderson refinery, at New 
Bilal, penta , af Gracie, Pin ele 

S owe o., a ramerey, with a capacity of 
75 Ä 
e ana cane producers contend that they have never received 
fair treatment from the American in the sale of Taw sugar, that com- 
pany “paying as little as possible“ therefor. (Hearings, p. 1841.) 
An effort by the Federal, only partially successful, to pure raw 
sugar im November, 1907, was promptly resented by the American, that 
company boycotting for a time those persons who sold to the Federal 
282 p ce higher than the American would pay. (Hearings, pp. 1844- 


The American evidently resented this inyasion of a market they re- 
garded as uliarly their own, and even since the death of Mr. Have- 
meyer, in mber, 1907, the policy of the company does not seem to 
have changed until the crop of 1911 and 1912. (Hearings, p. 1845.) 
In 1909 and 1910 certain of the Louisiana producers sought to avoid 
this trouble, as well as to obtain a higher price for their raw sugar, by 
‘selling the same to Arbuckle Bros., delivered in New York. This re- 
sulted in raising the New Orleans price of raw sugar 15 points. (Hear- 
ings, p. 1846.) The Louisiana producers complain that the American 
consistently and continually kept the New Orleans market for raw 
sugar a quarter of a cent under New York quotations, being enabled to 
do so because they had no strong competition and were strong enough 
to keep competitors out of the New Orleans market. The producers 
also contend that the American invariably keeps the New Orleans mar- 
ket for raw sugar at least 15 cents a hundred below the New York mar- 
ket, that being about the amount of the freight rate between the two 
cities. The American admits this difference in price between the two 
markets, but insists that it is a fair difference because its factory, the 
Chalmette, will not refine more than 75,000 tons of the 180,000 tons of 
Louisiana sugar that the American purchases each year. (Hearings, 
p: 2441.) From the evidence of Mr. Willett it appears that this dif- 
erence was not maintained for tbe crop marketed in 1911. 

It appears that of the 300,000 tons of Louisiana raw sugar the 
American buys about 63 per cent, about 20 per cent goes into direct 
consumption as plantation sugars, and about 17 cent is bought 
by „ enderson, and occasionally other buyers. (Hearings, 


p. 2440. 

It seems to your committee that the American takes every advantage 
of the Louisiana producer that the absence of strong competition en- 
ables it to take, as might be expected, and that its defense that at least 
the freight rate to New York (15 points) ought to be deducted from the 
New York shee for sugar sold at New Orleans, because its New Orleans 
factory will not refine much more than 40 per cent of its purchase of 
Louisiana raw sugar, was disingenuous and unfair, when we realize 
that the American, in accordance with its general policy, only buys 
raw sugar at New Orleans in excess of its requirements for its New 
Orleans refinery when, in its judgment, raw sugar is a good purchase 
and it will be profitable to hold it until the price advances so that the 
refiner can make a larger profit. (Hearings, pp. 2441-2460.) 

Compared to the American, both Henderson and the Colonial are 
so small and weak that they do not afford strong competition and 
were ne Louisiana producer at the mercy of the American to a large 
exten 

INSULAR CANE SUGAR. 


In the Hawaiian Islands the sugar planters are thorough! organized 
and able to protect themselves. A majority of the independent“ 
sugar planters have formed a combination known as the Factor’s Co., 
disposing of their product as a whole, usually to the California- 
Hawaiian Co., of San Francisco, which they own and control. That 
company in turn is charged with having an understanding with the 
Western (one-half owned by the American), and at one time, as we 
have already 5 made a contract with the latter company for the 
clos! down of its refinery for a period of three years, he Factor's 
Co. sells in New York to the American exclusively, and competitors of 
the American complain that the Factor's Co. will not sell to them, even 


at a better pro 
Besides, the American and its allies, John D. Spreckels and A. B. 
Spreckels, seem to own most, if not all, of Hawaiian plantations that 


are not in the Factor’s combination, so that the Hawaiian sugar planters 
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m. What 
n Francisco 
have on this situation we can not say. 


seem to have very close relations with the American's 
effect the American Co.'s recent sale of its interest in the 
refining business ma 
So far as the evidence we have taken shows there has been no com- 
plaint of unfair treatment by the American Co. or any other refiners 
of the sugar planters of Porto Rico or the Philippines. It does appear, 
however, that certain gentlemen who are now or were until recenti 
either directors or closely allied to the American have hoe consid- 
erable interests in the sugar industry of Porto Rico, of the Philippine 
Islands, and of Cuba. The gentlemen referred to are Messrs. Charles 


H. Senf, Edwin F. Atkins, Horace Havemeyer, and James H. Post, 


president of the National. 
BEET SUGAR. 


Your committee reports that the evidence as taken does not disclose 
combinations between manufacturers in the beet-sugar indu 
have caused or had a tendency to cause a decrease in the cost of sugar 
beets thereof. In California the price of beets in 1911 was $5.30 per 
ton of beets grading 16 per cent, and a contract has been made for un 
increase of 75 cents per ton for the year 1912. (Hearings, p. 3873.) 

In Utah and Idaho the ruling price is $5 per ton and t, which 
makes the beets cost, delivered at the factory, over $5.60 to $5.65 per 
ton. (Hearings, p. 797.) e 

In Colorado and Nebraska the W averages from $5.50 per ton to 
$6.50 per ton. (Hearings, pp. 400, 888.) 

In Michigan and Ohio the Sek contract calls for a payment by 
the factory of $4.50 per ten fof beets testing 12 per cent * 7 wi 

34 cents per ton for each additional per cent of sugar in beets, 
with a minimum guaranty of $5 per ton. (Hearings, p. SS pet 

Under such form of contract, coupled with the ig — € ped 
by the factory, the average price paid by one of the leading Michigan 
Sr in 1910 was $6.91 per ton. earings, p. 712.) 

ese figures represent an increase in price to the farmer for his 
beets over the price of former years. This increase has been largely 
caused by improved methods of culture and increasing yen contents 
of the beets, though doubtless accelerated by the demand the farmer 
for higher prices. 
a GENERAL FINDINGS, 

Your committee was also directed to“ report all the facts and circum- 
stances disclosed by the inves: ion,” together “ with such recommen- 
dations as it may deem advisable.” 

In our endeavor to comply with the resolution of the House and make 
the investigation ordered by it we ee ge many weeks taking testi- 
mony, both oral and documentary, all which has been caretel ly re- 
ported and printed and is herewith submitted in connection with this 


report. 

We deem it proper, however, in addition to the special findings nl- 
ready made, to call the attention of the House to certain striking fea- 
tures of the situation in the industry as disclosed by our own 
investigation and to submit ce recommendations in respect thereto. 


SUGAR INDUSTRY OF THE WORLD AND OF THE UNITED STATES. 


2 onl 
ons of beet sugar, a negligible quantity. ( rag T pp. 4, 202.) 
4 cents a 


. 44. 
the went’ production of aor was almost 
Of this amount almost one-half (49.5 per cent) was 
cane and just a little over one-haif (50.5 per cent) was beet sugar. 


(Hearings, pp. 2624-2899 
The principal sources supply were: s 
‘ons. 

European beet sugar (about) 8, 000, 000 
Cuban cane sugar (about) ) — 1, 750, 000 
Java cane sugar (about) „C aeae nia 1. 250; 000 
Continental United States, beet and cane sugar (about)... 800, 000 
Island possessions (about) 7 + 850, 000 


The la sugar-consuming countries of the world were the United 

Kingdom (86.3 pounds per capita) and the United States (81.6 pounds 

per capita). (Hearings, p. 2695.) 

nited States in 1910 the ge of refined sugar at wholesale 
earings, p. 176. 


Besid 
ion of sugar prices from the prices of other 
9 1 — wing table (Hearings, p. 3600) : 


[From the London Economist of Dec. 23, 1911.] 
Comparison of English and aoe price-index numbers, average for 


S91-1900== 100. 


94.8 + 95.8 38 
98.0 + 115 86.1 ts 
89.4 +314] 87.0 +77 
98.6 +5 83.3 438 
96.2 + 22 98.8 +31 
87.8 8 . 94.2 +8 
94.6 +20 90.1 + 74 
05.6 + 10 89.9 +41 
91.0 +13 91.5 + 38 
96.0 + 28 85.0 + 55 
92.4 + 52 86.1 + 48 
80.2 +139] 81.2 +130 
90.8 + 70 91.1 + 1 
03.8 ta 83.4 + 

97.0 BES E Petts A E RENE 
97.8 + 111.15 +0 


that 


It may be noted in this connection that at the end of each r tho 
world has a surplus of from 700,000 to 1,000,000 tons of sugar, 
(Hearings, p. 3562.) 

In the United States in 1910 the total consumption of sugar was 
about 3,500,000 tons, which came from the following sources: 


Domestic cane (Louisiana and Texas) — tons — 333, 000 
Domestic beet (the Western States) = do. — 457, 000 
Domestic maple and molasses (Louisiana and the 
rr ae a a Eee ee a tons__ 15, 000 
Total domestic. . K ͤ—— » 
Insular possessions : 
EVH tone 459, 000 
POW RICO = òͤe E = 
he PRUG — do. 
ccc A CURE Atte EO tons... 832,000 
— a R R AIS 5 PT AN do — 1. 640, 000 
A other ent . 73. 
Total United States consumption do 3, 350, 000 


(Hearings, pp. 2651, 2652, 2718.) 

The cost of manufacturing beet sugar is lowest in Germany, where 
the industry has also been longest established and most highly de- 
velo, In the sugar-crop year of 1908-9, according to the famous 
English sugar expert, Mr. George Martineau, the cost of producing a 
pound of beet sugar, raw, ranged from 1.96 to 2.07 cents. (Hearings, 
pp. 2693 and 2794.) Add the cost of refining, about 0.40 cent per 
pound (Hearings, pp. 3 813), the cost of producing refined beet 
sugar in Germany would be from 2.36 to 2.47 cents per pound, an 
average of 2.411 cents per pouan \ 

At one time, under the stimulus of a bounty system that was about 
to end (in 1902), the Hamburg export price for raw beet sugar fell 
to 1.79 cents per pound. 

In stating the average cost of refined beet sugar made in the United 
States, we give first the figures of Mr. Palmer, secretary of an asso- 
ening = 5 8 AN companies. a grande p. 2630.) 

e cost of production o sugar per poun this country, Mr. 
Palmer states, is as follows: * 55 


Cents. 
. 
. 
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The figures of the cost of beet production since the last date given 
— 1 — 8 (1909) we have obtained from the financial repo! 
y 
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these factories is considered (Hearings, p. 100), the average cost is 
found to be 3.54 cents per pound. 

Let us turn to the cane situation. It seems that some territory best 
adapted to the cultivation of —. 7 cane produces raw cane sugar at a 
cost of about 13 cents per pound, and it must not be forgotten in this 
connection that cane sugar brings, when refined, a slightly higher price 
than beet sugar in our markets in open competition with beet sugar. 

The celebrated Dutch sugar expert, Mr. Prinsen-Geerligs, stated in 
1908 (Hearings, 12 2797 t Java was rapidly conquering the sugar 
market of the Orient and could make raw sugar at 13 cents per pound. 
This same authority is responsibile for the statement that with modern 
methods the Philippine Islands “can do much better than Java.“ 

Mr. Walker, the Philippine sugar ra | in a report recently made to 

per 


the Philippine Government, states that cent raw cane su is 

being produced at Negros, P. I., at a cost, includin transportation to 

lloilo, of three-quarters of a cent per pound. (H ngs, p. Koo! * 
uction cost 


duced to a basis of 96° sugar, this would represent a p 
11 cents e pound. 

From the testimony of Mr. James H. Post, president of the National 
and treasurer of the Cuban-American Sugar to., raw cane sugar is pro- 
duced in Cuba at 2 cents per pound (Hearings, p. 515) and can be pro- 
duced at a lower cost than this. 

On the other hand, the sugar planters of Louisiana contend that they 
can not produce raw cane sugar at a cost of less than 33 cents per 
pona 5 p. 1781.) The cost of refining raw cane sugar in 

e United States is 1 one-half cent per pound. (Hearings, 
pp. 140, 209, 541, 1149, 1150, and 2260.) 

To the cost per pound of raw cane sugar, in each instance given 
above, should be added the cost of refining whenever comparison is 
sought to be made refined cane sugar and refined beet sugar. 
This cost of refining cane sugar appears to be about one-half cent per 
pound in this country. (Hearings, pp. 140, 209, 540, and 2260.) 


OVERCAPITALIZATION. 


The original combination among the sugar refiners, organized in 1887, 
and known as the Sugar Refineries Co., was capitalized at $50,000,000. 
though it was d that 15 per cent of the stock, or seven and a ha 
millions, par value, should be reserved as “ treasury stock.” 

This stock was actually issued to the various corporations forming 
the refineries company, in accordance with the statement immediately 
following that was furnished to your committee on October 3, 1911, by 
the American Sugar R x 

The companies going into the combination and the amount of cer- 
tificates of stock which they received from the Sugar Refineries Co., 
after deducting the 15 per cent, was as follows: 


Havemeyer & Elder Sugar Refining Co- — $14, 322, 500 
Brooklyn Sugar Refining Co 8, 612, 5 

De Castro & mer Sugar Refining Co 2, 677, 500 
Matthiessen & Wiechers Sugar Refining Co- 5, 525, 000 
Havemeyer Sugar Refining Co 4, 675, 000 
Pick A sapere Ope a — 2,550,000 
Mohr E ‘lek Os ee eee 912, 500 
OCTA Bree. Co ae 637, 500 
Standard Sugar Refinin 2, 295, 600 
Boston Sugar Refining Co 1, 657, 500 
Ray State Sugar Refining Co. 892, 500 
Continental Sugar Refining Co- 765, 000 


Bt: Louis Sugar Refining d ð ͤ T 755, 000 


Louisiana Sugar Refining C(o „e 


Planters’ Sugar Refining. Co 837, 500 
Forest City Sugar Refining Co 
43, 362, 500 


Making (a ‘total R ES T—J—1r 

Stock sold to make sar ip genial apon several companies 
and a stock dividend of 8 per cent afterwards Salaren 3, 649, 000 
feu 47, 011, 500 


There was also N urchased out of this authorized issue of 
8 000, either an exchange of stock or in cash, the American 
ugar Refinery Co. (the San Francisco 8 at 81,500,099, North 
River Sugar Refining Co., $595,000, and organization expenses, $750,000 ; 
unissued, $143,500; total, $50,060,000. 
John E. Searles bought the North River Sugar Refi Co. for 
$25,000, and it went into the Refiners’ Trust at an agreed valuation of 
700,000, less 15 per cent of treasury stock to be reserved, or $595,000 


net. evened of George H. Moller and John E. Searles, in case 
of N ay North River Sugar Refining Co., 121 N. Y. Court of Ap- 
peals, 5 


The Bay State, a corporation with a capital of about $450,000, went 
in at a valuation of something over $900,000 (Hearings, p. 5), exactly 
at $1,050,009 gross, or at $892,500 net. 8 per cent treasury 
stock reserved, according to above statement.) 

Oxnard Bros. sold a refinery to the combination that had not cost 
them more than $200,000 for $750,000, which, with the 15 per cent 
deducted, netted them $637,500 in trust certificates. (Hearings, 8 

Iiavemeyer & Elder Sugar Refining Co. and De Castro & nner 
Sugar Refining Co., of both of which Mr. Henry O. Havemeyer was presi- 
dent, and in which companies the stockholders were identical, went into 
the “trust” at a combined valuation of twenty millions, from which 15 
per cent, or three millions, were deducted. 

The Brooklyn Sugar Refining Co. went into the combination at an 
agreed gross valuation of more than $4,000,000 (net, with 15 per cent 
deducted, $3,612,500), but the present valuation placed by the American 
Sugar Refining Co. on the physical properties of the three last-named 
companies, which went in at a combined valuation of $24,000,000, is 
but $12,000,000, although the real estate of these concerns has en- 
hanced enormously in value since 1887 and the refinery has been 
improved and enlarged, being the largest and best refinery of the 
American, at great expense. 

Your committee confidently submits from- the above instances that 
its estimate in an earlicr part of this report that of the nominal 

50,000,000 of capital of the old refineries company not over twenty to 
twenty-five millions was real value, the balance being “ water. 

The capital of the American Co., organized in 1891, was also 
$50,000,000, half common and half preferred. It appears to have taken 
over the properties of the Sugar Refineries Co, at a ratio of par, or 
somewhere near that figure. At par, according to the testimony of Mr. 
Heike. (Hearings, p. 187.) At something a little less than that figure, 
according to Mr. Atkins (hearin: $: 118), issuing, pro rata, about 
$42,000,000 of its stock in place of the $47,000,000 actually issued by 
the refineries company. 

So that the American inherited from its predecessor, the Sugar Re- 
fineries Co., must, if not all, of the water that had been so liberally 
pumped into the stock of the latter company. 

In 1892 the American increased its capital stock from ice 8 to 
seventy-five millions, using the increase to purchase its Philadelphia 
and Baltimore competitors, as already outlined in this report. 

It paid, in stock, $10,000,000 for the Spreckels’ plan that had cost 
only four and a half millions in cash, (Hearings, p. 2347.) 

The Franklin, that was not worth over $5,000,000 at the outside 
and probably less (hearings, pp. 1377-1378), was bought for $10,000,006 
in stock, It is worthy of note that at the time of these transactions 
or during the same year at least, common stock of the American sold 
as high as 114 and tk: as high as 107. So it appears that up to 
its $75,000,000 capital mark the American Co. easily maintained its 
inherited ratio of two dollars of stock to one of real value. 

So far as we have been able to discover, the further increase of stock 
of the American in 1901 from seventy-five to ninety millions was not 
marked by enya like the same — of Meng) iie by the Ameri- 
ean, The mania for overcapitalization seems to permeate the sugar 
industry in every direction. The American, with its stock originally 
40 25 bo, per cent water, has paid the following dividends since its 
organization. 

On preferred stock (one-half of whole) 7 per cent from 1891 to date. 
(Hearings, p. 2523.) 

On common stock (one-half of whole) : 


In other words, from 1891 to date the preferred has paid 7 per cent 


and the common has averaged 9.4 per cent, or both haye averaged 8.2 
per cent on the whole stock issue—at least 15 per cent to 16 per cent 
on a fair valuation of the properties and business. 

Now, take the two largest competitors of the American—Arbuckle 
Bros. and the Federal. 

1. Arbuckle Bros. Mr. Jobn Arbuckle testified that his firm had 
about $2,000,000 invested in the sugar business (Hearings, p. 2309), 
and yet his firm refines 8.7 pz cent of the sugar consumed in the 
United States . 43). 

Even if it be conside that the American, ameu and indirectly, 
controls about 63 r cent, as pointed out in another part of this 
report. instead of 42.14 per cent, as claimed by that company, then 
Arbuckle Bros. refine more than one-eighth of the amount refined by 
the American, and their profits ought to be equivalent to an 8 per cent 
return on a capital of $11,250,000, or at least 40 per cent per annum 
on their actual Investment. 

2. The Federal Sugar Refining Co. It has the following capital 
17 05 ae has stock, $3,322,680; common stock, $6,677,820. (Hear- 

gs, P. . 

The actual amount originally invested in the refinery was from three 
to three and one-half millions, the proceeds of the sale of the pre- 
ferred stock (Hearings, p. 2219), common stock being issued entirel 
as a bonus. ince then the profits of the business have been investi 
in the enlargement and Improvement of the plant until from six to 
seven millions are invested therein. (Hearings, p. 2360.) The pre- 
ginning, and up to 


ferred stock has paid 6 per cent interest from the 
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the close of this hearing no dividend had ever been declared on the 
3 stock, the Ss of the company being to put the profits back 

the business. (Hear „ P. 2220. 

The preferred, at the close of our hearings, sold for about 95 or 96 
(it was originally sold at 35) and the common about 45. In other 
words, in eight years of operation it has paid 6 per cent on the actual 
investment and almost doubled the investment. 

Nor have the beet factories, as already stated, escaped overcapi- 
talization. Mr. Oxnard’s estimate of the cost of equipping a first-class 
3 was $1,000 per ton of daily slicing capacity. (Hearings, 
p. 376.) e finally increased that estimate by 25 per cent to include 
all the latest improvements and processes. (Hearings, p. 380.) Mr. 
Hathaway, of the Michigan Sugar Co., also estimated it at $1,000 per 
ton; but Mr. Warren, of the same company, fixed it at $1,500 per ton 
where the latest rays dA machinery was included. (Hearings, pp. 736, 
747.) Mr. Morey estimated it at $1,500 per ton (Hearings, p: 908) 
and Mr. Nibley at $1,000 per ton. Taking the mean between the two 
extremes of these estimates, which takes us exactly to Mr. Oxnard's 
revised figures and places it at $1,250 per ton, and what do we find? 
The beet companies combined have a dail 5 of 48,650 


tons. (Hearings, p. 1690.) Multiply that figure b; 50 and we have 
$60,712,500; but these beet companies are capitalized at more than 
$104,000,000. (Hearings, pp. 368 and 1890.) 


STOCK JOBBING BY “ INSIDERS.” 


We have already pointed out how the properses of Havemeyer & 
Elder and of De Castro & Donner went into the Sugar Refiners’ Trust 
of 1887 at a valuation of twenty millions, though, even to-day, after 
the Ripe poke has been much improved, the Brooklyn Sugar Refinery 
add ereto large sums spent for its enlargement, and its real estate 
enormously enhanced in value, it is not worth more than twelve mil- 
lions, even according to the physical valuations of the American Co. 
When to the twenty millions allowed for the two companies above 
named are added four millions for the Brooklyn, it will be readily seen 
that Mr. Henry O. Havemeyer, who organized the trust and who domi- 
nated it up to his death, in December, 1907, must have gotten at least 
three for one for the property he put into the original combination, and 
must have put several millions of clear profit into his own pocket at 
the very beginning of its organization. 

In 1892 the American purchased the Spreckels Sugar Refining Co., of 
Philadelphia, paying for the property that had cost and was worth only 
about four and one-half millions, ten millions in stock that was un- 
doubtedly sold for considerably above par. 

Shortly. before the American made this purchase Henry O. Have- 
meyer, its president and one of its directors, and T. A. Havemeyer and 
John E. Searles, officers and directors of the American, bought at par, 
individually, from Mr. C. A. Spreckels (the elder) 45 per cent of the 
stock of the Spreckels Co. for $2,250,000; Mr. H. O. Havemeyer taking 
three-eighths of the above amount, or $843,750; Mr. T. A. Havemeyer, the 
same amount, $843,750; and Mr. John E. Searles. $562,500. (Hearings, 
p. 2203.) Within six or seven months these officers of the American 
more than doubled this money by selling their own company, at two for 
one, the stock they thus acquired, receiving therefor stock in the Ameri- 
= that sold for at least 106 for preferred and 114 for common per 
share. 
It is hardly possible that either of the Havemeyers cleared less than a 
million dollars, or Searles less than three-quarters of a million, on this 
transaction, which appears to have cost the American and its outside“ 
stockholders several millions more than it should have cost. 

During the same year, 1892. the American bought out the Franklin 
Sugar Refining Co., of Philadelphia, paying for that concern, that had 
not cost and was not worth more than five millions at the very out- 
side, ten millions in stock of the American, worth more than par, as 
already stated. 

It seems, however, that before this trade was made, Henry O. Have- 
meyer individually contracted with Charles C. Harrison, act for the 
Franklin, to take over from Harrison and his associates one-half of the 
common and one-half of the preferred stock that Harrison and his asso- 
ciates were to receive from the American Sugar Co., at 80 per share, 
both for common and preferred. Mr. Havemeyer bought American 
stock topeni preferred and one-half common) of the par value of 
five millions for four millions cash. 

For the year 1892 the preferred stock of the American Sugar Refining 
Co. paid a 7 per cent dividend and the common a dividend of 9 per 
cent and 23 per cent for 1893, and during the same year, 1892, com- 
mon sold as re as 106 and preferred as high as 114. It is therefore 
probable that Mr. Havemeyer individually cleared rather more than a 
million dollars on this single transaction. While it is true that Mr. 
Havemeyer “retired from the meeting“ when these Philadelphia trans- 
actions were consummated by the American's board of directors, stat- 
ing that he was personally interested (hearings, p. 2846), yet it is not 

robable that his infiuence was absent or that his fellow directors 
ully understood the magnitude of his personal interests, for on 9 
ber 14, 1894, we find them resolving to agree to Havemeyer'’s offer to 
accept $100,000 “for extraordinary services rendered by H. O. Have- 
meyer from and including the purchase of the Philadelphia and other 
refineries to date,” and directing the treasurer to pay him that 
amount, taking his receipt in full” (hearings, p. 2926). 

Your committee believe that the powers exercised by the directors of 
this monopoly (as it was practically then) are too great to be exercised 
in practical het! by a very few men without supervision or publicity. 
If the Philadelphia refineries could only have been acquired on fair 
business terms after an honest appraisal, would the Philadelphia owners 
have sold? Would the president of the American Sugar Refinery and 
his board of directors have been so anxious to buy? Would the capital 
stock of the company haye been loaded with the $10,000,000 of bonus 
which went to the parties participant? Would the American Sugar Re- 
fining Co. have swelled to such menacing proportions? Would public 
sus feion have been aroused? Would the price of sugar have been so 
well maintained at all times? Would speculations in sugar stock in the 
market have been made so interesting to persons knowing nothing of 
the sugar business? In short, would there be in the United States so 
many and so biz trusts if the neglect of the Government to assert its 
authority did not give free hand to the overcapitalization of business 
enterprises and the subsequent unloading on the investing public? 

In 1900 James H. Post, acting for and in conjunction with Henry O. 
Havemeyer and the ‘American, organized four competing sugar refineries 
located in and near New York City into the National Sugar 88985 
Co. The latter company was capitalized at 520.000.000, 810.000.00 
common and $10,000,000 prefer The $10, „000 preferred eget sd 
represented value of some kind, though it seems that a considerable 
margin was allowed to the corporations who formed it above real value. 


They were paid in preferred stock of the National, of which the Ameri- 
can agreed to boy a little more than a majority—something over 
$5,000,000—thus giving to the combining corporations a little over half 
cash, which was just about the true cash value of the plants, and the 
balance, slightly under half, in preferred stock of the National, the lat- 
ter stock representing the profits of those who went into the combina- 


tion. The testimony tends to show that common stock, $10,000,000, 

was promoter’s stock, and was issued to— 

Henry O. Havemeyer and family $7, 600, 000 

LOWS? PRIMESA oor . ee ee 1, 000, 000 

Workin © ii eo ee 599.900 
ashington) B: donn — A 

John BS 1 he Pe el E 400, 000 


The above are the most plaring instances disclosed by our record, in 
which the trusted officers of a great corporation first wronged the public 
by ove capitalizing the great enterprises over which they preside, and 
then demanding reasonable profits” on such inflated capitalization, 
have turned around and wronged the corporation itself by taking for 
themselyes as individuals profits and advantages that they ought to 
mere secured for the corporations of which they were the agents and 
rustees. 
“ UNLOADING” ON THE INVESTING PUBLIC, 


ested and of which he was the 3 owner got the lion's share of 
the trustees’ certificates of t 


the trust certificates to the public as rapia 
oc 


can preferred stock. (Hearings, p. 2512.) This ownership was well 
described by the former secretary of the American as “a merely nominal 

4 Enough stock to 3 (as director) and that was all that 
was needed.” (Hearings, p. 221 The policy of selling out the stock 
as fast as possible seems to have n adopted by all of the parties that 
went into the combination, with one exception; for instance, Oxnard 
Bros. sold as . as possible. (Hearings, p. $71.) So did Atkins of 
the Bay State. (Hearings, p. 18.) 

The exception to this rule seems to be the Thomas family of Boston, 
now the largest stockholders in the American, tides, Hap. ee oe one and 
a half and two million dollars’ worth of the stock. (Hearings, p. 2155.) 

Mr. Charles R. Heike, for many years secretary of the American, 
tersely describes the situation in the following paragraph, which we 
quote from his testimony (Hearings, p. 222): 

“Tt began almost from the as beginning. Let me tell you about it. 
When stock was issued in 1887 I gave certificates to each stockholder, 
and there were about 200 in all in the beginning. The larger number 
were in the New England States. These three or four refineries in Bos- 
ton had more stockholders than all the others together. At that time 
in New York men would buy railroad stocks and railroad bonds and 
United States and city bonds, but not stocks in industrial corporations. 
In the New England States, however, they had mills manufacturing 
plants the stock of which was bought by the people, and as soon as the 
property was organized stock would be sold by the Havemeyers. It 
was exchanged, and the numbers have been increasing since. It is a 
stran art of this remarkable corporation, as it is, that there are 
19. 000. ste ckholders.” 

How thoroughly the unloading process has been accomplishgd is also 
well indicated by the following table of stockholders furnished by Mr. 
Atkins, chairman of the board of directors of the American. (Hearings, 
p. 45.) 

List showing the number of stockholders of the American Sugar Refinin 

Co., and their holdings, in the various States of the United faies 
and in foreign countries. 


Common and preferred. 


Number 
of stock- 
holders. 
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List showing the number of stockholders of the American Sugar Refining 


Co., and their holdings, ete —Continued. 
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In considering this question one series of salient facts deserves to 
be borne constantly in mind: 

That in its formative „period, more than 20 years ago, and at inter- 
vals during the next 15 years, sugar-producing plants were brought 
into the combination at valuations which gave great individual for- 
tunes to the promotors and at the same time put upon the market stock 
representing huge inflations, and of a face value of $90,000,000 

That in process of time the few practical sugar producers who formed 
the corporation generally sold their stock in the market to people who 
took it from stock-market estimates and not because of any connection 
with or knowledge of the business of producing refined sugar. 

That by this process a few large stockholders, probably less than 50 
in all, have been replaced by 19,000 pee le, of whom not over a dozen 
haye any practical knowledge of the business of producing refined 
sugar. bout 10,000 of these 19,000 stockholders are women. The 
whole body of stockkolders are scattered throughout 43 States and 16 
9280 * ä and the average holding of stock of each amounts to 

par value. j 

That the great ma ority of these stockholders acquired their shares 
at a price of from $120 to $130 for each share of $100 par, that this 
share had cost the origi. promoters not over $50, and that the 
assets resulting from 20 years of prosperous business are so large as 
to justify the conclusion that there is property enough behind each 
share of the stock at the present time to equal the price paid for it by 
the present holders. (Testimony, pp. 2042, 2061.) 

That since the death of Henry O. Hayemeyer, about four years ago, 
and the accession of the present stockholders to control, the affairs of 
this company have for the first time been conducted with a fair ap- 
proximation to that pee, which should accompany the administra- 
tion of a company which controls so much of a great commodity. 

These salient facts indicate with supreme emphasis the basic condi- 
tion of the problem uncovered by this committee: That we have in this 
Government ample machinery for rigid inquisition into the property of 
these 18,000 people and for suits to decompose that property into its 
original parts by the destruction of its organization; but there is no 
arrangement of Government whatever whereby any one of these 18,000 

ple might have Informed himself definitely of the hazards into which 

e or she was buying. A dozen men may put off onto 18,000 a colossal 
speculative enterprise, into the fabric of which is woven all sorts of 
trade devices under suspicion before the law, and the first opportunity 
any one of the 18,000 has to know of this is when the court has been 
asked to act. That this colossal speculation has come through with 
success and to-day stands on an established business basis is due to the 
genius of its architect rather than to any of the restraining powers of 
society as expressed in law. 

To summarize this portion of our report, we find strikingly developed 
in the sugar industry several evils, aside from the primary one of 
stifling competition, which seem to demand careful consideration and 
rem l legislation by Congress. 

1. Original overcapitalization of great industrial corporations, result- 
ing in increased cost of production, if a profit is to be made (as is 
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always insisted upon) on the inflated capitalization, and higher prices 
of the product to the consuming public. 
2. The temptation of the persons who organize and control these 


lar; vag Aaa ons to earn dividends on watered stock as soon as pos- 
sible, so t such stock may be unloaded in the open markets upon the 
investing public. These dividends can rarely, if ever, be made without 
increas’ rices to the consumer. 

3. Exploitation not only of the consu! public and of the inyest- 
ing public, as already set out, but also of the corporations the ves, 
by their officers, directors, and trustees, who do not hesitate to over- 
burden the consumer, to ve the investor, and to take advantage of 
the corporations that have trusted them, whenever it will line the 
pockets of such individual trustees. 


i pee sell more cheaply than 
t they would, unless forced by 


over either. 

The Sherman law ought to be rigidly and impartially enforced. It 
ought, in our judgment, to be supplemented by legislation that will 
make its provisions definite and certain, protect the consumer and in- 
vestor from the of overeapitalization, and guarantee corporations 
from exploitation by their trusted officers and agents for their indi- 
vidual benefit and profit. 

As this matter belongs to the jurisdiction of a great standing com- 
mittee of the House, your special committee will not, as a committee, 
undertake to present a bill upon the subject, or to further elaborate 
the idea herein suggested, being confident t the entire subject matter 
will receive careful and prompt consideration by the standing commit- 
tee having jurisdiction the 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the report 
will be entered in the Journal and ordered printed. 


There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Burxe of Wisconsin, for 10 days, on account of sickness. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, February 
19, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
report of examination and survey of channel from Case Sound 
to Newport River, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 546), was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 

discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 19164) 

nting a pension to William B. Pollard, and the same was ré- 
red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20847) to con- 
struct a dam across White River at or near Cotter, Ark.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 20348) to make Fargo, 
N. Dak., a subport of entry in the customs collection district of 
North and South Dakota, and extending the privileges of the 
seventh section of the act of June 10, 1880, thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 20349) to amend section 3 of an 
act entitled “An act in reference to the expatriation of citizens 


and their protection abroad,” approved March 2, 1907; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 20350) to incorporate the Col- 
ored Association of Railway Employees; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOLSTHAD: A bill (H. R. 20351) to prevent over- 
capitalization and consolidation of interstate carriers; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20352) to incorporate 
the Brotherhood of North American Indians; to the Committ 
on Indian Affairs. ` 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 20353) appropriating money to 
enable the Commissioner General of Immigration to gather in- 
formation regarding the resources, products, etc., of the States 
and Territories, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. - 

_ By Mr. WATKINS: Resolution (H. Res. 415) calling for cer- 
tain memoranda, correspondence, and statements from the Sec- 
retary of War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Resolution (H. Res. 416) to provide 
for an investigation of the Anthracite Coal Trust; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 243) for the 
proposed purchase of the estate of Mount Vernon by the Na- 
tional Government; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOTT: A memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of New York, in favor of the militia-pay bill; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVY: A memorial from the Legislature of the State 
of New York, in favor of the militia-pay bill; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A memorial from the Legislature of New 
York, in favor of the militia-pay bill; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 20854) granting a pension to 
Jonas Siegrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 20355) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Ann Williams; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20356) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20357) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Pearson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20858) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha W. Case; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20359) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias G. Stockman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20360) granting an increase of pension to 
Dillon Ames; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 20361) granting an increase 
of pension to Josiah Garrison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20362) granting a pension to Catherine 
Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20863) granting an increase of pension to 
Aminda Space; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20364) granting 
a pension to Christine March; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20365) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Musbach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALLAWAY: A bill (H. R. 20366) for the relief of 
heirs of James Carnes; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20367) for the relief of the 
heirs of M. O. Coker, deceased; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20368) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary E. Rogers, formerly Mrs. Arrowsmith; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20369) for the relief of heirs of David C. 
Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20370) for the relief of 
Martha Sarah Ann Mahanay, widow, and heirs of Benjamin 
Morgan Mahanay, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20371) for the relief of 
Joseph N. Ross; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20372) for the relief of Reu- 
ben V. Spruell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20373) for the relief of John 
Rogers; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20374) for the relief of Ten- 
nessee J. Spiller; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 20375) for the relief of Wil- 
liam F. McGee; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 20376) granting a pension 
to Lorena Hook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 20377) for the 
relief of Ynchausti & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 20878) for the relief of 
Stephen Arnold Ritchey; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20379) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Holland; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20380) granting 
a pension to Joseph Brauchman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 20881) granting a pension 
to Mary. C. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 20382) granting an 
increase of pension to Nathan Long; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20383) granting an in- 
crease of pension to J. B. Barlow; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20384) granting an 
increase of pension to Rufus W. McMaster; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20385) 
to reimburse Charles S. Jackson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A Dill (H. R. 20886) for the relief of Dr. 
J. L. Vinyard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 20387) for the relief of 
estate of Abner Ogles, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 20388) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to recognize John M. Pearson as having been a 
member of Company F, Fifty-second Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Volunteer Infantry, Civil War; to the Committee on 
Milftary Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 20389) 
for the relief of the Alaska Commercial Co., a corporation, for 
money paid to teachers in and supplies furnished to the public 
schools at Kodiak, Alaska; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 20390) granting a pension to 
James D. Setliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 20391), granting a pension to 
Mary Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20392) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elhanan Wright; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20893) granting a pension to Emily Sparks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20894) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Beatty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 20395) granting a pension to 
Bertha Brenock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 20396) granting an increase of 
pension to William A. Yantis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20397) for the 
relief of Elsie J. Angier and others, allottees of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee Tribe, for logs cut by them on their allotments and 
wrongfully taken from them by the United States of America ; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 20398) granting an increase 
of pension to William Geary; to the Committee on Invalid 
Fensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20309) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Strunk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20400) for the relief of Philip D. Con- 
nelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20401) granting a pension to John H. Me- 
Carty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 20402) granting a pension to 
Harry Bernard Tayler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20403) for the relief of Milton S. Cabell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20404) granting a pension to William 
Cousins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 20405) for 
the relief of the heirs or estate of Eliza M. Parrott, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A biH (H. R. 20406) granting a pension to 
James L. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20407) for 
the relief of heirs or estate of John Mills, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 20408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William E. Thompson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20409) granting a pension to Mrs. T. J. 
Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20410) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Greenleaf; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 20411) for the 
relief of William M. O'Keefe; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 20412) granting a pension to 
Daniel Driscoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 20413) granting an increase 
of pension to Thornton Harris; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 20414) granting an increase of 
pension to Ruben V. Lott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 20415) granting 
an increase of pension to Warren Cowing; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20416) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of Edward K. 
Lilikalani, regarding claim to the Crown lands of Hawaii; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petitions of citizens of Glens Falls, 
N. Y., asking that duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bills for the re- 
lief of Archibald Miller and Mary Ann Williams; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Lycoming Branch, German-Amer- 
ican Alliance, of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating against pro- 
hibition or interstate liquor measures; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ~ 

Also, petition of Andrews Land Co., of Erie, Pa., protesting 
against proposed legislation requiring a licensed man for boats 
less than 65 feet long; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hazleton, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lycoming Branch, German-American Alli- 
ance, of Williamsport, Pa., protesting against prohibition or in- 
terstate liquor measures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Board of Missions, for reimburse- 
ment of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Tribe 54, Improved Order of 
Red Men, praying for the passage of House bill 16313; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of Bellefourche 
(S. Dak.) Commercial Club, in favor of Senate bill 4285; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of Valley Springs, S. Dak., for 
passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against any change in the 
present administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of the State of Arkan- 
sas, for passage of old-age pension legislation; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: Petitions of citizens of Brown 
and Jennings Counties, Ind., for reduction of duty on sugar; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Batesville, Greensburg, Law- 
renceburg, Morris, New Point, and Sunman, Ind., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Westport, Ind., in favor of a bill 
for the erection of an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the International Dry-Farming 
Congress, in fayor of the Page bill, pending in the Senate; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of members of Improved Order of Red Men of 
the nineteenth congressional district of New York, for an Amer- 
ican Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. ©.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. > 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Woman’s Board of Missions, for 
reimbursement for the Ellen M, Stone ransom; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. S 
By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany House 
bill 17744; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petitions of Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Morrisville and Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Richford, Vt., for an effective interstate liquor law; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Blaine County, 
Idaho, against House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday 
in post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions 
of Council and Sandpoint, Idaho, for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Tahoe and Kooskia, Idaho, in 
favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ‘ 

Also, petition of A. H. Krulish and 4 others, of Meridian, 
Idaho, in favor of Senate bill 2117, promoting the efficiency of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Burke (Idaho) Miners’ Union, No. 10, West- 
ern Federation of Miners, in favor of House bill 5970; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the International Dry-Farming 
Congress, for Federal aid for rural education and agricultural 
extension, etc.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Rivers and Harbors Congress of 
the United States, Chicago (III.) Branch, favoring the passage 
of a waterway bill; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Society of the Army of the Tennessee, by 
G. M. Dodge, president, favoring the passage of the Foster bill 
(H. R. 19401) for a memorial to Gen. O. O. Howard, to be 
erected in Washington; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of R. A. Wiseman, of Floresville, 
Tex., in favor of reduction of duty on raw and refined sugars; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Memorial of the Assembly of the 
State of New York, for compensation to State militiamen; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Alfred M. Best, New York State Associa- 
tion of Hardware Jobbers, and Sibley, Lindsay & Curr Co., for 
1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of New York State Senate, for certain amend- 
ment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Board of Missions, for reimburse- 
ment of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, petition of the Broadway Board of Trade, protesting 
against proposed abandonment of the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the New York Society for the Prevention of 
Cruéity to Children, protesting against passage of Senate bill 
252; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: Papers to accompany 
Pie the relief of Charles S. Jackson; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Henry A. Potter and 10 
others, of Blue Earth, Minn., favoring House bill 14, to estab- 
lish a general parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petitions of Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Van Ormer, 
Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lycoming Branch, German-American Alliance, 
of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating against prohibition or in- 
terstate liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and citizens of Saxton, Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petition of the Dayton (Ohio) Commer- 
cial Club, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the American Board of Com- 
missioners for Foreign Missions, asking that certain Americans 
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be reimbursed for money advanced to ransom Ellen M. Stone; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of the Norwich (Conn.) District Methodist 
Ministerial Association, in favor of retaining the legislation 
abolishing the canteen in the Army; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Legislative League of New York, in favor 
of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Johnstown League of German-American 
Alliance of Johnstown, Pa.; of the German-American Alliance 
of Bristol, Pa.; of the German-American Alliance of Danbury, 
Conn.; and of the German-American State Alliance of Kentucky, 
against any legislation controlling interstate shipments of in- 
toxicating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Stanhope, N. J., and the West 
Side Presbyterian Church, of Englewood, N. J., for the passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Sabbath School Association 
of Indiana County, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Petition of 68 citizens of Grayson, Ky., 
for the passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judici.ry. 

Also, petition of citizens of tenth congressional district of 
Kentucky, in favor of reduction of duty on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of members of the Improved Order of Red Men 
of Lowmansville, Ky., for the erection of an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of citizens of Superior, Wis., in 
favor of House bill 16450; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Memorial of Congress Club of Kings 
County, N. Y., for free passage of American ships through the 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of New York State Assembly, for compensa- 
tion to State militiamen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Board of Missions of Boston, 
Mass., urging reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions adopted at the Sixth International Dry- 
Farming Congress held at Colorado Springs, Colo., in favor of 
the so-called Page bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Tenement House Committee of the 
Brooklyn (N. Y.) Bureau of Charities, for a Federal commission 
on industrial relations; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Armada, Mich., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of Fischer Bros., 
of Fort Pierre, 8. Dak., in favor of reduction of duty on raw 
and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hermosa, S. Dak., in favor of 
House bil] 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of A. D. Deilurt, of Evans Mills, 
N. Y., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of citizens of Giles County, 
Tenn., for.an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Grange No, 1415, Patrons of 
Husbandry, urging amendments to the oleomargarine laws; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, for 
passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Papers to agcompany bill to grant a pen- 
sion to Howard Bernard; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ` 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Mellen S. 
Cabell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of citizens of the State of Massa- 
chusetts for passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Ruben V. Lott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 13000, granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel A. Moore; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, petition of O. C. Chambers and 12 other citizens of 
Galena, Ohio, asking for the enactment into law of House bill 
14, providing for a general parcel-post service; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of Broad Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Trenton; Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Frenchtown; and Presbyterian Church of Fleming- 
ton, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Sherman 
County, Kans., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jewell County, Kans., for an 
effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of J. B. Chapman and 
other citizens of Henderson County, Tex., in favor of parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, February 19, 1912. , 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 
and approved. 


HOME FOR THE AGED AND INFIRM (S. DOC. NO. 332). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the president of the Board of Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia submitting an estimate of appropriation of 
$6,000 as additional to the appropriation of $20,000 for extension 
of the colored men’s ward and dining room for the Home for the 
Aged and Infirm in the District of Columbia, which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (S, DOC. NO. 335). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of the 14th instant, a 
statement prepared by the assessor of the District of Columbia 
showing the total assessed valuation of the property owned by 
each of the street and steam railway companies of the District 
of Columbia and the amount of taxes paid thereon by each of 
these companies for the fiscal year 1911, etc., which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


THE CLASSIFIED CIVIL SERVICE (S. DOC. NO. $33). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the United States Civil Service Com- 
mission, acknowledging receipt of Senate resolution 220, relative 
to the number of persons in the classified service of the United 
States who were admitted upon examination and the number 
who were admitted by Executive proclamation or otherwise than 
by examination, which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court: of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law filed by the court in the following causes: 

Mary Tassin, widow of Augustus G. Tassin, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No, 314) ; 

Catherine Tully, executrix of the estate of Redmund Tully, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 315); 

Alexander Logan Morton v. United States (S. Doc. No. 
816) ; 

John A. Baker, administrator of the estate of William J. 

Twining, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 319); 

The American Security & Trust Co., executor of the estate 
of Thomas Crook Sullivan, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. 
No. 337); 

Edward H. Peaslee and Edmund P. Kendrick, executors of 
the estate of Henry L. Kendrick, deceased, v. United States 
(S. Doc. No. 313); 

William M. Graham, sr., administrator of the estate of 
veda) Montrose Graham, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. 

0. ; 

James M. Seawell, administrator of the estate of Washington 
Seawell, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 321); 


Elizabeth B. Hughes, executrix of the estate of William 
Burton Hughes, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No, 322); 

Annie H. Eastman, administratrix of the estate of Seth 
Eastman, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 323); 

Katharine Du B. Beale, administratrix of the estate of 
Sorin S. Carroll, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc: No. 

Lincoln H. Newcomb, administrator de bonis non cum testa- 
mento annexo of the estate of Henry Prince, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 317); 

Cornelia M. Mason, widow of John Sanford Mason, deceased, 
v. United States (S. Doc. No. 318); 

John Henry Edson u. United States (S. Doc. No. 331); 

Mary Tooker Best, executrix of the estate of Clermont Liv- 
ingston Best, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 330); 

Sidney M. Goshorn v. United States (S. Doc. No. 329); 

Emily Hargrave, widow of Lemuel R. Hargrave, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 328); 

Francis A. Norvell v. United States (S. Doc. No. 327); 

Fanny G. Pomeroy, widow of Willis B. Pomeroy, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 326) ; 

The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of 
Red Bone, Miss., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 336); and 

Mingo Peters v. United States (S. Doc. No. 325). 

The foregoing findings, with the accompanying papers, were 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
ore bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 

enate : à 

II. R. 18956. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1913, and for 
other purposes; and 

II. R. 19115. An act making appropriation for payment of cer- 
tain claims in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims, 
reported under the provisions of acts approved March 8, 1883, 
and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and 
the Tucker Acts. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. } 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Minis- 
terial Association of Cumberland, Md., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the_table. 

è also presented a resolution adopted by the American His- 
torical Association, favoring an appropriation for the erection 
of a central depository for the national archives, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of General Henry B. Banning 
Camp, Sons of Veterans, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, praying for 
the enactment of legislation increasing pensions, which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Judsonia, 
Ark., remonstrating against the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of 181 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the proposed 
abandonment of the Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospi- 
tal, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of J. D. Bloodgood, commander 
elect, Department of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic; 
of members of the Grand Army of the Republic; of the Soldiers’ 
and Sailors’ Alliance; of the Garfield Citizens’ Association: of 
the Hillsdale Citizens’ Association; of the United States His- 
torical Society; of the Anacostia Citizens’ Association: of the 
Congress Heights Public Improvement Association; of the East 
Washington Heights Citizens’ Association; and of the Randle 
Highlands Citizens’ Association, all in the District of Columbia; 
and of the Suitland Improvement Association, of Prince Georges 
County, Md., praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
chase of Fort Davis and Fort Du Pont for park purposes, which 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Epping, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the City Council of Ports- 
mouth, N. II., praying that an appropriation be made to provide 
for the survey of the Piscataqua River and Portsmouth Harbor, 
in that State, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
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He also presented a petition of members of the Central Labor 
Union of the District of Columbia, praying for the passage of 
the so-called loan-shark bill as originally introduced in the 
House of Representatives, which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorials of Walter F. Duffy and 
E. H. Sturtevant, of Franklin, N. H., remonstrating against a 
reduction of the duty on latch needles, which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of Chris C. Dawson, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the selling of stocks and bonds in the District 
of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Petworth Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appropria- 
tion be made for the erection of a school building in the subdi- 
vision of Park View, in the District of Columbia, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Takoma Park Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for an extension of the public-school building 
at Takoma Park, in the District of Columbia, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Association of 
Takoma Park, in the District of Columbia, remonstrating 
against excluding children residing in Maryland from the priv- 
ileges of the public school of Takoma Park, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Prairie View and Lake Zurich, in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond 
its present limitations, which were referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor As- 
sembly of Aurora, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the restoration to the Federal civil-service em- 
ployees of their inherent rights as citizens, which was referred 
to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen and Assist- 
ants’ Union No. 161, of Decatur, III., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for an increase in the pay of pressmen 
in the Government Printing Office, which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois Manufacturers’ 
Association, praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion of Springfield, III., and a petition of the Merchants and 
Business Men's Association, of Rockford, III., praying for the 
repeal of the oleomargarine law, which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, of Chi- 
cago, III., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day 
pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Long Point, III., and a petition of the Do- 
mestic Science Club of Greenville, IN., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the anticanteen law, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Peoria County Grange, No, 33, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria, Ill, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Cen- 
tenary Methodist Church, of Chicago, and the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Manito, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Irving, all in the State of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 16, 
of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to bet- 
ter the condition of American seamen, which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Cen- 
tennry Methodist Church, of Chicago, III., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the transmission of race 
gambling odds and bets, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES. I present a telegram containing resolutions 
adopted by the Northwest Mining Convention February 16, 
1912, which I ask may be read and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


Telegram. 
Senator WESLEY L. Jones, ; 1 
Washington, D. 0.: 


Whereas the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United 
States has passed a measure known as the Underwood bill, materially 
reducing the duty on foreign lead and zine ores and lead and zine 
bullion, ete, 3 Into this country; and 

Whereas if aforesaid bill becomes a law it will seriously affect the 
industry of these metals in this country by pitting the extraordinarily 
cheap mining labor of Spain and Mexico against the well-paid mining 
labor of the United States, thereby not only threatening the lead and 
zine industry as a whole with a period of inactivity, but depriving 
thousands of miners of employment, menacing entire communities now 
contented and happy with stagnation and disruption, Gestroying local 
transportation systems, propery values, and menacing schools and 
churches, sping off the demand for machinery and supplies, and invit- 
ing = ve spirit of want for the necessaries of life and home: There- 
0 

Resolved, That the Northwest Mining Convention, representing the 
States of ‘Washington, oromon: Montana, Idaho, Galifornia, Arizona, 
and Utah, duly assembled in SpORaDS, State of Washington, on the 
16th aay of February, 1912, mos ee protests without reserve 
to the United States Senate against the parengs of the so-called Under- 
wood bill or any other bill haying for its purpose a reduction of the 
existing tariff on lead or zine ores or lead and zine bullion, ete.; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That we urge our Representatives and Senators in Congress 
to do their utmost to defeat the proposed tariff legislation in regard to 
lead and zinc as a vital necessity for the preservation of these indus- 
tries and the homes and employment of many thousands of miners and 


incidental laborers; further 


Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be wired to the respective 
Senators and Representatives of the States in this convention assembled. 

Adopted February 16 by Northwest Mining Convention. 
W. W. GIFFORD, Secretary. ` 


Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of North Providence, Warren, Wes- 
terly, Providence, and Warwick, all in the State of Rhode 
Island, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to preyent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Council of Ad- 
ministration, Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Providence, R. I., indorsing the views ex- 
pressed by the pension committee of the National Encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic at the hearing before the 
Committee on Pensions on January 22, 1912, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion of Pawtucket, R. I., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to permit vessels engaged in domestic commerce between 
ports of the United States to pass free through the Panama 
Canal, if such permission can be granted without violation of 
treaty stipulations, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interoceanic Canals, 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Rocky Springs, Miss., pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws-by outside dealers, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of members of the city 
council of Brooksville, Fla., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to increase the facilities for handling the business and 
mail at the post office at Brooksville, Fla., which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Southeastern Union 
Conference of the Seventh-day Adventists, held at Atlanta, Ga., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation compelling 
the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of 
Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memoria! of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Key West, Fla., remonstrating against the proposed abolish- 
ment of the Reyenue-Cutter Service, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. } 

He also presented a petition of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, of Jacksonville, Fla., praying that an appropria- 
tion of $25,000 be made for the establishment of a suitable 
reservation in the State of Florida for the use of the Seminole 
Indians, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Grand Ridge 
and Fort Myers, in the State of Florida, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, 
Fla., praying for the adoption of a 1-cent postage rate on 
letters, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of McGregor, Tex., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 


1912. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of the eleventh assembly district, of New York, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbi- 
tration between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Ne- 
_ braska National Guard, residents of Schuyler and Osceola, in 
the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the pay of the Organized Militia, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lindsay, 
Friend, Lawrence, Sutton, and Stanton, all in the State of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
` He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ford, 
Nebr., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
pear was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

Mr. KERN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Frank- 
ford, New Marion, Fulton, and Lafayette, all in the State of 
Indiana, remonstrating against the extensiom of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of West Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the en- 
actment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Outlook Club, 
of Westfield, Ind., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRYAN presented a petition of members of the City 
Council! of Brooksville, Fla., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to increase the facilities for handling the business and 
mail at the post office at Brooksville, Fla., which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Daytona, 
Cedar Springs, Jacksonville, Okahumpka, Palatka, Eustis, Live 
Oak, Liberty County, Branford, Danin, Bradentown, Apopka, 
Largo, Manatee, Oneco, Fort Ogden, Lakeland, Plant City, 
Winter Haven, Ellenton, and Sutherland, all in the State of 
Florida, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented petitions of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Bloomsburg, Dema- 
rest, Union Chapel (Dover), Mount Holly, Frenchtown, Mana- 
hawken, Mendham, Middlesex, Hawthorne, Haddonfield, Bergen 
Point, Atlantic City, South Orange, Milltown, Perth Amboy, 
Rahway, Barnesboro, Westville, Newton, Irvington, Montclair, 
Clinton, Passaic, Sayreville, Camden, Paterson, Morristown; 
Flemington, Delaware, Newark, Roselle, Jersey City, Union 
County, Plainfield, Oak Ridge, West Hoboken, Elizabeth, 
Andover, Midland Park, town of Pensauken, Franklin Fur- 
nace, Newark Young People’s Branch, Windsor, Orange, and 
Matawan; of the Presbyterian Church of Sayreville; the Wat- 
sessing Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bloomfield; the Metho- 
dist Church of Demarest; the Congregational Church of Ha- 
worth; the First Baptist Church of Summit; the Calyary Bap- 
tist Church, of East Orange; the North Clinton Baptist Church, 
of East Orange; the Methodist Episcopal Church of South 
River; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flemington; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Frenchtown; the Presbyterian 
Church of Frenchtown; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Succasunna; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge; 
the Congregational Church of Manahawken and Cedar Run 
charge; the Village Improvement Association of Ramsey; the 
Baptist Church of Piscataway; the Baptist Church of Net- 
cong; the Methodist Protestant Church of South Amboy; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Englewood; the official board, 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hawthorne; the Ladies’ Aid 
Society, Methodist Episcopal’ Church, of Hawthorne; the Re- 
formed Church of Orange; the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Roselle Park; the Central Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Atlantic City; citizens of Atlantic City; the West- 
minster Presbyterian Church, of Atlantic City; the Chelsea 

~ Presbyterian Church, of Atlantic City; the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Atlantic City; the Palisade Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Jersey City; the Trinity Methodist Prot- 
estant Church, of Atlantic City; the First Presbyterian Church 
of Bridgeton; the Presbyterian Church of Lambertville; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Milltown; the Baptist Church 
of Lambertville; the Methodist Episcopal Chureh of Perth 
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Amboy; the First Baptist Church of Newton; the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Pitman; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of South Amboy; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Irving- 
ton; the First Christian Church of Irvington; the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Washington; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of South Westville; the Newbold and Westville Baptist 
Church, of Newbold; the First Methodist Protestant Church of 
Westville; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newton; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Stanhope; the Chester Prepara- 
tive Meeting of Friends, of Moorestown; the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Sayreville; the Summit Avenne Baptist 
Church, of Jersey City; the Park Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Elizabeth; the Clinton Methodist Episcopal Church, of Clin- 
ton; the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Vineland; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Andover; the First Baptist 
Church of Morristown; the Presbyterian Church of Andover; 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Westfield; the Presby- 
terian Church of Claremont; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Ridgefield Park; the Methodist Protestant Church of Barns- 
boro; the Presbyterian- Church of South Amboy; the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Arlington; the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Morristown; the Congregational Church of 
Woodbridge; the West Side Presbyterian Church, of Engle- 
wood; and the Presbyterian Church of Flemington, all of the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of 140 machinists and other 
citizens of Plainfield and Dunellen, in the State of New Jersey, 
remonstrating against placing printing presses and machine 
tools on the free list, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of sundry members of the 
Turnverein of South Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, unless amended as 
reported by the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Riley Club, of 
Alexandria, Ind., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 51, Interna- 
tional Union of Steam Engineers, of Indianapolis, Ind., and a 
petition of Local Union No. 153, International Union of the 
United Brewery Workmen of America, of Evansville, Ind., 
praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Albion, 
Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com- 
pelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Local Socialist 
Party, of Union City, Ind., and a petition of sundry citizens of 
Buffalo, Monticello, and Pulaski, Ind., praying for the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Jasper Packard Post, No. 589, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of La 
Fayette, Ind., and petitions of sundry veterans of the Civil War, 
residents of Jamestown and Dunkirk, Ind., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension bill, which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of West Terre Haute and Dunreith, in the State 
of Indiana, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Germania Sing- 
ing Society, of Logansport, Ind., and a memorial of members 
of the German Verein of La Fayette, Ind., remonstrating against 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Blissfield, Climax, Cass City, Linden, Constantine, Perry, Pick- 
ford; of the Central Epworth League, of Lansing; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Carleton; and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Pickford, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Arthur Odell, member of the 
Michigan House of Representatives from Allegan County; of 
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the Seville and Sumner Farmers’ Club, of Elwell; of Local 
Grange No. 1167, of Strongville; of Berrien Center Grange, No. 
14, Patrons of Husbandry; and of sundry citizens of Portland, 
Lawrence, Hartford, Williamston, Allegan, and Grand Rapids, 
all in the State of Michigan, praying for the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which were referred ta the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of William R. Fox, of Kala- 
mazeo, Mich., and the petition of Homer L. Boyle, of Lansing, 
Mich., praying for the ratification of the proposed arbitration 
treaties between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry business men of Hart- 
ford, Mich., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Reads. 

He also presented petitions of the trustees of the village of 
St, Charles and of sundry citizens of Portland and Cass City, 
all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the free delivery of mail matter in towns 
having a population of 1,000 inhabitants and over, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry ex-Union soldiers, resi- 
dents of Ionia, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 
dollar-a-day pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 199, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, of Jackson, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Coun- 
cil of Houghton, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the restoration to Federal eivil-service employees 
their inherent rights as citizens, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. s 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Britton, S. Dak., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of General Godfrey Weitzel 
Post, No. 96, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of South 
Dakota, of Clark, S. Dak., remonstrating against the incorpora- 
tion of the Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Yankton, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the South Dakota Retail Mer- 
chants and Hardware Dealers’ Association, praying for the 
adoption of a 1-cent postage, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wentworth, 
S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. ; 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Breckenridge, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest 
in the District of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mitchell, 
S. Dak., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Valley 
Springs, S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of South 
Dakota, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Oakland Board of 
Trade, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for a reduction of the duty 
on raw and refined sugars, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of Local Granges No. 1420, of 
Kylers Corners; No. 772, of Spruce Hill; No. 1415, of Tanners- 
ville; No. 1418, of Barnesville; and No. 1447, of Lakeville, all 
of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the oleomar- 
garine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Friendship Park Methodist Episcopal Church, the Fourth Aye- 


nue Presbyterian Church, the Mount Washington Methodist 
Protestant Church, all of Pittsburgh; of the First Baptist 
Church and the First Presbyterian Church, of McKeesport; and 
the Rocky Grove Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Franklin; 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Pittsburgh, Sax- 
ton, and Duquesne; of District No. 7, Sunday School Associa- 
tion, of Indiana County; of the Woman's Missionary Society of 
the Third United Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburgh; of the 
Men’s Bible Class of the First Baptist Church, of West Newton; 
of the South Hills Civie Club, of Pittsburgh; and of sundry citi- 
zens of Sharon and South Sharon, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against placing a duty on 
yarnish and china-wood oil, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oakland 
and San Francisco, in the State of California, praying for the 
enactment of legislation for the improyement of Yosemite 
Park, in that State, which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Santa Rosa, 
Morgan Hill, and Campbell, all in the State of California, 
praying for the enactmeut of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the navigation of navigable streams, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Los Ange- 
les and San Francisco, in the State of California, remonstrating 
against a reduction of the duty on machine tools, which werg 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation giving the 
right of petitioning Congress to employees of the Railway 
Mail Service, which was referred to the Committee on Ciyil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Merced County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the control of the flood waters of the Sacramento 
and San Joaquin Rivers, in that State, which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 807, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Napa, Cal., praying for the extension of the 
so-called parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Blue 
Earth, Minn., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 1, Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, unless amended 
as reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, and unless 
a similar treaty is ratified with Germany, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented memorials of Local 
Council No. 116, United Commercial Travelers of America, of 
Hillsdale, and sundry citizens of Alger and Itha, all in the 
State of Michigan, remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry granges, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Rosedale and Herbert; and of sundry citizens of 
Muir, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the establishment 
of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Woman's 
Literary Club of Plymouth; the Woman's Club of Alma; the 
Penelopean Club, of Cadillac; the Ladies’ Literary Club of Grand 
Rapids; and of the Current Events Club, of Plainwell, all in 
the State of Michigan, praying for the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, which were referred to the Committee- 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Otsego, 
Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com» 
pelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in post 
offices, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 
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He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Denyer 
Center, Otsego, Battle Creek, and Sand Lake, all in the State of 
Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Lodge No. 10, Amalga- 
mated Glass Workers’ International Association of America, of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the proposed abol- 
ishment of the hand-roller process in the manufacture of paper 
currency, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wayland, 
Mich., preying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquor into prohibition 
districts, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Cumberland, Md., praying for the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaties of arbitration between the United States. Great 
Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memoral of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Finksburg, Md., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bloomington, Wis., pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of Stato liquor laws by outside dealers, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 5969, Ameri- 
ean Society of Equity, of Catawba, Wis., praying for the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Federated Trades Ceuncil 
of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill, which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State Board of 
Agriculture, in convention at Madison, Wis., favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the establishment of agricul- 
tural extension departments in the several States, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of members of the St. John de 
Creveceur Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of 
St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying -for the establishment of a chil- 
dren's bureau in the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oak- 
hill, Kans., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices ànd Post Roads. 

Mr, SIMMONS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Hamlet, N. C., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Urbana, Ohio, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia presented a joint resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of Virginia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


A joint resolution relating to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service, 


Resolved by the house of delegates (the senate concurring), That— 
Whereas the United States Government, pursuant to the request of 
the State of Virginia, has established a quarantine station for the 
Chesapeake Bay ports, with a view to protecting the State at large 
and especially the cities of Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Newport News; and 
Whereas the Commonwealth of Virginia has demonstrated its confi- 
dence in the Federal Government through the action of the governor in 
abrogating the Newport News and Elizabeth River quarantine; and 
Whereas the widespread prevalance of the Asiatic cholera in southern 
dae the constant spread of the bubonic plague, and the rapid 
h of commerce between Virginia ports and ports infected with 
hese diseases have rendered the present equipment of the United States 
quarantine station in Virginia inadequate; and 
Whereas the opening of the Panama Canal, in the judgment of the 
poan assembly, will result in greatly increased commerce to Hampton 
oads, with a resulting necessity for a larger and more efficient quar- 
antine and inspection service: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of Virginia in the 
Congress of the United States be, and they are hereby, severally re- 
quested to use their efforts toward securing from the Federal Govern- 
ment an adequate I ake od poy ey for the immediate construction of an 
efficient boarding an isinfecting plant for the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service in Virginia; be it 
Resolved further, That the general assembly hereby heartily indorses 
and requests the cooperation of the Virginia Representatives in the 
Co of the United States in securing the passage of Senate bill 
2117, of which the Hon. Tomas S. MARTIN is patron, entitled “A bill 
to promote the efficiency of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service, 


Resolved, That the clerk of the house of delegates and the clerk of 
the Senate be directed to forthwith certify copies of this joint resolution 
to each of the Senators and Representatives from Virginia in the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Agreed to by the house of delegates February 9, 1912. 

Joun W. WILLIAMS, 
Clerk House of Delegates. 


Agreed to by the senate February 9, 1912. 
M. B. BOOKER, 
Clerk of the Senate. 
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia presented an affidavit in support of 
the bill (S. 4519) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
P. Percy, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (8. 
3661) granting a pension to Walter S. Buchanan, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 318. A bill to provide for the acquisition of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Newcastle, Wyo. (Rept. 
No. 366); and 

S. 4493. A bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Thermopolis, in the 
State of Wyoming (Rept. No. 367). 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 406) to provide for 
the, purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Vermilion, in the State of South Dakota, reported 
it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 368) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 407) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Madison, S. Dak., reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 369) thereon. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 954) to pro- 
vide for the acquisition of a site on which to erect a public 
building at Gilmer, Tex., reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 3831) to provide for the purchase_of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Denton, Tex., reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 4042) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at New Braunfels, Tex., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 1175) to authorize 
the purchase of a site and erection of a public building at 
Astoria, Oreg., reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 370) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 1712) to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a public building thereon at Oregon City, Oreg., 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 371) 
thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 4572): to designate Walhalla, 
Neche, and St. John, in the State of North Dakota, subports 
of entry, and to extend the privileges of the first section of the 
act of Congress approved June 10, 1880, to said subports, re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 372) 
thereon. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4004) to authorize the use of the 
funds of certain Northern Cheyenne Indians, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 373) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 4488) to authorize the setting aside of a tract of land 
for a school site and school farm on the Yuma Indian Reserya- 
tion, in the State of California, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 374) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4999) for the relief of Francis M. 
Malone, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 875) thereon. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. JONES. On behalf of a minority of the members of the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections I desire to submit the 
views of the minority in the case involving the title to the seat 
of IsAAc STEPHENSON as a Senator from the State of Wiscon- 
sin. I ask that the views of the minority may be printed in 
the Recorp, and also that the same number of copies may be 
printed of the views as were ordered printed of the majority 
report. 

Mr, OVERMAN. Let it be read. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
presents the views of the minority from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections and asks that they be printed in the 
Recorp and as a document. Is there ‘objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. JONES. In connection therewith I desire to submit the 
following resolution, to be printed and lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 223), as follows: 

Resolved, That Isaac STEPHENSON was not duly and legally elected 
to a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to hear the report read, if 
it is not too long. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
desires to have the resolution printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that it be printed and lie on the table. 

4 tonalite PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
e made. 

Mr. OVERMAN. If the report is not too long, I should like 
to have it read. I will ask the Senator if it is a very long 
report. ` 
Mr. JONES. The report is tolerably long, considering the 
extracts from the testimony. Outside of that the report is not 
very long. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire what 
was the final action taken upon the minority report offered by 
the Senator from Washiagton. It seemed rather indefinite in 
my mind as to just What happened to it. 

Mr. JONES. It was presented, and the request was made that 
it be printed in the Record, and also that an equal number of 
copies be printed as a document as were printed of the majority 
report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Printed as a Senate document? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I suppose so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair imagines as part 2 of 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is where the embarrassment arose. It 
did not come in as was suggested last week. It was necessary 
to go forward with the printing of the testimony with the other 
papers that accompanied it, because otherwise if we had held 
them over it would have taken two or three days’ extra 
time to print them. I merely want to call the attention of 
Senators to it. The minority report came in so late that we 
could not, in justice to the public business, hold back the 
printing of the testimony. That is the reason why this will 
come in now just as n minority report, as in the former case. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. It will come in as part 2, separately 
printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was not designated as part 2 in the for- 
mer case. It was simply the minority report that was made 
in the ease that we considered before. It was merely a sepa- 
rate document. I do not want to have to reopen the index and 
hold it up. 

Mr. JONES. That I do not desire. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I want a candid understanding about it. 

Mr. JONES. We put in the report just as quickly as we 
could prepare it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

The views of the minority (S. Rept. 349, pt. 2), submitted by 
Mr. Jones, are as follows: 

CHARGES RELATIVE TO THE ELECTION op Isaac STEPHENSON. 


Mr. Jones (for himself, Mr. CLAPP, Mr. KENYON, Mr. KERN, and Mr. 
Lea), from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submitted the 
following views of the minority to accompany Senate resolution 136: 

In the primary election at which Mr. STEPHENSON was nominated for 


Senator pursuant te the Wisconsin law, the can expended the 
following sums: 

Neal Brown 1. 075. 87 
Francis E. MeGovern A . 88 
William H. Hatten — 26,413.00 
S. A. Cook 42. 293. 29 
Senator STEPHENSON — — 107, 793. 05 


In all, about $225,000 on the part of candidates for the Senate alone. 

Referring to these expenditures, the majority report * 

“The amount of money e by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
Hatton, and Mr, McGovern the primary campaign was so extrava- 
gant and the expenditures made by and on behalf of these gentlemen 
were made with such reckless disregard of propriety as to justify the 
sharpest criticism. Such expenditures were in violation of the funda- 
mental 2 underlying our m of Government, which contem- 
plated the selection of candidates by the electors and not the selection 
of electors by the candidate.” 

We concur in this statement, and it justifies us in opposing the con- 
clusion of the majority. How a seat in the Senate can secured “ in 
violation of the fundamental principles underlying our system of gov- 
ernment,” with the evidence showing the use of such a large sum of 
money, and not be tainted by corrupt methods and practices we are 
unable to comprehend. The question now arely before the Senate is 
whether or not methods and practices “in violation of the fundamental 
principles underlying our system of government” shall be denounced by 
our words and approved by our votes. 


The majority report also says: 
“Were a te for a State office in Wisconsin to conduct a cam- ` 
in the manner in which the aye Je of Mr. STEPHENSON and of 

n 


paign 
other men who sought election to the ted States Senate were eon- 
oe a . be very difficult to justify such conduct under the laws 

This statement we indorse. It warrants our opposition to the con- 
clusion of the majority. If it would be difficult to justify a campaign 
like this by a candidate for a State office, why is it not equally dificult 
to tify it on the part of Senator STEPHENSON? He was not eom- 
pa ed to go into the primary. He elected to do so, and he should be 
—— to the same degree of accountability as any other candidate in that 

rimary. -> 

If he used methods—and the majority says he did—that it would be 
difficult to justify in behalf of a State candidate, then it is equally diti- 
cult for the Senate to justify such conduct on the part of a candidate 
for a seat in this body and preserve its integrity and honor. In cur 
judgment it can not do it. 

ADMITTED. FACTS. 


The following may be taken as admitted facts in this case: Three 
men were selected as managers by Senator STEPHENSON; money was 
placed in their hands from time to time as called for to the amount 
of over $107,000; they were not asked how they expended it, ner for 
what purpose; no accounting was requested; they paid it out in various 
sums to different individuals in different wards, precincts, and counties: 

sums were paid to different individuals holding official positions, 

to individuals recognized to be leaders, and to others of prominence 

in different organizations; no directions were given to these men how 
the money should be expended; no reports were required and no knowl- 
edge obtained as to how they spent the money or for what purpose: 
men were hired for the ostensible purpose of going over the country 
talking STEPHENSON and creating Stephenson sentiment; men, whose 
occupations led them into different sections of the country, were paid 


large sums of money for talking for STEPHENSON on their travels i. 


men were paid three, five, and ten dollars per day to be at the polls 
on election day, or to haul veters to the polls; large sums were paid 
leaders in different wards and precincts to look after their wards and 
precincts ; hundreds of dollars were spent for treating to cigars, liquors, 
meals, ete.. ag much as $135 in one day by one man; money was paid 
to candidates for the legislature, at least three of whom were nomi- 
nated and elected; detailed expenditures were not kept; memoranda 
were destroyed; records and papers concerning the campaign were 
shifted from one place to another; mysterious methods and roundabout 
ways were employed; original records were destroyed; items and 
amounts were uped in such a way as to give no knowledge to the 
public except the amount of each cinss of expenditures; a banker acted 
as treasurer; no account was opened as is usually done by depositors ; 
remittances were received, private memordanda kept, cash disburse- 
ments of funds made, but no record was kept on the bank’s books, and 
when the committee of the general assembly started to Investigate local 
counsel for Mr. STEPHENSON had such records and correspondence as 
had not already been destroyed moved out of the State, for the pur- 
pose to keeping them beyond the jurisdiction of the general assembly. 

All this is admitted, and we feel that we have a right to assume from 
these admitted facts and actions that corrupt methods and practices 
were used in connection with said primary election. To hold otherwise 
is to establish a precedent that would authorize an expenditure of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars to debauch the electorate in order to secure 
a seat in this body. To do this is to notify the world that we are care- 
less as to whether or not sents in this body are to be bought and sold 
as so much merchandise to the man with the largest purse. To do so 
is to say to the man of millions enger for place, power, and honor, 
“Spend as much of your millions as you please to secure a seat bere 
and no question will be made if you claim it was expended within the 
law.” As was said by Senator Héar and Senator Frye in regard to the 
facts before them in the Payne case, No more fatal blow can be struck 
at the Senate or at the puny and permanence of the republican Govern- 
ment itself than the establishment of tbis precedent. 

The expenditure of such a sum of money at a primary election on 
behalf of one candidate in itself shocks the judgment and conscience of 
honest men genernily, and disbursed as disclosed by the record in this 
case is conclusive of corrupt methods and practices. 


Tue PRIMARY. 


The power to inquire into: the practices and methods employed in the 
rimary election is questioned. e majority in this case find that we 
Rete this wer, with that conclusion we agree. In this we are 
fully santa — by principle and precedent, and by the terms of the reso- 
lation under which the committee acted, which authorized and directed 
the committee “to investigate certain charges preferred by the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin against Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Wisconsin, and report to the Senate whether 
in the election of said Isaac STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United 
States from the said State of Wisconsin there were used corrupt 
methods and practices.” ‘The charges preferred by the Legislature of 
Wisconsin affected not only the election by the legislature itself, but 
also the primary election. 

It appears by the record that severn! candidates for the legislature 
announced during their candidacy that. if elected, they would vote for 
the candidate for Senator receiving the highest vote at the primary. If 
the primary choice was secured by corrupt methods and practices, would 
not the vote in the legislature secured thereby be corrupt, however in- 
nocent the member casting it? Several members of the legislature 
announced when they voted for STEPHENSON that they did so solely be- 
cause he was the . If the primary was carried by corrupt 
methods and practices, these votes were corrupt, though honestly cast, 
and if the Senate can not inqnire into such corrupt methods and prac- 
tices, then the power given to us to judge of elections of our Members 
is a mere shadow. That we have this power is in accord not only with 
reason and justice, but is sustained by precedent. 

The case of Mr. Caldwell, found at page 429, Senate Election Cases, 
is in point. In this case an arrangement was made by Mr. Cald- 
well with Thomas Carney under which Mr.. Carney agreed not to 
be a candidate for United States Senator before the Legislature of 
Kansas and should give his influence and support for Mr. Caldwell. 
Mr. Caldwell was to pay him $15.000. Mr. Carney was not a candi- 
date before the legislature and did use his influence to secure the 
election of Mr. Caldwell. Was such am arrangement corrupt? The 
committee said: 

“It was an attempt to buy the votes of the members of the legis- 
lature, not by bribing them directly, but through the manipulations of 
another. The purchase money was not to go to them, but to Mr. 
Carney, who was to sell and deliver them without their knowledge 
That Mr. Caldwell did procure the votes of members of the legislature, 
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friends of Mr. See! ignorant of the fact that Mr. Carney was mak- 
ing merchandise of his political character and influence and of their 
friendship for him, for which he was to receive a large sum of money, 
the evidence leaves no reasonable doubt. 

„Buying off opposing candidates, and in that way securing the votes 
of all or the most of their friends, is in effect buying the office. It 
recognizes candidacy for office as a merchantable commodity—a thing 
having a money value—and is as destructive to the purity and freedom 
of elections as the direct bribery of members of the legislature.” 

When candidates for the legislature announce that they will vote 

for the choice of the primary for Senator, then to buy or corrupt the 
pumary is to buy the member of the legislature; and if it was corrupt 
o buy off a candidate for the Senate and thereby secure the votes of 
his friends it is aiso corrupt to buy the primary and thereby secure 
the votes of those who announce that they will be controlled by the 
rimary; and if the Senate can go outside of the p ings of the 
egisinture and investigate corruption in preventing men from being 
candidates for the Senate before the legislature, then it can certainly 
investigate methods and proceedings in the primary. 

In the Payne case (Senate Election Cases, p. 711) three of the 
committee of seven say: 

“We, in our conclusion, made no distinction between the use of fraud, 
corruption, or bribery in a caucus vote or in the legislative vote for a 
Senator. Although a caucus, or what proceeds in it, has no constitu- 
tional or legal relation to the election of a Senator, yet, by the habit of 
3 parties, the stage of determination as to who is to be elected 

nator, and the influences, proper or improper, that produce that de- 
termination, is that which precedes and is concluded in the caucus. 
far as the question of personal delinquency or turpitude is concerned, 
no moral distinction should be made between corrupt proceedings in 
caucus and those in the legislature. How far any such distinction 
would need to be insisted oped in any case, on the question of unseating 
a Senator, where he himself was not affected with any personal miscon- 
duct or complicity with the misconduct of others, we have no occasion, 
in the immediate case or attitude of the subject, to consider or suggest.” 

Senators Hoar and Frye, in the same case, in their minority views at 
page 715, say: 

“If B. C, and D have promised to vote as A shall vote, if A be cor- 
rupted, four votes are gained by the process, although B, C, and D be 
innocent. In looking, therefore, to see whether an election by the legis- 
lature was procured or effected by bribery, it may be very important to 
discover whether that bribery procured the nomination of a caucus 
whose action a majority of the legislature were bound in honor to sup- 

ort.” 
x Joux W. STONE. 


John W, Stone was State game warden and had many deputies acting 
under him. Their position gave them an influence they would not haye 
as individuals, and their duties required them to travel over the State. 
It was desirable to have their active support. Senator STEPHENSON 
personally directed that $2.500 be turned over to Stone. This was done 
without any specific directions as to its use, and the money was distrib- 
uted over the State where and in the manner that it was thought would 
do the most good: While this action may not be a direct violation of 
the letter of any State law, in our judgment it was a corrupt practice. 


Extracts FROM TESTIMONY. 


We submit the following extracts from the testimony as illustrative 
of the methods and practices pursued in the distribution of this large 
sum of money for campaign purposes: 

PRIMARY—STEPHENSON WOULD FIX NO LIMIT, BUT SAID GO ON AND 

CONDUCT THE CAMPAIGN, ETC. 


Mr. Epxonps. In my talk with Senator STEPHENSON I wanted to 
learn from him the amount of money -he expected to expend. He 
seemed to think that too much money was being expended. I endeay- 
ored to have him fix an amount so that we would not exceed it. This 
he declined to do, and I endeavored to show him the difficulty of con- 
ducting a campaign without knowing how much I might be allowed to 
expend; but I was not able to get him to state, and he said to go on 
and conduct the campaign—*“ use your best ability in conducting it," 
‘and left it in that way. 7 

SENATOR STEPHENSON. 


Senator Pomrenenn. Did they advise you from time to time as to how 

my were expending this money? 
enator STEPHENSON. Not as a rule; no, sir. 

Senator POxERENE. Did you ask for any report from them from time 
to time as to how they were expending this money? 

Senator STEPHRNSON. No, sir. I had confidence in Mr. Edmonds and 
Mr. Puelicher and my bankers, and I have yet. 

Senator POMERENE. Referring to this letter of August 4, it was made 
mone SD you that to carry out Mr, Edmonds’s plan he needed more 
money 

Senator STEPHENSON. Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. Did you at that time take up with him the mat- 
ter as to the amount which you felt disposed to put into the campaign? 

Senator STEPHENSON. I can not say as to that. We telephone some. 
I think I was In the headquarters only twice, and not to exceed an hour 
altogether during the entire campaign. but 
about three times. 

Senator PoukRENE. In other words, we are to understand, then, that 
you left the entire management of this campaign to your campaign 
managers, and about all you did was to furnish the sinews of — 

Senator STEPHENSON. Yes. 


PAID TO STONE, GAME WARDEN, $2,500. 


The CHAIRMAN. We will pass that. Now, we come to another item, 
“Cash to J. W. Stone, $2,500." Who was Mr. Stone? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Stone was game warden of Wisconsin. 

The CHATRMAN. Did you know him personally before the payment of 
this $2.5007 

Mr. Epwonxps. Yes; I had met him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or at the time? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I had met him. 

The CHAIRMAN. You paid him the money, did you not, in cash? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Through my instructions. 

The CHatmmMan. Did you not pay it to him in cash yourself? 

Mr. Ebuoxbs. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who did? $ 

Mr. Epmonps. Mr. Sacket says he did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr, Sacket pua it in cash. Where did he get the 
cash? Did you give it to him 

Mr. Epmoxps. No; I did not have the cash. 

The CmatnMAN. Mr. Sacket had no cash in the campaign, did he? 


I was not in Milwauke 


Mr. Epuonps. Mr. Sacket could get the cashier's check from the bank. 
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The CHAIRMAN. He had to get it from you, or on your credit? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Sure; I told them to give it to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you did tell him to get it? 

Mr. Epmwonps. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us see if we can get at a candid statement of the 
occasion of the pima of this $2,500 to the State game warden. You 
know all about it, do you not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. About his getting the money: 

The CHAIRMAN. You know all the details of that game-warden propo- 
sition, do you not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter has been investigated in such a way as 
to fix it in your mind, has it not? 

Mr. Epmonps. It was not necessary, because I remembered the details. 

The CHAMAN. Remembered it all? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir; there were some things I did not remember, 
but some details I remember. 

The CHAIRMAN., I would hardly expect to receive a reply if you do 
not know in regard to Mr. Stone. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose was $2,500 paid to Mr. Stone? 

Mr. Epsonps. For the purpose of getting his assistance in helping 
to nominate Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN, What kind of assistance? 

Mr. Epmonps. Such kind as he could give, in his best judgment. 


STONE MONEY PAID UNDER AGREEMENT WITH STEPHENSON, 


Senator SUTHERLAND. When was it you gave Mr. Stone the $2,500, 
before or after this conversation? „ 

Mr. EDMONDS. After. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. After? 

Mr. EpmMonps. That ar think the same day, as I recall, 

Senator SUTHERLAND. How did you fix the amount of $2,500? 

Mr. Epmonps. My recollection is that either Senator STEPHENSON in- 
ghey ue or else Mr, Stone informed me that that was the amount to 

e pa m. 
nator SUTHERLAND. Which was it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I can not recall now. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Did you make the arrangement or did Mr. 
STEPHENSON make it? 

Mr. Epmonps. My present recollection is that Mr. STEPHENSON made 
the agreement with Mr. Stone; Mr. Stone had seen him. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. For the $2,500? 

Mr. EpMonps. But as to just how far that went I am not positive 
now. I do not want to do Mr. STEPHENSON an injustice by saying that 
he made it if Mr. Stone reported that that was the amount agreed 
upon when we talked. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Then I understand you to say that you do not 
know why it was $2,500 rather than some other sum? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Except that that was the amount that Mr. Stone 
thought was advisable to put in his hands; that he could use to ad- 
vantage or because of the information received from Senator STEPHEN- 
son; which I am not sure. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Did you not exercise any judgment yourself 
as to what amount should be pen? 

Mr. EDMONDS. In that particular case; no, sir. 


PRIMARY—MONEY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE—GAMB WARDEN 
STONE—STEPHENSON TOLD. 


ihe CHARGE, What were the instructions, and what was the trans- 
action 

Mr. EDMONDS. I think Senator STEPHENSON telephoned me or sent 
word through Mr. Stone to give him $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. To give you $2,500? 

Mr. EDMONDS. To ire him $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. To give Stone $2,500? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what did you give it to him? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I did not give it to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. You did not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where did Mr. Stone get the $2,500? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I assume from the bank—a cashier's check. 

The CHAIRMAN, Did 55 glve him an order? 

Mr. Fpuoxbps. That is my recollection, though I am not positive. 

The CHAIRMAN. That you gave him an order on the bank? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I think so. That may have been one of the $5,000 
items. I have not seen my check book for two years. 


GAME WARDEN STONE GOT $2,500 BY DIRECTION OF STEPHENSON ; WAS TO 
USE AT OWN ELECTION. 


The CHAIRMAN. Was it to be expended by you, or were you authorized 
to Nr“ it out to others, to be expended by them? 

r. Sroxk. I was to use it at my own discretion, 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you at liberty, then, as you understood the 
transaction, to handle all that money yourself? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to your discretion? 

Mr. Sroxn. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. No limitations were placed upon you, whatever, as 
to the manner of expenditure, were there? 

Mr. Strong. No; I think not. 

MANAGER KDMONDS’S DESCRIPTION OF “ ORGANIZATION “ METHODS. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, what do you mean by “organize” when you 
use the term In connection with the payment of this money? 

Mr. Epuoxops. I mean that the man employed by me to look after 
Dane County and get out the yote—the largest possible yote—for Sen- 
ator STEPHENSON was given latitude, usually guided by his judgment 
alone, as to what was to be done (p. 77). 

The CHAIRMAN. Particularize the word “organize” and tell me what 
constituted organization. 

Mr. Epmonps. My idea in a county that was thoroughly organized 
would be in the first place to get out the advertising that we sent to the 
county—have it fully distributed and posted, and after that was done 
he was to put in his full time going around the county, and he was paid 
for his services going around the county and interesting men of influence 
in the different localities to interest their friends so as to get out a full 
vote for Senator STEPHENSON election day. In some instances still 
further organizing, if in their judgment that was wise, by gettin 
the vote, by hiring teams, etc., for getting men to the polls 1 5 78). 

PURPOSE FOR WHICH MONEY WAS PAID. 

The CHAIRMAN. The second charge is as follows: 

“That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, pecs to said primary, pay to said 
Edmonds, above mentioned, sums with the design that asia Edmonds 
should pay to other electors of this State, out of said sums above men- 


out 
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tioned and other sums of money received by said Edmonds from said 
Isaac STEPHENSON, prior to said primary, sums ranging from $5 per 
day to $1,000, in bulk, as a consideration for some act to be done in 
relation to.said primary by said electors for said ISAAC STEPHENSON as 
such candidate, violation of said section.” 

Is that statement true? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wherein is it not true? 

Mr. EDMONDS. It is a pretty long statement. One of the things that 
2 Ag EP as not being true is that neither of those sums is in viola- 

on of the law. 

The CHARAN. Then we will waive that last statement, “in violation 
of said section.” Did he give you those sums, or any of them, to pay 
to other electors of the State? = 

Mr. EDMONDS. To other electors of the State? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes; I should say that he understood that in his pay- 
ment of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the statement of facts, aside from the final 
clause, “in violation of said section,” is substantially correct, is it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. There are FB nage many items in there enumerated, but 
I should say it is substan y correct. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You have had-charge of large expenditures of 
Money, have you, in a business way? 

Mr. Epmonps. Quite large; yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You have employed many agents whose duty it 
was to expend money? 

Mr. EDMONDS. In some instances; yes, sir. Usually, however, in the 
management of a business, the work is done from the office, and the 
management of such business as I conducted was done by me, in the 
expenditure of money. 

nator SUTHERLAND. Is it m accordance with your business trainin 
and experience and habits to hand over to your agent a large sum o 
money, $500 or $1,000, and have him expend it without keeping an 
account of what he expends it for, or without having him render an 
account to you of the nditures ? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I do not think so. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. That is not in accordance with business meth- 
ods, at any rate? 

Mr. EpmMonps. No, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Was there 
guo sacas various political agents to. 
tures 


Mr. Epmonps. The only reason I could give is that I have never 
heard of it being done. stom, I should say, governed that. 
NO MEMORANDA AS TO MONEY PAID. ` 


Mr. Epuoxps. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who should know, under the system that obtained 
in the headquarters? 

Mr. Ebuoxps. Mr. Sacket should know. 

The CHamuax. Did you make any memoranda when you gave in- 
structions for the payment of money to these various people, or any 
of them, as to the services they were to perform in consideration of 
receiving this money? 

Mr. EpmMonps: No, sir; no written statement; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you did not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No written statement; no, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Did you make any memoranda at any time in regard 
to the purposes for which the money you ordered paid was to be used? 

Mr. Epmuonps. I do not recall any. 

The CHAIRMAN. Endeavor to vecati it now, Mr. Edmonds. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir; I will, 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you recall any instance in which you made a 
memorandum as to the purpose for which the money was paid, either 
by you or under 7 — instructions, during this campaign? 

Mr. Epmonps. I can not recall any instance; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You haye no books of account in which such items 
will appear? 

Mr. Epmonps. Absolutely not. 

The CHAIRMAN. You made no record either in a book or otherwise as 
to the 3 for which yeu paid or directed that money to be paid 
during the vena 

Mr. Epxoxps. To the very best of my recollection, none. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why did you not? 

Mr. Epsronps, I did not feel it was necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you acquainted with the provisions of the 
statutes of the State of Wisconsin with reference to the filing of an 
Sproat account by those who were candidates for nomination or 
election ? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes; I think so; reasonably well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are we to understand that with that knowledge you 
did not make any attempt to lay the foundation for compliance with 
that law in the diture or payment of the large sums of money 
that you disbursed during the campaign? 

5 I did not, because it was done by another person in 
the office. 

The Cratesan. Who? 

Mr. Epxoxps. Mr. Sacket. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose it transpired that it was not done by Mr. 
15 then did Mr. Sacket disobey any instructions which you had 

ven 
g Mr. Epmonps. No, sir; Mr. Sacket had his instructions from others 
before I came and took charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were the manager of the campaign, were you 
not? That was the term used as to yourself? 

Mr. Epmoxps. That is the term that has been given me; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was the designation at that time, was it not? 

8 fler a. d yourself in that respect? 

e CHAIRMAN. How you regard yo 
Mr, Ebuoxps. I think I pikas he myself as manager of the cam- 


paign. 
The CHAIRMAN. And so regarding yourself, mo made no attempt .to 
lay the foundation for making a statement that would comply with the 
law in the event it became necessary to file an expense account? 

Mr. Epxronps. No, sir, to the conditions that existed when I 
went there, I felt that that was done and so continued during my 


service, 
$100 SENT TO A NEWSPAPER MAN AT WAUSAU. 
The CHAIRMAN. I will so mark it. The next item is $100 to J. L. 
She ENN gn That is said to be for “advertising.” What advertising 
was 


t 
Mr. EDMONDS. He is running a daily and weekly newspaper, I believe, 
at Wausau. 


reason why you could not re- 
eep an account of their expendi- 


The Cuatmaran. Who made that contract? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I believe I sent him the money. 

The CHAIRMAN, Have you a bill and receipt for it? 
Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

The CHAMMAN. Any acknowledgment of it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Fo sir, 


The CHAIRMAN, t advertising was that for? 

Mr. Epmonps. I do not know why the word “advertising” is in 
there, except that that is Mr. Sacket's method of designating certain of 
these matters to keep them in a ce account. 

The CHAIRMAN. But = know about the payment of the money? 
paid the money. 

You inquired what it was for when you authorized it, 
did you not? 


Mr. Epmoxps. No. I had known Mr. Sturtevandt for some little 
time, and, believing that he could be of assistance to us in Wausau— 
I knew t he was a friend of Senator StePpHENSON—I sent him a 
boxer ten dollars to use as he saw fit in promoting the interests of the 

nator. 

The CHAMMAN. That was what might be termed a general contribu- 
tion to the newspaper, was it; for its friendship? 

Mr. Enuoxbs. Perhaps it might be called that. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no specific advertisement—no space 

for—was there? 


Mr. EDMONDS. In this leular instance, I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. No bill was rendered for specific services as ad- 
ine 3 * . 

Mr. Epmoxps. I do not recall, in this instance. I sent him the 
money, asking him to use it in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. You sent him the money for the papers of retaining 
a friendly attitude toward Senator STEPHENSON, di < 

Mr. EpĮmoxps. I did not need to do that, because he was very 
friendly ; his paper was for him and had been all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it was n gratuity. You already. had the serv- 
ices, and in acknowledgment of friendship you sent him a hundred dol- 
lars; does that express it? 

Mr. Epmonps. No; I hardly think that expresses it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then what was the hundred dollars for? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I thought that with the hundred dollars he would be 
more active in his support of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it was for additional friendship to that already 
existing, was it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Perhaps that statement would be true. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was to cement the existing friendship? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Most assuredly; it was to help Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it in order that he might not probably be in- 
fluenced to change his attitude of friendship? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No; that was not at all necessary with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. You sent just that class of contributions 
to a number of papers, I suppose, did you not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I think there were a number of instances; yes, sir. 
WISE MANAGERS DID NOT KNOW, AND DID Nor ATTEMPT TO FIND OUT, 
WHETHER THIS MONEY WAS SPENT HONESTLY OR NOT. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that you have made no effort to ascertain 
whether or not the expenditures of this money were wrongful? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. In any case? 

Mr. Epmonps. I have not. 


THE EXTENT AND MANNER OF DISTRIBUTION. 


The CHAIRMAN. You had 70 men, I understand, in your organization 
F in distributing money among the common people 
throughout camp: ? 


a. 

Mr. EDMONDS. I should say there were probably that many. 

MANAGER SACKET’S DESCRIPTION OF “ORGANIZATION METHODS” (P. 175). 

The CHAIRMAN. I notice that all of these items for 9 
the eer peat of them are for or e time when 
you had filed the tions with the 

Mr. Sackert. idea of organizing, as I used it in this statement. 
might include circulating of petitions, or any other work to perfect that 
organization which we hoped to use for the election of Senator 
STEPHENSON, 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it include the distribution and payment of 
money to men who were to work at the polls? 

Mr. Sacker. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN., Would it include the payment of money to men who 
were to induce other men to vote for Senator StepHenson, without any 
limitation being pam yee the manner of inducement? 

Mr. Sacxer. It would ude money expended that way; yes, sir. 

The CHarrMaNn. It might include money d in purchasing 
votes, might it? 

Mr. Sacker. It might. 5 

The CHAIRMAN, Did it? 

Mr. Sacker. Not to my 8 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you say it did not? 

Mr. Sacket. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 

METHOD BY WHICH SACKET SPENT MONEY, 

(167) Mr. Sacker. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN, What services did he perform? 

Mr, Sacker. I do not know. 


you not? 


. Sacknt. He was not. 
The CHAIRMAN, Did you pay that on the order of Mr. Edmonds? 
Thi ou 5 the order of th 
e CHAMMAN. you pay money on the order of any person other 
than Mr. Edmonds? 

Mr. SACKET. Not to my recollection. 
The CHAIRMAN. When Mr. Edmonds 
indicated by that payment, did he give { 

Mr. Sacker. Not necessarily. ` 
The CHAIRMAN, How did he give it to you? 
S 7 SACRE He told me that he wan a check for $300 for Mr, 


. on. 
The CHAIRMAN. Was it a verbal communication? 
Mr. Sacker. Yes. sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then you would get the check? 


Mr. SACKET, Yes, sir. 
“And, would you make a memorandum? 


ve you an order, such as is 
to you in writing? 


The CHAIRMAN, 


Mr. Sackrr. I woul 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you inquire of Edmonds what the money was to 
be used for? 

Mr. Sacket. Not in all cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you in this case? 


1912. 


Mr, Sacxet. I do not remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have no recollection about it? 

Mr. Sacker. No, sir. 

oe „ id — eo ae know oes it was to be used for 
pur yotes or for w. urposes 

Mr. Sacker. I had no knowle of my own whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you not feel it incumbent upon you to know 
for what the money that you paid out was to be used 

Mr. Sacknr. The money that I paid out on Mr. Edmonds's order; no. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think you would be relieved of responsibility if 
the money was to be paid out for an unlawful purpose merely because 
Mr. Edmonds told you to pay it? 

Mr Sacker. bg Rae 

The CHAIRMAN. You think you would be relieved? 

Mr. Sackrr. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would not undertake to assert that if an asso- 
8 ne to ask you to violate the law you would be justified in 

oing 

Mr. Sacxer. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then how do you account for your answer that if 
you believed if Mr. Edmonds told you to pay this money out for an 
unlawful purpose that Mr. Edmonds and not you would be responsible? 

Mr. Sacxer. I felt that when Mr. Edmonds asked for money I was 
under obligations to give it to him. I was Mr. STEPHENSON’S manager. 


DESTRUCTION OF MEMORANDA. 


Ma r Sacket, in testifying as to the payment of an item of $400, 
stated t he was unable to remember anything about it. He then 
testified as follows (p. 164): 

The CHAIRMAN. That emphasizes the misfortune of the destruction of 
your memoranda, does it not? Now, you say, in the absence of that 
memorandum, you can not remember anything about the $400. It may 
have been u to purchase votes in violation of law, may it not? 

Mr Sacker. I have no knowledge one way or the other. 

The CHAIRNAN. So that a payment of this money passing through 
your hands as the representative of the candidate may have Been used, 
so far as you can state, for an Illegal purpose? 

Mr. Sackrr. I do not know. 


PERRIN’S EXPENDITURES. 


The CHAIRMAN. Who is C. R. Fridley? 

Mr. PERRIN. He is an attorney at Superior, 

The CHAIRMAN, Is he an old resident? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old man or a young man? 

ths Caaan, Bid ede for namin 

e § e suppor nator STEPHENSON fo: 

at aay nis and before Phe primaries? sie inas 

r. Tes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Was he In public life In any capacity? 
ithe Cassie iy call 15 2 if 

e CHAIRMAN, He was what you a political worker, 
Mr. PERRIN. No. He was a practicing lawyer? pained son 

The CHAIRMAN. He was actively engaged in the practice of law? 

Mr. PERRIN. ba i 

The CHAIRMAN. You never asked him for any accounting as to the ex- 
pense be had incurred. 

The CHARMAN. What ts Mr. Fridley’s busin 

e RMAN. E ey's bus ou sa, 

Mr. Perrin. He Is an attorney. mee * 
of The 3 The next item is $10 to H. L. Dresser. Who is H. L. 

resser 

Mr. PERRIN. Mr. Dresser had nothing to do with the cam: 5 
does not live in the State. I Was in Duluth and somebody ate spit 
cation to me for money, and I had to go to him and borrow it, and gave 
him my check to reimburse him. It was money expended in the cam- 


paign. > 
The CHAIRMAN. He Ilved in Duluth? 

Mr. Perrin. He lived in Duluth when this application was made to 
me. 

The CHAIRMAN. You drew this money for your own expenditu r 
to be paid out by you? * N 

Mr. Penrin. I drew that money to be paid to some one in the STE- 
PHENSON campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you say to whom you paid it? 

Mr. PERRIN. I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. We go to the next item of $50 cash, Can you account 
for any part of it? 

Mr. Perrin. I have no recollection of it. 

The CHainMan. The last item I inquired about, of $10 to Dresser, 
was on the 18th of August. 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And another item the same day, the 18th, is $50 cash. 
You say you can not account for that? 

Mr. PERRIN. No. 

The CHamMan. At that time you had received the $3,000. You re- 
ceived it on the 15th. So you had all of this $5,000 then available? 

Tha CAAA Ang ob the J you A check to W. 

e CHamruan. And on the you drew a che o W. W. Savage 

for $25, and he indorsed it. What was that for? sg 

Mr. Perery. I am not sure about that. I sent him out two or three 
times, I do not remember when, to get information to enable us to carry 
on this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was your clerk? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 21st you paid out $200 cash. 
for any part of that? 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, On the same day you paid out $100 cash. Can you 
account for any part of that? 

Mr. Perrin, ave no distinct recollection. 

The Caiman. Again on the same day, $40 cash. 
for that or any part of it? 

Mr. Perrin. I do not recollect that. 

The CHamman Was it money expended in the city of Superior? 

Mr. PERRIN. This money was expended in four counties—Douglas, 
Baried, Sawyer, and Washburn. 

he CHarmMan. Are they the northern counties in the State? 

Mr PERRIN. Yes. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The most northern? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us the conversation—what he said to you and 
what you said to him that resulted in the handing over of that check. 

Mr. Punnix. I can not remember the details. 


Can you account 


Can you account 
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The CHAIRMAN. Give use the substance. 
Mr. PERRIN. The substance of it was that I went to him and asked 
him if he would put in some time in the Stephenson campaign. He said 
he would do what he could. I asked him how much money he thought 
he would need at that time, and he said that he ought to have $250. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell him that you were disbursing Stephen- 
son money at that time? You told him you had received this thousand 
dollars, did you? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he told you he could be of some use to Senator 
STEPHENSON, did he? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. How did he tell you he could be of use to Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. PERRIN. I guess I knew as much about that as he did. I do not 
know that he expressed himself in specific terms as to what he could 
do or would do. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do for Senator STEPHENSON’S cam- 


mie? 
r. PERRIN. I do not know. 
The CHAIRMAN. You say you knew what he could do? 
„ PERRIN. I knew what he could do; cert: 

The CHARMAN. Was that to be tak 
did do? 

Mr. Perrin. It was by m 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do? 

Mr. Perrin, Taking that as a criterion, he could, and I believe he did, 

t men interested for tor STEPHENSON that neither Senator 
TEPHENSON, Mr. Edmonds, nor I could otherwise get 

The CHAIRMAN, Get men that you could not get 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

5 ae CHAIRMAN. How would he get them interested? 
edo 

Mr. Perrin. I think he would 8 talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would he say to them? 

Mr. PERRIN, I am sure I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would be the nature of the conversation? 

Mr. Pernt. I would not undertake to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. How do you know it is not just exactly the conver- 
sation you or Mr. Edmonds would have had with these people? 

Mr. Perrin. Because I know that I could not talk to some of those 
people the way Mr. Shields could. 

The CHAIRMAN. If you do not know what he said to them, how do 
you know that? 

Mr. PERRIN. There are things, you know, that we know without being 
able to explain or express after long years of acquaintance with a man 
that no man living can sit on the witness stand and detail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think you are worth the $3,000 that Mr. 
STEPHENSON gave you? 

Mr, PERERIN. Oh, I know I am worth that. ' 

The CHAIRMAN. It takes a pretty good political talker to get that 
amount of money. 

Mr. Pennry. I did not have to talk any to get it. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of this money indicated by the cash items 
or the checks remained in your hands? 

Mr. PERRIN. Not a cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. And yet you can not account for a cent of it that 
you paid out? 

Mr. Perrin. I can not in detail; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not a single item? 

Mr. Perrin. Not one. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was rather a spectacular campaign in some re- 
spects, was it not, with money flowing out freely in those amounts? 

Mr. Perrin. To speak in the vernacular, I guess we got them going 
some,” : 

Senator SUTHERLAND. In handing over sums of money to people that 
ou employed in Senator STEPHENSON’S interest, did you give any of 
hem any fastractions whatever as to what they should do? 

Mr. Peres. If I thought it was ne when I gave the man 

money to tell him what to do, I have no doubt I did. ~ 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Did you? 


Mr. Perrtn. I do not remember. 
: You do not recall haying given anybody any 


Senator SUTHERLAND. 
instructions? 

Mr. Perrix. No; I do not recall it. I know there were some in- 
stances where I said to some man, or some men, that we would look to 
him or them to eke workers at the polls, for instance, or s to 
get voters out. But that was all in the most general way. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You gave them no specific instructions that 
you recall as to what they should do? 

Mr. PRnnix. I do not recall now; no. I do not recall now that I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. On August 5, $200 cash. For what was that cash 
expended, and Ww whom? 

r. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. August 6, $25 cash. What do you say as to that? 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. August 6, $200. What have you to say as to that 
item? = 

Mr. Perrin. I do not remember it. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you say you do not remember, you mean 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAnMAN. That you have no information to give in regard to 
it, based upon your recollection? 

Mr. PERRIN. None whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. On August 7, $100 cash. Have you any recollection 
as 122 ue purpose Jor which that was expended? 

r. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And on August 7, again, $75; and on August 7, 
san, $50; that is $225 on August 7. aye you any knowledge as to 
what that was used for? 

Mr. IN. Those items are all “cash” ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; they are all cash. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 8th we haye cash Items of $50, $50, $50, 850, 
and $50—$250; do you know the purpose for which that money, or 
. part of it, was expended? 

r. PERRIN. Those are cash? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; cash items. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

Senator POMERENE. You have said in ng oF to Senator SUTHER- 
LAND—I want to quote you correctly, and if T do not you will correct 
me—that you probably paid money to 100 different persons, though you 
were not definite as to your statement. 


en as a criterion of what he 


What would 
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Mr. PERRIN. No; I can not be. 

Senator PoMERENE. I understand that. You also said to him again 
in your examination that you knew personally very many of the men 
that you emplogen. 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

Senator POMERENE. Do you mean to tell the committee that you do 
not now remember any of the men to whom you pa this money, out- 
side of the few names that you gave to Senator YBURN? 

Mr. PERRIN. That is just exactly what I mean to say. 

Senator POMERENE,. Not one of them? 

Mr. PERRIN. Not one of them, 

MR. PERRIN’S METHODS OF DISTRIBUTING $5,000, 

(3597 Mr. PERRIN, I planned that we would take the first $1,000 and 
get hold of as many of the men who were accustomed to doing political 
work in that territory as we could get hold of with that money, laying 
the foundation for further and more extensive electioneering if the 
money was forthcoming. * At that time, I think, I knew I 
would get another 5 3 

The CHAIRMAN. With this class of expenditure the motive does cut 
some figure. You were representing a candidate for office, under the 
laws of a State, and you were not spending your money, but his. Did 
it not occur to you that he would be responsible for the manner of your 
expenditure, and that incidentally to that you would have some respon- 
sibility?” 

Mr. PERRIN. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. It did not? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, : 

The CHAIRMAN. You did not feel that you were under any responsi- 
bility to any person or any law for the manner of the expenditure of 
this money? 

Mr. Pernt. I do not think I said that. 

The CHAIRMAN. I asked 185 It is a question I am asking you. 

Mr. PERRIN. Just read the question, please. 

The reporter read as follows: 

“The CHAIRMAN. You did not feel that you were under any responsi- 
2 5 to any, person or any law for the manner of the expenditure of 

s money?” 

Mr. PERRIN. I felt that I was responsible to Senator STEPHENSON 
for the expenditure of the money that he put in my hands. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you mean the manner of the expenditure? 

Mr. Perrin. No; I do not think so, entirely. I think I was selected 
to exercise an independent judgment upon the manner in which his 
candidacy should be furthered in that particular. 

a CHAIRMAN. And leave the responsibility upon Senator STEPHEN- 
SON 
Mr. Perrin. May I inquire—responsibility for what? 

The CHAIRMAN. The manner in which you expended it; were you 

going to let him take chances on that? 

hae Pergin. I do not think the Senator was taking any chances on 
at. 

The CHAIRMAN. To return to Mr. Shields: You have not been able to 
account for any item of expenditure by Mr. Shields; so that we shall 
have to rely upon Mr. Shields, shall we, for that information? 

r. PERRIN. I presume he can give you some idea as to what he did 
with that moneri I should like to say, if I may, that of these cash 
items I think Mr. Fridley had more than appears to have been given 
him upon checks drawn to his order. 

Mr. PERRIN. This statute has never received in pracie operation, 
by anybody that I know of in the State of Wisconsin, the construction 
which has been suggested here. It is the common, ordinary thing 
throughout northern Wisconsin to take a man to the theater or take 
him to lunch, not necessarily to corrupt his mind, but to enlighten him, 
You do these things to get a man’s mind in a receptive mood. You 
can not go after him, Senator, you know. with an ax and beat an idea 
into him. It has got to be worked out along practical lines. It seems 
foolish for me to sit here and talk to you gentlemen about this thing, 
because you know so much more about it than I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Our examination here is not so much for our enter- 
tainment as to make a record. 

Mr. PERRIN. I beg your pardon. I apologize. 

The CHAIRMAN. You need make no apology. This is to be taken as 
a test of your meaning of “ electioneering” then, is it? 

Mr. Perrin. I think that is a fair test of the meaning of ninety-nine 
men out of a hundred who conduct politics. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of “ electioneering ”? 

Mr. PERRIN. “Blectioneering.” 

The CHAIRMAN. You think that comes within the definition of “ elec- 
tioneering ”? 

Mr. Pernt. I certainly do. 

The CHAIRMAN. And when you speak of having expended money in 
electioneering, either by you or by those whom you employed, you in- 
clude that kind of proceeding under the head “ electioneering“? 

Mr. Perrin. It may be included. 

Senator SuTHERLAND. You think it is as legitimate to reach a man 
through his appetite as it is through his intellect? 

KNOWINGLY PAID MONEY TO SHAUERS, 

The CHAIRMAN. You said, or I understood you to say, that there was 
only one case in which you knowingly paid money to a man who was 
a candidate for the legislature; what case was that? 

Mr. Epmonps. Mr. Shauers, of Oconto County. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was he elected? 

Mr. Epmonps. No, sir. j 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was his name? 

Mr. Epmonps. Mr. Shauers. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you pay him money? 

Mr. Epsoxps. He was a railroad man, and for the purpose of 
organizing he went in different parts of the State to see railroad men. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he in employment then or out of employment? 

Mr. Epuoxops. Out of employment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then he went from his home to different parts of the 
State, outside of the legislative district where he was a candidate? 

Mr. Epuoxos. Yes. It was distinctly understood that he was to 
spend no time, no money, in that district. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, but did he? 

Mr. Epmownps. He did not, to my knowledge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, in his own district? 

Mr. Epamonps. In his own district. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So that nothing that was expended by him had 
wc relation to the campaign pending in his district? 

r. EDMONDS. Absolutely not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Either directly or indirectly? 
The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay Shauers? 


Mr. Epuoxps. I don’t recall. I should think it might range from $50 
to $100 or $125. I don't think more tha 
two or — 5 different times $25. 1 e hf, 3 


THOMAS REYNOLDS. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you receiye any more than $180 from 
STEPHENSON, or from anyone in his behalf? $ SEVE 
Mr. REYNOLDS. I received $100 from Senator STHPHENSON’S manager. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is that the $100 that you have referred to? id ` 


you recelve $280 altogether from Senator STEPHENSON or his manager? 

Mr. RRxNotbs. I did not consider it from Senator STEPHENSON, 
although Senator STEPHENSON told me afterwards that he told them to 
send it to me—I N Pa for my services; I do not know for what. 
„ d you receive $280 altogether from Senator STE- 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You received $80 from Senator STEPHENSON person- 
ally, did you not? 

fr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you received $100 from Senator STEPHENSON 
personally? 

Mr. Reynotps. No, sir; not personally. 

The CHAIRMAN. From whom did you receive it? 

Mr. RRxxotos. I received it through the mail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive the second $100 through the mail? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. The second $100; 15 sir; that is the only $100 I 
1584 610 3 the mail, the second S100 —no; the first $100. The 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive another 8100 after that? 
Mr. REYNOLDS, I received $100 by check from his manager. 
poe CHAIRMAN. Did you receive $100 by check from Senator STEPHEN- 
SOD 

Mr. REYNOLDS. No, sir. 

The CAN Did you receive more than one sum of $100 from the 
manager 5 
4130 3 That is all I received from the manager 8100; a 

check. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us how you received the $280. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I received $80 from Senator STEPHENSON and $100 
afterwards from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. From Senator STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Personally? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Not personally ; no. 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you receive it? 

Mr, REYNOLDS. Through the mail. Š - 


A . 
The CHARMAN. To whom did you pay the largest sum of money? 

Mr, RIORDAN. In all? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Riorpan. During the campaign? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; out of this fund. 

Mr, RIORDAN. For any purpose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. RIORDAN. $250 to E. A. Everett, of Eagle River. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what did you pay him that sum? 

Mr. Riogpan. For traveling emg the counties of Vilas, Iron, and 
Oneida and ascertaining, as far as he was able, the sentiment of the 

ple as he went along; that is, those who were for and against each 
of 2 — ee 7 ry wae 123 F ; 
e CHAIRMAN, e report to you a memorandum of people, show- 
ing the result of that work? wth 

Sir. Rrorpan. He made two such trips through the county. After 
the first one he came back and made a report to me, and the second time 
he came back and made a similar report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us who he was. 

Mr. Riorpan. E. A. Everett is the proprietor of the Everett resort. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is that? 

Mr. Rrorpan. That consists of a large hotel dining room and about 
40 cottages on the Eagle chain of lakes, at Eagle River, 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a summer resort? 

Mr. RIORDAN. It is a summer resort. Prior to that time he was a 
member of the Wisconsin Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN. But at the time you made this arrangement with 
him he was not a public officer? 

Mr. Rrorpan. He was a candidate for public office. 

The CHAIRMAN. What office? 

Mr. RIORDAN. The office of member of the assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN, At the time you paid him this money? 

Mr. RIORDAN. I did not pay him the money, I see by my testimony, 
until the 3ist of August. 

Senator POMERENE. Is that George E. Everett? 

Mr. RIORDAN. E. A. Everett. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The testimony would indicate that you paid it to 
him before the primary election. 

Mr. RIORDAN. I think a day or two before the primary election. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He was a candidate for the assembly? 

Mr. Rrorpan, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he elected? 

Mr. Rrorpan. No, sir. 2 

The CHAIRMAN. When you paid it to him, did you know that he was 
a candidate for the assembly? 

me 5 I think I did, certainly. I surely talked with him 
abou 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he announcing for whom he would yote in the 
legislature if he were elected? A 

Mr. RIORDAN. Yes; he was to vote for the candidate who received 
the primary nomination. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without regard to who it was? 

Mr. RIORDAN. Yes; and I would like to add there that the man who 
was running against him made the same promise. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was his name? 

Mr. Rrorpan. D. B. Stevens. 

The CHAIRMAN. They 8 to abide the result of the r 

Mr. RIORDAN. Yes. he campaign was made with that under- 
standing. 

The CHAIRMAN. For whom did they assert their influence during the 
primary, the time preceding the election 

Mr. RIORDAN. I think for themselves, individually. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were they announcing their support of any par- 
ticular candidate, or doing anything in the interest of any particular 
candidate? 

Mr. Rrorpan. No; I do not think they were. 
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BANCROF?’S METHODS. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading): 

“The result of our 98 was that I. — * well ac- 
ag ee with the county, and knowing who the poli workers were 

the county, consented to disburse this amonnt of money for Mr. 
STEPHENSON,” 

Is that correct? 

Mr. BAxcrorT. That is correct. 

2 CHAIRMAN. Give us the names of the people and the amounts you 
gave them. 

Mr. BANCROFT. George Mehaffy I paid $100. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was he to do for that $100? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I gave him no inatrnctions whatever. 

Senstor PomERENE. What is his address? 

Mr. Banxcrort. Richland Center. 

The CHalnziax. What did me do with the money? 

Mr. Baxcnrorr. I conld not t gt ne 

The CHammMayx. Did you. ask to render you an account of the 
manner of its expenditure? 

Mr. Baxcror?. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he ever tell you how he expended the money? 

Mr. Bancrorz. He did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you never knew? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever know? 

Mr. Bancrorr. I never knew. 

MONEY PAID TO MULDER, CANDIDATE FOR THE LEGISLATURE, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then you said, “and he got some of this money“; 

so I got the impression that you referred to McConnell. 
tor PoMERENE. You understood that I was referring to Mulder? 

Mr. GORDON. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is ail right, then. 

Senator Pomwenexe. Yes; that all right, so there will be no mis- 
understanding. Was it as much as $50? 

Mr. Gorpox. I can not tell you how much it was. 

Senator POMERENE. You can certainly five us some idea as to whether 
it was a matter of $5 or $10 ¢ or $50 or 400 

Mr. Gorpox. I can not tell you definitely how much it was. 

Senator POMERENE. I know; but F I am 
asking you for yone best judgment about it. 

Mr, Gorpos. It was probab ny. I sheuld guess, ser Peed to $50. 

Senator PoMERENE. t you say to him with reference to his 
cam and what use was to be made of this money? 

Mr. Gonpox. He was one of the original HENSON men in the 
edunty, and I asked him to do what he could in the interest of Mr. 
3 

PoMERENE. What else was said? 

Mr. Gondos.: That is all 1 can rereilect: . 
was said. That is what I naturally would sa 

Senator PoMERENE. Since your attention on been directed to 
maren 75 you not recall Mulder was a candidate for the 3 
assembly 

Mr. Gorpon. I say he was a candidate, but I can not recollect 
whether he was when I gave him the money or whether he subsequently 
became a candidate. 

Senator Pounkkxx. I misunderstood you, then. 

Mr. Gorpon. He was a candidate 

Senator POMERENE. We 
fact a candidate? 

Mr. Gonpox. He was a candidate; yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. But you meant ‘to say that you do not remember 
whether at the 2 he you gave him the money he was then an announced 
candidate or not 

Mr. Gorpon. That is the idea. 

WHEELER’S METHODS OF DISTRIBUTION. 

27 75 G. Wheeler distributed 1 and aided in the organization.” 
Mr. C. ons was one of his lieutenants. Mr. Salmons 
the 7 of his operations in the 8 letter to his chief (p. 897) : 


BELOIT, WIS., September 1. 
e My Dran WHEBLER: I inclose bills in blank which are correct. All 
the men and rigs were in the ewelusive use on. We 
did not mix any other candidates. We also had about as 
that were STEPHENSON and one or two other candidates. At writ- 
‘ing, 4 p. m., I predict 1,700 to 1,800 votes, and that STEPHEXSON will 


get 65 cent. 
ery truly, C. B. SALMON. 
We should pay these men in the morning. 
(Our italics.) 
MR, DART’S METHODS IN DISTRIBUTING MONEY. 
Dart was one of the deputy game wardens, und received $400 for 
=“ organization purposes.“ 
The chairman read to the witness an extract 
arg before the legislative committee as follows: 
. What did you do with it?—A. Spent it. 
. How ?—A. Every old at fe 
. What is that?—A. 


Tell us some way that you e it.—A. Oh, I spent quite a lot 


of ‘it in saloons. 
The CERAIKAN. Is that true? 
Mr. Darr, Weil, 1 pres not go past any of them if there was any- 
body there I wanted to see. 
* e + s * + 
The 3 (reading from previous testimony rad le 
“Q. Did you make any payments to individ tA. Oh, yes; I 
gave them quite a little bunch of money. 
‘Q. Who were the persons to whom you a little bunch of 
money ’?7—A. , I don't know; I could no half or a quarter 


7 5 


of them.” 
He, however, on pages 977 to 982, gives an interesting account of 
sa expenditures 8 ä z 852, and ane: 
testimony o r. Wellensgard, on p: 8 1 
that of Mr. French, at page 876; and that of Ge at page 
881, furnish fair illustrations of the methods empl by local wor 
LIQUOR EXPENDITURES. 

Senator POMERENE. Or, if he got a drink of whisky at the bar and 
drank it there, that would not be prohibited; but if he got a half pint 
and pat i in” his poet and took it away ‘tor a swig after a W. 
that would be fll 

Mr. SACKET. I t lak I should have to revert to the custom 5 and 


say that the half Ont was lawful. 


: yes. 
each other now—thai he was in 


more | 


from his testimony 


Senator SUTHEELAND. Is it the custom in Wisconsin to buy the voters 
bottles of whisky and give to them? 


Mr. Sacker. And kegs of beer; yes, sir. 
Senator — — Aud kegs ‘of beer? 


Mr. Sacker. Yes, sir 
Mr. Lirmrerienp. Let t me get that question 
Senator POMNERENE. Being from Maine, you do not know EA 


about that. 
Mr. That is why I was quite anxious to get the actual 
practical situation. I trust we are adding to the sum of human knewl- 


cage and at the same time increasing my own information. Of course, I 
y realize my infirmity. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Now, Mr. Sacket, do you seriously mean that 
that is the custom in Wisconsin 

Mr. Sacker. The custom, as I understand it; yes, sir 

Senator SUTHERLAND. To purchase bottles of "whisky and kegs of beer 
for voters? 

5 5 sir. 
* + + * s 


an estimate of an Pa you spent?—A. No. 


office.” 
Is that correct? 
Mr. O'Connor. Tes, sir. 
The CHairmax (reading): 
“Q. And you spent all „that in one day?—A. Yes, sir.“ 2 


(827) Mr. Or Xo, sir; 15 was a supper, I guess, that cost 
about $1.60 for the two of ms. 
Senator SUTHERLAND, You spent $1.60 for food, as I understand you? 
Mr. O'Connor. Yes, sir. 
Senator SUTHERLAND. That would leave $305.40 for ee and cigars 
and automobiles? 
Mr. O Coxxong. Yes, sir. 
Senator SUTHERLAND. Do you think you spent a little too much for 


Mr. O'Connor. No; I did not think an 
Senator SUTHERLAND. You do not 
for anything else? 
Mr. 9 —— That is all it was spent fo 
. That is, you spent $305.40 for an automobile 


n 

K was your setion of eurthering the 
interests terests of Benator STEPHENSON in this campaign, was 

Mr. Tce Mon rag rag repr ap gation Jo E 


Senator SUTHERLAND. That is the way — made it, at all events? 
Mr. O'Coxxor. That is customary up there. 

MOXEX PAID TO “ ENTHUSE™ VOTERS. 
The CHarrMan. Mr. Edmonds, did you pay the $50 to Mr. Dettman 


on August 8? 
Mr. Epvexps. My recollection is not clear on that, but I think I 


about it. 
spending any of the money 


sent it to him. 

The CHateMAx. You think you sent it to him; for what purpose? 
1 „ Yor assistance among the German Lutherans in his 
oca 


CHAIRMAN. What kind of assistance? 
Mr. Epmoxps. So that he would get out and help to get out the 
yote—interest his friends—for Senator STEPHENSON. 
The CHAamMAN. There was no vote to be gotten out on August 8 for 


ECS “When I otters Sat fee pose SOO DOL TREE ANTAS 
EDMONDS. 5 
taking of the persons to the polls, but to interest 


them 80 > that 1 — L get out. 
e CHAIRMAN. thuse them? 
Me Epmonps. That is the idea—enthuse them. Thank you for the 


suggestion. 
e CHAIRMAN. O. L. Gust, $300, August 8” Did you pay that 
5 Ebuoxbs. 1 can not recall that payment at all. 
The Sar Wink Aa- youl mane: ty aa ng fie Senator 
STEPHENSON? 


Mr. Epsonps. Getting them interested in his election. 
ae meer ge ge gi his election with them. 


to expend among the 
125 E 
pen 


Mr. Epuorps. So far as I know be might have expended it in that 


CHAIRMAN. There was no restriction placed upon it? 
Mr. EDMONDS. I think not; net in that manner. 


the 
; that were against pu 
in character; that they aire contributed to 223 the putty 
and freedom of the election; that they violated the fundamental prin- 
ciples at the basis of our system of government; and that they are not 
to be tolerated by the Senate of the United States as a means of procur- 
ing a seat in that body. 
ye desire to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Isaac ee was not dul 
to a sent in the Senate of the United States by 
State of Wisconsin. 


and legally elected 
e Legislature of the 


L. JONES. 


PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION. 
Mr. BRYAN. I present my individual views from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions on the bil (H. R. 1) granting a service 
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pension to certain defined veterans of the Civil War and the 
War with Mexico (S. Rept. 355, pt. 3). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida pre- 
sents the views of himself, as a part of the minority of the 
Committee on Pensions, on House bill No. 1. It will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask that it be printed along with the ma- 
jority and other minority reports from the same committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be 
printed as part 2 of the report. 

115 BRYAN. The report has not yet been printed, I under- 
stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go in as part 2 of the 
printed report. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ascertain what was done 
with the minority report. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. It has been received and ordered 
printed as part 2 in connection with the majority report. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state that the majority report, to- 
gether with the first minority report, has already been printed, 
and 15,000 extra copies haye been ordered printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This would then properly be 
printed as part 3 of that report. 

Mr. McCUMBER. All right; I have no objection. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. That will be the order, without 
objection. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
views. I inquire whether or not a minority report is any part 
of the report of a committee. We are falling into a habit of 
treating it as though it were a part of the report of a com- 
mittee. I understand that it is not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Really it is not a report at all; it 
is the views of certain minority members of the committee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then it should not be given a number that 
would indicate that it was a part of the report. There is but 
one report, and that should be the only report. The other might 
be denominated views of certain members, naming them; but I 
think we fall into an error by treating it as a part of the re- 
port and giving it a number. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the custom has 
been to print such matters as are now presented as parts 1, 2, 
and 8, whatever the case may be, of the report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I know we have fallen into a bad way. 
It is the same class of error that has grown up in the printing 
of the decisions of the courts. No more annoying and useless 
proceeding was ever indulged in than the printing of the dis- 
senting opinion of the judge of a court. It merely affords 
quibbling grounds for quibbling lawyers, and it is not authority 
for any purpose, I think the same rule would apply here. Of 
course, a judge may publish his dissenting views in a magazine 
or a newspaper, but they ought not to be published in the official 
yolumes of the Supreme Court Reports. Neither ought the 
minority reports of a committee of this body to be considered as 
of the status of the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho makes no 
motion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I made no motion. I rose to express views. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Precisely. If there are no further 
reports of committees, the introduction of bills is the next order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A pin (S. 5347) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton Wilson (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 5348) amending an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with va- 
rious Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1908“ (34 Stat. L., pp. 1085-1039, inclusive), 
approved March 1, 1907; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5849) granting a pension to Amelia L. Adams (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S, 5850) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to investigate and report upon the advisability of 
constructing roads upon the diminished Colville Indian Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 5851) for the relief of Patrick H. Wheat; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HEYBURN: 

A bill (S. 5852) to inhibit and BRA the stealing of freight 
or express packages or baggage in process of transportation on 
interstate shipments and felonious asportation of the same 
into another district of the United States, or the felonious re- 
ception of the same; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 5353) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
R. Taylor- (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 5354) to acquire a site and for the erection thereon 
of a public building at Oconto, Wis. ; and 

A bill (S. 5355) to aquire a site and for the erection thereon 
of a public building at Beaver Dam, Wis.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 5356) granting an increase of pension to Ellis 
5 (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 5357) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Wood 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5858) to amend the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,“ approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore 
amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 5859) providing for the recognition by the United 
States Government of the men who served as locomotive en- 
gineers during the late Civil War; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5860) granting an increase of pension to Georga 
E. Nichols; to the Committee on Pensions. 

_By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 5361) granting certain lands to the State of Cali- 
fornia to form a part of Redwood Park, in said State; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5362) to reimburse the enlisted men of the U. S. S. 
Georgia who suffered loss through the defalcation of Paymas- 
ter’s Clerk Edward V. Lee; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 5363) providing for the inclusion of certain unap- 
propriated public lands in the State of Montana within the 
boundaries of the Madison National Forest (with accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 5364) granting a pension to Charles Barton (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5365) granting a pension to Martha Harwick (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A pill (S. 5366) for the relief of John Shaw (with accom: 
panying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5367) for the relief Henry Altman (with accom- 
panying paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5368) granting an increase of pension to John 
Cullen Bryant (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bin (S. 5369) for the relief of Frank Della Torre and Susan 
T. Della Torre, heirs of Peter Della Torre, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5370) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Chafee; and 

A bill (S. 5371) granting an increase of pension to Philip R. 
Grund (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A pill (S. 5872) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 


A bill (S. 5373) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph M. Farr, de- 


ceased (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bin (S. 5374) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Stevens (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A AST (S. 5375) for the relief of the police and firemen’s 
pension funds, District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


2189 


A bill (S. 5376) granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $22,000 for grading and improving Sixteenth Street 
NW., from Montague Street to the Military Road, intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama submitted an amendment rela- 
tive to the status of the police court judges of the District of 
Columbia, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, S 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $150,000 for the acquirement of lands at Cape 
Henry, Va., as contemplated by the project of the War De- 
partment, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the fortifica- 
tions appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 

on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
` Mr. LODGE. On December 19, 1911, I submitted an amend- 
ment proposing to appropriate $5,956 for the pro rata share 
of the United States in the administrative expenses of the 
permanent International Council for the Exploration of the Sea 
in the interests of the commercial fisheries, intended to be pro- 
posed to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, which 
I intended to have referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I find either through my error or some accident that 
the amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions direct. I reintroduce the amendment and ask that it be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. LODGE: submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 8, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and -commonly 
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


THE WOOL SCHEDULE, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. Con. Res. 15), which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Finance: 


Whereas it has been claimed and widely circulated on the platform 
and through the press of the country, that import duties on wool and 
woolen goods, as established by the Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act of 1909, 
are in many instances excessive; and 

Whereas a nonpartisan Tariff Board, under provisions of law, have 
carefully investigated and, on the 2ist day of December, 1911, fully 
reported their findi: and conclusions in relation to the relative costs 
of production of such articles at home and abroad, and other matters 
per g to the production of and trade in such articles of com- 
merce; and í 

Whereas the Congress is now prepared to revise said wool schedule 
to conform to such findings and conclusions: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States 15 House + ap ake 
sentatives concurring), That it is the sense of this Con that Con- 
gress should immediately proceed to the consideration of a bill to effect 
a revision of said wool schedule to the end that if any inequality or 
injustice may be found therein it may be corrected. 


CLASSIFICATION OF SENATORS (S. DOC. No. 334). 


Mr. LODGE. I present a pamphlet on the proceedings in the 
United States Senate relating to the classification of Senators. 
This pamphlet was published in 1907, and the copies are now 
exhausted. It has been brought up to date by the Chief Clerk 
of the Senate. I move that it be printed as a document, 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


H. R. 18956. An act making appropriation for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 19115. An act making appropriation for payment of cer- 
tain claims in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims 
reported under the provisions of acts approved March 3, 1883, 
and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and 
the Tucker Acts, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN, 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire to call up for con- 
sideration at this time a question of the highest privilege. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho rises to a 
question of privilege. 


XLVIII— 138 


Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to call up Senate resolution No. 136. 
r The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu- 

on. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. HEYBURN 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 12th 
instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections, or 


any subcommittee thereof, be authorized and directed to investigate 
certain charges preferred by the Legislature of Wisconsin against Isaac 
STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the State of Wiscon- 
sin, and to report to the Senate whether in the election of said Isaac 
STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United States from the said State of 
Wisconsin there were used or employed corrupt methods or practices; 
that said committee or subcommittee be authorized to sit during the re- 
cess of the Senate, to hold its session at such place or places as it shall 
deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, to employ 
stenographers, to send for pee and papers, and to administer oaths; 
and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate, apon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of 
the committee or chairman of the subcommittee. 


5 Mr. LODGE. I ask for the reading of the report, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 
The Secretary read the following report (S. Rept. 849), sub- 
mitted by Mr. Hrysugn on the 12th instant: ‘ 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred 
certain charges preferred by the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin 
against Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the 
State of Wisconsin, with instructions to report to the Senate whether 
in the election of said Isaac STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Wisconsin there were used or employed corrupt 
methods cr practices, have had the same under consideration and su 
mit the following report: 

On August 15, 1911, the Senate 8 the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections 
or any subcommittee thereof be authorized and directed to investigate 
certain charges 8 by the Legislature of Wisconsin against Isaac 
STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the State of Wiscon- 
sin, and report to the Senate whether in the election of said Isaac 
STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United States from the said State of 
Wisconsin there were used or 8 corrupt methods or practices; 
that said committee or subcommittee be authorized to sit during the 
recess of the Senate, to hold its session at such place or places as it 
shall deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, to 
employ 8 to send for persons and papers, and to admin- 
ister oaths; and that the expenses of the Inquiry shall be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by 
the chairman of the committee or chairman of the subcommittee.” 

Pursuant to the authority given by said resolution the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections appointed a subcommittee, consisting of 
Mr. HEYBURN (chairman), Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. BRADLEY, Mr. PAYNTER, 
and Mr. POMERENE, with full powers to investigate said charges. 

On January 20, 1912, the subcommittee reported to the full com- 
mittee as follows: 


IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION OF THE CHARGES AGAINST ISAAC 
STEPHENSON, A SENATOR OF THE UNITED STATES FROM THE STATE OF 
WISCONSIN. 


To the honorable the Committee on 
United States Senate: 


Your subcommittee proceeded pursuant to the terms of its appoint- 
ment to 1 the above-mentioned charges, and in pursuance of 
said duty met in the city of. Washington and, having organized, pro- 
ceeded to adopt a plan for holding such investigation. 

It was a by your subcommittee that the investigation should 
commence on October 2, 1911, at the city of Milwaukee, in the State 
of Wisconsin. 

8 yous subcommittee met at the city of Milwaukee on the 
above-mention date, all parties in interest being present. Hon. 
Charles E. Littlefield, W. E. Black, and H. A. J. pham, Esqs., ap- 
peared as counsel for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The governor and the attorney general of the State of Wisconsin 
were notified by the chairman of your subcommittee of the time and 
place of the hearing and were invited to indicate to the committee 
whether or not they desired to be present and participate in any man- 
ner in such investigation. The governor of Wisconsin, speaking for 
the State, informed your subcommittee that no one on behalf of the 
State would appear at such investigation. 

Your subcommittee then p ed to the examination of witnesses 
and documents, which examination occupied 25 days, during which 
time 124 witnesses were sworn, 35 affidavits received, and 2,1 pa 
of printed testimony taken, which testimony, affidavits. and ex ihits 
are herewith submitted as a t of the report of your subcommittee. 

Your subcommittee has given the fullest consideration to all the 
testimony introduced and has considered its weight and effect under 
the rules pertaining to the investigation and is of the opinion that the 
charges preferred against Senator Issac STEPHENSON have not been sus- 
tained, and your subcommittee finds that the election of said Isaac 
STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United States from the State of Wis- 
consin was not procured by corrupt methods or practices in said elec- 
tion of Isaac STEPHENSON, 

W. B. HEYBURN, Chairman. 


GEORGE SUTHERLAND, 
W. O. BRADLEY. 
ATLEÐ POMERENÐ, 

Mr. HEYBURN, chairman of the subcommittee, submitted a statement 
of his views in support of the conclusions reached, and on the request 
of members of the committee further consideration of the matter was 
postponed to February 3, 1912, on which date a further postponement 
was had to February 10, 1912, with the understanding that any mem- 
ber of the committee might file a statement of his views to accompany 
the Spal report of the committee, and that a vote might be taken on 
that date. 

On February 10, 1912, the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
met in regular session and received a statement of the views of Mr. 
POMERENE and Mr. SUTHERLAND in support of the report of the sub- 
committee, and proceeded to the consideration of the report of the 


Privileges and Elections of the 
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FEBRUARY 19, 


subcommittee, together with the views expressed by the members there- 
0 — 


of upon a full record of the testimony and p gs in the case. 
On motion it was ordered that the report of the subcommittee be 
es and that said subcommittee be discharged. 
ereupon it was ordered that Mr. HEYBURN be instructed to report 
the action of the committee to the Senate, with a t 
of testimony and of all the proceedings of the subcommittee, including 
the address of Hon. Charles E. Littlefield before the whole committee, 
d also the individual views presented by members of the committee. 
ve was given — file a minority report by those dissenting from the 


conclusions reach 
Wherefore ag committee, having given full consideration to the 
1 of the facts and circumstances 


law and to the testimony and to 
brought to its notice, does find that_the referred against 
Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United Sta m the State of 
‘Wisconsin, are not sustain and your committee further finds that 
the election of said Issac STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United 
States was not 8 by corrupt methods or practices. 

Wm. P. DILLINGHAM. J. F. JOHNSTON. 


ROBERT J. GAMBLE. Duncan U. FLETCHER, 
W. B. HBYBUEN. A 


GEO. SUTHERLAND. W. 0. 
GEORGE T. OLIVER. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I move that the report of 
the committee be adopted, and that Isaac STEPHENSON be 
declared entitled to a seat as a Senator from the State of Wis- 
consin in the United States Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Suoor in the chair). The 
Senator from Idaho moves that the report just read be adopted, 
and that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSON] be 
declared entitled to his seat. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am going to speak on the 
motion. I am holding the floor for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has 
the floor: Does the Senator yield to the Senator from Wash- 
ington? 

Mr. JONES. I thought the Senator from Idaho was yield- 
ing for a vote to be taken, and I did not desire a vote to be 
taken at the present time. I wanted to ask that the views of 
the minority be read. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have given notice that this question will 
be open until next Wednesday, and I am going to speak on the 
resolution which I have presented. 

Mr. JONES. Very well. > 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire, Mr. President, that the Secretary 
of the Senate be instructed to require the printing clerk to 
bring into the Senate volume 1 of the testimony in this case as 
ordered to be printed. I want that done right away. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator requests that 
volume 1 of the testimony be brought in. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I request that the executive officer of the 
Senate instruct the printing clerk to produce at the bar of the 
Senate volume 1 of the testimony. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks 
that the Secretary of the Senate be instructed to direct the 
printing clerk to produce volume 1 of the hearings. 

Mr. HEYBURN. They are attempting to be somewhat ob- 
durate, and the printing clerk seems to think that he has more 
power than the Senate of the United States. I want to find 
out whether he has or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be entered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I gave notice some days ago 
that on February 21, after the routine morning business, I 
would ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of this 
matter. In the meantime I think it is to the best advantage 
of the business of the Senate that some consideration should be 
given to the resolution. The Secretary has read the report of 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and of that committee to the Senate. I desire first to present 
the views that actuated me, as chairman of the sumcommittee 
and then as a member of the whole Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, in arriving at the conclusion expressed in this report. 

. I think it only fair to those who are going to address the Senate 
upon this matter that they should be fully advised as to the 
reasons moving the majority of the committee to their conclu- 
sion. 

It involves a question of the highest parliamentary privilege; 
it involves the right of a sitting Member of this body to retain 
his seat herein under an election by the legislature of his State. 
It must be borne in mind that at the time the proceeding at- 
tacked was had Mr. SrepsEenson was a Senator of the United 
States. It would be burdensome upon the Senate for me to 
recount the details leading up to this great controversy existing 
in the State of Wisconsin, and I shall endeavor not to be tedious 
or to go into unnecessary detail; but it is the first time in the 
history of the United States that the question of the effect and 
yalidity of a direct primary election law has been called for 
consideration by Congress. It is the first contest over the elec- 
tion of a Member of either House of Congress that depends in 


any way upon the direct primary, and it is important that Con- 
gress should give consideration to it as a new principle of 
government sought to be foisted upon the people. We must give 
consideration to the effect of a law that never was enacted. 

Mr. CULLOM, Then it is not a law. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, I am going to qualify that. That 
sounds like a bull, but I refer to that class of law which some 
people think ought to be enacted who do not know the difference 
between a law that is enacted and one which they think should 
be. We have, so to speak, two classes of law in this country— 
that which is enacted under the power of the Constitution of the 
United States, and that which is only the wish of some one 
which they think should be enacted into law—and we are getting 
so confused that there are a number of persons who do not 
know the difference. 

My mind reverts to the time of the great labor troubles in the 
Coeur d'Alene country, when a very good fellow that I had 
taken some interest in and had been able to do something for 
loomed up as one of the prisoners to be examined as to his part 
in those riots. I said to him, “ Why, Eugene, I am astonished 
to find you here; how did you ever become identified with these 
felons and murderers? ”’—they had been killing people and blow- 
ing up mills. He said. I have a right to be here.” I said, “Do 
you not know better than to go out and violate the law and kill 
people and destroy their property?” He replied, “I did not vio- 
late the law; I did it because it was the law that I should do 
it.) I said, Where do you find any such law as that?” 
“ Why,” he said, “it is the law of the miners’ union.” I said, 
“Do you not know any better than that? Do you think the law 
of the miners’ union takes precedence as against the law of the 
land?” He answered, ‘Of course it does to those who belong 
to the union.” Now, we are getting just that condition of affairs 
in the body of the citizenship of this country, and if we do not 
look out we will find ourselves in the position that that poor 
ignorant fellow was. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BRISTOW. As I understand, the Senator from Idaho is 
discussing this matter from the standpoint of the views set 
forth in his opinion, which is embodied in the report. In read- 
ing the report, the Secretary did not read the individual opinion 
of the Senator from Idaho. The other members of the subcom- 
mittee that joined in the report also offer their views. It seems 
to me we should have before us the views of the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], as well as the views of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Po- 
ERENE], so that we may understand that the Senator from Idaho 
is simply expressing his individual views on this subject, and 
not the views of the entire committee. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, when I called for the reading 
of the report it was my intention to have read the views of 
the subcommittee. The Secretary stopped just after reading 
the formal report, on page 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has 
the floor. If the Senator from Idaho desires to have those 
views read, the Secretary will read them. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let me straighten out this matter, if the 
Chair please. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Barstow] has 
referred to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE] as having 
joined in a separate report, as I understand. The Senator from 
Ohio joined in the report of the committee. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. POMERENE] 
expresses certain views in the report, he and the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] joining in the expression of those 
views. They differ upon the very question which the Senator 
from Idaho is now discussing. What I desired was that the 
yiews of the Senator from Idaho, as embodied in the report, 
be read to the Senate, and also the views of the other members 
of the committee who disagree with him upon some of the 
features of the report. 

Mr. HHYBURN. The Senator will be gratified in part at 
least. I was merely expressing a text as a foundation for the 
reading of the views to which he refers—that is, the views 
expressed by myself. I was premising it with these few per- 
tinent remarks. It is my purpose now, as a part of my 
remarks, to proceed to the reading of the views which I 
expressed to the committee. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to request that the minority 
report also be read after the Senator from Idaho—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I am not the reading clerk. 
I say that with all deference to the Senator. I probably shall 


allow that duty to devolve at a later time upon some Senator 
who is in sympathy with what he calls the minority views. 
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Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to say, if the Senator will yield, 
that I was not asking him to read it. I should very much prefer 
that the clerks at the desk read it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Idaho will permit me a 
moment, I think on the reading of the report the Senate has a 
right to have the views read. I do not think it is a case 
where a Senator is obliged to read them himself. When I made 
the request I intended to have the contents of the report read, 
the whole of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will read it now. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator prefers to read it himself, that. 
is entirely satisfactory to me. Then I want to have read also 
the views of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomErENE] and the 
views of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am in entire sympathy with that course; 
but I find it best to read the report I have written. 

Mr. LODGE. And comment on it as you go along? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I am going to comment on it as I go 
along. That is just what I am going to do. 

In support of the conclusion, first of the subcommittee and 
now of the whole committee, I filed an expression of my 
views upon this investigation. I prefer to read them myself, 
because—as suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts—I 
may feel impelled to pause at times and comment upon my own 
report. No other person should be as capable as myself of 
commenting upon it accurately. I expressed myself to the com- 
mittee, and I express myself to the Senate, as follows: 

The subcommittee having reported to the whole committee in favor 
of ISAAC STEPHENSON, I desire to submit herewith the reasons which 
actuated me in arriving at that conclusion: 

JURISDICTION. 
8 August 15, 1911, the United States Senate adopted the following 
tion: 

ree Resolves, That the Senate Committee on 118 and Elections 
or any subcommittee thereof be authorized and directed to investigate 
certain charges preferred by the islature of Wisconsin against Isaac 
STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the State of Wis- 
consin, and report to the Senate whether in the election of said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, as a Senator of the United States from the sald State of 
Wisconsin, there were used or em loyed corrupt methods or Bader 
that said committee or subcommittee be authorized to sit during the 
recess of the Senate, to hold its session at such place or places as it 
shall deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, to 
employ stenographers, to send for persons and papers, and to administer 
oaths; and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the chair- 
man of the committee or chairman of the subcommittee.” 

Pursuant to the authority given by said resolution the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections appointed a subcommittee, consisting of 
Senators HEYBURN, SUTHERLAND, BRADLEY, PAYNTER, and POMERENE, 
with full wers “to investigate said charges peera by the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin relating to the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON, A 
Senator from the State of Wisconsin.” 


MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE. 


In performance of said duty the subcommittee met at Milwaukee, 
Wis., on October 2, 1911, in the Federal Building, a quorum of said 
subcommittee being present. 

The chairman announced that the subcommittee would recognize a 
dnly authorized representative of the State of Wisconsin, in view of 
the fact that the State had submitted through its governor to the 
Senate of the United States the charges to be investigated. No one 
appearing, the chairman then instructed the secretary of the subcom- 
mittee to communicate with the governor and attorney general of the 
State and advise them that the committee was in session in Milwaukee 
for the purpose of investigating the charges aforesaid, and to inquire 
whether or not the State desi to be represented at the hearing, and, 
pursuant to such instruction, the secretary sent the following com- 
munication to the governor. 


Here I would remind the Senate that it was the State of Wis- 
consin, acting officially through its governor, that advised the 
United States Senate of the necessity or propriety of this inves- 
tigation. We had a right to expect that the party bringing the 
matter to the attention of the Senate, whether it be a State or 
an individual, would follow it up by the production of at least 
some evidence in support of the charges that set in motion the 
power of this body to investigate the title to his seat of one of 
its Members. 

So this is the communication sent to the governor : 

— MILWAUKEE, WIs., October 2, 1911. 
Hon. Francis E. McGovern, 
Governor of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.: 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the 
United States Senate, duly appointed, with instructions to investiga- 
gate the election of Isaac STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United 
States from the State of Wisconsin, as recommended by the Legislature 
of Wisconsin as provided in joint resolution 58 of said legislature, has 
entered upon the investigation in the Federal building, in the city of 
Milwaukee. As the State appears to be unrepresented by counsel, you 
are requested to advise the committee whether or not it is the desire 
of the State to be represented by counsel before this committee, and if 
80, designate in writing such person to represent the State. 

W. B. HEYBURN, Chairman. 


To which communication the governor replied as follows: 


` EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Madison, Wis., October 3, 1911. 


Hon. W. B. HEYBURN, 
Chairman Subcommittee of the United States Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, Milicaukee, Wis. 


My Dear Str: In reply to your telegram of yesterday, in which you 
request me to advise your committee whether or not it is the desire of 
the State to be represented by counsel” before your subcommittee, per- 
mit me to say that I find there is very serious doubt that I have any 
power to act in the matter. Joint resolution 58, to which you refer, 
confers no such authority. It simply requests the United States Senate 
“to investigate the manner, means, and methods by and through which 
Isaac STEPHENSON secured his election to the United States Senate,” 
recommends to the district attorney of Dane County that prosecutions 
be commenced against all persons shown to have committ perjury in 
the senatorial inquiry in this city, and suggests that prosecutions be 
commenced in other counties of the State for such violations of the cor- 
rupt-practices or bribery statutes as the evidence may justify. 

n tbe absence of any specific authority conferred by this joint reso- 
lution, the only other possible source is chapter 208 of the laws of 
Wisconsin for the year 1911. Careful.consideration of this statute 
leaves me in doubt as to whether it confers power upon me to employ 
at the ex of the State counsel to attend the investigation your 
subcommittee is now conducting. Nor can I see that much good is 
likely to come from such employment. Your invitation comes so late 
as practically to preclude the possibility of anyone whom I might select 
rendering any real service to your committee or materially assisting in 
the investigation now -in progress. That investigation has already 

n. The transactions to be inquired into are numerous and in- 
volved, as appears from the fact that the testimony already taken oc- 
cupied nany months of tbe time of committees of the State legislature 
and now fills a number of large volumes of printed reports. To be of 
service counsel for the State should have been employed months ago. 


I will pause there to say that of course no action was possi- 
ble on the part of the subcommittee until they had organized 
and been authorized to enter upon this investigation, and had 
any suggestion been made that the’ State needed further time, 
the committee, of course, stood ready to grant such further time 
as they might think was necessary. But it so happened that the 
attorney general of the State was as familiar with this case, 
having gone all through the former investigation, as he could 
have been at the end of any time that might have been given 
him. 


I say this with no feeling of personal responsibility in the matter for 
the reason that until your telegram came yesterday there was no 
ground for anticipating that the appearance of an attorney for the 
State at this hearing would be acceptable to your committee. Indeed, 
more than a week ago, under date of September 25, the Associated Press 
quoted you as having exp yourself, as chairman of the subcom- 
mittee, as follows: “The State of Wisconsin will not have an attor- 
ney in the investigation of the election of SALE STEPHENSON by the 
United States Senate committee. This hearing is under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States Senate, which does not recognize the State as 
a party to the investigation. This is an investigation, not a trial.” 


That has just about as much accuracy in it as the ordinary 
average statement made by such representatives of the great 
public. 


An additional reasen why I should not avail myself of your invita- 
tion at this time is furnished by the practice of other committees 
charged with duties similar to yours. So far as I know, no State has 
been represented counsel at any of these investigations. The work 
has been done either by the members of the committee alone or by 
counsel of their own choosing. At any rate, the responsibility for a 
thorough, searching inquiry is upon your subcommittee, acting as the 
agent of the United States Senate, in determining a question relative 
to the “election, returns, and qualifications” of one of its own Mem- 
bers. Neither the State of Wisconsin nor its legislature desires to 
assume the rôle of prosecutor or to sustain any other relation to this 
investigation than that of petitioner for a thorough, fearless, and im- 


partial inquiry. 


For the present, therefore, I shall take no action concerning the 
matter mentioned in your telegram. Assuring you, however, of my ap- 
preciation of your consideration in extending the invitation, I am, 


Very truly, yours, í 
R FRANCIS E. MCGOVERN. 
It is not signed officially; it is a personal communication. 
The chairman inquired whether or not— 


Now, I come back to the proceedings of the committee— 


The chairman inquired whether or not counsel were present to re 
resent Mr. STEPHENSON. Whereupon Hon. Charles E. Littlefield, Mr. 
W. E. Black, and Mr. H. A. J, Upham appeared on his behalf and were 
recognized by the committee. 

The joint resolution and specific charges certified to the United States 
saate by mhe governor of Wisconsin were then read. (Transcript, 
pp. 4 and 5. 


Referring to the page of transcript: 


Before entering upon the examination of witnesses by the committee 
Hon. Charles E. Littlefield, of counsel for Mr. STEPHENSON, requested 
leave to make a statement, which leave was granted. (Transcript, pp. 

Reference is made to the transcript where such statement will 
be found: 


The subcommittee then proceeded to the examination of witnesses and 
documents, which examination occupied 25 days, pote 3 which time 116 
witnesses were sworn and examined, 36 affidavits received, and upward 
of 2,100 pages of printed testimony taken, which testimony, affidavits, 
and Brena are herewith offered as a part of the report of the sub- 
com ee. 

The subcommittee was directed to investigate certain charges pre- 
ferred by the Legislature of Wisconsin against Mr. STEPHENSON. These 
charges were set forth in the communication of the governor of Wis 
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the same, certified to the United 
Senate, among which was the joint resolution rons te by 11 


nee and the papers accompanying 
2 a N aan of Wisconsin on June 26, 1911, which is found on page 2 
of the transcript. 

The charges referred to in the resolution under which the 5 
mittee acted are as follows. 

Now, these charges are worthy of especial consideration. be- 
cause they are the statement of alleged facts upon which this 
whole investigation rested, and they were made by a member of 
the Senate of the State of Wisconsin who was present through- 
out this investigation, and who was called upon by the commit- 
tee time and again to know whether or not he had anything 
further to offer in support of the charges that he had made, to 
which he replied that he had not. 

There was no star-chamber preceeding in this investigation. 

There was opportunity and space for everyone who desired to 
be acquainted with the proceedings. A knowledge of these 
charges is necessary to the understanding of that upon which 
you: must vote. You could no more disregard them than you 
could the indictment in a court upon which you were trying 
the party charged. It is quite probable that a very small per- 
centage of the Members of the Senate have had occasion or in- 
elination to read these charges, and it is more than a presump- 
tion that they desire to know what the charges are upon which 
this investigation is based. They are, perhaps, as drastic in 
their nature as any charges upon which any man ever stood 
indicted. They are such that if the party charged were found 
guilty as charged no penalty would be too severe to inflict. upon 
him either before this tribunal or the courts of law. I therefore 
feel that no apology is necessary for the reading of these 
charges. I want the Senators who are going to vote: upon this 
question to hear them. I want them to hear these charges be- 
cause in the performance of their duty they can not disregard 
them. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Dixon. McCumber Smith, Ga. 
Borah du Pont MeLean Smith, Md. 
Bourne Fletcher: Martin, Va. Smith, Mich. 

ri oster Martine, N.J. Smith, S. C. 
Bristow Gallinger N. Smoot 
Bryan rdner Nixon Stephenson 
Burnbam Guggenheim Oliver n 
Burton Heyburn rman Thornton 
Chilton Hitehcock Page Tillman: 
Crane Johnston, Ala. Perkins Townsend 
Crawford ones Poindexter Warren 
Cullom Kenyon Pomerene Wetmore 
Cummins ern Rayner Williams 
Curtis Lea. Shively Works 
Dillingham Lodge Simmons 

Mr. CHILTON. My colleague [Mr. Watson] is necessarily 


absent from the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to inquire for the presence of the 
officer of the Senate who was directed to bring this document 
before the Senate. It comes without any explanation. We 
must have some control 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The printing clerk brought the 
document to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not printed. I want to know why. It 
was ordered printed more than a week ago. I want to know 
why: an officer of the Senate does not obey its instructions. I 
serve this notice. I will proceed, but he had better take notice 
of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to answer the 
Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I ask that he be brought to the bar of 
the Senate. I ask the Sergeant at Arms to bring him to the bar 
of the Senate and let us find out. È 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Bring whom to the bar of the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms would 
hardly be justified in bringing anyone to the bar of the Senate, 
except by direction of the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Sergeant at Arms bring 
the printing clerk to the bar of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho moves 
that the Sergeant at Arms be directed to bring the printing 
clerk to the bar of the Senate. The question is on anai to 
the motion of the Senator from Idaho: 

The motion was not agreeđ to: 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I will speak on it in this 
connection. We have a rebellious majority, evidently, who glory 
in some underling of this body disobeying its orders, and they 
will sit here and vote, perhaps, in that way from motives that 
they would not care to justify on the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely want to make this remark, that 
in justice to the Senate itself the Senator ought not to rebuke 
us without our knowing what we are being rebuked about. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, did Senators know what they were 
voting for? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Here is a summary motion to bring some- 
body to the bar of the Senate, because, as charged by the Sen- 
ator from Idaho, he has negiected some duty. He did not deign 
to tell us what the evidence was upon which he founded that 
conclusion; he did not deign to tell us how he arrived at the 
conclusion; and we naturally solved the doubt which was in 
our minds in favor of the defendant. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I think you would in any event. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will show a good reason for 
bringing anyone to the bar of the Senate I shall vote to bring 


him. i 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not apt to give the Senator an oppor- 
tunity to justify his vote. When a Senator will vote on the 
confessed statement that he did not know what he was voting 
on, he shall have the comfort of dwelling on that vote until the 
end of time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will permit a little further 
interruption, I did not say that I confessed I did not know 
what I was voting upon. F asserted the Senate did not know 
what it was voting on itself, which is a totally different propo- 
sition. Here was a motion made abruptly, spasmodically, vol- 
canically, all at once, to bring somebody to the bar of the Sen- 
ate, and no reason was given for it, except a general statement 
that he had neglected to print something, I believe. I under- 
stood just what the Senator from Idaho said; and T said what 
the Senator from Idaho said did not furnish a sufficient basis 
for what he demanded. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the printing clerk and all 
other underofficers of the Senate are subject to the control and 
direction of this body. On a former oceasion, now practically a 
week ago, the printing authority, whoever it may be, was di- 
rected to print this record, and they have postponed it and 
delayed it for reasons of their own which will not commend 
themselves to Members of this body. 

The record ordinarily would haye been printed in 24 hours, 
but because of some stubbornness on the part of some of those 
underlings, they have not printed the first volume of this rec- 
ord. They have printed the second volume. Now, it is a ques- 
tion of whether they obey the orders of the.Senate or whether 
Senators sit here and vote “no” when a Senator in charge of 
a measure under consideration asks that a subofficer be brought 
here to say why he has not complied with the order of the 
Senate. That would be a fine condition of affairs in a country 
lyceum, but in the Senate of the United States it is unbecoming. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Sarre of Michigan in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from 
Towa? ` 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I was one of the Senators 
who yoted “no.” [Laughter in the galleries.] 

Mr. HEYBURN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will par- 
don me, a point of order 

Mr. CUMMINS. I wanted to ask 

Mr. HEYBURN. I rose to a point of order. I ask, Mr. Pres- 
ident 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
xea to the Senator from Iowa? 


URN. It is not a question of yielding. I rose to 
a rar of order. 
Mr. S. The Senator from Idaho is already on the 


floor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have a serious question on to-day—I 
will yield to the Senator in a moment—but before we enter 
upon it I want it understood by the occupants of the galleries 
of this body that there are not to be expressions of approval or 
disapproval through laughter or giggling. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Towa? à 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; I now yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to ask the Senator from Idaho a 
question. The Senator from Idaho moves that the printing 

clerk, as I understood him, should be brought before the bar 
of the Senate to explain why volume 1 of the testimony in the 
Stephenson case has not been printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; to explain to the Senate why he had 
not obeyed its orders. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not understand that, 
according to the practice of the Senate—and I have been here 
but a short while, and am not so familiar with that practice 
as is the Senator from Idaho—the printing clerk, if brought 
before the bar of the Senate, would have any right to enter 
upon an oral explanation of the performance or nonperform- 
ance of his duty. - 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator misunderstands the practice 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that the Senate must proceed 
in quite a different way, if it desires to enforce its order upon 
any employee of the Senate. I voted against the motion be- 
cause I believed it to be wholly out of order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, I would inquire, Mr. President, how 
the Senator would proceed to bring one of the employees of the 
Senate to an account? 

Mr, CUMMINS. I am not going to attempt an explanation 
of the practice, because I am not familiar with it, but I do 
know that an employee of the Senate would have no right to 
stand here and address the Senate upon any question. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I assume that there must be some charge 

preferred against any officer or employee of the Senate, to which 
he would have a right to respond; and then, when the testimony 
was taken upon the charge, it could be laid before the Senate; 
the issue would be decided, and then the Senate would enter 
whatsoever order it pleased to enter upon the showing so made. 
That is the way it seems to me the Senate must proceed. 
. Mr. HEYBURN. There has been more than one examination 
at the bar of this body. The Senate is not helpless in the hands 
of anybody; and it may bring any person to its bar in any 
way that it elects to do it. There is no danger of them being 
permitted to make speeches to the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. So far as I am concerned, I do not intend 
to encourage the practice of calling before the Senate anyone 
who is accused of disobeying its orders in order to permit him 
to enter upon an oral explanation of why he has done or why 
he has not done a particular thing. . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. HET BURN. I may take more drastic measures in this 
matter perhaps than asking him to explain, in which case he 
will wish he had explained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
Field to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; for a purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in justification of the act of 
the printing clerk, I wish to make this short statement: The 
report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections submitted 
by the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heyzurn] makes this 
statement: 

Mr. Hxrnunx, chairman of the subconimittee, submitted a statement 
of his views in support of the conclusions reached, and on the request 
of members of the committee further consideration of the matter was 
postponed to February 3, 1912, on which date a further postponement 
was had to February 10, 1912, with the understanding that any mem- 
ber of the committee might file a statement of his views to accompany 
the final report of the committee, and that a vote might be taken on 
that date. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well? f 

Mr. SMOOT. The printing clerk has been waiting for those 
views. They were submitted to the Senate to-day. All of the 
other part of the report has been printed at the Government 
Printing Office with the exception of the part of the report 
that is filed to-day, and that is now at the Printing Office. The 
complete report will be here to-morrow morning. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator from Idaho will 
allow me—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator contend that that is a ques- 
tion on which an officer of the Senate has the right to pass? 
The Senate makes an order that a certain document is to be 
printed. Very well. It is the duty of the clerks of the Senate 
to have it printed; it is not their duty to hold it up and wait. 
The Senate order was unconditional. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘The original order to print? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not seen a copy of it. Has the Senator 
asked for an order from the Senate? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let me ask the Senator a question. I may 
possibly get a glimmer of light. Is the Senator from Utah, as 
a member of the Printing Committee, responsible for this work 
being held up? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I knew nothing about the mat- 
ter until the Senator from Idaho asked the Secretary of the 
Senate to order the printing clerk to produce the volume. 


Mr. LODGE. As I understand, the Senate made an order to 
print. Now, it seems to me it is the duty of the officers of the 
Senate to carry out that Senate order. And if the views of the 
minority or those of any member of the committee are not 
ready they should be notified that under the order of the Senate 
the printing is to take place. Those views could be added xt 
the end just as well as at the beginning. 

Mr. SMOOT. That may be true, but the printing clerk a few 
moments ago stated to me*that the views of other members of 
the committee who had permission to file such views had not 
been filed for printing in this volume. 

Mr. LODGE. It is the action of the committee which the 
Senator has read; it is not the action of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Idaho if 
the Senate has ordered any part of this report printed other 
than when reported as a full report? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly; they did on my request when I 
filed the report; and the things to be printed were the things 
that were then before the Senate, and not something that might 
or might not ever come before the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. The report has been already printed, and the 
Senator has read from it. Now, what the Senator submitted 
as a report has been printed, and every Senator has it. As I 
understand, the report that was ordered printed has been 
printed, and in that printed report it is stated: 

With the understanding that any member of the committee might file 
a nat of his views, to accompany the final report of the com- 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. That has been filed and printed. Nobody 
is talking about that. That is not what is being talked about 
at all. ' 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand it, the order 
carried the testimony. Now, what has been held back is the 
testimony. 

Mr. SMOOT. The testimony has been held back awaiting 
the report. 

Mr. LODGE. In whose discretion does it lie to hold back 
that testimony when the Senate ordered it to be printed? 

Mr. SMOOT. It lies in the Senate's discretion, if the Senate 
has ordered it printed. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senate certainly ordered the testimony 
printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Well, then, if the Senate has ordered the testi- 
mony printed, the printing clerk is wrong. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course he is wrong. 

Mr. SMOOT. But if the Senate has not ordered the testi- 
mony printed, then he is correct. 

Mr. BORAH. I have had in my office for the last two days 
a copy of the testimony—the first and second volumes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is not the Senate print; that is the 
committee print. 

Mr. BORAH. It is the evidence and hearings. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but it is the committee print. The 
committee, of necessity, had to have the testimony printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. The testimony has already been printed for the 
committee, but I take it for granted that the printing clerk 
thought it haying already been printed, in order to have the 
final report printed he must have the views of the minority 
and majority printed together, 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to hear read the order of the 
Senate jn regard to the printing. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read from the ConGressionaL Recorp what took place at 
the time the report was presented. 

The Secretary read from page 1953 of the Concresstonar 
Recorp of February 12, 1912, as follows: ` 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ofer the following resolution and ask 
for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 215), and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

“Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of the report and accompany- 
ing papers presented by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, who 
were directed to investigate whether corrupt methods and practices 
were used or employed in the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON ns a Sen- 
ator of the United States from the State of Wisconsin, be printed for 
the use of the Senate, and that 450 additional copies of the report, to- 
gether with the hearings held before the committee, be printed for the 
use of the Senate.” 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do. 
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Mr. LODGE. I think I am correct in my statement that the 
order is an unconditional order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of course it is. 

Mr, SMOOT. I have no question but what it is an uncondl- 

tional order. 

- Mr. LODGE. Being an unconditional order, I do not think 
it was in the discretion of the printing clerk to hold it up for 
any reason, If there was material lacking in it, he should have 
brought that to the attention of the Senator in charge, and it 
should have been brought to the Senate, but it seems to me 
that there was no discretion there to be exercised. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would say, Mr. President, that the printing 
clerk of this body came to me in regard to this matter, and I 
instructed him exactly as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lope] has expressed himself; that there was no discretion: in 
him; that it was his business to print this record and have it 
here. He promised me to have it here this morning, but he has 
evidently been getting some outside advice, and has assumed to 
disobey the order of this body. 

Now, I will not pursue this question further. It is not neces- 
sary that I should. Of course, any other Senator is at liberty 
to do as he pleases at this time. 

Mr. LEA. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for a 
moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. LEA. Have sufficient copies of the testimony been printed 
and been delivered to all the Members of the Senate? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The print was a committee print. Of 
course 

Mr. LEA. Were there not sufficient copies? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just a moment. The print, under the Sen- 
ate order, could not be commenced until after the Senate had 
acted upon the resolution which has just been read. A com- 
mittee print was ordered, and the Senate had copies of that 
print sufficient for the consideration of the case up to the time 
that the Senate should take it up. 

Mr. LBA. Were not sufficient copies printed for all Senators 
to have the testimony? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There were not a sufficient number for all 
Senators, but I have not had to decline the request of any 
Senator, I have had enough copies to supply any Senator who 
has requested one. 

Mr. LEA. I understood the Senator to make the statement 
on last Tuesday that every Member of the Senate had had 
for some weeks n copy of the testimony, with the digest which 
had been sent from the committee room, Under that view of 
the case it seems to me that the resolution providing that the 
testimony, with the report and accompanying papers, should 
be printed would mean that one of the accompanying papers 
would be the views filed by the minority, and therefore the 
document could not be printed until those views had been filed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘There is no such document recognized in 
legislative affairs as a “minority report.” It has no status, 
It is merely the dissent expressed by those who do not agree 
to the report of the majority. 

Mr. LEA. I thought it might, at least, be classified as “ac- 
companying papers.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. But “accompanying papers” referred to 
papers then in existence. Can anyone suggest the reason why 
Senators stand up and defend a disobedient servant of the 
Senate who has not performed his duty? What is the motive 
that actuates them to do that kind of thing? Is it because they 
feel resentful or spiteful toward somebody, or is there a prin- 
ciple involved with which they are well acquainted, represent- 
ing the rights between a subordinate officer of this body and a 
Senator of the United States? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Utnh? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have the Recorp containing the resolution 
that was just read by the Secretary of the Senate. Following 
that resolution the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] said: 


Mr. Kenyon. Mr. President, I desire to say that the minority report 
from the committee is not yet signed, owing to the absence from the 
1 he some of the Senators. But it will be signed and presented later 
n e week. 

Mr. Rrrp. When signed, will the minority report be printed under 
the resolution just reported? 

Mr. Heyrpven. Certainly; the minority report will be printed. 

On that, as well as what was contained in the report—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Now, just let us not go ahead and make a 


mistake here 
Mr. SMOOT. The printing clerk withheld the final report 
until the minority report was printed. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. This young man has evidently been acting 
under some antagonistic advice for some purpose that I am not 
capable of discovering. The action the Senator had just re- 
ferred to is the action taken by the Senate this morning. The 
Senate this morning did just exactly what I told the Senator 
from Iowa that it would do when the minority report came in— 
they ordered it printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. HEYBURN. I prefer now, if the Senator holds—well, 
I will not say that 

Mr. SMOOT. Just to clear the thing up, Mr. President. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator can restrain himself until 
some day when he has an opportunity and the right of the floor 
to defend this disobedient official, Jet him do it in his own time. 
I am not going to stand here to speak in regard to this matter 
with special counsel for the man I charge with disobedience of 
an order of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have not a word to say if the 
Senator 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield. 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will yield no more. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator does not wish to yield I have 
not another word to say. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I do not like the spirit. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire that Senators should hear the 
indictment read, upon which they are going to try the case of 
Mr. STEPHENSON, and for that reason I requested the call that 
has been made and responded to. The other unpleasant incident 
has unfortunately arisen from the necessity of having the 
record before the Senate. This is the indictment—“ Specific 
charges,” it is headed—by John J. Blaine, State senator from 
the State of Wisconsin. Now, listen to the charges upon which 
you are going to pass when you yote: 

SPECIFIC CHARGES, 


1. That Isaac STEPHENSON, of Marinette, Wis., now United States 
Senator and a candidate for reelection, did, as such candidate for reelec- 
ve to one E. A. Edmonds, of the city of 1 Wis., an elec- 
the State of Wisconsin and said city of Appleton, a valuable 
thing, to wit, a sum of money in excess of $106,000, and approximating 
the sum of $250,000, as a consideration for some act to be done by 
sald E. A. monds, in relation to the primary election held on the 1st 
o of September, 1908, which consideration was paid prior to said 
primary election, and that said Isaac STEPHENSON was at the time of 
such payment a candidate for the Republican nomination for United 
States Senator at such primary, and did by such acts as above set forth 
violate section 4543b of the statutes. . 


He leaves himself a margin for his guess of the difference be- 
tween $106,000 and $250,000! When on the witness stand in this 
investigation, under oath, he said he had no personal informa- 
tion in regard to that charge, and declined to be responsible for 
the production of any proof or evidence to support that allega- 
tion which had been sent to this body as a basis, among other 
charges, for the investigation. 


2. That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, prior to sald primary, pay to 
said Edmonds above-mentioned sums with the design that said iedmonds 
should pay to other electors of the State, out of said sums above men- 
tioned and other sums of moncy received by sald Edmonds from said 
Isaac STEPHENSON prior to said primary, sums ranging from $5 per day 
to $1,000 in bulk, as a consideration for some act to be done in rela- 
tion to said primary by said electors for said ISAAC STEPHENSON as such 
candidate, in violation of said section, 


Mr, Blaine upon the witness stand disclaimed any knowledge 
of any fact upon which he made that charge; but he said, in 
general terms, that he made it upon newspaper statements and 
general rumor. 

The third charge in the indictment is: 


8. That with full knowledge and with instructions from said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, as to how and for what purposes said sums were to be 
esponges, said sums were so paid as above stated to said Edmonds by 
said Isaac STEPHENSON and that said sums were paid as above stated 
for the purposes above stated and also for the purpose of bribing and 
corrupting a sufficient number of the electors of the State of Wisconsin 
to encompass the nomination of said Isaac STEPHENSON at sald primary 
for the office of United States Senator. 


And under oath that man said he had no knowledge whatever, 
either before making the charge or at the time of the investiga- 
tion, upon which to base such a charge; that he made it upon 
newspaper statement and general rumor; but he did not claim 
to be able to point the committee to any source of information 
whatever. At a later period in the consideration of this ques- 
tion we will apply his testimony more specifically to those 
statements of unreliability. 

The fourth charge in the indictment is: 


4. That in pursuance of the purposes and design above stated said 
Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and through his agents, prior to said primary, 
pay to one U. C. Keller, of Sauk County, an elector of this State. the 
sum of $300 as a consideration for some act to be done by said Keller 
for 2 STEPHENSON preliminary to said primary, corruptly and un- 
lawfully. = 


Mr. Blaine testified that he had absolutely no personal knowl- 
edge whatever in regard to that matter, and he did not under- 
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take to produce before the committee any witness by whose 
testimony he might sustain the allegation; and yet it is a charge 
of corruption and bribery against a Member of this body, by a 
man who was a member of the State Senate of Wisconsin. 

The fifth charge in the indictment is: 

5. That in further pursuance of such purposes and design said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior to said primary, paid to 
one Hambright, of Racine, Wis., large sums of money as a considera- 
tion for some act to be done by sald Hambright for said STEPHENSON 
preliminary to said primary— 

Mark you, “preliminary to said primary ”— 
said Hambright being then an elector of this State, corruptly and un- 
lawfully. 

Of course, had we taken up this matter as by demurrer to 
an indictment, it never would have left the Senate. The de- 
murrer would have been sustained. It would have been sus- 
tained by the votes of the lawyers and, in so plain a case, 
by the votes of those who are not lawyers. 

6. That in further pursuance of the purposes and design above stated 
said Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and ugh his agents, prior to said 
primary— 

“Prior to said primary“ 

ay to one Roy Morse, of Fond du Lac, Wis., then an elector of this 
Btate. the sum of $1,000 as a consideration for some act to be done by 
said Morse for said Isaac STEPHENSON preliminary to said primary, and 
corruptly and unlawfully. 

I know the lawyers, in fact all the Members of this body, 
will quickly analyze an expression of that kind, that is sought 
to be made so as to avoid responsibility on the part of the 
maker. 

7. That in further ance of such purposes and design said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and rough his agents, prior to said primary— 

Mark you, these charges are all “prior to said primary”; 
and they will all depend, so far as their application is con- 
cerned—supposing that they have any—to the doing of acts 
in connection, not with an election, but with a primary, where 
it is sought to select a United States Senator; where it is sought 
to give binding force and effect to the acts of a direct primary 
in the selection of a United States Senator, in the absence of 
any law authorizing a United States Senator to be selected at 
a primary. ` 

Said Isaac STEPHENSON, by and through his spn prior to said 
pony paid to divers persons, then electors of the county of Grant, 
Wis., ranging from $5 per day and upward, as a consideration for some 
act to be done by said several electors for said Isaac STEPHENSON pre- 

to said primary, corruptly and unlawfully. 

We have not gotten beyond the primary yet; we have not 
gotten down to it. 

8. That in further pursuance of such 
Isaac STEPHENSON, by and through his ts, prior to said ary, 
did pay to divers persons who were at such time electors in this State 


a consideration for some act to be done for said Isaac STEPHENSON by 
such electors preliminary to such primary, corruptly and unlawfully, 


We are still not down to the nomination of anybody. We are 


not yet down to the primary. 


9. That in further 8 of such purposes and des 
STEPHENSON, by and thro his agents, prior to said p 5 y 
to electors of this State, who were of a different political opinion and 
who held to other political principles than those of the ublican 

« Party, more particularly 8 sums of money as a consideration 
for some act to be done by such electors for said Isaac STEPHENSON 
. to said primary, corruptly and unlawfully. 
5 1 a 5 . 

TEPHENSON, by an ou nts, prior to such pr! er 
to pay to Edward Pollock, of Lancaster, Wis. ? 


Mark this— 


did ofer to pa 
of money, as 
Lancas 


purposes and de: 


to Edward Pollock, of Lancaster, Wis., certain sums 
itor of the Teller, a newspaper published in said city of 
is., and to other editors of newspapers who were at such 


ors of this State, and for the purpose of 8 
torial support of al . — and as a consideration of — @ te 
done relating to such primary, corruptly and unlawfully. 

A charge of the purchase of rainbows—editorial support be- 
fore a primary at which there was no authority to do anything 
pertaining to the election of a United States Senator! And Mr. 
Blaine charges here, as a basis for unseating Senator STEPHEN- 
SON, that this man paid money for the editorial support of these 
newspapers! If that were established, I do not know how I 
would stand on a vote upon a question of competency, for a man 
who would pay for the editorial support of such papers, with 
the idea that any elector’s judgment would be swayed thereby, 
would be of questionable judgment. 

11. That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, prior to such primary— 


Mark you, “prior to such primary ”— 


by and through his agents, promise and agree to pay to one Lester 
Tilton, a then resident and elector of this State, and at the city 
of Neilisville, Wis., a sum in excess of $ to procure or aid in procur- 
ing the nomination of sald Lester Tilton to the assembly of this State 
from Clark County, and did offer to give to said Lester ton a sum in 
excess of Stat if said Lester Tilton would become a candidate for the 
assembly from said Clark County if said Lester Tiiton would support 
said Isaac STEPHENSON for the office of United States Senator, of 
which is in violation of sections 4542b and 4543b of the statutes. 


On the investigation of that charge it proved to be so abso- 
lutely without foundation that no one seemed inclined to stand 
responsible for it. In the first place, the man was not elected 
to the legislature, and if he was a candidate for it at all it was 
known only to himself. That Senator STEPHENSON’s agent 
should pay him $500 to become a candidate would be some evi- 
dence of the fact that Senator STEPHENSON did not get anything 
if he paid for it. 

We are near the end of these charges: 

12. That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and through his a; 
and promise and pay or agree to pay to other electors of this State sums 
of money to procure or aid in procuring the nomination of such electars 


n 
to the senate and assembly of this State other than those electors resid- 
ing in the district where said Isaac STEPHENSON resides. 


That is based upon a provision in a statute of Wisconsin, 
which undertakes to say that a candidate for office may not con- 
tribute to the election expenses of anyone who does not reside 
in his district. There was absolutely no proof offered in sup- 
port of it, although every effort was made to find some one who 
would have something to say for or against any or all of these 
charges. 

13. That E. M. H. d Max Sells, prior to said „ bei 
at such time „ the Chicago & North Western way gene 
corporation doing business in this State, did contribute and agree to 
contribute free services as such employees for the pere to defeat the 
Recipe of former Assemb E. F. Nelson, the district em- 
bracing Florence, Forest, and lade Counties, for the nomination for 
assemblyman from said district, all of which was done with the knowl- 
edge and consent and under the direction of said Isaac STEPHENSON, 
his agents, and employees, contrary to chapter 492, Laws of 1905. 

Those men were placed on the witness stand, and they did not 
eyen know that a contest was being made over this question. 
The attempt made to sustain this charge absolutely failed, not 
by insufficient proof, but for want of any proof. The examina- 
tions upon these charges were all conducted in the presence of 
the men who made them; and they were there, as it were, super- 
intending the investigation of the charges they had undertaken to 
sustain, or had made, against Mr. SrepHenson. 

14. That in further pursuance of the purposes and design above set 
forth, said Isaac — — by and through his agents, aid, in nddi- 
tion to paying eraa sums as above set forth, offer and agree to pay to 
electors o s State, prior to said primary, a premium or bonus to 
those who in his employ carried their ive precincts in such pri- 
mary for said Isaac STEPHENSON as such candidate. 


Not a word of proof was offered in support of that statement, 
and it was testified to as being absolutely without foundation. 

15. That said Isaac STEPHENSON, if claiming an election by virtue of 
receiving a plurality of votes at such primary, then said Isaac STE- 
PHENSON has violated chapter 502 of the laws of 1905 by failing and 
neglecting to file his expense account as provided by said chapter. 

That presupposes that the State has authority to require a 
candidate, or a man who thinks he is a candidate, for the 
United States Senate to file an account. Senator STEPHENSON 
filed an account which was in form and substance such as other 
candidates had justified themselves in filing. It was testified, 
if I remember correctly, by the attorney who drew it that it 
followed the account of expenses that was filed by the judge of 
the supreme court of the State at the same election. The at- 
torney who drew it took the statement of the judge of the 
supreme court as a model from which to draw the account for 
Senator STEPHENSON. k g 

But the oniy penalty prescribed for the failure to file an ac- 
count, or the filing of an imperfect account, is a fine under the 
State law; and we are not here enforcing fines under the State 
law. He seems to have been candid enough to state, under oath, 
that he expended this large sam of money. He has not been 
trying to hide it from anybody or to shift the responsibility. 

Now comes the last one. This is the sixteenth: 

16. Charging generally the primary nomination or election of sald 
Isaac STEPHENSON was obtained by the use of large sums of money cor- 
opur and illegally, by the violation of sections 4542b, 4543b, and 
4478b of the statutes relating to illegal voting, bribery, and corruption, 


and other laws above set forth relating to elections and primary 
elections. 


nts, give 


PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, 


The VICH PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Idaho sus- 
pend? The hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public-utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. In response to many 
inquiries I will take occasion now to say that I hope to be pre- 
pared to call up the bill before many days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business is temporarily laid aside. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 3 : 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, February 20, 1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19, 1912. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Henry S. Mathewson to be surgeon in the 
Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 
to rank as such from February 2, 1912, in place of Surg. Eugene 
Wasdin, deceased. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark to be surgeon in the Pub- 
lic Health and Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, to 
rank as such from February 2, 1912, in place of Surg. Rupert 
Blue, promoted to Surgeon General January 13, 1912. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

Mahlon Pitney, of New Jersey, to be Associate Justice of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, vice John M. Harlan, 
deceased. 

UNITED States DISTRICT JUDGES. 

Julius M. Mayer, of New York, to be United States district 
judge, southern district of New York, vice George B. Adams, 
deceased. 

Ferdinand A. Geiger, of Wisconsin, to be United States dis- 
trict judge, eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Joseph V. Quarles, 
deceased. a 

UNITED States MARSHAL. 

William O. Ligon, of Mississippi, to be United States marshal, 
southern district of Mississippi, vice Frederick W. Collins, de- 
ceased. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
A FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 

Jonathan Waverly Anderson, midshipman, United States 
Navy, to be second lieutenant of Field Artillery, with rank from 
December 3, 1911. 

Note.—Midshipman Anderson was nominated to the Senate 
January 3, 1912, for appointment as second lieutenant of Infan- 
try, with rank from December 2, 1911, and his nomination was 
confirmed January 8, 1912. A commission in the Infantry Arm 


has been issued to him, but he has not accepted it. It is now 


desired to appoint him in the Field Artillery Arm. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Under the provisions of an act of Congress approyed April 21, 
1904, I nominate the officer herein named for promotion in the 
Army of the United States. 

Chaplain Ernest P. Newsom, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
chaplain with the rank of major from February 14, 1912. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 

Lieut. Charles P. Burt to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Nayy from the 1st day of July, 1910, to fill a vacancy. 

Ensign Claudius R. Hyatt to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1912, upon the com- 
pletion of three years’ service as an ensign. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 

Clyde P. Loranz to be postmaster at Jackson, Ala., in p!-ce of 
Clyde P. Loranz. Incumbent's commission expired Decem* er 11, 
1911. 

ARIZONA. 


E. J. Smith to be postmaster at Holbrook, Ariz., in place of 
Martin A. Crouse, removed. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Charles H. Bartholomew to be postmaster at San Diego, Cal., 
in place of Charles H. Bartholomew. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 18, 1912. 

Enos F. Floyd to be postmaster at San Andreas, Cal., in place 
o Enos F. Floyd. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
13, 1912. - 

Anne C. Maban to be postmaster at Fort Jones, Cal., in place 
of Anne C. Mahan. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 
1912. 

Clarence S. Merrill to be postmaster at Berkeley, Cal, in 
place of Clarence S. Merrill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 18, 1912. 
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COLORADO. 


Jefferson D. Frazey to be postmaster at Antonito, Colo. Of- 

fice became presidential January 1, 1912, 

s FLORIDA. 
George A. Alba to be postmaster at St. Augustine, Fla., in 
place of George A. Alba. Incumbents commission expired 
January 14, 1912. - 

George W. Duncan to be postmaster at Jasper, Fla., in place 
of George W. Duncan. Incumbent’s commission expired Janti- 
ary 22, 1912. 

IDAHO. 

Francis Ball to be postmaster at Pocatello, Idaho, in place of 
Francis Ball. Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1912. 

i ILLINOIS. 

George W. Martin to be postmaster at St. Anne, III., in place 
of Frank L. Wilkins, resigned. 

Louis Opp to be postmaster at Belleville, III., in place of Cyrus 
Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1911. 

Henry C. Paradis to be postmaster at Momence, III., in place 
of Henry C. Paradis. Incumbents commission expired Feb- 
ruary 4, 1912. 

Elmer E. Smith to be postmaster at Clayton, III., in place of 
ee E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires March 31, 
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C. N. Smith to be postmaster at Madison, III., in place of 
William J. Franklin, resigned. 

IOWA, 

Frank E. Lundell to be postmaster at Stratford, Iowa, in 
place of Frank E. Lundell. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 17, 1912. ; 

Edward Madigan to be postmaster at Clarksville, Iowa, in 
place of Edward Madigan. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 18, 1911. 

MAINE. 


George E. Durrell to be postmaster at Skowhegan, Me., in 
pin of Isaac Dyer. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
19, 1912. 

George A. Herrick to be postmaster at Madison, Me., in placa 
of George A. Herrick. Incumbent's commission expires March 
30, 1912. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Clarke P. Harding to be postmaster at Medway, Mass., in 
place of Clarke P. Harding. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 11, 1912. 

Edwin Smith to be postmaster at Mittineague, Mass., in place 
eo Smith. Incumbent's commission expires March 30, 
19 

MICHIGAN. i 

Jacob Le Roy Gumaer to be postmaster at Ovid, Mich., in 
place of Jacob Le Roy Gumaer. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires March 11, 1912. 

John W. Needham to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Mich., in 
place of William L. Holland, resigned. 

MINNESOTA, > 

Ludwig J. Andrews to be postmaster at Lindstrom, Minn., in 
place of Ludwig J. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 27, 1912. 

Anton R. Erickson to be postmaster at Bemidji, Minn., in 
place of Anton R. Erickson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 11, 1912. 

Mons Hauge to be postmaster at Benson, Minn., in place of 
Mons Hauge. Incumbent's commission expires March 81, 1912. 

Bernard W. Johnson to be postmaster at Appleton, Minñ., in 
place of Fred E, Wheeler, resigned. 

Charles W. Paige to be postmaster at Dawson, Minn., in place 
of Charles W. Paige. Incumbent's commission expired January 
29, 1912. 

NEBRASKA, 

Thomas A. Boyd to be postmaster at Beaver City, Nebr., in 
place of Thomas A. Boyd. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 31, 1912. 3 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Frank S. Huckins to be postmaster at Ashland, N. H., in place 
of Frank S. Huckins. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 19, 1912. 


NEW YORK. 

John M. Brown to be postmaster at Port Jefferson, N. Y., in 
place of John M. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 19, 1912. 

Oliver H. Tuthill to be postmaster at Rockville Center, N. Y., 
in place of Oliver H. Tuthill. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 10, 1912. 
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OHIO. 


Walter B. Johnson to be postmaster at Fredericktown, Ohio, 
in place of Walter B. Johnsen, Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1911. 

E. Lee Porterfield to be postmaster at Delaware, Ohio, in place 
of William B. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 18, 1911. A 

John J. Roberts to be postmaster at Prospect, Ohio, in place 
of John J. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
16, 1911. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


John A. Allen to be postmaster at Peace Dale, R. I., in place 
of John A. Allen. Incumbent's commission expires March 20, 
1912. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Ellison Capers, jr., to be postmaster at Summerton, S. C. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Martin Cauthen to be postmaster at Kershaw, 8. C., in place 
of Martin Cauthen. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
21, 1912. 

Charles D. Kennedy to be postmaster at Johnston, S. C., in 
place of John W. Payne, resigned. 

Aaron M. Morris to be postmaster at Pickens, S. C., in place 
of Aaron M. Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1912. 

Alonzo D. Webster to be postmaster at Orangeburg, S. C., 
in place of Alonzo D. Webster. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 28, 1912. 


SOUTH DAKOTA, 


William H. Ochsner to be postmaster at Chamberlain, S. 
Dak., in place of William H. Ochsner. Iucumbent's commis- 
sion expired January 27, 1912. 

TENNESSEE. 

Bird P. Allison to be postmaster at Monterey, Tenn., in place 
of Bird P. Allison. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
31, 1912. 

Clarence V. Gwin to be postmester at Hartsville, Tenn., in 
place of Clarence V: Gwin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 31, 1912. 

Rufus T. Hickman to be postmaster at Lynnville, Tenn., in 
place of Rufus T. Hickman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January $1, 1912. 

Lorenzo H. Lasater to be postmaster at Athens, Tenn., in 
place of Lorenzo H. Lasater. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 28, 1912. 

Christopher C. Stribling to be postmaster at Clifton, Tenn., 
in place of Christopher C. Stribling. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 31, 1912. 

VIRGINIA. 

Edmond L. S. Bouton to be postmaster at Vienna, Va. Office 

became presidential January 1, 1912. 
WASHINGTON. 

William O. Gregory to be postmaster at Burlington, Wash., 
in place of William O. Gregory. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires March 2, 1912. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 
George T. Goshorn to be postmaster at Piedmont, W. Va., in 


place of George T. Goshorn. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 9, 1911. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Deecutive nominations confirmed by the Scnate February 19, 1912. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
Paul Stanislaus Wagner to be first lieutenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 
Lieut. Col. John Conklin to be colonel. 
Maj. Peyton C. March (detailed adjutant general) to be lieu- 
tenant colonel. : 
Capt. Albert J. Bowley, to be major. 
First Lieut. William F. Morrison to be captain. 
Chaplain George J. Waring to be chaplain with the rank of 
captain, 
Posr MASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
Carter R. Bibb, Warrior. 
Ralph Callaway, Maplesville. 
Samuel E. Clark, Florala. 
Noah S. Daniel, Dora. 


Joe S. Franklin, Alabama City. 
James A. Grimmet, Tuskegee. 
Samuel R. Kennamer, Guntersville. 
Alice A. Sartin, Oakman. 
INDIANA. 
Cadmus E. Crabill, South Bend. 
Donald McCallum, Batesville. 
IOWA. 
John Moe, Ossian. 
John W. Reed, Waucoma. 
MICHIGAN. 
John W. Needham, St. Joseph. 
Samuel H. Wilson, South Haven. 
MISSISSIPPI, 
Wiley W. Brashears, Gunnison. 
Frances A. Gardner, Moorhead. 
Ella Meade Harper, Raymond. 
Hubbard E. McClurg, Ruleville. 
George K. Smith, jr., Indianola. 
Coke B. Wier, Quitman. 
VIRGINIA, 
William H. Mosby, Bedford City. 


WITHDRAWALS. 


Executive nominations withdrawn from the Senate February 
19,-1312. 


COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


John Biddle, of North Carolina, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Pamlico, in the State of North Carolina. Mr. 
Biddle is now serving under a temporary commission issued 
during tke recess of the Senate. 

Christopher D. Jones, of North Carolina, to be collector of 
customs for the district of Beaufort, in the State of North 
Carolina. (Reappointment. } 


POSTMASTERS. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


John M. Burrows to be postmaster at Ashboro, in the State of 
North Carolina. 

Estella Cameron to be postmaster at Rockingham, in the State 
of North Carolina. 

John R. Joyce to be postmaster at Reidsville, in the State of 
North Carolina. 

William A, Mace to be postmaster at Beaufort, in the State of 
North Carolina. 

Samuel E. Marshall to be postmaster at Mount Airy, in the 
State of North Carolina. 

Lonnie E. Pickard to be postmaster at West Durham, in the 
State of North Carolina. 

Wiliam S. Saunders to be postmaster at Roancke Rapids, in 
the State of North Carolina. 

Henry J. Whitt to be postmaster at Roxboro, in the State of 
North Carolina. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 19, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., as 
follows: 

Our Father in heaven, let Thy kingdom come in all our 
hearts, that we may think pure thoughts, speak kind words, do 
noble deeds. 

“Charity thinketh no evil.” 

“A soft answer turneth away wrath.” 

A good deed touches the hearts of men. 

“Behold how good and how pleasant it is for brethren to 
dwell together in unity.” 

Where love is, God is. Help us, therefore, we beseech Thee, 
to keep the eleyenth commandment in our hearts this day. In 
the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 17, 
1912, was read and approved. 


REPRESENTATIVE FROM ARIZONA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following creden- 
tials, which were read: 
Know all men by these presents: 


That I, Richard E. Sloan, governor of the Territory of Arizona, wy 
authority of the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 2 
1910, and the joint resolution of Congress approved August 21, 1911, 
as supplemented by ordinance No. 2. adopted by the constitutional con- 
vention of Arizona, do hereby certify that, as shown by the returns 
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of the election held on the 12th da 


1 of December, 1911, as canvassed 
and certified to me by the canvassing board in accordance with said 
act, joint resolution, and ordinance No. 2, Carl Hayden was a candidate 
at sald election for the ofice of seperate in Congress and, of 


all the various candidates for said office, receiyed the highest number 
of votes therefor and was therefore elected to said office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the 
great seal of the 8 of Arizona to be affixed. 
one at the city of Phoenix, the capital, this 3d day of February, 


SEAL.] Ricwarp E. SLOAN. 
y the governor: 
GEORGE YOUNG 
Secretary of Arizona. 
Mr. HAayDeEN appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath of office. 
BANKING AND CURRENCY CONDITIONS, 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
privileged resolution from the Committee on Rules, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution 
No. 411 to investigate banking and currency conditions, have had the 
same under consideratioin and report the following resolution as a 
substitute therefor, with the recommendation that it do pass: 

Whereas the Committee on Banking and Currency is vested with the 
power to propone to the House all legislation relating to banking and 
ace is bald committee is desirous of securing full and complete 
information regarding the banking and currency conditions of the 
country for the purpose of determining what legislation is needed: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, as a whole 
or by subcommittee, is authorized to sit duri the sessions of the 
House and the recess of Congress, to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, 
8 experts, counsel, accountants, and clerical and other 
ab The Speaker shall have authority to sign and the Clerk to attest 
subpeenas during the session or recess of Congress. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move the 
previous question on the resolution, but pending the putting of 
the motion I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] if we can not make some agreement as to the time for 
discussion. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman, 
first, if this is the resolution as it was reported by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is the resolution that is re- 
ported by the committee, with the proyision relating to ex- 
penditures out of the contingent fund stricken out. 

Mr. DALZELL. Until we can make some arrangement about 
debate, I shall reserve the point of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is stricken out of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DALZELL. I shall reserve a point of order until we can 
see what we can do about the time for debate. How much time 
for debate will the gentleman agree to? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. As I understood the gentleman, it 
was agreeable that this should be stricken out and considered 
as committee action. 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly, if the gentleman is willing to 
agree to a reasonable debate. z 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. How much time would the gentleman 
like to have? 

Mr. DALZELL, I should suggest an hour a side, at least. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to 
that, if the gentleman will agree that at the end of that time 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Texas 
yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. LENROOT. I would ask the gentleman whether he 
would not agree to this, that at the end of that time the gen- 
tleman from Texas shall be recognized to moye the previous 
question? 

Mr, HENRY of Texas. I could not make that agreement. 

Mr. LENROOT. Of course, if this agreement be made as the 
gentleman suggests, it shuts off any opportunity to amend the 
resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman can move the previous ques- 
tion at the end of that time. There are some here—I presume 
a good many—who would, perhaps, vote for this resolution if it 
was the only one they could vote for, but who would prefer to 
amend it, and who, therefore, would be opposed to ordering the 
previous question. ` 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska that by an agreement of the House on Saturday it was 
understood that the business on Monday should be passed over 


until Thursday to give right of way to the consideration of the 
chemical schedule. 

At the request of the gentleman from Texas I agreed to 
waive that right if this debate on this resolution did not take 
up an undue length of time; but I am perfectly willing to have 
the 2 hours, for with a roll call and 40 minutes’ debate it would 
probably amount to 2 hours. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call attention to the fact that I 
have reserved the point of order, and the length of the debate 
will depend upon the decision of the Chair if I insist on the 
point of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman insists on that, of 
course I will have to withdraw the resolution and reconvene 
the Committee on Rules; but I thought this could be regarded 
as committee action and there would be no objection to it on 
that account. 

Mr. DALZELL, The gentleman will recall that I said to him 
this morning I concurred in that, providing we could make a 
reasonable arrangement as to discussion, and so I am willing ~ 
now, but the gentleman from Wisconsin insists—and he has a 
perfect right to insist—that he shall have an opportunity to 
offer an amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman will concede, at least, the 
right of Members to vote on the proposition of the previous 
question, because that would shut out amendment. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. NORRIS. I said to the gentleman from Texas it seems 
to me, and I think he wants to be fair in this matter, that he 
ought to give Members the right to vote on the previous ques- 
tion. Regardless of what the members of the Rules Committee 
might think, I would not feel disposed to let it pass without an 
objection if we can not have a vote on the previous question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman understands he would 
have the right to vote on the previous question now unless we 
can agree on the two hours. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the gentleman wants to shut out all debate 
and amendment, I presume he has the power to do it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to say I am not 
asking for a right to amend, but simply for the right to vote 
upon the previous question. 

Mr, HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question for information. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HARDY. That is as to whether any opportunity will 
be given to amend this resolution by a motion to amend it upon 
the floor of the House? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Not if the previous question is or- 
dered. 4 

Mr. HARDY. If the previous question is not ordered, then 
what is the condition with reference to the right to amend? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Why, of course, undoubtedly the reso- 
lution would be open to amendment and further discussion. 

Mr. HARDY. Then the proper thing for those who want to 
amend the resolution is to vote against the previous question. 
Is that it? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Well, I would not like to say what 
the proper thing would be under such circumstances. I leave 
that to other gentlemen. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman allow one further inquiry 
and permit me to submit a question somewhat similar to that 
submitted by the other gentleman from Texas; and that is that 
a Member who is in fayor of amending this resolution would 
have to vote against the previous question in order to get an 
opportunity even to offer his amendment? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Let me understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. Does the gentleman insist 
on his point of order, under the circumstances, that this amend- 
ment eliminating certain language was not adopted at a meet- 
ing of the committee? / 

Mr. DALZELL. I shall feel inclined to insist upon my point 
of order unless we can come to an arrangement that will be 
satisfactory to both sides of the House relative to the discussion, 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. What arrangement would the gentle- 
man suggest that would be satisfactory? 

Mr. DALZELL. I have not any objection to waiving the 
question of order if we can have an hour’s debate on each side, 
and after that the gentleman move the previous question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I could not agree to that. That 
agreement can not be made. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I shall insist on the point of order. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the resolu- 
tion. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Taytor of Colorado, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
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copies, the papers in the case of Frank C. Johnson, House bill 
16829, Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 20182) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909. 

Pending that question I desire to see whether I can agree 
on general debate with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. What is the gentleman's suggestion? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On account of the number of appro- 
priation bills on the calendar, I would like to limit general de- 
bate to a few hours, if possible, and I would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he is willing to agree to four hours’ gen- 
eral debate—two hours on a sida. 

Mr. DALZELL, I could not agree to that. I have applica- 
tions for time extending over that. I suggest that the gentle- 
man allow the debate to run on for the present, and perhaps we 
can agree hereafter as to when it shall close, but I haye appli- 
cations for more time than would occupy two hours on this 
side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would say to the gentleman that I 
would be glad to agree with him on a limitation of debate, if 
he desires to do so. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would suggest four hours on a side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will compromise with the gentleman 
and say three hours on a side, if that is satisfactory. 

Mr. DALZELL. Say three and one-half. . 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It will run the session of the House 
this evening pretty late if we make it three and one-half hours. 
I want to finish the general debate to-day, and I think three 
hours on a side will let us through at half past 6, and that that 
will be more satisfactory. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not agree to that. I would rather the 
gentleman would let the debate run on. This is a very impor- 
tant measure, Mr. Speaker. We ought not to be cut off with 
a limited debate on a great tariff bill, a bill that has been 
prepared by the gentleman and his colleagues, but which 
we have had no opportunity at this time to know anything 
about. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If three and one-half hours’ debate ona 
side, which makes seven hours of debate on the bill, is satis- 
factory to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, pending the mo- 
tion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate on this bill be limited to seven hours, three 
and one-half hours on a side, one-half of the time to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and one-half by 
myself. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask if it is the intention of the gentleman to 
155 general debate to-day if that arrangement is entered 

to? j 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope so. I would like to do it. The 
pressure of appropriation bills is so great that I would like to 
ask the House to stay here to-night to finish general debate on 
this bill. I think the exigencies of the public business are such 
that the House ought to be willing to do so, 

Mr. MANN. The exigencies of the public business in the 
middle of February of a long session of Congress are not suffi- 
cient to cause the gentleman to insist on the House remaining 
in session at night for general debate. Members have other 
work to perform. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
my request. 2 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the gentle- 
man from Alabama asks unanimous consent that general debate 
on this bill be limited to seven hours, three and one-half hours 
to be controlled by himself and three and one-half hours by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Maxx] objected. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No. 

Mr. HILL. If it is not too late, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that the House resolve itself into Com- 


Mr. Speaker, I ask the Chair to put 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 20182, the chemical schedule. 

The motion was ggreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 20182, with Mr. Russexr in the chair. 

Mr. RUSSELL took the chair amid applause. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in session in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of House bill 20182. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, oe duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that the first reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, Mr. HARRISON of New 
York was the chairman of the subcommittee that prepared this 
bill, and I desire to yield to him one hour to present the bill to 
the House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HAR- 
RISON] is recognized for one hour. 4 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in presenting 
to the House the Democratic revision of Schedule A, the tariff 
schedule dealing with chemicals, oils, and paints, I wish to 
call the attention of the House to the magnitude of the indus- 
tries involved. 8 

Chemicals and allied products in the census of 1910 showed 
52,000,000, 000 worth of capital invested, and nearly one and one- 
half billion dollars worth of products, with about $900,000,000 
worth of raw materials. Our imports in 1910, under the head 
of “Chemicals and allied products,” amounted to nearly 
$144,000,000 representing 9} per cent of our total imports, and 
made the largest single class of imports coming into our coun- 
try. Our export trade in these products has doubled from 1897 
to 1906, showing a more rapid increase than does any other 
country in this respect. Our exports of chemicals in 1911 being 
nearly $39,000,000, 

Our imports under Schedule A which were dutiable in 1911 
under the Payne law were $48,869,000 worth, upon which we 
collected duties of a little more than twelve and one-half million 
dollars, at an average ad valorem rate of 25} per cent. The im- 
ports estimated under our dutiable list of Schedule A for the fiscal 
year are $96,770,000, with duties estimated at $16,120,000, at an 
average ad valorem rate of 16% per cent, showing an expected 
increase in revenues of at least three and one-half million dol- 
lars, with a reduction in the ad valorem rates of the dutiable 
list from 25} per cent to 16% per cent. 

The products which were classed as chemical and allied prod- 
ucts are, as to about two-thirds of their number, products which 
enter into further manufacturing processes, and only about one- 
third of the products involved are subjects of direct consump- 
tion by the public, so that as to two-thirds of the articles car- 
ried in the proposed Democratic revision the effect on the con- 
sumer will be felt by a reduction in the cost of manufacturing 
more highly finished products, which will intermediately cause 
a reduction in the cost of the products which the public con- 
sumes. 

I wish to say a few words about the care which has been ex- 
ercised in the preparation of this bill. In the recent past the 
Democratic Party has been subjected to considerable criticism, 
most of which, in my judgment, is insincere and for political 
purposes, to the effect that the Democratic tariff bills have been 
hastily prepared and without a thorough study of the subjects 
covered by them. I venture to say that as to all of the bills 
which we have presented to the House since the Democrats 
came into power that charge is not only untrue but that the 
exact reverse is true; that more care and consideration, both as 
to the revenue and to the consuming public, have been given to 
the preparation of the Democratic tariff bills than have been 
shown in the preparation of any other tariff for the past 20 
years. But as to Schedule A particularly, I call to the attention 
of the House the fact that since last April a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Ways and Means—the Democratic member- 
ship—has been engaged in the study of the articles covered by 
Schedule A and the rates thereon; that for the past three 
months the subcommittee has been almost continuousiy in ses- 
sion upon this subject; that the very efficient and skillful clerk 
of the Committee on Ways and Means and his assistants have 
been for some weeks at work night and day assisting the com- 
mittee in the preparation of this bill; and that we have had, in 


2200 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


addition, technical experts from the Bureau of Chemistry of 
the Department of Agriculture, a chemical expert from the 
board of appraisers of the custom house at New York City, anda 
financial expert of the Treasury Department, who has helped 
us in preparing our estimates of expected revenues, and that the 
bill itself has been submitted to the Treasury Department for 
its consideration and for suggestions as to the administrative 
features of the bill. But more than this, and in addition, the 
Democratic membership of the Committee on Ways and Means 
in the preparation of this bill has had the benefit of the report 
of the Tariff Board on Schedule A. [Applause.] 

The report of the Tariff Board consists of a glossary of thé 
paragraphs of the existing law and, in addition, an economic 
review of the chemical industry in the United States, in Can- 
ada, in France, in England, and in Germany. The members of 
the Ways and Means Committee take this opportunity of ex- 
pressing to the Tariff Board their appreciation of the very valu- 
able assistance’ which this report has been to them in the 
preparation of their bill. When the Tariff Board made this 
report to us, no inquiry had been made by them into the sup- 
posed difference, if any, in the cost of production here and 
abroad, so that the Tariff Board documents published with this 
report refer solely to subjects which are of importance to all 
revisers of the tariff, whether Republican or Democratic. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the gentleman, in view of his explanation of the manner 
in which the committee came to frame its very comprehensive 
report, whether any hearings were given to people engaged in 
the businesses affected by the bill? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will answer that quite 
frankly. The subcommittee prepared a painstaking digest of 
every sentence and every syllable of the testimony given by all 
the witnesses on the chemical schedule before the Ways and 
Means Committee three years ago, and the subcommittee in- 
formed itself absolutely as to all of that testimony. In addition 
to that, such gentlemen as came to Washington and asked the 
subcommittee of the Ways and Means Committee for an oppor- 
tunity to explain their views upon this subject were granted an 
informal meeting with the members of this committee, and the 
fullest latitude of statement was permitted to those gentlemen. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then this subcommittee did 
actually hear from people interested in the business affected by 
the bill and to that extent operated a little differently from 
some of the other subcommittees that have already reported? 

Mr, HARRISON of New York. O Mr. Chairman, my state- 
ment does not contain any suggestion as to what other sub- 
committees have done in the preparation of other tariff bills. 
My remarks are confined solely to the subject that I have my- 
self, as a member of the subcommittee, had control of. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know the gentleman has 
been working industriously, and that is very commendable; but 
the letters of inquiry that have been coming in indicate that 
there are some matters in the bill that may not have been ex- 
plained to the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. When we come to the proper 
time in this debate, no doubt the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] will enlighten the House concerning those things. 
Now I can not yield any further on this point. 

Pieri MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will not the gentleman 
eld 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; if my friend will excuse 
me, I want to get into my argument. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a question for information. 
I would be glad to know if the hearings containing the state- 
ments of the manufacturers referred to by the gentleman before 
the subcommittee, or the Democratic members of the subcom- 
mittee, are in print? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. They are not. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the balance of us can not have the 
same knowledge. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois, from my own personal observa- 
tion, that there was not one single shred of new information 
presented by those gentlemen that they did not present before 
the committee three years ago, which was printed at that time. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I am very much interested in 
the gentleman’s statement of the careful consideration which 
has been given in the framing of this schedule. I wanted to 
inquire whether any such consideration was given to the fram- 
ing of the chemical schedule on which we were required to vote 
last 1 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
from Michigan that I stated on the floor at that time that I 


thought the chief merit of the chemical revision of last summer 
was that it was a revision downward, and that if the Ways and 
Means Committee ever had the opportunity of originating a bill 
of its own, it would be drafted upon somewhat different lines. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman did not think, 
then, that it had any other merit at all than that it was a 
downward revision ; 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think that merit is over- 
whelming. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan (continuing). 

its effect might be upon the industry. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. I want to inquire whether 
the gentleman claims that this bill is a downward revision? 

Mr, HARRISON of New York. I do, very decidedly. Itisa 
very great reduction. I propose to go into that in a few 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
` Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. I think we might as weil have an understanding 
at the start as to be compelled to correct misunderstandings in 
the future. The gentleman from New York does not intend to 
convey the idea by his statement that the Tariff Board has made 
any investigation of the chemical industry, except to prepare a 
glossary. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not in- 
tend 

Mr. HILL. I will amplify my question a little; I mean by 
that, any such investigation as they have made or any such 
report as they have made on the wool schedule, and as they 
are now preparing in relation to the cotton industry. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. So far as my personal obser- 
yation goes, the report submitted by the Tariff Board on the 
chemical schedule is of much more yalue than that which they 
submitted on the wool schedule. 

Mr. HILL. They have only submitted a glossary. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will invite the gentleman's 
attention to the report of the committee on this bill, and he will 
find it there. 

Mr. HILL. It is simply a glossary. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It contains a report on the 
chemical industry in this country and other countries. 

Mr. HILL. It is simply a glossary and not a report, because 
they have made no investigation. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman from Connec- 
ticut may state his side of the case in his own way, but he is 
not stating the facts. 

Mr. HILL. I asked the gentleman a question: Whether he 
desired to have it understood that the Tariff Board has made 
a report aside from the glossary of the chemical industry? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I think I have no difficulty in 
making myself understood by the other Members of the House, 
however difficult it may be for the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL. I accept the rebuke in good faith and my ques- 
tion is in good faith also, and I think the gentleman from New 
York ought to answer it in good faith. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Which the gentleman from 
New York has done. t 

Mr. HILL. I ask the gentleman does he intend to have the 
country and the House understand that, aside from the glossary 
of the chemical industry, the Tariff Board has made any report 
on that schedule? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentleman from Con- 
necticut will allow me to answer his question, I have already 
stated and will state again that the Tariff Board has made a 
report on the chemical schedule, including an extremely painstak- 
ing and carefully prepared glossary of each one of the articles 
affected by Schedule A, and in addition, a scientific and learned 
report upon the economic condition of the chemical industry in 
the United States, Great Britain, France, and Germany. 

Mr. HILL. To whom was the repòrt made? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I decline to 
yield further upon that point. I ask the indulgence of the 
House for permission to proceed for a few minutes without in- 
terruption in order to conclude my statement as to the relation 
of the Tariff Board to this report 

Mr. HILL. To whom was the report made? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I decline to yield further. I 
do not wish to make the Tariff Board responsible for the rates 
in this bill. They are not so responsible. The Democratic mem- 
bers of the Ways and Means Committee are responsible both for 
the subjects of taxation in the bill and for the rates imposed 
upon them. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in concluding my reference to the Tariff 
Board, I wish to express the gratitude of the committee for the 
extraordinarily able and intelligent assistance rendered to the 
committee by the technical expert of the Tariff Board, Dr. B. 
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Herstein, who is a man not only learned in chemistry but in the 
economic side of the chemical industry, and in the bearing that 
the rates at the customhouse will have upon that industry. He 
is a most valuable public servant, and I take pleasure in ex- 
pressing publicly the satisfaction that the committee have had 
in securing his advice, in addition to all the other advice that I 
have enumerated. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. I fully concur with the gentleman, and I ask 
him whether the assistance that has been rendered has not 
been rendered as the individual opinion of Dr. Herstein, and 
for which the Tariff Board assumed no responsibility and for 
which they can not assume responsibility? > 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say tọ the gentleman 
that I take it that the individual opinion of the expert of the 
Tariff Board is the very best opinion that the Tariff Board 
could haye given. i 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman does not answer my question. 
Has not the Ways and Means Committee been advised that it 
was not an opinion for which the Tariff Board held itself re- 
sponsible? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I have endeavored, Mr. 
Chairman, specifically not to make the Tariff Board responsible 
for this bill. The Tariff Board is not responsible for it, but 
the Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee 
fire responsible. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will not answer 
the question, I will ask him to permit the leader of the Demo- 
cratic Party in the House to answer the question, whether he 
has not been so advised? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I shall be 
very glad to have the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] come to my assistance when I think I need it, but under 
the present circumstances I am not of that impression. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, after the high 
tribute which the gentieman has paid to the ability of the 
Tariff Board, does he not think the Tariff Board ought to be 
continued as a permanent institution? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will say to 
the gentleman from Michigan that speaking individually, not 
speaking for the committee—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Nor the party. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I should be in favor of the 
creation of a board of technical experts, to be attached to the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House [applause on the 
Democratic side]; and I am not in favor of the continuation of 
a presidential board, however high the individual merits of the 
members of that board and however high the purposes of those 
members, if the board is to be continued to be used, as it has 
been in the past, for the purpose of impeding downward reyi- 
sion of the tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan rose. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I decline to 
yield any further on that point. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, as the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts is a member of the committee, I yield 
with pleasure. 

Mr. McCALL. I would ask the gentleman whether he thinks 
the report of the Tariff Board on the wool schedule impeded 
the downward revision of the wool schedule? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I do, and I think it was a 
mere pretense also. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, an investigation of the chemical industry in 
the United States discloses the fact that this industry, per- 
haps to a greater degree than any other one in the tariff, can 
stand upon its own feet, and need not fear invasion from the 
foreign manufacturers in that great class of chemicals which 
are the subject of either patents or secret processes. A very 
large proportion of the articles covered by Schedule A are 
manufactured either by a secret process or under a patent, and 
in both cases the existence of a monopoly is easily brought 
about. In some cases there is reason to fear that these 
monopolies are international; but, certainly, as to two branches 
of the chemical industry, monopolies exist in the United States 
to which the existing prohibitive tariff rates have afforded the 
opportunity to come into existence. 

These two branches are unquestionably the manufacture of 
heavy chemicals and the manufacture of medicinal prepara- 
tions. Medicinal preparations are the subject of about the 
tightest little combination of all. There have been five leading 
“drug firms which sold to the retailer at about uniform prices, 
and which practiced all the familiar machinations of trusts 
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when any outside manufacturer attempted to sell to those deal- 
ers at a cheaper rate. The same sort of combination has ex- 
isted in the manufacture and production of heavy chemicals. 
These are more or less protected from foreign invasion because 
of their mere bulk and size. But all the same they have had 
prohibitive rates, and the manufacturers of heavy chemicals 
have also divided up their territory, fixed prices, and the cus- 
tomer who sought to buy of them must either pay their prices or 
starve. 

As affecting the question of wages, I do not expect to hear 
the argument as to this schedule which gentlemen on the other 
side of the aisle have, in my judgment, fallaciously advanced 
in regard to other tariff reductions, because it appears from an 
analysis of the ratio of wages and salaries to the value of the 
products in chemical manufactures, as affected by the Payne 
tariff Jaw, only 74 per cent of the output was in salaries and 73 
per cent in wages; and since our effective ad valorem average 
in this bill is about 15 per cent, or 100 per cent of the total 
wages and salaries paid, it will be obvious that the cry of reduc- 
tion in wages can not be leveled at this bill. It will also appear 
from these tables that the number of establishments for manu- 
facturing chemicals has increased, between 1900 and 1910, about 
85 per cent. The capital invested, as also the value of products 
and the cost of raw materials, have practically doubled. The 
number of salaried officials, superintendents, and manufacturers 
was twice as great in 1910 as in 1900; the salaries of these em- 
ployees have more than doubled, while the number of wage 
earners has increased only 31 per cent, or in a less ratio even 
than the number of establishments, although the average wage 
shows a slight increase, because the total wages paid have in- 
creased at a higher ratio than the number of wage earners. 

I might say that these increases of salaries of officials repre- 
sent largely salaries paid to former owners of small plants 
which have been absorbed in the process of consolidation and 
these gentlemen are now burdening the pay rolls. All that we 
have done in this bill is to cut into the inflated and illegitimate 
profits of the manufacturers and not into the wages of the 
workingmen. 

Mr. Chairman, the first time the chemical schedule came 
into existence was in the year 1883, and it is fair to say that 
from that day to this, during a period of 30 years in which 
the chemical industry of the United States has grown and ex- 
panded more rapidly in proportion than any other, Schedule A 
has received less attention than has any other schedule of the 
tariff. The schedule as it stands to-day is absolutely inade- 
quate to meet the revenue necessities of the modern industry, 
and is full of absurd inconsistencies which this bill regulates, 
Many of the rates of the law are, and always have been, abso- 
lutely prohibitive, and that seems curious in view of the fact 
that before the tariff commission of 1883 Mr. Alexander Jones, 
the president of the American Chemical Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, stated positively that even then the chemical industry 
was not in its infancy; and Mr. Henry Bowyer before that 
same commission testified—and he was the man who prepared 
the first census report on chemicals—that even at that time a 
10 per cent ad valorem tax- on the articles carried in this bill 
would more than offset the difference in the cost of production 
between our country and other countries. But in spite of that 
testimony and other important information to that effect, the 
rates were then fixed in many cases at absolutely prohibitive 
figures and they have remained so ever since. An absurd in- 
consistency in the bill was the tax on sulphuric acid. Now, 
this acid is the basis of many of the other chemical manufac- 
tures. It is of such importance that—I think it was Humboldt 
who said that the amount of the consumption of sulphuric acid 
by a nation was a measure of its advance in civilization. 

Now, the tax laid upon this in the Payne law was $5 a ton, 
and that was done in spite of the fact that from the nature of 
the substance it is very difficult to import. It has been sold by 
a combination of manufacturers in the neighborhood of $20, 
where it has cost a little more than one-third of that amount 
to manufacture. This bill of ours places sulphuric acid on the 
free list, in the hope that importations may be stimulated and 
may break the manufacturers’ ring. Another inconsistency of 
the Payne law was the taxing of tannic acid at 35 cents a. 
pound and gallie acid, which is made out of tannic acid, at 8 
cents a pound. This bill has corrected that. Another incon- 
sistency in the present law Which I will take up is the tax on 
yellow prussiate of potash at about 40 per cent ad valorem and 
potassium cyanide, which is made out of it, taxed at 121 per 
cent ad valorem. Again, in the Payne law phosphorus was on 
the tax list and phosphoric acid, which is made out of phos- 
phorus, was on the free list. This bill has reyersed that process. 
Another matter which was in need of attention was the classi- 
fication and taxation of coal-tar products. We at present im- 
port about two-thirds of the coal-tar products used in the manu- 
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factures in this country, and in order to readjust the revenue 
collected on the industry we have lowered the rate on the coal- 
tar dyes and colors from 80 to 25 per cent ad valorem, and on 
all other products of coal tar not specifically mentioned we 
haye lowered the rate from 20 to 15 per cent ad valorem. On 
the other hand, many of the intermediate products or primary 
stages of distillation or manufacture of coal-tar products we 
have taken off the free list and have taxed at from 5 to 10 per 
cent ad valorem rates, an arrangement which we believe pro- 
duces the first scientific revision of the coal-tar schedule ever 
seen in American tariff making. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
a question? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. On that point, is that not a 
complete change in policy with regard to raw material so far 
as the Democratic Party is concerned? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Well, I am very glad to 
have the gentleman ask the question, and I will answer him 
quite frankly. The furthest I am willing to go into the doc- 
trine of free raw materials is that I am unwilling to lay a tax 
upon any so-called raw material the imposition of which will 
increase the cost of the necessaries of life. 

Now, I deny the suggestion that on any articles which are 
not necessaries of life or any articles which are luxuries of 
life it is the Democratic theory that high prohibitive rates shall 
be left on top and that the manufacturer shall be given the raw 
material free, because with that process the manufacturer gets 
all the benefit and the public gets none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman answer 
one more question? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not somewhat incon- 
sistent—I want to get the gentleman’s view, because it seems 
to be very important—to appeal for a reduction in the cost of 
living so far as imported raw materials are concerned, and 
then change the policy from the free admission of raw materials 
to that of imposing a duty of 5 per cent? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Neither the gentleman’s 
premises nor conclusions are correct. We have not done any 
of the things he says we have done. In certain places in this 
bill we have laid a tax upon certain materials of manufacture 
which do not enter into the making of the necessaries of life, 
but we have at the same time reduced the tariff rate upon the 
finished product, so that if the manufacturer attempts to un- 
load on the American people the tax upon his materials of man- 
ufacture he will be met by importations from abroad, and the 
consuming public will be protected. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is in favor of 
the reduction of the wool schedule? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I am. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And the gentleman would also 
regard it as fair, if the wool schedule were reduced; so far as 
wool and wool manufactures are concerned, that there should 
be a corresponding reduction upon chemicals or other articles 
that enter into wool manufacture? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, that is ex- 
actly what this bill does, and if the gentleman will allow me to 
develop my argument he will see that is the case. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I beg the gentleman will not 
harass me. I am soon coming to that point. 

Now, taking up the subject of the method of taxation adopted 
in this bill, it will be immediately seen that the Democratic 
Ways and Means Committee have for the first time recom- 
mended to the House a bill carrying specific rates of taxation. 
Schedule A of the Payne law contains 83 paragraphs. Of those, 
50 are straight-out ad valorem paragraphs, 8 have compound 
rates, and 25 only have specific rates. The Democratic bill con- 
tains only 76 paragraphs, owing to the thorough and complete 
classifications which the committee has undertaken, and of those 
80 are specific, 10 are mixed, and 36 are ad valorem. It will be 
at once perceived that the Democratic committee, instead of 
adopting straight ad valorem rates, has extended the number of 
specific rates contained in the Payne bill in this schedule. And 
in explanation of that I would say that upon investigation pur- 
sued at the customhouse we ascertained that Schedule A, of 
all the schedules in the tariff, is the one to which ad valorem 
rates of taxation are least applicable. Now, the reason for that 
is that whereas most objects which come in at the customhouse 
ean be visually differentiated from one another, chemicals can 
not be, as a general rule. They come in the form of gases, 
liquids, or solids, which it is difficult, if not impossible, to dis- 
tinguish by the eye, or by the nose, or by taste, and the result 
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is that an analysis has often to be made to determine the nature 
of the importation. Now, as an example of that, take a handful 
of red lumpy salts. The customs official can not tell by look- 
ing at it whether that is platinum chloride, which is worth $35 
an ounce, or whether it is iron chloride, worth 5 cents a pound. 
In order to determine between the two, he has to make what he 
calls a qualitative analysis, which is a comparatively easy and 
simple process, but if these two chlorides are mixed together in 
the salts that come in, as is genrally the case, it becomes neces- 
sary to determine not only which preponderates, but the value 
of that salt, and that is what would be required if you are to 
apply ad valorem rates of taxation. Then it becomes necessary 
to make a quantitative analysis, which is a difficult, expensive, 
and tedious process, and which is very uncertain in its final re- 
sult, because the chemist not only feels the necessity of ascer- 
taining the purity of the importation, but the uses to which it 
has to be put. The result of having had to do this so often in 
the past has been years of delay in the final payment of duties. 
In consequence, we have made 30 of our paragraphs carry 
straight specific rates. 

On the other hand, in fixing those ad valorem rates which we 
have applied to the bill we have attempted to evade this diffi- 
culty in 12 cases—those in which it was thought necessary—by 
applying a specific minimum rate. For example, we have said 
that a certain commodity is to be taxed 25 per cent ad valorem, 
but not less than 2 cents per pound. This, it is believed, is a 
new departure in tariff taxation, and as to those articles which 
we tax ad valorem and which it is difficult to distinguish or 
differentiate, it is the best method to prevent fraudulent under- 
valuations and dumpings into the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the revenues of this bill have been increased, 
as I said, from $12,500,000, which they carried in the Payne law, 
to $16,200,000, as is estimated in the Underwood bill. The im- 
ports under our bill, it is estimated, will be double. This does 
not indicate that the increase of importations of articles which 
are now manufactured in the United States will be doubled, 
because the report shows that the increase of importations due 
simply to the lowering of the tariff rates will be from about 
$48,000,000 to $58,000,000, but the remaining $38,000,000, which 
it is expected will be imported into the United States, consists of 
subjects which have heretofore been upon the free list of the 
Payne law and upon which we have taxed at an average of 9.71 
per cent. 

The reason why the committee has taken this new departure 
in the framing of Schedule A is this: At least two-thirds of the 
objects covered by the Payne law under. Schedule A come in 
free. These objects were almost exclusively those known as 
noncompetitive. In other words, they were objects not the 
growth or product or manufacture of the United States. For 
the most part they come from tropical countries and are used 
in the manufacture of other articles in the United States. No 
Republican was interested in protecting them, so they left them 
free. 

Now, our party, which is pledged to a revision of the tariff 
so as to make it for revenue only has, in the preparation of 
this schedule, taxed some of these noncompetitive products, and, 
on the other hand, placed upon the free list the following ar- 
ticles, most of which are competitive. My time is so short, Mr. 
Chairman, that I will print these in my remarks instead of bur- 
dening the committee with them at present. 8 

Mr. MANN. Well, will the gentleman yield there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that most 
of the articles placed upon the free list in this bill are now on 
the dutiable list? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; I did not so state. I 
think the gentleman misunderstood me. I said we placed cer- 
tain articles on the free list which have heretofore been upon 
the dutiable list. It appears that it would be better for me to 
read the list of these articles now. They are as follows: Acid, 
acetic or pyroligneous, chromic, sulphuric, or oil of vitriol; blue 
vitriol or sulphate of copper; borates of lime or soda, or borate 
material; charcoal in any form; bone char, blood char, copperas, 
or sulphate of iron; Paris green and London purple; phosphorus, 
santonin, salt cake, or niter cake; strychnia and strychnine, and 
sulphur. 

We also cut all but a half dozen—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman, when he says “sulphur,” does 
not mean crude sulphur? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; sublimed sulphur. 

Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman does not mean to make an 
incorrect statement. 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. My time is so short that I did 
not give the titie fully. 

Mr. MANN. That is not our fault. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Now, we have in addition 
greatly lowered the duty on the competitive products in Schedule 
A—that is, the products manufactured in the United States, 
except for a few commodities in the most part habit-forming 
drugs, which I propose to discuss in a few moments. 

As to these noncompetitive products coming from the East 
Indies, India, and Africa, the purest form of revenue taxation is 
that which is laid upon noncompetitive products. 
thus be no question whatever of incidental protection, because 
the duty paid at the customhouse goes into the Treasury of the 
United States outright, and the manufacturers of the United 
States do not put a corresponding amount in their own pockets. 

It will thus be seen that the Democratic Committee on Ways 
and Means, in plaging low taxes upon these noncompetitive 
products, heretofore free, has been able to take down the taxes 
elsewhere and has entered upon a policy which will make the 
burdens of taxation in the United States more evenly distrib- 
uted, to the end that the consuming public shall not bear all 
of the weight of tariff taxation, but that some ef the manufac- 
turers of the United States shall bear their fair share of the 
burdens. Manufacturers under the system heretofore existing 
have had all of the benefits and none of the burdens. They have 
been taught to believe that the tariff was a benefit and that 
the people of the United States could make themselves richer 
by taxing themselyes more. But this bill, by laying a tax upon 
materials used in the manufacture of toilet soaps and perfumes 
and yarnishes and other luxurious objects, will compel the 
manufacturers of those products in the United States to shoul- 
der their share of the burdens of tariff taxation, [Applause.] 

In selecting from the free list articles for taxation careful 
attention has been paid in every instance to the uses to which 
the article was to be put; all those which enter into the manu- 
facture of the necessaries of life have been left on the free list, 
and only those which go to make up luxuries have been taxed. 
The rates have been made 20 per cent on the raw materials 
for making perfumes, about 10 per cent on varnish gums, and 
about 3 to 4 per cent on the tropical oils for making high-grade 
toilet soaps. And to prevent these manufacturers unloading 
upon the public the taxes upon these materials, in the form of 
increased prices we have at the same time lowered the rates 
upon their finished products, so as to permit importations from 
abroad. In the case of perfumes, however, the Payne rates were 
retained as a revenue measure. 

The suggestion to place these taxes upon the manufacturer 
has already created a storm of protest from these tariff-fed and 
immensely wealthy gentlemen. 

In order that I may show that they have received some bene- 
fits from the bill as well as some burdens, I will point out that 
while the bill imposes a 3 to 4 per cent tax upon coconut oil, 
palm oil, palm-nut oil, and other oils which go into the manu- 
facture of expensive toilet soaps, the soap industry receives 
compensation and benefit from other features of the bill, but 
not the kind of compensation that Republicans giye, because 
the compensations we give are in the form of reduced taxation 
and not of increases. 

The bill makes a reduction upon the following articles which 
enter into the manufacture of soaps: The second most impor- 
tant soap material is caustic soda, which we have cut from one- 
half of a cent a pound to one-quarter of a cent a pound; soda 
ash from three-quarters of a cent a pound to one-eighth of a 
cent a pound; glycerine, refined, from 3 cents a pound te 2 cents 
a pound; borax from 2 cents a pound to one-eighth of a cent a 
pound; castor oil from 35 cents a gallon to 20 cents a gallon; 
sodium silicate, which is of great importance to them, from 
three-elghths of a cent a pound to one-eighth of a cent a pound; 
sulphuric acid put on the free list; chalk from 41 per cent te 
25 per cent; talcum from 35 per cent to 15 per cent; and lin- 
seed oil from 15 cents a gallon to 13 cents a gallon. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has indicated the reduction on 
articles that go into the production of soap. Does the bill pro- 
pose to reduce the tariff on soaps? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It does very materially re- 
duce the tariff on soaps. 

Now, I will make a statement with reference to the manufac- 
ture of varnish. We have placed a low-revenue tax upon the 
Hast Indian and African gums, which enter into the manufac- 
ture of varnish, and upon China nut oil, which the varnish 
makers use. These are all noncompetitive products. 


In addition, we haye reduced the tax upon the f arti- 


cles which the varnish makers use: Linseed oil from 15 cents 
a gallon to 13 cents a gallon; wood alcohol from 20 per cent to 
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6 per cent—that is to say, to 5 cents a gallon. The other sol- 
Oe are cut equally; pyroxilin is reduced from 22 to 15 per 
cent. 

And since the manufacturers of varnish are likewise generally 
manufacturers of paints, I will add that the following pig- 
ments are also cut: White lead, from 42 to 25 per cent; zinc 
white, from 46 per cent to 15 per cent; all other pigments, from 
45 or 35 per cent to 20 per cent. 

The committee report also states at length the very great 
cuts which have been made in the other materials of manu- 
facture in great industries. The leather industry, for example, 
uses about $25,000,000 worth of materials annually which come 
under the head of chemicals. We have cut in half the duty on 
all of their tanning extracts, which compose the larger part of 
the chemicals they use in their industry. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman was speaking 
just a moment ago about the pigments used in the manufacture 
of paints. I have not had a chance to look at this particular 
bi, and I will ask the gentleman what has been done with 
barytes? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The duty on barytes was cut. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I do not wish to interrupt 
the gentleman for any length of time. Can the gentleman state 
from memory the amount of the reduction? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Barytes was the subject of 
an extended debate at the time of the last tariff revision. 
Barytes is the basic material in the manufacture of many 
paints and particularly the nonpoisonous paints, such as litho- 
pone—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I know that is true. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The duty on barytes has been 
cut from an ad yalorem equivalent of 61 per cent to 15 per 
cent, and on manufactured barytes from an ad valorem equiva- 
lent of 64 per cent to 20 per cent. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The Payne duty was $150 


ton. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; the ad valorem equiva- 
lent in the Payne law was 61 per cent, and we put it at an ad_ 
yalorem of 15 per cent, adding the minimum of net less than 
40 cents a ton, in order to prevent dumpings from abroad. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman interpret 
so that one not skilled in mathematical gymnastics may under- 
stand it? You cut it from $1.50 a ton to what? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The new ad valorem tax 
equals 40 or 50 cents a ton. 

Mr. FOWLER rose. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I am afraid, Mr. Chairman, 
that I can not yield any longer, for I have only 10 minutes to 
make a number of statements which I think important, before 
I close. 

Mr. MANN. Can not the gentleman get more time? 
have some legitimate questions that we would like to ask. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Well, I will ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the time for more time, and I will yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FOWLER. I see that you have made a reduction on 
linseed oil from 15 cents to 13 cents a gallon. In a comparison 
with the reduction made on other oils I find that it is less on 
linseed oil than in most instances. The question I want te ask 
is, What was the reason for not making a greater reduction on 
linseed oil? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I am glad the gentleman 
from Illinois asked that question. The reason was simply a 
revenue one; linseed oil is one of the largest produeers of 
revenue. The Payne law cut it from 20 cents to 15 cents a 
gallon, and the Underwood bill cuts it from 15 cents to 13 cents. 
It is purely a revenue proposition. 

Mr. FOWLER. It is known that there is a trust handling 
and manufacturing linseed oil, I suppose? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I am not sure of that; but I 
will say that until we come to the revision of the agricultural 
schedule and revise downward the tax upon flaxseed itself, 
which is now about 19 per cent ad valorem, we would not be 
justified in making a greater reduction, especially in view of the 
revenue feature which I have just stated, than the reduction 
te 13 cents a gallon. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it proposed to make a radical reduction in 
the linseed itself? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I hope there will be a reduc- 
tion when we come to the agricultural schedule. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The district I represent is largely interested 
in barytes. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this bill 
proposes a reduction of that duty from $1.50 to 40 cents a ton? 


We 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. That is substantially the re- 
duction, although our rate is ad valorem. 

Mr. AUSTIN. What is your proposed duty on manufactured 
barytes; what is the difference between your duty and the pres- 
ent duty? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The ad valorem equivalent is 
from 64 per cent to 20 per cent, substantially the same as the 
raw material. 

Before leaving the subject of paints I want to call attention 
to the fact that we have made a very great reduction in paints, 
pigments, and varnishes. The paint manufacture in the United 
States is one of the most highly developed industries, and im- 
mense quantities of paints and varnishes are exported. The 
present tariff has permitted less than 1 per cent of the consump- 
tion to be imported. The prohibitive rate which exists permits 
the paint manufacturers of the United States to charge extor- 
tionate prices. In many places throughout the country districts 
you can see barns and farmhouses that have not been painted 
for years, because the price of paint is too high. We have cut 
the tax on the finished products of paints from 30 to 20 per 
cent, and upon the pigments, which are of the kind that farm- 
ers use, in the following rates: Venetian red from 30 per cent 
to 20 per cent, zinc white from 40 per cent to 15 per cent, lead 
pigments from 60 per cent to 25-per cent; and there is a 13 per 
cent cut in linseed oil. Paints are for the first time put on a 
competitive basis, and prices will come down. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from New York has finished 
with the paint item perhaps he will allow me to ask him a 
question in reference to soap. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman state what the tariff is now 
on plain toilet soap, and what it will be under this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that we have reclassified the soap schedule, because 
it was found that the law as it stood was very difficult of 
administration in the customhouse. 

Mr. MANN. The only reclassification is to leave out the 
words “fancy and perfumed toilet soap,” otherwise it is the 
identical language. . 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. That was left out on the rec- 
ommendation of the New York customhouse, because the law 
as it read was found to be difficult of administration. The per- 
fumed toilet soap was taxed 50 per cent in the Payne law and 
40 per cent in ours. 

Mr. MANN. And the plain toilet soap was taxed 20 per cent, 
and in the gentleman’s bill is taxed 40 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
is very much mistaken. The grade of soap to which he refers 
will now come in at 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. “Toilet soap, 40 per cent ad valorem.” That 
covers toilet soaps. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 7 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes addi- 
tional time to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois is, I think, entirely mistaken. ‘Toilet soaps” 
means the Roget and Gallet soaps and the Austrian and German 
high-grade soaps, on which there is a slight reduction in duty. 

Mr. MANN. “Toilet soap” does not necessarily mean either 
fancy or perfumed toilet soap. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It has come to be so con- 
strued at the customhouse. 25 

Mr. MANN. It was under the law brought in in that way, 
and the other soap, if it was not perfumed or fancy, was brought 
in under a general classification at 20 per cent, and there is a 
large amount of it used in this country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, we have re- 
duced the rate of taxation upon the ordinary kinds of soap 
from 20 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem, and we 
have made the classification which is found in this bill upon the 
recommendation of the New York customhouse, because they 
found difficulty in administering the features as they were in 
the Payne law. 

Mr. MANN. I take it they did not recommend a rate of duty. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; but a reclassification. 

Mr. MANN. They did not recommend that plain toilet soap 
be increased from 20 to 40 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Plain soaps instead of being 
increased are reduced from 20 per cent to 15 per cent. 

As to the effect of this bill upon the other manufacturing 
industries of the country, the committee report goes very fully 
into the subject, and I shall not now read to the committee the 
items entering into other manufactures upon which we have 
reduced the rates. 


Since the second section of the reciprocity agreement with 
Canada went into effect, about 70 per cent of the print paper 
and pulp from Canada has entered free, and in view of that fact, 
this bill, covering many items of immense importance to the 
paper manufacturing trade, has made very great cuts in duties, 
all of which I will insert in my remarks and which may be 
found on page 13 of the committee report. 

Mr. MANN. Could the gentleman briefly call our attention to 
it? I do not like to take the gentleman’s time, but I am very 
much interested in that subject. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Would the gentleman like to 
have me read it? 

Mr. MANN. If it is short. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is not. It is quite a long 
list, but I shall be very glad to read it. Here are the chemicals 
entering into.paper making. Sulphuric acid is now taxed at a 
quarter of a cent per pound, and it is put on the free list under 
this bill. Alum is taxed at one-quarter and three-eighths of a 
cent per pound, equal to 37 per cent, and the rate under this 
bill is 15 per cent. Chloride of lime is now taxed at one-half a 
cent per pound, or 24.81 per cent, and is reduced to one-tenth 
of a cent per pound, or 12.53 per cent. Glue size is taxed at 
25 per cent, and under this bill is reduced to 15 per cent. Blanc- 
fixe is taxed at 43.07 per cent, and in this bill is reduced to 20 
per cent. Chrome colors are taxed under the Payne law at 
26.85 per cent, reduced in this bill to 20 per cent. Ochery and 
ochery earths, under the Payne faw, 41.21 per cent, and in this 
bill reduced to 10 and 20 per cent, according to class. Ultra- 
marine, under the Payne law 32.25 per cent, is reduced in this 
bill to 20 per cent. Vermillion reds, not containing quick- 
silyer, under the Payne law 19.11 per cent, is raised in this bill 
to 25 per cent. 

I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that this raise is 
due to the fact that the metal schedule, which just preceded 
this revision, contains a 25 per cent ad valorem tax on lead, 
which constitutes the bulk of the material of manufacture 
of these vermillion reds not containing quicksilver. 

Potash bichromate, under the Payne law 30.30 per cent, 
reduced in this bill to 13.50 per cent. Prussiate of potash, red, 
in the Payne bill 43.07 per cent, reduced in this bill to 10.75 
per cent; yellow, in the Payne bill 39.37 per cent, reduced in 
this bill to 12.50 per cent. Sal soda, in the Payne bill 23.64 
per cent, reduced in this bill to 18 per cent; soda ash, in the 
Payne bill 22.36 per cent, reduced in this bill to 11.35 per cent; 
silicate of soda, in the Payne bill 39.53 per cent, reduced in this 
bill to 13.89 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, that will indicate the tremendous cuts that 
have been made on the materials of manufacture of the paper- 
making trade, which are covered in Schedule A. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman tell us what rate was put on 
caustic soda—what change was made? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The salts of soda have all 
been classified under a paragraph headed “ sodas,” and the salts 
of potash have all been classified under a paragraph “ potash.” 

Mr. MANN. I say caustic soda. What was done with that? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Caustic soda has been cut 
from one-half cent a pound to one-quarter of a cent a pound. 

Mr. MANN. Caustic soda is on the free list now. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No. The gentleman is think- 
ing about caustic potash and not caustic soda. This is what the 
paper trade uses. 

Mr. Chairman, the same degree of cut in the duties covering 
the ingredients of manufacture in cotton and wool will be found 
in this bill, and are covered by pages 14 and 15 of the commit- 
tee report. Bearing in mind the fact that the Democrats have 
proposed in other bills to put the woolen manufacturing and 
the cotton manufacturing industries upon a competitive basis, 
they have endeavored in this bill to put the materials of manu- 
facture which are covered by Schedule A also on a competitive 
basis, to the end that the manufacturers may receive these ma- 
terials cheaper and, through the manufacturers, that the con- 
suming public may benefit by these cuts. The cotton and wool 
manufacturing industries are the largest consumers of chemicals 
in this country. In some cotton-finishing mills the cost of chem- 
icals is at least 10 per cent of the cost of production. Here are 
the important chemicals used by cotton manufacturers, with 
our reductions in the rates: Acetic acid, from three-fourths 
cent and 2 cents per pound to the free list; formic acid, from 25 
per cent to 23 pér cent; oxalic acid, from 2 cents per pound to 
11 cents per pound; tannic acid, from 35 cents per pound to 4 
cents per pound; caustic soda, from one-half cent per pound to 
one-quarter cent per pound; vegetable dyes, from 15 per cent to 
10 per cent; logwood extracts, from seven-eighths cent per 
pound to three-eighths cent per pound; coal-tar dyes, from 30 
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per cent to 25 per cent, while some of the lower grades are 
raised. 

In the woolen industry immense quantities of chemicals are 
used, some of which, with their reductions in our bill, are as 
follows: Acetic acid, from 16 per cent to the free list; oxalic 
acid, from 38 per cent to 25 per cent; bichromate of potash, 30 
per cent to 13 per cent; hyposulphite of soda, three-eighths cent 
per pound to one-fourth cent per pound; carbonate of soda, 
one-fourth cent per pound to one-eighth cent per pound; log- 
wood extract, seven-eighths cent per pound to three-eighths cent 
per pound; coal-tar dyes, from 30 per cent to 25 per cent, with 
some raises in the lower grades; sulphuric acid, from 18 per 
cent to the free list; and formic acid, from 25 per cent to 23 
per cent. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, I would like to 
have the gentleman turn to paragraph 95, as I find it in the 
free list in the caucus bill, referring to sheep dip, reading, 
“sheep dip containing five one-hundredths of 1 per cent of 
arsenic or more.“ I want to know of the gentleman if he does 
not think the word “ more” should be the word “less”? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. What page is that? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It is on page 181. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; I think the gentleman 
misapprehends the purpose of it. The purpose of the proviso or 
containing part is that the sheep dip shall contain at least five 
one-hundredths of 1 per cent of arsenic. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Precisely; now another question. 
The reason I was asking the question is because arsenic is on 
the free list itself, and why should it be confined to five one- 
hundredths; why should it be any quantity of arsenic in the 
dip? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Well, it might be more than 
five one-hundredths of 1 per cent, but it must be at least that, 
and the reason for that is this: The custom officials report to 
us that under the heading of sheep dip, in spite of the clause 
in the Dingley bill which tried to confine sheep dip to materials 
only used for sheep dip, under that paragraph a great many 
other articles which were not intended for sheep dip and could 
not be used for sheep dip were being imported, so the committee 
has drafted this paragraph to cover that question. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
gentleman for making the explanation, because I know he is in 
sympathy with me in my effort to explain anything that per- 
tains to sheep or wool to my constitutents. I want to uphold 
the hands of the Democrats wherever I can upon that, and here 
is one grain of comfort—that we are going to get free sheep dip. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yon have had it since we passed the Payne law. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I sympathize more with my 
good friend from Colorado than I do with the sheep. Mr. Chair- 
man, there is just one other subject I would like to discuss. 
Certain New York makers of patent medicines of very doubtful 
yalue have given to certain newspapers laments to the effect 
that this bill increases the tax on the sick man. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption at that point? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the 
gentleman not to divert me from my argument on medicines 
to sheep; I have already explained that 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I was not going to discuss 
sheep. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. And I will thank the gentle- 
man not to interrupt me now. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I will not interrupt the gen- 
tleman if he desires me not to do so. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Reverting to the question of 
pateut medicines, instead of increasing the tax upon the sick 
man this bill does the exact opposite, and the burdens upon the 
users of medicines are immensely alleviated. The animus for 
the statement that we are increasing the taxes on the sick may 
be found in the fact that the following bases of patent medicines 
are taxed which were formerly on the free list: Balsams, crude, 
are put on the tax list at 10 per cent, while the refined balsams 
have been reduced in duty; buchu leaves, formerly on the free 
list, are now taxed at 10 cents a pound, which equals 13 per cent 
ad valorem, which it is estimated will place a burden of one- 
third of a cent per day on the maximum dose administered to 
those persons who are unfortunate enough to make use of this 
drug; gentian has been transferred from the free list and taxed 
at 1 cent a pound, which equals 6 per cent ad valorem; ergot 
has been transferred from the free list to 10 per cent; and 
coca leaves, which are the raw material for manufacturing 
cocaine, and which are afterwards used for the manufacture of 
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coca cola, haye been raised from 5 cents per pound to 10 cents 
per pound, All of these are revenue propositions. 

We have also raised the rates on the following habit-forming 
drugs: Caffein, but we have taxed the impure tea leaves out 
of which it is made; cocaine, but we have raised the tax on 
coca leaves; and opium, laudanum, and morphine, which have 
been nearly doubled in duty both for the sake of reyenue and 
on grounds of public policy. 

The bill imposes taxes on habit-forming drugs nearly double 
the taxes of the existing law. For example, opium in the Payne 
law, which contains 9 per cent or oyer of morphia, is taxed 
$1.50 per pound; our bill provides a tax of $3 per pound. 
Opium, dried, to contain 15 per cent or less of moisture, and 
so forth, is taxed $2 a pound in the Payne law and $4 per 
pound in our bill. Morphine is taxed $1.50 per ounce in the 
Payne law, $3 an ounce in our bill; cocaine, $1.50 an ounce in 
the Payne law, $2 an ounce in our bill; caffein, at 25 per cent in 
the Payne law and 75 cents per pound, or 41 per cent ad valo- 
rem, in our bill; opium, prepared for smoking, and opium con- 
taining less than 9 per cent of morphia, which is also smoking 
opium, are taxed $6 per pound in the existing law and in our 
bill, but this rate is a surplusage, because by the act of 1909 
the importation of smoking opium into the United States was 
absolutely prohibited. It is unfortunately true, however, that 
opium smoking still continues in this country, partly as a result 
of smuggling and partly because smoking opium is some- 
times manufactured out of medicinal opium. It is believed 
that the new rates of taxation will discourage the latter process. 

The campaign against habit-forming drugs is widespread, 
and opium in particular has been the subject of an international 
congress recently held at Brussels. The Chinese nation is 
trying to throw off the habit of smoking opium, and England 
is at last consenting to reduce the size of her poppy fields in. 
India. The United States must not be behind in this moye- 
ment. So far as the tariff law is able to reduce the consump- 
tion of habit-forming drugs, we have endeavored in the present 
bill to bring about that end. Many a confirmed user of these 
drugs attributes his or her downfall to the physician's pre- 
scription, and so, although their use in the alleviation of pain 
is a wonderful blessing to humanity, it seems wise that the law 
should restrict, as carefully as may be, careless and widespread 
use of these drugs. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman speaking of opium now? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. How will this affect this question at all? 

Mr, HARRISON of New York. I think it will somewhat re- 
strict the use of opium, laudanum, and morphine. As it stands, 
it is, perhaps, incomplete until we add to it a heavy revenue duty 
upon the American manufacture of those products, which I for 
one hope to see come to pass. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe the time will ever 
come when you can collect $4 a pound on opium? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. They could get it now. It is 
now worth $8 a pound, and that would not be more than 50 
per cent ad valorem tax. 

Mr. MANN. Could you collect it? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. It may always be some- 
what smuggled, but increased rates will make people more careful 
in the use of habit-forming drugs. 

Mr. MANN. We had $4 per pound duty on smoking opium 
before, but at that rate very little came into the country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is correct. 
We had to pass legislation to prohibit the importation of smok- 
ing opium, and I think the whole subject of habit-forming drugs 
is not complete until we legislate additionally along the lines I 
have indicated. 

So far as the tariff can have any effect on this matter, I am in 
favor of raising the duty on them. 

Mr. MANN. Are the Treasury officials of the opinion that we 
will be able to collect a duty of $4 a pound on opium in prefer- 
ence to having it smuggled in? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the official of 
the customhouse department, whom I questioned upon the 
subject of an increased tax on opium, did not suggest that the 
duty could not be collected. And the bill in this completed form 
has been to the Treasury Department for an opinion, and no 
suggestion was made by that department that it would be diffi- 
cult or impossible to collect this tax. ` 

I have spoken about the medicinal articles which have been 
raised and the reasons why we have raised them. 

On the other hand, our bill puts the following on the free list : 
Antitoxins, serums, and so forth; borax, crude; acetie acid; 
santonin; refined sulphur; and keeps on the free list all the 
erude botanical drugs, barks, berries, and so forth, except the 
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two or three above mentioned; and reduces the rate from one- 
quarter of 1 cent per pound and 10 per cent ad valorem on the 
refined drugs, barks, berries, and so forth, to 10 per cent ad 
yalorem. ` 

Moreover, the following medicines and medicinal compounds 
are reduced by the bill: 

Medicinal componnds—the basket clause which includes by 
far the greater number of importations of medicinal com- 
pounds—reduced from 25 per cent to 15 per cent; if containing 
alcohol, reduced from 64 per cent, 84 per cent, 62 per cent to 
80 per cent. 

Borax, refined, from 2 cents per pound to one-eighth of 1 cent 
per pound. 

Bromin, 25 per cent to 10 per cent (2 cents per pound). 

Calomel and mercurial compounds, 35 per cent to 15 per cent. 

Chloroform, from 10 cents a pound to 4 cents a pound. 

Collodion, from 22 per cent to 15 per cent. 

Ethers, from 40 per cent, 60 per cent, 30 per cent to 20 per 
cent. 

Formaldehyde, from 25 per cent to 4 per cent. 

Iodine, resublimed. 20 cents per pound to 15 cents per pound. 

Iodate of potash, 25 cents per pound to 20 cents per pound. 

Todoform, 75 cents per pound to 25 cents per pound. 

Magnesium, calcined, T cents a pound to 34 cents a pound. 

Magnesia (Epsom salts), one-fifth of 1 cent per pound to one- 
tenth of 1 cent per pound. 

Menthol, 25 per cent to 20 per cent. 

Cod liver oil, 15 cents a gallon to 12 cents a gallon. 

Castor ofl, 35 cents a gallon to 20 cents a gallon. 

Plasters, 25 per cent to 15 per cent. 

Medicinal soaps, 64 per cent to 30 per cent. 

Bicarbonate of soda, 20 per cent to 8 per cent. 

. Sumac, manufactured, three-tenths of 1 cent to one-fifth of 
1 cent per pound. „ 

Taleum powder, 34 per cent to 15 per cent, 

It will be immediately perceived, Mr. Chairman, that nine- 
tenths, or, perhaps, ninety-nine one-hundredths, of medicines 
and medical compounds haye been immensely reduced in duties, 
and that as to those few articles in which we raised the duties 
it was done either for revenue purposes or to restrict the use 
of habit-forming drugs. 

Tn conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that I understand 
an attempt is to be made by Members on the other side of the 
House to show that this bill, instead of reducing the rates, 
raises the rates of taxation. That is a matter which perhaps 
might be left to the American people to decide, because it is 
only necessary to take in parallel columns the different arti- 
cles covered by this bill to show how immense have been the re- 
ductions in rates. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is there any such table published by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; it is published by the 
committee. ‘ 

Mr. NORRIS.. Is it included in the report? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; it is in the report. 

Mr. NORRIS., Will the gentleman tell the page where that 
can be found? 

Mr. MADDEN. Is it in parallel columns? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; it is all in parallel col- 
umns. It is printed in the report. It begins on page 28, Ap- 
pendix A. - 

Now, simply because we have transferred from the free list 
certain noncompetitive articles for taxation purposes, as a reye- 
nue proposition, articles in which no question of ineidental pro- 
tection is involved, an attempt will be made to show that al- 
though these articles so transferred average in rates only 9.71 
per cent ad valorem, our bill actually increases the ad valorem 
average of the schedule. As a matter of fact, it reduces the 
ad valorem average from 25.72 to 16.66 per cent. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? . 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. It will do that, however, 


pe panas about $38,000,000 to the dutiable list from the free 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. I stated a number of 
times in my remarks that we did so, and I have explained the 
reason why we transferred these articles at a low revenue tax. 
I do not think it is necessary now to rehearse these things, 


but gentlemen should not allow themselves to be confused by 
any argument based upon the fact that we have increased the 
percentage of dutiable articles. An increase in the percentage 
of dutiable articles is not the same as an increase of ad valorem 
taxation. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. COOPER. I see on page 28 a comparison of the rates 
of duty under the act of 1909 with those under the pending 
bill, together with imports and duties for 1911 and estimates 
for a corresponding period under the pending bill. If the 
gentleman will observe the left-hand column, under the classi- 
fication “Acid, acetic anhydred“ 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes—— 

Mr. COOPER. Under the act of 1909 the rate of duty was 
24 cents per pound and the equivalent ad valorem was 13.38 
per cent. Then, under this pending bill the same rate is left, 
23 cents a pound, and the equivalent ad valorem rate is stated 
to be 13.37 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I would not think such a 
matter as that worthy of the very distinguished attention of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. But I will say that in making 
these calculations the clerks in each case divided the expected 
revenues by the rate of taxation, and the results do not always 
figure out with mathematical exactness the same as the actual 
rates or actual revenues. 

Mr. COOPER. Yes; but here is the same article, with exactly 
the same specific rate, and how it can be changed from 13.38 to 
13.37, except for the mere purpose of showing a reduction, 
occurred to me as a question worth asking, and I do not think 
the gentleman from New York has answered it. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman from Wisconsin wishes to invoke questions—— 

Mr. PALMER. Does not the gentleman understand that the 
value changes from year to year? It makes all the difference in 
the world in the ad valorem rate. 

Mr. COOPER. But there is a difference of one one-hundredth 
of 1 per cent made in calculations that are identical. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman can immedl- 
ately see that it was an independent calculation, made by the 
clerks of the committee, and their calculation was one one-hun- 
dredth of 1 per cent different from the caleulation made by the 
employees of the Bureau of Commerce and Labor. That is all 
there is to it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman just made a comparison of the 
ad valorem under the bill and the ad valorem under existing 
law, stating, as I understood him, that the ad valorem under the 
existing law was 25 per cent plus, and under the bill was 16 per 
cent plus, and hence showed a reduction. But the gentleman, as 
I understand it, does not contend that if you take all the im- 
portations of all the articles named on the dutiable list in this 
bill and divide that by the duties collected it would make an, 
ad valorem of 25 per cent plus. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I certainly did not make that 
contention. I freely admit, and have given the reasons for the 
statement, that we have increased the percentage of dutiable 
articles, but we have cut 40 per cent out of the average ad valo- 
rem rate of taxation. 

Mr. MANN. I understand all that, but when the gentleman 
made his summary he did not say anything about that. His 
statement was that the average ad valorem under the present 
law was 25 per cent plus, which would lead anyone to suppose 
that he meant 25 per cent on the articles included in this 
dutiable list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, not at all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MANN. What is the average ad yalorem, taking the im- 
portations of all the articles included in this bill and the duties 
paid in the last fiscal year? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the average 
ad yalorem of the Payne law on the chemical schedule is 25.72 
per cent. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. The gentleman knows that is not ` 
correct. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALzeLL] to yield some of his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. LoncwortH]. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, this is the first among 
the many tariff bills that have been brought into this House 
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by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] since his 
party assumed control of legislation that I can conscientiously 
greet with an expression of congratulation. I hasten to say, 
however, that my congratulations extend only to the technical 
features of the bill and the manner in which it has been pre- 
pared, and not to the basic principles upon which the final con- 
clusions of the Democratic caucus have been reached. 

In the first place, this bill was prepared in consultation with 
experts employed by the Tariff Board. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] It was based upon a report of the Tariff Board. 
It is true this report is incomplete and does not deal with the 
question of the cost of production of any article in this schedule, 
either at home or abroad, a thing which we on this side of the 
House regard as essential in the making of scientific tariffs; 
but, such as it is, it has been adopted by the gentleman from 
Alabama and his assistants, and constitutes the principal and 
authoritative part of the report which accompanies this bill. 

In the second place, the system of specific duties, always advo- 
cated by this side of the House and recommended by every Re- 
publican Secretary of the Treasury for more than half a cen- 
tury, has been adopted, and the Democratic theory of ad valo- 
rem duties has been absolutely abandoned. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] I will call gentlemen’s attention to the fact 
that they have even adopted specific duties in this bill which 
were ad valorem under the Payne law. There is not a duty 
in this bill which can by any possibility be specific that has not 
been made specific. 

Only a very few months ago a bill was passed in this House re- 
vising all the duties in the chemical schedule and making every 
one of them ad yalorem, and it received the unanimous yote 
of gentlemen on that side of the House. It may seem astonish- 
ing to a layman to hear that a great political party has so com- 
pletely reversed itself on a matter of such great importance as 
this within the space of only a few months. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will permit me to con- 
tinue for a few moments, then I will be glad to yield. To those, 
however, who have studied the history of the Democratic Party, 
particularly in tariff legislation, such a complete reversal of 
attitude only calls for feelings of mild surprise, and because in 
this case the right-about-face has been forward instead of, as 
generally, backward, my feelings of surprise give way to expres- 
sions of congratulation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

We have, then, in this bill at least two features for which we 
on this side of the House have continuously contended—a report 
of the Tariff Board dealing at least with the history of tech- 
nicalities of the chemical industry, and in the second place 
specific duties throughout. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the Tariff Board report deal with the 
cost of production at home and abroad? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. A moment ago I explained that it did 
not, and so it lacks the essential feature which we on this side 
of the House deem necessary in the fixing of proper tariffs. In 
other words, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, I am com- 
mending only the methods by which this bill has been prepared 
and not at all the principles upon which these duties were 
written or the bill itself. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman state whether the com- 
mittee had any information at all as to the costs upon which 
it based the schedules in this bill? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Not only did they not have any such 
information, but they specifically say that they do not require or 
want such information. 

In view of the fact that specific duties are provided and that 
the bill is based upon the findings, incomplete though they are, 
of the Tariff Board, we are in a better position than we have 
been in any bill hitherto brought in to discuss the basic theory 
upon which this bill is framed, as opposed to the theory upon 
which we on this side of the House contend that duties in this 
schedule, as well as in other schedules, ought to be framed. 

Schedule A of the tariff would seem to the average citizen 
a matter not particularly important. He hears usually of the 
wool, the cotton, and the steel schedules, but little about the 
chemical schedule, and yet it requires only a glance at the 
figures in this report to realize what a stupendous industry it 
is in this country. 

On page 304 of the report there is a table giving the figures 
as applied to chemical industries, the term Leing used in its 
broad sense and as applied not only to those industries which 
manufacture chemicals, but to those who use them as a neces- 
Sary part of their processes, and all of which are affected by 
the duties provided in Schedule A. 

In 1905 the number of these establishments in this country 
was more than 56,000. The average number of wage earners 
was inore than 1,100,000. The total wages paid in that year 
was $575,000,000. The cost of materials used was nearly 


$3,000,000,000 and the value of the product was over $4,- 
700,000,000. These figures are so huge as to be absolutely 


incomprehensible to the average human mind. But either 
because of their incomprehensibility or because of the fact 
that American industries are not recognized in the Democratic 
textbook, this schedule was attacked by our friends on the 
other side not only without a qualm, but with enthusiastic ardor. 

The gentleman from Alabama is a busy man. He not only 
has the party upon the other side of the House on his hands, 
but he also is busily engaged in keeping another distinguished 
Democratic leader, who assumes to control the Democratic 
Party outside of this House, off his toes [laughter]; and so he 
has been unable to give the personal attention to this schedule 
which he usually devotes to others. He selected as his amenu- 
enses, so to speak, a subcommittee consisting of these dis- 
tinguished tariff experts, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HankISON J, who has just so learnedly addressed us; the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. PETERS]; and the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. RANDELL]. 

The gentleman from New York who, as a matter of fact, has 

drafted this bill and is prepared to admit it, accepted the trust 
and embarked upon it pale but confident. [Laughter.] It was 
observed by his friends that his genial laughter was no longer 
heard in the corridors and cloakrooms of this Capitol; that his 
voice was seldom raised on the floor of this House; and that 
his expressive countenance whenever it was revealed to the 
light of day was partially masked by a pair of professorial 
spectacles of the most enormous size. [Laughter.] 
. And so for some time the mountain labored—labored, in- 
deed, as he has told us, since the Ist of last April—and 
brought forth not even a mouse, [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] What to do, whither to turn, became the question that 
disturbed the appetite of the gentleman from New York by 
day and his dreams by night. Suddenly the solution flashed 
upon him, but to the gentleman from New York the solution 
must have been most grievously embarrassing. What was the 
only resort left to the gentleman from New York? Nothing 
else in the world but the Tariff Board and its corps of trained 
experts. [Laughter on the Republican side.] Think, gentle- 
men, and think with pity of the sad case of the gentleman from 
New York under these circumstances. He who had been, in 
season and out of season, the Tariff Board's most uncompromis- 
ing opponent, he who was the only Democratic member of the 
Ways and Means Committee in the last Congress to oppose it, 
he who refused to follow the leadership of the distinguished 
Speaker of this House and the floor leader upon the Democratic 
side in their original unqualified indorsement of this Tariff 
Board. But in this case, as in many others, consistency had 
to yield to necessity, and so the gentleman from New York 
directed his steps toward the Treasury Department and to 
that portion of the Treasury Department occupied by the hated 
Tariff Board. 

It is related that the gentleman from Connecticut walked one 
day into the offices of the Tariff Board and there he saw the 
gentleman from New York—think of it, gentlemen—surrounded 
by piles of data gathered by the board, surrounded by experts 
employed by the Tariff Board, with spectacles upon nose, draft- 
ing the provisions of this bill. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] 

It is further related that the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hitt], who, I think most of his colleagues will agree, is 
usually of robust health, was compelled to cail in the services 
of a physician. [Laughter.] Be that as it may, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Harrison] from that time on continued 
his consultation with the Tariff Board experts, as he will con- 
tinue his consultations with them until this bill has been passed, 
and the report that we have before us is the witness of his 
renunciation of Democratic theory and his adoption of Repub- 
lican plain common sense. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
So the discussion of this bill resolves itself, as it ought always to 
do, and as we on this side of the House have always contended 
that it should do, into a question of the basic principles upon 
which these duties are fixed and not upon the methods by which 
the results were arrived at. 

The title of this bill in my judgment ought to be, in contra- 
distinction to the Jaw it seeks to amend, “An act to decrease 
the free list. to disturb the revenues, and to discourage the 
industries of the United States.” It is a bill frankly and 
avowedly purposed to take away any protection whatever from 
the American chemical industry. F 

I now quote from the report at the top of page 17: 

The question of protection— 

And this is a sentence the study of which I earnestly recom- 
mend to my colleagues on this side of the House— 


‘The question of protection for domestic industries is always raised 
Whenever it is proposed to reduce tariff duties; and it has lately be- 
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come the practice of some to recommend the adjustment of rates of 


duty with a view to affording protection equivalent to the difference in 
the cost of production at home and abroad. This proposition is theo- 
retically erroneous and practically inapplicable. 


Note, gentlemen, there is nothing said about the reasonable 
profit to the manufacturer. The arguments that we have heard 
from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. as to the 
insuring of profits are not quoted here. They have got it down 
to the actual cost of production alone. 

I read again: 

It has lately become the practice of some to recommend the adjust- 
ment of rates of duty with a view to affording protection equivalent to 

-the difference in the cost of production at bome and abroad. 
oe proposition is theoretically erroneous and practically inap- 
p 5 

That statement I commend for its absolute frankness. It 
leaves no possible loophole by which any gentleman who be- 
lieves in Republican principles, who stands upon the last Re 
publican platform, can bring himself to support this’ bill. 

No matter how strong may be the desire of some of us upon 
this side to vote for duties lower than those carried in the 
present law, in this or any other schedule; no matter how 
strongly we may believe that many duties are in excess of the 
difference in the cost of production here and abroad, there is 
not one of us who would repudiate the Republican platform and 
yote for duties which are, in fact, and frankly and avowedly 
intended to be beneath the measure of protection as laid down 
in that platform. 

You say— . 
the question of protection for domestic industries is always raised 
when it is proposed to reduce tariff duties. : 

You are half right. It is raised, and always will be raised, 
by Republicans whenever you propose to reduce duties below 
the true protective point; but it will not be raised when we 
upon this side of the House bring in, as I hope at this session 
of Congress we will, a bill to reduce the duties in the woolen 
schedule, because we have had a report from the Tariff Board 
which shows that those duties can be substantially reduced 
without driving out of business either the American woolgrower 
or the American woolen manufacturer. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

You say— 
it has lately become the practice of some to recommend the adjustment 
of rates of duty with a view to affording protection equivalent to the 
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad, 

Again, this is a half truth. It is not the practice of some. 
It is the practice of all Republicans, and will continue to be. 
You say further that this proposition is theoretically erroneous 
and practically inapplicable. That question we are willing to 
leave to the American people, and when it is placed before 
them stripped, as we intend it shall be, of all loose verbiage, 
and unobscured by misstatements and perversion of the facts, 
we do not fear but that yeur “some” will turn out to be 
millions, and that those millions will constitute the majority 
of the straight-thinking, patriotic American voters. 

You have put this case in a nutshell, and I ask nothing better 
than that by it you shall be judged. I ask nothing better than 
that this shall be the dominant issue upon which the two parties 
shall come before the American people in the next campaign. 

I have said that this bill ought to be entitled “An act to dis- 
courage American industries.” I do not believe that that expres- 
sion is strong enough. If it should become a law, its effect 
would be not only to discourage American chemical industries, 
but also to destroy many of them. At least this is frankly and 
ayowedly its purpose. Our opponents point out that this in- 
dustry has increased in the past 20 years, but they fail to men- 
tion the fact that that growth has come under Republican laws 
which have given them reasonable protection. Their principle 
seems to be that when any American industry has grown for 
that very reason it ought to be discouraged. Hence they pro- 
ceed in this bill to discourage it in two ways. In the first place 
by reducing the duties on the finished product, and in the second 
place by increasing the duties on the products which must be 
imported to make the finished product. That is the basic prin- 
ciple of this entire bill, and appears in it from the beginning to 
the end. The ire of the Democratic Party is always particu- 
larly aroused against any American who has ever at any time 
been able to sell any of his products abroad. This is a serious 
offense in ihe eyes of the gentleman from Alabama and his 
competent assistants, and one which calls for immediate meas- 
ures of penalization. You remember a bill which passed the 
House a few days ago revising the steel schedule, which placed 
the finished prodiict of certain American industries—and I am 
going to call attention to only one of them, the machine-tool 
industry—on the free list and retained the duties on every 
product that went into it. Now, I want to show the consistency 
of some of the members of the majority of the Ways and Means 
Committee. I want to call attention to a speech made in the 


last Congress by the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

BRANTLEY] in which he was speaking of the question recently 

referred to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], 

the question of taxing raw materials. During the course of the 

parks of the gentleman from Georgia I asked him this ques- 
on: 


Mr. Loxawonrn. I would like to know whether the logic of the gentle- 
man’s position would lead him to say that wherever a tax was reer 
rh raw material there should always be a tax on the manufactured 


Mr. BRANTLEY, I should think so, undoubtedly. 

Now, I would like to get further information from some of 
the members of the majority of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. I would be glad if the gentleman from New York would 
enlighten me as to whether he agrees with the doctrine laid 
down by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have already 
stated this morning that the furthest I would go in support of 
the doctrine of free raw material is to leave on the free list 
those raw materials the imposition of a tax on which would 
increase the cost of the necessaries of life, but on articles as 
carried in this bill, like perfumes and luxuries of that sort, 
let them be taxed 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman did not quite apprehend 
my question. My question is this, that where there is a duty 
upon the raw material, would the gentteman advocate that the 
finished article should be placed on the free list? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I should think a properly 
balanced bill would be drawn with that in view, namely, to 
tax the finished products when the material of manufacture is 
taxed, not for the sake of protection but for the sake of col- 
lecting a moderate rate of reyenue off the higher priced article. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then the proposition of the gentleman> 
from New York is that a properly drawn bill ought to place 
the finished products of American industries, manufactured in 
competition with those of other nations of the world, on the 
free list, and place duties or raise duties on all intermediate 
articles that go into the finished product. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, no; I did not say that; 
that is not my theory at all; the gentleman from Ohio has some 
way or other misunderstood my answer: 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not wish to misquote the gentle- 
man, of course. i 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If this bill contained any 
case whatever where the materials manufactured are on the 
dutiable list and the finished product on the free list I am 
unaware of it, with the single exception of sulphate of ammonia, 
which was put on the free list by the Payne committee and 
which we left on the free list. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

pe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes additional 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized 
for 15 minutes additional. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not wish to misquote the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Harrison], but it is evident that he 
disagrees absolutely with the proposition laid down by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY]. 

On page 5 of this report is a table showing imports and 
exports of chemicals in this and other competing countries, 
which, it is said, indicates the greater comparative develop- 
ment of the industry and its competitive power in the United 
States as compared with other countries. It seems to me that 
a close examination of this table will reveal facts which abso- 
lutely contradict this statement, and I call your attention to it, 
gentlemen. 

In 1897 France imported $22,000,000 worth of chemicals and 
exported $25,000,000 worth; in 1906 she imported $31,000,000 
worth and exported $35,000,000 worth. In other words, France 
in those periods consistently exported more than she imported by 
in the neighborhood of 10 per cent. 

Now, take Germany. In 1897 Germany imported, in round 
numbers, $55,000,000 worth of chemicals and exported $76,000,000 
worth, and in 1906 she imported $75,000,000 worth and exported 
$135,000,000 worth. In other words, in 1897 Germany exported 
more than she imported by about 37 or 38 per cent, and in 1906 
she exported more than she imported by more than 80 per cent. 

Now, take the United States. In 1897 we imported $45,000,000 
worth of chemicals and exported less than $10,000,000 worth. 
In other words, we imported more than we exported by in the 
neighborhood of 350 per cent. And in 1906, where we imported 

75,000,000 worth and exported $19,000,000 worth, we imported 
more than we exported by nearly 300 per cent. And upon thut 
showing, gentlemen, the proponents of this bill come into this 
House and say that our competitive power as compared with 
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other nations of the world has continually increased, while that 
of all other nations has decreased. 

And that in the face of the fact that to-day this country and 
Germany import almost exactly the same amount in value of 
chemicals and we export less than one-eighth of what Germany 
does. They give that as a reason for penalizing American in- 
dustries, because, forsooth, it has been shown, they say, that we 
can compete with all other nations of the world and that our 
competitive power is increasing relatively to those of other 
nations. It is a pure and sheer absurdity, gentlemen. 

From the beginning to the end of this bill you will find, as I 
have said before, that duties have been inereased upon things 
which are not and can not be produeed in this country and low- 
ered it on things which are produced here in competition with 
nations of the world. 

Take the free list which the gentleman from New York has 
recently explained. Sixteen articles, of the total value of 
$283,000, dutiable under the present law, have been placed on 
the free list. On the other hand, about 150 articles are taken 
from the free list, of a total value of $42,000,000, and duties 
imposed upon them of somewhere between 5 and 20 per cent. 
In other words, by this bill the American people will be com- 
pelled to pay a tax upon nearly $42,000,000 worth of articles 
which must be imported because they are not produced here, 
upon $42,000,000 worth of articles which, under the present law, 
come in absolutely free of duty. And this is called a reduction 
of the duties in the interest of the consumer, 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Just what is the purpose of 
that, as explained by the gentleman from New York [Mr. HARRI- 
son]? I did not catch it. 5 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman fronr New York says 
that it is for the purpose of raising the revenue. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Are we in such need of reye- 
nue as to resort to that? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Unquestionably had the various tariff 
bills brought in by the other side been passed we would be in 
need of raising $70,000,000 or $80,000,000 of revenue instead of 
a paltry four million, which this bill purports to raise. I will 
come later to the discussion of the subject which the gentleman’s 
question suggests. 

Now, mark well, gentlemen, that these things which have 
been removed from the free list are not by any means luxuries 
in the great majority of cases. They are, on the contrary, ne- 
cessities used in the everyday life of the average American fam- 
ily. The proposition is that for the purpose of raising reve- 
nue 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Right there could the gentle- 
man give an illustration of those necessities? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I call attention to the list as read by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], and if the gen- 
tleman from Michigan will glance at page 9 of this report and 
read this list of approximately 100 articles he will find 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Is pepper in the list? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Pepper, of course; and all sorts of 
spices and things that the American workman has on his table 
at every meal. The list contains coal-tar products of all kinds, 
which are used in dyeing ginghams and calicoes and things of 
that sort, and they are taxed in this bill at anywhere from 5 
to 20 per cent, and that extra cost must be paid by the con- 
sumer, because they can not be produced in this country. And 
so the proposition is that for the purpose of raising revenue the 
people should be taxed on articles they consume daily, and no 
corresponding benefits by any possibility go to a single Ameri- 
can citizen. 

This is the exact opposite of our theory of tariff making. We 
do not believe that a duty should be laid upon anything which 
is not produced and can not be produced in this country. In 
other words, we are not willing that the cost of an imported ar- 
ticle should be possibly raised to,the American consumer unless 
thereby an American industry may be established and American 
workingmen may find employment. 

Under the theory laid down by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison], the theory adopted in this bill, of imposing 
taxes for revenue purposes upon articles of daily necessity 
which can not be produced in this country and must be im- 
ported, you gentlemen can not avoid, when you come to it, put- 
ting a duty on tea and coffee, and I want to be here on the floor 
when you do it. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. You will not be. They will never get a chance 
to do it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Why, they will have to do it if they 
follow the logic of this bill. There is no escape from it, even 
by the intellectually gymnastic mind of the gentleman from 
New York or any of his colleagues. He has imposed a duty 
in this bill upon spices and many other articles, which must be 
imported because they can not be produced here, and which are 


used on the table, three times a day, and in the household of 
the average American family; and upon that theory he must, 
in order to raise revenue, impose a duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. DALZELL, Why do they not put a duty on tea and 
coffee? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I must leave that for them to answer. 
This proposition is to raise revenue by a tariff on imported. 
necessities. The time, of course, will come—— 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman realize that after the . 
elections in November they will not be interested in the subject 
of revenue? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. They will not be interested in Gov- 
ernment revenue. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand, from the gentleman's state- 
ment, that in order to be consistent the gentlemen on the other- 
side will be compelled to levy a duty on tea and coffee But 
does the gentleman from Ohio expect the gentlemen on the other 
side to be consistent on anything? [Laughter on the Republican 
Side.] 

Mr. SLOAN. No; that is too much. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It would take more time than I have at. 
Iny command and more speculative ability than I possess to 
enable me to answer that. 

I look forward, Mr. Chairman, with pleasure to the time 
when, after their peregrinations through the various tariff 
schedules, they will at length arrive at the agricultural schedule, 
and by that time the necessity for raising revenues will be. as 
I said a moment ago, not only pressing but imperative, and it 
will not be any picayune amount like $3,000,000 or $4,000,000, 
but it will be somewhere around $80,000,000 or $100,000,000. 

Now, what is so easy, what is so simple, as to put a tax of 
5 or 6 cents a pound on coffee and a tax of 8 or 10 cents a 
pound on tea? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Did not the Republican side 
of the committee, of which the gentleman was a member, agree 
to impose a tax of 9 cents a pound on tea? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. No, that was merely discussed in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. The gentleman from Ohio is a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, is he not? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. What, if any, opportunity was given to the mem- 
bers of the minority or what part did they take in the draft- 
ing of this bill or the fixing of the rates? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. We took such time as was comprised 
between the hour of 11.15 and the hour of 11.45 on the morning 
of the day this bill was reported to the House. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me suggest that that was after the bill 
had been adopted by the Democratic caucus. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. I now remember, further replying 
to the question of the gentleman from New York [Mr, HARRI- 
son], that the subject of a duty on tea and coffee was discussed 
in the committee, but the tariff bill, as reported by the Re- 
publican members of the Ways and Means Committee, contained 
no duty upon tea or coffee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes additional 
to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Whatever may have been done or dis- 
cussed two years ago, the gentleman has not answered my ques- 
tion as to what would be an easier and more logical method, 
under the theory that he has advanced to-day, of raising reve- 
nue, say $80,000,000, than by placing a duty of 5 or 6 cents a 
pound on coffee and a duty of S or 10 cents a pound on tea? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman, I could suggest a great many ways of collecting 
taxes which I think would impose much less burden upon the 
American people. ; 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. But does the gentleman deny that 
under the principle adopted in this bill, of taxing spices and 
various other necessities, it would not be absolutely logical to 
put a tax on coffee? 


Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 


The gentleman from Ohio is recognized 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, the gentleman may frame 
his own logic to suit himself. In my judgment spices are not 
a necessary of life, and I will call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that although the Republicans taxed red pepper 
and left white and black pepper to come in free, we cut the 
duty on red pepper and imposed a duty on white and black pep- 
per, and we also cut the duty on mustard [applause on the 
Democratic side], which, of course, the people use more than 
they use black pepper. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman taxed black pepper, 
which of course is used only by the vulgar rich. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Now, again referring to the question of tea, it comes back 
clearly to my mind that during the consideration of the Payne 
Jaw the only proposition made to impose a tax on tea was 
an amendment placing a duty of 15 cents a pound upon it, of- 
fered by a Senator from a Southern State, on the express 
ground that under a 15-cent duty tea would become an estab- 
lished industry in his State. 

Mr. DALZELL. It was introduced by a Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The only time that it was seriously con- 
sidered was when it was proposed by a member of the Demo- 
cratic Party, and for the purposes of protection pure and simple. 

I have not the time—and I have trespassed too long already— 
even if I had the inclination, to discuss the various items of this 
bill. It is not so much the question of the precise effect that 
it would have if passed as it is the principle upon which these 
duties have been fixed. I have no doubt—but it is a mere guess 
on my part—that some of the duties provided in this bill are 
in fact protective. On the other hand, I have no doubt that a 
great many of them are not protective, and would necessarily 
result in crippling a large part of the American chemical 
industry. 

But that is not the question. If, by any chance, there are 
duties which are protective, they are there against the express 
declaration of the framers of this bill that no duty shall be 
protective. If any such protective duties are left in the bill, 
they are there by inadvertence and not by intention on the part 
of its framers. It is primarily and avowedly drafted on the 
principle of a tariff for revenue only. Its frank and avowed 
object is to stimulate imports and not to stimulate American 
industry. I, for one, welcome this bill, and particularly the re- 
port that goes with it, as the best exposition so far of the 
newest Democratic theory of a tariff for reyenue only. Its 
proponents have yielded on every point that we upon this side 
have insisted upon as to the method and manner of framing a 
tariff bill. They have consulted the Tariff Board and the ex- 
perts employed by it, and they have made the duties through- 
out specific instead of ad valorem. The issue framed by this 
bill and report is as near bedrock as it is possible to make it. 
It is all summed up in their statement, to which I have re- 
ferred and which I will again repeat, that the measure of pro- 
tection as provided in the Republican platform is theoretically 
erroneous and practically inapplicable. It is no longer, then, a 
question of an excess of protection that is in issue. It is the 
principle of protection itself. Upon this issue we shall appeal 
to the American people, confident of the justice of our cause. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, in the press of the country 
on yesterday the Attorney General, Mr. Wickersham, is quoted 
as haying made the following comment on the report of the 
special committee to investigate the American Sugar Refining 
Co. and others: 

WICKERSHAM GLAD SUGAR TRUST IS “ DISCOVERED.” 
Sr. Louis, February 17. 

Attorney General Wickersham, after reading the report of the Hard- 
wick Committee, laughed heartily and said: - 

“So Congress has waked up, has it? Congress is slow, as usual. I 
found out to my own satisfaction seven months ago that there was a 
Sugar Trust 8 more than 62 per cent ot the industry in this 
country, and filed the Government suit. I am glad to know that Con- 
gress, seven months after I took that action, has really discovered that 
there is a Sugar Trust.” 

It seems to me that the Attorney General’s comment is of at 
least doubtful propriety, but since it seems that he thought 
otherwise, I can not, in behalf of the committee and of myself, 
permit such criticism, from so responsible a source, to go un- 
answered. : 

Mr, MANN. Does the gentleman credit that report? 

Mr. HARDWICK. It is published in every paper in the 
country. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well, surely the gentleman does not credit 
everything he sees reported in the newspapers. 
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Mr. HARDWICK. Well, I hope this report is inaccurate, but 
it has not been denied, and I can see no reason to disbelieve it. 
The Attorney General insists that “ Congress is slow, as usual,” 
intimating, if not expressly stating, that his own department is 
“fast” and has long known that “there was a Sugar Trust, 
controlling more than 62 per cent of the industry in this 
country.” ’ 

The select committee has run no race with the Attorney Gen- 
eral nor anyone else, in an effort to engage in a political chase 
of one of the great trusts. The inquiry was planned and con- 
ducted on far broader lines. It was intended to make a careful 
and painstakiog study of conditions in one of our great indus- 
tries so that we might have exact and accurate information as 
to industrial conditions therein, and be prepared to make use of 
that knowledge when we came to consider amendments and im- 
provements to the laws relating to trusts and monopolies. That 
the committee has gathered a yast store of such information is 
the opinion of those who have followed its work most closely, 
and that its work may prove of value to this House and its 
legislative committees is the earnest hope and confident belief 
of those who have participated in its labors. 

But to return to the Attorney General. He says he “has known 
for seven months that there was a Sugar Trust.’ My friend 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] expresses the hope that this“ inter- 
view“ was not given out by the Attorney General, and I hope 
so, too, but I have reason to believe it was. I would not have 
made the statement if it had not been published in almost every 
paper in the country. 

Mr. MANN. It is an Associated Press dispatch. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I hope the Attorney General will disavow 
it, then. I ask why this alert and able law officer of the Gov- 
ernment has taken no steps to punish on the criminal side of 
the court the men who maintain and operate that trust in viola- 
tion of the law? Surely he has not forgotten that the Sherman 
law carries penal provisions as well as civil remedies, Nor can 
the Attorney General contend that the one prosecution that has 
been brought, the case of the United States against Kissell and 
others, is sufficiently broad in its scope to discharge the Govern- 
ment's duty in this regard. That case, now pending in the 
United States court of the southern district of New York, in- 
volves but one of many attempts to stifle competition, and 
while the men who are alleged to have participated in that 
transaction—the acquisition of the Pennsylyania Sugar Refining 
Co.—are under indictment, yet there are at least 20 other in- 
stances, according to allegations made by the Attorney General 
himself in the civil suit filed by him against the American 
Sugar Refining Co., in which the criminal provisions of the Sher- 
man law have been violated and in which there have been abso- 
lutely no prosecutions. And yet in each of these cases the 
statute of limitations does not protect the men who have vio- 
lated the law, because, under the principle decided in the Kissell 
case (18 U. S., 601), these transactions were all part of one 
continuous conspiracy to monopolize interstate trade. 

More than that, this same law officer, who boasts that he has 
known there was a Sugar Trust long before the report of the 
committee was made, makes absolutely no effort to enforce that 
provision of the law which says: 

Every person who shall make any such contract or engage in any 
such combination or conspiracy shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and on 
conviction thereof shall be punished by fine not exceeding $5,000 or by 
imprisonment not exceeding one year, or by both said punishments, in 
the discretion of the court. 

Until our Attorney General accelerates the pace with which 
he moves to the discharge of his own duty in this regard I sub- 
mit that it would be well for him to refrain from criticism of 
Congress as “slow.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I yield back the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
New York. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Harrison 
of New York and Mr.-DALzeLL to extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 12 
minutes to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HAMILTON]. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, under the 
liberal rules of discussion prevailing in debates upon the tariff 
laws, I shall not confine myself to the schedule under considera- 
tion, but shall devote the time allotted to me by the gentleman 
from Alabama to a kindred subject, which but for a point of 
order made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
would now be before the House for consideration, in the resolu- 
tion reported this morning by the Rules Committee through its 
chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, the resolution referred to, reported by the 
efficient chairman of the Committee on Rules [Mr. Henry of 
Texas] and concurred in, as I presume, by all the majority 
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members of that committee, meets my hearty approval and shall 
have my earnest support. 

This resolution, no doubt, is the result of the action of the 
Democratic caucus recently held in this Hall for the purpose of 
taking into consideration measures to be adopted for the con- 
trol, if they be subject to control by law, of the gigantic money 


power and its eyil combinations existing in this country. In 
the caucus of the Democratic Members before referred to, while 
there may have been some difference of opinion as to detail, 
there was none, or at least none manifested, upon the main 
question of the necessity for such remedial legislation as may 
come within the jurisdiction of Congress to control the evils 
which were upon that occasion by the gentleman from Texas 
so forcibly pointed out and brought to the attention of the 
caucus, If the gentleman from Texas failed to get everything 
in detail as advocated by him upon that occasion, he certainly 
can congratulate himself, and the minority who followed him, 
upon the fact that his main object at that time was fully and 
completely accomplished, and that his Democratic colleagues 
in Congress were fully convinced that a situation as to financial 
matters exists in this country which, like the blood of Abel, 
cries aloud to Heaven. Since Waterloo, the Rothschilds have 
controlled the money affairs of Europe; since Appomattox, Wall 
Street has held. with firm hand the financial reins of this 
country, and it has been but a few months since the only ex- 
President of this Nation has testified before a committee of this 
body that in the year 1907 he was compelled to agree to a 
violation of the law before the money kings would consent to 
the alleviation of a panic. 

The matter of detail to which I have referred was chiefly as 
to the manner of procedure to obtain the legislation which 
the country so badly needs, and which the citizenship thereof 
is so loudly and forcibly demanding. Some of the members 
of the caucus thought that better results could be obtained 
through the operation of a special committee appointed for the 
purpose of investigation, while others, constituting a majority of 
the membership, thought the regular manner of procedure 
through the committees of the House, which have full power, 
not only to investigate all questions which might arise, but also 
the additional power, not possessed by a special committee, of 
reporting legislation. That is to say, the majority believed 
that not only is inyestigation needed, but that the greater need 
was something tangible, substantial, and effective in the way of 


W. 

With this majority I, together with the other Democratic 
Members from my State, after due consultation, concurred. 
That this difference in detail and manner of procedure should 
not only be magnified, but also misrepresented by those who 
were opposed to the remedial legislation contemplated, was per- 
haps to be expected. Because it may be easily seen that if it 
should be believed throughout the country that the majority 
membership of the House of Representatives were seriously 
divided upon the main proposition involved, it would to a large 
extent impair the prospects for the demanded legislation and 
have the natural effect to render the enactment of salutary laws 
improbable. But there are many who, sincerely desiring the 
enactment of such laws as would be of practical benefit in the 
situation confronting us—laws to control the evil and punish, if 
heed be, the evildoers—and who are in nowise open to the 
criticism of being enemies to the legislation, were of the opinion 
that the special committee afforded the best manner of pro- 
cedure. Many of these haye long studied this problem with 
assiduity and patience, and their views upon the subject are 
entitled to the worthiest consideration; and for them and for the 
minority members of the caucus for their advice and judgment 
I haye the highest esteem and can not fail upon this present 
opportunity to express the same. I desire to say further that 
in my opinion no member of the caucus referred to had any 
other desire or design in his heart than that of serving in the 
most effectual manner, as light was given him to see the path- 
way, the interests of his constituents and the necessities of the 
Nation. And I believe that I may safely predict that in the 
vote which shall be taken on the pending resolution there will 
be shown the practically unanimous desire: of the Democratic 
membership of this House to advance the cause of the common 
people by the passage of such legislation as will, to as large 
extent as possible, remedy the evils of which they so justly 
make complaint. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there can be no serious 
question that the plan proposed by the caucus and embodied in 
the resolution, by which it virtually becomes the mandate of this 
House that the Committee on Banking and Currency, com 
of some of the ablest men of the House, on both sides of the 
dividing aisle, shall not only investigate and obtain information, 
but shall report measures to be enacted into law, is better and 


more efficient than a mere investigation by a select committee 
of this body having no power of legislation. Under the rules of 
the House there is no provision whereby a select committee, 
however able its membership may be, or however lofty may be 
their ideals of right and wrong, or their willingness to enforce the 
right against the wrong, can report a bill for passage with such 
effect as that which accompanies the report of a standing 
committee of the House. 

However arduous may be the work of a select committee, 
however deep its investigations and examinations, and they 
can be no deeper than those of a standing committee, after all 
has been done by it, the result of its labors must be referred 
to some regular committee to be again investigated by it before 
legislation can ensue. I again repeat what I have before stated 
in substance, that legislation rather than investigation is what’ 
is needed. It is not necessary for this House to learn by a long 
and extended investigation that a great and growing evil is in 
existence here, in consequence of which the comparatively few 
very rich men of the country are allowed to feed upon the 
labors and the products of the great masses of the ordinary, 
common people, who compose the bone and sinew of the Nation 
and the creators of its wealth. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not decry such investigation and exam- 
ination as will enable the committee of this body to ascertain 
and report upon such matters as require relief, and which may 
be necessary in the preparation of their bills, but, on the con- 
trary, I think it imperative that the committee and its sub- 
committees shall make a full and thorough investigation of all 
things necessary to this end; and I feel assured that this com- 
mittee will spare no pains in obtaining such knowledge as will 
enable them to prepare and report for passage a measure of 
relief which in all respects will respond to the necessities of 
the times and the vigorous demands of all who are seeking 
this relief. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the report of a special 
committee to investigate the American Sugar Refining Co., 
which was filed in this House on Saturday last by its chairman, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. Here is a com- 
mittee composed of men as able as any in this House. The 
resolution under which they acted was adopted on the 9th of 
May, 1911, nine months ago. This committee has worked hard 
and faithfully, and their report shows information most valu- 
able to this House and to the country. Yet if these men had 
constituted a standing committee, rather than a select one, 
their information would not have been the less valuable and 
important, and all which they report might have been done by 
a standing committee with equal, and, in fact, better, results 
to the House. The standing committee could have reported, in 
addition, a measure of relief. I desire to read the concluding 
clause of that report, as follows: 

As this matter belongs to the jurisdiction of a great standing com- 
mittee of the House, your special committee will not. as a committee, 
undertake to present a bill upon the subject or to further elaborate the 
idea herein suggested, being confident that the entire subject matter 
will receive careful and prompt consideration by the standing com- 
mittee having jurisdiction thereof. 

You will therefore see, Mr. Chairman, that this able select 
committee of the House of Representatives, after long and 
arduous toil, are at the end forced to come into this House 
and recommend a reference of the subject matter of their in- 
quiry to the standing committee, which alone has power to 
report a measure of relief. 

It is a striking evidence that the majority of the caucus 
were wise in the adoption of the resolution under consideration 
rather than one, however otherwise meritorious, which would 
postpone indefinitely the contemplated legislation. 

It has been claimed by some that the action of the caucus 
in amending—and not defeating as has been energetically cir- 
culated throughout the country—the original Henry resolution 
was intended as a reflection against the views of the most promi- 
nent Democrat in this country, and who likewise stands among 
the ablest living statesmen of the world; who has thrice led his 
party in national campaigns which, though not resulting in the 
election of the candidate, have resulted in the engrafting upon 
the policy and the legislation of this Government such prin- 
ciples tending for the benefit of man that the contemplation 
thereof necessarily calls with it the personality of him who was 
their author and most eminent expounder. 

Mr. Chairman, this country has produced three men the 
coincidences in whose lives are so striking as to indicate that 
they are not the result of chance but of something higher than 
the will of man. Each of them has been thrice defeated for 
the highest office within the gift of the people. Two of them 
upon three occasions by the people at large, and the other twice 
in the conventions of his party and once by the electors at the 
polls. One of these men, Henry Clay, was the leading man in 
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his country’s history during the first half of the nineteenth 
century, and he has been described as the leading English- 
speaking statesman of his period. Another, James G. Blaine, 
led the advance guards of his party when it had supreme con- 
trol, from the close of the Civil War to the latter decade of 
the nineteenth century, and his voice was powerful and potent 
in forming the constructive policies of the Nation. The third, 
William Jennings Bryan, has for 15 years or more formulated 
the policies and the leading principles of the great militant 
Democratic Party and still is its acknowledged leader. Not 
only is this true, but there is indissolubly connected with his 
great name many principles of right and justice which have 
been engrafted upon the public policy of the country by the 
assistance of the very men who defeated him for office while 
they were opposing such principles, Clay was a Whig, Blaine 
a Republican, and Bryan a Democrat. So that the three great 
parties who have at different times controlled the destiny of 
the Nation are each represented in the illustrious trio. We 
are told that the joint lives of three great patriarchs, Adam, 
Methuselah, and Noah, made a continuous line from the creation 
of the world to its its destruction by the Deluge, and that they 
carried down in their memories until the time that letters were 
discovered the antediluvian traditions and histories of our planet. 

As a parallel to this I point out the fact that Henry Clay 
was born 12 years before the adoption of the American Con- 
stitution. He died in June, 1852, 22 years after the birth of 
James G. Blaine, in 1830. Mr. Blaine died in January, 1893, 
when William Jennings Bryan, born in 1860, was 33 years old. 
Bryan still lives, and it is the hope of every good citizen of 
this land that he may long continue in his upright and useful 
career. It will appear that the joint lives of these three men 
extends from a period antedating the formation of this Gov- 
ernment by 12 years down to the present day, and these three 
illustrious men could have easily handed down by word of 
mouth, without change of verbiage, the Constitution of the 
country, though it had never been reduced to writing. No 
man reviles the memory of Henry Clay or casts reproach upon 
the brilliant genius of James G. Blaine, and the time will 
come when the third parallel, William Jennings Bryan, upon 
the consideration of the great deeds which he has accom- 
plished for the benefit of man, will be spoken of only in the 
highest terms of praise and honor. 

Mr. Chairman, as an humble member of the Democratic 
caucus I repel the charge and insinuation that that caucus has 
ever at any time taken a single action based upon disrespect to 
Mr. Bryan. I deplore the declarations sometimes made from 
quarters least to be expected that there are animosities between 
the Great Commoner and the leaders of this House. Slight 
differences have been magnified and grossly exaggerated for 
the sole purpose, I believe, of creating contention within the 
Democratic ranks. Differences in mere details have been con- 
torted into representations of difference in substance. Small 
things upon which all men may reasonably differ have been 
construed as essentials, and, so far as I have seen, no one has 
referred to the unity existing as to great matters of substance, 
as to which we all, without exception, follow the leadership of 
Bryan. 

O ye scribblers for the information of the public. Why have 
ye not told us of some of the matters upon which Bryan and 
Unperwoop and CLARK and HENRY and others of this House 
are in fuil accord? Why have ye confined yourselves to the 
trifles upon which they, or some of them, appear to differ? 
For years Bryan has advocated a modification of the rules of 
the House, whereby the representatives of the people could be 
given greater power and force; and when this Congress was 
assembled in special session in April last the first important 
action of the House was to carry this great idea into effect, 
and there the stentorian voice of Oscar UNDERWOOD blended 
in perfect harmony with the silver tongue of Roperr HENRY 
in the adoption of this measure. Bryan has long contended that 
the people of the States were entitled to a direct vote upon 
the election of their Senators, and under the leadership of 
UnpErwoop and his able friend from Missouri, the chair- 
man of the proper committee, this measure has long since 
passed this House. Bryan for years has urged the admission 
of two new States into this Union. ‘This has been accom- 
plished with UNperwoop as the leader, and on the 4th of 
next July two new stars will be added to our flag in signifi- 
eance of the fact that all the continental territory of this 
Nation is now embraced in free 4nd equal States. Bryan 
has advocated that full publicity should be given before the 
election to all contributions and expenditures by candidates 
for either branch of Congress. UNDERwOOD and his followers 
have enacted it into law. Bryan has long demanded that the 
taxes oppressing the American people for the benefit of a few 
citizens should be reduced and, if possible, done away with. 
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The House, with Unperwoop at its head, has hastened to afford 
relief in this respect, and the success would have been complete 
except for the adverse action of the President, who has con- 
fessed that his vetoes are based upon his lack of knowledge in 
the premises. Do these things show discord and indicatea rup- 
ture of the Democratic Party? If these things have been accom- 
plished with alleged lukewarmness between the leaders, what 
would be the bounds of the good results if they should engage 
in active hostile combat with each other? Like Mark Twain's 
pilot, “ If they have accomplished all this while merely sleeping, 
what could not they do if they were dead?” 

Our friends on the other side of the aisle, no doubt, would 
much enjoy the situation if these alleged dissensions among 
Democratic ranks were truly in existence; but it is not our 
place to help them out. They have a brave and valorous leader 
in the person of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann}, and 
he is always alert and vigilant. He only eats on Sundays, and 
I verily believe neyer sleeps at all. If he had been a marshal 
under Napoleon at Waterloo, the battle might have resulted 
differently, because he would have discovered the absence of 
Grouchy at the proper time and suggested the absence of a 
quorum; and, if necessary, he would have halted the oncoming 
hosts of Wellington by a well-interposed demand for the yeas 
and nays. He needs no help from our side of the House. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

And what of the other gentleman from Illinois, the ex-Speaker 
of this House? Who can doubt his ability? With 40 years 
of service here he stands with eye undimmed like the leader 
of the Hebrews searching for, but not discovering, the Promised 
Land. [Laughter.] Upon the slightest occasion which may 
arise he scents the battle from afar and is at his post to do 
what he conceives to be his warlike duty, and I predict that it 
will not be many hours before his voice is heard upon the 
iniquity of this House in imposing upon the farmer a tax of per- 
haps 2 cents a year on pepper. Do not let these Carthagenian 
Hannibals sow dissension in our Roman ‘amps, nor allow these 
English Pitts to divide the forces of this fair France of ours. 
The masses of the people of this land can spare from their 
ramparts no Bryan, CLARK, UNDERWOOD, JAMES, or HENRY, nor 
any other brave and valiant leader. We need them all. Long 
have these able men whom I have named stood at the outposts 
of Democracy and endeavored to guard the interests of the 
common people. If the light is now breaking and the clouds 
dispersing before the rising sun of just and salutary legislation, 
let us not bedim the scene by strife among ourselves when with 
united front we should face the energetic and powerful army in 
our opposition. Our cause is for the righteous masses of the 
people, and to them is our responsibility and for them is our 
hope. 

p Toil, Time and circumstance, full oft, 

An humble cause has raised aloft. 


And Fortune whom she scorned before, 
Has placed on solid ground once more. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, how much time has been 
consumed? z 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has 1 hour 
and 40 minutes remaining and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has 2 hours and 37 minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we have just witnessed an occur- 
rence in the House which if it had taken place some months 
ago would have been considered remarkable. The gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Hamriiton] has delivered on the floor 
of the House a brilliant encomium on the life, character, and 
public services of the Peerless Leader without the sign of ap- 
plause on the Democratic side of the House. [Laughter.] 
Whether the gentleman from West Virginia intentionally deliv- 
ered his remarks in a low tone of voice so that they could not 
be heard on the Democratic side I do not know, but since I have 
been a Member of the House it has usually been impossible for 
any gentleman on the Democratic side to whisper the name of 
Mr. Bryan without vociferous applause until at this time, when, 
through the courtesy of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Unperwoop], time has been given to praise the gentleman from 
Nebraska, the gentleman from Alabama in full confidence that 
the praise would not receive approval on the Democratic side 
of the House. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Can the gentleman inform me whether 
or not, within his knowledge, the gentleman from West Virginia 
is a member of the Tell-me-how-to-vote Club“? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I did not catch what the 
gentleman said. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if it 
was within the gentleman’s knowledge if the gentleman from 
West Virginia was a member of the Tell-me-how-to-yote Club.” 
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Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. 
does the gentleman mean? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, no, no. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we again approach the consider- 
ation of a tariff bill affecting the industries the annual pro- 
duction of which amounts to a billion and a half dollars in 
our own country. And while we are forced to the considera- 
tion of this bill before we have had an opportunity of examin- 
ing the report of. the committee, and hence from our side com- 
ing to it with some difficulty, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to a few of the provisions in the pending bill. 

I note with some pleasure that in the framing of this bill the 
Democratic side of the House has adopted a suggestion which I 
made to them on the floor when the wool bill was up for con- 
sideration—that they provide for an amendment in the existing 
tariff law so as to leave applicable to their new bill those pro- 
visions in the law relating to the maximum and minimum tariff 
and those provisions in the law relating to reciprocity with 
Cuba. 

When the bill was before the House the distinguished gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] derided the maximum 
and minimum provisions of the law and the Cuban reciprocity 
law when I offered an amendment to perfect the bill at that 
time. But now, learning from this side of the House some 
things in regard to the framing of a bill, they themselyes pro- 
pose to make the pending bill a part of the existing tariff law 
So as to leave these other provisions applicable to the provisions 
of this bill. 

But I notice with some degree of chagrin that in the framing 
of this bill the gentlemen who framed it had not examined the 
law which they proposed to amend. The bill provides in para- 
graph 1 that it shall be a substitute for paragraphs 1 to 83, in- 
clusive, of section 1 of the Payne tariff law, and of section 25 
of section 2982 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by section 1 of the Payne law. 

It is strange to me that it did not strike the attention of the 
gentlemen who drew the bill to see a provision in a bill amend- 
ing section 25 of section some other number, when it has been 
the invariable practice in all the laws to not number different 
sections under another section. 

Now, what is the fact? A bill proposing that this bill shall 
be a substitute in place of section 25 of section 2982 of the Re- 
vised Statutes when there is no such section. That would be 
subject of chagrin if offered from this side of the House, but 
I think nothing will embarrass the gentlemen on that side of 
the House. There is no section 25 of section 2982 of the Re- 
vised Statutes. It is not a great matter, but it is a great illus- 
tration of the carelessness or the care with which the gentle- 
men framed this bill. 

Section 2982 of the Revised Statutes is a short section in the 
Revised Statutes five lines long. It was amended by the Payne 
tariff law in a section seven lines long, and that is all there is 
to section, 2982 of the Revised Statutes in the Payne law—one 
section; and yet they propose to substitute this bill in place of 
section 25 of that section; and there is no section 2 of the sec- 
tion, much less is there a section 25. 

Now, I am very glad to yield time out of my time to any gen- 
tleman on that side of the House or on this who can discover in 
the statutes of the United States anywhere section 25 of section 
2982 of the Revised Statutes as amended by section 21 of the 
Payne tariff law, as is provided in this bill. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] can not ex- 
plain it. There is no explanation except absolute lack of knowl- 
edge—where a man drawing a bill to take the place of a law 
never examines the law to see what it is. Mr. Chairman, this 
provision was in the caucus print where I first noticed it. I 
supposed, of course, that some gentleman would discover it 
and eliminate that provision from the bill. When the bill was 
introduced, I noticed it in the bill as introduced, after the caucus 
had passed upon it, and when it was reported I still saw the 
provision in the bill which any clerk in my room would have 
known enough to strike out. [Applause and laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the gentleman ought to go easy in 
criticizing the caucus, because I understand the bill was passed 
in the caucus without reading. They did not read it in the 
caucus. 

Mr. MANN. Why, the bill was passed in the caucus without 
reading, and it was passed in the Ways and Means Committee 
withont reading. It was neyer read by any member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means except the gentleman who pre- 
pared it—the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison]—and 
doubtless he did not read this provision, for, if he did, it is in- 
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comprehensible how he could have missed what I am now calling 
to the attention of the House. 

Mr. SLOAN. Has the bill been read in the House yet? 

Mr. MANN. It has not been read in the House, and very 
little opportunity will be given probably to consider it in the 
House. We are called upon to take up the bill before we have 
had a chance to examine the report, and the expectation on that 
side of the House is that they will drive it through to-morrow; 
that we will have to stay here to-night to finish debate, and to- 
morrow night, possibly all night, to pass a bill on the ground 
that we have to give a chance to the appropriation bills. Under 
the new rules of this House the appropriation bills are consum- 
ing time, with the insatiate desire of gentlemen on that side of 
the House to talk. 

Mr, Chairman, the other day the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpEerwoop] stated to the House that he had given in- 
formation concerning this bill to the Associated Press, in the 
nature of an interview, and that therefore the House had in- 
formation upon the subject. In that interview as reported by 
the Associated Press and sent to all of the newspapers in the 
country occurs this statement: 

Principally the measure increases duties on perfumes, fancy soaps, 
and other luxuries, and lowers the duty on drugs and materials in 
common use. 

I do not know whether the gentleman from Alabama said 
anything which could be construed into that statement, but I 
am quite sure that neither the gentleman from Alabama nor 
any other gentleman could have made the statement, because in 
no part of it is it true. 

The bill does not purport to increase the duties on perfumes, 
fancy soaps, and other luxuries, and it does not purport to lower 
the duty on drugs. Quite the contrary. In the consideration of 
this bill I think it is fair to the House to call attention to a 
map in connection with page 812 of the report. Anyone who 
examines that map can understand the bill without further 
consideration. The map gives the location of the industries 
affected by this bill, by States, placing a black spherical mark 
in the different States, the mark differing in size in proportion 
to the industries located in the different States. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Just a moment. It will be noticed that some 
small periods constitute the black marks for the Southern 
States, the representatives of which control the tariff legisla- 
tion on the Democratic side of the House. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr, MANN. And you will see large black marks in the States 
of the North where the industries are located. [Applause and 
laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. In which State does the gen- 
tleman find the largest black mark indicating the most chem- 
ical industries? 

Mr. MANN. In the State of New York, which the gentleman 
from New York misrepresents on tariff legislation. The south- 
ern Representatives have such strong control of that side of the 
House that they have even forced the gentleman from New 
York to endeavor to strike down the industries of his own State. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is the gentleman aware that 
the subcommittee’s report on this bill was—and I think I am 
betraying no confidence in so saying—chiefly drafted by myself 
and accepted by the full committee with practically no change, 
and that no southern member of the committee had, therefore, 
any substantial share in fixing the rates in this bill? 

Mr. MANN. I go further than the gentleman. I just stated 
to the House that the Democratic caucus and the Democratie 
Ways and Means Committee agreed to the gentleman’s report 
without anybody on that side of the House reading it. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman has not made 
a fair deduction from my answer. 

Mr. MANN. I am not through yet. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. They paid the closest atten- 
tion to the report of the subcommittee, and so did the caucus. 

Mr. MANN. They did it without reading, and I have been 
here long enough as a Member of this House to understand the 
ways and intricacies of legislation. I know the influences that 
are brought to bear upon Members in drafting legislation before 
the legislation is presented, and the gentleman from New York, 
weakly or foolishly yielding to the demands of the representa- 
tives from these States which have no industries affected, has 
been compelled to bring in a bill whieh strikes down these in- 
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dustries of his own State. That is not to his credit. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I had hoped that we might have reasonable debate 
upon this bill. I had hoped that I might be able to analyze the 
bill in many of its paragraphs, but I am not able to do that for 
lack of time. Taking as a sample, however, one of the first 
paragraphs in the bill, I want to call attention to what the bill 
does, not only in that paragraph but throughout the bill. Take 
paragraph nine: 

Argols or crude tartar or wine lees, crude or partly refined, contain- 
ing not more than 90 per cent of potassium bitartrate, 10 per cent ad 

oren, etc. ; cream of tartar, 21 cents per pound. 

This item is a fair sample of what the bill does. It increases 
the duty on the raw material 100 per cent, and reduces the duty 
on the manufactured preduct 50 per cent. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is the gentleman aware, so 
far as baking powder, into which these articles go, is concerned. 
that our bill reduces the rate on alum from 37 per cent to 15 
per cent and on bicarbonate of soda from three-quarters to one- 
quarter of a cent per pound? 

Mr. MANN. I would much rather have had the gentleman 
give us that information in his own speech, which he cut short 

for lack of time. 

Mr. COOPER. If the gentleman will permit I would like to 
ask the gentleman from New York to give us the name of the 
baking powder that contains alum. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Most of them do. 

Mr. MANN. There are plenty of them. 

Mr. COOPER. The best of them do not. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is the proposition. We 
imported last year crude tartar to the extent of over 29,000,000 
pounds at 5 per cent ad valorem. We did not import very much 
cream of tartar refined, although we imported some—we im- 
ported 23,000 pounds. They propose to double the tariff on the 
crude material, of which we imported 29,000,000 pounds, and 
reduce the tariff on the refined article, and what will be the 
result? The gentleman says that our putting part of the paper 
coming from Canada on the free list has been a great blow to 
the paper industry. Crude tartar comes in the main from 
southern Europe, from wine casks, and it is not a manufactured 
article at all, but is an incident of the production of wine. We 

Import it and manufacture it here into cream of tartar, which 


is used in our baking powders. They propose that this crude | 


tartar shall be manufactured in Europe and brought in here as 
the finished cream of tartar. Is that to the benefit of the coun- 
try; is that to the benefit of the industries of our country? 
Will that furnish any labor here in the refining of the crude 
tartar? Is it better for us to employ the labor here in refining 
this article or to permit it to be refined by the cheap labor of 
southern Europe? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. For a question. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is no doubt 
aware of the fact that there is substantially no labor involved 
in the refining of argols, and even if there were—— 

Mr. MANN. I heard the gentleman’s statement on the sub- 


ject. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. And even if there were, is not 
the gentleman aware that the ad yalorem rate rises with the 
value of the product and presents the same resistance to impor- 
tations of the finished article proportionately that it does on the 
raw material? 

Mr. MANN. You increase the ad valorem rate or its equiva- 
lent on crude tartar from 5 to 10 per cent and decrease the rate 
on the finished product from 35 per cent to 17 per cent. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. You may imagine that you can keep the business 
here by cutting off both ends, but anyone of common sense 
knows that you can not do it, and if your bill becomes a law the 
industry, which is now a flourishing industry in the United 
States, will be transferred from this country to Europe. You 
are legislating in behalf of the people of Europe; we prefer to 
legislate in behalf of the people of our own country, [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Nr. MANN. I will be glad to do so, but I have a few observa- 
tions which I wish to make. 

Mr. HARDY. All right. 

Mr. MANN. What more do you do in this bill? You take 
dead and creosote oil, the consumption of which has vastly in- 
creased in the United States for the preservation of railway 
ties and other classes of wood, and of which we imported last 
year $2,384,000 worth, while they were on the free list, and put 
the tariff on them. Is that to the interest of the people of the 


‘eonntry? You take a noncompetitive article from the free list 


and put it upon the dutiable list in order to prevent the con- 
8 of that article in the preservation of the woods of the 
country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 
aoe MANN. The gentleman will realize I have very little 

e. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is very cour- 
teous in yielding, but surely he remembers that the Payne law 
placed the duty on creosote oil, and it was stricken from the 
dutiable list and put on the free list by the Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. The intention of the law was to tax it 20 
per cent. We put a 5 per cent tax on it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's statement is 
absolutely incorrect. The Payne law puts this article upon the 
free list, and the gentleman can find it. There is a provision of 
law covering it in the free list. A Treasury decision decided 
a certain class of this oil belonged under that provision of the 
law. I went over the matter myself with the Treasury officials 
on the subject, and while they and we were trying to add 
to the preservation of the wood of the country by admitting 
this creosote ofl free, you are putting a tariff on it in order 
to destroy the wood of the country and prevent its preserva- 
tion, 

We imported last year 5,765,000 pounds of gum arabic, used 
every day by the people of our country of all classes—a non- 
competitive article. We admit that article free of duty; you 
put a tariff on it of one-half of 1 cent a pound. Is that in the 
interests of the people? Is that Democratic tariff policy? 

We imported last year of gum demar 12,187,000 pounds, used 
in the manufacture of varnish in the country. We admit it 
free of duty. You put a tariff on of 1 cent a pound. 

We imported last year Government copal to the extent of 
10,916,000 pounds, used in the manufacture of varnish—and 
varnish goes into the daily life of every citizen of the country— 
and we admitted it free of duty, while you put a tax of one- 
half of 1 cent a pound upon it. 

We imported last year 15,497,000 pounds of gum shellac, used 
constantly in the manufacture of varnishes and certain kinds 
of paints. We admitted it free of duty; you put a tax on it of 
14 cents per pound. 

We imported that great luxury, crude camphor, last year to 
the extent of 3,726,000 pounds. It is my recipe for a cold, 
though it did not work this time very well. It goes into 
the daily life of every citizen of the country, and it is a non- 
competitive article. We admit it free of duty, and you put a 
tax on it of 3 cents a pound. Is that for the interests of the 
people? Is that Democratic tariff policy? 

We imported last year crude indigo to the extent of $1,152,- 
000 worth. Indigo is the basis for the bluing for the wash 
women of the land. We admit it free of duty. You tax the 
wash women 10 per cent. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. -DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. We imported last year 210,000 pounds of iodine, 
the very basis of much of the antiseptic surgery of the land. 
We admitted it free of duty; you put a tax on it of 10 cents a 
pound. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentlemau from New York? 

Mr. MANN. For a question. I do not yield for information; 
I yield for a question. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman is aware that 
we reduced the rate on iodine resublimed, iodoform, and on 
potassium iodate. 

Mr. MANN. I am aware of the fact that where a thing is 
manufactured in this country from a foreign crude article you 
raise the tariff on the crude article and reduce the tariff on the 
finished product, in order to transfer the industry to other 
countries, if that is any satisfaction. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

We imported last year 126,140,000 pounds of crude licorice— 
not very important to me, as I am neither a boy nor 2 tobacco 
consumer. It does not come into competition with anything 
in this country. We admitted it free of duty. You put a 
duty of fifteen one-hundredths of a cent tax on each pound 
of it. f 
We imported last year 23,193,000 pounds of unground black 
and white pepper. What a strange inconsistency the gentle- 
man must explain in his bill! Cayenne pepper is the pepper 
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for the rich. That is the luxury article. You find very little 
of it on the tables of the poor, but black pepper is found on 
every poor man’s table in this wide land. We admitted the 
black pepper free and put a tax upon the cayenne pepper. You 
put a tax upon the black pepper and decreased the tax on the 
luxury, the cayenne pepper. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman vield 
for a moment? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It may be possible that in getting at 
these duties what is technically termed a “wheel” was used, 
and the little bali in this case fell into the “ black” instead of 
the “red.” [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I am inclined to think in this case the same 
care was used which was attempted on another occasion to pro- 
viđe section 25 in another bill under a supposed “ section 2892,” 
there being no such section. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. CANNON. It looks to me like a dictograph. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we imported last year nearly 
5,840,000 gallons of Chinese nut oil, a necessary article in the 
manufacture of varnishes in this country, of great importance 
in the State of my distinguished friend from Indiana who is 
facing me. We admitted it free of duty, it being noncompeti- 
tive. You put a tax on it of 5 cents for each gallon. 

We imported last year over 51,000,000 pounds of unrefined 
coconut oil, of great value in many directions in the country. 
It is the basis of much of the soap of the land. We admitted it 
free of duty. You put a tax on it of one-quarter of a cent a 
pound. 

We imported last year nearly 6,000,000 pounds of palm oil, 

. useful for the same purpose. We admitted it free of duty. 
You tax it one-quarter of a cent a pound. 

We imported last year over 41,000,000 pounds of soya-bean 
oil, used for manifold purposes—a practically noncompetitive 
article. We admitted it free of duty. You tax it a quarter of 
a cent a pound. 

We imported last year 1,140,000 pounds of crude vanilla 
beans. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] had 
consulted his “better half,” he would have discovered that it 
was not easy in this country to run a household without vanilla 
extract. We admit the vanilla beans free of duty. You tax 
them 50 cents a pound. Is that in the interest of the poor 
people that you cry aloud about in the country? We admitted 
these articles free of duty to the extent of over $40,000,000 
worth, which you put upon the dutiable list in your bill. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? « 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr, FOWLER. I desire to know what is meant by “we” 
when you say “We put certain articles on the free list.” Do 
go include yourself and do you refer to the Payne-Aldrich 

? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Did you not vote against that bill? 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. I did not. The gentleman's lack of information 
leads him to ask a question. I suppose he has often heard that 
stated. I voted for the Payne bill when it passed the House. 
The gentleman had better refresh his recollection from some of 
his colleagues. 

Mr. DALZELL. His colleagues all applauded him. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know if you did not vote against 
the Payne bill when it passed the House? 

Mr. MANN. I did not. I voted for the Payne bill when it 
passed the House. Come again when you get more information. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FOWLER. Did you not vote against the Payne-Aldrich 
bill when it came back from the Senate? Did you not do that 
because wood pulp was not on the free list? 

Mr. MANN. I voted “nay” on the conference report. No- 
body in the House except my colleague from Illinois was igno- 
rant of the circumstances under which I voted in that case, 
I am glad to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, my recollection is that we have peanut oil on 
the free list, but my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. 
Harrison], who makes up this tariff bill by himself, as he indi- 
cates, without considering his friends in the South, took a rare 
way of showing his appreciation of them and his own industries 
by striking down the industries of his own State and giving 
protection to the peanut oil of the South. Peanut oil! Peanut 
politics! [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.]! A 
high tax is put upon peanut oil. 


[Laugh- 


Mr. Chairman, time does not permit me to examine other 
features of the bill, because we are cut off from the reasonable 
consideration of this bill, so important to the industries of the 
country, by the threat on that side of the House to stop even 
the limited debate which has now been allowed. 

I want to say that the people of this country are waking up 
to the condition of affairs. A year ago on that side of the 
aisle they were pointing to what they called insurrection and 
divisions on this side of the aisle. We are nearer together 
over here than we have been for years, and you are nearer to 
being split apart than you have been for years. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] We will go into a campaign united 
on these great issues affecting the industries of the country. 
You can not call off William Jennings Bryan. 

Mr. SIMS. We are not trying to. 

Mr. MANN. We will endeayor in the campaign to make the 
country understand the meaning of Democratic tariff revision, 
which is to tax the articles that come in for the benefit of the 
poor and to transfer our industries to foreign countries. I 
wish I had time to take up the provisions of the drug para- 
graph in this bill. We are to-day admitting the crude drugs 
free of duty. Through an amendment which you slip in under 
a paragraph purporting to retain these drugs upon the free list, 
you practically put them all upon the dutiable list. The gen- 
tleman shakes his head. I will tell him. It is as plain as the 
nose on a man’s face. Under existing law drugs, barks, beans, 
berries, and other such things in a crude state are admitted 
free of duty when not advanced in value or condition by process 
or treatment beyond that essential to the proper packing of the 
drugs and the prevention of decay or deterioration pending 
manufacture. The existing law permits those articles to be 
packed or preserved in such a way that they may be brought 
into this country for manufacture into the finished product. 
You have inserted a provision into the bill which destroys it 
as a free-list proposition. You say: 

When not advanced in value or condition by peeling, shredding, grind- 
ing, chipping, crushing. 

And so forth. 

You can not bring any of them into the country unless they 
have been prepared în one of these ways. How would you bring 
in barks without peeling? Do you expect us to import from 
South America the entire log in order to get the bark of quinine 
or other substance? Yet under the terms of this bill if they do 
those things which are necessary in order to bring the crude 
material into our country, the article is placed upon the dutiable 
list, expressly in one paragraph of the bill, and indirectly in 
the paragraph relating to the free list. 

Mr. Chairman, your side may come before the country with 
its false pretenses, but we will tear your false pretenses off 
your face, confident that the country which has grown in 
prosperity for the last 50 years is now unwilling to reverse that 
policy. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I yield 45 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Cottier]. [Applause on the 
Democratie side.] 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Chairman, after listening to the most 
interesting speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
I want to assure him that if the Republican Party does not 
dodge the tariff issue in the coming campaign the Democratie 
Party most assuredly is not going to dodge it. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] This is an issue we are willing to meet, 
and we will meet it with the same confidence that we have met 
it in the past; for whenever the fight was made straight out 
upon the tariff question, then it always was that victory 
perched upon the banners of Democracy. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] And as it seems to be generally believed and 
well understood that in next Noyember the American people, 
having become dissatisfied with the present administration of 
affairs, will turn the regulation of these matters over to the 
Democratic Party, I shall take advantage of this opportunity 
to briefly review some tariff legislation along the lines just 
spoken of by the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. MANN]. But at 
the very beginning of my remarks I want to enter my protest, 
a protest that I have been wanting for years to enter, against 
the misuse that gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
have made of the word protection.” How such a word should 
have become attached to so unjust, unfair, and unequal a sys- 
tem of taxation can be explained only on the theory that, as 
some men have adopted a cloak of virtue to cover and protect 
their hypocrisy, so, too, has a great political party, hiding 
behind an honest word, perpetrated in the name of protection 
the robbery of a majority of the American people for the benefit 
of a few. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Protection against what? Protecting a system of taxation 
which makes it possible, by law, for one man “to get without 
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earning what another man earns without getting”; protecting 
the tariff-swollen industries from ‘all honest competition and 
insuring their owner against loss; protecting the Steel Trust, 
with its immense annual dividend of nearly $140,000,000, against 
the farmer who needs a plow or the mechanic who needs a saw; 
protecting the Lumber Trust, which now owns nearly all the 
standing timber in the United States, against those who would 
build a schoolhouse for their children, a home for their families, 
and a church for their God. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLIER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Would we not have had free 
lumber if it had not been for 89 Democrats when we were vot- 
ing on the Payne bill? ~ 

Mr. COLLIER. If it had not been for 150 Republicans voting 
on the other side, we would have had free lumber and a lot of 
other free things. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I only wanted to call atten- 
tion to the consistency of the gentleman; go on. 

Mr. COLLIER. Democratic consistency is all right, but I 
want to call the attention of the gentleman from Michigan— 
and I lay special stress on Michigan when we talk about lum- 
ber—that the dawn of that day is now breaking when the Ameri- 
can people, the home builders, will have an opportunity to build 
a home for their families without being plundered under a 
tariff that increases the price of every material that goes into 
their homes. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the history of protection in the United States 
is a long story of hypocrisy and deceit. It has justified its 
guilty existence by many plausible and seductive arguments. 
Founded upon selfishness and expediency, it has never failed 
to abandon a position when it no longer served its purpose in 
deceiving the people. 

Like hunted creatures driven by the advocates of honest gov- 
ernment from one position to another, forsaking citadel after 
citadel, the protectionists have continued to intrench themselyes 
behind the ramparts of special legislation, and for nearly 50 
years have been able to fasten their dishonest system of taxa- 
tion upon the country. At first the protectionist was not the 
bold creature with the voracious appetite that he has to-day. 
He was a timid, humble individual begging for a small subsidy 
for the encouragement of an infant industry which could not 
alone withstand the competition from abroad. It was contended 
that a moderate tax would not only place our industries on an 
equality with foreign manufacturers, but would also tend to 
the creation of establishing new manufactures, and that when 
our manufacturers, by reason of this encouragement, would be 
able to cope on equal terms with the foreign manufacturer, that 
instead of restricting competition this tariff would create 
competition. So the tariff of abominations was enacted into 
law. It took the people about 20 years to become sick and tired 
of protection. 

They began to murmur at being taxed to continue to build 
up an infant which had assumed so gigantic a proportion. They 
demanded the repeal of protection; they were willing only to 
tax themselves sufficient to raise funds necessary to carry on 
the actual expenses of the Government. The heavy protective 
taxes were repealed and the country prospered as never before 
under a purely revenue tariff. The protectionist became thor- 
oughly alarmed. The old argument of encouraging an infant 
industry had lost all its force, and if it had not been for the 
great war debt which confronted the country protection would 
have met a natural death at that time. Here was again the 
protectionists’ opportunity. They therefore abandoned their 
position of the encouragement of infant industries and clamored 
for a home market for Americans, and at the same time con- 
tended with subtle argument and ingenious fallacy that no part 
of this tax would be paid by the American people, but that 
every cent of it would be paid by the foreigner. 

This apparently senseless argument would never have been 
accepted by the American people but for the peculiar condition 
of affairs then prevailing in the United States. The fires of 
sectional strife were still smoldering, and whenever the people 
began to complain at being so heavily taxed the protectionists 
cunningly distracted their attention by artful appeals to preju- 
dice and passion. In order to fasten his unholy tax upon the 
backs of the American people he was willing to fan those still- 
smoking embers of civil strife into a ruddy blaze of sectional 
hatred, and for a time succeeded. But new generations were 
coming on and the crimson colors of the bloody shirt began to 
fade before the pure light of reason, good will, and common 
sense. People began to realize that the burden of these taxes 
was falling upon them. They had seen all legitimate competi- 
tion disappear. They had seen a complete monopoly established 
on all articles of consumption and manufacture. They had 
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seen these infants develop into gigantic trusts, and they had 
come to the conclusion that it was themselves and not the for- 
eigners whe were paying for these evils. The protectionists, 
realizing this, saw at once that unless another reason could be 
shown for the coutinuation of protection the whole system would 
crumble and fall to the ground. They, therefore, abandoned 
their former position for which they had so vigorously con- 
tended. They admitted they were wrong; they admitted that 
the American consumer and not the foreigner paid this tax, but 
that these taxes were necessary to insure living wages to the 
workingman. They contended in their platforms and on the 
stump that a high tariff was necessary for the protection of 
American labor. The cost of living was increased, the price of 
necessary articles was raised, and everything that the working- 
man ate and wore was placed almost above his reach, so that 
his wages could be increased and there would be a profit to the 
manufacturer. 

And now, after over 50 years of trial, when the doctrine f 
protection has proyed to be an absolute failure, when it has 
again become hateful to the American people, and the whole 
system is tottering and seems to be upon the verge of destruc- 
tion, the protectionists, making their last stand, have in their 
desperation abandoned and repudiated all their former posi- 
tions, and turning another political somersault now present to 
the American people a new and startling proposition. For 50 
years by prohibitive, remorseless, and blighting taxation the 
Republican Party has drained the resources of the American 
people and has destroyed all legitimate and honest competition. 
They have, with the aid of the Government itself through the 
operation of law, created a system of spoliation which has made 
it possible for seyen great trusts to absolutely destroy and com- 
pletely control over sixteen hundred distinct and original plants; 
they have made it possible for 450 lesser trusts, with a combined 
capital of over $8,000,000,000, to buy up, merge, control, and put 
out of business over 5,000 distinct and original plants, repre- 
senting practically every line of productive industry in the 
United States. They have wrung and extorted from the pockets 
of the American people countless millions of dollars to give to 
their favorites. They have abandoned and repudiated every 
position they have ever occupied. They have been driven from 
the ramparts of protection. They have been foreed out of every 
intrenchment of special privilege; and now, presenting a 
wretched and forlorn appearance, the protectionist, like a fox 
dodging the hounds, twisting and squirming here and there and 
everywhere, has at last been driven from the thickets and bram- 
bles of inconsistency out into the open, where the quarry is in 
full view, and there seems to be no possibility for escape. 

But the protectionists are not yet devoid of resource and cun- 
ning. Seeing the grasp of governmental affairs leaving their 
hands apparently forever, and having exhausted every plausible 
reason and excuse for a continuation of the present system of 
taxation, they are again in desperate straits. This system has 
proven too profitable to them to surrender it without a struggle, 
and knowing the attitude of the public toward them, their plan 
now is to delay, to gain time. Therefore they admit that all their 
past tariff legislation, covering a period of over 50 years, was 
hasty and without consideration, and we are asked to wait until 
we can be informed by a Tariff Board of experts how to proceed. 

Mr. Chairman, have you ever noticed that when there is a 
desperate case in court, one in which the defendant is almost 
sure to be convicted, he is always asking for a continuance? 
He wants the case delayed; he wants to gain time; and so it 
is with our friends on the other side of the Chamber. The 
power to levy these taxes has been taken from them. An out- 
raged public is demanding honest revision. The people are 
demanding a reduction in these prohibitive rates, and the pro- 
tectionists’ plan now is to obstruct, to delay, to gain time, for 
every day that honest tariff revision is delayed brings increased 
wealth to those manufacturing industries it was designed to 
benefit; every day that we delay honest tariff revision adds to 
the dividends and increases the profits of those manufacturing 
industries, and that is one of the reasons why we are asked to 
delay and wait until we can hear from this board of experts. 
As long as they were piling taxes mountain high they needed 


no experts. 

They were experts enough and had sufficient tariff knowledge 
to pile these burdens upon the backs of the people, but now when 
they are estopped from further tariff legislation and we are 
given the task of taking these burdens off the backs of the 
American people we are told that no one in either branch of 
Congress has sufficient tariff knowledge and sufficient tariff 
information to attempt this revision until we can hear from 
this wonderful board. Why, we were told during the debate on 
the Payne-Aldrich bill that printed lists showing the difference 
in the cost of production here and abroad were sent to the vari- 
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ous consuls of the United States, that hundreds of agents from 
the Bureau of Manufactures and the Department of Commerce 
and Labor had been sent everywhere commerce touches civiliza- 
tion in quest of information to enable the committee intelli- 
gently to draft a bill, and we were told by the then chairman 
and other members of the Ways and Means Committee, with 
tiresome and frequent monotony, that the committee was in pos- 
session of each and every fact necessary to enable them intelli- 
gently to draft a bill. Now, when they have repudiated and 
abandoned everything that they have said and done in former 
years and make this astonishing change of front I ask you, Mr. 
Chairman, what avenues of investigation, what channels of in- 
formation are now open to this new creation, the Tariff Board, 
that were closed to all the consuls, and to all the agents and rep- 
resentatives from the Bureau of Manufactures and the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor? What avenues of information 
are open to this board that were closed to all these duly au- 
thorized agents of the Government traveling all over the world, 
backed by the credit and standing of the United States itself? 

I tell you that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], 
and others on that side of the Chamber, may lay the flattering 
unction of a presidential veto to their souls as much as their 
hearts desire, but I say that the President succeeded in deceiv- 
ing few by his vetoes of last summer. He not only insulted the 
intelligence of the membership of this House and the memory 
of the great protection leaders of the past, but he attempted to 
impose upon the indulgence and credulity of the American peo- 
ple when he stated that no tariff legislation was proper until 
we could hear from this wonderful board. He underestimated 
the intelligence of those people who remembered that it was 
his voice which proclaimed in clarion tones that the Payne- 
Aldrich bill was the best tariff law ever enacted. What a 
change of front he presents to the American people. Blected on 
a platform which declared for an honest tariff revision, he 
signed a bill that raised the Dingley rates. Holding in one 
hand a copy of his Winona speech denouncing the woolen sched- 
ule as indefensible and in the other a veto of an honest revision 
of those prohibitive rates, this chief obstructionist, standing be- 
tween the great mass of the American people and that relief 
from confiscating taxation which he and his party so glibly 
promised and so strictly denied, he would further procrastinate 
au honest revision and gain another continuance for the policies 
of his party by insisting that we wait an indefinite time on each 
schedule until this board of experts tells when and where and 
how to begin this revision. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The whole system of protection is founded upon misrule, 
misgoverument, and deception. Its advocates have violated 
nearly every plank in their platform. They deceived the 
people when they told them this tariff was only intended to 
encourage an infant industry. They deceived the people when 
they told them that it was intended to create and establish 
new manufactories. They deceived the people when they told 
them that this tax was levied in the interest of competition. 
They deceived the people when they told them that the for- 
eigner alone paid this tax. They deceived the workingmen 
with the promise of higher wages. Théy deceived the people 
who trusted them with the promise of an honest tariff revision. 
In all their wretched, guilty life they have been true only to 
the protected interests which have kept them in power. With 
their eyes fixed upon privilege and special favoritism as guid- 
ing stars it has been their united and determined effort, 
someway, somehow, and all the time, to plunge their greedy 
hands up to the armpits into the pockets of the American 
people and rob them of the fruits of their labor and their 
toil, and convert them to the use and benefit of their tariff- 
swollen beneficiaries. They have been true only to their sacred 
promise to guarantee a profit to American manufacturers. All 
the people of the United States must be taxed so that the 
Steel Trust can make its dividends of $140,000,090. All the 
people of the United States must be taxed so that the Sugar 
Trust can charge 2 cents bonus on every pound of sugar that 
is consumed. 

All the people of the United States must be taxed so the 
Woolen Trust can wring its tribute, while millions of the 
thinly clad shiver before the chilling blasts of a terrible winter. 
And eyery trust and manufacturing establishment, no matter 
how stupendous its operations, no matter how gigantic its 
capital and profitable its business, no matter how opulent its 
wealth and varied its resources, was guaranteed a profit and 
insured against loss by the Government itself, and the only pre- 
mium such insurance had to bear was a campaign contribution 
to the “Grand Old Party.“ [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is said that Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe were protec- 
tionists. There is nothing further from the fact. There never 
was a tariff bill up to 1820 which carried with it a rate of over 
20 per cent. There was no idea of protection in the minds of 
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anyone at that time, and most assuredly not that protection 
which guarantees profits to manufacturers. That tax was 
levied solely in the interests of competition—that very compe- 
tition which the protectionists to-day are seeking to destroy. 
We had very few manufacturing industries in those days, and 
there was a hope that a moderate tariff would not only stimu- 
late trade and excite competition, but also it might tend toward 
the creation of additional industries. It was not until the 
tariff of 1828, the tariff of abominations, with its rate of 41 
per cent, became a law, that protection became a fixed policy 
in the United States. Even then in less than four years the 
people became so incensed that some of these abominations had 
to be taken off, which was done by the “Great Compromiser,” 
Henry. Clay, himself. 

In about 18 years the people became sick and tired of all 
kinds of protection. These industries were able to stand alone, 
and the people declared that they would no longer burden them- 
selves with unjust taxes for the benefit of industries which were 
able to stand by themselves. So the Walker tariff, with its rate 
of 24 per cant, became a law. So general was the prosperity of 
the country, so flourishing was the condition of all kinds of com- 
mercial and industrial business, under the Walker tariff, that 
in 1857 the rates of the Walker tariff were still further reduced 
to 20 per cent; and I want to tell my Republican brethren that 
the only 10 years in the history of our Government when the 
country’s wealth increased 100 per cent was during the 10 years 
of the Walker tariff bill, when the Democracy was in control. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] So satisfied were the peo- 
ple with a revenue tariff, and so far had the people removed 
themselves from the idea of a protective tariff, that in 1858 
Senator Clement Clay, of Alabama, in a speech in the Senate, 
stated, without a single protest, that “the doctrine of protection 
is exploded and is without a party in the country or an adyo- 
cate in Congress.” 

Then the war came on. The expenses of that period were 
enormous, and when peace was declared an empty Treasury and 
an immense debt confronted Congress. Large sums of money 
had to be raised. A number of different kinds of war taxes 
were adopted. An income tax was placed upon the statute book. 
An unconstitutional tax on cotton was passed. Revenue stamps 
were placed upon legal and commercial documents, and the 
tariff rates were raised. 

So hateful was the idea of protection in the minds of the 
American people, and so hateful was this idea of returning to 
protection in the minds of our people, that Senator Sherman 
practically denied that these rates were levied for the purpose 
of protecting a single industry, but that they were levied for 
the purpose of raising reyenue as a war measure. 

But the appetite of the yoracious protectionist, sharpened by 
these benefits, was not to be appeased, and the McKinley bill, 
carrying a rate of nearly 50 per cent, marked the first epoch in 
American history in which there was a complete surrender to 
the interests of protection. 

The Dingley bill followed with practically the same rate, and 

then, with all its disastrous consequences to Republican hopes 
and to Republican ambitions, followed the Payne-Aldrich tariff 
bill, with the highest rate ever passed by an American Con- 
gress. 
- The Republican idea of a tax is that it is a benefit, a subsidy, 
a bounty to be bestowed, a privilege to be conferred, while the 
Democratic idea of a tax, and the one taught by the universities 
and the colleges of every civilized land and the one given by the 
dictionaries, is that a tax is a burden, an expense to be levied 
and imposed solely for the purpose of raising sufficient revenue 
to carry on the expenses of the Government. The Republican, 
regarding this tax as a benefit and a privilege, gives little heed 
to revenue. To him protection is the object, revenue is the 
incident, while the Democratic theory is to levy this tax solely 
for the purpose of raising reyenue sufficient to run the expenses 
of the Government, and any protection which may follow the 
tax on an article, the like of which is manufactured in this 
country, is, of course, incidental. There are only two problems 
which confront the framer of a Democratic tariff bill. This 
difference in the cost of production of an article here and 
abroad has no concern in a Democratic bill. There are only 
two problems which confront us. First, how much money is 
necessary to be raised to absolutely defray the expenses of the 
Government, and then, second, how can we best raise this 
money in a way which is least burdensome to the American 
people. 

In the State of Mississippi the tax levy to raise funds for 
the counties’ expenses is made by a board of five supervisors 
who are elected by the people. The compensation of the tax 
collector depends upon a percentage of the amount of taxes 
which he collects. 
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If the tax levy of my county is 12 mills, based upon an assessed 
valuation of $10,000,000, then, of course, the tax collector would 
collect more taxes and his compensation would be greater than 
if the tax leyy on this $10,000,000 of valuation were only 10 
mills. Suppose Richard Roe was elected a member of this 
board, and the tax collector was a friend of his who had mate- 
rially contributed to his election. Suppose he agreed with my 
Republican friends that a tax is a benefit, and that the taxing 
powers should be used as a medium by which to distribute and 
bestow benefits to favored individuals, 

In that case, according to the Republican theory of taxation, 
instead of looking after the interests of the county, instead of 
looking after the interests of the people who elected him to 
represent them on that board, and instead of levying this rate 
as low as was consistent with the actual needs of the county’s 
expenses, he would either disregard these matters entirely or 
else would regard them as merely incidental, and he would base 
his vote solely with the end in view of increasing the compensa- 
tion of his friend who had helped him, the tax collector. A 
tax levy of 12 mills might be sufficient to meet the expenses of 
the county government, but a tax levy of 15 mills would in- 
crease the compensation of his friend. It is true that in order 
so to increase the compensation of his friend, the collector, he 
would have to levy an additional and an unnecessary tax of 3 
mills on every taxable citizen of my county. But that would be 
merely an incident to the transaction because the compensation 
of his friend would be his first object. Is there one on either 
side of the Chamber who would not denounce him as a faith- 
less and unworthy servant, false and untrue to the interests of 
his county and of the people who elected him to represent them 
on that board? 

The Democratic conception of an honest supervisor would be 
for him to first find out how much money was needed to carry 
on the expenses of the county government and then to base his 
yote solely on the amount necessary to raise that fund. The 
Republican tariff framer cares nothing about the expenses of 
the Government when he levies a tax. The Republican Party 
cares nothing about the interests of the people when it levies a 
tax. The Republican protectionist cares nothing about raising 
the price of necessaries which the great army of consumers are 
compelled to buy. He cares nothing about increasing the cost 
of living to everybody. He cares nothing about these matters. 
They are to him purely incidental. The protectionist is voting 
to increase the compensation of his friends, the manufacturing 
industries, and he votes to levy this rate regardless of whether 
_ this tax may be prohibitive or not, regardless of whether it will 
produce revenue or not, but simply to reward them; and if any 
revenue should be derived from these rates it is merely an 
incident to the transaction. 

I was very much amused and interested the other day in 
listening to the cheerful and hopeful and optimistic member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hu], whom I do not see in his seat at pres- 
ent. He was in the House a short time ago, and I am sorry 
he is not here now. He is one of those cheerful and hopeful 
gentlemen who see a silver lining to every cloud and encourage- 
ment in every disaster, and the repeated and continued and 
inexcusable blunders of the grand old party cause him no dis- 
may but rather serve to inspire his soul with fond hopes and 
bright anticipations of continued and future Republican success. 
He is not only hopeful and cheerful and optimistic, but he is 
courageous as well. He is as brave as any African lion that, 
with flashing eyes and lashing tail and threatening, bristling 
mane, dared to confront Terrible Teddy himself in his trium- 
phant mareh through the jungles of the Dark Continent; because 
the gentleman from Connecticut, alone of all the Members on 
that side, in spite of the storm and protest of disapproval cre- 
ated and aroused by the passage of the Payne-Aldrich bill, had 
the courage to declare upon this floor that this bill was a great 
march forward in the path of progress. I can but applaud the 
gentleman for his temerity, for, except him whose name is 
coupled with that celebrated measure, there are none so poor 
to do it reverence. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] appears alone 
in the political arena, the sole knight to take up a lance in 
its defense; but I fear that his valor is exhibited at the expense 
of his judgment, for it seems to me that now, in the light of 
events following the passage of that bill, praise for the Payne- 
Aldrich law would be like the spectacle of the prince of dark- 
ness advocating eternal light. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Though the bravery of the gentleman is conspicuous, yet 
even his indomitable courage could not prevent his adding that 
along this path of progress there were a few mudholes on the 
journey, mudholes which the nimble and active gentleman from 


Connecticut, with a political hop, skip, and jump, managed to 
get over in 1910, but which so many of his less favored and 
less fortunate colleagues who were treading that path of prog- 
ress found to be not mudholes only, but bogs and mires of 
direst defeat. The gentleman from Connecticut told us in his 
first speech—I believe he has made two this session—that 
unless he is greatly mistaken the American people will in next 
November elect a Republican House, a Republican Senate, and 
a Republican President. I am sorry he is not here, so I could 
ask him upon what he bases his hope. What has happened 
since the November election of 1910 to indicate a change in sen- 
timent? Does he gain inspiration from the returns from the 
second district of rock-ribbed Republican Kansas, which for the 
first time in 16 years has sent a Democrat to Congress? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Does he gain inspiration from 
the returns from the seventh district of Kansas, which for the 
first time in its history has sent a Democrat to Washington? 
Do those returns inspire his soul with confidence and fill his 
heart with hope? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In view of the general feeling of distrust against Republican 
misrule and Republican control, in view of the crushing defeat 
that was administered to that party in the November election 
of 1910, and in view of the bitter fight raging over the division 
of spoils wrung from a helpless and betrayed people now going 
on in the Republican ranks, I tell you, my Democratic brethren. 
that the statement of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
HILLI proves that he is possessed with a mental equilibrium 
which is absolutely superior either to the dictates of judgment 
or the reverses of fortune. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I suppose this chemical bill will meet the same fate that was 
met by those of last summer, and will fall beneath the ax of a 
Presidential veto. Those on the other side of this Chamber 
have tauntingly asserted that we have not the power to write 
a single law upon the statute books; that the Senate can with- 
hold its approval, and that the President can veto. This may 
be true, but thank God it will not be true for long. As you 
gentlemen have said, we may only be playing the overture now, 
but in next November the curtain will rise and the real play 
will then begin. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And, Mr. Chairman, on that day, long looked forward to by 
all true sons of Democracy, the yoice of an outraged people will 
be heard throughout the land, and the countenances of those 
who have broken their faith and betrayed their promises will 
change, and their knees will smite one against the other, as did 
those of the Assyrian tyrant when, in the banquet halls of 
Babylon, written in letters of living fire by a mysterious and 
avenging hand, Belshazzar read the verdict, “ Thou art weighed 
in the balance and found wanting.” [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] * 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Mississippi yielded back the balance of his time. How 
much time is now remaining on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and one minute. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. How much time is remaining 
on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and fifty-two minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I trust the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaTz LL] will use some of his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield one hour to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HAYES]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I know of nothing that shows 
more clearly the need of adequate and reliable information 
upon which to base a revision of the tariff than some of the 
provisions contained in paragraph 50 of the bill now under con- 
sideration. I refer more particularly to the provisions in re- 
gard to the tariff on olive oil. 

It so chances that in my district, and in the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent on this floor, are contained 
extensive olive orchards and extensive manufactures of olive 
oil. With my limited understanding it is impossible for me to 
comprehend upon what theory or upon what plan gentlemen on 
the other side of the House upon the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee proceeded in formulating the schedule relating to olive oil. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Does the gentleman care to 
yield to me now for the information? 

Mr. HAYES. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I can not frame it in the 
shape of a question, but the reason the committee had in mind 
was, admitting that it will reduce the revenues, that it will 
reduce the cost of living, because olive oil is the poor man's 
food and his butter, and for the people from the Mediterrgnean 
who inhabit the seaport towns it is too great a burden on the 
consumer at the present rate that the law now carries. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, my experience is different from 
that of the gentleman from New York. My experience is that 
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the higher grades of olive oil, the tariff upon which is reduced 
in this bill, are not by any means the peor man's food. They 


are exclusively and distinctively luxuries. The poor grades of 
olive oil are not affected so mueh in this bill as the better 
grades. Oils contained in quart and gallon receptacles or in 
small packages are the finer grades ef olive oil and are the ones 
to which I principally refer, and whieh chiefly make up not 
only the imports. of olive oil but constitute the larger portion 
of the manufactured oil in this country. 

Now, the bill reduces the rate on olive ofl intended for food 
from 50 cents a gallon to 30 cents, and, as the gentleman, has 
said, this could net be a change in the interest of revenue, be- 
cause it is admitted in the report of the committee that there 
will be a loss of probably $550,000 revenue as a result of the 
reduction. Now, as I have pointed out, it could not properly 
be considered as reducing tke cost of food to the poor, because 
the poor do uot consume these higher grades of olive oil. 

There is another consideration which does not appeal to the 
gentleman from New Yerk, and probably not to any man on 
the Ways and Means Committee on the majority side of the 
House, and that is that this reduction of 20 cents a gallon of 
the duty on olive oil will be sufficient to destroy, or at least 
seriously cripple, a very important and rapidly growing in- 
dustry in the United States. 

Olive oil, as a large commercial commodity, was not pro- 
duced in California until after the passage of the Dingley bill. 
It was produced in a small way but not to anything like the 
extent that it has been produced since then. Large orchards, 
of hundreds of acres, are scattered all over the State of Cali- 
fornia, and more are being planted. We are engaged there in 
an honest industry; because it is a fact, as gentlemen on the 
other side probably know, that the only strictly pure olive oil 
that can be bought anywhere in the United States is manufac- 
tured in my State. The olive oils that are imported from 
abroad, I think without exception, as I am advised by the pure- 
food experts of the Department of Agriculture and by mwer- 
chants engaged in the importation of these oils, are diluted 
at least one-half with cottonseed oil. It is almost impossible 
to detect a blend of olive oil with cottonseed oil where not more 
than one-half of it is cottonseed oil. I am advised that at least 
one-half of every bit of the oil imported into this country as 
olive oil is cottonseed oil that has been sent over from this 
country to France, Italy, and Spain and there blended with 
olive oil, shipped back into this country, and sold as strictly 
pure olive oil in competition with the industry that we are try- 
ing to build up and carry on in an honest way in California. 
Some of it is very much more than half cottonseed oil. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the people of California are not object- 
ing to the passage of this law only or solely because it alfects 
disastrously one of the large interests of that State. We are 
objecting to it on general principles. We would have objected 
to it the same if the olive industry was being carried on by the 
people in the State of the gentleman who is managing this bill 
on the floor on the other side. We object to it on principle. 
We recognize when legislation strikes down an industry in the 
State of New York and takes away the means of livelihood of 
citizens in that State that the State of California is affected to 
the same extent, or nearly to the same extent, as is the State 
of New York. 

Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that the lesson which this country 
received in the not distant past in our history would be suffi- 
cient to make it unnecessary to have it repeated, at least 
during my lifetime. I had hoped that it was sufficiently dem- 
onstrated in the years 1893-1897 that it is better for all the 
people of the United States that the products consumed in the 
United States should be, as far as possible, manufactured and 
grown upon the farms and in the orchards and in the mills 
and factories of the United States instead of money being sent 
across the water to purchase the products of the labor of 
Europe or Asia. Everyone who has thought at all deeply upon 
this subject must have recognized and concluded that the capac- 
ity for consumption of the people of the United States, al- 
though very large, is, nevertheless, limited, and that every dol- 
lar's worth of products made by foreign hands that could have 
been made by labor in the United States, when purchased by 
our people, means that some American laborer must stand idle 
while that dollar’s worth of product is being consumed. To the 
extent that that laborer is displaced by the foreign laborer he 
will be in enforced idleness. 

If these products are purchased in sufficient amounts it 
means that thousands, even millions, of the working people of 
the United States will be walking the streets and getting their 
sustenance from soup houses and public charity, as they did 
during the continuance of the last Democratic free-trade tariff, or 
tariff for revenue only, as the Democrats choose to call it, Such 


a tariff makes it for the interest of our people to buy cheap 
foreign goods, and thus bring idleness to our laborers and stag- 
nation to our industries. Nothing seems more certain nor 
clearer to me than this. 

Our friends on the other side urge that these laborers who 
will be turned out of the employments to which they are accus- 
tomed will, of necessity, drift into others that will be more 
profitable to the Nation if not to themselves. Gentlemen on 
the other side shut their eyes to world facts that any student 
of this subject ought to know. Among these is the following: 
There are no such industries that can be developed here rapidly. 
If such were possible it takes time, and what are our laborers 
to do in the meantime? We have no way of getting foreign 
markets abroad, because every commercial country in the world 
capable of buying our products is on a protective basis to-day 
excepting one. So the result of their policy will be to give 
away the home markets for the products of our labor and get 
nothing in return. 

In 1892 the same siren voice that we hear calling to-day to 
the ultimate consumer was calling to him, urging him to strike 
down protection in order that he might buy his goods cheaper. 
That siren voice was heard up on Lake Superior, where I was 
at that time engaged very actively in business. The ultimate 
consumer listened then to that voice, and even in that country 
for the first and only time in its history every precinct went 
Democratic. After the election this ultimate consumer awoke 
from the dream into which the siren voice had lulled him and 
found that he was not primarily the ultimate consumer at all 
but the preducer, and that he had dealt himself a cruel blow. 
I was at that time engaged as manager of two large producing 
Lake Superior iron ore mines in the Lake Superior district. I 
had under me 1,200 men. I thought then that I was too busy to 
engage in practical politics or to think much about the contest 
that was being waged in that vear, 

I might say, incidentally, that I had plenty of time for four 
or five years after that to engage in politics or any other light 
occupation that I chose to follow. I awoke the morning after 
the election to read with amazement and consternation that the 
people of the United States had been fooled by the Democratic 
promises and had elected a Democratie President and a Con- 
gress Democratic in both branches, pledged to destroy the pro- 
tective policy and to inangurate the Democratic policy of tariff 
for revenue only. Within two weeks after the election we be- 
gan to feel a lessening in industrial activity and a tightening 
in the money situation. I was in a position, by reason of my 
business connections, to know something about the business 
conditions existing in the country. If they were not healthy and 
normal, then I was not able to discover it. The country was 
then passing through one of the greatest periods of prosperity 
that up to that time it had ever enjoyed, and yet by the time 
Cleveland was inaugurated, in March, 1893, we were well upon 
the road to the panic and the industrial depression that char- 
acterized the years from 1893 to 1897, because every business 
man in the United States was retrenching, was getting ready 
for the great change in the tariff policy of the country that had 
been promised and that he saw was coming. 

In 1893, after the inauguration, you will remember that things 
went from bad to worse, and our Democratic friends said that 
the trouble was that the provision of the law requiring the Gov- 
ernment to buy 4,000,000 ounces of silver had destroyed the con- 
fidence of the people in our currency, and that that law must 
be repealed and then everything would right itself. Cleveland 
called the Congress in extraordinary session in 1893 and forced 
through a repeal of the Sherman purchasing law. I have no 
fault to find with him for that, but after that was repealed no 
change in the industrial situation took place. In December, 
1893, Congress met in regular session and proceeded at once to 
revise the tariff, resulting later in the session in the passage of 
the Wilson bill. 

It was thought that with the removal of the uncertainties 
in regard to the tariff improvement would come in the industrial 
situation. In spite of that, things got worse. I know; I was 
in a position to know and to appreciate it. And there was no 
permanent or essential improyement in the industrial situation 
until, in 1896, MeKinley was elected President and the Con- 
gress met in special session and revised the tariff and passed 
the Dingley bill; and even then there was no improvement for 
several months, until the country was able to consume the 
products of foreign labor which were rushed in here in great 
floods in anticipation of the going into effect of the Dingley 
bill. And, when that time came, do you not all remember how the 
mills and the factories began to open, how the soup houses 
closed up for want of customers, how the sparks went flying. 
once more merrily up the chimneys which had been so long idle, 
how the boards came off the windows of factories and mills 
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that had been nailed up for five years, and contentment and 
prosperity and activity and the hum of industry once more 
filled the land? Oh, I remember all this well, and if I should 
live for a thousand years I could not forget. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. What is the tariff on olive oil 
under the present bill? I mean olive oil that is used for the 
table? 

Mr. HAYES. Fifty cents a gallon. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. How much under this? 

Mr. HAYES. Thirty cents—reduced from 333 per cent ad 
yalorem to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Is there any report of the Tariff 
Board? 

Mr. HAYES. There is none; at least I know of none. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. And no report from the expert 
of the Tariff Board? 

Mr. HAYES. I know of none. I have no source of informa- 
tion, so far as this bill is concerned, except the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Has the gentleman any idea as 
to what the cost of producing olive oil in this country is? 

Mr. HAYES. Well, I can not give the gentleman that infor- 
mation. I have written for it, but I have not received it as yet. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman know what 
it sells for at wholesale? 

Mr. HAYES. It sells for about $1.50 a gallon; that is, for 
the pure oil. 

Mr. MANN. 
yield—— 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to say what the present 
tariff is on denatured olive oiJ—if that is the proper term—for 
use for manufacturing purposes which does not come in compe- 
tition with the California oil? 

Mr. HAYES. My information is that it is on the free list. 
Am I correct? 
$ Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman know what it is under this 

ill? 

Mr, HAYES. Three-eighths of a cent per pound, exemplify- 
ing again the principle that the gentleman from Ilinois called 
attention to a little while ago. 

I beg the indulgence of the committee for a few moments to 
recur to a little personal experience of mine in connection with 
the operation of those iron mines. As I stated, in 1892 I was 
the manager of two iron mines in the Lake Superior district. 
In an ordinary year the product of the iron mines is sold dur- 
ing the winter and before the opening of lake navigation. In 
1893, although there had been no change in the tariff, the 
threatened change unsettled the conditions of business and 
there was no demand for our product. We were not able to sell 
any iron ore prior to the opening of navigation. We had em- 
ployed on the location and in the city of Ironwood, Mich., a 
large number of men, most of them with families. We did not 
know what would become of those men and their families 
should we shut the mines down, and so we continued to run 
through the spring, the summer, and the fall 

Mr. BOWMAN. Without any orders? 

Mr. HAYES. Without any orders. In 1893 we had $100,000 
in the treasury of one of the companies. We spent that in 
mining iron ore and-piling it on the stock piles when there was 
no demand or sale for it. We borrowed money after that was 
exhausted, and continued to pile up the iron ore, because we did 
not know what else to do. We knew that if the mines were 
closed the men who had been accustomed to receive employment 
there would be in destitute circumstances. We went through 
1893. We continued to borrow money as long as we could, but 
in January, 1894, the time came when you could not borrow 
money if you had United States bonds to offer as security, and 
we were obliged to shut down those mines and discharge the 
men, and we did not have time enough nor money enough to 
pay the expenses for pulling the pumps out of the mines, but 
had to let the water come in and cover them. 

In a few short months after those mines had been shut down 
the men were in penury and want, The poor, ignorant fellows, 
not knowing what was the cause of it, marched through the 
streets of Ironwood, with banners bearing inscriptions like 
this: “ Give us work or bread.” They did not know that their 
former employers were engaged in hustling for bread for their 
own wives and children—that was my situation, at least, for I 
did not always know where the next week’s provisions were to 
come from. I ought to say that the city of Ironwood did the 
best it could to supply them with the necessaries of life. After 
the treasury was empty they issued bonds and tried to sell 
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them in order to get money for that purpose, but the bonds 
could not be sold at any price. And so these ignorant miners, 
thinking that the mine owners had shut the mines down inten- 
tionally and selfishly to wait for a better day, threatened, un- 
less they were given work, to destroy the machinery and the 
equipment of the mines; attempting to carry these threats into 
execution nearly a score of them were shot down by the troops 
that were sent up there to quell the riots. 

The time came when the money that we had borrowed had to 
be paid, and the men to whom we owed that money shipped the 
iron ore, which we had produced on the borrowed money, down 
to Lake Erie ports and sold it, in many cases, for not enough to 
pay the transportation charges. I am not finding any fault 
with those creditors. They did the best they could under con- 
ditions as they existed then, but the result was that it left us 
with all the debts on our hands, and they had taken the assets 
that had been produced by the money which we had obligated 
ourselyes to pay. My brother and I, owning a majority of the 
stock in those companies, had obligated ourselyes, as well as 
the companies, for this money, and as a result of the disastrous 
conditions we had to give up our homes and every dollar we pos- 
sessed in the world in an effort to discharge our obligations. And 
that was the condition which remained until 1897, as I have 
said, after the election of McKinley and the passage of the 
Dingley bill, and the little time that elapsed to allow for the 
consumption of foreign products that had come into the country 
to be consumed; then our industries started up. Through the 
aid of a friend my brother and I secured the possession of our 
property again, and I had the satisfaction of opening those iron 
mines, of giving employment again to my men, and once more 
seeing on their faces and around their homes the evidences of 
contentment, happiness, and prosperity. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] I had the satisfaction of increasing their wages 
twice in the year 1900, and very substantially, without their ask- 
ing for it, because the companies could afford it. 

After having had this experience, Mr. Chairman, do you think 
that I could ever forget the lesson of 1893 to 1897? Never! 
And when our friends over there talk about the“ robber tariff“ 
and all that kind of thing, it only stirs up sadness and brings up 
memories that I would fain forget forever. 

Mr. Chairman, it was not the reduction of the duty on fron 
ore that produced the disaster to which I haye adverted, al- 
though the Wilson bill reduced the tariff on iron ore from 75 
cents a ton to 40 cents a ton. That did not very seriously affect 
the situation. It was because the reduction of the tariff 
brought into this country the products of foreign labor and 
produced idleness among millions of workingmen in the United 
States. This made it impossible for the other industries in the 
country to consume the products of iron and steel as they had 
been doing, and the result was to kill the demand for the raw 
material—the iron ore—the consumption of which was reduced 
from over 9,000,000 tons in 1892 to less than 6,000,000 tons in 
1895. 

I profess, Mr. Chairman, to be a progressive Republican, but 
I am not one of those that is progressing out of the Republican 
Party and into the Democratic Party. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] I am not one of those who are willing to make 
an onslaught on the doctrine of protection for any reason, for 
I interpret that to mean an onslaught on the Republican Party. 
The progressiveness in which I believe expresses itself in 
achievement for the good, the happiness, and the prosperity of 
the people of the United States, and does not spend itself lu 
carrying around a perpetual grouch. [Applause.] 

Some time ago, in the last Congress, a number of us on this 
side of the aisle organized in order to produce a reform, as 
we felt, in the rules of this House, to change conditions that to 
us seemed intolerable. I was one of that number, and I have 
no apology to make for the part I took in that contest. But 
what was the ultimate purpose of our effort to reform the rules 
of the House? Was it the destruction of the old Republican 
Party of which we were adherents? Was it in order that the 
Government of the country might be turned over to the De- 
mocracy, the enemy of protection? Or was it that the error 
and weakness that we conceived to be in our own party should be 
removed in order that that party might better carry on its great 
constructive work for the benefit of the people of the United 
States? 

I believe that every loyal Republican who was in that move- 
ment will say with me that the latter was our purpose and not 
the two former. Differences in a political party that are in no 
way related to the fundamental principles of that party are 
evidences of the virility of the party, and are to be commended 
rather than condemned. But in those things that are funda- 
mental I believe it is the duty of every Republican to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with his brother Republicans to uphold the 
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principles of the party whose representative, as well as the rep- 
resentative of the people, he is. 

If the Republican Party of the United States stands for any- 
thing, it stands for adequate protection to American industries 
and American labor. This principle has been enunciated in 
every platform of the party from the time of Lincoln down to 
the present date. In the great debate with Douglas the im- 
mortal Lincoln declared that this Nation could not, exist half 
slave and half free. It was true. No more can the Republican 
Party exist half protection and half free trade. Every Repub- 
lican, everybody that is with us, I believe, must be a protec- 
tionist, and every man who is a free trader or a believer in a 
tariff for revenue only must inevitably be against us, as I in- 
terpret party principles and party platforms. 

I see signs, Mr. Chairman, that some of our Republican breth- 
ren are being enticed away from the old faith; being urged to 
worship at new shrines. They are led to believe that the great 
doctrine of protection is not so important as other issues which 
are claimed to be uppermost in the minds of the people of the 
country. “Reform!” “Progressive policies!” “Bring the 
Government back to the people!” These are very catchy words 
in these days, and many of both parties are giving adherence 
to these reform or progressive policies, as they are called, and 
are following after that democracy which some are so zealously 
preaching without haying a very definite idea as to what any 
of these things mean or just what new perfections any of these 
new policies are to bring into our politics. As a result of this 
indefiniteness it is easy for all kinds of cranks and demagogues 
to catch the ear of the public by loudly proclaiming themselves 
to be progressives or reformers or advocates of the rights of the 
people. : 

Everyone will probably agree that there is plenty of need for 
reform in our politics, There always has been this need, and 
the same need will doubtless remain after the present somewhat 
hysterical wave that is now sweeping over the country shall 
have spent its force. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. HAYES. Certainly. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. The recent elections in Califor- 
nia are not what are referred to by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia as being hysterical, are they? I refer to the judicial 
recall, for example. 

Mr. HAYES. Most of the things advocated by the progressives 
in California I approved and fought for in the campaign last 
fall in my State, but I am obliged to say to the gentleman that 
I can not give my adherence to the recall of the judiciary. I 
have not time now to discuss it, but I fought it in the campaign, 
and I am still opposed to it. 

The first necessity is that the great indefiniteness that is 
generally characterizing the present movement should be re- 
moved. Effective results can only come when we have a clear 
conception of the evils that we are trying to correct and the 
remedies that are proposed to correct them. Those who, with- 
out any concrete program of reforms, are stirring a vague sense 
of the rottenness of the present order are doing but an ill sery- 
ice.” “To wrench the superlatives of the English language 
merely to produce a general atmosphere of suspicion, granted 
“that the suspicion may perhaps be justified, is a very question- 
able public service.” As one of the greatest of living Americans 
has well said, “To assail the great and admitted evils of our 
political and industrial life with such crude and sweeping gen- 
eralizations as to include decent men in the general condemna- 
tion means in the end the searing of the public conscience.” 

Wild propagandists of unrest and discontent; furious de- 
claimers against the entire existing order; preachers of re- 
pression and destruction who propose no substitute for that 
which they propose to destroy or a substitute which would be 
much worse than the present evils; general aspersers of the 
characters of our public men, and dealers in sweeping generali- 
zations and denunciations of everybody and everything except 
their own fads and faddists—such men as these, whether in 
public life or out of it, are no safe leaders at this time. 

It seems to me there is a present urgent need of quitting this 
general how! against even those men and those things that de- 
serve condemnation and actually proposing something concrete 
and practical. 

Let us get down out of the clouds and the nebulous milky 
way, get our feet once more onto the earth, and strive for 
some definite and attainable object. Let there be less talking, 
denunciation, and demagogie politics, and more doing; let us 
formulate some definite, concrete reforms that will add to the 
prosperity and happiness of the people, instead of destroying 
both, and then get in and actually fight for them, as we did 
for the amendment of the House Rules and as the Republicans 
of California did in the last campaign, and we shall have a 
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chance of accomplishing something beneficial to the people of 
the country and something worthy of ourselves and of our high 
professions. 

One would think, to hear some of our professed reformers 
talk, that corruption and malfeasance in office are almost uni- 
versal among our public men; that most of the men having 
seats in the Congress of the United States are under the pay of 
the so-called interests; that the great trusts and other financial 
and industrial hobgoblins have the National Government so com- 
pletely in control that it has ceased to be representative of the 
people and has come to represent only those great interests; in 
short, that the system of government established by the Fathers 
of the Republic has broken down completely and proven itself a 
failure, so far as the protection of the liberties and rights of 
the people is involved. 

This dark picture is a very great exaggeration. There never 
was a time in the history of the country when there was so 
little corruption and official wrongdoingasnow. Simply because 
men do not worship at our particular political altar we are not 
justified in starting a political inquisition and trying and con- 
demning them for political heresy. A man does not need to be 
a “ sissy ” or a weakling to be fair to his opponents in political 
as in other warfare. And most fair and honest men have 
come to know from experience that while there will always be 
differences of opinion about governmental policies, honesty of 
purpose and patriotism are never all on one side of any great 
public question. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

At the height of the French Revolution the pointing of a 
finger of suspicion by Robespierre or any other of those men 
who were posing as the only defenders of liberty and the rights 
of the people was enough to send to the guillotine the man 
against whom the suspicion was directed, whether he were 
guilty or innocent. 

And in this great country we seem to have come to a time 
when certain political self-righteous individuals who proclaim 
themselves as the only Simon-pure patriots can raise suspicion 
in the public mind against a man by simply calling attention to 
the fact that the suspected individual does not agree with these 
Simon-pure patriots. “These are my sentiments,” in effect, 
they proclaim. “I am an honest man; Iam a patriot. If you 
disagree with me you are a reactionary; you are in the pay 
of the interests; you are a public enemy; you are a traitor to 
your country.” And the atmosphere of suspicion which is now 
filling the public mind is such that men thus accused are often 
condemned by a large percentage of the people, without any 
specifications of wrongdoing or any proof whatever. 

In this connection I say—and I measure my words when I 
say them—that I have nothing but contempt and execration for 
the methods that some are using against the present occupant 
of the White House. [Applause on the Republican side.] They 
do not hesitate to use exaggeration, misrepresentation, and even 
falsehood, in order to bring odium upon the head of the Nation. 
Upon everything that he proposes they cast suspicion; they be- 
little and ridicule without any reference to the merits of the 
proposition or the suggestion that he makes. They are even 
willing oftentimes to expose their own insincerity and lack of 
consistency in order, as they express it, that they may “put 
the President of the United States in a hole.” I have not al- 
ways agreed with the policies of the present occupant of the 
White House, but I recognize, as I believe every fair-minded man 
must recognize, that never in our history have we had a Presi- 
dent who was more honest in purpose, more patriotic, more 
courageous in the advoeacy of that which he believed for the 
highest interests of the people of the United States than the 
man who is President of the United States to-day. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Mud slinging, vituperation, and per- 
sonal politics are certhinly to be condemned in every local elec- 
tion or campaign; and if locally these things are disgusting and 
should be condemned by every true lover of decency, they are 
not to be commended when they strive to rise to the dignity of 
national politics. And I am glad of this opportunity, unhesi- 
tatingly and unqualifiedly, to condemn this kind of politics, 
whatever its purpose, no matter against whom it may be em- 
ployed. 

And so far as the Government of the United States ceasing 
to be representative, I want to assert here what every man on 
this floor knows as well as I know, that there never was a time 
in the history of the Government of the United States when it 
was so completely representative of the people as it is to-day. 
Every man on this floor knows that any question in which a 
considerable number of the people are interested can get a 
hearing and a fair hearing upon this floor at the hands of the 
representatives of the people, and that if any measure is being 
demanded by a majority of the people of the United States no 
power on earth can prevent its passage, whether that measure 
be wise or unwise. 
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Some public officials may, perhaps, be justly charged with 
striving to be too representative of the people. Instead of an 
attempt at leadership, there is often too much of a tendency to 
be slavishly subservient to the popular demand. The result is 
too little statesmanship and altogether too much nauseating, 
demagogic politics. 

This is becoming known to the people as well as to most of 
the membership of this House. An experienced business man, 
a friend of mine, puts it in these very caustic words: 

The chief trouble just now is that there are too many men in public 
office who are overtrained as lawyers and politicians and undertrained 
as business men. A majority of the Members of Congress are inspired 
more than anything else by a desire for reelection, and the commercial 
prosperity of the United States is a secondary consideration. As it 
seems to be popular to attack the business interests of the country, a 
majority of the Congressmen and Senators are competing with each 
other to see who can go to the farthest extreme in that respect. As a 
result the financial situation is unsettled, capital is timid, manufactur- 
ing interests are depressed, and many laborers are out of employment. 

I do not indorse to the full extent these words, yet I think 
there is a vast amount of truth in them. ~ 

But the present peculiar condition of the public mind is only 
an illustration of the fact that history repeats itself. In 1888 
on the floor of the Senate of the United States, Daniel Webster, 
after picturing the presperity of New England at that time, used 
these words: 

Mr. President, such is the state of things actually existing in the 
country, and of which I have now given you a sample. And yet there 
are persons who constantly clamor against this state of things. They 
call it aristocracy. They excite the poor to make war upon the rich, 
while in truth they know not who are either rich or r. They com- 
pan of oppression. speculation, and the pernicious influence of accumu- 

ted wea They cry out ese | against all banks and corporations, 
and all the means by which small capitals become united, in order to 
produce important and beneficial results. They carry on a mad hos- 
tility against all established institutions. ‘They would choke up the 
fountains of industry and dry all its streams. In a country of un- 
bounded liberty they clamor against oppression. In a country of perfect 
equality they would move heaven ana earth against privilege and mo- 
nopoly. In a country where property is more equally divided than any- 
where else, they rend the air with the shouting of agrarian doctrines, 
In a country where the wages of labor are high beyond all parallel 
and where lands are cheap and the means of living low, they would 
teach the laborer that he is but an oppressed slave. Sir, what can such 
men want? What do they mean? he can want nothing, sir, but to 
enjoy the fruits of other men's labor. ey can mean nothing but dis- 
turbance and disorder, the diffusion of corrupt 7 pore and the de- 
struction of the moral sentiments and moral habits of society. A licen- 
tiousness of feeling and of action is sometimes produced by prosperity 
itself. Men can not always resist the temptation to which they are ex- 

by the very abundance of the bounties of Providence and the ver, 
ppiness of their own condition; as the steed full of the parme will 
sometimes throw himself against its inclosures, break away from its con- 
finement, and, feeling now free from needless restraint, betake himself 
to the moors and barrens where want, ere long, brings him to his senses, 
and starvation and death close his career, 

Did the orator haye in mind in this last illustration the fact 
that sometimes hunger is the only thing that will bring the 
wild-eyed agitator and his followers to their senses? Can it be 
possible that 75 years ago they had in this country “calamity 
howlers ” of the same brand as those of our day? These words 
of the great Webster would certainly lead us to conclude that 
not all the demagogues and preachers of discontent live in our 
time. [Applause.] 

In what I have said, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be 
understood as condemning radicals in politics, much less those 
who honestly strive for real reforms. Radicals in politics, as 
in other lines of social and human activity, have their uses, for 
they often attract the attention of people to faults which other- 
wise would escape public attention. 

Their very exaggeration of the evils of their time may help 
to do this. They are one extreme, and the nonprogressive con- 
seryative, or as he has come to be called in these days “the 
reactionary,” is the other extreme. The truth is that political 
wisdom, as a rule, is not with either of these extremes, but 
somewhere between the two. There are times when the adyo- 
cate of reyolution may be a public necessity, but as an ordinary 
proposition nations, as individuals and everything else in the 
universe, progress by evolution and not by revolution. 

Nearly all my life I have fought for the betterment of 
political conditions. In the struggle for this betterment I 
have not hesitated, upon occasion, to fight the organization of 
my own party. I have done the same on the floor of this 
House and, should occasion require, should not hesitate to do 
it again. But I believe in government by parties. And having 
given my adhesion to a political party I should hesitate long 
before opposing here or elsewhere the principles that lie at the 
foundation of that party. Certainly if I found myself wholly 
out of touch with my fellows of what had hitherto been my 
own political faith I should be honest with myself, honest 
with my party, honest with the public, and unhesitatingly take 
my place on the other side of the political fence. 

Factional strife carried to the point of the destruction of the 
party within which it rages bas never accomplished anything 
in this country, and, in my judgment, never will. And the 


talk that we hear in some quarters about a third party to be 
made up of the progressives of both political parties can never 
be productive of any substantial benefit to the country, if we 
are to believe the lessons of our past history; for no third party 
movement ever accomplished much of value in the United 
States. The “Quids,” during the time of John Randolph, 
who were a sort of offshoot or faction of the Democratic Party, 
prompted .more by pique or disappointed personal ambition 
than by patriotism or any well-grounded purpose, accomplished 
nothing of importance, but only made its adherents ridiculous 
and odious. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE: What was the Republican Party itself 
but a third party, founded on the exigencies of the time? 

Mr. HAYES. The Republican Party was not a third party. 
I have not time to go into-the history of that time, but the old 
Whig Party had gone to pieces and the Republican Party was a 
reorganization of the Whig Party, also drawing to its fold many 
of the more progressive men of the United States, who had hith- 
erto belonged to the Democratic Party. The Republican Party 
was no third party. It was the second great political party in 
the United States, the Democratic Party being the other. 

Mr. FOCHT. Founded on protection, the old Whig Party. 

Mr. HAYES. Exactly, the Republican Party followed along 
the same lines, except in the matter of slavery. The “ Know- 
Nothing“ Party, which at one time threatened to become formi 
able, went down and out of existence as rapidly as it came into 
prominence, leaving behind but disgrace and obliquy for all its 
adherents. The Free-Soil and the Constitution Parties were or- 
ganized efforts to avoid the portentious conflict impending before 
the Civil War broke out. They failed entirely in their purpose. 
The so-called Liberal Republican movement, during the admin- 
istration of President Grant, while perhaps it called the public 
attention to certain evils in the public service, was swallowed 
up by the Democracy and left no permanent or beneficial results 
behind. The Greenback and Populist Parties were nothing more 
than rallying cries for wild and visionary theorists and the dis- 
ciples of failure and unrest, and left us nothing but a lesson 
which it is well to heed just at this time, viz, that we should be 
rather slow to accept, as panaceas for all our political ills, un- 
sound or new and untried theories. The truth is, there is no 
room, and there never has been room in this country, for more 
than two great political parties. And the man who desires to 
work lasting political reforms will work for those reforms 
within one of the great parties, rather than seek to create a sep- 
arate and distinct organization. 

Fellow Republicans, shall history repeat itself? In the years 
1913 to 1917 shall we live over again the awful experiences of 
1893 to 1897? God forbid! The responsibility of preventing 
this is upon us. Some of us may not like the generals in com- 
mand of the Republican army, but let us remember that the 
battle is not to be won by the generals, but by the great yoting 
army of protectionists. Some of us may have just cause for per- 
sonal grievance or resentment. This is the time to forget it. 
Some of us may not like the minor things for which the great 
army is fighting or we may think it should be marshaling for 
something else. Drop that; there will be plenty of time to fight 
out the differences among ourselves after next November. For 
50 years the Republican Party has written the most glorious 
piece of history that was ever penned. Like goed soldiers, let 
us close up the ranks, let us march to victory next November 
and write four years more of that same glorious Republican 
history. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. RusszLl, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 20182, 
the chemical tariff schedule, and had come to no resolution 
thereon, 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leaves of absence were granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. SAMUEL W. Surrn, for 10 days, on account of sickness 
in family. 

To Mr. SHEPPARD, for 30 days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. RorHERUEL, for 10 days, on account of important 
business. 

MINORITY VIEWS ON THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to file 
the views of the minority on the pending tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] asks unanimous consent to file the views of the 
minority on the pending bill. Is there objection? [After a 
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pause.]. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. (H. Rept. 
326, pt. 2.) 
AGREEMENT TO CLOSE GENERAL DEBATE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and myself have reached an agree- 
ment as to time, and instead of having a late session to-night, 
if the House will agree to it, we have agreed to have one 
hour’s debate in the morning, the time to be divided between 
the two sides, one-half an hour to each side. 

The SPEAKER. That is, general debate? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. General debate. I therefore ask in lieu 
of the agreement heretofore made that general debate shall 
consist of one hour to-morrow morning, to be equally divided 
between the .two sides, the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
control one half of that time and the other half to be con- 
trolled by myself, and that at the expiration of that time gen- 
eral debate shall close and the bill be read under the five- 
minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the agreement entered into this morning 
be modified so that general debate shall be limited to one hour, 
one half of which is to be controlled by himself and the other half 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], and then 
the bill shall be taken up and read under the five-minute rule. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

. ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Tues- 
day, February 20, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Buffalo Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 550); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Niagara River, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 549) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a 
report of the result of an investigation made by The Adjutant 
General of the Army as to the sums of money actually expended 
by the State of Texas, between 1855 and 1860, in payment of 
State Volunteers, etc. (H. Doc. No. 551); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill (S. 4521) to 
authorize the change of the name of the steamer William A. 
Hawgood, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 332), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17483) 
amending section 1998 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and to authorize the President, in certain cases, to miti- 
gate or remit the loss of rights of citizenship imposed by law 
upon deserters from the naval service, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 335), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15471) making appropriations for 
repair, preservation, and exhibition of the trophy flags now in 
store at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 334), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, from the Joint Select Committee 
on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers, submitted a report 
(No. 333) on useless papers in the Department of the Interior, 
described in House Document No. 479. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20417) to amend section 
9 of an act approved May 27, 1908, entitled “An act for the 
remoyal of restrictions from part of the lands of allottees of the 
Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes”; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20418) to amend an act approved May 27, 
1908, entitled “An act for the removal of restrictions from part 
of the lands of allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for 
other purposes“; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 20419) to require com- 
plete and final settlement of money accounts of the Government 
with officers of the Army upon their quitting active service; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 20420) to provide a duty on felt 
made from the hair of cattle and the common goat; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 20421) to create a tariff 
statistical bureau; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20422) to construct and place 
a lightship near Monhegan Island entrance to Penobscot Bay, 
Me.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 20423) to protect the labels 
and other emblems of labor organizations in the District of 
Columbia and the Territories; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 20424) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of the Interior to investigate and 
report upon the advisability of constructing roads upon the 
diminished Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. 419) 
requesting information of the Department of Justice concerning 
trusts, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

By Mr. HARDY: Resolution (H. Res. 417) authorizing the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries to investi- 
gate methods and practices of the various lines of ships, both 
of the United States and foreign countries, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: Resolution (H. Res. 418) directing the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to inquire into 
appliances, etc., for the protection of buildings, etc.. at Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 244) authoriz- 
ing the President of the United States to prepare for with- 
drawal of sovereignty of the United States for the delivery 
of full possession, control, and government of the Filipino 
people and to promote their future prosperity and independence 
by treaties of neutrality; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of the Legislature of New York, 
in favor of the militia pay bill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: Memorial of the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, in reference to the Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 20425) granting a pension to 
Thomas Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20426) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 20427) granting an increase 
of pension to Evan J. Evans; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20428) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Joslin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 20429) granting an increase 
of pension to Edmund Ganung; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 20430) for the relief of 
John Cunningham; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20431) granting’ a pension to William 
Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 20432) granting a pension 
to Fannie E. Grayson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 20433) for the relief of 
Thomas S. Leake; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 20434) granting an increase 
of pension to Clarinda Clement; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20435) granting a pen- 
sion to G. W. Bethell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20486) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Wortman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 20437) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of James M. Lindsay; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 20438) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Edge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 20439) granting 
an increase of pension to David W. Weston; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 20440) 
granting a pension to John M. Upton; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20441) granting a pension to John J. 
O'Neil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20442) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cullen Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20443) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20444) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Seekens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 20445) granting a pension to 
R. L. Nettles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 20446) granting an in- 
crease of pension to 3 White; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. Ro of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20447) 
for the relief of heirs of Dr. Samuel R. Dunn and Elizabeth Ann 
Dunn, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20448) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Richard M. Fields; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20449) granting an increase of pension to 
Tandy R. Shoemaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20450) for the relief of 
the Victor Land Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 20451) for the relief of 
John Graham; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYS: A bill (H. R. 20452) releasing the claims of 
the United States Government to lot No. 306 in the old city of 
Pensacola, Escambia County, Fla.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20453) releasing the claims of the United 
States Government to that portion of land being a fractional 
block bounded on the north and east by Bayou Cadet, on the 
west by Cevallos Street, and on the south by Intendencia Street. 
in the old city of Pensacola, to W. Wright, Mattie la Rua, and 
others; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 20454) granting an increase 
of pension to Louise M. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20455) for the 
relief of Elsie J. Angier and others, allottees of the Stockbridge 
and Munsee Tribe, for logs cut by them on their allotments and 
wrongfully taken from them by the United States of America; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 20456) granting a pension to 
Mary Muller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20457) for the relief of Myers T. Boucher; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20458) 
granting a pension to R. B. B. Crum; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20459) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank P. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20460) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Rodkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 20461) for the relief of 
George J. Shaffer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 20462) granting an increase of 
pension to Abram Eutsler; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 20463) granting an increase 
5 pension to George L. Scoggins; to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 20464) for the relief of 
George R. Curtis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 20465) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Moffatt; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20466) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha R. Slavens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 20467) granting an 
increase of pension to Daniel Walter; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 20468) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Conrad Push; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TRIBBLH: A bill (H. R. 20469) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of J. R. Welch; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 20470) to correct the 
military record of Charles H. Potter; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 20471) granting an increase 
5 pension to J. J. McGee; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20472) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Reuben Clark; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 20473) granting a Pepe to 
Albert Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20474) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin R. Dutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20475) granting an increase of pension to 
William Greer; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Missouri, for regu- 
lation of express rates; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of J. R. Dalby and 82 other 
citizens of Braymer, Caldwell County, Mo., against legislation 
extending the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of Hiram John- 
son and 6 others, of Fountain, Minn., against extension of the 
3 post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads, 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of 300 members of the German- 
American Alliance of the city of Chillicothe, Ohio, against 
interstate-commerce liquor measure now pending; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. B. M. of Boston, Mass., favoring bill to 
reimburse American citizens who advanced $66,000 to ransom 
Miss Ellen M. Stone; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of the International Dry Farming Congress, 
favoring legislation looking to the teaching of home economics 
and to vocational and agricultural education and training in 
the common and high schools; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Youngstown, 
Ohio, against interstate-commerce liquor measure now pending; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Morris Cahill and other mem- 
bers of Tribe No. 28, Improved Order of Red Men, for an Ameri- 
can Indian memorial and memorial building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK :- Papers to accompany House bill 19420, 
for the relief of Elizabeth R. Brown; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, petition of John S. Carroll and 7 other merchants, of 
Newark, Ohio, protesting against the enactment of parcel-post 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance Society, of 
Youngstown, Ohio, in opposition to any legislation designed to 
control the interstate commerce of liquors; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the 
State of New York, in favor of House bill 15471; to the Com- 
mittee on Nayal Affairs, 

Also, petition of Legislative League of New York, in favor of 
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of the Lehigh Valley Coal Co., 
of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., in favor of House bill 16663, relating to 
the Federal corporation tax law; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Lewis Bros. Co., of Chester, Pa., in favor of 
1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 
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By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Audubon and Bridgeport, N. J., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Chicago Typographical 
Union, praying for the passage of House bill 11372, relating to 
Seamen and safety of life at sea; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Cook County, Ill., remonstrating against the reinstatement 
of the Army canteen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the National Soil Fertility League of 
Chicago, Ill., praying the passage of House bill 18160, providing 
for the establishment of agricultural extension departments; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Chicago Newspaper Web Pressmen's Union, 
of Chicago, Ill, protesting against Senate bill 2564, installing 
power presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Trades and Labor Council of Vallejo, Cal., 
praying for the passage of House bill 5970; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying that there be no changes made in the 
present administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Telegraphers’ Union of 
‘America, praying the public ownership of telegraphs and tele- 
phones; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Board of Missions of Boston, 
Mass., praying the passage of bill providing for the reimburse- 
ment of those advancing the $66,000 for Ellen M. Stone; to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

Also, petition of the United Grocers and Butchers of Chicago, 
III., praying the passage of the oleomargarine bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Municipal Council of Valdez, Alaska, 
praying an appropriation of $1,000,000 for improvements in 
Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
South Dakota, against extension of the parcel-post service be- 
yond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Britten, S. Dak., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Woman’s Board of Missions of 
Boston, Mass., for reimbursement for the Ellen M. Stone ran- 
som; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolution of the Legislative League of New York, in- 
dorsing bill for Federal children’s bureau; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petition of citizens of Pushmataha County, 
Okla., protesting against the manner in which the Secretary of 
the Interior is offering for sale land and timber heretofore 
reserved from allotment, etc.; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of C. W. Trimble and other business men of 
Carney, Okla., protesting against any legislation for the ex- 
tension of the parcel-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolution of the First Unitarian Society, 
indorsing the proposed establishment of a Federal children’s 
bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the First Unitarian Society of Milwaukee, 
Wis., favoring the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Wisconsin Horticultural So- 
ciety, protesting against the importation of diseased potatoes; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution adopted by Wisconsin State Board of Agri- 
culture, indorsing House bill 18160; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. COOPER: Resolution of Wisconsin State Board of 
Agriculure, indorsing House bill 18160, to establish agricultural- 
extension departments in the several States; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Wisconsin State Horticultural Society, 
against importation of potatoes from certain localities; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of Alma, Ashdown, 
Booneville, De Queen, Fort Smith, Greenwood, Locksburg, 
Magazine, Mansfield, Mena, Mulberry, Nashville, Paris, and Van 
Buren, Ark., protesting against the parcel post; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, petitions of citizens of the fourth congressional district 
of Arkansas, in fayor of legislation that will give the Interstate 
Commerce Commission further power in the regulation of ex- 
press rates and express classifications; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Alfred H. Walker and other 
citizens of Concord, Danbury, and Fitzwilliam, N. H., for the 
passage of bills providing for the erection of an American In- 
dian memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of Sons of the Revolution, of 
New York City, favoring the passage of House bill 15471, mak- 
ing appropriations for repair, preservation, and exhibition of the 
trophy flags in store at the Naval Academy; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petitions of A. E. Stilwell and Milton McBridge, of 
Fairport, N. Y., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. * 

Also, petition of St. Anthony Benevolent Society, of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bill 2896, the so- 
e Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Christian Endeavor Union, 
favoring the enactment of House bill 16214; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of New York State Assembly, fayoring the en- 
eta of a militia pay bill; to the Committee on Military Af- 

Airs. 

Also, petition of members of the Improved Order of Red Men 
of Rochester, N. Y., for an American Indian memorial and mu- 
seum building in the city of Washingfon, D. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Branch United States 
Civil Service Retirement Association, favoring the enactment 
5 House bill 9242; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

ervice. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Papers to accompany bill for the re- 
lief of G. W. Bethell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John F. Wort- 
man; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Papers to accompany House bill 20216, 
a bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. Truitt; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of New York State Assembly, for 
passage of the militia.pay bill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of New 
York, for preservation of battle flags in possession of the Naval 
Academy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Legislative League of New York, for a chil- 
dren’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of citizens of 
Oneida, N. Y., in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oneida, N. X., in favor of the 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Danby and Trumansburg, N. Y., for passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Missouri, 
protesting against interstate liquor legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Association for Labor Legislation, 
for passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. i 

Also, petition of Everett W. Pattison, of St. Louis, Mo., pro- 
testing against House bill 12572; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the twelfth congressional dis- 
trict of Missouri, for an American Indian memorial and mu- 
seum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Woman’s Board of Missions and American 
Board of Commissioners for Foreign Missions, for reimburse- 
ment of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, petitions of Ilinois Manufacturers’ Association, Jack 
Frost Baking Powder Co., Eddy & Eddy Manufacturing Co., and 
Shepard Baking Powder Co., against abolishment of the Remsen 
Board; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 1, Department of Missouri, United 
Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 13711; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, petition of Camp No. 1, Department of Missouri, United 
Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 18229; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Camps Nos. 1 and 4, Department of Mis- 
souri, United Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 
18230; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of Chamber’ of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., indorsing the Lever bill for Federal aid to State 
agricultural schools; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Wisconsin State Horticultural Society, for 
legislation prohibiting the importation of potatoes from certain 
localities; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petitions of citizens of Elkins and 
Hayden, N. Mex., to modify rigors of homestead law; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Mexico, in favor of the 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the American Humane 
Association of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against Senate bill 
252, to establish in the Department of Commerce and Labor a 
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Congress Club, of Kings County, 
N. Y., favoring the enactment of a law which will permit the 
free use of Panama Canal by all purely American shipping and 
secure the imposition of a tax on all foreign shipping; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Flatbush Taxpayers’ Association, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., for the removal of the post-office building in 
the borough of Manhattan, New York City, from its present site 
in the City Hall Park; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. * 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against any change 
being made in the administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service; 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petitions of citizens of New York, praying for reduction 
of duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolution of the American Board of Commissioners for 
Foreign Missions, of Boston, Mass., favoring bill to reimburse 
those American citizens who advanced $66,000 ransom paid to 
brigands for the release of Miss Ellen M. Stone, a missionary ; 
to the Committee on Claims. $ 

Also, resolutions of the Municipal Council of Valdez, Alaska, 
petitioning Congress to make an appropriation of $1,000,000 to 
maintain, extend, and build new wagon roads and trails in 
Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the third judicial district of 
Alaska, relative to conditions in said ‘Territory; to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, resolution of the Georgetown Citizens’ Association, of 
Washington, D. C., for appropriation for support of the Colum- 
bia Hospital for Women; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of citizens of Chicago, III., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Chicago (III.) Local, No. 1, Commercial 
Telegraphers’ Union of America, for incorporation of telegraph 
and telephone in connection with Post Office Department; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Art Institute of Chicago, III., for Lincoln 
memorial as recommended by the National Fine Arts Commis- 
sion; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of Chicago (III.) Newspaper Web Pressmen’s 
Union, No, 7, protesting against Smoot printing bill; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of American Board of Commissioners for For- 
eign Missions, for reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ran- 
som; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of citizens of Franklin 
County, Vt., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petitions of Congregational Churches of Essex Junction 
and Morrisville, Vt., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Galveston Commercial Associa- 
tion, of Galveston, Tex., in favor of Hardy House joint resolu- 
tion 217, for the appointment of a committee to investigate cer- 
tain foreign and domestic shipping, etc.; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Association of Commerce, of Chi- 
cago, III., in favor of an adequate rivers and harbors appropria- 


tion bill; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of the Illinois State Federation of Labor, favor- 
ing the adoption of House resolution 396, to provide for an 


investigation of unemployment and cause thereof in the indus- 
tries in certain States, etc. ; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Daniel Sullivan & Co., of Chicago, III., in 
favor of the passage of the Howland bills (H. R. 19405, H. R. 
19406, and H. R. 19407), pertaining to salaries paid in the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
for resurvey of that part of the intercoastal canal or inland 
waterway of Louisiana and Texas lying between Corpus Christi 
and Baffins Bay; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. Krapp, of Garcias, Tex., for passage of 
1 bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of Corpus Christi (Tex.) Commercial Club, for 
free passage of American ships through the Panama Canal; also, 
protesting against abolishment of the Revenue-Cutter Service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Memorial of Galveston Commercial 
Association, for investigation of conditions with respect to com- 
binations in restraint of trade; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of New 
York, for preservation of battle flags; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GOULD: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Fairfield, Me., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of the State of North 
Dakota, protesting against legislation for observance of Sunday 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of Commercial Club of Williston, N. Dak., 
urging that information concerning unoccupied lands be given 
aliens; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of citizens of Gackle, N. Dak., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Simon Wigene, of Rockspring, N. Dak., ask- 
ing that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of North Dakota, for 
changes in the Jand laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. B. Springen and others, of North 
Dakota, indorsing arbitration treaties; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Tyner, N. Dak., for Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Woman's Board of Missions, for reimburse- 
ment of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of San Francisco (Cal.) Web Pressmen's Union, 
No. 4, for increased compensation to pressmen employed in the 
Government Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petitions of Chamber of Commerce and Alice Menssdorf- 
fer, of San Francisco, Cal., for improvement of Yosemite 
National Park; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Wil- 
lington, Conn., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Improved Order of Red Men of Hartford, 
Conn., favoring House bill 16313, for the erection of an Amer- 
ican Indian memorial and museum building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Bridgeport, Conn., for passage of the Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Bedford County, 
Tenn., against the shipment of liquors into “dry” territory; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Sussex, N. J., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 4 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany 
bill for relief of heirs of Samuel R. Dunn and Elizabeth Ann 
Dunn, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petitions of citizens of Burlington, Iowa, 
for passage of House bill 5970; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. KOPP: Petition of citizens of Mount Hope, Wis., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Oregon, for old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, LEWIS: Petitions of the official board of Frederick 
Methodist Episcopal Church and of the Evangelical Lutheran 
Church, of Frederick, Md., praying the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. z 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Sons of the American 
Reyolution of New York, in favor of House bill 15471, appro- 
priating $30,000 for the repair and preservation of flags at 
the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. McKINLEY; Petition of A. L. Geisenheimer, of 
Dixon, III., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Milan, III., asking that the 
duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of citizens of Dryden, Good- 
land, and Pigeon, Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard in- 
terstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHER: Memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the 
State of New York, in fayor of House bill 15471; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Legislative League of New York, in favor of 
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Congress Club of Kings County, N. Y., for 
free passage of American ships through the Panama Canal; ta 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of citizens of Mexico, N. Y., in favor 
of House bill 16819; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of New 
York, in favor of House bill 15471; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, indorsing Newlands river-regulation bill; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Merced County (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for protection from floods in the Sacramento and San 
Joaquin Valleys; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for Lincoln memorial as recommended by the Park 
Commission; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Mr. Alexander B. Campbell and 
119 other residents of Albion, Wis., protesting against the pas- 
sage of House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in post 
offices, or any like measure; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Crosby, Pa., and of the congre- 
gation of Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of Clearfield, 
Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: Petition of citizens of Jackson County, 
Iowa, protesting against the enactment of any legislation for 
the extension of the pareel-post system; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Iowa, in support of Berger old- 
age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petitions of citizens of eleventh congres- 
sional district of Kentucky, for erection of American Indian 
memorial and museum building in Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Albert Ross, 
Martha R. Duttin, and William Greer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Manito, III., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Jacksonville (III.) Post, Travelers’ Pro- 
tective Association, protesting against parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Meredosia (III.) Commercial Association, 
favoring Goyernment ownership of telegraph and telephone 
lines; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of White Hall (III.) Improved Order of Red 
Men, favoring an Indian memorial and museum building in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber 
of Commerce, for Lincoln memorial as recommended by the 
Park Commission; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of El Dorado County (Cal.) Board of Trade, for 
improyement of the Yosemite National Park; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 
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Also, resolutions of the Niles (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
in favor of House bill 16841, for the improvement of the Yo- 
semite National Park; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of citizens of Corning, Cal., in favor of Berger 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Sacramento Valley Development Asso- 
ciation, of Sacramento, Cal., in favor of House bill 18431, for 
improvement of Sacramento Riyer from Sacramento to Red 
Bluff, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, in favor of House bill 
14, for extension of parcel-post system; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Redding, Cal., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard in- 
terstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Redding, Cal., protesting against the repegl of the anticanteen 
law; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., in favor of Senate bill 3463, for the establishment of 
a bureau of national parks; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 8 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Improved Order of Red Men 
and citizens generally of the second congressional district of 
Connecticut, in support of the bill providing for the erection of 
an American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Bexar County, Tex., for pas- 
sage of Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Papers to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Walter; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 468, of Albion, Mich., 
for passage of House bill 17253, exempting cigars used by em- 
ployees from tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 27 citizens of Coldwater, 6 citizens of Union 
City, 23 citizens of Burlington, and 10 citizens of Battle Creek, 
all in the State of Michigan, against passage of the Johnston 
Sunday bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Frank T. Carlton and Mrs. C. E. Huffe, of 
Albion, Mich., and of D. B. Waldo, of Kalamazoo, Mich., for 
passage of children’s bureau bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Congregational Church of Pittsford; 36 
residents of Coldwater; 12 residents of Pavilion; C. S. Wheeler, 
Hillsdale; Rev. Ernest W. Morse and 75 others, of Climax, all 
of the State of Michigan, for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Sons of the Revolution 
in the State of New York, in favor of House bill 15471, appro- 
priating $30,000 for the repair and preservation of flags at 
the Nayal Academy, Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Finksburg, Md., protesting against repeal 
of the anticanteen law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Memorial of Denver Web 
Pressmen’s Union, of Denver, Colo., in favor of the amendment 
to the Smoot bill, increasing pay of pressmen in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of Post No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Montrose, Colo., in favor of House bill 8141, known as 
the Federal pay bill for national guards; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of O. S. Culver and 100 other 
members of the Improved Order of Red Men and citizens gen- 
erally, of Connecticut, fh favor of Senate bill 8953 and House 
bill 16318, providing for the erection of an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in Washington, D. G.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of citizens of Spaulding, Iowa, 
for speedy passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. T. May and other citizens of Lineville, 
Iowa, against parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Eugene Reynolds Post, No. 
441, Grand Army of the Republic, Bellefontaine, Ohio, against 
the enactment of any law providing for the incorporation of 
the Grand Army of the Republic; tb the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Chilli- 
cothe, Ohio, against the enactment of a Jaw for the further 
regulation of interstate commerce in intoxicating liquors; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Tuespay, February 20, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY AND WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION COMMIS- 
SION (S. DOC. NO. 338). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and or- 
dered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith the report of the Em- 
ployers’ Liability and Workmen's Compensation Commission, 
authorized by joint ‘resolution No. 41, approved June 25, 1910, 
“To make a thorough investigation of the subject of employers’ 
liability and workmen’s compensation, and to submit a report 
through the President to the Congress.of the United States.” 

The commission recommends a carefully drawn bill, entitled 
“A bill to provide an exclusive remedy and compensation for 
accidental injuries resulting in disability or death to employees 
of common carriers by railroads engaged in interstate or for- 
eign commerce, or in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes.” This bill works out in detail a compensation for 
accidental injuries to employees of common carriers in inter- 
state railroad business, on the theory of insuring each employee 
against the results of injury received in the course of the em- 
ployment, without reference to his contributory negligence, and 
without any of the rules obtaining in the common law limiting 
the liability of the employer in such cases. The only case 
in which no compensation is to be allowed by the act is 
where the injury or death of the employee is occasioned by his 
willful intention to bring about the injury or death of himself 
or of another or when the injury results from his intoxication 
while on duty. 

It is unnecessary to go into the details of the bill. They are, 
however, most admirably worked out. They provide for a medi- 
cal and hospital service for the injured man, for a notice of the 
injury to the employer, where such notice is not obviously given 
by the accident itself; for the fixing of the recovery by agree- 
ment; if not by agreement, by an official adjuster, to be con- 
firmed by the court, and, if a jury is demanded, to be passed on 
by a jury. The amount of recovery is regulated in proportion 
to the wages received and the more or less serious character of 
the injury where death does not ensue, specific provision being 
made for particular injuries in so far as they can be specified. 
The compensation is to be made in the form of annual pay- 
ments for a number of years or for life. The fees to be paid to 
attorneys are specifically limited by the act: The remedies 
offered are exclusive of any other remedies. The statistical in- 
vestigation seems to show that under this act the cost to the 
railroads would be, perhaps, 25 per cent more than the total 
cost which they now incur. 

The report of the commission has been very able and satisfac- 
tory, the investigations have been most thorough, and the dis- 
cussion of the constitutional questions which have arisen in re- 
spect to the validity of the bill is of the highest merit. 

Three objections to the validity of the bill of course occur: 

In the first place, the question arises whether under the pro- 
visions of the commerce clause the bill could be considered to be 
a regulation of interstate and foreign commerce. That seems to 
be already settled by the decision of the Supreme Court in the 
employers’ liability case. 

The second question is whether the making of these remedies 
exclusive and the compelling of the railroad companies to meet 
obligations arising from injuries, for which the railroad would 
not be liable under the common law, is a denial of the due proc- 
ess of law which is enjoined upon Congress by the fifth amend- 
ment to the Constitution in dealing with the property rights. 
This question the report takes up, and in an exhaustive review 
of the authorities makes clear, as it seems to me, the validity 
of the act. This is the question which in the Court of Appeals 
of the State of New York was decided adversely to the validity 
of the compensation act adopted by the legislature of that 
State. How far that act and the one here proposed differ it is 
unnecessary to state. It is sufficient to say that the argument 
of the commission is most convincing to show that the police 
power of the Government exercised in the regulation of inter- 
state Commerce is quite sufficient to justify the imposition upon 
the interstate railroad companies of the liability for the in- 
juries to its employees on an insurance basis. 

The third objection is that the right of trial by jury, guaran- 
teed by the seventh amendment, is denied. As a matter of fact, 


the right is preserved in this act by permitting a jury to pass 
on the issue when duly demanded, in accordance with the limi- 
tation of the act. 

I sincerely hope that this act will pass. I deem it one of the 
great steps of progress toward a satisfactory solution of an im- 
portant phase of the controversies between employer and em- 
ployee that has been proposed within the last two or three 
decades. The old rules of liability under the common law were 
adapted to a different age and condition and were evidently 
drawn by men imbued with the importance of preserving the 
employers from burdensome or unjust liability. It was treated 
as a personal matter of each employee, and the employer and 
the employee were put on a level of dealing, which, however it 
may haye been in the past, certainly creates injustice to the 
employee under the present conditions. 

One of the great objections to the old common-law method of 
settling questions of this character was the lack of uniformity 
in the recoveries made by injured employees and by the repre- 
sentatives of those who suffered death. Frequently meritorious 
cases that appealed strongly to every sense of human justice 
were shut out by arbitrary rules limiting the liability of the 
employer. On the other hand, often by perjured evidence and 
the undue emotional generosity of the jury, recoveries were 
given far in excess of the real injury, and sometimes on facts 
that hardly justified recovery at all. Now, under this system 
the tendency will be to create as nearly a uniform system as 
can be devised; there will be recoveries in every case, and they 
will be limited by the terms of the law so as to be reasonable, 
The great injustice of the present system, by which recov- 
eries of verdicts of any size do not result in actual benefit to 
the injured person because of the heavy expense of the litiga- 
tion and the fees charged by the counsel for the plaintiff, will 
disappear under this new law, by which the fees of the counsel 
are limited to a very reasonable amount. The cases will be 
disposed of most expeditiously under this system, and the money 
will be distributed for the support of the injured person over a 
number of years, so as to make its benefit greater and more 
secure. 

Of course the great object of this act is to secure justice to 
the weaker party under existing modern conditions, but a result 
hardly less important will follow from this act that I can not 
fail to mention. 

The administration of justice to-day is clogged in every court 
by the great number of suits for damages for personal injury. 
The settlement of such cases by this system will serye to reduce 
the burden of our courts one-half by taking the cases out 
of court and disposing of them by this short cut. The remain- 
der of the business in the courts will thus have greater atten- 
tion from the judges, and will be disposed of with much 
greater dispatch. In every way, therefore, the act demands 
your earnest consideration, and I sincerely hope that it may be 
passed before the adjournment of this session of Congress. 

There accompanies the letter of transmittal of Senator SurH- 
ERLAND not only the report of the commission, but also the 
hearings of witnesses by the commission, all of which is here- 
with submitted. 

Wa. H. TAFT. 

THE Warre House, February 20, 1912. 


CLAIMS FOR INJURIES IN FOREST FIRES (S. DOC. No. 339). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 5th instant, certain information 
regarding the payments to the persons injured fighting fires in 
the national forests in the summer and fall of 1910, etc., which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the secretary of the National Board of 
Trade, transmitting resolutions passed by that body at its 
annual meeting held in Washington, D. C., January 16, 17, and 
18, 1912, covering subjects relating to the American merchant 
marine, the calendar reform, commercial education, the con- 
seryetion of natural resources, corporations, currency, and 
banking, and so forth. The communication and accompanying 
resolutions will be referred to the various committees having 
charge of the several subjects. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the Mine Owners’ Association of Washington, con- 
véned at Chewelah, Wash., February 13, 1912, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Underwood tariff bill, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizeus of 
Pennsylvania and Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 
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ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Jersey, 
the White House Chapter of the American Woman’s League, 
the National Association for Promotion of Arbitration, and of 
the Woman's National Press Association, praying for the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Nokomis, 
Burnt Prairie, Murphysboro, Gardner, and Dixon, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the extension of the so- 
called parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 


perance Union of Naperville and Aurora, in the State of Ili- 


nois, remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Labor and Trades As- 
sembly of Belleville, III., praying for the passage of the so- 
called anti-injunction bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 118, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of America, of Peoria, III., and a 
petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly of Belleville, III., 
praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension 
bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Barrington, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Rockford, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the restoration to civil-service employees their inherent 
rights as citizens, which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment, 

Mr. LODGE presented a resolution adopted by the City Coun- 
cil of Lawrence, Mass., favoring the enactment of legislation 
providing for the coinage of 3-cent pieces, which was referred 
to the Committee on- Finance. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4260) granting an increase of pension to John S. Hughes, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. a 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Norwalk, Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ashtabula 
Harbor, North Dover, and Vanatta, and of Local Grange No. 
1426, Patrons of Husbandry, of Emerson, all in the State of 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a pareel-post system, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Tampa, 
Fla., praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BOURNE presented petitions of sundry citizens of For- 
est Grove, Roseburg, Lents, Aumsville, Dundee, Perrydale, 
Philomath, and Falls City, all in the State of Oregon, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Tangent; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church and the United Presbyterian 
Church of Shedd; the Methodist Episcgpal Church of Rose- 
burg; the Baptist Church and the United Evangelical Church 
of Lafayette; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 
Dundee, Ione, Lafayette, and Chehalim Center; and of sundry 
citizens of Ione, Scio, Vernonia, West Stayton, and Portland, 
all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of an in- 
terstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of La Grande, 
Oreg., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
ae was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, the Baptist Church, and the 
Presbyterian Church; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union; and of sundry citizens, all of Pontotoc, in the State 
of Mississippi, praying for the enactment of an interstate 


liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. I present a concurrent resolution passed 
by the Legislature of New York, favoring the passage of the 
militia pay bill. I ask that the resolution be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


In assembly, Monday, January 15, 1912. 

Mr. Cuvillier offered for the consideration of the house a resolution 
in the words following: 

Whereas there is pending in the Congress of the United States a bill 
entitled pay for the organized State militia of the various States, 
whereby the State militia of the States will receive compensation from 
the Federal Government, including officers and enlisted men; and 

Whereas the last House of Representatives passed said act, but the 
same failed to receive the Approval of the Senate; and 

Whereas this measure has the approval of the governors and adjutant 
ethan of the majority of the States; also that of the Secretary of 

ar: 

- Resolved (if the senate concur), That it is the sense of the Legislature 
of the State of New York that the Organized Militia, including the officers 
and enlisted men, should receive compensation from the Federal Govern- 
ment as the organized State militia, w an act of Congress and the State 
legislatures, as a part of the United Ståtes Army Reserve; and that Con- 
gress should pass the bill now pending for the payment of the organized 
State militia; and the Representatives in Congress from the State of 
New York are respectfully requested to use their best offices in this di- 
rection: Be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each Representa- 
tive in Congress from the State of New York. > 

In assembly, Monday, February 12, 1912. 

5 unanimous consent, Mr. Cuvillier called up his resolution in re- 
gard to Federal pay for State militia, introduced January 15, 

Debate was had thereon. 

Mr. Speaker put the question whether the house would agree to said 
resolution, and it was determined in the affirmative. 

Ordered that the clerk deliver said resolution to the senate and re- 
quest their concurrence therein. 

In assembly, Tuesday, February 13, 1912. 

The senate returned the concurrent resolution in relation to Federal 
pay for State militia with a message that they have concurred in the 
passage of the same without amendment. 

STATE OF New YORK, County or ALBANY 
Office of the Clerk of the Assembly, ss: 


I, Fred W. Hammond, clerk of the assembly, do hereby certify that I 
have compared the foregoing resolution with the or 1 thereof as 
contained in the original copy of the official journal of the proceedings 
of the Assembly of the State of New York, of January 15, February 12 
and 13, 1912, now on file in my office; that the foregoing is a true and 
correct transcript of said ori resolution and the proceedings had 

ereon. 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
official seal this 15th day of February, 1912. 


(SEAL,] FRED W. HAMMOND. 


Clerk of the Assembly. 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Union Church of Parishville, of the Tabernacle and Boule- 
vard Methodist Episcopal Brotherhood, and of the Central 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Binghamton, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Edna, Newton, Oakhill, Wichita, Chetopa, Oswego, and Inde- 
pendence, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ellinwood, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to reduce postal 
rates, to improve the postal service, and to increase postal reve- 
nues, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Highland, 
Jamestown, Altoona, and Newton, all in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lucas, Parsons, 
Iola, Wichita, and Iona, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen’s Union 
No. 49, of Topeka, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for an increase in the pay of pressmen in the 
Government Printing Office, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. : 

He also presented a petition of the Industrial Club of Garden 
City, Kans., praying for the retention of the duty on raw sugar, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of members of Blue Post, No. 
250, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
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Topeka, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a- 
day pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Camp Alfred C. Alford, No. 
15, Department of Kansas, United Spanish War Veterans, of 
Iola, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
pensions to the widow and minor children of any officer or 
enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or in the 
Philippine insurrection, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Friends Church of Haviland, Kans., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Alton, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of General Strong Post, No. 82, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jetmore, 
Kans., remonstrating against the incorporation of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of Post No. 
888, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Meade, Kans., and a petition of sundry Union veterans, residents 
of Oswego, Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called 
dollar-a-day pension bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Branch, United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, of Wichita, Kans., remonstrating 
against the extension of the so-called parcel-post system beyond 
its present limitations, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Concordia, 
Selden, and Erie, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
extension of the so-called parcel-post system beyond its present 
limitations, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Vienna, Va., remonstrating against the extension of 
the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. NIXON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Contact 
and Beowawe, in the State of Nevada, praying for the establish- 
ment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church and a petition of the Gospel 
Mission Sunday School of Frederick, Md., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRANDEGED presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Baptist, Congregational, Episcopal, and Methodist churches 
of Clinton; of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeayor 
of Guilford; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Gwton; and of sundry citizens of Willington, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Brass and Aluminum Molders’ 
Logal Union, No. 453, of Hartford, Conn., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Norwich Dis- 
trict Ministerial Association, in convention at Danielson, Conn., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Indianapolis, Southport, and Greenwood, all in the State of In- 
diana, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com- 
pelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Lee B. Nusbaum Co., 
of Richmond, Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Winston Salem and Wilson, in the State of North Carolina, 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. = 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Clinton, 
N. C., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sylva, 
N. C., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Christian Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the 
Baptist Church, and the Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, all of Lon- 
don, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Shelton and Goshen, of the Norwich District 
Ministerial Association of Episcopal Ministers, and of sundry 
citizens of Shelton, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrat- 
ing against the repeal of the anticanteen law, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Port Treverton, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of a bridge over the Susquehanna River, in that 
State, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Brigade 
Association, of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the proper observance of the fiftieth 
anniversary of the death of Abraham Lincoln, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ROOT presented a concurrent resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of New York, favoring the passage of the militia 
pey fani which was referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

He also presented a petition of 60 citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., 
praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitra- 
tion between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry ‘citizens of Talcyille, 
N. Y., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
1 was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. - 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jamestown, 
Poughkeepsie, Lansing, Newfield, Seneca Falls, Binghamton, 
Endicott, and Warsaw, all in the State.of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors, which were referred to. the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 4222) to increase 
the limit of cost of the public building at Moundsville, W. Va., 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 2608) 
increasing the cost of erecting a post-office building at Plain- 
field, N. J., reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 376) thereon. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 2014) for the relief of George 
Owens, John J. Bradley, William M. Godfrey, Rudolph G. Ebert, 
Herschel Tupes, William H. Sage, Charles L. Tostevin, Alta B. 
Spaulding, and Grace E. Lewis, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 377) thereon. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4753) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the final disposition of the affairs of the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” approved April 26, 1906 (34 Stats. L., p. 137), re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report (No. 378) 
thereon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them each with an amendment and submitted a report 
thereon : 

S.1752. A bill to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Eureka, Utah (Rept. No. 379); and 

S. 4585. A bill to provide for the erection of a public building 
w a site already acquired at South Bethlehem, Pa. (Rept. No. 


5. 
He also, from the same committee, to Which were referred the 
following bills, reported them each without amendment and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: : 
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S. 4245. A bill to increase the limit of cost of the additions 
to the public building at Salt Lake City, Utah (Rept. No. 381); 
and 

S. 3716. A bill for the erection of a public building at St. 
George, Utah (Rept. No. 382). 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill (S. 4619) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon in the city of Franklin, State 
of Pennsylyania, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 383) thereon. : 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
were referred sundry bills, granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 384) accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5415) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was 
read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the follow- 
ing pension bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 5. Samuel C. Whitwam. 

S. 6. Leander O. Tucker. 

S. 39. Wesley A. Maze. 

S. 166. Samuel J. Powers. 

. Thomas Clay. 

Asahel N. Wells. 
Thomas Taylor. 
Joseph Sumpter. 

. Peter Foster. 

. Wellsley Crane. 

. William Roatch. 

. Alfred Phillips. 
Darius Wells. 
Benjamin F. Havens, 
. Zachariah Kramer. 
Andrew Dienst. 
Davis J. Howard. 
James W. Thompson. 
Frank Snurpus. 
William H. Doty. 
Henry C. Jones. 

. Howard Brooks, 
David W. Fox. 
James R. McKee. 
Ellen C. Welch. 
Leander Chase, 
Daniel Clark. 
Gordon Kimball. 
Charles E. Chadock. 
Adelbert E. Bliss. 
Joel Ames. 

Lemmons W. Brattain. 
George K. Smith. 

8. Alburtus H. Walker. 
16. Jerome A. Shirley, 

8. 1110. Lafayette M. Bratton. 
S. 1121. William Tinder. 

S. 1166. John W. Doane. 

S. 1199. John Burritt. 

S. 1540. Osbern Dillard. 

S. 1352. Oliver W. Sweet (alias Oliver W. Frazee). 
S. 1554. Andrew V. Mitchell. 
S. 1622. Marquis D. Usher. 
S. 1714. Reuben F. King. 

S. 1959. Samuel Curtis. 
S. 1966. Ephriam M. III II. 

S. 1968. Franklin D. Joy. 

S. 19074. Nathan T. Kimball. 
S. 2096. Ebenezer H. Barker. 
S. 2099. George W. Eaton. 
S. 2231. Adison Long. 

S. 2232. John W. Farmer. 

S. 2494. Charles E. Clark. 

S. 2657. William J. Braswell. 
S. 2691. Henry A. Fernald, 
S. 2780. David P. Sheibley. 
S. 2859. William Wyatt. 

S. 2867. Nancy J. Tracy. 

S. 2952. John H. Doeg. ` 
S. 2993. Lizzie A. Shepard. 

. David L. Gaines. 

. Thomas J. Fields. 

. Thomas Finch. 
Henry McMahon. 

. Myron H. Isbell. 
Peter J. J. Shoemaker. 
„Charles S. Tyler. 
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. Samuel E. Brillhart, 
. Wiliam H. Cross. 

. John B. C. Kerr. 

. Russel B. Tulleys. 
Michael Hade. 

. Luman C. Wheelock. 
. Willard E. Martin. 

. Elizabeth Clampitt, 
2. James A. Todd. 
John G. Smith. 

. Ambrose A. Stiles. 

. Robert W. Cook. 

. William Ryan. 

. Erie S. Gunnison. 

. Joseph A. Olewine, 

. George M. Jones. 

. Charles Schafer. 

. William Bordwell. 

. Eli Kendall. 

76. Nathaniel S. North. 
. William B. Goodwin. 
Hubert O. Moore. 

. William A. Johnson. 
. John McLaughlin. 

. Miles J. Williams. 
Harvey Burns. 
Anson Crocker. 

. Isaac N. Smith. 

. Christopher H. Alexander. 
. Albert Greene. 
Reason R. Henderson. 
Henry C. Paynter. 

. Susan M. Barnard. 

. Daniel Monroe. 

. Gilson M. Henton. 

. George H. Ring. 

. David R. Mullikin. 

. Russell D. Woodroff. 
. John H. Mattison. 

Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 5287) for the relief of Kate Ferrell, re- 
ported it mnong amendment and submitted a report (No. 885) 
thereon. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the pill (S. 4520) for the relief of Catherine 
Grimm, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 386) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 

S. 16. A bill for the relief of George Q. Allen (Rept. No. 387); 

S. 1487. A bill for the relief of David W. Stockstill (Rept. No. 
388) ; and 

8. 5065. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lewis D. Brown 
(Rept. No. 389). 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 6th instant, proposing to appropriate $5,000 for participa- 


“tion in the International Conference on Maritime Law at Brus- 


sels, Belgium, in September, 1912, intended to be proposed to 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed, which was agreed to. 

Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally with amendments and submitted reports thereon : 

S. 408. A bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Canton, in the State of 
South Dakota (Rept. No. 390); 

S. 410. A bill to provide for the acquisition of a site on which 
to erect a public building at Milbank, S. Dak. (Rept. No. 391); 
and 

S. 876. A bill to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bellefourche, in the 
State of South Dakota (Rept. No. 392). 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 100) to carry into effect the findings of 
the military board of officers in the case of George Ivers, ad- 
ministrator, reported it with amendments and submitted a re- 
port (No. 393) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 2414) for the relief of Rittenhouse Moore, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 394) thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 317) to provide for 
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the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Sundance, in the State of Wyoming, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 395) thereon, 


ESTATE OF EPENETUS HEATH, DECEASED. 


Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4646) for the relief of the estate of 
Epenetus Heath, deceased, reported the following resolution 
(S. Res, 225), and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill iB 4646) entitled fon Ste * the relief of the 
estate of Bpenetus Heath, deceased,” now the Senate, be, 
and the same is hereby, eferred to the Court | of of Claims i in pursuance 
of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws Fenua to the judiciary,” approved March 8, 1911; 
and the said court sha A ard with the same in accordance with the 
proyisions of such act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW MARTINSVILLE, W. VA. 


Mr. WATSON. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I report back favorably, with amendments, the bill 
(S. 4197) for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of 
a post office and public building at New Martinsville, Wetzel 
County, W. Va. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. ` 

The amendments were, in line 7, after the words “ West Vir- 
ginia,” to strike out the words “and the sum of” and insert 
the words “at a cost not to exceed”; and at the end of the bill, 
after the word “dollars,” in line 8, to strike out the words 
“is hereby appropriated for that purpose out of any funds in 
the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, ad 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to secure a site, by purchase, con- 
demnation, or otherwise, for the purpose of erecting a post office and 
yee building thereon, in the city of New Martinsville, tzel County, 

Va., at a cost not to exceed $15,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the purchase 
of a site for the erection of a post office and public building at 
New Martinsyille, Wetzel County, W. Va.” 


FIFTH NATIONAL CORN EXPOSITION, COLUMBIA, S. C. 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. From the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry I report back favorably without 
amendment the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 74) for an exhibit at 
the Fifth National Corn Exposition, at Columbia, S. C. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and, there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It empowers the Secretary of Agriculture 
to prepare from the several divisions of the Department of 
Agriculture an exhibit to be displayed at the Fifth National 
Corn Exposition, to be held in Columbia, S. C., from January 
27 to February 9, 1913, the exhibit to be of such nature as the 
Secretary of Agriculture deems appropriate; but the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall make such arrangements with the proper 
officers òf the exposition that the Department of Agriculture 
shall be at no expense for transportation of the exhibit to and 
from the exposition; and he shall also make such arrangements 
with the proper authorities of the exposition that there shali 
be no expense to the department for any breakage or damage 
that may occur to the exhibit, nor for the living expenses of 
such appointees as he may see fit to send to the exposition to 
demonstrate the exhibit sent. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 5377) releasing the claim of the United States Gov- 
ernment to lot No. 306, in the old city of Pensacola; and 

A bill (S. 5378) releasing the claim of the United States Gov- 
ernment to that portion of land being a fractional block 


bounded on the north and east by Bayou Cadet, on the west 
by Cevallos Street, and on the south by Intendencia Street, in 
the old city of Pensacola; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5379) granting certain lands of the diminished 
Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, to 
the Washington Historical Society; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5380) to grant an “honorable “discharge to Arthur 
Wood; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DIXON: 

A bill (S. 5381) granting an increase of pension to Robert M. 
Carlton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A “pm (S. 5383) to establish a bureau for the study of the 
criminal, pauper, and defective classes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 5384) for the relief of James Belger and others; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5385) granting a pension to Nancey Wilson; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: 

A bill (S. 5386) amending an act entitled An act amending 
the act of August 15, 1894, entitled ‘An act making appropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment and fulfilling treaties and stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,’ and. for 
other purposes“; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

A bill (S. 5387) to construct and place a lightship near 
Monhegan Island, entrance to Penobscot Bay, Me.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 5388) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Sterling; and 

A bill (S. 5889) granting an increase of pension to John K. 
Myers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 5390) for the repair, improvement, and construc- 
tion of a road to Mount Rainier National Park, Wash., within 
the boundaries of the Rainier National Forest; and 

A bill (S. 5391) for a survey of the most practicable route 
for a wagon road from the town of Glacier to Mount Baker, 
in the Washington National Forest Reserye, and toward the 
construction of said road; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 5392) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5893) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
E. R. Webb (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 5894) granting a pension to Mary A. Smith (with 
accompanying pape) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE 

A bill (S. 5395) r the relief of Pedro Salazar y Garcia ; 

A bill (S. 5396) for the relief of Francisco Giron, heir of 
Nicolas Giron, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5397) for the relief of Roman Moya, administrator 
of the estate of Pablo Moya, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 5398) for the relief of Jose Antonio Barreras; 

A bill (S. 5899) for the relief of Bicento Fresquez; and 

A bill (S. 5400) for the relief of Fernando Baca; te the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5401) granting an honorable discharge to John H, 
Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5402) granting a pension to Lottie A. Dunn; 

A bill (S. 5403) granting a pension to Charles H. Davis; 

A bill (S. 5404) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
J. Schlosser; and 

A bill (S. 5405)-granting a pension to Harriet Stape; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5406) granting a pension to Emma Hacker (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5407) granting an increase of pension to Mattie B. 
Wintrode (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5408) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Sheets (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5409) granting an increase of pension to Mark 
Clark (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 5410) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Stroup (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5411) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
C. D. Wilson (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5412) granting an increase of pension to Judson 
Bayne; and 

A bill (S. 5413) granting a pension to William ©. Cashell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEDR: 

A bill (S. 5414) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I introduce a bill to carry out the rec- 
ommendations made by the Employers’ Liability and Work- 
men’s Compensation Commission. The report of that commis- 
sion, transmitted to-day to Congress by the President of the 
United States, has been laid before the Senate and read. The 
bill will affect something like 1,700,000 railroad employees, and 
I am advised that there will be a very large demand for copies. 
I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and that 25,000 additional copies be printed for the use 
of that committee. 

The bill (S. 5382) to provide an exclusive remedy and com- 
pensation for accidental injuries, resulting in disability or 
death, to employees of common carriers by railroad engaged in 
interstate or foreign commerce, or in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and, without objection, the order 
for the printing of 25,000 extra copies will be entered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I observe the Senator from Utah has 
asked that the extra copies shall be for the use of the commit- 
tee. I trust the Senator will let them go to the Senate docu- 
ment room, where we can get them on call. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have no objection, Mr. President, to 
some of them going to the document room, but I think the 
larger portion of them ought to go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Say, 10,000 for the use of the document 
room. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let the order be made in that way, 
then—that 10,000 shall be for the use of the document room 
and 15,000 for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the order was reduced to writing 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That there be printed 10,000 additional copies of the bill 
{s. 5382) to provide an exclusive remedy and compensation for acci- 
ental ER bee resulting in disability or death to employees of com- 
mon carriers by railroad engaged in interstate or foreign commerce. 
or in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, for the use o 
the document room of the Senate, and that there be printed 15,000 
copies of said bill for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


INTERNATIONAL DRY LAND CONGRESS. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make 
an exhibit at the next annual meeting of the International Dry 
Land Congress, to be held at Lethbridge, Alberta, Canada, Octo- 
ber 21 to 26, 1912, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the 
agricultural appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS, 


Mr. POINDEXTER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 16571) to give effect to the 
convention between the Governments of the United States, Great 
Britain, Japan, and Russia for the preservation and protection 
of the fur seals and sea otter which frequent the waters of the 
North Pacific Ocean, concluded at Washington July 7, 1911, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
ordered to be printed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 3, 1883, and March 8, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 


Mr. LODGE. I desire to give notice that on Thursday, the 
29th of February, with the permission of the Senate, I will 
address the Senate upon the question of the general arbitration 
treaties with Great Britain and France. 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. By unanimous consent I ask leave to 
have considered an amendment to correct a typographical or 
clerical error in Senate bill 2194, which is on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named by him. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move to amend the bill, in line 6, on 
page 1, by striking out the word “law” and inserting the words 
“at large, page,” so that it will read “Statutes at Large, 
page 991.” : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not yet before the 
Senate. Does the Senator ask to amend a report? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. To amend a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. The bill is on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill would have to be under 
consideration, of course, to have the amendment acted upon. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understood that it could be acted upon 
by unanimous consent. It is to correct a mere clerical error. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURTON. What is the bill? 

The hd PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the title 
of the bill. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2194) to amend section 2288 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to homestead 
entries. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is simply to permit 
the Senator from Washington at the present time to offer an 
amendment and not that the bill be definitely disposed of. The 
Senator from Washington offers an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the word “ Statutes,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word “law” and to insert the 
words “at Large, page,” so as to read: 3 

That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by act of 
March 3, 1905, chapter 1424, Thirty-third Statutes at Large, page 991, 
be amended so as to read as follows: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of Senate resolution 136, which is a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege before the Senate. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the resolu- 
tion. 

The Srcorerary. Senate resolution 136, directing the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections to investigate certain charges 
relative to the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON. 

Mr. LODGE. Is the resolution now before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been called up as a privi- 
leged matter and is now before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I now renew my request made 
on yesterday, that the remainder of the report may be read. 
By that I mean the views of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEYBURN], the views of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PoMERENE], 
and of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], and also the 
views submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jon®s], 
which were, I understand, filed yesterday. I want the whole 
report read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the report. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, before that is proceeded with, 
I should like to inquire if the views of the Senator from Wash- 
ington and his associates on the committee have yet been 
printed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been printed and are 
now in the hands of the Secretary. 

Mr. BRISTOW. They have not yet been distributed. I 
understood from the discussion yesterday that those views were 
to be incorporated in the first volume of the testimony. Now, 
where are they to be found? 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘They were not incorporated in the first 
volume. They were printed as other minority views are printed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why should not those views have been 
printed the same as the views of the Senator from Utah and 
those of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HEYBURN. They were not in existence when the order 
was made for printing the record. The order was made seyen 
days before they were in existence, and they could not very well 
be printed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. But this volume was not printed until yes-- 
terday, if I understand correctly, 
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Mr. HEYBURN. That was because of the disobedience of the 
printing clerk to the order of the Senate. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why should not the minority views have 
been incorporated in this volume, then, if it could have been 
done, the report not having been printed at the time? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Because it was not deemed either necessary 
or advisable to permit the order of the Senate to be violated 
in a roundabout way by deferring for a week compliance with 
the order of the Senate—I will not use the word “ surrepti- 
tiously,” but it is close to it, and it would be difficult to find 
another word to fit it—withholding compliance with the order 
of the Senate for a week in order that some individual might 
accomplish a purpose that was not in harmony with that of the 
Senate when it ordered the record printed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The result is—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator allow me to interrup 
him a moment? „ : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not understand the Senator's 
reference to this “ purpose.” What was the “purpose” which 
the Senator says the printing clerk had in view in delaying 
the printing and which was not in accordance with the senti- 
ment of the committee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The period of oracles having passed, I am 
unable to answer-that question. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not understand, Mr. President, that 
it would require an oracle for the Senator to answer the ques- 
tion when he has stated to the Senate that there was such a 
purpose. Now, I understand the Senator to say that, notwith- 
standing his previous assertion, he does not know of any such 
purpose. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the Senator had better defer that 
assertion until he reads the record of what I said. I said 
What the record will show; not what the Senator says I said. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator deny that he just 
made the statement that the clerk was withholding the print- 
ing of this volume to accomplish a purpose that was not in 
accord with the sentiments of the committee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Idaho is not on trial, 
nor is he triable at the hands of any Member of this body. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is very true, Mr. President, I 
have no desire to undertake to put the Senator on trial. I 
simply asked the question for information. It appears to me 
very evident that there was some purpose or motive back of 
the Senator’s insistence, which he made on yesterday before 
the Senate, that this volume should have been published imme- 
diately ; and undoubtedly the Senator stated that there was a 
purpose or motive in the refusal to print it in accordance with 
the orders of the committee. I think the Senate is entitled to 
mone what the purpese or motive is, and it has not been dis- 
closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator will know, if I have an oppor- 
tunity to state it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am asking the Senator to state it 
now. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Still the Senator is asking for it. I shall 
not need to be asked again. 

I insisted on it because it was the order of the Senate. I 
need charge no one with any motive in insisting that the order 
of the Senate should be complied with. That order was that 
the record be printed. The specific terms of the order required 
-nothing to be printed that was not in existence. 

The Senator is mistaken when he undertakes to state what 
he says I said in regard to the motive of those who were re- 
sponsible for its not being done. I disclaimed knowing. The 
Senator asked me. I told him I had no oracle to appeal to. 
That was equivalent to saying that I had no means of informa- 
tion. Nor do I care anything whatever as to what actuated 
them, and I am not going to stand here to attack them or to 
defend them. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator yield for a further 
question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Is it the Senator’s idea that the pur- 
pose in delaying the printing of this volume was to incorporate 
in it the views of the minority of the committee? And was the 
Senator’s objection to further delay in order to prevent the 
views of the minority of the committee being printed in the 
volume? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Those are two questions. The Senator 
asks me for my views on the subject. If he will submit his in- 
quiry in writing, I will answer it in writing. He asks me two 


questions at once, and while my memory is reasonably good I 
do not care to take chances on being confused. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It is very evident, Mr. President 

Mr, HEYBURN. Why, this is as dry a haul as was ever ex- 
perienced in debate. There is nothing in it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. In what? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is nothing to be gained by this in- 
quiry. The testimony in the record is printed this morning, and 
it is before the Senate, and the Senate has proceeded to its con- 
sideration. What is the object of this, except simply to stir up 
discussion? I am not going to spend a minute on it, 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I should not like to stir up the Sen- 
ator to a discussion. I want to avoid that. I do not desire to 
engage in discussion at this time. I confess that it is a dry 
haul. I haye not gotten any information out of it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We might now safely proceed with the 
order—or the request, which is an order—that the report of the 
committee and the views of Senators in support of or against it 
may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr], as the Chair understands, was to 
begin the reading of the report with the views of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]. 

Mr. LODGE. And to read all the views of all the Senators. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Views or Mr. HEYBURN IN SUPPORT OF THE REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE. 


The subcommittee having reported to the whole committee in favor 
of Isaac STEPHENSON, I desire to submit herewith the reasons which 
actuated me in arriving at that conclusion. 


JURISDICTION. 


oa Auge. 15, 1911, the United States Senate adopted the following 
resolution : 

“Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections or 
any subcommittee thereof be authorized and directed to investigate cer- 
tain charges preferred by the islature of Wisconsin against ISAAC 
STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the State of Wis- 
consin, and report to the Senate whether in the election of said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, as a Senator of the United States from the said State 
of Wisconsin there were used or employed 3 methods or prac- 
tices; that said committee or subcommittee be authorized to sit during 
the recess of the Senate, to hold its sessions at such place or places as 
it shall deem most convenient for the purposes of the investigation, to 
employ stenographers, to send for persons and papers, and to administer 
oaths; and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the 
chairman of the committee or chairman of the subcommittee.” 

Pursuant to the authority given by said resolution the Committee on 
1 and Elections appointed a subcommittee consisting of Sen- 
ators HEYBURN, SUTHERLAND, BRADLEY, PAYNTER, and PoMERENE, with 
full powers “to investigate said charges preferred by the Legislature 
of Wisconsin relating to the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON, a Senator 
from the State of Wisconsin.” 


MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEE. 


In performance of said duty the subcommittee met at Milwaukee, 
Wis., on October 2, 1911, in the Federal Building, a quorum of said 
subcommittee being present. 

The chairman announced that the subcommittee would recognize a 
duly authorized representative of the State of Wisconsin, in view of 
the fact that the State had submitted, through its governor, to the Sen- 
ate of the United States the charges to be investigated. No one appear- 
ing, the chairman then instructed the secretary of the subcommittee 
to communicate with the governor and attorney general of the State 
and advise them that the committee was in session in Milwaukee for the 
purpose of investigating the charges aforesaid, and to inquire whether 
or not the State desired to be represented at the hearing, and, pur- 
suant to such instruction, the secretary sent the following communica- 
tion to the governor: 

MILWAUKEE, W18., October 2, 1911. 
Hon. Francis E. McGovern, 
Governor of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.: 


A subcommittee of the Committee on Privileges and Elections of the 
United States Senate, duly appointed, with instructions to investigate 
the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON as a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Wisconsin, as recommended by the Legislature of Wis- 
consin as provided in joint resolution 58 of said legislature, has entered 
upon the investigation in the Federal Building, in the city of Milwaukee. 
As the State appears to be unrepresented by counsel, you are requested 
to advise the committee whether or not it is the desire of the State to 
be represented by counsel before this committee; and if so, designate 
in writing such person to represent the State. 

W. B. HEYBURN, Chairman. 


To which communication the governor replied, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, ‘ 
Madison, Wis., October 3, 1011. 
Hon. W. B. HEYBURN, 
Chairman Subcommittee of the United States Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, Milwaukee, Wis. 

My Dran Sin: In reply to your telegram of yesterday, in which you 
request me to advise your committee “ whether or not it is the desire of 
the State to be represented by counsel” before your subcommittee, per- 
mit me to say that I find there is very serious doubt that I haye any 
power to act in the matter. Joint resolution 58, to which you refer, 
confers no such authority. It simply requests the United States Senate 
“ to investigate the manner, means, and methods by and through which 
Isaac STEPHENSON secured his election to the United States Senate,” 
recommends to the district attorney of Dane County that prosecutions 
be commenced against all persons shown to have committe: perjury in 
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the senatorial inquiry in this city, and soaps that prosecutions be 
commenced in other counties of the State for such violations of the 
corrupt-practices or bribery statutes as the evidence may justify. 

In the absence of any specific authority conferred by this joint reso- 
lution the only other possible source is chapter 268 of the laws of 
Wisconsin for the year 1911. Careful consideration of this statute 
leaves me in doubt as to whether it confers power upon me to employ 
at the expense of the State counsel to attend the investigation your 
subcommittee is now conducting. Nor can I see that much good is 
likely to come from such employment. Your invitation comes so late 
as practically to preclude the possibility of anyone whom I might select 
rendering any real service to your committee or materially assisting in 
the investigation now in progress. That investigation has alread. 
begun. The transactions to inquired into are numerous and involved. 
as appears from the fact that the testimony already taken occupied 
many months of the time of committees of the State legislature and 
now fills a number of large volumes of printed reports. To be of 
service counsel for the State should have been employed months ago. I 
say this with no feeling of personal responsibility in the matter for the 
reason that until your telegram came yesterday there was no ground 
for anticipating that the appearance of an attorney for the State at this 
hearing would be acceptable to your committee. Indeed, more than a 
week ago, under date of any page 25, the Associated Press quoted you 
as having expressed yourself as chairman of the subcou.mittee as fol- 
lows: “ The State of Wisconsin will not have an attorney in the inves- 
tigation of the election of Isaac STEPHENSON by the United States 
Senate committee. This hearing is under the jurisdiction of the United 
States Senate, which does not ize the State as a party to the 
investigation. This is an investigation, not a trial.” 

An additional reason why I should not avail myself of your invita- 
tion at this time is furnished by the practice of other committees 

with duties similar to yours. So far as I know no State has 
been represented by counsel at any of these investigations. The work 
has been done either by the members of the committee alone or by coun- 
sel of their own ch At any rate, the responsibility for a thor- 
ough, searching 8 upon your subcommittee acting as the agent 
of the United States Senate in determining a question relative to the 
“election, returns, and qualifications” of one of its own Members. 
Neither the State of Wisconsin nor its legislature desires to assume the 
role of prosecutor or to sustain any other relation to this investigation 
than that of petitioner for a thorough, fearless, and impartial inquiry. 

For the present, therefore, I shall take no action concerning the 
matter mentioned in your telegram. Assuring you, however, of my 
appreciation of your consideration in extending the invitation, I am, 

Very truly, yours, 
Francis E. McGovern. 


The chairman inquired whether or not counsel were present to repre; 

sent Mr. STEPHENSON. Whereupon Hon. Charies E. Littlefield, Mr. 

W. B. Black, and Mr. II. A. J. Upham appeared on his behalf and were 
ized by the committee. 

The joint resolution and specific charges certified to the United 

governor of Wisconsin were then read. (Tran- 


States te by the 
script, pp. 4 and 5.) 

Before entering upon the examination of witnesses by the com- 
mittee Hon. Charles © Littlefield, of counsel for Mr. SON, 


requested leave to make a statement, which leave was granted. 
(Transcript, pp. 6-23.) 

The subcommittee then proceeded to the examination of witnesses and 
documents, which examination occupied 25 days, ee which time 116 
witnesses were sworn and examined. 36 affidavits received, and upward 
of 2,100 pages of printed testimony taken, which testimony, ‘affidavi 
and exhibits are herewith offered as a part of the report of the sub- 
committee. 

The subcommittee 
ferred by the I 

were se 


SPECIFIC CHARGES, 


1. That Isaac STEPHENSON, of Marinette, Wis., now United States 
Senator and a candidate for reelec did, as such candidate for re- 
election, give to one E. A. Edmonds, of the city of Spoon; Wis., an 
elector of the State of Wisconsin and said city of Appleton, a valuable 
thing, to wit, a sum of money in excess of $106,000, and approximatin; 
the sum of $250,000, as a consideration for some act to be done by sai 
3 m held on the ist day 
0 2 w 2 
election, and that said Isaac STEPHENSON was Pf su 
posmen; a candidate for tbe Republican nomination for United States 

ator at such primary, and did by such acts as above set forth violate 
section 4543b of the statutes. aia, 

2. That said Isaac STEPHENSON rior to said x to 

id Edmonds above-mentioned sums with the n - 

onds should bay to other electors of this State, out of said sums 
above mentioned and other sums of money received by said Edmends 
from said Isaac STEPHENSON, prior to said Pineal sums g from 
$5 per day to $1,000 in bulk, as a consideration for some act to be 

one in relation to said primary by said electors for said Isaac STE- 
PHENSON as such candidate, in violation of said section. 

3. That with full knowledge and with instructions from said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, as to how aad for what purposes said sums were to be 
expended, said sums were so paid as above stated to said Edmonds 
said Isaac STEPHENSON and that said sums were paid as above stat 
for the purposes above stated and also for purpose of bribing and 
corrupting a sufficient number of the electors of the State of Wisconsin 
to encompass the nomination of said Isaac STEPHENSON at said 
for the office of United States Senator. 

4, That in pursuance of the purposes and design above stated said 
Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and through his agents, prior to said pri- 
mary, pay to one U. C. Keller, of Sauk County, an elector of this State, 
the sum of $300 as a consideration for some act to be done said 
rut filly d STEPHENSON preliminary to said primary, corrup and 
un ally. 

5. That in farther pursuance of such pu and design said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior to said primary, paid to 
‘one Hambright, of Racine, Wis., la sums of money as a consklera- 
tion for some act to be done by said Hambright for said STEPHENSON 


preliminary to said primary, said Hambright being then an elector of 
this State, corruptly and 2 

6. That in further pursuance of the purposes and design above stated 
said Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and through his agents, prior to said 


primary, pay to one Roy Morse, of Fond du Lac is., then an elector 
of this State, the sum of $1.000 as a consideration for some act to be 
done by said Morse for said Isaac STEPHENSON preliminary to said 
primary, and corruptly and unlawfully. 

7. That in further pursuance of such pu and design sald Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior to said penn paid to 
divers persons, then electors of the county of Grant, Wis., ranging from 
$5 Fae day and upward, as a consideration for some act to be done by 
said several electors for said Issac Srepnenson preliminary to said 
primary, corruptly and e 

8. That in further pursuance of such purposes and design, sald Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior to said Former ved did pay 
to divers persons who were at such time electors in this State a con- 
sideration for some act to be done for said Isaac STEPHENSON by such 
electors preliminary to such primary, corruptly and unlawfully. 

9. That in further pursuance of such purposes and designs said 
Isaac STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior to said primary, 
did pay to electors of this State, who were of a different itical opin- 
ion and who held to other 388 principles than those of the Republi- 
can Party, more particularly Democrats, sums of money as a considera- 
tion for some act to be done by such electors for said ISAAC STEPHENSON ' 
prell to said primary, corruptly and 3 

10, That in further pursuance of such pu and design said Isaac 
STEPHENSON, by and through his agents, prior te such primary, did 
offer to pay to Edward Pollock, of Lancaster, Wis., certain sums of 
money, as editor of the Teller, a newspaper published in said city of 
Lancaster, Wis., and to other editors of newspapers who were at such 
time electors of this State, and for the pu of purchasing the edi- 
torial support of such editors and as a consideration of something to 
be done relating to such p , corruptly and unlawfully. 

3 — hits sai a 9 8 za such Hany an and 

u agen romise and agree to pay to one er on, a 
then resident and . of this State, Aai residing at the city of 
Neillsville, Wis., a sum in excess of $500 to procure or aid in procur- 
ing the nomination of said Lester Tilton to the assembly of this State 
from Clark County, and did offer to give to said Lester Tilton a sum 
in excess of it said Lester Tilton would become a candidate for 
the assembly from said Clark County if said Lester Tilton would sup- 
port said Isaac STEPHENSON for the office of United States Senator, 
all of which is In violation of sections 4542b and 4543b of the statutes. 

12. That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, by and th his agents, give 
and promise and pay or agree to pay to other electors of this State 
sums of money to procure or aid in procuring the nomination of such 
electors to the senate and assembly of this State other than those 
electors residing in the district where sald Isaac STEPHENSON resides. 

13. That E. M. Heyzer and Max Sells, prior to said primary, being 


at such time employees of the & North Western Railway Co., 
a g ae g business in this State, did contribute and agree to 
contribute 


free services as such ems for the purpose to defeat 
of former 3 . F. Naon, from the district 
n es, for the nomination 


and corruption, 
and primary elec- 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PornpeExTER in the chair). 


The absence of a quorum is suggested. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Cullom - Kenyon Pomerene 
Bailey Cummins Kern Richardson 
Bourne Lea Root 
at PARONA Lodge z err 

riggs on Martin, Va. mith, 
Bristow du Pont Martine, N. J. h, 8. 
Brown Fletcher Nelson t 

a Nixon Stephenson 

Burnham Gamble O'Gorman Sutherland 
Burton Oliver Thornton 
Chamberlain Gronna Overman iman 
Chilton G Page Townsend 
Ciark, Wyo. Hey Paynter Warren 
Crane Hitchcock Penrose Watson 
Crawford 0 Perkins Wetmore 
Culberson Jones Poindexter Williams 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the roll call 64 Senators 
have answered to their names. A quorum being present, the 
Secretary will proceed with the reading of the report. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
views of Mr. HEYBURN in support of the report of the commit- 
tee, as follows: 


John J. Blaine, a State senator, who made the said 16 specific 
which constituted the basis of the legislative investigation, 


was examined in detail as to each of such charges and failed to sustain 
any of them, either by his own testimony or by reference to the. tes- 
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timony of others. 
according to his own testimony. 


The charges were made on information and belief 
He seemed upon examination to 
ae no information upon which any belief as to their truth could be 


An inspection of his testimony (transcript, p. 592, ete.) will fully 


justify the conclusion of the subcommittee that such charges were not 
sustained. 

These charges were investigated by two legislative committees ; first, 
by a jcint committee, which submitted a report which was not finally 
acted upon; second, by a committee of three members of the State sen- 
ate, only one member of which was a member of the legislature when 
the report of that committee was made. $ 

The time within which the joint } ative committee might take 
testimony and papers was limited by the legislature to expire on the 
13th day of April, 1909, and on that day the said committee met and 
adopted a resolution that each member make an outline of his pro- 
eee and submit it at a later day for discussion before the 
committee. ? 

Said committee then adjourned subject to the call of the chairman 
of the senate or assembly committee. 

This ended the work of the joint investigating committee. 

The State senate, acting independently of the assembly and in view 
of the expiration of the time within which the joint committee might 
finish its work, adopted a resolution on March 25, 1909, authorizing 
the president of the senate to appoint a committee consisting of three 
members to complete the investigation that had been carried on by the 
joint committee and to “further fully, fairly, and thoroughly investi- 

te the campaign and election of ISAAC STEPHENSON as a United States 
Seustor, and the campaign and election of members of the legislature so 
far as their election in any way pertains to or affects the election of 
Isaac STEPHENSON as a United States Senator.” 


SPECIFIC QUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR CONSIDERATION, 


In the order of their importance the duties of the subcommittee may 
be classified as follows: 

First. To investigate the proceedings by the legislature, including the 
actions of Senator STEPHENSON and those representing him, during the 
session of the legislature. 

Second. To investigate the campaign and election of members of the 
legislature so far as their election in any way pertains to or affects the 
election of ISAAC STEPHENSON as a United States Senator. 

Third. The primary election and the campaign. 


ELECTION OF A SENATOR BY THE LEGISLATURE. 


The law providing for the election of Senators by the legislature is 
as follows, being chapter 1, title 2, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States: 

“Src. 14. The legislature of each State which is chosen next preced- 
ing the expiration of the time for which any Senator was elected to 
represent such State in Congress shall, on the second Tucsday after the 
meeting and organizing thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Con 

“Seco. 15. Such election shall conducted in the following manner: 
Each house shall openly, by a viva_ voce vote of each member present, 
name one person for Senator In Congress from such State, and the 
name of the person so voted for who receives a majority of the whole 
number of votes cast in each house shall be ente on the journal of 
that house by the clerk or secretary thereof; or if either house fails to 
give such majority to any person on that day, the fact shall be en- 
tered on the journal. At 12 o'clock meridian of the day following that 
on which proceedings are required to take place as aforesaid the mem- 
bers of the two houses shall convene in Poe assembly, and the journal 
of each house shall then be read, and if the same m has received 
a majority of all the votes in each house he shall be declared duly 
elected Senator. But if the same person has not received a majority of 
the votes in each house, or if either house has failed to take proceed- 
ings as required by this section, the joint assembly shall then proceed 
to choose, by a viva voce vote of each member present, a person for 
Senator, and the person who receives a majority of all the votes of the 
poar assembly, a majority of all the members elected to both houses 

ing present and voting, shall be declared sar elected. If no person 
receives such majority on the first day, the joint assembly shall meet 
at 12 o'clock meridian of each succeed: day during the session of the 
legislature and shall take at least one vote until a Senator is clected. 

“Src. 16, eres to SIN vacancies.) 

“Sec. 17. (Also relates to the filling of vacancies.) 

“Sec. 18. It shall be the duty of the executive of the State from 
which a Senator has been chosen to certify his election, under the seal 
of the State, to the President of the Senate of the United States. 

“Spc. 19. The certificate mentioned in the preceding section shall be 
countersigned by the secretary of state of the State.” 


PROCEEDINGS IN THE LEGISLATURE. 


The Forty-ninth Legislature of Wisconsin consisted of 33 senators 
and 100 assemblymen, and convened at the capitol at Madison on Janu- 
ary 13, 1909, at 12 o'clock m. 

On Thursday, January 14, 1909, the o 
8 and the assembly adjourned until Tuesday, January 19, at 

o'cloc'! 

The senate organized on Janu: 13, 1909, and on January 14 Sena- 
tor Husting introduced joint resolution 3, providing for the investiga- 
tion of the penan election, which was laid over until the next ses- 
men, ane the senate adjourned until Tuesday, January 19, at 10 
o'clock a. m. . 

On Tuesday, January 26, the senate considered joint resolution 3, 
and a substitute was introduced by Senator Blaine, (Senate Journal, 
pp. 72-77.) This substitute contains the specific charge. 

On January 26, 1909, a vote was taken on the election of United 
States Senator, each house voting separately. 

In the senate the total number of votes cast was 17. Mr. STEPHEN- 
sox received 12 votes, Brown 4, Rummel 1, (Senate Journal, pp. 


78-79.) 

26, upon the call of the roll in the assem- 
for Senator was 84. Mr. STEPHEN- 
Brown 16, Jacob Rummel 3, S. A. Cook 2, H. A. 
Cooper 1, J. H. Stout 1, and John J. Esch 1, Which result was an- 


zing of both houses was 


per of the legislature on the day of the first joint ballot for United 
tates Senator, 


At 12 o'clock noon of January 27, 1909, the two houses met in joint 
convention. The lieutenant governor, presiding, stated: 

“Gentlemen of the joint convention, you are assembled here for the 
purpose of expressing your choice for United States Senator. In order 
to comply with the Federal law the clerk of the senate and the clerk of 
the assembly will read from the journal of each house, respectively, the 
8 of the preceding day with reference to the election of a 

Inited States Senator.” 

8 — Senate Journal (p. 94) and the Assembly Journal (p. S0) records 
as follows: 

“The chief clerk of the senate read the journal of the senate of Jan- 
vary 26, 1909, and the chief clerk of the assembly read the journal of 
the assembly of January 26, 1909. 

“The president then said: ‘The clerk will call the roll. As your 
names are called you will arise from your seats and announce the can- 
didate of your cholce.““ — 

Senator Hudnall said: 

“T rise to protest against any other proceedings being taken in the 
joint assembly at this time except the announcement of the presiding 
officer that Hon. Isaac StepHenson is elected to the United States Sen- 
ate for the term commencing March 4, 1909. do that for the reason 
that it appears from the journal of the senate that the total number 
of votes cast for persons were 17, of which Isaac STEPHENSON received 
12, Neal Browne 4, Jacob Runnel 1, and the journal of the assembly 
shows that of the members who voted for persons there were 60 for 
STEPHENSON, 16 for Brown, and 3 for Jacob Rummel; and it further 
appears from both journals of senate and assembly that Isaac STEPHEN- 
SON received a majority of all the votes cast in each house. 

It devolves, then, upon the president of this joint assembly to de- 
clare Isaac STEPHENSON duly elected to the United States Senate, and 
then the duty devolves apon the president of the senate and speaker of 
the assembly to certify his election to the governor and to the secretary 
of state, and they to certify his election to the United States Senate. 
Any other pro ing is out of order and nugatory.” 

tor Hudnall stated that he made this statement as a protest and 
as a point of order. The president held the point of order not well 
taken and held that Senator Hudnall was out of order in his protest. 

The presiding officer then directed the nomination of candidates, and 
the joint assembly proceeded to vote for a United States Senator. There 
were 131 votes cast, of which Isaac STEPHENSON received 65, and the 
presiding officer announced that “it appears from the records of the 
convention that no person has received a majority of the votes cast for 
United States Senator." Whereupon the joint convention dissolved. 

On no other day until the 4th of March, 1909, did anyone receive a 
majority of the votes cast in joint assembiy. On that day (the 4th of 
March) upon the twenty-fourth ballot of the joint assembly there were 
123. votes cast, of which Isaac STEPHENSON received 63. Whereupon 
the chairman of the joint assembly announced the election of Isaac 
STEPHENSON, and the joint assembly adjourned sine dle. 

At each session of the joint assembly the question as to whether any 


vote in the joint assembly was necessary was raised by protest against 
such pr ings upon the grounds that, Mr. STEPHENSON having re- 
ceived a majority of the votes cast in each house voting separately, no 


other or further duty remained for the joint assembly than that of read- 
ing the journals of the two houses of the proceedings in each relative 
to the election of a United States Senator on the day previous. These 
journals were read and the fact disclosed that in each house Mr. 

EPHENSON had received a majority of all the votes cast. It remained 
only that “he shall be declared gly elected Senator.” Thé statute 
does not prescribe who shall declare the person receiving a majority of 
the votes in each house elected Senator, nor in what form such declara- 
tion shall be made. 

From the reading of the law it would seem that when the two houses 
yoting se tely each gave Mr. STEPHENSON a clear majority and hav- 
ing met in joint session on the day following the vote in the separate 
houses, the journal of the pro ings of the two houses voting sep- 
arately being read in joint convention and the result announ the 
election was completed; the mere failure to declare him elected could 
not in any way defeat the will of the two houses as expressed in their 


rate votes. 

e failure to make a specific declaration of his election was not 
vital. The action of the governor and secretary of state in deferring 
the certificate of his election or in misstating the time of his election 
could not affect that election. 

If we are correct in assuming that the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON 
Was accomplished when the record of the two houses was read and 
announced in the joint assembly, then the failure or delay of the 
executive officers to perform their duty could in no way defeat his 
election as of the date of the meeting of the first joint assembly. 


ACTS OF BRIBERY CHARGED. 


Charges of bribery in the interest of Mr. StzpuHenson’s election had 
been freely made both before the subcommittee and before the legislative 
investigating committee. Not one of these charges has been sustained 
by the testimony. 

The word “bribery” has been applied to many acts that do not 
constitute bribery, 

The procurement of advertising space or editorial comment in the 
newspapers upon the payment of money by or on behalf of a candidate 
for office can not under any construction of law be held to be bribery. 

The procurement of the services of men to speak either publicly or 

rsonally on behalf of any candidate, or to canvass the electorate on 

is behalf, is not bribery under any reasonable construction of the law. 

If the testimony were true that money was offered to Assemblyman 
Leuch to go apon the floor and vote for the purpose of effecting a 
quorum, it would not constitute bribery. It was the duty of such member 
to go upon the floor and vote. 

The charge of an attempt to bribe H. R. Pestalozzi utterly failed of 
proof before your committee. 

The charge of unlawful dealings with the Milwaukee Free Press 
utterly failed of proof. It was conceded that Mr. STEPHENSON owned a 
controlling interest in that paper and he was certainly entitled to have 
its support and to sustain his interest in it. 

BRIBERY, 


The law of Wisconsin relative (reference is to “Election Laws of 
Wisconsin,” published by J. ar, secretary of state, 1908) to 


bribery $ 

“Sec. 39. Bribery of signers to petitions, etc.: 1. Any person who 
shall offer, or with knowledge of the same permit any person to offer 
for his benefit, any bribe to a voter to induce him to sign any * * œ 
nomination paper. and any person who shall accept any 
such bribe or promise of gain of any kind in the nature of a bribe 
as consideration for signing the same, whether such bribe or prowise 
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of in the nature of a bribe be offered or accepted before or after 
such signing, or any candidate who shall knowingly cause a nomina- 
tion paper, or papers, to be signed in his behalf by more than the 
maximum number of qualified electors provided for his district by 
subdivision 5 of section 11-5 of this act, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and opon trial and conviction thereof be punished by fine of 
not less than $25 nor more than $500, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail of not less than 10 days or more than 6 months, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment. = 

“ Penalties: Caucus and general election laws u pals: 2. Any act 
declared an offense by the general laws of this te concerning cau- 
cuses and elections shall also, in like case, be an offense in primaries 
and shall be punished in the same form and manner as therein pro- 
vided, and all the penalties and provisions of the law as to such 
caucuses and elections, except as herein otherwise provided, shall apply 
in such case with equal force and to the same extent as though ly 
set forth in this act. 

“Sec. 40. General election laws applicable (secs. 11-25): The pro- 
visions of the statutes now in force in relation to the holding of elec- 
tions, the solicitation of voters at the polls, the challenging of voters, 
the manner of conducting elections, of counting the ballots and makin: 
return thereof, and all other kindred subjects, shall a ply to all pri- 
maries in so far as they are consistent with this ye 5 e intent of 
this act being to place the primary under the regulation and protec- 
He? se. 283. Bribery at elections (sce 4478) : The following 

“SE . Bribery at elections (see. : The follo rsons 
shall be deemed guilty of bribery at elections: = 

1. Every person who shall, directly or indirectly, by himself or by 
any other person on his behalf, give, lend, or agree to give, or lend, or 
offer, promise or promise to procure or endeavor to procure any money 
or valuable consideration, to or for any voter, to or for any person on 
behalf of any voter, or to or for any other person in order to induce 
a voter to vote or refrain from voting, or do any such act as afore- 

d, corruptly, on account of such voter having voted or refrained from 
voting at any election. 

“2. Every person who shall, directly or indirectly, by himself or by 
any other person on his behalf, give or procure, or agree to give or 
procure, or offer, promise, or endeavor to procure any office, place of 
employment, public or private, to or for any voter, or to or for any 

rson on behalf of any yoter, or to or for any other person in order to 
induce such voter to vote or re from voting, or do any such act 
as aforesaid, corrant; on account of any voter having voted or re- 
frained from voting at any election. 

“3. Every person who shall, directly or 3 by himself or by 
any other person on his behalf, make any such gift, , offer, promise, 
. or agreement as aforesaid to or for any person in order 
o induce such person to procure or endeavor to procure the election 
of any porno to a public office, or the vote of any voter at any election. 

4. ery person who shall, upon or in consequence of any such 
gift, loan, offer, promise, procurement, or agreement, procure, or enga: 
promise or endeavor to procure the election of any person to a public 
office or the vote of any voter at any election. 

5. Every person who shall advance or pay or to be paid an 
money to or for the use of any other person with the intent that su 
money or any part thereof shall be expended in bribery at any election, 
or who shall knowingly pay or cause to be paid any money wholly or in 
part expended in bri at any election. 

“Penalty: And any person so offending shall be punished by im- 
prisonment in the State prison for a term of not less than six months 
nor more than two years: Provided, That the foregoing shall not be 
construed to extend to any money paid or i to be paid for or on 
account of any legal expenses authorized by law and bona fide incurred 
at or concerning any election. 

“Sec. 264 (sec. 4478a). The following persons shall also be deemed 
guilty of bribery at elections: x 

$ ave voter who shall, before or during any election, directly or 
indirectly, by himself or by any other person on his behalf, receive, 
agree, or contract for any money, gift, loan, or valuable consideration, 
office, place of employment, public or private, for himself or for any 
other person for voting or agreeing to vote or for refraining or agree- 
ing to refrain from voting at any election. 5 

“2. Every person who shall, after any election, directly or indi- 
rectly, by himself or by any other person In his behalf, receive an; 
money or valuable consideration on account of any person having vot 
or refrained from voting or having induced any other person to vote or 
refrain from voting at any election; and any voter or other pemon so 
offending shall be punished by imprisonment in the county jail not less 
than one month nor more than one year. 

“Sec. 266. Office obtained by bribery, vacant (sec. 4881): Any peman 
who shall obtain any office or shall haye been elected to any office at 
any election, at which election he shall have induced or procured- any 
elector to vote for him for such office by bribery, shall be disqualified 
from holding said office, and he shall be ousted therefrom, and said 
office shall be deemed and held vacant, to be filled by election or appoint- 
ment as other vacancies, according to law. ‘ 

“Sec. 294. Bribery at caucus or convention (sec. 4479): Any person 
being, or seeking to be, a candidate for any office at any election au- 
thorized by law who shall give, or promise to give, to any elector or 
other person any money or thing of value or any pecuniary advantage 
or benefit for the purpose of inducing or influencing such elector or 
other Bo to vote for him in any conyention or meeting of the people 
held for the purpose of nominating any person or persons to be voted 
for at any such election to make him the nominee of any such conven- 
tion or meeting and the candidate to be voted for for any office at such 
election, or who shall so give or promise any such thing to any such 
person for the purpose of inducing or influencing any person to sign any 
nomination paper which seeks to have him nominated as a candidate for 
any office to so voted for; and any such elector or other person who 
shall ask, solicit, or receive any money or thing of value or any - 
niary advantage or benefit from such candidate as a consideration or 
inducement for his vote at any such convention or meeting of the peo- 
ple, or his signature to any such paper, shall be punished by imprison- 
ment in the county jail not more one year or by fine not ex 


$500. 

“Sec. 296. Bribery in connection with caucus (sec. 4542b): Evi 

rson who, by bribery or corrupt or unlawful means, prevents or at- 
empts to prevent any voter from attending or voting at any prelimi- 
nary meeting or caucus mentioned in sections 11a to 11i, or who shall 
give or offer to give any valuable thing or bribe to any officer, inspector, 
or delegate whose office is therein created, or who shall give or offer to 
give any valuable thing or bribe to an elector as a consideration for 
some act to be done in relation to such preliminary meeting, caucus, or 
conyention, or who shall interfere with or in any manner disturb any 
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preliminary meeting, caucus, or convention held under said provisions 
shall be punished as provided in section 4542a. 

“Sec. 298. Bribery of voter; disturbance at caucus or convention: 
Every person who, by bribery or corrupt or unlawful means, prevents 
or attempts to prevent any voter from attending or voting at any cau- 
cus mentioned in this act, or who shall give or offer to give any valua- 


ble thing or bribe to any officer, ins or, or delegate whose office is 
created by this act, or who shall give or offer to give any valuable 
thing or bribe to any elector as a consideration for some act to be done 
in relation to such caucus or convention, or who shall interfere with or 
in any manner disturb any caucus or convention held under the provi- 
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereof shall be punished in the manner hereinafter pro- 
vided.” (Ch. 341, 1899.) 


CHARGES OF CORRUPTION IN THE LEGISLATURE. 


On page 2271 of the Report of the State Senate Investigating Com- 
mittee an attempt is made to summarize the corruption alleged to 
exist in connection with the election by the legislature, and the first 
objection is that Mr. STEPHENSON was elected by the legislature by a 
majority of three votes while the charges of corruption against him 
were being investigated by the legislature. This charge seems hardly 
worthy of serious consideration. It was admitted that he was elected 
by the legislature, and there is no law or rule that would invalidate 
the election because of the 8 of these char; That was a 
matter for the members of the legisiature to consider in determining 
whether or not they would vote for him. 


5 ABSENT MEMBERS ON MARCH 4, 


The next charge is that the election of Mr. STEPHENSON was made 
possible by three members, who, it is claimed, at the instigation of 
Mr. STEPHENSON’S Managers and agents, absented themselves from the 
joint assembly when it ame known that their presence would pre- 
vent the election of Mr. STEPHENSON, and it was cha that the 
absence of these three members had been procured b udulent or 


voted for Lucknow. 

On March 1 neither Farrell, Ramsey, nor Towne voted at all. 

On February 27 Ramsey voted for Wall, Farrell voted for Neal 
Brown, and Towne did not vote at all. 

On February 26 Towne voted for Thomas A. Stewart; neither Far- 
rell nor Ramsey seem to have voted. 

These instances are cited to show that on the face of the trans- 
action there was nothing unusual in the absence of either of the three 
absentees on March 4, and nothing in their absence to raise the pre- 
sumption of corruption therein. 

It is true that had these three members been present and voted the 
total vote would have been 126, and the 63 votes received by Mr. 
STEPHENSON would not have elected, but the evidence clearly estab- 
lishes the fact that Mr. Ramsey, one of the three absentees, was paired 
with Mr. Fenelon and that such pairs had been universally recognized, 
so that Mr. Ramsey can not be said to have been absent for any corrupt 
purpone; nor would his absence from the joint assembly affect the result 
of the vote. Being paired, he could not have yoted. In that event, had 
Farrell and Towne been present the total vote would have been 125, of 
which Mr. STEPHENSON received 63. Sixty-three would have been a 
majority and would have elected Mr. STEPHENSON, so that the absence 
of Farrell and Towne did not affect the result of the election, and it 
can not therefore be said that the election was brought about through 
corrupt practices: so far as the absence of Farrell and Towne was 
concern 

It is not charged that any other member who voted for Mr. STE- 
PHENSON did so either from corrupt motives or actions on his own part 
or that he was procured to do so by any corrupt action on the part of 
any person in the interest of Mr. STEPHENSON. 

e votes cast for Mr. STEPHENSON were those that had been con- 
sistently supporting him throughout the contest. There was no change 
in his favor upon which any presumption of corruption could be based. 

Does the evidence show or tend to show that there were corrupt 
measures or unlawful methods adopted to secure the absence of either 
Farrell or Towne? 

There has been much sensational testimony introduced before the 
subcommittee, which was heard largely because such testimony bad been 
received by the legislative investi ng committee for the purpose of 
showing bri or corrupt meth in connection with the absence of 
Ramsey, Farrell, and Towne. It was not shown that any money had 
been traced to either of these men from any source in connection with 
the matter; but it was claimed that a fund had been raised to be used 
for corrupt purposes, and that, on the assumption that such fund had 
been raised, it must at least in part have been used to bring about the 
absence of these three members of the legislature. 

It was claimed that Senator STEPHENSON had entered into an arrange- 
ment with Edward Hines and R. J. Shields for using money for corrupt 
purposes to be furnished by Mr. STEPHENSON, and much hearsay testi- 
mony was introduced for the purpose of establishing such fact. There 
can be no question but what the effort to establish any such charge 
utterly failed. There was no evidence upon which any reasonable con- 
clusion that such corruption fund had been either raised or used could 
be based. 

The cha as to a meeting between the three absentees or some of 
them and Ar. Regan and Mr. Puelicher at the Plankington House in 
Milwaukee centered about the testimony taken befgre the legislative 
investigating committee of a witness, Frank T. Wagner, who was 
utterly discredited both at the legislative investigation and by testi- 
mony introduced before the subcommittee. It was shown that he is 
now under sentence in the penitentiary for perjury for having testified 
to seeing these men in the Plankington Hotel and hearing a conversa- 
tion upon which the charge that they had entered into a corrupt 
bargain at that time rested. All the 5 in regard to such a 
transaction fell to the ground, and was so manifestly without founda- 
tion as to call for no consideration except its dismissal. 
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There seems to have been some remark on the part of Mr. Damo- 
chowski and Mr. Lyons as 
in connection with this election, but on the wi 
stated that whatever statements they made in that 
in Pros and that there was no foundation in truth for 

ome sensational testimony was introduced 
made by Mr. R. J. Shields as to having 
money 
0 

isla 
at Cook of Duluth, Minn. 
who recited to them some hearsay statements as to conversations ani 
acts which were fully investigated by the subcommittee and found to 


4, 1909. 
It appears that Mr. STEPHENSON contributed $2,000 to the Repub- 
lican tate central committee. Against this contribution no legitimate 
It was not in violation of any law nor for 


objection can be urged. 
neral election purposes. 


other than 5 
It was also shown by testimony that Mr. STEPHENSON before the 
rimary money to C. C. Well i H. Bancroft, and 


E sacle N Lev 
homas Reynolds, who were candidates for the L ature. These men 
testified that ey uneg the money in the interest of Mr. STEPHENSON 
at the direct primaries. If we eliminate Mr. STEPHENSON from the 
direct primaries the contributions which he made to these candidates 
for nomination and election to the legislature would be in violation of 
no law. It an from — 5 5 Poe ther. were a e eaae 
volunta ardent supporters of Mr. HEN regardless o 
money whieh they may Mave received or which may haye been pla 

their han m for any purpose. 
> hare is not 7 sufficient evidence u which to base a charge of 
bribery or any other charge that wou d affect the validity of the elec- 
tion of Mr. STEPHENSON in either of these cases. 

DIRECT PRIMARY. 


The subcommittee, in determining the scope of the investigation, was 
confronted with the 2 as to 1 tar if at all, the charges A 
ing the 5 of Lsaac STEPHENSON before the direct primary should 
be considered. 

The State legislative committee had directed its attention ee 
to the direct primary and the conduct of the candidates th 5 

It was doubtless competent for the | ature to e for direct 
primaries for the nomination of candida for the ture and to 

lace legal restrictions about them to secure the int 
Kons but, as hercin elsewhere more fully stated, i 
for the legislature to provide for the nomination of 
United States Senate at direct 

The status of Mr. STEPHENSON 
to that of candidates for the legislature or for any State office. 

The la of the resolutio: subcommittee acted 
directs it to report whether “in the election of Isaac STEPHENSON there 


used employed corrupt methods or practices,” and the language 
of the last paragraph of section 1 of the resolution, b the — 1 
to the attention of the United States Senate, strictly ued, refers 


to the election. 

we speak of the election of a United States Senator under exist- 
ing constitational and legislative provisions we contemplate only the 
election by the ture of the State. There is as yet no ition 
to be given extra-legisiative proceedin; in the nature of what is termed 
* direct A dig miro f no such method of selection being recognized by «any 
law of United States. 

The subcommittee has, however, brought to the attention of the Sen- 
ate in the record of its p all the facts obtainable relating to 
the conduct of the primary. Should it be the — — — of the Senate 
that such facts are irrelevant, then the considera would be limited 
to matters concerning the election of members of the legislature, and 
the acts and conduct of members of the 1 ture and candidates in 
relation to the election of a Senator by the legislature. 

The direct primary, I y ng, is no part of an election of a 
United States Senator. The duty of an election of a Senator does not 

vested by the Constitu- 
had nò existence 


onl 


effect to a direct-prim: law proyiding for 

minor offices to be elected 
lature has no power to regu- 
e election of a United States 


Senator, and there is no such proceeding known under any law of the 
United States as the nomination of a candidate for the United States 


te. 
The question arises, Can any act in contrayention of a law that 13 
ere void work a forfeiture of right to an ofice vested 
through the compliance with the Constitution and laws of the United 
States? Did the proceedings precedin and at the direct primary rela- 
tive to a aia for United States tor amount to more than a 

straw vote” 

The mere fact that the Legislature of Wisconsin had undertaken to 


tion. 

There is no law of the United States rane such a as 
u candidacy" for the United States Senate, and no legal status is given 
to the frame of mind constitu an intention on the part of a man or 
his friends that he become a te before the $ 

The question also arises as to the period when a man can be 
with responsibility Bisel pis acts so as to affect the validity of his 

re. 


quent election by 

It 1 t none of the men who are avowed candidates 
are chosen. he matter rests solely with the legislature, and under 
existing aee on le dictate the rule governing a sub- 


en 

resting eoi zely. bl Vor its discretion. ee} ese 
woul en a legislature charged 

the responsibility of 


within the power 
ecting a United States Senator, before proceeding 


to elect a Senator, to repeal any legislation enacted a previo 

10 5 MEN OUR laced a imit upon or 8 4 pon he « 
om s consideration o e question we must conclude 

that the direct-prima: roceedings can not be held 

yalidity of an 9 The legislature. BO ARES ee 


FAILURE TO FILE PROPER EXPENSE ACCOUNT. 


The fifteenth s fic charge is based upon the failure or neglect of 
ISAAC STEPHENSON ake and file an expense account under the laws 
of Wisconsin. This uirement is under section 270 of the election 
laws, which provides that every person who shall be a candidate before 
any convention or at any primary or election to fill an office for which 
a nomination paper or certificate of nomination may be filed, shall, 
within 80 days after the election held to fill such office, make out and 
file with the officer eg by law to issue the certificate of elec- 
tion to such office or place, a statement in TANIR na, and that any 
person falling to comply with this section shall punished by fine 
of not less than $25 or more than $500. This being a penal statute, 
henry Se main of an election could not be affected by the failure to comply 


GENERAL COMMENT, 


The rule adopted by the several candidates for said office seems 
have been us in to filing expense accounts, ve 

Senator STEPHENSON’s expense account was $107,793.05, 

S. A. Cook’s expense account was $42,293.29. 

William H. Hatton's expense account was $26,418. s 

Francis E. MeGovern’s expenditure was $11,063.88. 

Neal Brown’s expense account was $1,075.87. 

The total expenditures of all candidates for the office of United 
States Senator before the primary election was about $225,000. 
Less than one-half of the voters at the ral election voted at the 
primary. The total vote cast in the Repub primaries for the nomi- 
nation of United States Senator was 182,915, 81 per cent of the 
total primary vote cast by all political parties for Senator. 

The total vote cast in ocratic Party for United States Senator 
Kiel 3 se pees ry oo of the ol primary yote of all es 
or or, and a per cen total Democratic 
cast for governor at the general election. 2 

Mr. STEPHENSON, a Republican candidate, received 56 
Mr. Cook, a Republican candidate, received 
Mr. McGovern, a N can 
Mr. Hatton, a Republican candidate, received 35 
Mr. Brown, a ratie candidate, received 24,937 votes. 
Mr. Hoyt, a Democratic candidate, received 1 7 
en 
n 0 e total vote receiv each senato: candi 
and the total cost of each candidate's conipaign : KAY 
Mr. STEPHENSON spent $1.89 for every vote cast for him. 
Mr. Cook spent $0.88 for every vote cast for him. 
Mr. Hatton spent $0.85 for every vote cast for him. 
Mr. McGovern spent $0.26 for every vote cast for him. 
Mr. Brown spent $0.42 for every vote cast for him. 
Mr. Hoyt spent $0.16 for every vote cast for him. 
And there was t in behalf of Mr. Rummel, the Socialist Demo- 
Ane HR possible to bold Gat Ait. Sar 
e 0 5 HENSON was subject to the 
same restrictions under the laws of Wisconsin as a candiiste for a 
State office, we would feel compelled to enter more fully upon the 
of the expenditures made by him and on behalf 


during the primary campaign. 

The amount of money expended by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
Hatton, and Mr. McGovern in the primary campaign was so extrava- 
gant and the expenditures made by and on behalf of these gentlemen 
were made with such reckless disregard of propriety as to justify the 
cased as criticism. Such expenditures were in violation of the funda- 
men principles underlying our system of government, which con- 
templated the selection of candidates by the electors and not the selec- 
tion of the electors by the candidate. 

Regardless of any statute requiring that strict accounts be kept of 
money expended by and on be of candidates, a candidate and every 
man represen him should know that public opinion would expect 
the to place and maintain themselves in a position so that it 
any of their acts were nestioned they could justify such acts to the 
extent of giving every detail in regard thereto. 

While I do not believe that the law of Wisconsin could constitute 
any man a candidate or place him in the position of and under the 
responsibilities of a candidate for an office over which the State had no 
control and which was not to be filled under any law of the State, yet 
I feel impelled to criticize the acts of those in charge of the expendi- 
ture of the money of men who are called candidates for the Senate, and 
especially of Mr. STEPHENSON, in the irresponsible and less Manner 
in which they disbursed the money furnished them by Mr. STEPHENSON 
during the period of the poe 3 

The failure te keep detailed accounts, the destruction of memoranda, 
the shifting of records and papers concerning the campaign from one 
place to another, the adoption of mysterious methods roundabout 
ways in regard to matters that might just as well have been performed 
in open daylight in the presence of the people, would go far toward 
creating the impression that there was some occasion for Mr. STEPHEN- 
sox's representatives to avold candor and to obscure conditions, 

The subcommittee has pe carefully through all of the letters and 
correspondence which had been in the hands of Mr. STEPHENSON and 
his managers and which had been shifted from Milwaukee to Marinette 
and from Marinette to points in Michigan, and back again, under most 
Sial ana moaien hang eng These letters are not por 
the o 0 correspondence campa: managers and citi- 
zens 3 — 5 . — influence, or services are solicited in behalf of a 


perils letters transmitting and acknowledging uber s in regard to 

m n ‘ormation regard to 
e and Instructions in Sienna to how politi work 
here is nothing in the letters transmitting or acknowl- 


to add — —.— to the 
these expenditures so far 


candidate. 
The letters transmi 


as expl them. subcommittee has not thought it neces- 
to print this 8 which is in evidence and might be 
held to constitute a part of the record of the investigation n our 


assistance to the com- 


mii in 3 and proper to de considered 
in connection with the 8 
Were a candidate for a State office in Wisconsin to conduct a cam. 


paign in the manner in which the campaign of Mr. STEPHENSON, and of 
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other men who sought election to the United States Senate, were con- 
3 ge be very difficult to justify such conduct under the laws 
0 e e. 

The joint senatorial primary investigating committee in its report 
(submitted Mar. 18, 1910, but never acted upon), after reviewing the 
testimony, says: 

“Your committee believes that the Republican senatorial candidates 
and their managers did not deliberately plan to violate the law, but in 
their desire to win these candidates, particularly STEPHENSON, Cook, and 
Hatton, conducted their campaigns with the idea of getting results, and 
men were hired and money spent, and State officials and employees and 
members of the Hc avengers were used without much rd to propriety. 
All of the Republican candidates probably mene all they could afford, 
and the amount mt by the different candidates was probably limited 
more by their ability to spend than their appreciation of the moral effect 
of oe expenditure of such large sums of money to secure the nomi- 
nation.” 

This committee evidently looked upon the result of the direct primary, 
as shown by the vote cast therein for each of the men who sought elec- 


tion to the United States, as constituting a legal nomination. I enter- 
tain a different view of that matter and look upon the pr nomi- 
nation as a mere expression of a choice without — effect, and do not 
recognize such expression as binding upon the legislature. 


CONCLUSION. 


The testimony clearly shows that the candidates felt compelled to 
spend more money than they wanted to spend. The pressure upon 
em from those who were 8 manage their campai; 
seems to have been very great and persistent, but I can find nothing 
in the testimony nor in the circumstances or conditions surrounding the 
senatorial contest which resulted in the election of Mr. STEPHENSON 
that in py eaeoe would justify the committee in recommending that 
the seat vacated, or that he be declared not legally elected to the 
United States Senate; and therefore I recommend that the Senate- find 
that the charges preferred by the Legislature of Wisconsin against 
Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator of the United States from the State of 
Wisconsin, are not true, aad that Isaac STEPHENSON be acquitted of 

such charges. 


W. B. HEYBURN. 
PUBLIC-UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public-utilities commission. 

Mr. LODGE. As the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], in charge of the bill, is absent on business of the 
Senate, I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 7 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, February 21, 1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Eaxccutive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1912. 
SURVEYOR or Customs. 


Conrad B. Scherr, of Iowa, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, in place of John M. 
Lenihan, whose term of office will expire March 31, 1912. 

APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

Joseph M. Weiss, of Michigan, to be appraiser of merchandise 
in the district of Detroit, in the State of Michigan, in place of 
Luther S. Trowbridge, deceased. 

POSTMASTERS. 
INDIANA. 

Timothy De Brular to be postmaster at Garrett, Ind., in place 
of Timothy De Brular. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 20, 1912. 

OHIO. 
Elva A. Jackson to be postmaster at Troy, Ohio, in place of 


me A. Jackson. Incumbent's commission expired January 27, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20,1912. 
COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS. 


Walter F. Osborne to be collector of customs for the district 
of Gloucester, Mass. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
William H. Pope to be United States district judge, district 
of New Mexico, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
Stephen B. Davis, jr., to be United States attorney, district 
of New Mexico. 
PosTMASTERS. 


* CALIFORNIA, 
Oran A. King, Benicia. 
COLORADO, 
Charles D. Pickett, Wray. 
HAWAII, 
John H. Travis, Waipahu. 
IDAHO. 
Frank S. Stevens, New Plymouth. 
ILLINOIS. 
Hilery J. Campbell, Roberts. 
Charles E. Healey, Loda. 
INDIANA, 


Charles J. Daugherty, Crown Point. 
IOWA. 
Howard L. Rann, Manchester. 
S. W. Shutes, Woodward. 
KANSAS, 
Thomas R. Jones, Girard. 
Clyde B. Scott, Greenleaf. 
Joseph A, Whitehair, Chapman. 
MAINE. 
Walter H. Downs, South Berwick. 
Harry P. Jameson, Cornish. 
MARYLAND. 
William T. Kelley, Preston. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Oliver P. Kendrick, West Brookfield. 
Frank E. Nichols, Warren. 
MICHIGAN, 
Ada E. Campbell, Beaverton. 
Ernest J. Chart, Plainwell. 
James H. Clark, New Lothrop. 
Archibald K. Dougherty, Elk Rapids. 
Samuel Falls, Spring Lake. 
Hiram E. Hardy, Big Rapids. 
Margaret C. Harry, Hubbell. 
John N. McCall, Ithaca. 
Edwin P. Radford, Hermansville. 
Albert Schell, North Branch. 
MINNESOTA. 
Ole C. Enge, Elmore. 
Philip E. Schoeneman, Buffalo Lake. 
NEBRASKA, 
Joseph G, Alden, Aurora. 
Daniel N. Wonder, Blue Springs. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Joseph P. Conner, Portsmouth. 
NEW YORK, 
Robert G. Anderson, Freeport. 
William Mattson, Croghan. 
William J. Steele, Baldwin. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
Harry Leighton, Cavalier. 
OHIO. 
Mary S. Hill, Berlin Heights. 
Robert V. Jones, Sidney. 


RHODE ISLAND. 
John A. Allen, Peace Dale. - 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Landrum Padgett, Pelzer. 
Edgar E. Poag, Rockhill. 
Amra E. Ramseur, Central. 
WISCONSIN. 
Ralph E. Arnold, Fairchild. 


Anna M. Merrill, Merrillan. 
Bernard Roemer, Tigerton. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 20, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, quicken, we beseech Thee, every noble 
impulse, every high ideal, every holy aspiration within us that 
with patriotic zeal and religious fervor “we may render unto 
Cæsar the things that are Cæsar’s and unto God the things that 
are God's,“ in whatsoever our hands findeth to do this day. For 
Thine is the kingdom and the power and the glory forever and 
ever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 20182. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolyed itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 20182, the chemical schedule, with 
Mr. Russett in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 20182, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20182) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, 3 duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that before adjourn- 
ment yesterday evening the agreement was that general debate 
should continue for one hour this morning, one-half of the time 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Alabama and one-half 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to consume his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I agreed to yield all my 
time this morning to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Morcan], but I do not see him here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I can occupy five min- 
utes’ time and I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. AKIN]. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I wish to introduce 
to the members of the committee here an object lesson on the 
full dinner pail that they may have the same for their inspec- 
tion—— [Placing large illustration on Clerk's desk.] 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom did the gentleman from Ala- 
bama yield? 

9 5 UNDERWOOD. ‘To the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
N]. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 
nized, for five minutes. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, that is a speech 
without words. [Laughter and applause.] I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I can see the force of that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. DALZzELL] to consume his time. 

MI. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, the extent to which the Gov- 
ernment should go in the regulation and control of our great 
industrial corporations is one of the most important questions 
of the hour. 

If further control shall be deemed advisable, then we can 
not exercise too much care or wisdom in adopting plans, in 
selecting means, and in choosing administrative machinery to 
accomplish the purpose we have in view. 

Since the passage of the so-called Sherman Antitrust Act, 
July 2, 1890—22 years ago—we have not added a single line 
to our laws that materially increases, extends, or enlarges the 
actual control of the National Government over industrial cor- 
porations. 

In the meantime, there has been a revolution in this country— 
an industrial, business, and commercial revolution that is 
felt in every section of our country and in every home in the 
land. We have passed through a period of industrial concen- 
tration. The size of our corporations have grown until they 


have attained proportions beyond the grasp and comprehension 
of the human mind. 

There is evidence that some of these corporations have the 
power—if they wish to exercise it—to arbitrarily control the 
prices of articles in common use among the people. 

If any one corporation, or any number of corporations have 
this power, then we should proceed with unflinching firmness 
and determination to enact such laws as will wrest this power 
from them. 

This is a most dangerous power, utterly subversive of the 
rights and liberties of the people, and under no circumstances 
should it be allowed to exist. 

When our forefathers ordained our Constitution, every pre- 
caution was taken to guard the political and property rights 
of the people. These rights were regarded not only as sacred 
to every freeman, but absolutely essential to the welfare of the 
people, and the perpetuity of the Republic; for no free people 
would maintain a government that did not safeguard and pro- 
tect both political and property rights. 

The Constitution does not protect property rights if, under it, 
corporations may arbitrarily dictate what the people shall pay 
for articles in common use. 

When we have reasonable evidence that corporations have at- 
tained such domination in the production and sale of articles in 
common use that they have eliminated free and effective com- 
petition—repealed, as it were, the great economical law of sup- 
ply and demand—and are able at their pleasure to put prices 
up or put them down, then we should proceed to efadicate this 
evil, and if necessary to accomplish our object we should bring 
into requisition every power of the National Government. 

The people have a right to know, not only that they are not 
being robbed, but that it is not within the power of any of our 
great corporations to rob them. $ 

We are expending $215,000,000 annually to maintain our mili- 
tary establishment. We are constantly expending millions of 
dollars annually in strengthening our naval equipment. But we 
are not engaged in war; we do not expect war. 

This vast expenditure is largely a precautionary measure. 
May we not, with even greater propriety, as a precautionary 
measure, expend a few hundred thousand dollars annually to 
protect our people from the possibility of being compelled to pay 
unjust tribute to our overgrown corporations? 

I do not regard House bill 18711 as radical legislation. I 
would not magnify existing evils. It is not my purpose to un- 
duly alarm the people over either real or imaginary dangers. I 
have no desire to create prejudice against the great business in- 
stitutions of this country. In so far as they are legitimate and 
lawful, I take just pride in their splendid achievements. I 
honor the men who direct our great industrial concerns in the 
contest for supremacy in the markets of the world. I would 
offer them every encouragement, and by national legislation aid 
them in their contest for world supremacy. But it matters not 
how legitimate and lawful a corporation may be, we must still 
place around it all the restrictions, limitations, restraint, and 
control that are necessary to guard the State and protect society. 

For only in such restrictions, limitations, restraint, and con- 
trol can we give our industries permanent prosperity and our 
people proper protection. 

" PROVISIONS OF H. R. 18711. 


I wish to call the attention of the House to the important 
provisions of H. R. 18711, which I introduced January 25, 
1912. By permission of the House I desire to print this bill in 
full as a part of my remarks. (See Appendix A.“) The pur- 
pose of this bill is to provide a practical and effective method 
by which the National Government may exercise proper and 
effective control over our great industrial corporations. 

Important provisions of H. R. 18711 may be summarized as 
follows: 

First. The bill creates “the interstate corporation commis- 
sion,” composed of seven members. The commission is given 
jurisdiction over industrial corporations similar to the jurisdic- 
tion the Interstate Commerce Commission has over railway 
corporations. Only corporations whose annual receipts exceed 
$5,000,000 are subject to the provisions of the bill. 

Second. It declares that the price or prices at which any cor- 
poration subject to the provisions of the act shall sell or dispose 
of any article of merchandise or any product whatsoever shall 
be just, fair, and reasonable. 

Third. It provides— 


that every practice, method, means, system 
or contrivance used by any corporation subject the provisions of the 
act in conducting its business, or in the management, control, regulation, 
promotion, or extension thereof, shall be just, fair, and reasona le, and 
not contrary to publice policy or dangerous to the public welfare. 


Fourth. It provides that every corporation subject to the pro- 
visions of the act shall deal justly and fairly with competitors 


policy, device, scheme, 
0 
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and the public, and that it shall be unlawful for any such cor- 
poration— 
to grant to any person or persons any special privilege or advantage 
which shall be unjust and unfair to others er unjustly and unreason- 
ably discriminatory against others, or to enter into any special contract, 
agreement, or arrangement with any person or ms which shall be 
unjustly and unreasonably dee against others, er which shall 
give to such person or persons an ir and unjust advantage over 
others, or that shall give to the people of any locality or section of the 
country any unfair, unjust, or unreasonable advantage over the people 
of any other locality or section of the country, or that shall be con- 
trary to public policy or dangerous to the public welfare. 

Fifth. It gives the commission the authority on complaint, or 
on its own initiative without complaint— 


to determine and prescribe what shall be a gost, fair, and reasonable 

rice to be charged for such article of merchandise or product, to be 

ereafter observed in such case as the maximum to be char; until 
further order of the commission, and to determine and prescribe what 
practice, method, means, or system, policy, device, scheme, or con- 
trivance is just, fair, and reasonable, and not contrary to public policy 
or dangerous to the public welfare, to be thereafter followed, and to 
make an order that such corporation shall cease and desist from such 
violation to the extent to which the commission finds the same to exist, 
and such corporation shall not thereafter charge or collect or a t 
for such article of merchandise or product a price in excess of the 
maximum price so 3 and shall adopt, conform to, and observe 
the practice, method, means, policy, and system so prescribed, and cease 
to use any device, scheme, or contrivance that is contrary to any of 
the provisions of this act. 

Sixth. It authorizes and empowers the commission to make 
rules and regulations not in conflict with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, to aid in ‘the administration .and en- 
forcement of the act, and by such rules and regulations to pre- 
hibit any particular or specific act or acts, practice, method, 
system, policy, device, scheme, or contrivance that is contrary 
to any provisions of the act. 

Seventh. It provides practice and procedure for the enforce- 
ment of rights before the commission and the courts, gives the 
commission ample authority to enforce its orders and exercise 
strict supervision and control over corporations subject to the 
provisions of the act. 


THE BILL IN A SENTENCE. 


In a sentence, this bill creates- the interstate corporation com- 
mission; places industrial corporations with gross annual re- 
ceipts in excess of $5,000,000 under its supervision and control; 
and by Jaw creates what might be termed a new cede of busi- 
ness ethics, which requires corporations subject to the provi- 
sions of the act to dispose of their products at just and reason- 
able prices; to give like privileges and advantages to all, and, 
in conducting their business, not to engage in any practice or 
method that is unfair, unjust, or unreasonable, or that shall be 
against public policy or dangerous to the public welfare. 

AUTHORITY TO Max RULES AND REGULATIONS. 

One of the important provisions of the bill is the authority 
given the commission to make rules and regulations for the 
enforcement of the provisions of the act and by such rules and 
regulations to prohibit any act or acts, practice, method, system, 
policy, device, scheme, or contrivance that is contrary to any 
of the provisions of the act. 

The bill does not prohibit specific practices or business meth- 
ods which are generally regarded as illegitimate, but promul- 
gates general rules of conduct comprehensive enough to exclude 
every illegitimate act or method. 

Under the authority given it, the commission may by rule or 
order prohibit any speeifie act or practice that is not in harmony 
with the general rules of conduct promulgated by ‘the act of 
Congress. - 

The advantages in this arrangement are apparent. Congress 
might pass an act to-day which prohibits all the known in- 
iquitous and dangerous devices and schemes to which cor- 
poration managers have heretofore resorted. Unscrupulous 
corporations may cease to use such practices so condemned by 
act of Congress, but they may invent new schemes which may 
be worse than those made unlawful by Congress, Congress 
acts with much deliberation. While waiting for congressional 
action, the corporations continue to engage in methods which 
enable them to destroy competition and inflict untold injury 
upon the public. The commission could act quickly. When any 
new scheme, device, or method was inyented by the corporations 
which was in conflict with the principles of business ethics 
enunciated by Congress, the commission could promptly make 
an order prohibiting such practice or method. 


CONTROLLING PRICES. 


I am aware that there will be strenuous objection to the 
provisions of this bill which give the commission any power to 
regulate the prices of products, even of corporations possessing 
monopolistic power. The country may not haye reached the 
point when it is ready to take this step. In my judgment this 
step Is necessary, and we will never attain best results until the 
National Government does assume some authority over prices. 


+ 


I do not believe that it would be practical for the Government 
to contro] or fix prices generally. Such a thing, if practical, is 
not contemplated by the provisions of this act. I desire dis- 
tinctly to express myself as opposed to such a proposition. I 
do not think the National Government ‘should go into the busi- 
ness generally of fixing prices of products. Free, open, honest 
competition must continue to be the great factor in controlling 


-and regulating prices. We must do our utmost to promote and 


preserve competition. 

The provisions of this bill are intended to affect only corpora- 
tions which haye attained enormous size—a size which justifies 
a belief that they possess monopolistic power. In my judgment 
there is nothing impractical, nothing revolutionary, nothing 
dangerous to society, to the State, or te the people for the 
National Government to ‘exercise such control over such Cor- 
porations as will require them to dispose of their products at 
reasonable prices. r ` 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MORGAN, With pleasure, I yield to the distinguished 
gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
during the French Reyolution repeated attempts were made by 
ae ae regulate the price of cereals and that it absolutely 
failed? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not know that I am familiar with that 
fact, but even if that were true I do not think it would demon- 
strate that under twentieth-century conditions we could not 
now exercise certain control over prices of large corporations 
that haye a practical monopoly. 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will yield further, does 
he believe that the Government can regulate prices? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do to a certain extent. 

Mr. MURDOCK. By a commission? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman, in the comprehensive 
proposition which he has planned, make provision for individual 
complaint and challenge of prices to the commission, or does he 
expect the commission automatically to regulate the prices? 

Mr. MORGAN. As I shall show further, Mr. Chairman, in 
my remarks, my view of it generally is that the Federal Goy- 
ernment, the State, or a municipality should have the power to 
file the complaint against monopolistic prices, but the provisions 
of my bill give the commission the authority on its own initia- 
tive to investigate prices and determine whether or not they are 
just and reasonable. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I simply want to suggest, 
while we are commenting upon the inquiry of my friend from 
Kansas, that during the time of the French Revolution the 
sate was not to regulate the price of cereals, but the price of 

read. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to say the cereals were the mate- 
rial out of which bread was made, by ‘the way. And the gen- 
tleman will remember that the attempt absolutely failed? 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Oh, certainly. They banged 
a few bankers to lamp posts on account of the price of bread. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the day will never 
come under the flag of this country when anyone will be hanged 
to lamp posts on account of high price or the cost of bread, 
and it is because I believe the people have some ground for 
complaint, on account of monopolistic control of prices, that I 
am advocating that the Government should extend its strong 
arm around the people to protect them and make them secure 
from monopolistic prices. 

AID TO SHERMAN ANTITRUST LAW, 

The provisions of this bill no not conflict with the provisions of 
the so-called Sherman antitrustlaw. Its purpose is to strengthen 
this act and aid in its enforcement. But the scope of the bill 
is broader than the Sherman Antitrust Act. That act seeks to 
prevent and destroy monopoly. ‘This bill seeks to prevent, de- 
stroy, and control monopoly. The Government should do its 
utmost to destroy every private monopoly, trade and commerce 
should be kept absolutely free from monopolistic control, and 
competition should be preserved. But if we can not prevent, 
if we can not destroy, then we should control. This bill as- 
sumes that under existing conditions and under modern methods 
we may do our best and still monopolies may exist, and that if 
monopoly does exist it is the duty of the Government to con- 
trol it. 

In matters of health we seek to prevent disease; but when 
disease exists, and we can not promptly destroy it, we strive to 
keep it under control. We do not allow the malady to go on 
indefinitely, slowly but surely sapping the life and vitality of 
the patient. 

In like manner we should treat our industrial system, now in- 
fected with a malignant monopolistic fever. In spite of our 
efforts to prevent and destroy, the malady has grown more viru- 
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lent. We have not been able to cure or destroy this fever. Let 
us act the part of a wise physician—continue our efforts to de- 
stroy the disease, but in the meantime apply some remedy that 
will keep it under control. 

IN LINE WITH EXISTING POLICY. 


The bill is in line with the existing policy of the Government. 
. We have already entered upon the policy of national control. 

Twenty-five years ago we passed the Act to regulate com- 
merce.” Twenty-two years ago we passed what is known as 
the Sherman antitrust law. Nine years ago we created the Bu- 
reau of Corporations and armed it with the weapon of pub- 
licity. Through these laws we are now exercising important 
control over both transportation companies and industrial cor- 
porations. Under the Sherman antitrust law we dissolve cor- 
porations. We dictate the terms and conditions on which they 
may do business. Under the same law, individuals have been 
indicted, prosecuted, fined, and imprisoned. 

I am not asking for a new policy. I am asking for an ad- 
vance movement. 

The face of the National Government has been looking in the 
right direction, but its progress in the line of regulation and 
control has not kept pace with the growth of monopolistic power 
in our industrial system. I am not asking the Government to 
change front, but I am asking that its speed be accelerated and 
its momentum be intensified. [Applause.] 

IN HARMONY WITH POLITICAL PLATFORMS, 


The provisions of the bill are in harmony with the repeated 
platform declarations of both of the great political parties. 

Beginning with 1884, and on down to 1908, every four years, 
both the great political parties have placed in their platforms 
declarations in favor of regulating and controlling the great 
industrial corporations engaged in interstate commerce. 

The Republican platform of 1900, on which William McKinley 
was elected President, condemned all conspiracies and combina- 
tions intended to restrict business, to create monopolies, to limit 
production, or to control prices, and specifically declared for— 


such legislation as will effectively restrain and prevent all such abuses, 
rotect and promote competition, and secure the rights of producers, 
aborers, and all engaged industry and commerce. 


The Republican platform of 1908 declared that the act of July 
2, 1890, should be strengthened by such amendment as will— 
give the Federal Government greater supervision and control over, 
and greater publicity in, the management of that class of corporations 
engaged in interstate commerce having power and opportunity to effect 
monopolies. 

The Democratic platform of 1908, declared for “such addi- 
tional legislation as may be necessary to make it impossible for 
a private monopoly to exist in the United States” and, among 
remedies, declared for a Federal license system and for a law 
compelling licensed corporations “to sell to all purchasers in 
all parts of the country on the same terms, after making allow- 
ance for the cost of transportation.” 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman recollect that the same 
Democratic national platform that he refers to tried to define 
“a monopoly by stating that any corporation or concern which 
controlled over 50 per cent of a given product should be called 
a monopoly? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, I want to ask the gentleman, who bas 
gone into this matter thoroughly and who is giving voice here 
in this speech to a modern doctrine—that is, the control of cor- 
porations by a governmental commission—if he has attempted 
to give a definition of monopoly? What does he call a mo- 
nopoly? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not an expert in 
definitions. I could not offhand give a definition that would 
be satisfactory to the gentleman or myself. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What does the gentleman regard as a 
monopoly? A predominant control of any given article? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think this—that if a 
corporation has such domination and control over a certain 
line of business that it has power to arbitrarily control prices, 
then I regard that as such a monopoly as should come under the 
control of the National Government. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Whether it would control 50 per cent of 
the product or not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Tes. Now, my Democratic friends, here is a 
declaration of the Democratic Party in its national convention 
in 1908 which absolutely declared in favor of controlling prices, 
because if you go so far as to control prices by saying in effect 
that preducts shall be sold everywhere at the same price, then 
you have adopted the principle of control of prices. 


It is not my business to advise the Democrats of this House 
what to do. You are in the majority. You control the legisla- 
tion that passes this House. The people will hold you respon- 
sible for your acts. If you go back to the people with your 
promises and pledges unfilled you will be condemned at the 
polls and the scepter of power in this House will be returned 
to the Republicans. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

For one I would like to see Republican platform pledges im- 
printed upon the pages of our national statutes. I would like 
to see Republican convention promises embodied in the laws of 
the Republic. [Applause on the Republican side.] I would 
like to see Republican political declarations transformed into 
rules of action that are binding alike upon our captains of in- 
dustry and the people. I would like to see a brighter age 
come to our Nation and all its citizens, and I believe that legis- 
lation along the lines indicated in our Republican platforms 
will hasten a better and brighter day for all. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON. I would like to ask the gentleman if his 
plan of control of prices extends only to the products of monop- 
olies, or does he intend that it shall extend to all commodities 
in the country? 

Mr. MORGAN. Only to the products of monopolies. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then what plan does the gentleman propose 
for determining what shall be a monopoly? 

Mr. MORGAN. This bill provides that its provisions shall 
apply to corporations whose gross annual receipts are in excess 
of $5,000,000. That might be increased to $10,000,000, as the 
House, on its investigation, might determine. Again, it might 
be increased to $20,000,000 or it might be reduced to $1,000,000. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman fear a constitutional 
trouble there, that the proposed plan of controlling prices 
might be considered to be the taking of property without due 
process of law, unless it was left to some court to determine 
what constitutes a monopoly and what does not? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think this commission would be a quasi- 
court to pass on that question, and then the corporations would 
have the right of appeal to the courts. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have read the gentleman’s bill, I will say, 
and I find much in it to approve. But does not the gentleman 
apprehend that he would find some difficulty in putting upon 
one body both judicial and legislative power? 

Mr. MORGAN. Does not the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion have both judicial and legislative power? It may now fix 
the rates of the railways. 

Mr. JACKSON. I think not. I think the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission are wholly legislative. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think not. They can render judgments. 
They have the rfght now to render a judgment declaring that 
a certain charge or rate is unreasonable, and fixing the rate 
that the corporation shall charge. 4 

Mr. MURDOCK. And there might be an appeal from the 
commission to the court? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; there would be an appeal. 

Mr. JACKSON. I think if the gentleman will consult the 
Atlantic Seaboard case he will find that the power of the com- 
mission in fixing a rate to apply in the future must be legisla- 
tive, and that the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion are exercised always subject to the power of the courts 
to declare that any rate fixed by them is in the nature of 
taking property without due process of law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think under this bill corporation would 
have the same power of appeal to the courts as they have under 
any decision or order made by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

Mr. JACKSON. What I am coming to is this: That any 
scheme of control which fails to recognize the fact that the 
business control must first be passed upon and determined by 
some court would be unconstitutional, would be termed a tak- 
ing of property without due process of law. Now, if the gentle- 
man will permit me just a second further, to refer to something 
that has been alluded to here as having occurred in the French 
Revolution, I want to say that the Board of Trade of London 
exercises practically this power to control prices at the present 
day, and in at least one case in this country has the control of 
the price of bread been sustained by the courts in the State of 
Florida. 

VIEWPOINT OF THE PEOPLE. 

Mr. MORGAN. About three-fourths of my constituents are 
farmers; about one-fourth reside in the towns and cities. 

The farmers are not fully satisfied with existing conditions. 
Some way they feel that the prices they receive for farm prod- 
ucts and the prices they pay for merchandise they buy are. in 
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a measure, controlled by the arbitrary manipulation of great 
corporations. 

The people of the towns and cities—the mechanics and labor- 
ing men of all kinds, the bankers, merchants, clerks, and pro- 
fessional men—are complaining of the high cost of living, but 
do not fully understand who, if anybody, is responsible or how 
relief may be secured. The people in the cities do not complain 
of the prices the farmers receive for their products, but they 
believe the middlemen in some way reap too great profit. 

But the people everywhere are reasonable and fair. They 
seek, they ask, they demand, they want nothing but what is rea- 
sonable and just. They feel that they have a right to know 
that corporations are not imposing upon them by exacting un- 
just profits. If there be unrest, it is because the people feel 
insecure. In my opinion, the only way to quiet this unrest, to 
allay this feeling of insecurity, is te throw around the people 
an impregnable fortress of national laws that will guarantee 
to them safety, security, and protection. 

A great, nonpartisan interstate corporation commission, 
equipped with proper machinery, armed with modern legal 
weapons, backed by all the power of this great Government, 
will do much to satisfy the people, subdue discontent, quiet the 
unrest, and relieve the feeling of insecurity which now exists 
among the good people of the United States. 


IN HARMONY WITH PUBLIC SENTIMENT. 


This measure responds to existing public sentiment through- 
out the country, and meets the demands of the people. The peo- 
ple of the United States, regardless of party affiliation, demand 
that there shall be some legislation along this line. 

There is a prevalent belief that competition is no longer the 
controlling factor in fixing prices of many products. This be- 
lief is supported by substantial evidence. Competition. does not 
prevail as it did in former years. Many believe that under the 
Sherman antitrust law the Government will never be able to 
restore competition to such an extent that consumers will be 
fully protected. As years go by our wealth will grow, our 
population will inerense, our business and commerce will 
expand, and with all this our corporations will naturally grow 
in size and financial strength. 

I do not believe competition as a factor in controlling prices 
should be or ever will be eliminated. We will continue to have 
competition, both potential and actual. Under no circumstances 
should we surrender this mighty agency as a factor in our in- 
dustrial system. ; 

We must, however, meet conditions as they exist. Where 
competition has been eliminated we must provide a substitute; 
where competition is inadequate or ineffective we must supple- 
ment its power with governmental control. Control is the only 
substitute for competition. Control must begin where competi- 
tion ceases. 

Let us keep the fire of competition burning brightly and 
brilliantly in every industry and in every section of our country; 
but should the flame of competition in any industry grow dim, 
or should it, under stress of monopolistic power, become extinct, 
let us not leave the people in darkness and despair. Let us 
have a great commission and place in its hand the blazing torch 
of authority to reenforce competition, to perpetuate its life, 
and preserve its power and potency in our industrial system. 

WITHIN CONSTITUTIONAL POWER. 


The provisions of this bill are, in my judgment, within the 
constitutional power of Congress. 

The Supreme Court has upheld the act of Congress regulat- 
ing and controlling the railway corporations engaged in inter- 
state commerce, It has upheld the provisions of the so-called 
Sherman Antitrust Act. If Congress may declare that the rates 
and charges of railways, express, telegraph, and telephone 
companies shall be reasonable and just, under the same author- 
ity Congress may declare that industrial corporations engaged 
in interstate business shall dispose of their products at reason- 
able and just prices. If Congress may control railway cor- 
porations in their practices it may also control the practices of 
great industrial corporations. 

I know that railway corporations are regarded as natural 
monopolies. I know that in the eye of the law railway com- 
panies are quasi-public corporations. But may not Congress by 
legislative enactment declare certain industrial corporations 
quasi-public corporations? Why can not Congress, within its 
constitutional power, declare that a corporation having so much 
eapital or controlling a certain per cent of the products in a 
given line of business or doing annually a certain amount of 
business shall thereby become a public agency and a quasi- 
publie corporation? 

But we need not rely solely on the clause in the Constitution 
which gives Congress the authority “to regulate commerce 
among the several States and foreign countries.” There is 


another provision that gives Congress the authority “to pro- 
vide for the general welfare.” 

Under modern business methods and under twentieth-century 
conditions industrial corporations have attained such size and 
financial strength that they become a menace to the public wel- 
fare if they are left unbridled, uncontrolled, and unrestrained. 

As Representatives in Congress, under the Constitution we 
are the guardians of the public welfare. We should use to the 
very limit our constitutional power to protect the fundamental 
rights of the people and safeguard the public welfare. 

Finally, if it shall be determined that Congress has not the 
constitutional power to fully and completely protect the people, 
then, at the earliest date possible, our Constitution should be 
amended so as to give our National Legislature ample power to 
afford to all the people all proper protection against all monop- 
olistic corporations. 


CONTEST WITH THE’ RAILROADS. 


Twenty-five years ago a great controversy was in progress in 
thiscountry. The parties engaged in the contest were the people 
and the railroads. The time had come when it must be decided 
who was supreme, the people or the railroads. Congress, reflect- 
ing the sentiment of the people, created the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. In the act creating the commission Con- 
gress also promulgated three fundamental rules of conduct 
which the railroads were required to obey. These cardinal 
rules required of the railroads, first, that they should give to the 
public reasonable and just rates; second, that they should give 
to individuals and localities equality of rates; and, third, they 
sliould give to all impartial privileges and facilities. 

Congress in enunciating these rules pointed the managers of 
our railways to a more excellent way, gaye them a chart for 
their guidance, and set up for their observance a higher stand- 
ard of business morality. 

In this “act to regulate commerce” Congress created the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission as an instrument of warfare, as 
a weapon in battle, as a great fighting machine in the mighty 
struggle in progress between the people and the great railway 
corporations. 

The railway companies defied the law and denied the author- 
ity of the commission. They resisted to the last every effort of 
the ha aie sis to control their rates or restrict their manage- 
men 

But the Government gained ground. The commission was 
given additional power. Greater restrictions were thrown 
around the railroads. The corporations fortified position after 
position, but at every stand were compelled to yield. A general 
retreat was ordered, and soon followed the final surrender. To- 
day, 25 years after this great controversy began in real ear- 
nest, the great railway corporations acknowledge the supremacy 
of ao law and submit to the authority of the National Govern- 
men 

The act of February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to regulate com- 
merce,” is one of the most important measures ever passed by 
the Congress of the United States. 

Before its enactment the great transportation companies of 
this country had it in their power to levy annually upon the 
people of the United States millions of dollars of unjust tribute. 
They could, with perfect impunity, give special rates, rebates, 
drawbacks, and other preferences which would enrich one nian 
and impoverish another. There was not a syllable of law that 
regulated the rates or controlled the practices or restrained the 
acts of our great railways in their interstate business. The rail- 
way managers were absolute in their power, supreme in their 
authority. 

All this has been changed. The people are now supreme. 
They are free from railway domination. They are masters of 
the railways, not their subjects. 

So much has been accomplished through the “act to regulate 
commerce” in emancipating the people from the rule and 
domination of railway corporations, in freeing them from the 
payment of unjust tribute levied by these great transportation 
companies, that we may fitly denominate this great statute as 
the second Declaration of Independence. 

A SECOND GREAT STRUGGLE. 


The people of the United States are now in a second great 
struggle. Their antagonist at this time is our great industrial 
corporations. These gigantic organizations are strongly in- 
trenched. They have untold wealth. They have unlimited re- 
sources. They have able leadership. They have the confidence 
which comes from many victories already won. They are 
equipped in every way to make a long, stubborn, and effective 
fight. These great corporations will not recede, they wiil not 
retreat, they will not willingly surrender a single advantage 
they enjoy. The interests of 90,000.000 people are at stake. 
In this great crisis the country turns to the National Legislative 
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Assembly. Let us not disappoint the people in their expectations. 
Let us give them the same instrument of warfare, the same 
weapon in battle, the same fighting machine, that they used so 
successfully and effectively in their contest with the great rail- 
way corporations. Let us create a great interstate corporation 
commission, clothe it with ample power and jurisdiction, and 
direct it to proceed forthwith to bring our gigantic industrial 
corporations into subjection. To guide these great business 
institutions in conducting their business let us proclaim by 
legislative enactment that their prices must be reasonable and 
just; that all must be given like privileges and advantages; and 
that the National .Government will not tolerate practices or 
methods in business that are unfair, unjust, or unreasonable, 
or that are against public policy or dangerous to the public 
welfare, 

By so doing we will haye promulgated a higher law for the 
guidance of our gigantic industrial corporations engaged in 
interstate commerce; we will have set in motion the govern- 
mental machinery that will be able to cope with these great 
corporations; and we will have put the people and the corpora- 
tions upon a highway that will lead them to reconciliation and 
unite them in an effort to bring to our country a reign of indus- 
trial peace, which is essential to our industrial prosperity. 
[Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


A bill (H. R. 18711) to regulate the commerce of certain corporations, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, ctc, That every corporation engaged in commerce 
among the several States, or with foreign nations, not sabject to the 
provisions of the act approved February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” and acts supplementary and amendatory thereof, 
and whose gross annual receipts or the total annual gross receipts of 
whore 1 companies for the calendar year 1911 were, or for any 
calendar year thereafter shall be, in excess of $5,000,000 shall be sub- 
ject to the provisions of this act. . 

Sec. 2. That every corporation subject to the provisions of this act, 
or that may hereafter become 61855 to the provisions of this act, is 
hereby declared to be a quasi public agency. 

Sec. 3. That the price or prices ut which any corporation subject to 
the provisions of this act shall sell or dispose of any article of mer- 
chandise, or any product whatsoever, shall be just, fair, and reasonable. 
and it shall be unluwful for any such corporation to sell or dispose of 
any article of merchandise, or any product whatsoever, at a price or 
at prices that are unjust, unfair, or unreasonable, and every corpora- 
oo subject to the provisions of this act is hereby prohibited from so 

oing. 

Sec. 4. That every practice, method, means, system, policy, device, 
scheme, or contrivance used by any corporation subject to the provisions 
of this act in conducting its business, or in the management, control, 
regulation, promotion, or extension thereof, shall be just, fair, and 
reasonable and not contrary to public policy or dangerous to the public 
welfare, and every corporation subject tu the provisions of this act in 
the conduct of its business is hereby prohibited from engaging in any 
practice, or from using any means, method, or system, or from pur- 
suing any policy, or from resorting to any device, scheme, or contrivance 
whatsoever that is unjust, unfair, or unreasonable, or that is contrary 
to public policy or dangerous to the public welfare, and every act or 
thing in this section prohibited is hereby declared to be unlawful. 

Sec. 5. That every corporation subject to the provisions of this act 
shall deal justly and fairly with competitors and the public, and it shall 
be unlawful for any such corporation to grant to any person or per- 
sons any special privilege or advantage which shall be unjust and unfair 
to others, or unjustly and unreasonably discriminatory against others, 
or to enter into any special contract, agreement, or arrangement with 
any person or persons which shall be unjustly and unreasonably dis- 
criminatory ag t others, or which shall give to such person or per- 
sons an unfair and unjust advantage over others, or that shall give to 
the people of any locality or section of the country any unfair, unjust, 
or unreasonable advantage over the people of any other locality or sec- 
tion of the country, or that shall be contrary to publie policy or dan- 
gerous to the public welfare, and any and all the acts or things in this 
section declared to be unlawful are hereby prohibited. 

Sec. 6. That whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made to 
the commission hereinafter created, or after full hearing under an order 
for investigation and hearing made by the said commission on its own 
initiative, the commission shall be of opinion that any price or prices 
whatsoever demanded, charged, or collected by any corporation subject 
to the provisions of this act for any article of merchandise or product, 
or that any practice, method, means, system, policy, device, scheme, or 
contrivance used by any such corporation in conducting its business, or 
in the management, control, regulation, promotion, or extension thereof, 
is unjust or unreasonable or unjustly discriminatory, or unduly pref- 
erential or prejudicial or contrary to public policy or dan 
public welfare, or otherwise in violation of any of the provisions of this 
oc the commission is hereby authorized and empowered to determine 
and prescribe what shall be a just, fair, and reasonable price to be 
charged for such article of merchandise or product, to be thereafter 
observed in such case as the maximum to be charged until further order 
of the commission, and to determine and prescribe what practice, 
method, means, or system, policy, device, scheme, or contrivance is just, 
fair, and reasonable, and not contrary to public policy or dangerous to 
the public welfare, to be thereafter followed, and to make an order that 
such corporation shall cease and desist from such violation to the extent 
to which the commission finds the same to exist, and such corporation 
shall not thereafter charge or collect or accept for such article of mer- 
chandise or product a price in excess of the maximum price so #429 
scribed, and shall adopt, conform to, and observe the practice, method, 
means, policy, and system so prescribed, and cease to use any device, 
scheme, or contrivance prohibited by the order of the commission. 

All orders of the said commission, except orders for the payment of 
money, shall take effect within such reasonable time, not less than 30 
days, and shall continue in force for such period of time, not exceeding 
two years, as shall be prescribed in the order of the coi on, unless 


rous to the 


the same shall be suspended or modified or set aside by the commission, 
or be suspended or set aside by a court of competent jurisdiction, 


Sxc. 7. That a commission is hereby created and established, to be 
known as the interstate corporation commission, which shall be com- 
posed of seven commissioners, and the said interstate corporation com- 
mission is referred to hereinafter as “the commission.” 

Sec. 8. That on the taking effect of this act the Bureau of Corpora- 
tions shall cease to exist and shall be merged into and become a 5 5 
of the commission, and the person who at that time shall be the Com- 
missioner of Corporations shall become a member of the commission 
and continue as such for a period of two years, and said person shall 
also for a period of one year be the chairman of the commission, at the 
expiration of which time, and annually thereafter, the commission shall 
elect a chairman; and the Deputy Commissioner of Corporations shall 
become one of said commission, and shall hold his office for a period of 
one year. The commission shall appoint a secretary of the commission, 
who shall hold his office at the pleasure of the commission, and all the 
clerks and employees in the Bureau of Corporations shall become clerks 
and employees of the commission, and all the duties and powers of the 
Bureau of Corporations are hereby transferred to, granted, and bestowed 
upon the commission, and any funds belonging to said Bureau of Cor- 
porations which by law are authorized to 3 by said bureau 
are hereby transferred to the commission, which is hereby authorized 
and empowered to expend the same. 

Sec. 9. That the commission shall consist of seven members, not more 
than four of whom shall be of the same political party. Except as 
herelnbefore provided, the members of the commission shall be ap- 

inted by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 

nate, and the first appointees shall hold their positions for periods of 
three, four, five, six, and seven * respectively; and in making such 
appointments the President shall designate the length of terms of such 
appointees, and thereafter the members of said commission shall be ap- 
pointed for a term of seven years. The members of the commission 
shall each receive a salary of $7,500 per annum, and the secretary of 
the commission shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. In case of 
vacancy the appointment shall be for the unexpired term of the member 
whose retirement from the commission caused the vacancy. 

Any commissioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, 
neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office. No person in the employ of 
or holding any official relation to any corporation subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, or owning stocks or bonds thereof, or who is in any 
manner B ee interested therein, shall enter upon the dutles of or 
hold such office. aid commissioner shall not engage in any other busi- 
ness, vocation, or employment. 

No vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of the remaining 
commissioners to exercise all the powers of the commission. 

The commission is hereby authorized and empowered to make and 
establish rules and regulations, not in conflict with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, to ald in the administration and enforcement 
of the provisions of this act, and may, by such rules and Soguiaticns, 
prohibi any particular or specific act or acts, practice, method, system, 
policy, device, scheme, or contrivance that is contrary to any of the 
provisions of this act. 


That the decisions of the commission shall be final as to the facts, 
and in all cases of appeal from any decision of the commission the 
court shall have j ction to pass only upon questions of law and to 
determine whether or not the commission acted within the scope of its 
authority, or whether or not the decision in effect confiscates property 
or takes the same without due process of law. 

Src. 10, That in case any corportion subject to the provisions ef this 
act shall do, cause to be done, or permit to be done, any act, matter, or 
thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or shall omit to 
do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, such cor- 
poration shall be liable to the person or 3 injured thereby for 
double the amount of damages sustained in consequence of any such 
violation of the provisions of this act, together with a reasonable coun- 
sel or attorney's fee, to be fixed by the court in every case of recovery, 
which attorney’s fee should be taxed and collected as a part of the costs 
in the case. 

Sec. 11. That any person or persons claiming to be damaged by any 
corporation subject to the provisions of this act may either make com- 
pe nt to the commission, as provided in this act, or 8 bring suit in 

or their own behalf for the recovery of the damages for which such 
corporation shall be liable under the provisions of this act in the Com- 
merce Court; but such person or persons shall not have the right to 
pursue both of said remedies and must in each case elect which one of 
the two methods of procedure herein era for he or they will adopt. 

In any such action brought for the recovery of,damages the court 
before which the same shall pending may compel any director, officer, 
receiver, trustee, or agent of such corporation defendant in such suit to 
attend, appear, and testify in such case, and may compel the production 
of the books and papers of such corporation. The claim that any such 
testimony or evidence may tend to criminate the person giving such 
evidence shall not excuse such witness from testifying, but such evi- 
dence or testimony shall not be used against such person on the trial 
of any criminal proceeding. ‘ 

Suc. 12. That any corporation subject to the provisions of this act, 
or any director or officer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, 
or rson acting for or employed by such corporation, who, alone or 
with any other corporation, herpes person, or party, shall willfully 
do or cause to be done, or shall willingly suffer or permit to be done, 
any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be 
un awful, or shall aid or abet therein, or shall willfully omit or fail to 
do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, or shall 
cause or w: ingly suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing so directed 
or required by this act to be done, not to be so done, or shall aid or 
abet therein, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon 
conviction thereof in any court of the United States, be subject to a 
fine not to exceed $5,000 for each offense, and, in the discretion of the ` 
8 may be imprisoned in the penitentiary for a term not exceeding 

wo years. 

Src. 13. That the commission hereby created shall have authority to 
inquire into the management of any corporation subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, and shall keep itself informed as to the manner 
and method in which the same is conducted and shall have the right to 
obtain from such corporation full and complete information necessary 
to enable the commission to perform the duties and carry out the object 
for which it was created; and the commission is hereby authorized and 
required to execute and enforce the provisions of this act. 

And upon the uest of the commission, it shall be the duty of any 
district attorney of the United States to whom the commission may 
apply to institute in the proper court and prosecute under the direction 
of the Attorney General of the United States all necessary 8 
for the enforcement of the provisions of this act, and for punis. 
ment of all violations thereof, and the costs and expenses of such 
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aid out of the appropriation for the expenses of 


rosecutlons shall be 
the courts of the United States. > : 
Sec. 14. That any person, firm, corporation, company, or association, 
or any mercantile, agricultural, or manufacturing society or other or- 


ganization, or any body politie or municipal corporation, complaining 
of any act done or omitted to be done by any corporation subject to 
the provisions of this act, in contravention of the provisions of this 
act, may apply to the commission by petition, which shall briefly state 
the facts; whereupon a statement of the complaint thus made shall be 
forwarded by the commission to such corporation, who shall be called 
upon to satisfy the complaint, or to answer the same in writing, within 
a reasonable time, to be specified by the commission. If such corpora- 
tion, within the time specified, shall make reparation for the injury 
alleged to have been done, it shall be relieved of liability to the com- 
plainant only for the particular violation of the law thus complained 
of. If such corporation shall not satisfy the complaint within the time 
specified, or there shall appear to be any reasonable und for investi- 
gating said complaint, it shall be the duty of the commission to 
investigate the matter complained of in such a manner and by such 
means as it shall deem proper. 

The commission shall have full authority and power at any time to 
institute an inquiry on its own motion, in any case and as to any matter 
or thing concerning which a complaint is authorized to be made, to or 
before said commission by any provision of this act, or concerning 
which any question may arise under any of the provisions of this act 
or relating to the enforcement of any of the provisions of this act. 
And the said commission shall have the same power and authority to 

roceed with any inquiry instituted on its own motion as though it 
fad been eppeeled to by complaint or petition under any of the pro- 
visions of this act, including the power to make and enforce any order 
or orders in the case, or relating to the matter or thing concerning 
which the inquiry is had, excepting orders for the payment of money. 
No complaint shall at any time be dismissed because of the absence of 
direct damage to the complainant. 

Sec. 15. That the commission is hereby given authority on its own 
initiative to institute and conduct an investigation to determine whether 
or not any corporation subject to the 8 of this act was organ- 
ized in violation of the provisions of the act approved July 2, 1890, 
entitled “An act to prorect trade and commerce against unlawful 
restraints and monopolies,” or is doing business In violation of the 
provisions of sald act, and if, after investigation, the commission shall 
conclude that any such corporation was organized in violation of the 
provisions of said act, or ls doing business In violation of the provisions 
of said act, the commission may issue an order citing such corporation 
to appear and answer to the Song in such matter; and if on final 
hearing the commission shall find that such corporation was o 
in violation of the 8 of said act, it shall make an order pro- 
viding for the dissolution of such corporation; and if the commission 
shall find that any such corporation is doing business in violation of 
any of the provisions of said act, it shall make such order or orders as 
will prevent the further violation of said act on the part of such corpo- 
ration; and thereafter such corporation so found to have been or- 
2 955 in violation of the provisions of said act, or so found to be 

cing business in violation of said act, shall cease to e e in inter- 
state commerce except upon such terms and conditions as be pre- 
scribed by the commission. 

Sec. 10. That the following sections and provisions hereinafter men- 
tioned, in so far as they are ra wee and are not in conflict with the 
provisions of this act, are hereby extended to and put in force in all 
matters relating to or pertaining to the commission herein created and 
to every corporation subject to the provisions of this act, and the power, 
authority, and duties conferred by the sections and provisions herein- 
after mentioned upon the Interstate Commerce Commission, so far as 
the same are applicable, are hereby conferred upon the commission 
created by this act, and the duties, liabilities, and rights conferred upon 
common carriers by such sections and provisions are hereby conferred 
npon every corporation subject to the provisions of this act, and the 

ghts, privileges, and liabilities conferred upon any person or persons, 
firm, corporation, association, or localit y such sections and pro- 
visions are hereby conferred upon any such person or persons, firm, cor- 
porao association, or locality, namely, sections 12, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, 

, and 21 of the act approved February 4, 1887, entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” as amended, and sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 of the 
act approved June 18, 1910, entitied “An act to create a Commerce 
Court, and to amend the act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ 
approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore amended, and for other pur- 


SEC. 17. That this act shall take effect and be in force 60 days after 
its passage. í 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message, in writing, from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, who also in- 
formed the House of Representatives that the President had 
paea and signed bills and joint resolution of the following 
tities: 

On February 16, 1912: 

H. J. Res. 194. Joint resolution granting the temporary use of 
certain lands in the Presidio of San Francisco and Fort Mason 
(Cal) Military Reservations to the Panama-Pacific Interna- 
tional Exposition Co. 

On February 17, 1912: 

H. R. 14484. An act to amend an act approved February 24, 
1911, authorizing J. W. Vance and others to construct and main- 
tain a dam and tunnel on the Big Bend of the James River, in 
Stone County, Mo., to create electric power; 

H. R. 16675. An act to authorize the city of Chicago to con- 
struct a bascule bridge across the Calumet River at Ninety- 
second Street, in said city; 

H. R. 16676. An act to authorize the Lake Shore & Michigan 
Southern Railway Co. to construct a bascule bridge across the 
Calumet River at South Chicago, III.; 


H. R. 16677. An act to authorize Butler and Stoddard Coun- 
ties of Missouri to construct a bridge across the St. Francis 
River at Hodges Ferry, Mo.; 

H. R. 16693. An act to extend the time for the completion of 
the municipal bridge at St. Louis, Mo.; and 

H. R. 17232. An act to authorize Taney County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across the White River at Branson, Mo. 

On February 19, 1912: 

H. R. 14055. An act to provide for the sale of the surface of 
the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw Nations, and for other purposes. 


REPORT OF THE EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY AND WORKMEN'S COMPEN- 
SATION COMMISSION (S. DOC. NO, 338). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House of Representatives a 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of to-day.] 

THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to consume 
the balance of the time on this side of the House, and I desire 
to have the Clerk read the bill for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the day following the passage 
of this act there shall be levied, collected, and paid the rates of duty 
which are prescribed in the paragraphs of this act upon the articles 
hereinafter enumerated, when imported from any foreign country into 
the United States or into any of its possessions (except the Philippine 
Islands and the islands of Guam and Tutuila), and the said paragraphs 
and sections shall constitute and be a substitute for paragraphs 1 to 
83, inclusive, of section 1 and of section 25 of section 2982 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as amended by section 21 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 5, 1909. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
to cure a technical error in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: = A 


Strike out the following words, after the word “five,” in line 12, 


age 1: 
8 Sor section 2982 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as 
amended by section 21,” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in referring to the sec- 
tion that is amended a mistake was made in the reference. 

The section amended in this bill is section 25 of the Payne 
Act, and this amendment properly recites the section that is 
amended. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. In fact, if the gentleman from Alabama would offer 
some other amendments, such as I have suggested, they would 
make the bill very much better than it was originally drafted. 
I am glad to know that he has met the first suggestion I made 
in regard to the imperfections of the bill by offering an amend- 
ment to cure one imperfection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ DUTIABLE LIST. 

1. Acids: Benzoic acid, 5 cents per pound; boracic acid, three-fearths 
of 1 cent per ee citrie acid, 3 cents per 3 formic acid, 13 
cents per pound; gallic acid, 4 cents per pound; lactic acid, 1% cents 
per pound; oxalic acid, 14 cents per pound; phosphoric acid, 2 cents 
per pound; phthalic acid, 5 cents per pound; pyrogallie acid, 6 cents 
per pound; salicylic acid, 24 cents per pound; tannic acid and tannin 
4 cents per pound; c acid, 3 cents per pound; all other acids no 
specially provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited 
for amendment, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 2, line 7, Mf striking out the following words “ Ben- 
zolc acid, 5 cents per pound.“ 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, benzoic acid is now on the free 
list. This bill proposes to put it on the dutiable list at 5 eents 
a pound. Salicylic acid is now on the dutiable list at 5 cents 
a pound, and this bill proposes to reduce the duty on salicylic 
acid to 2} cents a pound. In a way these two acids are com- 
peting articles. The bill reverses the present policy, which is 
for the interest of the industries, and proposes to put an ex- 
orbitant duty on benzoic acid and to reduce the duty on sali- 
cylie acid. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois is entirely mistaken in believing that benzoic acid 
and salicylic acid are competing products. Benzoic acid is a 


coaltar derivative which we have put upon the tax list, and it 
is used for the most part for the purpose of making benzoate of 
soda, which has fallen into great disfavor in the administration 
of the pure-food law. Three-quarters of the benzoic acid is prob- 
ably used for that purpose. The other quarter is used chiefiy 
for the purpose of making saccharin, a product which has like- 
wise fallen into public disfavor, and of which it is intended in 
the future entirely to prohibit the use. 

Salicylic acid, on the other hand, is a very widely used ar- 
ticle in the manufacture of many beneficial medicines, and we 
have cut in two the rate on salicylic acid, both as a revenue 
measure and having in mind the purposes for which salicylic 
acid is used. It is used not only for medicine, but also in the 
manufacture of certain coal-tar dyes and colors, and we be- 
lieve that by putting benzoic acid on the tax list and cutting in 
two the tax on salicylic acid we haye brought about a more 
equitable rate of taxation. The use of salicylic acid for a 
preservative has been forbidden, so that benzoate of soda and 
salicylic acid can not be said to compete with one another in 
any sense. y 

Mr. MANN. They are both preservatives and used as such. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The use of both of them has 
been forbidden by the pure-food law, and those are only sub- 
sidiary uses. 

Mr. MANN. Their use has not been forbidden by the pure- 
food law. That matter is an*open question, and they are both 
in use now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from IIIInois. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend page 2, line 13, by striking out the words “ phthalic acid, 5 
cents per pound.“ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the 
effect of this bill will be in other sections of the country, but 
it certainly seems as if Missouri had been singled out for spe- 
cial punishment by the Democratic majority in this House; and 
the shots of the tariff tinkers are not popgun shots but broad- 
sides, annihilating whole industries in which the people of Mis- 
souri excel and from which they draw a great part of their 
sustenance, 

In the first bill containing the metal schedules the lead and 
zinc industries of Missouri were stricken down, and this bill 
proposes to strike down the barytes industry of southeast Mis- 
souri and the great chemical-manufacturing industries of St. 
Louis. mee 

Though Missouri at the last three elections returned majori- 
ties in favor of the party of protection, there are only 3 of us 
on this floor out of 16, owing to an artful gerrymander, ready 
to defend the interests and industries of Missouri against these 
Democratic assaults. [Applause on the Republican side.] But 
I wonder if my 13 Democratic colleagues will allow the ruthless 
destruction of the industries in their own State as contemplated 
in this bill. The people of my State have hardly had time to ex- 
amine the schedules or to be heard from regarding them, but I 
hold in my hand a letter from the head of a chemical company 
which will give the Members of the House an idea of what the 
yerdict of the people will be with respect to this bill. The writer 
is a Democrat, as far as I know, and has struggled hard, even 
under the present rates, to build up the business—against for- 
eign competition—of which he is the head. In doing so he and 
his associates have gone so far as to deny to themselves the 
salaries to which they were justly entitled. I ask the Clerk to 
read this letter, which relates, among other things, to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Sr. Lovis, February I, 1922. 
Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran MR. BARTHOLDT : I am in receipt of a c of the biil which 
8 to reduce duties on chemical products. is bill, if enacted 

© law, means nothing more nor less than to the greater 
part of the chemical industry of this country, and as for us, it would 
put us completely out ef business. 

We have an investment here of about $250,000; our sales last year 
were in excess of $400,000, and to produce goods which made up 
eee — —.— . chang 

ut m more or less e es 
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foreign supplies. 

The direct result of the of such a bill as now proposed 
will mean the off of the means of subsistence of thousands 
of w earners, both of the laboring and of the 


8 class, 
throwing them on the streets with no prospects sight for new 
employment. 
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As I haye told you before, the chemical manufacturing industry, and 
more particularly the organic line, is in its infancy 15 this country 
and needs governmental support in order to grow. Look at Germany 
and its tremendous th in chemical manufacture, and more par- 
ticularly within the last 10 to 20 years. Why? Because of the con- 
stant and practical encouragement and protection received at the hands 
of the German Government. 
To show 

desire to ca 


paragrap) uty proposed on pitalice acid is 5 cents 
pos equal to abont 20 pe cent of its value, and in paragraph at 


foreign industry 

The note at the bottom of page 2 states that phtalic acid is used 

in the manufacture of coal-tar a This is not correct, especially 
not when applied to this country where a great bulk of this raw 
9 is used in the 3 = medicinal products, 
n the same paragrap a du cents per pound is proposed on 
838 acid, equal to about 25 per cent of the value * applied 
o the quality we use, i. e., 45° Baumé, and with conditions as 1 the 
finished medicinal product similar to that above stated. 

Paragraph 15 proposes to assess a duty of 75 cents per pound on 
caffeine with the statement that the equivalent ad valorem (per cent) 
is 41.25, while, as a matter of fact, it is 23.80, the correct value of 
caffeine b. both here and abroad $3.15 per peund, and not $1.82 
per pound, the average unit chosen as basis. As against this, a duty 
of 1 cent per pound is proposed on the raw material—tea waste 
tea siftings, ete—which is equivalent fo 40 per cent of the actual 
value. Therefore we haye a duty of 23.8, or about 25 per cent, on the 
finished goods with a duty of 40 per cent on the raw material. 

obey paps 18. Chemical and medicinal compounds and preparations 
conta 3 if enacted into law, would stop the manufacture 
of a number of medicinal products in the United States, particularly 
chieral hydrate, which product is now manufactured here against 
great odds on account of the favorable ition German manufacturers 
1 as to chlorine and alcohol, the chief raw materials for 

pro on. 

Paragraph 41 proposes to assess a duty on cloves of 2 cents per 
pound, equal to about 20 per cent of their value, while the duty on 
vanillin, which is made from cloves, suffers a reduction of from 20 
cents per ounce to 10 cents per ounce, or 50 per cent reduction. 

In p it proposes to assess a duty of 5 per cent, and 
in paragraph 24 10 per cent, on coal-tar products, such as benzol, 
toluol, etc., which heretofore have been on the free list, and which 
products are essential raw materials for all chemical manufactures. 

You can readily see from the foregoing how impossible it would be for 
chemical manufactory to exist under such conditions, and for the life 
of me I can not see what is to be gained by such a bill, excepting the 
intentiona) destruction of chemical manufacture in the United States. 

I will be pleased to have a line from you in reply to the fovegoing, 


with such suggestions as you can offer as to how this bill should be 
combatted. 


With the assurance of my high esteem, I beg to remain 


Yours, very truly, 
Jons F. Qvenxy, President. 

(During the reading of the letter the time of the gentleman 
from Missouri expired, and by unanimous consent it was ex- 
tended sufficiently to finish reading the letter.) 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amendment to 
strike out from the dutiable list phthalic acid at 5 cents per 
pound. Phthalic acid, as I understand it, is used in the manu- 
facture of certain chemical compounds. These chemical com- 
pounds are put on the dutiable list at the rate of 15 per cent ad 
valorem. Phthalic acid at a specific duty of 5 cents a pound, as 
proposed by the bill, would amount to.an ad valorem duty of 
about 20 per cent ad valorem, so it is proposed to change from 
the free list to the dutiable list a basic article at the rate of 20 
per cent to be used in the manufacture of a protected article 
that is to bear 15 per cent. ‘There is no excuse for transferring 
this item from the free list to the dutiable list, and much less 
excuse for making an ad valorem rate on what is, in a sense, a 
raw material, higher than the rate on the finished product. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Illinois has been misled by some of the inaccurate state- 
ments of the letter which the gentleman from Missouri had read 
at the desk. Phthalic acid, which we take from the free list and 
tax at 5 cents a pound, is not used for medicinal preparations, 
but exclusively used in the manufacture of very high-priced, 
high-grade coal dyes and colors. 

In the general rearrangement of the coal-tar color schedule 
it was found advisable to take this one of the ingredients of 
high-priced products and put it on the taxable list at 5 cents a 
pound. 

As to the statement of the gentleman from Illinois about our 
having taxed a basic material at a higher ad valorem rate than 
the product into the manufacture of which it enters, he is mis- 
taken, because it does not enter into the mannfacture of the 
articles carried in paragraph 5, which is the basket clause of 
this bill covering medicinal compounds, which we have reduced 
from 25 per cent ad valorem to 15 per cent ad valorem. 

But even suppose it did enter into these manufactures, 
phthalic acid at 5 cents a pound bears an ad valorem equivalent 
of 18.75, and suppose it was used in the manufacture of medici- 
nal compounds now in the basket clause, the ad valorem rate on 
the highly finished product would soon overtake and outstrip 
the ad valorem of the basic material and allow a handsome 


U 
manufacturer’s margin. : 
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I make this explanation simply to show that the conclusions 
of the gentleman from Illinois, admitting his premises, are in- 
correct; but as a matter of fact his-premises are incorrect, 
because phthalic acid is not used in making medicinal com- 
pounds. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I presume that neither the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] nor myself can per- 
sonally state what phthalic acid is used for. He gets his 
information from one source. I get my information from a 
manufacturing chemist who uses the article. I prefer to be- 
lieve the statement of the people who make use of the article 
in manufacturing a compound rather than the statement of any 
theorist, whoever he may be. The situation, however, illustrates 
the need of having a tariff board to give us accurate informa- 
tion in reference to these matters before we endeayor to enact 
tariff legislation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 
proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, this question of putting free raw 
materials on the dutiable list was fully considered by the com- 
inittee three years ago, The bill under consideration is a direct 
departure from former practice, I call attention to page 8 of 
the report, where I find the following: 

In effecting the changes the committee has had in mind only the 
necessity for raising the revenue required from this schedule, holding 
in view the interests of the consumer. 

On page 17 of the same report it states frankly that the ques- 
tion of the ultimate consumer has not been considered, but the 
interest of what they call the manufacturer. Mr. Chairman, I 
distrust the Greeks when they come bearing gifts. I paraphrase 
that by saying, “ Keep your eye on a free trader when he talks 
protection to you”; I do not believe in it, This same question 
came before us three years ago, and the great chemists of the 
country said in the public hearings which seem to be objec- 
tionable now: 

If you will give us an advance of 5 per cent on the finished products 
of coal tar we will develop that industry in this country, rovided you 
rye ae first derivatives or raw materials for our products on the 

We decided to do that and raised the duty from 30 per cent 
to 35 per cent. The bill went over to the Senate, and the Senate 
put the duty back to 30 per cent, but left the raw materials on 
the free list. 

This bill not only cuts the 30 per cent duty down to 25 per 
cent, but it makes the raw materials dutiable. What does 
that do? It absolutely surrenders the chemical industry of this 
country to German combinations and trusts. The gentleman 
from New York smiles. He must stand by his own witness, 
and I bring to him now the testimony of his own witness, sit- 
ting by his side on the floor of the House, to prove absolutely 
what I say. If the gentleman will kindly turn to pages 5 and 
6 of the report, he will find the following: 


As shown elsewhere 4,068 patents were issued in the United States 
between 1900 and 1910, relating to chemicals and allied industries; at 
least 3,500 are applicable exclusively to chemicals as such. ese, a 
la number relate to inventions in organic chemistry, among which 
carbon dyes and carben compounds constitute a considerable percentage. 
While about 38 pe cent of the 4,068 patents were granted to Ameri- 
cans, about 2,500, or 62 per cent, were granted to foreign inventors. 

A patent is essentially a monopoly, and the fact that the United 
States does not specify compulsory working of patents but allows the 
production of the article wherever desired, permitting importation 
subject only to the tariff, means that, under present conditions, prac- 
tical control of a considerable portion of our market for chemicals is 
accorded to foreign inventors and producers entirely independent of 
costs of production. 


I now ask gentlemen present who have it to turn to pages 
861 and 362 of the summary furnished by the Tariff Board: 

Of the 1,754 patents issued for German inventions, 1,247, or a-little 
over 71 per cent, related to carbon dyes and compounds and bleachin 
and dyeing processes, in all only 5 subdivisions out of more 
accounted for in the table. The number of the assigned inventions was 
1,111 out of 1,247, or practically 90 per cent— Š 

And I want every Member, and you gentlemen who denounce 
the trusts, you people who are instituting investigations of the 
trusts, to understand precisely now what you are voting for, 
that you are voting not only to cripple an American industry, 
but absolutely to turn it over to a German combination, au- 
thorized by the German Government; and here is your own tes- 
timony— 
and of these, as Is shown by the table below, 844 inventions, or 68 
per cent, were assigned to only four companies, who in connection 
with one other company by an interchange of stock and division of 


profits under an agreement to last 50 years from 1904, work on a 
“community of interest” plan, as revealed by their own reports, 


Here are the names of the concerns: 


Aktiengesellschaft fiir Farben, Berlin, 
Badische Anilin Fabrik. 


yer 0. 
Farbenfabrik Elberfeld. 
Meister Lucius & Bruening. 


When I say to you that one of these concerns employs 7,700 
people and 217 research chemists, and that they control 90 per 
cent of all of these patents, and that you are absolutely turn- 
ing this industry over to these four companies, you will under- 
stand what I am trying to prove to you. The witness on the 
other side says this: 


\ 

A patent is essentially a monopoly, maintained with the consent and 
enforced with the help of the Government. Its prime object and 
recognized social value consists in promoting the material development 
of industry in the conta of issue. Viewed from this point it seems 
that the development of the chemical industry in the United States has 
not kept pace with the number of patents issued. Our patent Jaws are 
stringent as to novelty and lenient to the inventor or his assignees. 
They practically certify the first and give far-reaching protection to 
the latter, much more protection than in any other country, because 
the American law recognizes the patentability of the product as such, 
so that no other process or improvement thereof can touch it durin 
the life of the patent in the United States except with the consent o 
the original inventor or his assignees. 

In the chemical industry, however, the product is of paramount im- 
portance. Contrary also to the requirements of the patent laws of most 
other industrial countries, the United States does not specify compul- 
sory working of the patent issued, but permits the patentee and him 
only to import his products into the United States from whatever place 
he chooses, giving him a monopoly of the market without imposing upon 
him any obligation or demanding of him any eguivalent — the mini- 
mum fee paid originally to the Patent Office. In the case of the Amer- 
ican inventor, such importation will develop only under exceptional 
circumstances; with the foreigner, however, it is for obvious reasons 
the rule, in the chemical industry especially. The American market is 
the most valuable in the world, and the foreign inventor or his foreign 
assignees naturally take all the advantage that the law gives them to 
exploit this market as profitably as they can. This very largely ac- 
counts for the tardiness with which the chemical industry develops in the 
United States, especially in those branches which depend preponderantly 
upon inventions and therefore can not be gauged by any tariff legisla- 
tion under the theory of cost equalization or under any other theory. 


In 1907 England found herself in an utterly intolerable situa- 
tion in regard to this. Here is what your witness said: 

Up to 1907 the English patent laws did not require compulsory work- 
mean England of patents issued there, but the situation became so 
unbearable that the law was changed and the compulsory working 
feature established, with the result that, according to a report in the 
London Times, up to 1911, 50 foreign firms had begun or were about to 
begin manufacturing in England, involving an investment of about 
$4,000,000 and the 8 of nearly 7,000 wage earners, with a 
weekly pay roll of $40,000. 

So that whatever else may be the result of this legislation, it 
is an absolutely sure fact, found by experience, that you are 
deliberately turning over to the great consolidated German 
chemical industry, maintained and recognized as a trust by the 
Government, with a 50-year agreement, 46 years yet to run, the 
control of this industry in the United States. Now, why do 
you do it? Three years ago you were opposed to it, and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] said this in the 
hearings on this very subject: 

Mr. Unperwoop. You would increase the cost of the raw material 
by pte a duty on the coal-tar products, would you not? 

Mr. Pennock. Naturally. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And to that extent it would retard thelr manufac- 
ture and the ability of the American manufacturers to compete with 
foreign manufacturers of chemical products. 

It was simply a question of whether we should leave the raw 
material free or not, and my friend from Alabama sided with 
us on that proposition and said that the effect of putting these 
on the dutiable list would be to embarrass the American manu- 
facturers: Let me tell you again what he said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut has expired. 

Mr. HILL. I would like five minutes more, if agreeable; if 
not I will not trespass upon the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Unperwoop said to the witness: 

If we put a duty on your by-product, would not that to that extent 
retard the chemical manufacturers of this country by increasing the 
cost of their material? 2 

That was his view then. 

I call your attention now to pages 379 and 380 of the glossary 
of the Tariff Board. Let me read you some more, and I am 
reading the history of the German chemical industry as pub- 
lished by the Tariff Board: 


Practically all the important manufactures of the chemical industries 
and many products of lesser importance are under some form of syndi- 
cate control, more or less strict, and more or less extensive as to pro- 
duction, prices, supply of raw materials or division of territory. Chem- 
ical manufactures lend themselves more readily to consolidation than 


any other because within a given line the products from one source are 
not visibly different from those of other sources and, on the same basis 
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of purity, do not differ at all. The products therefore carry little if 
any individuality, which is the principal basis of competition. Quite a 


number of these organizations are bound by 
international “ cartels,” the object of which 
tional markets. 

We made an honest attempt, gentlemen, three years ago to 
relieve the United States from the conditions in which both Eng- 
Jand and the United States found themselves. England did it 
by changing her patent laws. She did not think she could 
change her tariff laws in order to do it. We did it by changing 
our tariff laws, giving 5 per cent more protection on the finished 
product and leaving the raw material on the free list. Now 
the Democratic Party proposes to cut down the duties on the 
finished product, put a duty on the raw material, and in five 
years—yes, in three years—the chemical industry will find 
itself here in the same position that the English industry found 
itself when England said that it was unbearable and intolerable. 
The only possible remedy for us is to hold the present schedule 
of the tariff law and make it compulsory upon German manu- 
facturers to come here in the country of sale, and produce in 
this market, with American labor at American wages, as Mr. 
Pennock said in the hearing three years ago that he could if 
we left the rates as they were then. It is a perfectly un- 
paralleled proposition that the Democratic Party should take 
$42,000,000 of importations, free under the list of last year, and 
transfer them all by one single act to the dutiable list. What 
will the result be? Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to show 
you. A statement appeared in the papers the other day that 
this bill was a reduction in the rate of duty of 314 per cent ad 
valorem. Will you kindly oblige me by turning to the summary 
at the end of the dutiable list? > 

It is on page 158 of the caucus print of the bill, for that is 
the real legislation which we are now getting. It shows that 
Congress has abdicated legislative power so far as the action of 
the House and Senate is concerned. We are told it is abso- 
lutely useless to offer an amendment on this floor unless it 
comes from the committee. But the stafement was made, and 
I have no doubt made in good faith, that there was a total 
schedule reduction of 314 per cent ad valorem by this bill. If 
you will turn to page 158 you will find two sets of imports. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HL] 
haye 10 minutes more in which to finish his remarks. [Ap- 
plause.] 

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Thank you. When I received the courtesy of an 
advance copy of the bill, the day before it was introduced, from 
the clerk of the Ways and Means Committee, I began to study 
the summary. That gave me the whole story in a nutshell. I 
found that the imports under Schedule A last year were $48,- 
600,000. I found the estimates for the next year were $96,- 
000,000, and I wondered how the importations could increase 
more than double from one year to another. Then I read on 
and found that $42,000,000 of free products had been trans- 
ferred to the dutiable list. But how did the committee get a 
rate of 25.72, the ad valorem of the Payne bill, which was com- 
pared by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDrnwoop] with 
16.04, the ad yalorem under the proposed estimate? In my 
ignorance and inability to comprehend that situation I made 
inquiries and learned this fact: That the upper row of figures 
on page 15S covers the same items all the way through that are 
shown In $96,742,850 under the estimate. And then I wondered, 
if that was true, why they had not figured out the ad valorem 
for those years as well as the ad valorem for 1912—estimated. 
I went to work and figured it out, and what do you suppose I 
found? I found that where they estimated an ad valorem of 
16.64 for the coming year under their bill on identically the 
same items under the Payne bill the ad valorem was 14 per 
cent, 2.64 less than their own; in 1910 it was 13.65 and theirs 
was 16.64 on the same items. Now, was it fair to compare an 
estimated ad valorem for 1912 with a half of the same things 
under the Payne law in 1911? Was it fair to leave out the ad 
yalorems and leave the page blank when they did figure on the 
same items? Instead of being a reduction of 314 per cent it is 
an inerease of 20 per cent over the Payne law, aS any man can 
see who figures it. How was that increase arrived at? By 
taking free raw materials off the free list under the Payne bill 
and making them dutiable, lowering the average of the whole 
schedule, and then saying that this was less than the rate of 
the Payne bill, because they had given the Payne bill no credit 
whatever for the free raw material coming in last year under 
that law to the amount of $42,000,000. 

There is another thing on that page which shows a rather 
startling situation. If you will take the lower row of imports, 
you will see that the ad valorem under the Dingley law was 


ments of some kind to 
to control the interna- 


28.52, and yet Democratic testimony shows right alongside of 
it that the Payne bill was reduced to 26.41 the first year fol- 
lowing and to 25.72 the second year. So they not only prove 
that they have raised this 20 per cent, but they have proved 
that the Payne bill lowered the Dingley law very materially. 
And they have proved more than that. They have proved that 
they have absolutely put back the average rate under their 
estimates of this bill to 16.64, which is precisely the rate of 1905, 
according to their own showing, under the Dingley law. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

So as it stands to-day, the estimated ad valorem here is the 
exact equivalent of the Dingley law in the year which they cite 
themselves—16.64. 

That is not all. What have you gained, gentlemen, by all 
this legislation? You have given us a chemical schedule, a 
metal schedule, a wool schedule, and a cotton schedule. Under 
your own figures, the correctness of which I dispute, because 
they ought to be larger, you estimated $10,500,000 loss of rev- 
enue on the free-list bill when you would have had $50,000,000 
loss of revenue under it. You estimated no increase of importa- 
tion when you would have had an enormous increase. But, 
taking your own figures and convicting you out of your own 
mouths, this is the total of the estimates up to this present 
time. How are you going to get the increase under the chemical 
schedule? Are your figures right? Absolutely not. I came in 
just a moment ago, and I inquired of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LONGWORTH] how you had amended the first section of 
your bill, and he told me. 

You have got to-day things on the free list that you dream 
you are going to get revenue out of. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] You offered an amendment to correct 
this, and your amendment has been absolutely of no benefit 
whatever to you, and those things will still remain on the free 
list under the Payne law. Under the amendments which you 
offered yourselves in committee you attempted to remove a lot 
of oils from your original free-list text and put them under 
the general basket clause in the dutiable-oil paragraph. They 
do not go there. That basket clause covers only things that 
are not otherwise specified, and every one of those oils is 
specified in the free list in the Payne law. When you get your 
legislation through, if you ever do [laughter and applause on 
the Republican side], you will find you are in a hole on your 
estimates. of revenue, eyen on your own estimates.. f 

What are your total estimates to date on the bilis presented? 
You increase importations of the value of $3,899,151 on the 
chemical schedule. You increase on the metal schedule $24,- 
815,801. On the wool schedule you increase $63,831,000. These 
are your own figures. On the cotton schedule you increase im- 
portations $10,746,358. In other words, if your legislation 
should be successful you would have displaced thus far $103,- 
000,000 of American products and turned them over to the 
factories of Europe. 

Now, what have you gained by it? Have you gained revenue? 
Absolutely no. On the contrary, you have lost, according to 
your own estimates, on the metal schedule, $823,597 ; on the wool 
schedule, $1,348,849; on the cotton schedule, $3,074,801; and you 
have possibly gained on the chemical schedule $3,095,549, The 
net loss in revenue, in order to turn over the making of more 
than one hundred millions of American products to foreign 
factories, has been $12,180,187, according to your own estimates. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Why do you do it? Along on the 20th day of last December 
this message came to Congress. There is no reason why you 
should not act intelligently. I do not mean by that any per- 
sonal reflection on any member of the committee. I mean that 
there is no reason why you should not act with full knowledge 
before you. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
desire to withdraw his pro forma amendment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; I will withdraw that now. I will make 
another one directly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. Albumen, blood, 2 cents per pound; egg albumen, 6 cents per 
pound. ` 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 2, dines 21 and 22, by strik out the words “ 


albumen, 6 cents per pound,” and inserting in lieu thereof the wor 
“egg albumen, 3 cents per pound.” 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that is to strike out the increase 
proposed in the bill of the tariff on egg albumen, which is now 
8 cents a pound. This restores it to the rate fixed in the exist- 
ing law. ‘The bill proposes to increase the rate of duty 100 
per cent. It is unjustifiable, in my opinion. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, paragraph 4 
of the Underwood bill is taken from the agricultural schedule 
of the Payne law and a reduction from 3 cents a pound to 2 
cents a pound is made in blood albumen, which is used in dye- 
ing and in printing textiles, and an increase from 3 cents a 
pound to 6 cents a pound is made in egg albumen, which is used 
about half in making photographic films and half in making 
baking powder. The raise was made as a reyenue proposition, 
the increase in revenue under the raised rate showing from 
$27,000 to $46,000. 

Now, as to the use of egg albumen in making baking powder, 
about 4 ounces of this material are used in making 100 pounds 
of baking powder. It is believed that the Baking Powder Trust 
can stand this additional taxation upon their material of manu- 
facture. But I will call the attention of the committee at the 
same time to the fact that, as I said yesterday, we have reduced 
the rate on alum, which enters into the making of most baking 
powders, from 37 per cent to 15 per cent; and on bicarbonate of 
soda, which comprises about a quarter of the bulk of baking 
powder, we have reduced the tariff taxation from three-quarters 
of a cent a pound to one-quarter of a cent a pound; and on 
cream of tartar we haye cut the duty from 3 cents a pound to 
23 cents a pound, which I think leaves the trade in a favorable 
condition and materially increases the revenue. I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois will not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5. Alkalies, alkaloids, and all chemical and medicinal compounds, 
preparations, mixtures and salts, and combinations thereof not specially 
provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for 
amendment, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr, HILL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me entirely unneces- 
sary to consider this bill at this time, and in confirmation I 
will read to our Democratic friends a recommendation which is 
a little old, but which is good. I am going to read from the 
message of the President on the 20th of December, 1911, trans- 
mitting to Congress the findings of the Tariff Board on the 
wool schedule. There is no necessity for taking up this bill. 
The Tariff Board haye made no report upon it. I say that ad- 
visedly. They have made no report upon it. Any assistance 
that has been given has been given by individuals, and nobody 
will claim anything to the contrary. No authorized assistance 
by the Tariff Board, upon which they are willing to stand; nota 
word or a line of it outside of the glossary has been given up to 
this moment, and no investigation of this schedule has been 
made, and none of the metal or wool schedules had been made 
at the time they were brought in; but an anthorized report 
on the wool schedule has come in since, and this is what the 
President said when he sent it in: 

In “eA 1 of August 17, 1911, accompanying the veto of the 
wool bill, I said that, in my judgment, Schedule K should be revised 
and the rates reduced. My veto was based on the ground that, since 
the Tariff Board would make, in December, a detailed report on wool 
and wool manufactures, with special reference to the ation of the 
existing rates of duties to relatiye costs here and abroad, public policy 
and a fair regard to the interests of the producers and the manufac- 
turers on the one hand and of the consumers on the other demanded 
that legislation should not be hastily enacted in the absence of such 
information ; that I was not myself possessed at that time of adequate 
knowledge of the facts to determine whether or not the pro act 
was in accord with my pledge to support a fair and reasonable pro- 
tective policy; that such legislation might prove only temporary and 
inflict upon a great industry the evils of continued uncertainty. 

I now herewith submit a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K. 
The board is unanimous in its findings. On the basis of these findings 
I now recommend that the Congress p to a consideration of 
this schedule with a view to its revision and a general reduction of 
its rates. 

a . e =. * . e 

The findings of fact by the board show ample reason for the reyi- 
sion downward of Schedule K in accord with the protective prin- 
ciple, and present the data as to relative costs and prices from which 
may be determined what rates will fairly equalize the difference in 
5 costs. I recommend that such revision be proceeded with 
at once. 

Two months have gone by since that recommendation was 
made. Are you honest in your desire to have a revision down- 
ward of any portion of the Payne bill? The President invites 
you to it. The Republican Party invites you to it. You are 
playing politics, and you are now sending to him, with the same 
ideas that characterized your action in the last session, of 
“putting him in a hole,” schedules which have not been re- 
ported on by the Tariff Board. For two months you have had 
that report before you. In 10 days you will have a report on 
the cotton schedule. Why do you not bring in a woolen bill 
based on that report? If you want to find the difference in 


cost of production and then put your revenue tariff below it, 
we will offer you a substitute based on the Tariff Board report. 
Then let both bills lie before the House for a week, in order 
that the Members of this body need not go into a caucus and 
be called upon to pass a binding vote on a bill which they have 
never seen—187 pages of it—which they have never read. It 
was under those circumstances that the chemical bill was 
passed through the caucus last week without amendment, al- 
most without discussion—a bill which never had even been rea 
by the Members who voted upon it. We will meet you with 
a wool bill based on the report of the Tariff Board. Let both 
bills lie on the table for a week and then take them up for 
intelligent consideration and let every Representative here vote 
his honest convictions. Will you do it? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL. May I have five minutes more? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Reserving the right to object, I just 
want to say this—— 

Mr. HILL. I will not ask any further extension at this 
time, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am perfectly willing that the other 
side of the House should have full opportunity to discuss this 
bill and offer amendments to it, but I do insist that the dis- 
cussion shall be confined to the bill and the paragraphs before 
the House. 

Now, I do not like to object, and I would not if the gentleman 
is willing to discuss the bill. I would like to answer the gentle- 
man’s argument. Within 60 days we will report a wool bill in 
this House and pass it, and the gentleman from Connecticut will 
vote against it. [Laughter.] I do not want to inject that ques- 
tion into this discussion. If the gentleman is willing to discuss 
the bill I will not object to extending the time. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Alabama can not separate 
the method of passing a bill from the policy in it. It is not a 
question of rates here now; it is a question of policy—will the 
United States have a revenue tariff or will > have a protective 
tariff? That is all there is to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman, in all fair- 
ness, that the time for discussing the policy was when the bill 
was up for general debate. Mr. Chairman, I will give notice 
that all other speeches on the bill must be confined to five 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is not the one to decide whether 
remarks are on a particular paragraph of the bill or not, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that all other remarks on the 
amendments must be confined to five minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania.. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word.’ I am one of those on this side of the 
House who thoroughly agree with the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Unperwoop] that the discussion on this bill should be 
short, sharp, and decisive. There is no other way. This matter 
ought to be settled at once and the country ought to be relieved 
of the agony as soon as possible. Men who are engaged in the 
chemical business, paint manufacturers, manufacturers of 
aniline dyes, and other chemicals that enter into the manufac- 
ture of clothing and other commodities, and the people who use 
these articles ought to know just as soon as possible what the 
majority in this House proposes to do to them. 

I am one of those who have been hearing from home, from 
men engaged in large industries, who have been writing and 
wiring about this bill. They had no opportunity to be heard by 
the committee which framed the bill. They desired to be heard 
because their business interests were at stake. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, they come appealing at this last moment to their Representa- 
tives on this side of the House to explain the situation to the 
country. They desire the consumers of these products to under- 
stand what it means for a Democratic majority to impose the 
tariff duties on raw materials, thus changing the entire policy 
of the party. It is their belief that the consumer—the farmer 
of the land—may pay more for paint and varnish than he has 
been paying heretofore. If gentlemen on the other side want 
to enact this bill and impose this penalty on the men who till 
the soil, upon those who buy the paints and live in the frame 
farmhouses where paints are most used and needed, let us have 
it known as quickly as possible. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. Chairman, this is about all I want to say at this time. I 
speak for a large and interested constituency, and, in view of 
the brief allowance of time, ask permission to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp, to include certain telegrams, letters, and 
so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
leave to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
my pro forma amendment. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

6. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or 
from anthracene, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amentl page 3 by striking out lines 3 and 4, which read as follows: 

6. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or 

from anthracene, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this article is now on the free 
list. It is necessary in the preparation of dyes. It is proposed 
to put it on the dutiable list at 10 per cent ad valorem. It is 
not a competitive article, and it ought to remain on the free list, 
in my opinion. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois will not pre- 
vail. He has stated the fact correctly that this article has been 
remoyed from the free list and put on the dutiable list at 10 
per cent ad valorem. It is purely a revenue proposition. We 
expect to get $65,000 in duties by placing a tax on alizarin. At 
the same time, it is only fair to say that eventually it is prob- 
able that both alizarin and indigoes in which the synthetic 
manufactures have already displaced the natural product will 
themselves be replaced by other coal-tar derivatives. So as a 
revenue proposition it is probable that it will operate to our 
advantage only for a few years. At the same time, it would 
be utterly inconsistent for us in rearranging the coal-tar color 
schedule to leave the highly finished product on the free list 
and tax the raw material. As we have the matter arranged, 
coal tar is on the free list, and the derivatives, creosote and 
anthracene oil, are on the dutiable list at 5 per cent. 

The next highest products which I am unable personally to 
pronounce are taxed at 10 per cent, the next at 15, and the 
next at 25 per cent, which is a reduction in the rates of 30 
per cent, as stated by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Hirt]. In this connection I will say to the gentleman from 
Connecticut that I do not suffer from the charge of inconsistency 
which he made, because three years ago I moved to place back 
upon the tax list these same unpronounceable subjects upon the 
statement which was correct then and is correct now, that they 
are not raw materials, but are intermediate products; in other 
words, they are halfway finished products, and should bear 
their just proportion of taxation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Why does the gentleman change his mind now 
and put them on the dutiable list, when three years ago he was 
in favor of putting them on the free list? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The gentleman misunder- 
stands me. Three years ago I was in favor of taking them off 
the free list and putting them on the dutiable list, and I made 
some remarks upon the subject in the House at that time. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, I understood the gentleman to state just the 
other way. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in line with the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWoop] a moment 
ago, and in order to saye time, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Harrison] in hereafter prefacing 
his remarks in opposition to amendments offered on this side 
of the House that he omit the words “I hope that the amend- 
ment will not be agreed to,” because the gentleman knows that 
it can not pass. He knows that no amendment offered by any- 
one except a member of the committee can pass, because the 
Democratic caucus has so decreed. Therefore, in the interest 
of saving time, I suggest that he omit those words. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am glad 
that the gentleman from Ohio has admitted that he is without 
hope. He is gradually realizing that he is in the minority. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That is what makes him wild. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mann) there were—ayes 48, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would not thrust myself into this debate 
but for the fact that I am able to do so with less trepidation 
than I have heretofore experienced when other bills emanating 
from the Committee on Ways and Means were before this 
House, and because also of the fact that what I do not know 
about this bill would fill several volumes. I have less trepida- 
tion in addressing myself to this paragraph for another reason, 
namely, that I have had time to hear from Colorado, where the 
women yote, and therefore necessarily have commensurately more 
knowledge about things in general than have women who come 


from States where equal suffrage is not allowed. Mr. Chair- 
man, I have heard no complaint from home that the tax on 
peroxide has been reduced only 10 per cent in this bill. Of 
course, in Colorado, where the women are so beautiful, they do 
not need to use it, and they are so intelligent they condemn the 
use of it anywhere as it was formerly another argument 
in favor of women who enjoy equal suffrage. f{Applause.] But 
I want to say that there is another use to which peroxide is 
put—of course, unknown to the committee. Being honored by 
a membership in the National Stock Growers’ Asociation, I want 
to say that this committee has fayored us stock growers in this 
bill, because peroxide is used in beautifying our horses by 
bleaching their tails and manes, thus adding 25 per cent to the 
value of a chestnut horse just as soon as the peroxide is applied. 
[Laughter.] Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means on account of this reduction as well 
as rebuke them for not putting peroxide upon the free list, 
because I tremble for my Democratic friends from other States 
when it filters through the brains of their women folks that 
they have been so neglectful of their duty as to put any tax 
whatever upon that necessary chemical. [Applause and 
laughter. ] 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7. Alumina, hydrate of, or refined bauxite; alum, alum cake, patent 
alum, sulphate of alumina, and aluminous cake, and all other manu- 
factured compounds of alumina, not specially provided for in this act 
or in the first section of the act cited for amendment, 15 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. CATLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. As the effect of the tariff decrease in this section will be 
to bring about a cessation of the manufacture of a great many 
of the articles now produced by the chemical companies of this 
country, I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter I have received from 
the head of one of the largest chemical works of this country, 
and situated in the district which I have the honor to repre- 
sent. This letter explains some of the effects the bill will have 
upon the chemical productions of the country, and I ask that 
the Clerk read it, omitting the extraneous passages which I 
have erased. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MALLINCKRODT CHEMICAL WORKS, 
St. Louis, February I, 1912. 
Hon. THERON CATLIN, 
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR THERON: We are manufacturing a large line (some 500 items) 
of medicinal, photographic, and other fine chemicals, and the present 
duty on the products, with a few exceptions, is covered by the 25 per 
cent ad valorem schedule. If you will compare this rate of duty with 
the rate im on the products of textile, iron, and other industries 


you will find that the rate is comparatively small. Considering that in 


the other larger industries production is mostly through machinery. 
while our products are the result of handwork by skilled laborers an 


chemists, the unjust discrimination against us will become apparent, 


and it is a fact that the importation of German chemicals has been 
steadily increasing for a number of years and that American manu- 
facturers find it difficult, even with a 25 per cent ad valorem duty, to 
compete. The higher cost of not only labor but of most materials, and 
all things that enter into the making up of a manufacturing plant 
more than offsets the 25 per cent ad valorem. Every article of ma- 
chinery, porcelain, stoneware, etc., which we import pays a duty of 50 
to 75 per cent, and these articles are left unchanged in the present 
Underwood bill. If the ad valorem duty of 25 per cent on chemicals is 
reduced to 15 per cent, as contemplated under section 7 of the Under- 
wood bill, we shall have to discontinue the manufacture of a large num- 
ber of articles and become importers. 

Section 8 reduces the duty on ammonium carbonate from 14 cents to 
cent per pound and anhydrous ammonia from 5 cents per pound to 2 
cents per pound. The present duty on ammonium carbonate is barely 
sufficient protection, and large quantities of the English article are im- 
ported. A duty of only 24 cents per pound on anhydrous ammonia will 
give the foreign manufacturers an opportunity to compete successfully 

this country with American manufacturers. 

Section 16 reduces the ad valorem duty on calomel and other mer- 
curials, from 35 per cent to 15 per cent ad valorem. As the duty on 
mercury, from which these preparations are made, is 7 cents per 2 
the change would result In turning the market over to the foreign 
manufacturers. 

Strychnine and salts now pay a duty of 15 cents per ounce and are 
placed on the free list. This action would certainly give the foreign 
manufacturers the advantage over Americans. Why this article, which 
is so difficult to manufacture, should be singled out for such unwar- 
ranted treatment I am unable to understand. The way. on strychnine, 
in my recollection, has been successively reduced under the different 
tariff revisions from $1 per ounce to 15 cents under the Payne-Aldrich 
bill and the latter protection is certainly disproportionate to the protec- 
tion afforded other and much more important articles. 


I shall be obliged to you for any efforts you may make in our behalf, * 


and with best regards, remain 
Very sincerely, yours, EDWARD MALLINCKRODT, 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9. Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude or partly refined, con- 
taining not more than 90 per cent of potassium bitartrate, 10 per cent 
ad valorem; containing more than 90 per cent of potassium bi te, 
cream of tartar, and Rochelle salts or tartrate of soda and potassa, 23 
cents per pound. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

x d 16, by strik out words 
. 3 bsn crude ssf 8 e 
not more than 90 per cent of potassium bitartrate, 10 per cent ad 
valorem,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: Argols or crude 
tartar or wine lees crude, 5 per cent ad valorem; partly refined, con- 
taining not more than 90 per cent of potassium bitartrate, 10 per cent 
ad yalorem.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, argols being sediment which col- 
lects in wine casks is not a manufactured article, and, of course, 
does not come in competition to any extent with any product 
of the United States. The present tariff is 5 per cent ad va- 
lorem. It is proposed by this bill to raise the tariff to 10 per 
cent ad valorem. It is used in the manufacture of cream of 
tartar for baking-powder purposes. It is proposed by the bill 
to reduce the tariff on cream of tartar from 5 cents a pound to 
23 cents a pound, cutting both ways. We imported last year 
nearly 30,000,000 pounds of these argols or crude tartar. Under 
the provisions of this bill, I think, it is unquestionable that 
instead of importing the crude tartar from southern Europe 
they will import the finished product, cream of tartar, and to 
that extent deprive our industries of the business of refining 
the tartar into cream of tartar. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man whether that is not applicable to a great deal of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. That same condition runs through many parts 
of this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In other words, it is a re- 
vision of American indnstries downward. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is a striking of American industries 
downward. Now, the gentleman from New York asserted yes- 
terday that the labor was very little in transferring the crude 
tartar into cream of tartar. It often happens that the particu- 
lar labor of transferring a particular article into the finished 
product is not great, but you have to take into consideration all 
the labor in connection with the industry, which goes way be- 
yond the mere labor of transferring the crude article into the 
finished product, because the labor of the country is also en- 
gaged in maintaining, in preparing, and in repairing the manu- 
facturing establishments themselyes where this work is per- 
formed, and that goes to make up the real labor employed in 
the work which the gentleman from New York has not included 
in his statement at all. The tariff on crude tartar under the 
Dingley law was 1 cent a pound, equivalent to about 10 per 
cent ad yalorem, and on the finished product it was 6 cents a 
pound. In the Payne law we reduced the tariff on the raw arti- 
cle from 10 per cent to 5 per cent and reduced the tariff on the 
finished product. These gentlemen now propose to increase 
the tariff on the raw material and also decrease the tariff on the 
finished product, which means a practical abandonment of the 
industry in this country. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I will only take up the 
time of the committee for a few minutes, and this paragraph 
illustrates clearly as any in this bill the dividing line be- 
tween a Republican tariff bill written in the interest of certain 
manufacturers and a Democratie tariff bill written in the in- 
terest of the Government and the consumer. Now, the gentle- 
man is right when he says that we have raised the tax on the 
raw product and we have lowered the tax on the finished 
product. / 

The raw product will be paid for by the manufacturer. The 
tax on the finished product will be paid by the people; but in 
the way we have written this bill we will lower the tax to the 
consumer and we will raise more revenue for the Government. 

I do not belleve that this change is sufficient to destroy any 
industry in this country, but it does make certain industries 
in this country pay a tax themselyes that is now being borne 
by the consumer. The Republican Party has always believed 
in the doctrine, as far as it was carried out, of untaxing the 
manufacturer absolutely and putting the entire burden of taxa- 
tion on competitive articles that the consumer had to pay. 

In this bill the imports of argols, out of which cream of tartar 
is made, amounted to nearly 30,000,000 pounds last year under 
the Payne bill. The imports of cream of tartar amounted to 
only 23,000 pounds. The manufacturer brought in thirty 
millions of raw materials untaxed out of which to make a 
profit. He had so prohibitive a tariff that there is practically 
no competition, and ihe Government opened the door for his 
raw material, and then under the Payne bill gave him a pro- 
hibitive tariff and allowed him, behind that wall, to tax the 
American people. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman enlighten 
me? Like all the rest of us benighted Republicans, I am in 
the dark. Suppose the result of this schedule is this, that the 


manufactured article should be imported, will we not lose the 
revenue? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, I expect to have more of the 
manufactured article imported. I am free to say that I do not 
believe the American manufacturer is entitled to the undis- 
puted right to the American market. If you do that you can 
not collect reyenue at the customhouse. You must allow some 
importations or the Government can not raise revenue. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the gentleman and his committee have 
imposed the duty upon the raw material, I understand. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. And we will not get the duty if we do not 
import the raw material? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why, certainly 

Mr. BUTLER. It may be cheaper to import, as I see it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, we expect some amount of 
raw material to come in as before, because it is needed, but the 
manufacturer out of his profit will pay that tax to the Govern- 
ment. Now, does not the gentleman believe: that the great 
manufacturing interests of this country, who have the benefit of 
a protective tariff, either incidentally or direct, are entitled to 
pay all the tax to the United States Government? 

Mr. BUTLER. We all should pay some of the taxes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what we are proposing in this 
paragraph to do, namely, to make them pay some of the Goy- 
ernment taxes, g 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman and his committee have made 
what I understand is a revenue measure 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Unperwoop] has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman want more time? I have 
occupied some of it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not wish any more time, because I 
expect to object to anybody else taking more than five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I am glad we have reached 
a time when the leader of the Democratic Party has admitted 
that there are tariff duties which the ultimate consumer does 
not pay. That is my interpretation of the statement he has just 
made. There are many duties which the ultimate consumer 
does not pay. The trouble with the gentleman’s logic in this 
case is that it is faulty, as it is in all other matters connected 
with the tariff, for the duty which he now suggests that the 
ultimate consumer does not pay is just the duty that he must 
pay in the nature of things. The gentleman talks about making 
a manufacturer pay duty and bear the burden of a duty on a 
noncompetitive article, as though you could load on a manu- 
facturer and retain on the shoulders of a manufacturer the duty 
on a noncompetitive article used by him in his manufacturing 
processes. If there is any duty on earth that must in the end 
be paid by the ultimate consumer, that is the duty. And what 
the Democratic majority does in this bill is to place directly on 
American consumers an added burden by increasing the duty 
on noncompetitive articles of manufacture now on the free list. 
The increased cost passes from the manufacturer to the con- 
sumer with accretions—and I thank my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Goop] for the suggestion—and generally with very considerable 
accretions, whereas the duties we believe in are duties on com- 
petitive articles. The history of our industries has proven 
beyond a question that in the majority of instances the duties 
paid on competitive articles are borne by the foreign importer, 
that the competition here by the American producer of like 
articles compels the foreign importer to pay a large portion of 
that duty in order to have the benefit of that market. 

All through this bill are increases in the burdens that must 
fall beyond a question on the ultimate consumer, for they are 
added burdens upon noncompetitive articles, upon articles the 
like of which we do not produce, articles which we must have 
in order to manufacture other articles which the people use; 
and therefore every additional burden made in this bill, all of 
the tariff taxes made on the $43,000,000 worth of articles taken 
from the free list—every penny of it—must be borne directly 
by the American consumer, and we are ready to go to the 
country on that proposition. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] e 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make just a few re- 
marks in connection with the pending proposition. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] has stated that there are 
some duties that the consumer does not pay under certain cir- 
cumstances. Some gentlemen on the other side seem to think 
that that would be contrary to Democratic teaching. It has al- 
ways been the contention of the Democratic Party that the duty 
paid by the consumer was the duty on the product as it went to 
him—the duty on the finished product. It has always been 


understood that any duty on the raw material must be paid by 
the manufacturer, but that the manufacturer is compensated 
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by the duty on the finished product. If you reduce the duty 
on the raw material and do not reduce the duty on the finished 
product, you do not benefit the consumer—you benefit the manu- 
facturer. 

Mr. Chairman, all who want to know and understand do 
know and understand that when the Committee on Ways and 
Means reduced the tax on cream of tartar, the finished product, 
they reduced the price to the consumer; and that if they had 
let the tax remain the same on the finished product, the cream 
of tartar, it would not have affected the consumer, whether the 
duty on the raw material was raised or lowered. The fact that 
they do put a tax on the raw material does not affect the con- 
sumer, unless they on that account increase the tax on the 
finished product. 

The Committee on Ways and Means found this condition: 
80,000,000 pounds of argol was imported into this country and 
used in the manufacture of cream of tartar, upon which little 
revenue was collected. A high prohibitive tax was then put on 
cream of tartar, but only 23,000 pounds of cream of tartar, or 
less than one thousandth part of the amount manufactured, was 
imported under that duty fixed by the Payne bill. That amount 
of this great commodity of common use was practically nothing. 
So that while cream of tartar was by this high tax increased 
greatly in price to the consumer there was no revenue to the 
Goyernment. Now, when they increase the duty on the argol, 
if anything like the same amount is imported, there will be a 
reyenue—and a good revenue—derived from that source to the 
Government, and if perchance by reason of the reduction of the 
duty on cream of tartar, the finished product, an, appreciable 
amount of the finished product is imported into this country, 
instead of 23,000 pounds, a negligible quantity, there will be 
some revenue coming from that; so that the result of this legis- 
lation will be to give additional revenue to the Government, to 
give a decreased price to the consumer, and yet to afford an 
ample protection—not a robber's protection, but an ample pro- 
re alls the manufacturer. [Applause on the Democratic 

e 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the statement made 
by the gentleman from Texas, I wish to call attention to the fact 
that this same Committee on Ways and Means took a so-called 
raw material—iron ore—off the dutiable list and placed it on 
the free list. They took that revenue of about $280,000 away 
from the Treasury of the United States and made a present of it 
to certain iron makers in the Hast. 

Now, why is it that you are transferring here from the free 
list to the dutiable list a raw material under this paragraph, 
when fn a previous bill, covering the metal schedule, you took a 
raw material off the dutiable list, bringing a revenue to the 
Treasury Department, and put that on the free list? Why does 
not the rule work both ways? 

Mr. MONDELL and Mr. HARDY rose. 

Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman wish an answer? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. To which gentleman does the gentleman 
from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will yield first to the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. HARDY. My understanding is that the condition was en- 
tirely different. It was understood that this iron ore in this 
country was controlled by a trust and that its price was dictated 
and dominated by the Steel Trust. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, it may have been understood 
by the gentleman from Texas that a trust controlled the entire 
output of iron ore in this country, but the testimony taken 
before committees of this House does not bear out that under- 
standing or statement. 

The gentleman’s State of Texas is certainly rich in iron ore, 
and I ask him whether the great fields of iron ore in that State 
are controlled by the Steel Trust? I am sure they are not so 
controlled in the State I represent and in many other Southern 
States that are represented on the floor of this House. 

Mr. HARDY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that the question of how much control the Steel Trust and allied 
interests have over the iron-ore supply of this country may be a 
subject of controversy, but my understanding is that the evi- 
dence was that they owned something over 60 per cent and that 
they absolutely dominated the situation, 

Mr. AUSTIN. The testimony showed that they owned about 
32 per cent. 

Mr. HARDY. That is the gentleman’s understanding of the 
testimony. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is the testimony. 

Mr. HARDY. My understanding is the other way. It is a 
question of a difference of understanding. 


Mr. AUSTIN. But you transferred iron ore to the free list, 
and took from the Treasury this income of $280,000 for the 
benefit of three trusts, the Pennsylvania Steel Trust, the Beth- 
lehem Steel Trust, and the Maryland Steel Trust. They have 
no monopoly upon the iron ore of this country, but they have 
an absolute monopoly of the iron ore from the ore fields of 
Cuba, where they mine it with cheaper labor than we do in this 
country. 

Mr. BUTLER. They own no iron ore in this country. 

Mr. HARDY. I wish to say that instead of it being for the 
benefit of the trusts, it would operate for the benefit of the in- 
dependent man who might use some lower-priced iron ore in 
competition with the trusts. If the trusts paid a tax on the 
iron ore, they would get it handed back on their exportation of 
iron products under our draw-back law, while the independent 
man would have to pay the duty. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Then, the so-called independent concerns whom 
you are seeking to relieve by your legislation are the Pennsyl- 
yania Steel Trust, the Bethlehem Steel Trust, and the Maryland 


Steel Trust? 


Mr. HARDY. That is the gentleman’s statement; he is ab- 
solutely wrong. 

Mr. AUSTIN. They are just as much monopolies or trusts as 
the United States Steel Corporation. 

Mr. HARDY. That is the gentleman’s statement of it; they 
may be and doubtless are trusts, and in alliance with the Steel 
Trust. We did not put iron ore on the free list for the benefit 


of the Bethlehem Steel Trust and Maryland Steel Trust, but for ` 


the benefit of the small manufacturer not in alliance with the 
Steel Trust. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on this paragraph be now closed. 

Mr. MANN. I should like five minutes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will ask unanimous consent that 
debate on this paragraph close in five minutes, that time to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. UnpErwoop], in his remarks, assumes that you can in- 
crease the cost of the raw material to the manufacturer and 
decrease the price of the finished product, without in any way 
affecting the industry. I do not propose to argue that ques- 
tion, because to a mind so constituted that it is not a self- 
evident proposition argument would probably be of no avail. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] But we have an illustra- 
tion of the situation in this very item itself. On cream of tar- 
tar it is now proposed to increase the cost of the raw material 
and to decrease the tariff on the finished product. Cream of 
tartar itself has a history in tariff legislation, which history 
is instructive. Under the Dingley tariff law the duty on cream 
of tartar was 6 cents a pound, and there was imported in 1909— 
I take the figures given in the report of the committee—a total 
of 399 pounds. That was under a tariff of 6 cents a pound, 
practically a prohibitive tariff. The Payne law reduced the 
duty from 6 cents a pound to 5 cents a pound, and in one year 
the importations jumped from 399 pounds to 116,278 pounds. 
Reducing the tariff 20 per cent, from 6 cents a pound to 5 cents 
a pound, brought us in competition with cream of tartar made 
abroad and greatly increased the importations. While this was 
done we decreased the tariff on raw material. We reduced the 
tariff on crude tartar at the same time that we reduced the 
tariff on the finished product, cream of tartar. 

And yet, in spite of that, the reduction of the tariff of 1 cent 
a pound on cream of tartar resulted in a large importation into 
the country. It is now proposed in one paragraph to increase 
the tariff on the raw material 100 per cent and to reduce the 
tariff on the finished product from 5 cents a pound to 24 cents 


a pound. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. MANN. In a moment I will. Now, no one can tell how 
much importations will be increased. It is true that the impor- 
tations in 1910 of 116,000 pounds was on the basis of 84 cents a 
pound. The price of cream of tartar abroad went up, and the 
importations of 1911 were 23,000 pounds, on a basis of 144 cents 
a pound, while the average cost in the United- States at the 
same time was 18} cents a pound, 4 cents a pound more than 


the imported article cost, even after the priye had gone up 


abroad. That means ruination of the industry of the United 
States. 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. Is the gentleman from Illinois 
aware of the fact that the process of refining argols consists of 
dissolving them in hot water, filtering them, and putting crude 
and refined on the same ad valorem basis will still leave the 
manufacturer a margin of good profit? 

Mr. MANN. I am aware that that is not all there is in the 


process from the crude tartar to the cream of tartar. There 
are several processes in between. There are several provided 
for in this very paragraph between the crude tartar and the 
cream of tartar. The gentleman from New York assumes 
without information on the subject that crude tartar is in- 
stantly transferred into cream of tartar. This means ruina- 
tion; that is your policy, and we protest against it. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


10. Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, Peru, tolu, and all other bal- 
sams, which ate natural dnd uncompounded and not suitable for the 
manufacture of perfumery and cosmetics, if in a crude state, not ad- 
vanced in value or condition by any process or treatment whatever be- 
yond that essential to the proper packing of the balsams and the pre- 
vention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per cent ad 
valorem ; if advanced in value or condition by any process or treatment 
whatever beyond that essential to the proper packing of the balsams 
and the prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 15 
per cent ad valorem ; all the foregoing not specially provided for in this 
act or in the first section of the act cited for amendment: Provided, 
That no article containing alcohol shall be classified for duty under this 
paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, by striking out of page 3, lines 22 to 25, inclusive, and on 
page 4 down to and including the semicolon, line 2, reading as follows: 

“10. Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, Peru, tolu, and all other bal- 
sams, which are natural and uncompounded and not suitable for the 
manufacture of perfumery and cosmetics, if in a crude state, not ad- 
vanced in value or condition by any process or treatment whatever be- 
yond that essential to the proper packing of the balsams and the pre- 
vention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per cent ad 
valorem ; if advanced in value or condition by any process or.” 

And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, tolu, and all other balsams.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, my amendment proposes to retain 
on the free list balsams in their crude state. They are now on 
the free list. It may be well to say that in this amendment I 
have offered, and others which I shall offer, to strike out of the 
dutiable list articles now on the free list, if they would be 
agreed to, would result in leaving them on the free list under 
the free-list provisions of the Payne law. ; 

This bill undertakes to substitute these provisions for the pro- 
visions of Schedule A of the Payne law. That schedule does 
not include a free list. Striking an item out of this bill on the 
dutiable list which is now on the free list of the Payne law will 
leave that item on the free list under the free-list provision. 

This is a medicinal article to a large extent, noncompetitive, 
a crude material. Yet it is proposed to transfer it from the 
free list to the dutiable list in the interest of the people. How 
absolutely absurd gentlemen can get when they talk about “ the 
interests of the people”! 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the bill pro- 
poses to place upon the taxable list these balsams which were 
heretofore free, and we expect to derive a revenue of $11,700 by 
so doing. These balsams are chiefly used in the manufacture of 
perfumes, cosmetics, and patent medicines; they used to be pre- 
scribed by physicians pretty generally 

Mr. BUTLER. And used for making cough medicines. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. And for cough medicines. 
Nowadays physicians prescribe medical compounds, and these 
articles go into the preparation of patent medicines. The fla- 
voring extracts which are sold as patent medicines are very 
high priced, and it is not believed that imposing a 10 per cent 
ad valorem duty on the materials of manufacture will mate- 
rially increase the price to the consumer, but in any event it is 
purely a revenue measure and will produce nearly $12,000 in 
revenue. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 
yield? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I ought 
to state that I erred in saying these balsams were used in the 
preparation of perfumes, because those are taxed in another 
paragraph of the bill. These balsams are used in manufactur- 
ing patent medicines. 

Mr. BUTLER. Principally cough medicines. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
i eo has made the estimate of the yalue of imports under 
this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
that they were prepared by a clerk of the Committee on Ways 


will the gentleman 
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and Means in collaboration with an expert from the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. From the Tariff Board? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; from the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I want to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion. Referring to this specific item, I observe that as to the 
first three of these balsams it is estimated that the imports 
will be less under a duty of 10 per cent than heretofore, but 
as to the last two items it is estimated that the imports will be 
larger under a duty of 10 per cent than heretofore. I would ask 
the gentleman why? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentleman will look 
not at the year 1911 alone, which was not a normal year, but 
will examine the average of preceding years, he will correct 
his statement. It is natural to suppose that the imposition of 
a tax will slightly restrict importations. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. But I find in the estimates of the com- 
mittee that, for instance, the value of the imports in 1911 of 
tolu was three thousand and odd dollars, and under this bill, 
under a 10 per cent duty, it is estimated they will be $5,000. 
Does the gentleman mean that they haye gone back over a 
number of years and estimated the values under those years? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison] who prepared this bill, is very likely the best- 
informed man in the House on the subject of the chemical 
schedule and the chemical items of which it consists. Yet it is 
a queer illustration of the methods of legislation when the 
gentleman from New York, who drafted the bill, who passed 
the bill through the caucus and through the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and who is its defender upon the floor, in 
answer to the amendment which I offered concerning these 
balsaths, states that they were used principally for the prepara- 
tion of cosmetics and perfumery, and did not know differently 
from his own information upon the subject, and did not 
state differently until an outsider, who I am glad to see upon 
the floor of the House though in contravention of the rules of 
the House, gave him the information. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I think 
the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken in saying that the 
presence upon the floor of this gentleman is in contravention 
of the rules, because he appears here as a clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MANN. He is an employee of the Government and can 
not be both. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I beg the gentleman's par- 
don. The Committee on Ways and Means has never elected the 
gentleman a clerk. No member of the Committee on Ways 
and Means can select any clerk for that committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the gentle- 
man being on the floor. 

Mr. DALZELL. Nor have I, but I object to the gentleman 
from New York making the statement he has made. 

Mr. MANN. He could not occupy both places under the law. 
However, I am glad that the gentleman was here to correct the 
gentlem n from New York, because I would hate to have it 
go out to the country that the gentleman from New York, the 
only man on the Democratic side of the House who pretended 
to know anything about the chemical schedule, did not know 
that these balsams were not used for perfumery or cosmetics, 
but were used only for medical purposes. It is no wonder that 
we have bills of this kind presented to the House when gentle- 
men who draw them know neither what is in them nor about 
the subjects which they contain. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

23. Coal-tar products known as dead and creosote oil, soluble and 
sulfonated dead and ereosote oil, anthracene and anthracene oil, benzol, 
naphthol, resorcin, toluol, xylol; all the foregoing not medicinal and not 
colors or dyes, 5 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 6, lines 15 to 19, by striking out the following: 

“23. Coal-tar products known as dead and creosote oil, soluble and 
sulfonated dead and creosote oil, anthracene and anthracene oil, benzol, 
naphthol, resorcin, toluol, xylol; all the foregoing not medicinal and not 
colors or dyes, 5 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these coal-tar products are now 
on the free list. The Agricultural Department of this Govern- 
ment for years has been making investigations and publishing 
the results of those investigations, urging that the results ke 
followed in the preserving of railroad ties and other woods 
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which are in common use for fence posts, telegraph and tele- 
phone poles, and a great many other ways in which wood is 
used, to dip the wood in various ways in this dead creosote oil. 

We have been trying to educate the users of this timber in the 
country, rapidly disappearing, to prolong its life by preserving 
it through the use of these materials. The extensive use of this 
dead creosote oil has only recently come into practice. We are 
trying on the one hand to get people to make use of it. It was 
put on the free list so that it might be presented as cheaply as 
possible. We consume enormous quantities of our forest prod- 
ucts in the mere matter of railway ties. Various railroads are 
now trying, on the ugging of the Agricultural Department, to 
preserve the railroad ties by the use of this dead creosote oil, 
and now it is proposed to transfer this item from the free list 
to the dutiable list and require every ounce of it that comes into 
the country to pay a duty on the theory that the Government 
needs it for revenue. We spend twice as much every year in 
the Agricultural Department trying to encourage people to make 
use of it as the reyenue derived from it will amount to. There 
is no excuse for putting a tariff upon this product, a by-product 
not in competition with other products, thereby discouraging its 
use by increasing its price. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment may be again reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, under the 
Payne law creosote oil was on the tax list at 20 per cent ad 
valorem. By a decision of an official of the Treasury Depart- 
ment creosote oil was reclassified and placed upon the free list. 
The subject has been one of much political discussion, and I do 
not propose to entertain the committee now with a further re- 
hearsing of the matter; but creosote oil at a 5 per cent ad 
valorem rate, it is calculated, will produce $115,000 worth of 
reyenue, and more revenue, in addition, will be derived from 
naphthol, and perhaps from some of the other subjects mentioned 
in paragraph 23 of our bill. I have already several times stated 
the basis or methods upon which we have rearranged the taxes 
on coal-tar products. Creosote oil and anthracene oil are among 
the primary coal-tar products, and we have put them at the 
lowest rate of tax that we have imposed upon any of the coal- 
tar products. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says that creosote 
oil was on the dutiable list under the Payne law. Paragraph 
586 of the Payne tariff law, giving the items in the free list 
not on the dutiable list, includes coal tar, crude, pitch of coal 
tar, and products of coal tar known as dead or creosote oll, and 
a long list of other articles which have been now transferred 
under the various paragraphs of this bill from the free list to 
the dutiable list. What is the use of the gentleman saying 
that it was on the dutiable list under the Payne law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

24 Coal-tar products known as anilin oil and salts, toluidin, xylidin, 
cumidin, binitrotoluol, binitrobenzol, benzidin, tolidin, dianisidin, naph- 
tylamin, diphenylamin, benzaldehyde, benzyl chloride, nitro-benzol and 
nitrotoluol, naphtylaminsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, 
naphtolsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, amidonaphtol- 
sulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, amidosalicylic acid, 
binitrochlorbenzol, diamidostilbendisulfoacid, metanilie acid, parani- 
tranilin, dimethylanilin; all the foregoing not medicinal and not colors 
or dyes, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I demand an explanation of 
this paragraph which has just been read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out of lines 20 to 25, page 6, and lines 1 to 5, 
inclusive, page 7, the following: - 

24. Conl tar products known as anilin oil and salts, toluidin, xylidin, 
cumidin, binitrotoluol, binitrobenzol, benzidin, tolidin, dianisidin, naph- 
tylamin, 1 benzaldehyde, benzyl chloride, nitro-benzol and 
nitrotoluol, naphtylaminsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, 
naphtolsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, amidonaphtol- 
sulfoacids and their sodium or poa um salts, amidosalicylic acid, 
binitrochlorbenzol, diamidostilbendisulfoacid, metanilic acid, parani- 
tranilin, dimetbylanilin all the foregoing not medicinal and not colors 
or dyes, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these very important articles, 
important especially judging from their*names, are now upon 
the free list, and it seems to me that they ought to remain upon 
the free list. The effect of my amendment is to strike them 
ofit of the dutiable list and they will then remain on the free 
list under the provisions of existing law. It is true that the 
gentleman from New York has frequently explained that it is 


the purpose of his side of the House to place coal-tar products 
upon the dutiable list. These coal-tar products are, in the main, 
by-products and basic products for the manufacture of other 
important articles. You do not encourage industry in our 
country by putting a tariff duty upon these basic or crude prod- 
ucts, You do encourage industry in our country by admitting 
them free of duty so that they can be used for the manufac- 
ture of other articles in our country, and, as the gentleman from 
New York has frequently stated that it has been their policy 
to place a duty upon these coal-tar products, basic articles, I 
Say it is our policy to endeayor to build up the industries of our 
own country rather than the industries of countries foreign to 
our shores. [Applayse on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the latter 
half of these unpronounceable products were formerly taxed at 
20 per cent, and the Payne law put them on the free list. They 
are not free raw materials. They are intermediate products, 
partly finished products, and it is a fair surmise that they were 
put on the free list in the Payne law simply for the benefit of 
one manufacturer in my State, who, with very little labor, 
assemblies these products and has been selling them under a 
protective duty of 30 per cent ad valorem on his finished prod- 
ucts. It seems to me, and it seemed to me three years ago, that 
these are very proper subjects for taxation, and the low rate 
of 10 per cent which we haye placed upon them, it is expected, 
will produce a reyenue of $167,500. I hope the amendment will 
not prevail. - 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is true that a portion of these 
products are articles which were upon the dutiable list under 
the Dingley law. In the revision of that law by the Payne law 
they were placed upon the free list. The gentlemen on that 
side of the aisle have kept the air throughout the country in 
continual commotion telling how we failed to reduce the tariff 
in the Payne law as we had promised to do, and yet we find 
them attempting to take articles which we had taken off the 
dutiable list and placed on the free list under the Payne law 
and putting them on the dutiable list on their claim that they 
have the country behind them, because we did not sufficiently 
8 the tariff downward in the Payne law. That is real logie 

or you. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York if any of these articles are manufactured in 
the United States, prattically? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I believe very few, if any, of 
them are. ; 

Mr. HILL. The effort made three years ago to develop the 
further industry beyond these first derivatives was an honest 
one. I will tell the gentleman from his own report why they 
are not manufactured in the United States. If the gentleman 
will look on page 4, he will find the rate of wages and salaries 
paid by the American chemical industry to all its employees, 
and if he turns to page 370, which is a part of the glossary pre- 
pared by the Tariff Board, he will find that in the competitive 
industry in Germany, taking the salaries of all the insured em- 
ployees, which incInded salaries as high as $1,400, the actual 
wages paid in Germany in the manufacture of all these chemi- 
cals average $291.55 per year per employee, as against $738 per 
annum paid in the United States in making the same articles. 
It seems to me that that is a pretty fair reason for their not 
being made in the United States and for their being made in 
Germany. It is impossible under existing conditions, and in 
all probability will be for the next 20 or 25 years, to make 
these articles in the United States. So you are simply putting 
a burden upon the people of the United States during that time 
by taxing these raw materials. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cobalt, oxide of, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This bill, like all other important measures, is brought 
into this House as the product of a secret Democratic caucus, 
which bound all Democrats to vote for the bill and against all 
amendments. So, while the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Unverwoop], with his bland and benevolent manner, pretends 
to give us liberal opportunity for debate and amendment, he 
knows and we know that both are absolutely useless and in- 
effective here, for the most convincing arguments and the most 
necessary and attractive amendments will go down to defeat 
before the solid, deaf vote which is pledged in advance against 
them. 5 

Both debate and amendments are a farce, and your side of 
the House, which has declaimed so much in recent years about 
the need of personal independence here and the dangers of arbi- 
trary power, is crushing out all individual influence and ef- 
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ciency in a manner unexampled in my experience. The coun- 
try, I think, was persuaded by you that the power of the 
Speaker had grown so great fhat it was impairing the indi- 
vidual responsibility of Members; but I think the country will 
be even more strongly and indignantly convinced that responsi- 
bility for all important legislation should not be shifted to a 
party caucus, but that the proper place for effective debate 
and discussion and amendment is the open House and not the 
secret caucus of one side of the House. But history is only 
repeating itself, and I trust the results also will be repeated. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is his opinion on that subject? 

Mr. GILLETT. I will tell you before I get through. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. You would not be willing to give me 
a catagorical answer now as to what your opinion is on that 
subject? 

Mr. GILLETT. My opinion is against the present conduct 
of the House. But I am going to give some authority that will 
go much farther, both with the gentleman and with the com- 
mittee, than anything I can say. As I said, history is simply 
repeating itself, and the conduct of the Democratie Party to-day 
is simply following the precedent set by the Democratie Party 
80 years ago. I chanced to be reading recently the works of 
one of the greatest statesman and debaters and leaders who 
ever adorned this House—James A, Garfield—and I ran across 
this description of the conduct of the Democratic Party then. 
His words will not, I suppose, either please or influence that 
side of the House any more than they did when uttered, but 
they will carry weight to impartial and thoughtful minds, and 
public opinion will respond to them as it did before. He said: 

I have been 16 years a Member of the House of Representatives, and 
in all that period I have never once known * * the members of 
the Republican mass | to bind themselves in a caucus to rg eed any bill 
before Congress. I have seen it tried once or twice, but ave always 
seen dozens of Republicans spring to their feet and say, “ We are free 
men and we will vote according to the interests of our constituents and 
the dictates of oar conscience, and no caucus shall bind us.” But the 
moment the Democratic Party got back into power again that moment 
they organized the caucus—the secret caucus, the oath-bound caucus; 
for in the recent extra session they actually took oaths not to divulge 
what occurred in caucus and to be bound by whatever the caucus de- 
creed. And I have known man after man, who had before sworn by 
all the wicked gods at once that he would not be bound to vote for a 
certain measure, walk out of the caucus like a sheep led to the slaughter 
and vote for the bill that he had cursed. They brought forward bills at 
the extra session so full of manifest errors that when we pointed them 
out they would admit in private that they were errors which ought to 
be corrected, but they would say, “ We have agreed to vote for it and 
without amendment, and we will.” We pointed out wretchedly bad 
grammar in bills, and they would not even correct this grammar, be- 
cause the caucus had adopted it. Now, therefore, gentlemen, the Con- 
gress of the United States is ruled by a caucus. It has ceased to be a 
deliberative body. It is ruled by secret caucus, 

The conduct of the Democratie Party, which Garfield repro- 
bated, then, is exactly the conduct which the same Bourbon 
Democracy is repeating to-day, and I believe that the same 
conditions will produce the same results and that the voters 
of the country will repudiate and defeat those tactics now as 
they did before. [Applause on the Republican side.] The words 
of Daniel Webster are just as pertinent to-day as they were 90 
years ago: “It is time to put an end to caucuses.” [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. I—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I wish to speak to the pending amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I haye listened with amusement to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] offering amendments to this 
chemical schedule that he does not understand—— 

Mr. MANN. How do you know? [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HEFLIN (continuing). Amendments containing names 
that he can not himself pronounce, and some amendments which, 
I think, should they be adopted, he would vote against the bill 
on the final passage. You haye so little to talk about now that 
you harp on amendments that you do not believe in, and abuse 
the Democratic caucus. The Republican side of this House has 
been reduced to such a small minority that you have not 
enough to have a real caucus. [Laughter on the Democratic 
Side.] 

We have a real, live Democratic caucus, and it is bringing 
into this House measures that look to the greatest good to the 
greatest number. There are gentlemen on that side who recall 
the last, or Sixty-first, Congress, presided over by a Republican 
nominated in a Republican caucus, denounced by honest insur- 
gents in this House, who charged that Members had to go with 
their hats in their hands to this Republican Speaker to get him 
to let them, in the name of their people, call up a bill for con- 
sideration by this House. When I look upon that side and see 
how, on account of your broken promises and faithlessness to 
the people, you haye been repudiated, and that Speaker taken 
out of that chair and a Democratic Speaker placed in his stead, 


and a majority on this side legislating in the interest of the 


people, I say again, Long live the Democratic caucus! * [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] > 

About all you can say now is, “Confound the Democratic 
caucus.” [Applause on the Democratic side.] The Democratic 
caucus has given you a great deal of trouble and will give you 
a great deal more. It has given us weapons with which to cut 
the dirt from under the feet of some of you who are offering 
amendments—gentlemen whose record on tariff reduction is 
such that the places that know you now will soon know you no 
more forever. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic Side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

28. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, 
excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums, 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, vegetabl 
seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, an 
woods used expressly for dyeing or tanning; any of the foregoing 
which are natural and uncompounded drugs and not edible and not 
specially oe for in this act or in the first section of the act cited 
for amendment, but which are advanced in value or condition by peel- 
ing, shredding, grinding, chipping, crushing, or any other process or 
treatment whatever beyond that essential to the proper packing of the 
drugs and the prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufac- 
ture, 10 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no article containing 
alcohol shall be classified for duty under this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 22 to 25, page 7, and lines 1 to 11, page 
8, as follows: 

“28. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, 
excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums, 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, vegetables, 
seeds (aromatic, not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and 
woods used expressly for ayeing. or 3 any of the foregoing which 
are natural and uncompounded drugs and not edible, and not 8 
provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for amend- 
ment, but which are advanced in yalue or condition by peeling, shred- 
ding, grinding, chipping, crushing, or any other process or treatment 
whatever beyond that essential to the proper packing of the drugs and 
the prevention of aire or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per 
cent ad valorem: Provided, That no article containing alcohol shall be 
classified for duty under this paragraph.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these articles, crude drugs, are 
now on the free list under the existing Payne tariff law. It is 
proposed by this bill to take them from the free list and place 
them upon the dutiable list. If my amendment to strike them 
out of the dutiable list prevails, they will remain on the free list 
under the existing provisions of law. 

I do not think it necessary to make an argument in favor of 
having crude drugs, wholly noncompetitive in character, upon 
the free list. ; 

I do not wonder that my genial friend from Alabama [Mr. 
Hertin] chafes under the necessity of voting against amend- 
ments to leave these articles upon the free list. Not long since 
in the House the gentleman [Mr. Herrin] derided this side of 
the House because, he said, we had opposed placing agricultural 
implements on the free list. Within a few minutes after he 
made that speech I offered an amendment on the floor of the 
House to place these agricultural implements on the free list, 
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] voted against 
it. [Laughter on the Republican side.] One moment he de- 
claimed in favor of a proposition, and when called by an amend- 
ment backed water, reversing his position and voting against a 
proposition which, if he and others on that side of the House 
had voted for it, would now be in the metal-schedule bill. 

I think it is going too far, Mr. Chairman, to place crude drugs 
upon the dutiable list, to lay a tax upon all the sick people of 
the country, and especially upon the gentlemen on that side of 
the House, who after the next election will be the sickest crowd 


vou ever saw. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I listened 
yesterday to the entertaining argument of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] practically to the same effect as the 
remarkable statement he has just made; but I think he is 
laboring under a real misapprehension as to the effect of para- 
graph 28 of our bill, which he now proposes by this amendment 
to strike out. 

Paragraph 28 of our bill is substantially the same as the 
corresponding paragraph 20 of the Payne-Aldrich law, except- 
ing that it reduces the tax upon these drugs when they are ad- 
vanced in value or condition from a quarter of a cent a 
pound and 10 per cent ad valorem to a flat 10 per cent ad 
yalorem rate; and it mentions the same drugs in paragraph 88, 
on page 22, of our bill as being on the free list, as they are 
now, when they are not advanced in value or condition. 

The further difference in our paragraph from paragraph 20 
of the Payne law is simply that we have defined what ad- 
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vanced in value or condition” means, and we have made this 
further definition upon the suggestion of the officials of the 
New York customhouse, who represented to us that under the 
guise of coming in not advanced in value or condition, these 
drugs, barks, berries, and so forth, were being advanced in 
yalue or condition in foreign countries and sent in here free. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], in a very specious 
argument, yesterday said, “ How could bark come in unless it is 
peeled?” It is not the bark that is peeled; it is the tree that 
is peeled. The bark is not peeled to advance it further in 
value. An example of the peeling meant by this bill is found, 
for instance, in the roots of the plant out of which they make 
Pond’s Extract. If they send the roots of that plant here 
peeled, they are advanced in value or condition, especially so 
under our new definition of advancing in value, and it is for 
that purpose, and that purpose only, that we have made this 
definition. Crude drugs are still on the free list, the way they 
were before, while drugs advanced in value are defined as to 
what constitutes advancing in value, and the rates of taxation 
on them are reduced. 

Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear all that the 
gentleman from IDlinois [Mr. Maxx] had to say about an 
amendment that he offered some time ago to the steel schedule 
putting agricultural implements on the free list. We have 
occasionally in this House a piece of grim humor. That amend- 
ment regarding agricultural implements was a piece of grim 
humor on the part of the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr. MANN. It was. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Republican Party in this House has had 


16 years in which to put agricultural implements on the free 
list, and during that time the men who toiled to make the stuff 
with which to feed the world have had to pay enormous taxes 
to the Implement Trust—taxes imposed by your party [ap- 
plause on the Democratic side]; and when my party came in 
power in this House and gave you gentlemen on that side an 
opportunity to vote to put agricultural implements on the free 
Tist you opposed it. Now, when we bring in a tariff measure, 
revising the tariff schedule by schedule in our own way, we do 
not propose to allow you to embarrass us or endanger the pas- 
sage of the bill by sticking in amendments that you yourselves 
do not believe in and would not vote for if they were adopted 
in Committee of the Whole. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

I am reminded of what occurred here once with the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey], who had the frankness to 
admit that when he offered an amendment to one of our tariff 
bills that he did so for the purpose of loading the bill down 
and then voting against it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I should not have voted for the 
amendment I offered placing agricultural implements on the 
free list, but is that any reason why you should not yote for 
it, you who are in favor of it? [Applause on the Republican 
Side.] ; 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly, for that was not the time for it, 
We knew that you were not in earnest about it. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. It was offered to the metal schedule and was 
held in order. That was the time to put agricultural imple- 
ments on the free list if you meant it. You did not mean it; 
it was pure buncombe. When you passed the bill at the special 
session of Congress you had no intention of its becoming a law, 
and wheh you were offered a chance on the floor to put that into 
the metal schedule where it might become effective, you promptly 
voted it down by a unanimous vote on the Democratic side, in- 
eluding the gentleman from Alabama, who had just made a 
speech in favor of it. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am on record as voting for and speaking for 
the placing of agricultural implements on the free list. The 
gentleman from Illinois is now frank enough to admit that he 
would not have voted for his own amendment putting agricul- 
tural implements on the free list. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I did not; I offered it for the purpose of play- 
ing a practical joke and testing the sincerity of the gentleman 
from Alabama, who had just made one of those so-called high- 
fallutin speeches [laughter on the Republican side] about what 
he would do if he had a chance. I gave him the chance and he 
fell down. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York says that 
the bark is not peeled, the tree is peeled. You peel the bark off 
the tree, which is peeled? [Laughter.] You do not peel the tree 


off the bark, you peel the bark off the tree. The gentleman from 
New York, the father of this bill, does not even know what peel- 
ing a tree means. [Laughter.] He proposes that crude drugs 
shall not come in free if any of them have been peeled, shredded, 
ground, chipped, or cut; practically all of them come in that 
shape. It is true that the Treasury Department has been un- 
successful in its efforts to hold that the drugs have been ad- 
vanced and therefore dutiable; it is the duty of the Treasury 
Department to collect duty when it can. The courts have held 
that these articles were on the free list, and the gentleman from 
New York has said to the House that, finding drugs are now on 
the free list, he proposes to put them on the dutiable list at the 
expense of the people of the country who are ill and suffering 
from sickness. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama and the gentleman from New York if they will not 
propose an amendment striking out the word “peeling.” I ask 
it as a business proposition. I know it is perfectly useless for 
me to offer such an amendment, but I will read from a letter 
which I have received on this subject: 


they 8 take an axe and . off the bark and ship the wood; 
therefore peeling is to be considered a process of advancement in 
valuation, then the raw material that is used by the tanning and 


wood extract le ¥ a or 
ayer people would have to r oe a valorem, 

Mr. Chairman, I can not see any earthly benefit that is to 
come to anybody by compelling these people to ship the useless 
bark which remaining upon the log tends to destroy the value 
of the wood which they are shipping, causing it to rot and de- 
cay. Enormous quantities of this material, logwood, quebracho, 
and dyewoods of various kinds are shipped here. It is heavy 
when it is first cut and it is allowed to lie on the ground until 
it is dried out, and the bark partially rots off. They then take 
an ax and clean off the rest of the bark, and you may as well 
compel them to bring the stumps of the trees that are left in 
Honduras and the Argentine Republic as to compel them to 
bring this bark in. Recognizing that no amendment is to be ac- 
cepted upon this bill, I appeal to the generosity of gentlemen 
upon the other side and ask them if they will not themselyes 
propose the elimination of the words “by peeling,” only. I do 
not care anything about the “shipping, crushing, shredding,” 
and so forth. That is an advancement which requires labor, 
but if the bark rots off in the processes of nature, surely they 
ought not be compelled to bring it into this country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

29. Ergot, 10 cents per pound. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 8, by striking out of line 12 the following: 

“99. Ergot, 10 cents per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, ergot, a necessary medicine, is 
now upon the free list. This bill places it upon the dutiable 
list, and if my amendment prevails it will remain on the free 
list under existing conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


80. Ethers: Sulphuric, 4 cents per pound; amyl nitrite, 20 per cent 
ethyl aceta but not less than 10 cents per pound; 175 5 acetate and 
0 


ethyl acetate or acetic ether, 5 cents per pound; ethyl chloride, 20 per 
valorem ; ethers of all kinds not specially provided for in this 


cent ad 
act or in the first section of the act cited for amendment, 25 per cent 
ad valorem but not less than 25 cents per pound: Provided, That no 


aces containing alcohol shall be classified for duty under this para- 
graph, 

MrsMURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I will ask the gentleman from New York if sulphuric 
ether is used in the manufacture of smokeless powder? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; it is, 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is it a principal ingredient? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. No; it is not a principal in- 
gredient. Sulphuric ether is the ether with which we are fa- 


miliar in operations. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Is the duty on sulphuric ether reduced by 
this bill? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. 
pound to 4 cents per pound. 


It is reduced from 8 cents a 


1912. 


Mr. MURDOCK. 


In view of the statement of the gentleman 
from New York, made on another item farther back, in regard 
to baking powder, why was this reduced, when sulphuric ether 
is used largely by a trust in the manufacture of smokeless 
powder? : 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I will say to the gentleman 
from Kansas that that is not the chief use of sulphuric ether. 


The chief use of sulphurie ether is medicinal. Its familiar 
form is used in operations, and it was largely with that in view 
that it was thought wise to reduce the tax upon it. 
Mr. MURDOCK. And not in view of the other circumstance? 
Mr. HARRISON of New York. No, sir. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, : 
The Clerk read as follows: 


31. Extracts of nutgalls and of Persian berries, 1 cent per pound; 
extracts of 8 of hemlock bark, of sumac, and extracts and 
decoctions of logwood and other dyewoods, extracts of barks and of 
woods other than dyewoods, such as are commonly used for dyeing or 
tanning, and all extracts of vegetable origin suitable for dyeing, celor- 
ing, staining, or tanning, all the fo ing not containing alcohol, not 
medicinal, and not specially provided for in this act or in the first sec- 
tion of the act cited for amendment, three-elghths of 1 cent per pound. 


Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page S. line 24, after the word “quebracho” insert the words “ one- 
quarter of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there is not 
the slightest justification for any duty whatever on quebracho, 
except the necessity of revenue, and out of sympathy for the 
new-born regard of the gentlemen on the other side for the 
revenue, I haye offered this amendment to reduce the tariff on 
quebracho from three-eighths of a cent a pound to one-quarter 
of a cent a pound instead of to place it on the free list, as I 
should otherwise have done. Quebracho is a tree native to 
South America, the bark of which contains large quantities of 
red tannin, used in tanning leather. It is not produced in this 
country, and if it is to bear any duty at all the duty ought not 
to exceed a quarter of a cent a pound. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I arose chiefly to answer the claim that 
this bill represented'a reduction in the duties on articles con- 
tained in Schedule A. I was astonished yesterday when the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], in response to n 
question which I asked him, stated that the bill was a sub- 
stantial reduction in the duties. of Schedule A of the present 
law. It is not so. The Dill purports to increase the revenue 
from this schedule from $13,006,046 in 1911 to $16,101,595, an 
approximate increase of $3,000,000. I am willing to admit that 
it would be theoretically possible to lower the duties in this 
bill and still by increased importations to increase the revenue 
from it; but that is not what is done by this bill. Three mil- 
lion eight bundred thousand dollars of the revenue which we 
are informed by the Ways and Means Committee will be raised 
by this bill is to be raised by taking articles which are now 
on the free list and placing them on the dutiable list. In this 
way $38,000,000 in value of importations, which under the 
present law come in free, are now to be taxed at an avera 
rate approximating 12 per cent. 8 
The articles thus taken from the free list include such items 
as creosote oil, used for the preservation from decay of fence 
posts, telephone poles, and railroad ties. Crude camphor, used 
every day in every home in the land and imported to an extent 
of a million dollars annually, is taken from the free list and 
_ taxed at 10 per cent. Shellac, imported to the extent of 

$3,000,000 annuaily, is to be taken from the free list and taxed 
at a cent a pound. This article is used in great quantities as a 
filler in floors and in the manufacture of varnish. Then there 
is cinnamon, cloves, ginger, mace, nutmeg, and pepper, all house- 
hold necessities, imported to the extent of $2,400,000, which you 
propose to take from the free list and tax at an average rate 
of 15 per cent. This class includes vanilla beans, imported in 
the sum of $1,950,000. This is the raw product ont of which 
extract of vanilla, found in every pantry in every household in 
the country, is made. Vanilla beans are taken from the fres 
list and taxed at 50 cents a pound. 

These are but illustrations of the things which this bill does. 
Obviously, as these articles are not preduced in this country, 
the duty will in every instance be added to the foreign price 
and incidentally several times compounded by the time the arti- 
cle reaches the ultimate consumer. 

But in addition to the $38,000,000 of imports which you take 
from the free list and add to the dutiable list, you inerease the 
duty over those in the present law on an additionaf $5,000,000 
of importations. This increase is at an average rate of 19.8 per 
cent. This class includes argols, a by-product ef wine manufac- 
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ture, imported to the extent of $3,000,000 annually and used in 
the manufacture of cream of tartar, which in turn is used in 
making the higher grades of baking powder. The duty upon 
argols is increased from 5 to 10 per cent. It includes chicle, 
used in the manufacture of chewing gum and imported to the 
extent of $2,500,000, according to the estimate, upon which you 
double the duty, increasing it from 10 to 20 per cent. This 
class includes the various forms of opium, upon which the al- 
ready high duty is doubled. This increase would probably not 
be subject to eriticism if it could accomplish any other result 
than the increase of the smuggling of the drug. 

But there is yet another class of articles upon which the 
duty is neither increased nor decreased. The estimated im- 
portations under the paragraphs in this class amount to 
$11,500,000. It includes crude glycerin, imported annually to 
the extent of $4,500,000, and many other articles of common 
use and consumption. So that in the aggregate this bill in- 
creases the duty or leaves it where it is in the present law on 
more than $58,000,000 of importations, while the total amount 
of importations which in 1910 were taxable under the present 
law amounted to a trifie over $42,060,000. On $46,000,000 of 
these estimated importations the average increase of duty is 
14.5 per cent. 

But there is yet another class of importations which are 
taxed under this bill, amounting to $38,000,000, but upon this 
class the duty is decreased. ‘Twenty-five million dollars of these 
importations will come in under seven items of the bill. These 
items include quebracho, alkalies, alkaloids, and so forth, medic- 
inal preparations not containing alcohol, linseed oil, olive oils, 
and coal-tar dyes, upon which an average reduction is made 
of only 9.75 per cent. The average decrease in duty upon the 
entire $38,000,000 of importations upon which the duty is de- 
creased is 15.17 per cent. And yet, in the face of the fact 
that the duty is increased an average of 14.5 per cent on 
$46,000,000 of importations and left unchanged on $11,000,000 
additional, as against $38,000,000 upon which it is decreased 
15.17 per eent, we are asked to believe that the present bill 
makes a reduction in the duties of this schedule. It ought not 
to have been necessary to go beyond the mere statement of the 
fact that under the present Jaw in 1910 we taxed $42,021,558 of 


-importations 26.41 per cent, while this bill proposes to tax 


$96,742,850 in importations at an average rate of 16.64 per 
cent, to demonstrate that this bill in the aggregate is not a 
reduction of the duties of this schedule. There are some redue- 
tions in the bill for which I should be glad to vote if it were 
possible to vote upon them separately. These include the item 
of quebracho, upon which I offer an amendment to still further 
reduce the tariff, and paints and varnishes. But I should uot 
be justified in voting increased taxes on a much greater amount 
in value of noncompetitive importations in order to obtain this 
small relief from the duties on these competitive articles, 
This bill is not in the aggregate a downward revision of the 
schedule; it in no particular recognizes the principles of pro- 
tection. Its sole object is to-raise revenue and this largely 
by increased duties. For these reasons I shall yote against it. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota is to reduce 
the duty on quebracho extract as carried in the bill from three- 
eighths of 1 cent a pound to one-quarter of 1 cent a pound. The 
effective rate on quebracho in the present law is three-fourths 
of 1 cent a pound, which we haye cut in two in the bill reported 
and tax it at three-eighths of a cent a pound—just the same rate 
we have applied to all, or substantially all, of the other tanning 
extracts carried in paragraph 31 of the bill. My objection still 
further to the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota is 
that, according to my theory, noncompetitive products are the 
proper subject of taxation, and the preposed reduction from 
three-eighths of a cent a pound to one-quarter of a cent a 
pound would deprive us of $112,000 of revenue. I therefore hope 
that the amendment will be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

33. Formaldehyde solution containing not more than 40 per cent of 
formaldehyde, or formaline, 1 cent per pound, 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman who is 
chairman of the subcommittee if formaldehyde is placed at a 
less rate in this bill than it was in the last bill? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; in the last bill it was 
carried in the basket clause at 25 per cent, and our rate of taxa- 
tion is 4 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. FOWLER. It is used in treating a number of things to 
destroy fungus, I believe. 
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Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes; and as a disinfectant. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objaction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

36. Glycerin, crude, not purified, 1 cent per pound; refined, 2 cents 
per pound. z 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the sec- 
tion. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amendment I do not rise 
particularly to discuss the amendment, but to discuss another 
subject germane to the amendment, and that is the subject of 
oleomargarine. As glycerin is one of the ingredients used in 
the production of oleomargarine, I take it that my remarks will 
be germane to the amendment. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
most persistent and determined effort now being made to re- 
peal the present oleo law, the urgent appeal that has been made 
through the press, the thousands of letters that are being sent 
out from Washington, the resolutions and letters coming to 
Washington urging its repeal, and now that the subcommittee 
has reported a bill back to the Committee on Agriculture and 
that this question is likely to come up and that Congress is 
likely to repeal or modify the present law in a way, I believe, 
that will open the doors wide open to fraud, deception, and 
counterfeiting, and in view of these letters which have been sent 
out I rose more for the purpose of having printed in the RECORD 
what purports to be a copy of a letter sent out by a gentleman, 
a Member of this House, and which I wish to read to the com- 
mittee: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, December 1, 1910. 

Dean Mapam: I am Inclosing herewith extracts from the testimony 
of labor leaders, Government scientists, and other experts, at hearings 
before the Committee on Agriculture, United States House of Repre- 
sentatives, last spring showing the need of an immediate and thorough 
investigation of the spread of tuberculosis and other diseases through 
dairy products, 3 disclosures which demand that the United States 
Government take action to eradicate these diseases in our dairy ani- 
mals, and showing that the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine is a 
tax upon a wholesome, nutritious article of food, which keeps it out 
of legitimate competition with butter and accounts for the present high 
prices for butter throughout the country. 

May I ask your organization to pass a resolution at its next meeting 
demanding an investigation by Congress of the spread of disease to 
human beings from dairy products, and a second resolution demanding 
the repeal of the 10-cent tax upon oleomargarine? Copies of these reso- 
lutions should be sent to your Congressman, United States Senators, 
chairman of the House Committee on Agriculture, all Washington, 
D. C., and I would Spuecetnte it if you would send me a copy. 


Yours, sincere 
A. S. BURLESON, M. C. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no criticism to offer for his send- 
ing this letter, but I want to say to my friends that I regret 
exceedingly that this question should be injected into this con- 
troyersy, because it was understood from the beginning that the 
question of wholesomeness should not enter into it, but that the 
consumer and the people might determine that for themselves; 
but now that this has been injected into this controversy I deem 
it just to all concerned that there should also be printed in the 
Record extracts from the testimony given before the committee 
against its wholesomeness, in order that the House and the 
people may know both sides of the question and that it shall 
not be decided on ex parte evidence. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to detain the House, but will ask 
permission to extend my remarks by having printed in the 
Recorp extracts from the testimony given before the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. LEVER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to have the gentleman from Iowa indicate somewhat 
the nature of the testimony he intends to print in the RECORD 
and when that testimony was offered. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
will say to the gentleman from Iowa that I should not object to 
having what he wishes inserted in the Recorp, but I shall object 
to having it inserted in the middle of this tariff discussion, 
where I am trying to make some record in regard to the tariff 
proposition. I do not wish to have some 10, 20, or 30 pages, or 
something like that, inserted in the Recorp if I can help it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What I wish to insert in the Recorp is page 
190, page 192, page 198, and a few extracts from a few pages of 
the recent hearing in the Sixty-first Congress, and also a few 
extracts from the hearings of 1900, and I will state that I 
have ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to incorporate in the Recorp the articles which he men- 
tions. A 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
will say to the gentleman that I am not willing to have the 
matter, entirely foreign to this bill, inserted in the Recorp at 
this place. 

Mr, HAUGEN. I expect this will not take up more than two 
pages of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. I wish to print a letter 


from Mr. Thomas, who claims to represent the Iowa Retail 
Merchants’ Association 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman make his request 
to the House when it can go in the proper place in the Recorp? 

Mr. HAUGEN. The subject would not have been germane 
at that time, but it is germane at the present time. y 

Mr. MURDOCK. If the gentleman will print it as a separate 
speech? 

Mr. MANN. I bave no objection, if it is not inserted here. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will print it as a separate speech. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, further reserving the right to 
object, I will say to my friend from Iowa [Mr. Haucen] that I 
am perfectly willing that he should have the right to extend his 
remarks in the Recorp by printing any testimony offered before 
committees in this House in the consideration of bills recently 
before the House and before the committee; but I do not believe 
that we ought to fill up the Recorp with extracts of testimony 
taken before the various committees of the House back yonder 
in 1900, because it was agreed in the Committee on Agriculture 
that the question of wholesomeness did not enter into this propo- 
sition, and I do not think it is quite fair that the gentleman 
should burden the Recorp with a lot of things that have passed 
out of the public mind in regard to the wholesomeness of the 
article. Everybody concedes that now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina’ 
[Mr. Lever] object? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to say in reply to the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] that I have not 
injected this into the controversy. The letters have been sent 
out by Members of Congress, and that is why the matter is here. 
I do not propose to print a single word, with the exception of 
what is in the hearing, except two letters, one resolution, which 
refers to the Retail Merchants’ Association, and also the state- 
ment prepared and presented to the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 
the gentleman has evidently spoken over five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman extending his remarks in the manner provided. but I do 
not believe the gentleman ought to put in the Recorp testimony 
taken in 1900. To that part of his request I make objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then I will leave that out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Lever] object to the gentleman from Iowa incorporating 
certain matter in the RECORD? g 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to object to 
the insertion of the documents. 

Mr. LEVER. I wish it understood, then, that I do not make 
the objection. [Cries of “Regular order!“ 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Is there an amendment pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was a motion made to strike out 
the paragraph. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


37. Gums: Amber, and amberoid unmanufactured, or crude gum, $1 
per pound; arabic, one-half of 1 cent per pound; camphor, crude, 
natural, 3 cents per pound; camphor, refined and synthetic, 5 cents per 
pound; chicle, 20 cents per pound; gum copal, one-half of 1 cent per 

und; gum resin, 10 per cent ad valorem; dextrine, burnt starch or 

ritish gum, dextrine substitutes, and soluble or chemically treated 
starch, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; gum Kauri and damar, and 
lac, crude, seed, button, and stick, 1 cent per pound; lac dye, and shell, 
14 cents per pound. 


Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- . 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BROWNING]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 10, by striking out of paragraph 37, with the heading 
“Gums,” from lines 5 to 7, the following: 

“Amber, and amberold unmanufactured, or crude gum, $1 per 
arabic, 8 of 1 cent per pound; camphor, crude, natural, 
W bY striking out from lines 9 and 10 the following: “gum copal, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound; gum resin, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

And by striking out, from lines 13, 14, and 15, the words “gum 
Kauri and damar, and lac, crude, seed, button, and stick, 1 cent per 
pound ; lac dye, and shell, 14 cents per pound.” 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, these articles are now all 
on the free list. In my opinion they should remain there. 
Most of them are raw materials and many of them are used in 
the manufacture of varnish and linoleum. They are not pro- 
duced in this country, and the imposition of a duty upon them 
would simply increase the cost of manufactured products, such 
as floor oilcloth, cork carpets, and linoleum. 

It does seem to me, Mr, Chairman, that the consuming publie 
might not take kindly to a revision upward on an article so 
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universally used in the homes of the laboring people as oilcloth 
floor coyering, which could hardly be listed among the luxuries. 
The only beneficiary of such upward revision would be the 


United States Treasury. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these gums are imported in very 
large quantities and are absolutely essential in the manufac- 
ture and preparation of yarnishes and some of the paints. 
They are all now on the free list. If the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Brownse] should pre- 
yail, they would remain on the free list under existing law. 

The pending bill proposes to put them upon the dutiable list. 
It is an exemplification of the principles of the Democratic 
Party that it proposes to put a tariff upon crude materials, non- 
competitive in character, necessary for the maintenance of our 
own industries, while at the same time it proposes to reduce 
the tariff on the manufactured and refined articles themselves, 
We import to the extent, probably, of $10,000,000 worth under 
this paragraph of articles now on the free list; $10,000,000 
worth. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison] proposes to 
put them all on the dutiable list, every one of them an article 
which comes into contact with every citizen every day of the 
year; to take them off the free list and put them on the dutiable 


list under the claim that the country had placed his party in 


power in order to make a downward revision of the tariff. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

It is an upward revision of the tariff on this schedule, pre- 
pared by the distinguished gentleman from New York. More 
than $40,000,000 worth of articles now on the free list this bill 
proposes to place upon the dutiable list; articles which come to 
us all the time, from varnishes to drugs, all through the bill; 
essential things in the maintenance of our industries and our 
own comfort. These gentlemen take these things off the free 
list, where we placed them, and put them on the dutiable list, 
under the pretense that they are revising the tariff downward. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Tell us what is to become of the ultimate 
consumer under this arrangement, if you please. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the ultimate consumer has been lost since 
a yl went to Switzerland. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, it was another 
distinguished gentleman from Chicago who invented the phrase, 
“ultimate consumer”; but even at that, Chicago does not seem 
to be entirely clear as to what the ultimate consumers use. I 
should gather from the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] that his constituents are in the habit of consuming 
gum kauri and damar and amberoid. [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side.] As a matter of fact, these gums are the constituent 
materials in the making of varnish, and what the consuming 
public uses is the varnish from which they are made. 

Now, we have very carefully reduced the rates of taxation 
upon varnish, so that the manufacturer shall not unload upon 
the public the tax that we are laying on the manufacturer. 
The time has come to put an end to this school of economics 
whereby people are taught to look upon a tariff as a benefit. 
Taxation is not a benefit, but a burden, and now we are going 
to place upon the manufacturers their share of the burden. 
[Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. MANN. We rest our case on that statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Brownrye]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

38. Indigo, indigo extracts or pastes, and indigo carmined, 10 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 10, line 16, by striking out the word “ indigo” where It 
first appears. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in view of the amount of indigo 
that will be needed on the Democratic side in November next I 
suggest that it be put on the free list. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, indigo is now on the free list. 
If my amendment prevails, it will be left on the free list. The 
Democrats propose to place it on the dutiable list in the interest 
of the washerwomen of the country, who use it in every house- 
hold. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is the first 
time I have really been led to believe that the charge leveled 
by the gentleman from Alabama at the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] is correct, namely, that he is talking about what he 
does not understand. Indigo which is carried here is not the 
material that the washerwomen use. If the gentleman from 
Illinois would consult his better half, she would tell him that 


her washerwomen have not reached the state of high education 
which would enable them to make use of this very highly fin- 
ished and highly developed coal-tar product. What the washer- 
women do use is a bluing made from ultramarine blue, or wash 
blue, containing ultramarine, upon which we haye reduced the 
rate of taxation from 3 cents a pound, which equals 28 per 
cent ad valorem, to 20 per cent ad valorem. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] They also make use somewhat of aniline 
blues, which we have reduced from 30 per cent to 25 per cent. 
They also make use of soluble blues from Prussian blues, the 
duty on which we haye reduced from 30 per cent to 20 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. It is easy to make such a statement as the gen- 
tleman from New York has just made, but indigo is used in 
the manufacture of bluing which the washerwomen use and 
which is used for washing, the gentleman to the contrary not- 
withstanding. He has the same information on this subject 
me he had about section 25 of paragraph 4982 of the Revised 

tatutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

40. Iodine: Crude, 10 cents per pound; resublimed, 15 cents per 
ste i potassium iodide, 20 cents per pound; iodoform, 25 cents per 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 10, line 19, by striking out of line 19, after the heading 
“ Iodine,” the following: “ Crude, 10 cents per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, crude iodine is now on the free 
list, and will remain on the free list if this amendment is 
adopted. Gentlemen on that side of the aisle propose to place 
it on the dutiable list. That is not in the interest of anybody. 
It ought to remain on the free list, as it is-the basis of much of 
the antiseptic surgery which we have in these modern days. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] I will call his atten- 
tion to the fact that upon iodine, resublimed, potassium iodide, 
and iodoform, which are the articles used by the consuming 
public, we have reduced the rates of duty, but we have placed 
a small revenue tax upon the crude material. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. . 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read 2s follows: 


state, and not advanced in value or condition by refining, grinding, or 
other process; cassia buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cin- 
namon chips; ginger root, sapnai and not preseryed or candied; 
nutmegs; pepper, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, or cayenne 
pepper; and clove stems, 1 cent per pound; cloves, 2 cents 2 pound; 
pimento, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; sage, one-half of 1 cent 

r pound; mace, 8 cents per pound; mustard, ground or prepared, in 
Potties or otherwise, 6 cents per pound; all other spices not specially 
provided for in this act or the first section of the act cited for 
amendment, 20 per cent ad valorem. : 

Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

í Ameng by striking out of paragraph 41, pages 10 and 11, the fol- 
owing : 

5 Lorle root, unground, fifteen one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound; 
sarsaparill: root, 1 cent per pound; all the fo: ing in a crude state, 
and not advanced in value or condition by refining, grinding, or other 
process; cinnamon and cinnamon chips; r root, unground and 
not preserved or candied; nutmegs; pepper, black or white; capsicum 
or red pepper, or cayenne pepper; and clove stems, 1 cent per pound; 
cloves, 2 cents per pound; pimento, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound; 
mace, 8 cents per pound.” 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Is it allowable under the Democratie 
caucus rule for any Member except a Member on the Democratic 
side to offer an amendment? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. That is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
original paragraph, that portion of the paragraph which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
offered an amendment and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MANN. I am entitled to have my amendment read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 11, by striking out in lines 3 to 7 the words: 

“Cassia buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cinnamon 
chips“; and “ nutmegs ; pepper, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, 
or cayenne pepper; and clove stems, 1 cent per pound; cloves, 2 cents 

un ” 


AFEN inserting in lieu thereof the following : 

“Cassia buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cinnamon 
chips”; and “ nutmegs; pepper, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, 
or cayenne pepper; clove stems and cloves, all the foregoing, when 
ground, 2 cents per pound.” 

Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the articles 
mentioned in the amendment I have offered here, under the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, are on the free list. These articles are used 
almost exclusively in the preparation of foodstuffs. They are 
used almost exclusively in the preparation of those things which 
may be included in the necessaries of life. If that is the case, 
it seems that it becomes the duty of those gentlemen who were 
elected, like myself, on this side of the House, and who said 
to the people that they were in favor of the reduction of any 
duties which affected the necessaries of life, that we were 
opposed to placing the necessaries of life on the dutiable list, 
to vote for this amendment. 

The Democratic platform of 1908 specifically said that “re- 
ductions should be made in the tariff upon the necessaries of 
life.” For one I went to the people of my district upon that 
proposition, and I know that there are a good many on this 
side of the House who did likewise. I believe that the people 
took us at our word and elected us because we said that and 
because they trusted us. 

Further than that, from a Democratic standpoint, it seems 
to me that the placing of these particular articles upon the 
dufiable list is going to be one of the most dangerous things 
that can confront the Democratic Party in this coming cam- 
paign, because from every store, from every merchant at the 
crossroads, from every merchant in every village, town, bor- 
ough, and city all over this land, there will go up a cry that 
the duty has been placed on these articles of common use by 
the Democratic Party, and that the Democratic Party, in placing 
these household necessities on the dutiable list, was not sincere 
in its pledges, and these merchants consequently will say to the 
consumer that they are compelled to raise the price. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] From hundreds of households all 
over the country that ery will ascend, and the Democratic Party 
will suffer. 

I submit that the gentleman on the other side of this House, 

the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, did not understand my 
position, but the Pemocratie Party has always been governed by 
rules, and the Democratie Party consistently stands and abides 
by those rules. At the Democratic caucus, I want to say to the 
gentleman from Ohio, I made a statement similar to the one I 
hare made here, and in addition I said that I had pledged the 
people of my district to oppose anything that would increase 
the cost of the necessaries of life, and the other members of 
the caucus, under the rules of the caucus, absolved me from 
supporting this paragraph in the bill. I am performing what I 
consider to be a conscientious duty and at the same time fulfill- 
ing my pledge to the people of my district. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.! 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, cassia, einnamon, nutmegs, black 
- and white pepper, clove stems are now free of duty when 
unground. The amendment I have offered proposes to leave the 
unground spices on the free list instead of putting them on the 
dutiable list. It can not be claimed that putting a duty on 
these will not affect the price to the consumer. Everyone 
knows better than that. It is taxing not only the breakfast 
table, but the dinner table and the supper table, without any 
excuse whatever. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, according to the report c? the 
committee, there were 23,193,416 ponnds of black or white 
pepper imported in the year 1911, and if this duty should go 
into effect about $171,230 in revenue will be collected on this 
household commodity as the result. It is but a single instance 
of placing upon the dutiable list under this bill the commodities 
that are consumed in the households of this country that are 
now on the free list. The inconsistencies of this bill were ably 
discussed in an editorial that appeared in the Washington Post 
of Jast Sunday, February 18, and I ask that it be read in my 
time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FLAWS IN THE CHEMICAL BILL. 


The chemical schedule is seen to be punctuated with “jokers” the 
closer it is subjected to scrutiny. It is doubtful if a bill ever before 
emerged from committee and caucus so utterly unlike what its sponsors 
claimed for it. The statement that the Ways and Means Committee had 
been supplied by the Tariff Board with data to work on is denied, the 
fact being that the Tariff Board has not taken up the chemical sched- 
ae and conseguently could not have had anything to give the com- 
mittee. 


So far from reducing the average rates of the Payne law 31} per 
cent, as asserted in the report, the bill actually increases th 
rates to the extent of 20 per cent. This was made possible b. 
mittee choosing to ore the duty imposed on the many articles taken 
off the free list and made dutiable. The articles thus switched from 
free trade to high protection aggregate 40,000,000 in imported value, 
It was from this source the committee has derived the idea that the 
revenues will be increased by upward of $3,000,000, but dealers and 
manufacturers who find fault say that the new rates will shut out the 
bulk of such imports, and that the Government’s gain will be much less 
than the amount claimed. ` 

The critics are conyulsed with laughter over the discovery that New 
York and Pennsylvania interests will be hard hit by reductions in pro- 
tected articles, but that New England, which the tinkers say is over- 

rotected now, will benefit largely. As being another stroke of genius 

juggling with the schedules, it is noted that while low duties are im- 

on raw materials the duty is cut on manufactured chemicals, 
whereby the manufacturer is hit both ways. 

A tariff bill that provokes protests from consumers, dealers, and man- 
ufacturers alike must be prolific of “jokers” in a rare degree, and 
fairly deserves the verdict of the paint trade, that it is the crudest at- 
tempt to get at so-called evils that any legislature has ever made. 

nally, it is observed that the House committee estimates that im- 
ports of chemicals now made subject to duty will be larger than they 
are when admitted free of duty, but why cavil at a little thing like 
that? What have facts to do with tariff revision, anyway? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grece] states that the Democratic Party is 
pledged to reduce taxes on the necessities of life. The Demo- 
cratic Party is pledged to write a tariff for revenue only and to 
make the burdens of taxation fall as lightly as possible upon 
the necessities of life and more heavily upon the luxuries and 
matters of that kind. In writing this bill we have largely re- 
duced the taxes on oils, paints, medicines, and many of the 
real necessities of life. We can not run this Government with- 
out levying taxes, aud the Democratic Party has never claimed 
that it could; but we contend that the taxes that are levied 
should be levied for the benefit of the Government and not 
unduly for the benefit of special interests. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] We have reduced the taxes on the neces- 
sities of life. To accomplish that result, and not make the 
Government revenues suffer, we have had to levy taxes some- 
where else. In every instance where we have levied a tax 
where a tax was not levied before, we have levied it solely for 
the purpose of revenue, and in no respect for the purpose of 
protection, because those taxes haye been levied entirely upon 
noncompetitive articles, articles where there can not be any pro- 
tection, no matter what tax we put upon them, and the Govern- 
ment gets the benefit of the tax levied. pat 

As to the particular articles in this paragraph, the Republican 
Party levies a tax of 2} cents a pound upon red pepper, but 
puts black pepper on the free list, and why? Because red 
pepper is produced in this country, is a competitive article, and 
the Republican Party puts what was clearly a prohibitive tax 
upon it. We have reduced the tax on red pepper from 24 cents 
a pound to 1 cent a pound, and to make that reduction we have 
classed black pepper with red pepper. 

For the purpose of protection the policy of the Republican 
Party has always been to put on the free list noncompetitive 
articles so that you might put a higher rate of taxation on 
competitive articles and force the American people to pay a 
double tax—one at the customhouse and one at the office of 
special interests. [Applause on the Democratic side.] In this 
bill we have reduced the tax on mustard. To make up for it 
we have put a small tax on other articles. The gentleman 
complains about the tax put on cinnamon and spices. Those are 
entirely noncompetitive articles, and it is a tax levied solely for 
the purpose of revenue, and no man can challenge that state- 
ment. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have only five minutes 
and I do not want to ask for an extension of time. I will ask 
the géntleman not to interrupt me. In the case of cinnamon, 
the import price, as shown by the customhouse report, is 9 cents 
a pound. The retail price is 25 cents a pound. There is ample 
room to pay 10 per cent of 9 cents a pound, less than 1 cent a 
pound, and yet not hand it down to the ultimate consumer. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. I understood that the amendment which I of- 
fered was an amendment to perfect language which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania proposes to strike out of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania strikes out a part of that paragraph, the same 
as does the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the Chair's pardon. The gentleman from 


Pennsylvania moves to strike out a considerable portion ot the 
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paragraph. My amendment was to strike out a portion of the 
language which is proposed to be stricken out by the amend- 
meut of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer his amendment 
as an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MANN. No; I offer mine as an amendment to perfect 
language in the paragraph which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania proposes to strike out. I understood that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania proposed to strike out all of the para- 
graph beginning with the word “licorice,” in line 24, page 10, 
down to lines 9 or 10, on page 11. I am not particular when 
the amendment is voted upon, except that if the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is voted upon first, and is 
voted down, I do not want then to be cut out from a vote upon 
my amendment and told that it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman’s amendment has precedence. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ilinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 49, noes 63. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Maxx, and the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Harrison, to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
53, noes 70. 

155 the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois was 
rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 10, by striking out of paragraph 41 the following: 

“Buchu leaves, 10 cents per pound“; “ gentian, one-fourth of 1 cent 
per pound; licorice root, unground, fifteen one-hundredths of 1 cent 
per pound; sarsaparilla root, 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these articles are now all on the 
free list. They are all crude materials. The bill proposes to 
place them upon the dutiable list. My amendment, if it pre- 
vails, will leave them upon the free list. where they belong. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in the debate 
of yesterday I stated at length the committee's reasons for put- 
ting a tax upon these materials. Buehu and gentian are largely 
materials of the manufacture of patent medicines of very doubt- 
ful value. Licorice root goes into the manufacture of licorice 
which is used chiefly in connection with chewing tobacco. It 
is believed that these articles are a proper subject of taxation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

42. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour orange juice, all the foregoing 
containing not more than 2 per cent of alcohol, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, . The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 11, lines 13, 14, and 15, by striking out the following: 

“42. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour orange juice, all the fore- 
going containing not more n 2 per cent of alcohol, 10 per cent ad 
valorem.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these juices are now all on the 
free list. If my amendment prevails they will remain on the 
free list. The bill proposes to place them upon the dutiable 
list. Under the pretense of a downward revision of the tariff 
they take articles from the free list and place them on the 
dutiable list in order to revise the tariff downward. When they 
are on the free list they are as far downward as they can get, 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, we are en- 
abled to revise the tariff downward upon many of the -neces- 
saries of life contained in this bill. In order to do that we 
have had to distribute the tax elsewhere and we have placed a 
tax upon articles covered by this paragraph because they are 
chiefly used in the making of drinks for soda-water fountains 
and are therefore a proper subject for taxation. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

44. Lime, citrate of, 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 11, line 19, by striking out the following: 
“44, Lime, citrate of, 1 cent per pound.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison] a moment ago stated that the juices in para- 
graph 42 which I moved to strike out were mainly used at the 
soda-water fountains and ought to pay a tax. The fact is that 
these juices are mainly used for harmless drinks, instead of 
encouraging people to drink alcoholic liquors, The gentleman 
proposes to increase the tax on the harmless drinks, under the 
pretense that you can afford to tax these harmless drinks, but it 
is not proposed, and I presume will not be proposed, to increase 
the tax on any beverages that contain alcohol. When the gen- 
tleman endeayors to strike down the soda-water fountains or the 
other harmless drinks of the country the gentleman does not 
understand that a great majority of the young people of the 
country will have some kind of drink beside merely water, and 
it may be a question whether, when the gentleman increases the 
cost of the soda-water fountain and other drinks of that char- 
acter, he does not compel many a young man to an indulgence 
in alcoholic beverages. Now, I move to strike out citrate of 
lime, placing it on the dutiable list, and restore it where it be- 
longs, to the free list, where it is now. They propose to put a 
high tax on these innocent drinks; we are in favor of main- 
taining them on the free list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the tax of 1 
cent per pound on citrate of lime, it is calculated, is equal to 7 
per cent ad valorem, which is what the gentleman from Illinois 
calls a very high tax. At this rate, it is estimated, we will re- 
ceive $44,000 a year. Citrate of lime is used solely in the mak- 
ing of citric acid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

45. Magnesia: Calcined, 33 cents per pound; carbonate of, pa! do 
tated, 14 cents per pound; 9 of, or Epsom salts, one-tenth of 1 
cent per pound; magnesite, calcined, not purified, $1 per ton. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 11, lines 23 and 24, by striking out the following: 
“ Magnesite, calcined, not purified, $1 per ton.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this magnesite is now on the free 
list. My amendment, if it prevails, will leave it there. The 
bill places it upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the rate of 
$1 per ton was placed on calcined magnesite for the sole pur- 
pose of raising revenue. This is an ad valorem equivalent of 
less than 9 per cent, and it is calculated it will produce $89,000 
revenue. It is used solely in the making of certain pigments 
and paints, upon the finished products of which we bave reduced 
the duty so that this tax can not be unloaded upon the con- 
sumer. All the other articles under the head of magnesia, such 
as carbonate of magnesia, sulphate of magnesia, and Epsom 
salts, have been reduced from about 50 per cent to 25 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. ` The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

46. Menthol, 50 cents per pound. 


Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to call the attention of the committea, and more 
especially the Ways and Means Committee, to a matter that 18 
not immediately pertinent to the bill under consideration, but 
which is a tariff proposition. j > 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall be compelled to make a 
point of order against any discussion not in order if it is the in- 
tention to finish this bill to-night. Otherwise I bave no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HELM. I am not going to taik about anything other 
than a tariff matter. It is not, however, pertinent to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not determine yet as to 
whether the remarks of the gentleman are in order or not. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has already stated. It is not 
necessary for the determination. In other words, I do not wish 
to be cut off from consideration of matters in the bill, when the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Unprerwoop] has already an- 
nounced that he would not consent to it, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objects to anything not connected with the bill under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HELM. I am very sorry the gentleman objects to my 
using only five minutes of the time. It isa matter, I believe, 
that will be of very considerable interest. 

Mr. MANN. In raising any question about it I am only ful- 
lowing the example of the gentleman from Alabama, who stated 
a while ago that he would object to anything of that kind. 
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Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HELM] be allowed to pro- 
ceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be permitted 
to speak for five minutes, regardless of the discussion of the 
matter before the House. Is there objection? [After a pause.} 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HELM. I wish to thank the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Curzop] for his kindness. 

Mr. Chairman, I preface my statement by saying that it is 
well known that a portion of our Army and Navy is quartered 
and stationed in the Philippine Islands. It is there to guarantee 
to the Filipinos a stable government. ‘They are an insurance 
policy for the island. Except for our Army being there there 
would not be a stable goyernment. Under existing laws we 
are compelled to pay tariff duties on supplies that are taken 
into the Philippine Islands for the support and maintenance of 
the Army. We are affording them, precisely stating it, an 
insurance, and we are compelled to pay the premium on that 
insurance. Q. M. Gen. Aleshire in the hearings before the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department stated that this 
Government had been compelled to pay $25,000 duty on some 
boats needed for the use of the Army, and that we have paid 
in eight months of 1910, $48,568 on subsistence that was carried 
to the Philippine Islands for the purpose of maintaining the 
portion of our Army there. 

Now, I submit that this is a double tax on our Treasury. The 
Philippine Islands are a burden; they are a menace to our Gov- 
ernment. They are the greatest element of danger to our Goy- 
ernment, and it is a fact that we have to maintain a portion of 
our Army and a portion of our Navy there, and then have to 
pay a tariff duty to the Philippine Government on the supplies 
that we are compelled to take there in order to maintain them. 
I submit to the Committee of the Whole, and especially to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, that it is eminently proper 
that some speedy act should be taken to relieve our Treasury 
from this unjust burden. If we are going to furnish the Fili- 
pinos a stable governmental insurance, they should at least pay 
a portion of the premium on that insurance. f 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his pro forma 
amendment. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

50. Oils, expressed: Alizarin assistant, sulphoricinoleie acid, and 
ricinoleic acid, and soaps containing castor oil, any of the foregoing in 
whatever form, and all other alizarin assistants and all soluble 
greases used in the processes of softening, dyeing, or finishing, not s 
cially provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for 
amendment, 15 per cent ad valorem; castor oll. 20 cents per gallon; 
coconut oil, palm oll, palm-kernel oil, and soya-bean oil, one-fourth of 
1 cent per pound; olive oil rendered unfit for use as food or for any but 
mechanical or manufacturing purposes, by such means as shall be sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary of the Trea and under regulations to be 
prescribed by him, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound; flaxseed and lin- 
seed oil, raw, boiled, or oxidized, 13 cents per gallon; poppy-seed oil, 
raw, boiled, or oxidized, rapeseed oil. and peanut oil, 10 cents per gal- 
lon; hempseed oil and Chinese-nut oil, 5 cents per gallon; almond oil, 
sweet, 5 cents per pound; mace oil, 8 cents per pound; sesame or 
sesamum or bean oil, 43 cents per pound; olive oil, not sey 
provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for amend- 
ment, 20 per cent ad valorem; olive oil, in bottles, jars, kegs, or other 
packages containing less than 5 gallons each, 30 cents per gallon; all 
other expressed oils and all combinations of the same, not speciall 
provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for amend- 
ment, 15 per cent ad valorem. 
` Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 12, line 25, and page 13, line 1, by striking out the fol- 
lowing: “ Coconut oil, palm oil, palm-kernel oil, and soya-bean oil, one- 


fourth of 1 cent per pound“; and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“refined, deodorized coconut oil, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound.” 


Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, crude coconut oil—that is, coco- 
nut oil not refined or deodorized—is now on the free list. Palm 
oil, palm-kernel oil, and soya-bean oil are also now on the free 
list. We import yery large quantities of these oils, which are 
largely used in the manufacture of soap. 

My amendment, if it prevails, will leave these articles on the 
free list. The bill proposes to transfer all of them to the duti- 
able list and add a considerable expense to the people on these 
noncompetitive articles used in the manufacture of soap and 
other articles that are absolutely essential to Republican homes. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. When the gentleman uses the word 
“soap” does he mean a very expensive, highly perfumed soap, 
or does h? mean just an ordinary soap? 
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Mr. MANN. I mean the plain soap. Much of it would be a 
plain toilet soap, which, under the provisions of this bill, has a 
high tariff placed upon it, possibly a protective measure. Maybe 
that is compensatory. We have heard a great deal about com- 
pensatory tariffs. At any rate it will increase the cost to the 
consumer. I know very well that it is not a matter of great 
interest on that side of the House. They consider all soap an 
unnecessary luxury. [Laughter on the Republican side.] But 
with us it is a necessity, and we protest. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] We protest against putting a tariff on the 
raw material of which soap is made, on the one handi and 
against increasing the tariff on plain toilet soap, on the other 
hand. We pay the bills. We ought to be consulted, although 
we have not been. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I agree with 
the gentleman from Illinois that some Republican households 
need a very great deal of soap. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. We use a great deal, too. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The proposition on this bill 
to tax the noncompetitive products which are known as coconut 
oil, palm oil, and palm-nut oil, the purest form of revenue taxa- 
tion, at the low rate of 3 to 4 per cent, is an endeavor to make 
the very wealthy soap manufacturers of the United States bear 
their share of the tariff burdens. At the same time we have 
reduced, not increased, the duties upon soap itself, the statement 
of the gentleman from IIlinois to the contrary notwithstanding. 

He has fallen into a misapprehension about the rates of taxa- 
tion upon soap, due to the fact that we have reclassified the 
soap paragraph at the express wish of the New York custom- 
house authorities, and we have compressed the term “fancy or 
perfumed soaps” into the term “toilet soaps.” The error of 
the gentleman from Illinois consists in not know the fact that 
there are no toilet soaps to-day into the manufacture of which 
perfumes do not enter, for the simple reason thgt perfumes are 
essential to offset the disagreeable odors of the constituent oils. 
We have placed a small tax upon some of the materials of manu- 
facture of these high-grade toilet soaps and at the same time 
cut down the rates of duty on the finished products, so that 
the manufacturers will not be able to unload their tax upon 
the public in the form of higher prices. 

‘At the same time it is only fair to say that this bill contains 
tariff cuts which more than offset to the soap manufacturers 
the duty of 3 or 4 per cent which is placed on oils. The second 
most important ingredient in the manufacture of soap is caustic 
soda, which is cut from one-half of a cent a pound to one-quarter 
of a cent; and the next is silicate of soda, which is cut from 
three-eighths of a cent a pound to one-eighth of a cent; and 
likewise similar reductiéns on many other materials that enter 
into the manufacture of soap have been made in like propor- 
tions, as I explained in my remarks yesterday. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from New York is very free 
with his assertions, but erroneous in his logic and in his facts. 
I read from the existing tariff Jaw: “ Fancy or perfumed toilet 
soap” on the dutiable list. “Fancy or perfume toilet soap.” 
The gentleman says that he has condensed the expression 
“fancy and perfumed soaps” into “ toilet soaps.” But that is 
net so. The gentleman is mistaken. The reading of the 
existing law is “fancy and perfumed toilet soap,” the word 
“toilet” still being in the expression. Now, if the New York 
Customhouse have asked the gentleman to strike out “fancy 
and perfumed “ it is because they have had trouble in determin- 
ing between a toilet soap which was not fancy and perfumed 
and those which were fancy and perfumed. If there had been 


no difficulty in distinguishing between the two classes of soaps, < 


there would be no question in the New York Customhouse. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The difficulty is that all toilet 
soaps are perfumed, and that the term “fancy or perfumed” 
toilet soap was so indefinite that no other grade of soap could 
get in cheaper. It is in the interest of cheaper soap that the 
change was made. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, pshaw! If all toilet soaps were fancy or 
perfumed, this expression would have let in all soap, There 
is another provision of the law, governing soaps that are not 
fancy or perfumed. Now they propose to combine the two in 
this provision, and to increase what is now 20 per cent to 
40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. COOPER. In reply to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison] that toilet soaps are always perfumed, I recall 
distinctly one very famous brand of soap, two varieties of im- 
ported soap made by the same manufacturer which are exactly 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2263 


alike, except that one is perfumed and the other is not, and it 
is marked “ Pears soap unscented.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it is quite the truth that we 
can not expect to get information relating to soaps from the 
Democratic side of the House. What do they know about soap? 


Nothing. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 


Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Harrison] could have allayed a great 
deal of the opposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
to this paragraph if he had assured him that the duty here levied 
did not impose any duty on “soft soap,” in which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has been trying to deal very exten- 
sively. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Ihave 
no doubt that the gentleman from Illinois is very much opposed 
to levying a duty on “soft soap.” The policy of his party has 
been against the increase of the number of articles on the free 
list. He has introduced amendment after amendment here, 
saying that if it was incorporated in the bill he would not 
yote for the bill after such amendment had been adopted, 
clearly showing his efforts have only been “soft-soaping” 
methods, for the purpose of deceiving the people. 

What does the gentleman mean by undertaking to increase 
the free list, when it is against the policy of his party, if it is 
not an attempt to soft soap the people as to his real position and 
that of his party, and when he intends, as he has said, to vote 
against it? As its leader, does he mean to convey the idea that 
his party has changed its policy and now opposes the policy of 
protection? j 

Mr. Chairman, this is a bill to reduce the taxation of the 
American people. The Republican Party three years ago passed 
a bill that levied a duty of 46.76 per cent on every dollar's 
worth of the over 4,000 dutiable articles in common use by the 
consumers of this country. Think of it! People may groan 
under local taxation which levies 2 or 3 cents on the dollar, but 
here is a Federal taxation enacted by the Republican Party 
that levies a duty of 461 per cent on every dollar’s worth of the 
dutiable articles purchased by the American people for con- 
sumption. [Applause.] Such was the burden it imposed on the 
American people for the benefit of the special interests. The 
Republican Party then had an opportunity to increase the free 
list, but it refused to do it. It could have put the necessities 
of life on the free list, but it refused to do it. They broke their 
platform pledge to the people to revise the tariff downward by 
revising it upward. The people repudiated them at the first 
opportunity when they got to the ballot box by turning out 
the Republican majority in this House and putting in a very 
see Democratic majority. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

“Soft soap” has been and is a commodity largely in use by 
the Republican Party on this subject, as its course has shown. 
It has been “soft soaping” the American people for many years 
on the tariff, and by so doing it has extorted the fruits of their 
toil and exacted from the ultimate consumers unreasonable 
prices to swell the unearned profits of the beneficiaries of the 
protective system. 

It tried the “soft-soaping” process to reconcile the people 
to the passage of the Payne bill, by which the taxes of the 
American people were raised in violation of party promises; but 
the process failed. It had lost its palliating effect, and the re- 
sult was it was turned out of power in this House and now is 
threatened to be driven from power in the other branches of 
the Government. The Republicans now desire that“ soft soap“ 
be free of all duty, in order to make it as cheap as possible; 
because, in order to avoid defeat at the coming election, it will 
need larger quantities than usual to “soft soap” the voters if 
that party can secure the suffrages of the outraged consumers 
who have suffered so much by its high protective policies. 

Mr. Chairman, for years it has been “ soft soaping ” the voters 
of this country on this question, but they now wisely refuse to 
be “soft soaped” longer; and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] can disabuse his mind if he thinks he can longer “ soft 
soap” the people as he is now and has been trying to do 
throughout the course of this tariff legislation. The people are 
too wise to be longer “soft soaped” on this question. They 
have felt its effect and know its burden to them and its benefit 
to the beneficiary and its imposition upon the bone and sinew of 
the land. A 

The people want substance and not “soft soap.” They want 
bread and not a stone. They want duties reduced and equal- 
ized, in order that the real earners of wealth may have the 
benefit of their toil as a reward for their industry. 

Now the Republican Party wants soft soap on the free list—to 
go back and undertake to soft soap the people, in order that 
they may return a majority to this House at the coming elec- 
tion. It will require more than soft soap for them to succeed. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. A voice from the people has just reached me in 
the shape of a message from St. Louis, Mo., which reads as 
follows: 

Sr. Louis, Mo., February 20, 1912. 
Hon. R. BARTHOLDT, 
Washington, D. C.: 

I earnestly request your prompt cooperation in o ing new tarif 
schedule in regard to paints, oils, acd 8 seriously 
threatens the general agricultural, mining, and manufacturing interests 
of this State, as well as the whole country, and earnestly protest the 
passage without full and complete investigation and hearing. 

Norris B. GREGG. 

The answer to this message is, Mr. Chairman, that the re- 
united Republican Party will unanimously oppose this bill and 
protest against its passage. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the sec- 
ond last word. . 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then I will speak against the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, this paragraph deals with the tariff on linseed 
oil. I desire to congratulate the Ways and Means Committee, 
especially that part of the committee who had charge of draft- 
ing this bill, upon their wisdom in making a reduction from 15 
cents a gallon to 13 cents a gallon. But, Mr. Chairman, in view 
of the fact that it is well known that there is a trust to-day 
controlling the manufacture and sale of linseed oil in America, 
I would be very glad to see a further reduction, making the rate 
10 instead of 13 cents a gallon. 

Mr. Chairman, about 100,000,000 bushels of flaxseed are pro- 
duced annually in the world, selling, perhaps, at an average of 
$1 per bushel. A capital of $100,000,000 would be sufficient to 
buy up all the flaxseed in the world indefinitely and form a 
trust upon that article, thereby controlling the manufacture, 
output, and sale of linseed oil. If aided by a high protective 
duty it would be a very easy proposition, and for this reason, 
Mr. Chairman, there ought to be safeguards thrown around the 
people of this country to protect them against the extortion of 
the trusts. A low duty on all trust-made articles would ma- 
terially interfere with their plans and tend to bring about com- 
petition. 

On December 5, 1898, shortly after the passage of the Dingley 
bill, the American Linseed Co. was organized. It took over the 
National Linseed Oil Co., then in processs of formation, and 43 
other oil-producing plants in this country, controlling about 85 
per cent of the production of the linseed oil in America. Since 
that time other linseed-oil plants have been taken over by this 
trust, making in all 47 different plants under one set of 
directors, with a capital stock of $50,000,000, which, in my 
opinion, control the manufacture, output, and sale of linseed 
oil. The following companies form this trust: 

AMERICAN LINSEED CO. 

Incorporated under the laws of New Jersey December 5, 1898, to 
consolidate a number of independent mills with those of the National 
Linseed Oil Co., then in process of reorganization. 

Business: To manufacture American and Calcutta linseed old, raw, 
boiled, and refined varnish, oil cake, cil meal, and crushed flaxseed. 

The capital stock authorized consists of $25,000,000 7 per cent non- 
cumulative preferred and $25,000,000 common stock. Outstanding. 
$16,750,000 preferred and $16,750,000 common. Par value, $100. In 
1904 the mortgages had all been 5 off, no dividends having been pald 
on the preferred stock since 1900. The $6,000,000 of 5 per cent gold 
notes were paid off in August, 1901. p 

Composed of the following ore rties : 

Crown Linseed Oil Works, St. uis, Mo. 

Close Linseed Oil Works, Iowa City. Iowa. 

Burlington Linseed Oil Works, Burlington, Iowa. 

Hawkeye Linseed Oil Works, Marshalltown, Iowa. 

Hall Linseed Oil Works, Chicago, Ill. 

Mankato Linseed Oil Works, Mankato, Minn. 

Sioux City Linseed Oll Works, Sioux City, Iowa. 

Missouri Linseed Oil Station, St. Louis, Mo. 

Woodman Linseed Oil Works, Omaha, Nebr. 

Grove Linseed Oil Co., Philadelphia, Pa. 

Ottumwa Linseed Oil Works, Ottumwa, Iowa. 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works, Des Moines, Iowa. 

Dubuque Linseed Oil Works, Dubuque, Iowa. 

Kansas City Lead & Oil Works, Kansas City, Mo. 

St. Paul seed Oil Works, St. Paul, Minn. 

Northwestern Lead & Oil Works, Chicago, III. 

Cedar Rapids Linseed Oil Station, Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

Evans Linseed Oil Works, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Topeka Linseed Oil Station, Topeka, Kans. 

Leavenworth Linseed Oil Works, Leavenworth, Kans, 

Gilman Linseed Oil Works, Gilman, III. 

Marion Linseed Station, Marion, Ind. 

po oe Linseed Oil Works, Logansport, Ind. 

Leonard Linseed Oil Works, Piqua, Ohio. 

Detroit Linseed Oil Works, Detroit, Mich. 

Dayton Linseed Oil Works, Dayton, Ohio. 

Portland Linseed Oil Works, Portland, Oreg. 

La Crosse Linseed Oil Works, La Crosse, Wis. 

wright & Lawther Oil & Lead Works, Chicago, Ill. 

Buffalo Linseed Oil Works, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Emmerson Linseed Oil Works, Racine, Wis. 

W. P. Orr Linseed Oil Works, Piqua, Ohio. 

Mansfield Linseed Oil Works. Mansfield, Ohio. 

Cleveland Linseed & Oil Co.. South Chicago, III. 

Metzger Linseed Oil Co., Chicago, Ill. 

nard & Daniels, Piqua, Ohio. 
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Douglass & Co., Cedar Ra 
Cleveland Linseed & Oil 
Metzger Linseed Oil Co., Toledo, Ohio. 


lds, Iowa. 
o., Cleveland, Ohio, 


Douglass & Co., Minneapolis, Mich. 

Archer & Co., St. Paul, Mo, 

Toledo Linseed Oil Co., Toledo, Ohio. 

Campbell & Thayer, New York City. 

Deane Linseed Oil Co., New York City. 

Griswold Linseed Oil Co.. Warren, Oh acquired afterwards). 

Wright & Hills Linseed Oil Co., Chicago, III. faaea afterwards}. 

Western Linseed Oil Co., Minneapolis, Minn. (acquired afterwards). 

These properties i 1 about 85 per cent of the linseed-oil pro- 
duction of the United States. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask manimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowrer] is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOWLER. With pleasure, for a question. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does the gentleman not think that the 
Linseed Oil Trust. as well as the Standard Oil Trust, which I 
understand makes an adulteration which is sold as linseed oil, 
should join together in congratulating the Democratic side of 
this House that the reduction of the tax on linseed oil is only 
2 cents per gallon in this bill? 

Mr. FOWLER. I will say to the distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas that the United Lead Co. in the same year, 1898, 
was organized for the purpose of controlling the production of 
white lead in America. It is composed of 19 leading lead plants 
in this country. I understand that the American Linseed Co. 
and the United Lead Co. have since united under one directorate 
and one management, the majority of the stock thereof being 
controlled by the Rockefellers. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes; I quite agree with the gentleman about 
that, but what I ask him is if he does not think it is a subject 
for congratulation in these days of tariff revision that these 
great trusts should eseape with a reduction of only 2 cents per 
gallon on this important commodity? 

Mr. FOWLER. I say to the gentleman from Kansas that I 
do not know what were the hearings before the committee—— 

Mr. COOPER. There were none. 

Mr. FOWLER. The committee that framed this bill; but T 
am informed by the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Harrison} that it is because there fs a tariff on flaxseed, 
which has varied in the past all the way from 20 cents per 
bushel to 30 cents per bushel, and that because of the further 
reason that the committee is not now dealing with flaxseed at 
this time they were reluetant to make sweeping reductions in 
the rate on linseed oil. But, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact 
that the Rockefeller interests have extended out so far and in 
so many different directions in this country and laid a heavy 
hand upon the various things which we must have in order to 
live, and inasmuch as this trust has laid such a heavy hand 
upon the humble homes of the people of the country, I believe 
that we ought to take the tariff off altogether and let these 
wrongdoers compete with the countries across the sea that 
produce linseed oil and white lead. 

The following statement shows the companies which originally 
joined hands in forming the White Lead Trust: 

THE UNITED LEAD co. 


Incorporated under the laws of the State of New Jersey in January, 
1903, by interests affiliated with the American Smelting & Refining 
Co.: the latter a Guggenheim-Rockefeller peoperty. The Whitney-Ryan 
and Standard Oil parties are also interested in United Co. 

The purpose of the company was to take over the various lead and 
linseed manufacturing plants controlled by the parties above named. 

The following is a complete list of the concerns whose plants were 
taken over by the United Lead Co. : 

James Robertson Lead Co., Baltimore, Md. 

The Omaha Shot & Lead Co.. Omaha, Nebr. 

Northwestern Shot & Lead Works, St. Paul, Minn. 

Collier Shot Tower Works, St. Louis, Mo, 

Bailey & Farrell Shot Works, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Markle Lead Works, St. Lonis, Mo. 

Gibson & Price, Cleveland, Ohlo, 

Le Roy Shot & Lead Works, New York City. 

Union Lead & Oil Works, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

8 Shot Works, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Chicago Shot Tower Co., Chicago, III. 

Hoyt Metal Co., St. Louis, Mo. 

Tatham & Bros., New York City. 

Raymond Lead Co., Chicago, III. 

E. W. Blatchford & Co., hicago, III. 

Thomas W. Sparks, Philadelph Pa. 

Chadwick Boston Lead Co., Boston, Mass. 

Lausten Lead Works, Chicago IU: 

‘alo, N. Y. 


McDougal White Lead Co., 5 

Control of the Chadwick-Boston Lead Co. was effected on the basis 
of $125 of 5 per cent 40-year bonds for each of its $100 shares (total 
issue of stock, $860,000). The $281,000 first-mortga: 5 per cent 
sinking-fund bonds of the Chadwick company were not disturbed by the 


merger. There are no other underlying bonds. 


Capital stock: 8 there was $15,100,000 stock, $100,000 of 
„which was 7 per cent prefe 


rred, but in May, 1903, the issue was in- 


creased to $25,000,000; of the last-named amount $10,000,000 is 6 per 
cent cumulative preferred, the rest common stock. Par value of 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOWLER. I have only a little time, but I will be very 
glad to yield to the distinguished gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I thank the gentleman. I want to ask him 
if he thinks it ought to be put on the free list why he does 
not offer an amendment that would put it there, or, at least, 
reduce it to a point where he thinks it ought to go. I would be 
very glad to vote with the gentleman. 

Mr. AUSTIN, I will vote with the gentleman also. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, a large quantity of flaxseed 
is produced in other countries. The Argentine Republie pro- 
duces more than any other tountry in the world, producing from 
twenty to thirty million bushels annually. Uruguay produces 
from four to six million bushels annually; Russia, about 
eighteen to twenty million bushels annually; India, about six- 
teen to eighteen million bushels annually; and the United 
States produces annually from twenty to twenty-nine million 
bushels; England, France, and Germany produce but little, if 
any, and must look to these countries for supplies. Therefore 
our people are quite well supplied with the home product, as 
we import but little flaxseed, unless we have a short crop, 
which occurred in 1911, which was only a Tittle over 14,000,000 
bushels. Hence our revenue is slight, comparatively speaking, 
from our ithports of flaxseed and its product, being now 
slightly over a half a million dollars. Until the duty on the 
flaxseed is regulated it would not be wise to make a radical 
reduction, but I agree with the gentleman that there would be 
much benefit come from his suggestion. I would be very glad 


to see the duty changed to 10 cents per gallon. 


I am indebted to Mr. Ennis for the following table, which 
shows the world’s flaxseed crop under average conditions for 
one year: 


United States $24,100 
India 1,000, 
15,575 
1,500, 
209 
18,800 
7,000 
<A ree 18,500 
7,800 
6⁵⁰ 
. 95,125,000 


Until about the year 1850 flax was raised in America for the 
fiber almost solely, but since that time it has been used for mak- 
ing linseed oil and is almost solely raised for that purpose in 
our country now. The following table shows the growth of flax 
raising in America: 

No, 277. Flarseed—Quantities produced, 1887 to 1911, and amounts im- 
ported, exported, and retained for consumption, 1887 to 1911. 
[Production from annual reports of the Department of Agriculture.] 


Bushels. Bushels. | Bushels. Bushels 
10,000,000 415,179 = 10,415,135 
10,500,600 | 1 35 „046. 
9,000,000 3,20, 00 12, 259,435 
2 10,250,000 12,626, 405 
8,500,000 9,870,697 
19,000,000 15,671, 953 
11,104,440 A 9,379,085 
10,009,009 592, 836 8,544,984 
7,500,000 4,108,222 1,224 11,684,998 
15,000,000 754,507 80, 453 15,583,576 
prone nets 17,402,000 105,222 | 4,713,747 12,773,683 
— Sees 12,500,000 136,098 257,228 13,876,008 
. n 81.9532. 80,91 13,650,902 
219,979,492 67,379 | 2,743,266 17,303,005 
1901 17,502,000.| 1,631,726 | 2,755,683 16,446,931 
1902. 25,319,000 477,157 | 3,874,033 743 | 21,857,376 
1003.— 29,284,880 120,089 | 4,128,150 | 20,211 | 25,265,628 
27,200, 510. 213,270 758,370 26,755,401 
Sept e nti 23,400, 534 206,184 1,338 3 | 23,605,877 
28, 7, 753 §2,240 | 5,988,519 |__.......| 22,541,474 
25,576,146 90,358 | 6,626,310 2,044 | 19,028,148 
25,851,000 57,419 | 4,277,313 | 11,391 | 21,619,715 
25,805,000 583,663 82.800 25,515,769 
25,856,000 | 5,002,496 6,103 J 80,793,302 
yA SESS RS ERE SIS RS 


2 Production fs of the crop year preceding the fiscal year, 
3 Census figures. 
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Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not like to object to the extension 
of my colleague’s time on this side of the House, but I notified 
gentlemen on the other side that I would not consent to an ex- 
tension of time 


Mr. MANN. 
ject? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will reserve the right to object. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how it is practicable to finish the 
bill to-night. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that we can get through to-night. 

Mr. MANN. It undoubtedly would keep us until late, and 
if it does I would not be willing for everybody to leave and go 
home to dinner while we are considering the bill. I see no diffi- 
culty in practically finishing the bill to-night except voting, and 
let that go over. I would be willing, as far as I am concerned, 
to agree by unanimous consent, if that can be done, to postpone 
Calendar Wednesday until Saturday. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the bill can ‘be finished to- 
night. I would like to do so. 

Mr. MANN. It can not be done without great inconvenience 
to Members. There is a presidential reception to-night. I am 
not going myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the Members who want to go, 
and expect to go—and there are Members on both sides—can 
find pairs. 

Mr. BUTLER. I suppose there will be a record vote on the 
bill, will there not? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suppose so. 

Mr. MANN. There will probably be several record votes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say that if we can finish the 
reading of the bill to-night, and I may be allowed to move the 
previous question so that it can go over as unfinished business, 
I am willing to vote on the motion to recommit to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether it could come up as 
unfinished business. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think it could come up as 
unfinished business. 

Mr. JAMES. We might take a recess until 11 o'clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. MANN. Why can not we have an agreement to transfer 
Calendar Wednesday until Saturday and see if anybody objects 
to it? Of course, it can not be done in committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think we can get through with the 
bill to-night if gentlemen will allow us to read the bill. We 
are nearly through the disputed items now. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have a number of amendments to offer, 
and we shall probably have at least two roll calls coming just 
at a time that is inconyenient to Members. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say with reference to roll calls 
that I am willing, when we reach that stage, to make an 
agreement with the gentleman that to-morrow morning we may 
have a two-thirds vote to dispense with Calendar Wednesday 
until the two votes are taken. I am willing to take those votes 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether we can do that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We can do it by a two-thirds vote, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, we can dispense with Calendar 
Wednesday by a two-thirds vote. As far as I am concerned, I 
am willing under the circumstances to transfer it. I think we 
can transfer it without any difficulty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we transfer Calendar Wednesday, we 
would haye to take up an appropriation bill to-morrow when 
we get through with this bill. I much prefer to try and finish 
the bill tonight. However, I do not want to inconvenience any- 
body on the record vote if we can arrange that. I am quite 
willing to take the gentleman's word about it if he will say 
that to-morrow morning he will see that we get a two-thirds 
Haba to dispense with Calendar Wednesday until the vote is 

ken. 

Mr. MANN. I will be quite willing to-morrow, under the cir- 
cumstang?s. to cooperate with the gentleman in an effort to se- 
cure a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then I will say that when I move the 
previous question in the House to-night, I shall adjourn the 
House and take the final vote to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MANN. I hope now that the gentleman from Alabama 
will give my colleague [Mr. Fowrrn] his time; and take the 
chances on shutting off others hereafter, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to make a 
precedent. If the gentleman will agree not to hold it against 
me as a precedent I will do so. 


Will not the gentleman reserve the right to ob- 


Mr. MANN. I shall not hold it as a precedent, because I 
think every gentleman in the House will now want to get 
through the bill as speedily as possible. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowreg] be extended 
for five minutes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I want to ask the gentleman if in extending his remarks in the 
Recorp he will not answer my question? I have no objection to 
the request. [Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand there is objection to the re- 
quest of my colleague to extend his remarks in the RECORD? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. MANN. Gentlemen demanded the regular order, and 
that is equivalent to an objection. 

Mr. JAMES. No; we were demanding fhe regular order 
against questions being put out of order; that is all. 


Mr. MANN. Gentlemen were demanding the regular order, . 


and I hope they will withdraw that objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in the debate 
on yesterday I suggested to the gentleman from Illinois who 
has just addressed the committee the reasons which actuated 
the committee in recommending a rate of 13 cents per gallon 
on linseed oil. The Dingley law taxed linseed oil 20 cents u 
gallon. The Payne law cut it down to 15 cents a gallon, and 
the Underwood bill makes a further cut to 18 cents a gallon, or 
an ad valorem equivalent of 19 per cent. At this rate we esti- 
mate we will receive $570,000 of revenue. It will thus be seen 
that linseed oil is one of the largest revenue producers in the 
oil list. But there was a further reason why we did not make 
a further reduction than from 15 to 13 cents per gallon, nameiy, 
because flaxseed, ont of which this oil is made, is taxed at 25 
cents per bushel in the agricultural schedule, which on the cus- 
tombouse receipts last year made an ad valorem equivalent of 
19 per cent; and in view of that we found it impossible at this 
time and in view of the revenue to make a further reduction on 
linseed oll. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. It being out of order to offer an amendment on 
this bill to reduce the tariff on flaxseed, and the gentleman 
stated that he maintained the tariff on flaxseed oil because he 
ean not reduce the tariff on flaxseed, and it being out of order 
on the consideration of the agricultural schedule to reduce the 
tariff on linseed oil, how in the world will you ever make the 
bread and the molasses meet? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
answer the parliamentary question of the gentleman, but I will 
inform him I am in hopes we will soon present à revision of 
the agricultural schedule which contains flaxseed, and that re- 
vision will be a revision downward of the rates on flaxseed. 

Mr. MANN. Very well—— 

Mr, HARRISON of New York. And I repudiate his sugges- 
tion that we have left a high rate on linseed oil, as we have re- 
duced the rates of the Payne law on linseed oil. 

Mr. MANN. You have reduced it less than 10 per cent 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Fourteen per cent. 

Mr. MANN. From 15 to 18 cents. Now, what great benefit 
will it be to the people of the country, as you say, to reduce the 
duty on flaxseed in the agricultural schedule when you can not 
then reduce the tariff on linseed oil? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have 
already reduced linseed oil to the fairest revenue point, and 
when we come to flaxseed we will reduce that, because in justice 
to the manufacturers of linseed oil it ought to be reduced. 

Mr. MANN. And then will you come back with another 
chemical bill and reduce the tariff on linseed oil? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. I thought the gentleman 
had enough of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I have quite enough of it, but under the rules 
you have adopted you can not reduce the tariff on both flax- 
seed and linseed oil at the same time. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. e 

5 9 Is there a motien now pending on the para- 
grap 

The ö There is an amendment pending on the 
paragraph 

Mr. NORRIS. ‘Offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann]? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 20, | 


The CHAIRMAN. Offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is the paragraph ending at line 19 on 
page 13? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORRIS. All right. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

185 CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, Mr. NORRIS, and Mr. MANN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
is recognized. 

Mr. MANN. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 13, lines 1 to 5, by striking out the following: 

“ Olive oil rendered unfit for use as food or for any but mechanical 
or manufacturing pe es, by such means as shall be satisfactory to 
the Secretary of the Treasury and under regulations to be prescribed 
by him, three-eighths of 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this olive oil does not come in 
competition with olive oil produced in this country. Under the 
existing law olive oil rendered unfit for food comes in free of 
duty. It is used for manufacturing purposes. I propose by 
my amendment to leave that character of olive oil on the free 
list. The bill proposes to take it from the free list, where we 
placed it under the Payne bill, and put it on the dutiable list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in taking 
denatured olive oil from the free list we have placed upon it a 
tax of three-eighths of a cent a pound, which is about 3 or 4 
per cent ad valorem. There is no reason why, if we tax the 
olive oil which is used as a food of the poor people, we should 
not place a revenue tax upon the olive oil which is used by the 
manufacturer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

1 NEEDHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 13, line 15: Strike out the word “thirty” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 

- Mr. NEEDHAM: Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if it should 

be adopted, would restore the rate upon olive oil in packages of 
less than 5 gallons to the rate which that article has borne 
both in the Dingley law and in the Payne law. The olive-oil 
industry in the State of California has been making progress 
since the enactment of the Dingley law, notwithstanding that 
the rate of 50 cents a gallon has only averaged about 33 per 
cent ad yalorem—a very moderate protective duty. At the same 
time the importations of olive oil have been increasing enor- 
mously year by year. It is a remarkable coincidence that the 
rate fixed in this bill by the Democratic members of the Ways 
and Means Committee is exactly the same rate as was requested 
by the importers when the Payne bill was under preparation 
before the Committee on Ways and Means. 

We hear a good-deal about special interests, but, in my opin- 
jon, the worst special interest of all is the importing interest, 
and it should not receive the same consideration at the hands 
of the American Congress that the domestic producers of this 
country should receive. The rate fixed in this bill is ex- 
actly the one asked by the importers, and will be found in the 
hearings, volume 4, page 3735. I have not the time to read it, 
but it ends by saying: 

We therefore respectfully submit that a duty be made of 30 cents a 
gallon upon olive oil. 

That is signed by the importing interests of the city of New 
York. 

There is another matter, Mr. Chairman, that I would like to 
bring before the House. For more than 20 years Democratic 
candidates for Congress in the State of California haye been 
telling the voters of that State that the election of Democratic 
Members from California and of a Democratie Congress would 
not jmperil the industries of that State. In view of the action 
of this Democratic House already taken, and the action yet to 
be taken, I am very curious to see the line of argument which 
Democratic, candidates for Congress in California will follow 
in the coming campaign. In my opinion they will find it very 
difficult to convince the voters of that State that the industries 
of California have not been imperiled by the election of a 
Democratic House. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a further amend- 


In addition to the direct competition of importers, we have to 
meet the adulterations of the imported olive oil. The imported 
article in many instances is composed of half cottonseed oil, 
and is not a pure product. Our clive-oil producers have been 
compelled from the very foundation of this industry to meet 
this secret and underhanded method of competition. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. I would like to have a minute longer in 
which to read an editorial from the Washington Post, which 
refers to the question of adulteration. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chair- 
11855 Any the gentleman from California may proceed for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lona- 
WworTH] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. NEEDHAM] may proceed for five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would regret, Mr. Chairman, to have 
to object to members of the committee going on, but they can 
extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Will the gentleman permit the editorial to 
be read? It will take only half a minute. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not object. I ask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. Chairman, that the Clerk may read the editorial re- 
ferred to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UN- 
DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent that the Clerk read the edi- 
torial submitted by the gentleman from California. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A sample of the manner in which the House Democrats are looking 
after the interests of the people in their tariff-reduction bills is shown 
in the olive-oil item of the chemical schedule, just agreed upon. The 
present duty upon olive oil is 50 cents a gallon, or about 34 per cent 
ad valorem, which affords protection to domestic producers of pure olive 
oil and enables them to go ahead and build up a new industry. The 
new bill cuts this duty to 30 cents a gallon, or about 20 per cent ad 
valorem. This destroys the 2 enjoyed by American producers 
and means the ruin of their business. 

French and Italian olive oil is adulterated with cottonseed oll. Amer- 
ican olive oil is absolutely pure. The pure-food law requires, of course, 
that imported oil shall be properly branded, but Dr. Wiley is authority 
for the statement that it is almost impossible to detect a blend of cot- 
ton seed with olive oil if the proportions are half and half. So heavy 
were the importations of cottonseed oil by French and Italian olive- 
oil manufacturers that the French Government quintupled the duty 
on cottonseed oil against the protest of the virtuous manufacturers who 
were adulterating their olive oil for American consumption. The in- 
creased cost of t adulterant and the duty on olive oil enabled the 
California producers of pure oil to build up a business. 

The Democratic bill, if enacted into law, will destroy this business. 
and American consumers will be forced to use the foreign adulterated 
oil at prices fully as high as the perfectly pure oil now produced in 
California. Experience has shown that the consumer never benefits by 
a 5 1 1 on such commodities. The middleman merely adds 
to his pro 

If the Senate should join with the House In passing this bill, the 
olive-oll producers will have to look to President Taft to save their 
industry from destruction. Other industries are in the same fix. The 
Democrats could not give Mr. Taft a better campaign weapon than to 

_ a ae tearing down American industries and thereby enable 

m to yeto 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry 
that my very good friend from California [Mr. NEEDHAM] has 
allowed himself to see specters of New York importers in the 
reductions made by the committee. Of course, I know that he 
and other prohibitive tariff advocates look upon that class of 
business men whom they call “importers” as the enemies of 
the Republic, but he must recognize that behind these people 
there is an enormous class of citizens of Mediterranean birth 
or descent, in the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Washington, and elsewhere along our seaboard, where olive 
oil is the substitute for butter, and is largely consumed by 
those people. It is what they call “the poor man’s food.” 
The heretofore existing high rates on olive oil were put on 
simply to make these poor people on the eastern seaboard pay 
the freight rates on the California olive oil, so as to enhance 
the price of their food. That is the reason why the committee 
has reduced these rates. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
BRnowNINd] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 13, lines 8 and 9, by striking out the following: and 
Chinese-nut oil.” 


Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk a tele- 


gram, which I have just received, and ask that it be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., February 17, 1912. 
Hon. W. J. BROWNING, Washington, D. C.: 


We earnestly protest against changes in duties on paints and oils 
proposed in new chemical schedule, especially duty on china wood oil, 
which would double cost of about 50 per cent of varnishes consumed. 

JoHN Lucas & Co. 


Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, John Lucas & Co., whose 
office is in Philadelphia, Pa., have in Camden County, N. J., one of 
the largest paint mannfactories in the United States. They own 
their own spur of railroad to the main line and their own freight 
and passenger stations, and they employ hundreds of hands. I 
hope this protest will be heeded. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there may be many more articles in the 
two paragraphs to which I have offered amendments to-day 
that should, by every right of reason, remain on the free list, 
but I have singled out only the articles which have been brought 
to my attention by several manufacturing firms—articles essen- 
tial in the manufacture of necessities used in the homes of 
average American families. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment. was rejected. 

Mr. MANN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire 
to speak to that amendment? 

Mr. MANN. I did want to speak a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, Chinese nut oil is now on the 
free list. We imported last year nearly 6,000,000 gallons of it 
at an expense of over $2,000,000. It is used in the manufacture 
of varnishes. It is very important that we should have the 
crude materials as cheaply as possible. The bill proposes to put 
a duty of 5 cents a gallon on this oil. The amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BROWNING], if it prevails, will 
strike that out and leave it where it now is, on the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Brownine]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill on 
page 13, line 6. by striking out the word “thirteen” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the word “ ten.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

On page 13, in line 6, strike out the word “ thirteen” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ ten.” 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, my good friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Fow rer] told us of the Linseed Oil Trust a few moments 
ago and explained why it was that the tariff on this oil ought 
to be reduced even to the extent of putting it on the free list. 
T suggested to him at that time that he offer an amendment to 
reduce it; but while he is in favor of the reduction, and I pre- 
sume his colleagues are, he did not offer an amendment to make 
a reduction. 

The last Democratie national platform has a plank in it to 
the effect that the Democratic Party are in favor of putting the 
products of the trusts on the free list. Now, here is an oppor- 
tunity to cut down the tariff on this produet of the Linseed 
Oil Trust or to put it on the free list. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. NORRIS. I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is it a trust? 

Mr. NORRIS. I am taking the word of the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Fowrer}. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Iam asking you. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have no information on the subject. 

Mr. SHERLEY. You are offering an amendment on that 
supposition? 

Mr. NORRIS. I have given the gentleman the souree of my 
information. I am taking the word of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Fowrrr], in whom I have the greatest confidence, 
given here as a Member on the floor of the House, that it is 
controlled by a trust, and the gentleman from Illinois is Demo- 
cratic authority. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I simply wanted to ask, if it was a trust, 
what steps have been taken by the Department of Justice to 
dissolve the trust? 

Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman knows that he can not get the 
information from me, because I am not able to give information 
as to the course that would be taken by the present administra- 
tion on that or anything else. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. For the moment I forgot that the gentleman 
was not a Republican. I thought he was. [Laughter.] 


Mr. NORRIS. The gentleman ought to continue to have that 
recollection that I am one of those Republicans who believe in 


the right kind of Republican doctrine; and I am informed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fowxrr] that this product is 
controlled by & trust. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman be the right kind of a Re- 
publican, he seems to be in a tremendous minority. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would rather be right and be in a minority 
than be wrong, with the gentleman from Kentucky, and be in a 


majority. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Paraphrasing a remark once made by a 
distinguished gentleman, the gentleman from Nebraska may 
find himself both wrong and in the minority. 

Mr. NORRIS. That may be, and when I do I will be frank 
pe n enough to admit it just as scon as I am convinced 
0 

Now, that is all outside of the question. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Fowirn] says this is controlled by a trust. The 
entire Democratic Party have said, “ We are in favor of making 
free the products of the trusts.” Now, if you think more of 
your word and the good of the country than you do of the dic- 
tates of your party caucus you ought at least to vote for this 
amendment. : 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that if we reduce the tariff on this 
oil we ought to reduce the tariff on flaxseed, from which it is 
made. I concede that that may be a good argument, and that 
we could not offer an amendment here to reduce the duty on 
flaxseed, because it would not be germane to this bill and would 
be out of order. 

Now, then, if that be true, then the country is between the 
devil and the deep sea, sure, because when we come to the sched- 
ule where flaxseed is included, and a motion is made to reduce 
the duty on it, they would say that if we reduce the duty on 
that we ought to reduce the duty on oil, and we can not make 
a motion to that effect on that bill, because it would be out of 
order. So what we ought to do—and I believe in schedule re- 
vision—is to reduce this tariff, and then, if it is necessary when 
we come to another schedule of the tariff, reduce the tariff on 
the product out of which it is made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask that all 
debate on this paragraph close in five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not do that. I want 
to offer two amendments. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that all de- 
bate on this pending amendment close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks that 
all debate on the pending amendment close in five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the flaxseed which is used 
in America for making linseed oil is mostly produced in America. 
We produce annually from twenty to twenty-eight million 
bushels of flaxseed, and we manufacture most of that. Last 
year, or in 1910, we imported 5,000,000. bushels of flaxseed. We 
produced during the year 24,000,000 bushels, but we exported a 
part of what we had raised and a portion of what we had 
imported. 

A bushel of flaxseed will make 23 gallons of oil. There is 
now on flaxseed a duty of 25 cents a bushel. If the rate were 
reduced to 10 cents a gallon on linseed oil, that would leave the 
manufacturer of this article without any compensatory duty. 
Two and one-half times 10 cents is 25 cents, the same as is 
placed on a bushel of seed to-day. He would have nothing left 
except the flax cake, which is about 37 or 38 pounds to the 
bushel, and which sells from $20 to $80 a ton, and is used as 
cow feed, which is regarded as a most excellent and highly 
nutritious food. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], a 
gentleman whose course in this Hall was to a greater or less 
extent a pattern for me in my campaign last year, has done me 
more than honor by saying that he accepts as true my state- 
ment that this article is controlled by a trust, but I desire to 
say to the gentleman and to this House that I verily believe 
that there is a trust in the production of linseed oil and which 
controls the sale thereof. I want to thank him very kindly 
for his courtesy, but I want to say in reply that if the amend- 
ment which I would like to see passed is carried and the duty 
on the rates lowered to 10 cents a gallon, then it would, perhaps, 
require a corresponding reduction on the flaxseed itself. 

North Dakota produces more flaxseed than all the rest of the 
United States. Minnesota, the two Dakotas, Wyoming, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho practically produce the flaxseed of this coun- 
try. I do not know what the gentlemen who come from those 
States think of a reduction of the tariff on flaxseed itself, but in 
my opinion the tariff could be lowered upon flaxseed witha great 
deal of consistency, and thereby give an opportunity to lower 
the tariff on linseed oil, 
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It would give the man in the country an opportunity to give 
his humble home a coat of whitewash made of lead and linseed 
oil instead of being made of lime. I highly favor it, because in 
my own town I have a humble home that I undertook to paint, 
and when I went to buy the oil at retail it was $1.25 a gallon, 
a price so enormous that I was not able to buy it, and for that 
reason my little home at Elizabethtown, III., is yet without a 
3 of paint. I would like to get an opportunity to paint that 

ouse. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much oil did the gentleman require? We 
might get him a gallon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOWLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reply 
to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania that I never 
posed as a millionaire living in mansions one part of the year 
during the fashionable season and then hibernating in a dozen 
other places at seasides and summer resorts, residing in man- 
sions which are costly enough for that of the king of any country 
in the world. [Laughter and applause.] z 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this further amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 13, line 8, by striking out the following: 

“And peanut oil.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, peanut oil is now on the free list. 
This bill proposes to place it on the dutiable list at 10 cents 
per gallon. I do not know just how the gentleman drawing 
the bill has arrived at the tariff on the different oils. He pro- 
poses on coconut oil a tariff of one-quarter of 1 cent per pound; 
on poppy-seed oil and peanut oil, 10 cents per gallon; on 
Chinese nut oil, 5 cents per gallon; on almond oil, sweet, 5 
cents per pound; on mace oil, S cents per pound; and there are 
various other provisions. All in this list are now on the free 
list. Peanut oil is a table article in different forms, used by 
people, certainly not of the richest class, because I use some 
of it myself, and I have no doubt that my colleague from 
Tllinois [Mr. Fowirn] also must occasionally use peanut oll. 
What is the reason for putting the highest rate of all in this 
list on peanut oil, which is now on the free list? What is the 
reason for transferring it from the free list at all to the dutiable 
list? It ought to be kept on the free list, where it is now, in 
the interest of the consumers of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

n 13, lines 9, 10, 11, and 12, by striking out the following: 

“Almond oil, sweet, 5 cents per pound; mace oil, 8 cents per pound; 
sesame or sesamum seed or bean oil, 14 cents per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these oils are all on the free list 
now. If my amendment prevails, they will remain on the free 
list. The bill proposes to place them on the dutiable list at a 
rather high rate of duty. They are necessities in the families 
of the country, in the ordinary way they are used, and there is 
no-excuse for placing them upon the dutiable list under any 
form of tariff legislation which endeavors to protect to any ex- 
tent the industries of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the tax on 
almond oil, mace oil, sesame oil, as contained in the bill, and as 
proposed to be stricken out by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, is a tax upon the materials used in manufactur- 
ing perfumes, cosmetics, and perfumed toilet soaps. To some 
extent also these oils are used in the manufacture of flavoring 
extracts, but it is not believed that the revenue duty placed 
upon these noncompetitive products will be a hardship upon the 
people who use any of these articles of manufacture. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

51. Oils, distilled and essential: Peppermint, 25 cents per pound; 
almond, bitter; anise or anise seed; bergamot; camomile; caraway ; 
cassia; cinnamon; cedrat; citronella or lemon-grass ; jasmine or jasi- 
mine; juniper; lavender, and aspic or spike lavender; lemon; limes; 
neroli or orange flower; orange; origanum, red or white; rosemary or 
anthoss ; attar of roses; thyme; and valerian; all the foregoing oils, and 
all fruit oils and essences, and essential and distilled oils and all com- 
binations of the same, not specially provided for in this act or in the 
first section of the act cited for amendment, 20 per cent ad valorem: 
Provided, That no article containing alcohol shall be classified for duty 
under this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 13, lines 21 to 25, and page 14, line 1, by striking out 
the following words: ‘ 

“Anise or anise seed; bergamot; camomile; caraway; cassia; cin- 
namon; cedrat; citronella or lemon-grass; jasmine or jasimine; 12 
iper; lavender, and aspic or spike lavender; lemon; limes; nerolf or 
prange flower; and origanum, red or white; rosemary or anthoss; attar 
of roses; thyme; and valerian.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these oils are now all on the free 
list. ‘They are used in the manufacture of perfumes and some 
of the common extracts. 

Mr. BUTLER. Extracts of vanilla? 

Mr. MANN. Lemon extracts. The bill proposes to place 
them upon the dutiable list at 20 per cent. My amendment 
proposes to leave them where they now are under the Payne 
law, on the free list. These go indirectly into every household. 
The gentleman proposes to tax what are no longer luxuries, but 
necessities—true, largely used by the gentler sex 

Mr. BUTLER. To anoint themselves, 

Mr. MANN. The gentler sex who can not vote, but that is no 
excuse for putting them on the dutiable list. Some of them are 
used by the gentler sex to anoint themselves, it is true, as the 
gentleman from Pennnsylvania suggests, and some of them are 
used to make the food they prepare for us a little pleasanter 
to eat. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the rates of 
duty upon the finished product, perfume, are retained in this 
bill at the same figure they were in the Payne law, which is 
about 70 per cent ad valorem, equivalent. In view of that fact 
it is believed that the imposition of a 20 per cent ad valorem 
tax upon the essential oils which are the raw material for the 
manufacture of perfume is one of the fairest revenue producers 
that could be found. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from IUinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


54. Ambergris; enfleurage grease; musk, crude, in natural ges and 
musk in the grain; civet, crude; all synthetic and essential oils and all 
other odoriferous substances or preparations suitable for the manufac- 
ture of rfumes or cosmetics, or flavoring extracts, not special] 
provided for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for amend- 
ment, 20 per cent ad valorem: Provided, That no article containing 
alcohol shall be classified for duty under this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 15, lines 16 and 17, by striking out the following: 

“Ambergris; enfleurage grease; musk, crude, in natural s, and” 
and “ civet, crude.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, these articles are now on the free 
list. If my amendment prevails, they will remain on the free 
list. This bill proposes to place them on the dutiable list at 20 
per cent ad valorem, a high rate eyen if it were to pay a duty. 
They are crude materials, not competitive in character, of the 
same class to which I have already called attention. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the gentleman, I will simply call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that ambergris, enfleurage grease, musk, and civet 
are very expensive articles and should bear their fair share of 
the burdens of taxation. They were left upon the free list by 
the Republicans because they are noncompetitive articles. That 
is the very reason why we are placing them on the tax list. 
They are raw materials in the manufacture of perfumes. 

Mr. HILL. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
paragraph 54, where a word is spelled wrong. It is spelled 
a-m-b-e-g-r-i-s in the bill and it ought to be a-m-b-e-r-g-r-i-s. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. As I read the bill it is a-m- 
b-e-r-g-r-i-s. I thank the gentleman for calling attention to it; 
it is simply a typographical error, which should be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend paragraph 54, in line 16, page 15, by inserting the letter 
“r” between the letters “e” and “g” in the first word, 
“ambegris,” so that it will read “a-m-b-e-r-g-r-i-s.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


59. Chrome yellow, chrome 


n, and all other chromium colors in 
the manufacture of which lea 


and bichromate of potash or soda are 


used, in pulp, dry, or ground in or mixed with oil or water, 20 per cent 
ad valorem, but not less than 3 cents per pound. 2 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I was called out of the Cham- 
ber when the paragraph just ahead of this was read, in relation 
to barytes. r 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentleman wish to go back to a 
paragraph? 


Mr. AUSTIN. If you please. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman to wait until 
we finish the bill, and I will not object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

G9. Potash: Bicarbonate of, and carbonate of, refined, one-half of 1 
cent per pound; hydrate of, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; hydrate of, 
in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound; chlorate of, chromate and bi- 
chromate of, 1 cent per pound; cyanide of, 13 cents per pound; nitrate 
of, or saltpeter, crude, $3 per ton; refined, $7 per ton; permanganate 
of, 14 cents per pound; prussiate of, red, 2 cents per pound; yellow, 
11 cents per pound. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 19, lines 5 to 8, by striking out the words “ Potash: 
Bicarbonate of, and carbonate of, refined, one-half of 1 cent per pound ; 
hydrate of, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; hydrate of, in sticks or rolls, 
1 cent per pound.” 

And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Potash: Bicarbonate of, one-half of 1 cent per pound; caustic 
potash or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, my amendment proposes to put 
caustic potash—not refined—on the free list, where it is now. 
The bill proposes to transfer unrefined caustic potash to the 
dutiable list. Another household necessity transferred from 
the free list to the dutiable list under the bill- 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 19, lines 10 and 11, in the paragraph headed “ Potash,” 
by striking out the words “ nitrate of, or saltpeter, crude, $3 per ton; 
refined, $7 per ton,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
“nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, $7 per ton.” : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, crude saltpeter is now on the free 
list. My amendment, if agreed to, would leaye crude saltpeter 
upon the free list. The bill proposes to place it upon the 
dutiable list. Another of those cases where it is proposed to 
put a tariff on the crude article and at the same time reduce 
the tariff on the refined article. IZ my recollection is correct, 
the present tariff on refined saltpeter is $10 a ton, and this bill 
proposes to put a tariff of $3 a ton on the crude article and 
reduce the tariff on the refined article $3 a ton. Gentlemen 
may imagine that that will maintain the industry in the coun- 
try, but the result will be to drive out the refining of crude 
saltpeter in this country and the bringing of refined saltpeter in 
from abroad and in the end largely increase the cost of salt- 
peter to those who use it in this country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Illinois is laboring under the delusion that refined 
nitrate of potash is made out of crude nitrate of potash. 

That is incorrect. The crude nitrate of potash is used in the 
manufacture of gunpowder and so is the refined nitrate of pot- 
ash, but the latter is made out of potassium chloride and not 
out of crude nitrate of potash. We have put a tax on $3 a ton 
on the crude nitrate of potash, an ad valorem equivalent of 44 
per cent, at which rate we anticipate duties of more than 
$11,000. At the same time we haye reduced the rate upon the 
refined nitrate of potash from 11 per cent ad valorem to 10 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. MANN. What is crude saltpeter used for? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is used also in the manu- 
facture of gunpowder. 

Mr. MANN. What else is it used for? It is the most com- 
mon kind of antiseptic in the country. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. It is not used at all as an 
antiseptic. It is used in the manufacture of gunpowder and 
nitric acid. 

Mr. MANN. And the gentleman can not buy a ham but that 
has saltpeter in it or can not buy a piece of preserved beef 
that has not saltpeter in it. The color of all these meats comes 
from saltpeter. The gentleman proposes to tax this necessity 
of the people so far as eating is concerned. We have it on the 
free list. The gentleman proposes to put it on the dutiable list. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘This is not going to threaten our ham, is it? 

Mr. MANN. It is going to add to the high cost of living. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. We introduced the other one, 
which is used for the same purpose. 

Mr. MANN. It is going to add to the high cost of living. 
The gentleman is not familiar with the subject at all, neither is 
his expert. If he had studied the pure-food question as long as 
I have he would know something about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
76. Yanillin, 10 cents ; vanilla beans, 50 cents nd; 
tonka beans, 25 cents per pound.” is i glee Raa? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, 20, li 20 and 21, by strikin t the following: 
“Vanilla BESON, 50 cents. per pound. x * 5 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, vanilla beans are now on the 
free list. This bill proposes to place a duty of 50 cents a pound 
on them. My amendment proposes to leave yanilla beans upon 
the free list. They are the basis of the vanilla flavor to a 
large extent. Some of the vanilla flayors are made in other 
ways, however. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BUTLER. The ice cream flavors, especially. 


Mr, MANN. But the real vanilla flavor is made from these 


vanilla beans. The gentleman proposes to place a high tariff 


upon them, not for that purpose, but in order to encourage 


fraudulent vanilla extracts made from other articles—synthetic 
articles. The pure, natural vanilla extract is based upon, and 
it is made from, the articles that they propose to put a high 
tariff on. They are reducing the tariff on coal-tar products, 
some of which can be used for the manufacture of various 
extracts that come close to vanilla extract. We are in favor 
of maintaining a free list as to vanilla beans and are for the 
pure article on our tables and in our households. 

Mr. BUTLER. And in our ice cream. 

Mr. MANN. And in our household foods, in our ice cream, 
and in other things. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
But er] evidently has the impression that the principal use of 
vanilla is in ice cream. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry to say to my friend that it is not. 
You will find it in the coffee and water and everything. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Vanilla flavoring is used in a very large per- 
centage or number of articles prepared for food in a house- 
hold, in a very small percentage of flavor, but used to a very 
large extent. I dare say there is hardly a household in this 
country where you can not find a bottle of vanilla extract in 
the kitchen. - 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the tax which 
we haye proposed upon vanilla beans is simply a tax upon a 
luxury, and it will produce a revenue, at 50 cents a pound, of 

75,000. The extract of real vanilla beans as described by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is very seldom met with 
in the household. The ordinary object which is in use in 
the kitchen of the average home comes from vanillin, which 
is an extract of the oil of cloves and is a synthetic imitation 
of the real vanilla extract. We have reduced the rates of duty 
upon vanillin from 20 cents an ounce to 10 cents an ounce, and 
in putting a tax upon vanilla beans we believe we are collect- 
ing revenue on a noncompetitive product which goes into the 
manufacture of a luxury and is a most proper subject of 
taxation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the bill puts a tariff on unground 
cloves, the raw material from which vanillin is made; it leaves 
a higher tax on the raw material from which vanillin is made 
than it puts upon the article itself, vanillin, in the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Oh, no. The gentleman 
from Illinois is mistaken. The rate which we put on yanillin 
is equal to about 40 per cent ad valorem, while the tax on un- 
ground cloyes is only 20 per cent ad valorem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman be will- 
ing to return to paragraph 56? We have finished the dutiable 
list. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would prefer to finish the bill, but If 
the gentleman desires it I will not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the committee will 
return to paragraph 56. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, page 16, lines 4 and 5, by striking out after the word “ un- 
manufactured” the words “15 per cent ad valorem but not less than 
O cents per ton” and inserting the words “$1.50 per ton.” And in 
line 5, after the word “ manufactured,” strike out the words “ 20 
cent ad valorem but not less than $1.30 per ton“ and insert the words 
“$5.50 per ton.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, under the Dingley bill the 
rate on barytes, unmanufactured, was 75 cents a ton, and as at 


that time there were practically no importations from Europe 
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that rate was sufficient to enable the industry to exist. But 
soon the importations from Canada, Newfoundland, and Ger- 
many began, and they increased at such a rapid rate, namely, 
from 1,000 tons to 12,000 tons, within a few years that the 
barytes industry of Missouri was threatened with utter de- 
struction, owing to a lack of proper protection. At the time the 
Payne bill was under consideration I saw with my eyes hun- 
dreds and thousands of tons of barytes piled up along the Iron 
Mountain Railroad tracks which had been mined, but could not 
be disposed of, owing to the fact that foreign barytes could be 
laid down in the port of New York at a rate several dollars 
lower per ton than the Missouri product. Recognizing this con- 
dition of affairs, Mr. Payne and his Republican colleagues on 
the Ways and Means Committee agreed to increase the rate 
from 75 cents to $1.50, and while this was hardly sufficient pro- 
tection to make the industry profitable and prosperous it en- 
ebled it at least to liye. Now it is proposed to cut down this 
meager measure of protection to 40 cents a ton, a little more 
than one-half of what it was when the operators had gone out 
of business and the miners were idle. The inevitable effect will 
be to wipe this Missouri industry off the map and to substitute 
for our own product the product of Germany and Canada. 
What this means to the people of southeast Missouri will be seen 
from the figures, which show that at the present time 52 per 
eent of the total barytes output of the country is mined in 
Washington County, of my State. It is a great part of the sub- 
sistence of those people, and if this bill passes there will stand 
between them and the utter destruction of their main industry 
only one man, the President of the United States. I protest, 
Mr. Chairman, against a policy which will sacrifice the indus- 
tries of my State to a mere theory, and I call upon my Demo- 
cratic colleagues, especially my colleague from the thirteenth 
district [Mr. HENSLEY], one of whose predecessors, also n Demo- 
crat, once introduced a bill to make the duty on barytes $5 a 
ton, to join me in the defense of the vital interests of our com- 
mon State. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I want to state that what 
the gentleman from Misseuri kas so well said about the history 
of the barytes industry in Missouri applies exactly to the in- 
dustry in Tennessee; und the legislation which affected if, 
namely, the Dingley law and the Payne-Aldrich law, resulted 
precisely in Tennessee as if did in the State of Missouri. With 
the low duty carried in the Dingley law and the increased im- 
portations the barytes mills and mines in eastern Tennessee 
and other Southern States were compelled to shut down and go 
out of business. With the increase of duty carried in the 
Payne-Aldrich bill, immediately operations were resumed in the 
mines and the mills were started again. They are now in 
operation. If this bill should become a law, every mine will 
close down, every plant will stop, a large number of men will 
be thrown out of empleyment, and the capital invested will 
practically be lest. 

Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from a 
pioneer southern man in this industry, who, I think, is the best- 
posted man in all the Southern States on this subject. He has 
been actively and extensively engaged in calling the attention 
of capital to deposits of barytes in the South and inducing 
parties to come there to inaugtrete this industry. 

T refer to Mr. Charles A. Weller, a reputable business man of 
my town (Knoxville, Tenn.), who has voted and supported the 
Democratic ticket, but I venture the assertion that if you pass 
this bill and destroy his business, he, like thousands of others, 
will cease to yote the Democratic ticket, and will support that 
party which stands for the protection of American capital, the 
American mills, and the American wage earner. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] I protest against the destruction of this 
new and promising southern industry. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the letter will be 
read in the gentleman’s time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon, R. W. AUSTIN, KNOXVILLE, TENN., February 12, 1912. 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dean Sir: As I understand it, the new schedule proposed on 
chemicals embraces a change in the present tariff cove barytes. 
This change, as I have gotten it, is meant to be misleading, so as not 
only to put this product back to the old rate, but even lower, by sub- 
stituting an ad valorem for the presént rate under pigments for paints, 
etc. For example, they are calling the ore barytes earth unmanufac- 
tured, which now carries a rate of $1.50 per ton and is selling in this 
country at $6.75, including the duty of 50 and freight 81.90. The 
. r cent „ which, as I understand, 
yey Poort way bag of the ore at the mines, which is 


from Hon. Robert F, Skinner, consul general at Hamburg, Germany. 

Cost at mines — 81.42 
Barge to Ham J TTT VT 
Ocean freight to United States ñũlc7k?§2.G— 1. 95 
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It will cost something from docks to plants, bnt that should not be 


considered, however. The total price now asked. in New York and 
Philadelphia is $6.75 per long ton. Our freight rate to New York is, 
in long tons, $5.21; to Philadelphia, $4.09; so you can see what our 
pa get is with the duty at 51.50, whereas the new duty would be, 
as 1 understand it, 45 per cent of $1.42—about 64 cents. The new 
schedule on the und product is 40 per cent ad valorem, and the old 
rate — r short ton; deducting the cost of ore, milling, and trans- 
porta aes get about $7 per ton, a good price in Germany; this 
reduces duty to about $2.85 per ton, and so, with the highest prod- 
net made, the artificial carbonate, the proposed rate is 30 per cent ad 
valorem when the present rate is one-half cent per pound. 

At the prices named you the foreign ores now command about 65 to 
75 per cent of the business of the United States, but since the duty 
was ralsed at last Congress there has been great activity in the develo; 
ment of the American ores and manufacture of this product; but 
this reduction is made it will certainly kill the business, as we can not 
compete with water rates. 


CHAS. A. WELLER. 


Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, the letter 
which the gentleman from Tennessee has sent to the desk con- 
tains some of the errors customary in the presentation of the 
‘case of persons asking for tariff taxation. He says that it 
costs $1.95 for freight, $1.50 for duty, and he says that with the 
duty paid it makes the cost $6.90 in New York. As the unit of 
value in 1911 was $2.46, that would make the cost in New York 
$5.09, nearly a dollar out of the way in the caleulation; but 
of course such a trifle as that does not stand in the way of 
anybody who is seeking for tariff protection. 


In my judgment the most indefensible raise in the Payne law 
was the doubling of the duty upon barytes from 75 cents to 
$1.50 a ton. Even for those persons who advocated it the 
result of the imposition of that duty must have been a grievous 
disappointment, because the price of barytes in this country 
has been falling, and has continued to fall in spite of the dou- 
bling of the duty. The price in 1909 was $3.55; in 1910, $3.02; 
and in 1911, $2.46, a ton, so that the result of doubling the tariff 
tax upon barytes was not to increase the price, as had been 
hoped for by those desiring the protection, but simply to impede 
and make more difficult the manufacture of paints in the eastern 
seaboard States, where they were obliged to pay freight rates 
upon the barytes shipped from Missouri to the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. If the gentleman will excuse 
me, I wish to conclude my argument. Barytes is a mineral 
which is found right at the surface of the ground. It requires 
little or no labor to take it out. It is chiefly produced by 
farmers in the rare intervals when they have nothing else to do, 
and is trundled by them to the sidings of the railways and 
dumped there for transportation. It is not worthy of laying a 
Hen vy tax upon the paint manufacturers of the East, and it 
would be inconsistent in us to retain the high tariff duty on 
barytes, inasmuch as we have cut the duties on paints, the 
finished products, from 30 per cent to 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Wili the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is not the gentleman’s statement—that 
the price has fallen—a complete refutation of the Democratic 
theory? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. The price would have fallen 
very much more if the manufacturers of paint had been able 
to obtain it at the lower rate of duty. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman 
creased from $5 to $2.46. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDY. In spite of the fact that the duty has 
been raised from 75 cents to $1.50? 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. And the mannfacturers of 
the East would have gotten it 75 cents cheaper if it had not 
been for the duty. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The result will be to throw all the labor 
out of employment which is engaged in the production of 
barytes and to leave the product in the bowels of the earth. 

Mr. AUSTIN. And we will not buy paint for a cent less, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

83. Calcium, acetate of, brown and gray, and chloride of, crude. 


says the price has de- 
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Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, paragraph 83, page 21, by striking out the word “and” 
in line 19, before the word “ chloride”; by striking out the period and 
inserting in place thereof a Comm, after the word “ crude,” in line 20; 
and by adding to the paragraph the following: “And nitrate of, crude.” 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment on 
behalf of the committee, as the nitrate of calcium is probably 
under another name free now under existing law. In the Payne 
law lime nitrogen is free. This is a fertilizer known as nitrate 
of calcium, made in Norway by an invention of a genius there 
from the nitrate of the air combined with lime. It is made 
into this product nitrate of calcium, and, as I say, is used as a 
fertilizer, I believe it was the intention of the framers of the 
Payne bill to include it under the nomenclature of lime nitrogen. 
But in order that there may be no doubt about it, I offer this 
amendment to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

88. Drugs, such as barks, beans, berries, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, 
excrescences, fruits, flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, 
herbs, leaves, lichens, mosses, nuts, nutgalls, logs, roots, stems, vege- 
tables, seeds (aromatic. not garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, 
weeds, and woods used expressly for dyeing or tanning; any of the 
foregoing which are natural and uncompounded drugs and not edible 
and not 8 rovided for in this act or in the first section of the 
act cited for amendment, and are in a crude state, not advanced in value 
or condition by peeling, shredding, grinding, chipping, crushing, or any 
other process or treatment whatever beyond that essential to the proper 
packing of the gags and the prevention of decay or deterioration pend- 

g manufacture: Prorided, t no article containing alcohol shall be 
admitted free of duty under this paragraph. y 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 22, lines 14 and 15, by striking out the words “ peeling, 
shredding, grinding, chipping, crushing, or,” and by striking out in line 
15 the word “ other.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from IIlinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


89. Magnesite, crude, not purified. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. z 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 22, line 20, by striking out the words magnesite, crude, 
not purified,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ magnesite, crude 
or calcined, not purified.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this is to restore to the free list 
magnesite, crude or calcined, not purified, which the gentleman 
has taken out of the free list and put upon the dutiable list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, this is the 
same question that the gentleman from Illinois and I debated 
when we dealt with the subject of magnesite on the dutiable 
list. It is the basis of the white pigment, a first-class revenue 
producer, and we expect to get $89,000 revenue. 

Mr. MANN. At the expense of the trade. The gentleman's 
theory now that the tax is paid by the manufacturer and never 
at the cost of the consumer was not always entertained by that 
gentleman. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. My theory is not correctly 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois. The tax paid by the 
manufacturer would go to the consumer if his top rate was pro- 
hibitive, but since we have cut down the top rate, the con- 
sumer will get it cheaper and the manufacturer can not unload 
on him. 

Mr. MANN. He can unload his factory and close it up. 
That is what will happen with a great many manufacturers if 
fhe gentleman’s bill becomes a law. Of course, it is easy to 
speculate about these things. It is easy to say from that side 
that this bill will do no harm and no injustice to the country, 
because we all know on both sides of the Chamber that hardly 
anybody here would vote for the bill at any stage of it if there 
was the slightest possibility of its being enacted into law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

93. Potash, crude, or “black salts”; carbonate of potash, crude; 
éulphate of potash, crude or refined; and muriate of potash. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 23, lines 3 and 4, by striking out the words “ Potash, 
crude, or ‘black salts’; carbonate of potash, crude”; and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“ Potash, crude, or ‘black salts’; carbonate of potash, crude or re- 
fined; hydrate of, or caustic potash, not including refined, in sticks or 
rolls; nitrate of potash, or ieten crude.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the last two or three amend- 
ments which I haye offered have been to the free list carried 
in this bill. The amendments offered before were to the duti- 
able list carried in the bill. This amendment proposes to place 
in the free list caustic potash and crude saltpeter, where they 
now are. I confess that I do not quite understand the purpose 
of inserting some of these items in the free list, which are 
already in the free list, and which are not disturbed by the 
change of law. Just what will happen in connection with some 
of the provisions in this bill and the existing provisions in the 
free list I do not know. I am very sure that the gentleman 
from New York does not know. This bill proposes to substi- 
tute various paragraphs of it in place of Schedule A, the 
chemical schedule of the Payne tariff law. It does not pro- 
pose to substitute any portion of the bill for the various para- 
graphs of the free list in the Payne tariff law. It is to be 
made a part of the Payne tariff law. You will find in the law 
a provision placing an article upon the dutiable list, and in the 
Same law a provision placing the same article upon the free 
list. It is quite true that the amendment, which would be 
this bill, if enacted into law, being subsequent in point of time, 
although in the same law, would control, and that the items 
carried into the law by this bill would supersede the items in 
the existing law, although in the same law. It is also true— 
and I make the suggestion for the benefit of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Harrtson] and his assistant chemist—that he 
has entirely misconceived the effect of some of the provisions 
in this bill placing articles upon the dutiable list in connection 
with the law, as to articles upon the free list; and if this bill 
should ever become a law it would take a Philadelphia lawyer 
at his very best to unravel some of the difficulties unnecessarily 
placed in the law by the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
detain the committee at any great length, as everybody is prob- 
ably getting tired, but I will explain for the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that the free list attached to 
the dutiable list in the Underwood bill contains, as the gentle- 
man of course knows, not only the objects which we transfer to 
the free list, but also other objects which were already upon 
the free list. We have combined them in this bill, together 
with the dutiable list, merely to make it readier of reference for 
any Member who wished to ascertain what tax was laid upon 
the cognate substance, for instance, the raw material or the 
finished product. It would have been practically impossible to 
invade the whole of the free list of the Payne Jaw and attach 
the chemical part of it to this bill, because there are some 
subjects in that free list which may or may not be properly 
classifiable as chemicals, so that we have limited ourselves to 
the method that I have described. At the same time, of course, 
all the matters which are now in the Payne free list and which 
are not mentioned in this bill are still in the free list, and those 
which we have mentioned in the free list here, which are not 
in the Payne free list, we change. Those which we have added 
to the free list would go on to the free list if this bill becomes 
a law. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire if it is the expectation, in 
case this bill should become a law, and all things are possible 
in the providence of the Almighty—— 

Mr. MANN. Well, this is not. 

Mr. HILL. Whether the gentleman intends, or the commit- 
tee intends, that this free list shall be published and printed in 
the tariff law as a part of Schedule A, or whether it is intended 
that it shall modify the free list of Schedule A of the whole law. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. Mr. Chairman, it is difficult 
to answer that. I should be inclined to think that these articles 
would fall into their proper places upon the free list of the law 
in case this amendment to the law were adopted. 

Mr. HILL, By what authority? There is no provision strik- 
inz out from the Payne free list. 

Mr. HARRISON of New York. They substitute the other 
by that authority. The difficulty is that the Payne law has 
14 different schedules, and but one free list attached to the 
whole 14, and it would be a very difficult matter to select all 
the articles in that free list which deal with the chemical in- 
dustry. 

Mr, UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me for a 
moment, this bill proposes to substitute for the items in the 
Payne bill from 1 to 83, inclusive, this bill necessarily wiping 
out everything that is mentioned in the Payne bill, if it becomes 
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a law, from 1 to 83 and repealing it, and this will take its 


place. Now, it puts into the chemical Schedule A of the Payne 
is a Svea section as well as a general free-list section in 

e bi 

Mr. HILL. Necessarily the same plan would be followed out 
with regard to other schedules, making a dutiable list and a 
ae 15 in every schedule if there were things to put on the 

t. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is possible in some of the other sec- 
tions of the bill we may not pass them as amendments to the 
Payne bill. 

Mr. HILL. The embarrassment I can see in regard to the 
situation is that we might find articles dutiable in a schedule, 
and they might still remain on the free list in the law. Of 
course I understand that the courts would probably hold that 
the last legislation would prevail under the rule that where 
there is an amendment to the law the last-named rate becomes 
effective. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no question about what the 
court would hold, as it has been held too often. They would 
hold where we have put a tax on an article in this bill it is 
conclusive evidence that that nullifies anything in the Payne bill. 

Mr. HILL. There is another question that I would like to 
ask. What would be the situation where we have taken articles 
from other schedules which are already dutiable and have put 
them in here at a lower rate of duty, not striking them out from 
the other schedules, but leaving them at a higher rate of duty 
there? Would not the court hold that the higher rate of duty 
would prevail? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman has not read the last 
clause of the bill, “that all acts and parts of acts in conflict 
with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed.” 

Mr. HILL. I have read the whole bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That answers the question. 

Mr. HILL. But when you strike out from the present law 
all of the paragraphs of Schedule A and substitute new items 
from other schedules and the free list as well, why do you not 
change the other schedules accordingly? A 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Because the general repealing clause 
takes care of that. 

Mr. HILL. I hope so. 

Mr. MANN. Not only will items on the free list of this bill 
be placed under the chemical schedule of the Payne law, but 
they will be placed there under the head of a dutiable list. The 
Payne law contains a dutiable list, so labeled and named in the 
law itself. It contains a free list, so labeled and named in the 
law itself, and with characteristic logic the gentleman proposes 
now to take items out from under the heading of free list and 
put them free under the head of dutiable list, so that a man 
who examines the law will need a decision of the court to know 
what the tariff law is. If it should become a law, no one by 
rending the law would be able to tell that which was in force 
and that which was not in force. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to section 2, on page 80, the maxi- 
mum and minimum law, by which he will see that there is a 
distinct reference to the dutiable list of the Payne Act, which 
means everything up to the free list of the Payne Act, and it 
seems to me to avoid trouble in the future that at some time in 
the progress of this bill the free list of the Payne Act should be 
modified to correspond with the items named in the free list of 
this bill, and they should not be made a part of Schedule A. I 
think a very sericus complication may arise there in the future. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand the gentleman’s conten- 
tion, and if I agreed with him and thought so I would amend 
the bill—— 

Mr. HILL. No; I would not ask to amend it now, but I 
wanted to call the gentleman's attention to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think the gentleman is correct 
about it. I have permission to make committee amendments, 
but I think that the gentleman is mistaken about the matter. 

I move that the committee do now rise and report the bill 
to the House with amendments, with the recommendation that 
the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 


pass. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. RUssELL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 20182—the 
chemical schedule—and directed him to report the same to the 
House with certain amendments, with the recommendation that 
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the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended da 


pass. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques: 
tion on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered., 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Jacowax, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of James C. Williams, second session 
Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

Also, papers in the case of E. Ross Smith, second session 
Sixty-first Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock p. m.) 
Ti ae adjourned until Wednesday, February 21, 1912, at 

oc m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Postmaster General sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for postal savings system 
for the year ending June 30, 1913 (H. Doc. No. 552); to the 
eeror on the Post Office and Post Roads and ordered to be 
printed. e 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication ffom the Acting Secretary of the 
Interior submitting an estimate of appropriation for pay of 
Blackfeet Indians for lands granted the State of Montana for 
school purposes and to provide allotment for members of the 
Rocky Boy Band of Chippewa Indians (H. Doc. No. 553); to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, submitting 
the report of the commanding officer of Watertown Arsenal of 
“Tests of iron and steel and other material for industrial pur- 
poses” made during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1911 (H. 
Doc. No. 161); to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
‘ RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. STEDMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 16306) to provide for the use 
of the American National Red Cross in aid of the land and 
naval forces in time of actual or threatened war, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 337), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 405) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to classify and appraise unallotted 
Indian lands, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 339), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DIFENDERFER, from the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
232) extending the operation of the act for the control and 
regulation of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation 
of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 340), which said 
joint resolution and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Insular Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 20048) declaring that all citizens 
of Porto Rico and certain natives permanently residing in said 
island shall be citizens of the United States, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 341), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20195) to 
amend the naturalization laws, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 336), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 20287) to amend section 5 
of the act entitled “An act to incorporate the American Red 
Cross,” approved January 5, 1905, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 338), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 19632) granting a pension to Henry F. Mackey; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 19355) granting a pension to Michael Rahilly; 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

A bill (H. R. 18452) granting a pension to Mary McKelvey; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16463) granting a pension to Henry Dixon; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 15156) granting a pension to Sarah E, Dillon; 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13783) granting a pension to George H. Lozon; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18748) granting a pension to Frederick Leiden- 
berger; Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12152) granting a pension to Joseph Coslett; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8464) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Clark; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee. on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20148) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca M. Gaunt; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14259) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam McClay; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13825) granting an increase of pension to 
Nazaire Beaupre; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill. (H. R. 18092) for the relief of Henry L. Abbot, United 
States Army, retired; Committee on Claims discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

Dy Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 20476) to 
cooperate with the States in encouraging instruction in agrieul- 
ture, the trades, and industries, and home economics, in sec- 
ondary schools; in maintaining instruction in these vocational 
subjects in State normal schools; in maintaining extension de- 
partments in State colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts; 
and to appropriate money and regulate its expenditure; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 20477) to patent certain semi- 
arid lands to Luther Burbank under certain conditions; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 20478) for the erection of a 
monument to Gen. Ulysses S. Grant at Georgetown, Ohio; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 20479) to authorize and 
require the Solicitor of the Treasury to convey by quitclaim 
deed all the right, title, and interest that the United States have 
in certain lands in Clay County, Ala., to Osceola Evans; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20480) ex- 
cepting certain lands in Lawrence and Pennington Counties, 
S. Dak., from the operation of the provisions of section 4 of an 
act approved June 11. 1906, entitled “An act to provide for the 
entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves“; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 20481) regulating juris- 
diction of suits by and against corporations created by or under 
acts of Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20482) to establish a post office at Tex- 
arkana, Tex., and to provide for the appointment of a post- 
master; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 20483) for the erection of a 
public building at Pratt, Kans.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill {H. R. 20484) for the purchase of a 
suitable site and the erection of a Federal building for the 
United States post office at Mount Olive, N. C.; to the oe 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 20485) to establish "the 
direction and control of “public education in the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 20486) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Willamette River at or near 
Newberg, Oreg.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 20487) to provide an ex- 
clusive remedy and compensation for accidental injuries re- 
sulting in disability or death to employees of common carriers 
by railroad engaged in interstate or foreign commerce or in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20488) to amend an act 
entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the United 
States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment,” approved May 
80, 1908; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20489) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to lease certain kudian lands; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20490) to amend 
the reclamation law; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20491) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant further extension of time within which to 
make proof on desert-land entries; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20492) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to grant further extension of time within which to 
make proof on desert-land entries in the State of Colorado; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20493) granting to the city of Colorado 
Springs and to the town of Manitou, Colo., the right to pur- 
chase certain lands for the protection of water supply; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 20494) 
authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to purchase a site ‘and 
establish an agricultural and live-stock experiment station in 
the sixth congressional district of North Carolina; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20495) to improve and protect Fort John- 
son, in the town of Southport, N. C.; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20496) authorizing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to investigate the subject of drainage in the sixth con- 
gressional district of North Carolina; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20497) directing the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to fix a standard package for fruit, truck, and vegetables 
grown and shipped in the United States; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 20498) for the 
relief of certain homesteaders in Nebraska; to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. CALLAWAY: A bill (H. R. 20499) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the Jaws relating 
to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on- 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 20500) to authorize and 
direct the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to cause 
to be removed all obstructions from West Virginia Avenue, in 
the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 20501) to authorize the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to exchange the sile hereto- 
fore acquired for a United States immigration station at Balti- 
more, Md., for another suitable site, and to pay, if necessary, 
out of the appropriation heretofore made for said immigration 
station an additional sum in accomplishing such exchange; or 
to sell the present site, the money procured from such sale to 
reyert to the appropriation made for said immigration station, 
and to purchase another site in lieu thereof; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. 20575) to regulate the hours 
of employment of women and minors; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 20577) to provide for the 
inspection of gas-water heaters, gas ranges, gas radiators, gas- 
lighting fixtures, and other gas appliances in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 20578) to incorporate the 
National Society of the Women of the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. PALMER: Resolution (H. Res. 420) calling for 
information as to the Apache Indias prisoners of war at Fort 
Sill, Okla.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: Resolution (H. Res. 
421) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to transmit a 
report showing property taken by agents of the Government 
from June 1, 1861, to June 1, 1865, and disposition of proceeds 
of sale of such property; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 245) to 
provide for printing Public Health Bulletin No. 51; to the Com- 
mnittee on Printing. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 246) pro- 
posing an amendment to section 1 of Article III of the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America; to the Committe2 on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 247) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 20502) granting an 
increase of pension to J. M. Dunham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 20503) granting a pension 
to William C. Wittfelt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 20504) granting an 
increase of pension to Charlie L. Pennington; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20505) granting n increase of pension to 
William A. Sanderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 20506) for the relief of Benja- 
min E. Jones; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 20507) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas B. Taylor; tothe Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 20508) for the relief of George 
W. Board; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20509) granting a pension to Hiram 
Metcalf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20510) granting a pension to Lucy A. Lay- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURLEY: A bill (H. R. 20511) for the relief of 
Samuel Butter & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 20512) grant- 
ing a pension to John J. Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20513) granting an increase of pension to 
John O'Mara; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20514) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas O’Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20515) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Boorman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20516) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Munzert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20517) granting an increase of pension to 
Seymour H. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20518) for the relief of 
Alberta Woods; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20519) for the relief of Laura P. Moynelo; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20520) for the relief of the heirs of Levy 
E. Byck; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20521) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Heard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20522) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavina A. E. Rogers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20523) for the 
relief of the estate of Rev. A. D. Garber, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

2 Also, a bill (H. R. 20524) for the relief of the estate of Rey. 
A. D. Garber, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 20525) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. J. C. Fremont; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 20526) for the relief of 
W. A. Brown Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 20527) for the relief of J. 
Knight Lowery; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 20528) granting a pension 
to Allen M. Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20529) granting an increase of pension to 
Permelia A. Creed; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20530) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Mattison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 20531) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann V. McNeil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 20532) granting a pension to 
Ellen Bernard Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 20533) granting a pension 
to John Adair Agey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20534) granting an increase of pension to 
C. J. Hodgkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20535) granting an increase of pension to. 
John McAdoo; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 20536) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Marmaduke; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20537) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George Patterson; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 20538) for the relief of 
John S. Nix; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 20539) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Patrick Henry Watkins, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20540) for the relief of the estate of Mar- 
tin Hartman, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20541) for the relief of the estate of Pres- 
ton Gann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20542) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
A. Henderson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20543) for the relief of the estate of Robert 
Langford, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20544) for the relief of the heirs of Erban 
Powell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20545) for the relief of the estate of Alex- 
ander Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20546) for the relief of the estate of Sam- 
uel Y. B. Williams; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 20547) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius Cline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 20548) for the relief of 
the heirs of B. Y. Trotter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 20549) granting a pension to 
Robert Strong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20550) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 20551) granting a 
pension to William Haines; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20552) granting a pension to William F, 
Heisler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20553) granting a pension to Emma C. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 20554) to remove the 
charge of desertion from William Crawford; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 20555) for the 
relief of the heirs of Baruch Emmanuel, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20556) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 20557) for the relief of 
Thomas F. Sutton, heir of Jonas Sutton, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20558) for the relief of J. H. Claiborne; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20559) for the relief of the heirs of George 
A. Bush, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20560) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth Cochran; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20561) for the relief 
of Jesse C. Martin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 20562) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20563) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William D. Jenner; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 20564) granting an increase 
of pension to Endress M. Conklin; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. z 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 20505) granting a pension to 
Susan McGrath; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20566) granting a pension to William J. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20567) to complete the military record of 
Cyrus E. Burnett and for an honorable discharge; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 20568) granting a pension to 
Viola Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20569) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Roberts; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20570) granting a pension to Mary Soper; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20571) granting an increase of pension to 
Arnold Dickinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20572) granting an increase of pension to 
James Musser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20573) granting an 
increase of pension to William Connett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 20574) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 20579) granting a pension to 
Frank H. Biladeau; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 20580) granting a pension 
to Samuel A. Sellars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTH: A bill (TL R. 20581) granting cer- 
tain lands of the Colville Indian Reservation, Wash., to the 
Washington Historical Society; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 20582) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Coster; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20583) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKETT: A bill (H. R. 203584) for the relief of Capt. 
Ellis B. Miller; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the National Board of Trade, for an ade- 
quate merchant marine, etc.; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Paper to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to J. M. Dunham; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Memorial of Grand Army of the Re- 
public Post of Newark, Ohio, for passage of House bill 1; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. M. Preston and others, of Vanatta, Ohio, 
for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 16470) for the relief of 
Sarah Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Lutheran Brotherhood of New Philadel- 
phia, Ohie, asking for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of Maritime Exchange of New 
York, opposing proposed abolishment of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petitions of merchants of Indiana, 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of merchants of Goshen, Ind., for reduction of 
duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Fishermen’s Association of Erie, 
Pa., favoring passage of House bill 18788; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also petition of the Lehigh Valley Coal Co., of Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., in favor of House bill 16663, relating to the Federal cor- 
poration-tax law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of North 
Girard, Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petitions of citizens of the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, memorial of Committee of One Hundred, for civil retire- 
ment system; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petitions of business men of Middletown, 
Monticello, and Port Jervis, N. X., favoring the passage of legis- 
lation to increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in the regulation of express rates and express classifi- 
cations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Middletown, Monticello, and Port 
Jervis, N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of legislation 
for the establishment of parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of St. Paul’s Lutheran Church, of 
Morgantown, W. Va., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Shep- 
pard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Clarksboro, N. J., and of the Presbyterian Church 
of Woodstown, N. J., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Army and Navy Union, for 
favorable action on House joint resolution 239; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of business men of Edna, 
Kans,, protesting against extension of the parcel-post service 
beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolution of Chamber of- Commerce, Mil- 
waukee, Wis., indorsing Senate joint resolution 72, for an ap- 
propriation for the Fifth International Congress of Chambers of 
Commerce and Commercial and Industrial Associations; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 7 

Also, resolutions of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, indorsing the Lever bill for Federal aid to agricultural 
schools; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURLEY: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, in 
favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of First Baptist and First Pres- 
byterian Churches of McKeesport, and of Third Presbyterian 
Church of Pittsburgh, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of Army and Nayy Union, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the passage of House joint resolution 
239, authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a condemned 
cannon to the Army and Navy Union; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, of New York, N. ¥., protesting against the abolishment 
of or any change in the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor 
Council of Henryetta, Okla., indorsing House bill 5970; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. É 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of Maritime Exchange of New 
York, protesting against abolishment of the Rerenue-Cuttter 
Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Ithaca, First Methodist Episcopal and Morris Chapel 
Methodist Episcopal Churches, of Danby, and Methodist Episco- 
pal Churches of South Danby, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Petitions of citizens of the State 
of Virginia, for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Virginia, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of Grange No. 794, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, for amending the oleomargarine laws; te the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rockford Central Labor Union, 
of Rockford, III., favoring the passage of the Lloyd bill, assuring 
to civil-service employees the right of petition, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. ; 

Also, petition of Archie T. Hay, of Sycamore, III., protesting 
against reduction of duties on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. : 

Also, petition of Julia C. Lathrop, Hull House, Chicago, III., 
in favor of the creation of the proposed Federal commission on 
industrial relations; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Mazon, III., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 
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By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolution of the Maritime Associa- 
tion of the port of New York, protesting against any change in 
the administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petitions of citizens of Springfield and 
Staunton, III., for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nokomis, Ill., for passage of House 
bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nokomis, III., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of United Brethren Church and 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of Mount Joy, Pa., urging 
the enactment into law of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Maine for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Campbell and First Baptist Church of San Jose, Cal., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., for 
improvement of the Yosemite Valley; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, petition of San Jose (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, for a 
greater California Redwood Park; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
North Dakota, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. x 

Also, resolutions of the Northwest Development League, rec- 
ommending the passage of laws inaugurating a United States 
Government domestic immigration policy; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the 70 members of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Thompson, N. Dak., and by 40 members of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Reynolds, N. Dak., indorsing 
the passage of Sheppard-Kenyon bill and the Hobson resolution, 
and condemning any effort to secure the restoration of the Army 
canteen; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Improved Order 
of Red Men of Hartford, Conn., for an American Indian me- 
morial and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HILL: Petitions of members of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and others of Shelton, Conn., protesting 
against repeal of the anticanteen law; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Goshen, Conn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of the Murfreesboro. (Tenn.) 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, for the suppression of 
the liquor traffic; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of citizens of the State of Iowa, 
asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Fred W. Jones and others, of Spirit Lake, 
Towa, for total elimination of the duties on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Branch No. 69, National Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, in favor of House bill 9242; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Iowa, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey : Petitions of German-Ameri- 
ean Alliance, of Elizabeth and Newark, N. J., protesting against 
prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
churches of the State of New Jersey, for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petitions of German- 
American Alliance, of Elizabeth and Newark, N. J., protesting 
against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Alse, memorial of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
for the Page bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of First Baptist Church of Hoboken, N. J., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. KOPP: Petition of citizens of Richland County, Wis., 
protesting against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Oregon, for an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of the Christian Church of Big 
Run, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Post No. 242, Department of Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, opposing proposed incorporation 
of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Freeport, Pa., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEVY: Resolution of the Sons of the Revolution in 
the State of New York, in favor of House bill 15471, appro- 
priating $30,000 for the repair and preservation of flags at the 
pies Academy at Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Board of Missions of Boston, 
Mass., urging reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransom, to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolution of the Legislative League of New York, in- 
gorstig bill for Federal children’s bureau; to the Committee on 

or. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petitions of the members of the First Bap- 
tist Church and Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of Fred- 
erick city, Md., praying the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of citizens of New York, in favor 
5 the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the port of 
New York, protesting against any change in the administration 
of the Reyenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petitions of merchants and citizens of 
Heyburn, Idaho, and of citizens of Clarkson, Fremont, and 
Omaha, Nebr., against extension of the pracel-post service 
beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooper- 
ative Union of America, in favor of a children’s bureau; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Woman's Board of Missions of Boston, 
Mass., favoring bill to reimburse those American citizens who 
advanced $66,000 ransom paid to brigands for the release of 
Miss Ellen M. Stone, a missionary; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Mrs. Julia R. Parish and others, 
of Bay City, Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. D. Wyman and others, of East Tamas, 
Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 16450; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. — 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Christian Endeavor Union of 
Cambridge, Mass., for an effective interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHER: Memorial of Maritime Exchange of New 
York, in opposition to proposed abolishment of the Reyenue- , 
Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of L. S. Tiffany and others, of Chi- 
cago, III., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Taylor Williams, administrator of Samuel Y. B. 
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
Alexander Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Erban Powell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
Robert Langford, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
Mary A. Henderson, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
Preston Gann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the estate of 
Martin Hartman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bjll for the relief of the estate of 
Patrick H. Watkins, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of Santa Cruz 
County, Cal., in favor of House bill 14, for extension of pareel- 
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post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 
Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 


Cal., in favor of 1-cent postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petition of certain members of Friends’ 
Church of Haviland, Kans., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petitions of citizens of Cambridge, Wis., 
asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petitions of citizens of Upland, Nebr., ask- 
ing that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of certain citizens of Jonesville, 
N. C., asking reduction of duty on raw and refined sugars; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany House bill 19765, 
granting a pension to Lillie Garner; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. PICKETT: Petition of Albert Seltrecht and others of 
Dubuque, Iowa, for passage of old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Papers to accompany bill for Thomas U. 
Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
the Christian Church, the Methodist Episcopal Church, the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, and the Baptist Church, all 
of London, Ky., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of Standard Gas Engine Co. and 
the Union Gas Co., of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against 
House bill 18788; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 
Cal., favoring 1-cent postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Conservation Commission of California, 
indorsing House bill 18326; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Conseryation Commission of California, 
indorsing House bill 18227; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, 
Cal., relative to appointment of special committee; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: Resolution of the Maritime Association 
of the port of New York, protesting against any change in the 
administration of the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Smit 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. $ 

Also, resolution of the Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, in favor of House bill 15471, appropriating $30,000 
for the repair and preservation of flags at the Naval Academy, 
Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Congress Club of Kings County, N. Y 
for free passage of American ships through the Panama Canal; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of the State of Con- 
necticut, for passage of old-age pension legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the four churches of Clinton, Conn., for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the United German Societies of the county of 
New London, Conn., against any prohibition or interstate liquor 
legislation now pending; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Nevada, for passage of old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Beowawe, Nev., favoring passage 
of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Memorial of the Allied Banks of Passaic, 
N. J., for monetary reform; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance Unions, 
churches, and Young Men's Christian Associations of the State 
of New Jersey, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New Jersey Wood Finishing Co., protest- 
ing against duties on certain imports; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of members of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, for passage of the Sherwood pension bill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SIMS: Petition of citizens of Madison County, Tenn., 
for an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Local No. 1033, Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union, for parcel-post legislation, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Resolution of the Milwaukee ( Wis.) 
Chamber of Commerce, against any change in present adminis- 
tration of the Reyenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the San Fran- 
cisco Chamber of Commerce, indorsing House bill 16841; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Florida, for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Daughters of the American Revolution of 
the State of Florida, for establishing a suitable reservation in 
that State for the Seminole Indians; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Lucas & Bros., of Tampa, Fla., asking that 
the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of City Council of Brooksville, Fla., urging 
construction of a post-office building at that place; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the Men’s Club 
of Pasadena, Los Angeles County, Cal., in favor of the passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill, to withdraw from interstate com- 
merce protection liquors imported into “dry” territory for ille- 
gal use; to the Committee on the JudiGiary. 

Also, ‘petition of the Gardena Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of N. P. Banks Post, No. 170, Department of 
California and Nevada, Grand Army of the Republic, against 
incorporating the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Los Angeles, Cal., fa- 
voring the passage of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolution of Old Guard Camp, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of New York City, indorsing House bill 
17470, providing a pension for the widows and minor children 
of Spanish War Veterans; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, in favor of reduction 
of duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co., New York 
City, in favor of House bill 16663, relating to the Federal cor- 
poration tax law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the port of 
New York, protesting against any change in the administration 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, in favor of House bill 15471; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the dairy and agricultural interests of the 
United States, protesting against certain sections of the Lever 
oleomargarine bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of members of Im- 
proved Order of Red Men of Fort Collins, Colo., for an Ameri- 
can Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the United German Societies of 
the County of New London, against the passage of any prohibi- 
tion or interstate-commerce liquor measure now pending; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Frank J. Rice and 30 other members of the 
Improved Order of Red Men and citizens generally, of Connecti- 
cut, in favor of Senate bill 3953 and House bill 16313, providing 
for the erection of an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. TUTTLE: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Belvi- 
dere, N. J., and of the East Baptist Church, of Elizabeth, N. J., 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Turnverein of Atlantic City, Elizabeth, 
and Newark, N. J., against prohibition legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. UNDERHILL: Resolutions of the Sons of the Revolu- 
tion in the State of New York, in favor of House bill 15471, 
appropriating $80,000 for the repair and preservation of flags 
at the Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of citizens of Charlotte, N. C., ask- 
ing that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Delaware Tribe, No. 82, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, Delaware, Ohio, asking for the enact- 
ment of an act to provide for the erection of an American In- 
dian memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the American Association of Labor Legisla- 
tion, asking for the immediate enactment of the Esch phos- 
phorus bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of H. B. Conyers and 85 other citizens of Ur- 
bana, Ohio, protesting against the enactment of any legislation 
for the extension of the parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Ly Mr. WILSON of Illinois: Petitions of citizens of numerous 
States, in favor of House bill 18787, relating to the limitation 
of the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics em- 
ployed upon a public work of the United States and of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and of all persons employed in constructing, 
maintaining, or improving a river or harbor of the United States 
and of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Memorial of the Congress 
Club of Kings County, for free passage of American ships 
through the Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. : 

Also, memorial of a Catholic society of Chicago, III., relative to a 
certain resolution of inquiry; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Tenement House Committee of the Brooklyn 
Bureau of Charities, for a Federal commission on industrial 
relations; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of New York State Assembly, for militia pay 
bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens, protesting against parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Legislative League of New York, for chil- 
dren's bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of the Maritime Exchange of New York, pro- 
testing against abolishing the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of the Reformed 
Church of Bedminster, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petitions of citizens of Alton 
and Lucas, Kans., asking for legislation to prohibit shipping of 
intoxicating liquor into prohibition territory; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Phillips and Norton Counties, 
Kans., protesting against the passage of a parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of the sixth district of Kansas, ask- 
ing that a law be passed giving the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission more power to regulate express rates and express classi- 
fication; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 21, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a resolution adopted by 
the council of the American Association for the Advancement 
of Science at a meeting held in Washington, D. C., December 27, 
1911, favoring the enactment of a national quarantine and in- 
spection law directed against the introduction and establishment 
of injurious insects and plant diseases, which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Westport and Barnard, in the State of South Dakota, praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the postal-savings 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Fowler, Kans., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 

Union of Pembina, N. Dak., and a petition of sundry 

citizens of Leal, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of an inter- 

state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 

by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bowman, 
N. Dak., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rolette 
County, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called old- 
age pension bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Macomb and Alton, in the State of Ilinois, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its 
present limitations, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Post A, Illinois Division, 
Travelers’ Protective Association of America, of Quincy, III., 
remonstrating against the establishment of a parcel-post sys- 
tem, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Post No. 374, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waukegan, 
III., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension 
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Mitchell, S. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Ralph L. Brown, of Aber- 
deen, S. Dak., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club of Bellefourche, S. Dak., praying for the establishment 
of an experimental town mail-delivery system, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club of Bellefourche, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to better regulate the immigration of aliens, which 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fairfield; the First 
Baptist Church of Nobleboro; and the Penny Memorial Church. 
of Augusta; of-the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of 
St. Albans and Kezar Falls; and of Local Grange No. 369, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Nobleboro, all in the State of Maine, 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SWANSON presented memorials of the Retail Merchants’ 
Association, the Board of Trade, and of sundry citizens of 
Lynchburg, all in the State of Virginia, remonstrating against 
the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of O. L. Kent, of Kents Store, 
Va., praying for the adoption of a parcel-post system, for na- 
tional aid to good roads, and to prohibit gambling in farm 
products, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of W. C. Pulliam, secretary of 
Local Union, Farmers’ Cooperative and Educational Union, of 
Alton, Va., and the petition of J. M. Chaney, secretary of Local 
Union, Farmers’ Cooperative and Educational Union, of Mead- 
ville, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to further 
restrict immigration, to prohibit gambling in farm products, and 
for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 10, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Burton, Ohio, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the oleomargarine law, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Ohio, re- 
monstrating against the adoption of certain amendments to 
the law regulating the equipment of motor boats, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Web Pressmen’s Local Union 
No. 15, of Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation proposing to increase the rate of compensation of press- 
men in the Government Printing Office, which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. Ý 
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He also presented a petition of Lemert Post, No. 71, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, of Newark, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension 
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Greenwich, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. KERN presented a petition of members of the Turn- 
yerein Vorwarts, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, with the so-called Root 
amendment, and also for the ratification of a similar treaty 
with Germany, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indianap- 
olis, Ind., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Alliance of German So- 
cieties, of the Saxonia Singing Society, of the Concordia Sing- 
ing Society, of the Plattdeutscher Verein, and the Turnverein 
Vorwarts, all of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana, remon- 
strating against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
preyent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Poneto, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also present +1 a petition of William Landon Post, No. 290, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Knox, 
Ind., and a petition of Chaplain Brown Post, No. 106, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Valparaiso, 
Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. O’GORMAN presented a petition of members of the Cen- 
tral Turnverein, of New York, N. Y., praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Chenango Council, No. 355, 
United Commercial Travelers of America, of Norwich, N. X., 
remonstrating against the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of the German-American Cen- 
tral Association, of Elizabeth, N. J., and a memorial of the 
German-American Central Union, of Wheeling, W. Va., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Binghamton, 
Endicott, and Prince Bay, all in the State of New Yorks pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of Allyn K. Capron Camp, 
No. 1, of Providence; Rudolph H. Breault Camp, No. 7, of 
Woonsocket; Robert Brucker Camp, No. 6, of Westerly; and 
of Rear Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp, No. 3, of Newport, 
all of the United Spanish War Veterans, in the State of Rhode 
Island, praying that pensions be granted to the widow and 
minor children of any officer or enlisted man who served in the 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of Allyn K. Capron Camp, No. 1, 
of Providence; of Rudolph H. Breault Camp, No. 7, of Woon- 
socket; of Robert Brucker Camp, No. 6, of Westerly; and of 
Rear Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp, No. 3, of Newport, all 
of the United Spanish War Veterans, in the State of Rhode 
Tsland, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
retirement of petty officers and enlisted men of the United 
States Navy or Marine Corps and for the efficiency of the en- 
listed personnel, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal Chureh of West Dryden, of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Freeville, of the Woman's Christian 
‘Temperance Union of Enfield, and of members of the Christian 
Endeavor Union of Rochester, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of the congre- 
gations of the Stevenson Methedist Episcopal Church, of Berlin; 
the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Methodist Protestant 
Church of Sharptown, and of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 


ance Unions of Berlin, Denton, Baltimore, and Hurlock, all in 
the State of Maryland, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of members of the Turn- 
verein of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, with the so-called Root amendment, 
and also for the ratification of a similar treaty with Germany, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of John Knitzele, of Michigan 
City, Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of William Landon Post, No. 290, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Knox, 
Ind., and a petition of Chaplain Brown Post, No. 106, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Valparaiso, 
Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion. bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Alliance of German So- 
cieties, of the Saxonia Singing Society, of the Concordia Sing- 
ing Society, of the Plattdeutscher Verein, and the Turnverein 
Vorwarts, all of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana, remon- 
strating against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Creigh- 
ton, Nebr., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post sys- 
tem, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Na- 
tional Guard, residents of Schuyler, Osceola, Blair, and Beaver 
City, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of 
the so-called militia pay bill, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Andrew J. Plumer, of 
Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the present application of 
the so-called Carey Act and praying that an investigation be 
made as to whether the State of Nebraska has been discrimi- 
nated against in reference thereto, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of members of the City 
Council of Portsmouth, N. H., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the survey of the Piscataqua River and Portsmouth 
Harbor in that State, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Zion Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Milton, Del., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 704, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Bellows Falls, Vt., pray- 
ing for the adoption of a certain amendment to the bill regulat- 
ing the number of trainmen employed on locomotives engaged in 
interstate commerce, which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of Local Division No. 1, 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, unless 
amended as reported by the Senate Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, and also for the ratification of a similar treaty with 
Germany, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. LA FoLLETTE) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of West Bend, Dallas, Middletown, Ciam Falls, Clyman, 
and Lone Rock, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its pres- 
ent limitations, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also (for Mr. La FoLLETTE) presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Oshkosh, Edgerton, and Albion, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also (for Mr. LA Fotterre) presented a petition of Local 
Union No. 5843, American Society of Equity, of Hamburg, Wis., 
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also (for Mr. La Fortrerre) presented a petition of the 
Municipal Council of Valdez, Alaska, praying that an appro- 
priation of $1,000,000 be made for the construction of permanent 
roads and trails in that Territory, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 
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He also (for Mr. La Forrerre) presented a memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as a 
day of rest in post offices, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also (for Mr. La Fourerre) presented resolutions adopted 
by the City Council of Two Harbors, Minn., favoring an inyesti- 
gation of alleged combination between wholesale dealers in coal 
of Duluth and Superior, Minn., in restraint of trade, which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2429) for the relief of Milton ©. Conners 
and George G. Conners, doing business under the firm name of 
Conners Bros., submitted an adverse report (No. 396) thereon, 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1638) for the relief of the heirs of Charles 
N. Gregory, deceased, submitted an adverse report (No. 397) 
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitély. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY (S. DOC. NO. 338). 

Mr. SMOOT. From the Committee on Printing, I report back 
Senate concurrent resolution 11, submitted yesterday by the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Surmertanp], with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. $ 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the resolving 
clause and to insert: 

That there be printed 10,000 additional copies of the message of the 
President of the United States transmitting the report of the Em- 
ployers’ Liability and Workmen's Compensation Commission, together 
Pith the heatings held before the commission, of which 2,500 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,500 copies for the use of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate; and 

That there be printed as a Senate document, in pap ower 25,000 
copies of the m e and report only, of which 5, copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 1 copies for the use of the House of 

resentatives, and 7,500 copies for the use of the Committee on the 
ciary of the Senate. 

The amendment was agréed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous eonsent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5416) to regulate the admission of aliens into 
the United States; to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 5417) for the relief of George Lemuel Turner; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5418) granting a pension to Delia Schofield; and 

A bill (S. 5419) granting an inerease of pension to Elisha 
G. Norton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 5420) for the relief of Henry A. V. Post, indi- 
vidually and as liquidating partner of the firm of Clark, Post 
& Martin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 5421) for the relief of David R. Mister; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5422) granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Bruce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: ; 

A bill (S. 5423) for the relief of Emma Morris; and 

A bill (S. 5424) for the relief of Joseph Kuehne; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5425) granting a pension to John ©. McIntire; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5426) granting an increase of pension to Horace W. 
White (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5427) granting an increase of pension to John 
Savage (with aceompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. > 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

‘A bill (S. 5428) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for an enlarged homestead,” approved February 19, 1909; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 5429) to amend the laws relating to navigation 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3430) authorizing the Bureau of Forestry to €o- 
operate with the University of the State of Washington in the 
investigation of the best methods of distillation applicable to 
Douglas fir and other northwest timber, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 5431) to regulate the hours of labor of clerks in 
first and second class post offices; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5432) for the relief of the Philadelphia & Reading 
Coal & Iron Co. and Walston H. Brown; to the Committee on 
Claims. ° 

A bill (S. 5433) for the proper recognition of the services 
rendered by Herman Haupt during the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 5434) granting a pension to Sarah L. Craig; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 5485) granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Canfield; 

A bill (S. 5436) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
B. Keith; 

A bill (S. 5437) granting an increase of pension to John 
Groves; 

A bill (S. 5438) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
E. Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 5439) granting a pension to Kate G. Morris; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5440) to establish a home for feeble-minded, im- 
becile, and idiotie children in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WARREN:* 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 79) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to lease certain coal deposits in the State of 
Wyoming; to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $20,040 for the support and education of 120 
Indian pupils at the school at Hampton, Va., ete., intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was 
5 5 to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
p: À 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salary of one clerk in the executive office of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia from $1,300 to $1,400, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Distriet of Columbia appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on the District. of 
Columbia and erdered to be printed. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. WORKS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for 
payment of eertain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM P. ARMSTRONG. 
On motion of Mr. Joxxs, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate, without leaving copies, the discharge papers in the case of 
William P. Armstrong, late of Battery H, TEE Regiment United 
States Artillery, War with Spain, Senate bill 9868, third session Sixty- 
first Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

AFFAIRS WITH COLOMBIA. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I send the following resolution to the 
desk and ask that it be rend. 

The resolution (S. Res. 226) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be, and it is 
hereby, directed to ascertain and report to the Senate the facts relating 
to the claim of the Republic of Colombia against the United States aris- 
ing out of the formation and recognition of the Republic of Panama 
and the cession of the Panama Canal strip to the United States, In- 
eluding in said report the correspondence between the United States 
and Colombia relative to arbitration, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Hf there is no objection from the chair- 
man or members of the Committee on Foreign Relations, I 
should like to have the resolution adopted instead of being re- 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to hear the resolution again read. 
My attention was diverted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 


resolution. 
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The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. That, I think, is executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the present dis- 
position of the resolution which is presented. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that it ought to be 
offered in executive session. It relates to executive business 
enfirely. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the resolution I have sub- 
mitted is proper business for public consideration. The informa- 
tion once secured would be executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It seems to the Chair that the reso- 
lution is properly here now, and the question is whether it shall 
be acted on at once or referred. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it ought to be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. » 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 


EXPENSES IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. OVERMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
224), which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to send to the Senate a statement of the amount of money 
expended by the United States in, for, and on account of the Philip- 

ine Islands since the Ist day of July, 1902, including expenses of 
— pad roads, fortifications, equipment, supplies, and military opera- 
tions, 

PRESERVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS, 


Mr. BURTON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
227), which was read and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing: . 

Resolved, That there be printed, in the form of a . document, 
2,000 copies of Senate Document No. 105, Sixty-second Congress, first 
session, and Senate Document No. 246, Sixty-second Congress, second 
session, relating to the preservation of Niagara Falls. 

SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the question of the highest privilege. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state it. 

The Secretary. Order of Business 299, Senate resolution 236, 
a resolution directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
to investigate certain charges relative to the election of Isaac 
STEPHENSON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless some action by the Senate 
to the contrary is taken, the Chair thinks the proper procedure 
is to continue the reading of the reports, which was begun yes- 


terday. 
Mr. HEYBURN. The regular order. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed with 
the reading. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Views or Mu. POMERENE AND MR. SUTHERLAND. 


The Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections authorized and 
directed its subcommittee “to investigate certain charges preferred by 
the Legislature of Wisconsin against Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator of 
the United States from the State of Wisconsin, and to report whether 
3 was used or employed corrupt methods or practices’ in his 
election.” 

Without intendi to specifically enumerate the charges made or to 
review in extenso the evidence in support or in refutation thereof, it 
will be sufficient for our purpose to classify the charges and evidence 


ertaining thereto as follows: — 
é i the proceedings of the legislature affect- 


First, those connected with 
ing the election ; -and, 

nd, those growing out of the primary election. 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE LEGISLATURE. 


ursuant to the Federal statute, convened for the elec- 
tion of the United States Senator on January 26, 1909. The senate 
consisted of 33 members and the assembly of 100 members. Thirty- 
three members of the senate were present, and before balloting passed 
a resolution providing that “ any senator who does not wish to vote for 
a candidate may vote by answering ‘ t.“ The roll was called, 
and 17 senators voted for candidates, 12 of whom voted for Isaac 
STEPHENSON. The 16 other senators simply voted “present.” In 
other words, a quorum, in the language of the statute, voted for “ one 
person for Senator in Congress,” and of this quorum Isaac HEN- 
SON received a majority, While the vote present“ of the 16 senators 
was in accordance with the resolution pa: we do not believe it could 
either add to or detract from the requirements of the statute. All 


Each house, 


cast for a candidate who can not possibly exer- 
cise the function of the office if elected are thrown away.” (State ex 
rel. Bancroft v. Frear, 144 Wis., 87.) And if this be true it must fol- 
low that a mere vote of “present” is nothing more than a vote for 
“no person,” or, in other words, a “blank,” and should not, therefore, 
be counted in 3 hether Senator STEPHENSON received a 
majority of the quorum o: ose who voted for “ one person for Sena- 
tor,” and thereby 8 with the letter and spirit of the statute. 
bearing upon this proposition see Sawyer v. 
(149 Mass., 269); Cooley on Constitution Limitations (932, 


Note 1); 
2 (81 Minn., 189) ; and Commonwealth v. Cluley (56 Pa. St., 270). 


Rushville Gas Co. v. Rushville (6 L. R. A., 315); Hopkins v. 


the same day in the assembly 82 votes out of the 100 assemblymen 
were cast, and Isaac STEPHENSON received 60 out of the 82 votes. He, 
therefore, received, in our judgment, “a majority of the whole num- 
ber of votes cast in each house.” The vote thus cast was entered 
upon the journal of the senate and of the house. In W A with 
the provisions of the Federal statute, the members of the two houses 
convened at 12 o'clock noon, on the day following, in joint assembly. 
The journal of each house was read, and showed the result of the bal- 
loting on the previous day in each house separately, as hereinbefore 
stated. Having received a majority of all of the votes cast in each 
house, it was the duty cf the presiding officer to declare Senator 
STEPHENSON duly elected. This was purely a ministerial duty, and 
the mere fact that he failed to perform that duty could not, under any 
legal principle, undo that which was legally done in the separate and 
joint sessions, and, except for this failure of the presiding officer, was 
completely done. 
Instead of declaring the result, over the protest of Senator Hudnall, 
a ballot was ordered and taken on that day and on each succeeding day 
until and including the 4th day of March, 1909. Prior to March 4 
no one in any of the sessions received a majority of the votes cast. On 
March 4 there were 123 votes cast, of which Isaac STEPHENSON re- 
ceived 63, and he was then declared duly elected. 


CHARGES OF CORRUPTION IN ACTION OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 


Cha: of corruption were made to the effect that— 

(a) blyman Leuch was offered money to go upon the floor and 
vote for the purpose of effecting a quorum; 

(b) That 1 Joseph Damochowski had been offered $1,500 
for his vote; and 


(e) That Assemblymen Farrel, Ramsey, and Towne absented them- 
Selves from the joint session of the joint assembly on March 4 through 
corrupt influences. 


CHARGE AS TO ASSEMBLYMAN LEUCH. 


He testified that David H. Davies, on March 1, 1969, said: “I haye 
authority to tell you that you can have anything you want if you will 
stay in the joint convention to-day and vote.” Mr. Davies denied 
having any such conversation, and swore that he neither authorized 
nor was in a position to pay or promise Mr. Leuch anything whatsoever. 
Whether this conversation occurred or not, there is no evidence con- 
necting it directly with Senator STEPHENSON, or even indirectly through 
any authorized agent. 5 


CHARGE AS TO ASSEMBLYMAN DAMOCHOWSKI. 


There was testimony to.the effeet that Joseph A. Damochowski had 
said to several parties that he had been offered $1,500 for his vote in 
the assembly. He admitted that he had so stated upon several occa- 
sions, but in explanation thereof said that any statements he made to 
that effect were in jest, and that no such offer was in fact made, 
Outside of these admitted statements, there was no evidence either that 
any bribe had been offered to or received W and no evidence 
tending to connect Senator STEPHENSON or managers with this 
alleged attempt to bribe. 


MEMBERS ABSENTING THEMSELVES ON MARCH 4. 


On March 4, 123 members of the joint assembly were present and 
voting. ge Pg members, being a majority of those voting, cast their 
ballots for Mr. STEPHENSON, and, having for the first time received a 
8 of those voting in the joint session, he was duly declared 


We think it is fair to say that the record shows that an effort was 
made by some of the friends of Mr. STEPHENSON either to pair some 
of those who were op to StePHENSON’s election with those who 
were absent and favorable to his election, or to secure the absence of 
those who were opposed to his election, for the purpose of reducing the 
number who might be in the joint session and voting, and thereby 
enable those who were favorable to his election to have a majority of 
the votes cast. 

chard J. White, a friend of Mr. STEPHENSON, succeeded in pairin 
Ramsey, a Democrat, who was opposed to HENSON’s election, wi 
Mr. Fenelon, who was a supporter of Mr. STEPHENSON and because of 
sickness was not able to attend the session. 

Towne, a Democrat, left the chamber just before the voting began 
and was taken into a cloakroom by C. C. Wayland, one of Mr. STEPHEN- 
son’s lieutenants, and there held in conversation while the ballotin 
was going on, and we have no doubt that Wayland 9 detain 
him, and Towne—to say the least—was indifferent aboh the situation. 

Farrel left the assem 2a room before the roll was called and went to 
a café for luncheon, and did not return until some time after the result 
of the election had been declared. The absence of Towne and Farrel 
while the joint assembly was in session is not consistent with their 
duties as assemblymen, nor is their explanation satisfactory. But, 
whatever the facts may be, there is no evidence in the nor any 
obtainable, so far as the committee knows, which would justify the 
conclusion that the absence of any of these men was secured by 
corrupt means. It was nece for Ramsey, Farrel, and Towne 
to have been present and voting in order to prevent STEPHENSON from 
having a majority vote in the session. The other seven absentees were 
satisfactorily accounted for, and no suspicion, so far as we know, 
attaches to them. 

We therefore conclude: 

First, that the election in fact occurred on January 26, 1909; and 

Second, that there is no evidence justifying the conclusion that cor- 
rupt “ methods or practices” were employed in securing the vote on 
—— 4 vos eyen if it should be held that the election took place 
on March 4. 

PRIMARY ELECTION IRREGULARITIES. 


Senator STEPHENSON'S account filed with the secretary of state shows 
that there was expended by him and through his committee in connec- 
tion with the primary election $107,793.05. He received 56,909 votes, 
which cost him $1.89 for every vote cast. 

These di for the purpose of this report, may be divided 
into the following classes: 

First, moneys paid out to persons employed by him or in his behalf 
to circulate nomination 2 in order to A D the number of signatures 
paige PY the Wisconsin statutes before name could be placed upon 

et; 
Second, moneys paid out as follows: 
@) to newspapers for political advertising; 
b) for editorial support; 
o) for — campaign material, postage, telephone, telegraph, 
express rges; 
(d) office expenses, including rent, clerk hire, and assistants, 
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music, and for 
enson sentiment 


Third, payment for services of speakers, hall ren 
men devoting their time and efforts in cultivating Step 
throughout the State; 

Fourth, moneys expended for workers at the polls, and for convey- 
ances and services in getting out the voters; 

Fifth, for drinks and cigars; 

Sixth, money given to C. C. Wellensgard, L. L. Bancroft, and Thomas 
Reynolds, who were candidates for the legislature, to be used by them 
in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON ; 

Seventh, money paid to the game warden, John W. Stone, for use in 
the Senator’s campaign ; 

Eighth, $2,000 contributed by Senator STEPHENSON to the State cam- 
paiga committee for general election purposes; and 

inth, expenses incurred during the session of the general assembly 
in opening and maintaining headquarters at Madison from the begin- 
ning of the session until after March 4, 1909, and for hotel bills and 
traveling expenses. 

No part of the contribution to the general campaign committee or 
the expenses incident to the headquarters during the session of the 
general assembly were ever Pog woth to the secretary of state. 

The above we believe to fa 4g 4 represent the different classes of ex- 
penditure which were disclosed by the evidence, 

There was no evidence before the committee from which it could be 
fairly concluded that any of this money was expended for “ corrupt 
methods or practices,” unless those recited are to be construed as 
corrupt under the provisions of the Wisconsin statutes. 


MANAGEMENT OF THE CAMPAIGN. 


The testimony showed that Senator STEPHENSON had on deposit in 
the Marshall & Illsley Bank $50,000, which was used in the cam > 
with other added as required. His campaign was in charge of A. 


Edmonds, J. H. Puelicher, and Rodney ekett. 
There are 71 counties in the State and 2,200 election 8 The 
method of the managers was to employ a lieutenant or compels 


manager in each of the counties. In several instances one man ha 

charge of a number of counties. Arrangements were made with these 
managers by which sums of money would be placed in their hands 
3 from $100 or several hundred dollars to several thousand 
doliars. In some instances the manager was not given, and would not 
accept, compensation for his services. In others definite arrangements 
were made for the amount of compensation the manager was to receive, 
and in many cases the manager would determine and retain for himself 
such sum or sums as he deemed proper. It is quite clear that a very sub- 
stantial part of the money expended in the organization of the several 
counties never went beyond the pockets of those who received it. The 
money expended by these managers, so far as the testimony discloses, 
was for one or more or all of the purposes above described. 

WISCONSIN ELECTION STATUTES. 


The Wisconsin statutes defining election offenses are fully set forth 
on pages 10, 11, and 12 of the views submitted by Senator HEYBURN, 
chairman of the subcommittee, and it will not be necessary, therefore, 
to insert them here. 


APPLICATION OF THE LAW TO THE FACTS—NOMINATION PAPERS. 


Before a candidate for office is entitled to have his name placed upon 
the ticket at a primary the Wisconsin statute requires that petitions 
or nomination papers shall be filed, signed by at least 1 per cent of the 
voters of his party in at least each of six counties in the State, and in 
the aggregate not less than 1 per cent nor more than 10 per cent of 
the total vote of his party in the State. 

The testimony shows that Senator STEPHENSON hired and paid men 
to circulate his nomination papers in order to get the requir number 
of signatures, but there was no evidence showing that any money was 
paid, in the language of the statute, to induce anyone to sign his 
nomination papers, and we do not think it was seri ‘ously claimed by 
those who were interested in the instigation of these proceedings that 
any money was unlawfully expended for this purpose. 


EXPENDITURES OF MONEY DURING THE PRIMARY CAMPAIGN. 


Was it a violation of the statute to out money for political 
editorial pre esse J or for litho- 


or for the hiring of 5) 
their time and efforts to cultivating Stephenson sentiment throughou 
the State, or to pay workers at 
services in getting out the voters, 
given in a social way during the campaign? 

A careful examination of the bribery statutes of Wisconsin will indi- 
cate clearly that the nditures of money of the character recited 
only comes within the inhibitions thereof, when they are made cor- 
ruptl unless section 298 forbids it. This section reads: 

very rson who, by bribery or corrupt or unlawful means, pre- 
vents or Athempts to preyent any voter from attending or voting at any 
caucus mentioned in this act, or who shall give or offer to give any 
yaluable thing or bribe to any officer, inspector, or n whose office 
is created by this act, or who shall give or offer to give any valuable 
thing or bribe to any elector as a consideration for some act to be done 
in relation to such caucus or conyention * * * shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor,” etc. 

None of these expenditures can come within any of the provisions of 
this section, unless it be a violation of this language: “or who shall 
give or offer to give any valuable thing or bribe to any elector as a 
„ for some act to be done in relation to such caucus or con- 
vention.” 

It should be stated that by sections 39 and 40 of the election laws of 
Wisconsin the criminal penalties applying to a caucus and elections are 
made applicable to primary elections. 

If the words “to give any Shape thing” are to be given a compre- 
hensive and literal interpretation, and to prohibit the giving or offering 
of “any valuable thing,” “as a consideration for some act” to be done, 
it would not have been necessary to write into the statute the words 
“or bribe,” because the former expression would include the latter. 
The purpose of the statute is evidently to prohibit corrupt giving. 

“ Words of a general import in the statute are limited by words of 
restricted import immediately following and relating to the same sub- 
fect.” (36 Cyce., 1119, Nance v. Southern R. R. Co., 149 N. C.. 366.) 

“In interpreting a statute, where the language is of doubtful mean- 
ing, the court will reject an interpretation which would make the 
statute harsh, oppressive, inequitable, or unduly restrictive of primary 
private rights.” (Nance v. Southern R. R. Co., 149 N. C., 366.) To the 
game effect, State ex rel. v. Jackson, 168 Indiana, 389. 

Again, section 4543-C requires the filing of accounts of expenditures 
of a candidate. This must contemplate that there are expenditures 
which can not in anywise be regarded as a violation of the Wisconsin 


laws. If a literal interpretation is to be given to the words, “ 
yes thing * * * asa e some act to be done.” 


expenditures be prohibited, whether morally corrupt of in- 
a A — 2 the legislature require the candidate T convict himself 
by fil an account? This is a criminal statute, and it must be strictly 
construed the State and in favor of the defendant when charged 
with its — ete hee thas ie woul 

pply! ese rules, therefore, would seem that the statute pro- 
3 the giving of any valuable thing corruptly or in the — 1 of 

We have no sympathy whatever with the expenditure of money in 
excessive amounts, whether in a senatorial or any other political cam- 
paign. That an 3 of $107,793.05 is an excessive amount to 

spent in the candidacy for the office of United States Senator, which 
pays a salary for six years’ service amounting to $45,000, s without 

uestion; that it is demoralizing and should be prevented can not be 

enied ; that some of this money might have been spent corruptly may 
for the sake of the argument, be conceded, but it is not sufficient that 
possible or even probable corruption or bribery exists. The evidence 
must show it, and this case, like all other cases, must be determined 
from the facts as they are disclosed in the trial and under the law as it 
then existed. The committee, proceeding upon the assumption that the 
expenditure of so large a sum of money required the fullest investiga- 
tion and explanation, probed every rumor and followed every clew 
which was brought to its attention, with the result that no evidence 
was discovered which would justify the conclusion that any of this sum 
of money was 2 or illegally spent. 

At the time of t primary there was no statute, either State or 
National, limiting the amount of expenditures. There is no judicial or 
legislative decision, so far as we are advised, limiting the amount which 
may be A ty ST ne EN Can we, in the face of the fact that the Con- 
ge of the United States and the General Assembly of the State of 

isconsin prior to this election failed to limit election expenditures, 
now arbitrarily determine that because this sum was spent it was 
18 and fraudulently expended, and therefore vacate the Senator's 
seat? Can it be said that the expenditure of such a sum is in contra- 
vention of a public 1 which must be given the force and effect of a 
statute? If so, where does public policy draw the line between what 
shall be a legal and an illegal amount? The situation is unfortunate, 
but the Congress and the State legislature are to blame for not having 
limited the 5 Sapasged by statute. Laws can not be enforced retroactively, 
and surely this case must be decided in accordance with what the law 
then was and not in accordance with what the law ought to be. Since 
that election the State of Wisconsin has limited the amount of ex- 


penditure in a senatorial campaign t 5 - 
F000 EINO  ee 


EFFECT OF THE PRIMARY LAW. 


It is strenuously argued on behalf of Senator STEPHENSON that even 
if the primary law of Wisconsin was violated its provisions are un- 
constitutional, because section 3 of Article I of the Federal Constitution 
provides that Senators shall be chosen by the legislature and because 
section 4 gives Congress the right to 8 the time and manner of 
oe pa soe Senators and 3 are power has been exercised by 

e manner prescr' sections 14 
1 9 Vait States. a Sa ees a 
e nsin prima aw, in substance, ] 

a 1903 2 follows: S p provides (chap. 451, Laws 
“Pa candidates for the ofice of United States Senator shall 
nominated as other State officers. (Subdivision 3 of sec. 2.) nr 
tion poper for candidates for the office of United States Senator shall 
be filed in the office of the secretary of state. (Subdivision 1 of sec. 6.) 
The person receiving the greatest number of votes at the ptimary as 
the candidate of the party for the office yoted for shall be the candidate 
of that party for such office (subdivision 1, sec. 18), and the secre- 
tary of state is required to publish in the official State paper a stato- 
ment of the result of the canvass of the primary as soon as the same is 

ere Gre alt oF th i 

ese are all o è requirements found in the Wisconsin law per- 
taining to the nomination of party candidates for the office of United 
States Senators. 

May the people of a sorerelgn State not provide for a method of 
expressing their sentiment in the selection of a Senator who shall 
represent that State in the United States Senate? May they not peti- 
tion in such form and manner as to them may seem proper? And if it 
is their desire to so petition, may they not 8 the method of 
petitioning so as to make the result of this petition, whether it be in 
the form of a letter to the members of the 10 75 assembly or in the 
form of a primary, an honest expression of their views? 

The constitutionality of the above provisions of the Wisconsin law 
was passed upon by the supreme court of that State in the case of 
State ex_rel. Van Alstine v. Frear (142 Wis., ee On page 849 
Barnes, J., in delivering the opinion of the majority of the court, 


says: 

Our constitutions, State and National, guarantee the right of peti- 
tion. Every citizen of the State has the right to petition the legis- 
lature asking that the candidate of his choice be elected United States 
Senator. Every citizen of a senatorial or assembly district has the 
right to petition his local representative to the same effect. The law- 
maker is thus advised of public sentiment, a potent factor for him to 
consider in connection with other matters in arriving at a conclusion. 
Wherein does the primary nomination for United States Senator differ 
from the exercise of the right of petition? The legislative candidate 
is thereby informed of something that he has the right to know and 
of somet ing that it is his duty to heed. He may not regard the 
verdict at the polls as obligatory, but should treat it as advisory. 
Moral suasion may be a perfectly legitimate agency to employ even 
the election of a United States Senator. That the electors In the 
exercise of their 3 right of petition might do in substance 
and effect what they now do at the primaries hardly admits of con- 
troversy. The framers of the Constitution could not have supposed 
that there was any 8 in the people advising their repre- 
sentatives of how they desired them to vote on the senatorship, else an 
exception would have been incorporated in the clause guaranteeing the 
right of petition, restricting its application to matters other than the 
election of United States Senators.’ 

It will be conceded that while the result of a primary election, under 
the present constitutional provisions, could not control the State sena- 
tors and representatives in their choice of a United States Senator, 
would not an expression of the will of the people at a primary clec- 
tion have great weight with their representatives in, casting their votes? 
And, if this be so, ought not the primary election’held- to declare this 
choice be carefully guarded by suitable penalties? We have no hesi- 
tancy in saying that if the evidence disclosed the use of corrupt methods 
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at the primaries, it would affect the result of the election by the gen- 
eral assembly, and the Senate would be justified: in taking cognizance of 


that fact and unseating any Senater who was thus delinquent. 
MONEYS GIVEN TO CANDIDATES FOR THE LEGISLATURE. 


= ge money to C. C. Wellensgard. L. HI. Bancroft, and Th 
„ who were then candidates for the legislature. 


for Senator. 

It may be said that this money was probably used by these men to 
further their own interests, as well as to further the interests of Mr. 
STEPHENSON. But, whether it was so used or not, there is no evidence 
that. it was so used, or that it was given to them for that Df any 

On the contrary, the affirmative and uncontradicted testimony is all 
to the effect that this money was used strictly in the interest of Mr. 
STEPHENSON and none of it to further the interest of any of the legis- 
lative candidates. 


MONEY PAID TO GAME WARDEN JOHN W. STONE. 


Mr. SrepHENsoy’s 8 guve to John W. Stone, the 
game warden of the State, $2,849.50 for campaign purposes. This was 
distributed among a number of the deputy game wardens; he retained 
some portion of it himself, and in testifying before the legislative com- 
mittee falsely stated the amount he had out. 

Section 990-28 (sec. 28, ch. 363, 1905) provides: 

“No cfficer, agent, clerk, or employee under the government of the 
State shall directly or indirectly solicit or receive or be in any manner 
concerned in soliciting or receiving any assessment, subscription, or con- 
tribution, or political service, whether voluntary or involuntary, for any 
. » whatever, from any officer, agent, clerk, or employee 
0 e Stute. 

This statute makes it an offense for any officer, agent, clerk, or em- 
ployee under the govérnment of the State to solicit or receive any as- 
sessment, subscription, or contribution, or political service from any 
officer, agent, clerk, or employee of the State. It is clear that this 
statute was not violated by Senator STEPHENSON, since he was not an 
officer, agent, elerk, or employee of the State. Moreover, the statute 
makes it an offense on the part of the recipient of the fund — No 
offense is committed by the donor. It is true, the money sh not 
have been paid to the game w. and the giving of ft does not show 
rimination which ought to be ¢ cteristic of men who 
are engaged in a cam ef this character. No law was violated by 
the: donor, and this election can not be declared illegal because this ex- 
penditure was made. 

FILING OF ACCOUNTS. 


Section: 4543-C of the revised statutes of Wisconsin requires the 
making out and filing with the secretary of state a statement in writ- 
ing, subscribed and sworn to by the candidate “setting forth în detail 
each item in excess of $5 in money, or property contributed, 
on enn or promised by him, and to the best of his knowledge an 
belief by any other person or persons for him, or in his behalf, whol 
or im part in B ͤ ͤ way: ie connection with 
his nomination or election to such office or piace, or in connection with 
the election of any other at said election, the dates when, and 
the persons to whom, and the purpose for which all sald sums were paid, 
expended, or promised: by such candidate in any sum or sums whatever.’ 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, this seems to. be a very in- 
teresting document to those who are present. I would suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And the will call the roll. 

The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon Curtis MeCumber Shively 
Bailey Dillingham MeLean Smith, Ga. 
Borah du Pont Martin, Va. Smith, S. C. 
Bourne Fletcher Martine, N. J. Smoot 
Brandegee Foster Myers Stephenson 
Bristow Gallinger Nixon Sutherland 
Brown Gamble O'Gorman wangom 
Bryan Gardner Oliver Thornton 
Burnham Gronna Overman 

Burton Heyburn ge Townsend 
Chamberlain Johnson, Me. Perkins Warren 
Chilton Johnston, Ala. Poindexter Watson 
Clapp Jones Pomerene Williams 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Rayner Works 
Crawford Kern Richardson 

Cummins Lodge Root 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. GAELINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet at 12 o'clock to-morrow.” 
The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I desire to: propound an 
inquiry to the Committee on Priviieges and Elections. 

If we are to read these reports extensively, and ihem enter 
into an extensive debate—as: we probably shall in this: ense 
over the testimony, which is quite voluminous, it is apparent 
that, admitting it to be a question of the highest privilege, 

the attention of the Senate, it will occupy the attention 
of the Senate for a considerable period. There is another ease; 
similar In character, where the testimony is still more volumi- 
nous than it is in this ease and a mass of has been 
taken that will tax the patienee of the Senate: Yet, while the 
hearings: have been closed, we have no report in that case. 


My inquiry is as to when we may expect a report in the 
Lorimer investigation. Some of us may wish to begin the ex- 
amination of that testimony, and it would be very helpful in 
that connection to have the conclusions of the committee. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, in answer to the inquiry 
of the Senator from South Dakota, I will say that the time 
has been granted to counsel of Mr. Lonrurn for filing briefs first 
on a legal question that he raises as to the previous action of 
the Senate, which brief is to be filed by the Ist of March, and 
an additional brief upon the facts in the case, to be filed not 
later than the 15th of March. The committee have agreed to 
take up the matter after that, on the 23d, and proceed with 
the examination of the matter with reference to making a 
report. 

I will say, further, that the counsel employed by the com- 
mittee have been engaged in the very laborious task of trying 
to condense this vast mass of testimony. The number of printed 
pages already issued cf that testimony runs up to nearly 9,000. 
They have eliminated from that much of the conversation and 
have tried to bring the testimony down into something like a 
narrative form, and that will be issued in one volume. It is 
substantially ready to go to the printer at the present time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. So we may have the condensation soon? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It will be available for the use of the 
Senate very soon. The index has been, I think, prepared, but 
of course the pages could not be attached until the proofs came 
from the Printing Office. Considering the amount of testimony 
taken, the time that has been devoted to the work, and every- 
thing I think in the dates I have mentioned we have been very 
reasonable indeed. There is no disposition em the part of the 
committee to hold the matter back, I want to assure the Senator. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I thank the Senator very much for the 


Mr, DILLINGHAM. Those ef us who bave the burden upon 
our shoulders will be just as anxious to make progress and 
have action taken by the Senate as anyone can be. I under- 
stand that the Senator’s question was not by way of criticism, 
and it did not eall out this remark. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly not. Is it practicable to ingi, 
eate about how long after the brief is filed that we may expect 
a report? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. It is going to take a good deal of work 
to analyze the testimony, to harmonize it, and cast out what 
does not seem to be material or trustworthy. We want to do it 
intelligently, and we want to make reports, whatever they may. 
be, that, at all events, will entitle us to respect and to the 
respect of the Senate. E am unable to state what length of 
time will be required, but there is a disposition on the part of 
every member of the committee to be as diligent as possible in 
the matter. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I realize that the duties of the committee 
have been very burdensome and onerous. I also realize the fact 
that members of the Senate who desire to examine the testi- 
mony have no small task alread of them, and if we expect to 
conclude the case within the ordinary life of a Member of the 
Senate we want to get the testimony and findings and report at 
the earliest. practicable date. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, I think the best wish we can offer to 
the Senator is that he will live until he does. 

- Mr. CRAWFORD. I thank the Senator. 


LANDS IN OREGON, 


Mr. JONES. I ask leave to submit a report from a eommit- 
tee. I report back from the Committee on Public Lands the 
bill (S. 3225) providing when patents shall issue to the pur- 
chaser or heirs of certain lands in the State of Oregon, without 
amendment, and I submit a report. (No. 398) thereon. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—THOMAS J. CARTWRIGHT: 

Mr. KERN. I should like to ask unanimous consent to have 
an order made for the withdrawal of papers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order will 


| information. 


de received. 


On motion of Mr. KERN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in. the case of Thomas J. Cartwright (S. 
4827, 62d Cong., 2d sess.) be withdrawn from the files of the te, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


INQUIRY CONCERNING. APACHE INDIANS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent to submit a reso- 
lution, which I ask may be printed in the Rreorp and lie on the 
table. . 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Withont objection the resolution 
will be read. 

Mr: WELLIAMS. One moment, Mr. President. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 
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The Secretary read the resolution (No. 228) as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish the Senate with the following information : 

First. How many Apache Indians are now held as prisoners of war 
at the Fort Sill (Okla.) Reservation? 
t * How many of the said Indians are males and how many are 
emales 

Third. How many of said male Indians are under 40 years of age? 

Fourth. How many of said Indians are known, at any time prior to 
their capture, to have been engaged in hostilities against the United 
States or to have committed acts of violence against citizens or resi- 
dents of the United States? 

Fifth. The names, ages, present condition of health, and general con- 
duct of the Indians coming under the terms of the last paragraph. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the matter that is being read 
to the Senate by request of the Senator from Idaho is so im- 


portant that I feel I must object to other business being intruded 


at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had not asked for its consideration. I 
asked that it lie on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not care what the Senator asked; I 
object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on the table. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the views submitted 
by Mr. POMERENE and Mr. SUTHERLAND, and read as follows: 

No account whatever was filed of the amount contributed by Mr. 
STEPHENSON to the State campaign committee nor of the amount ex- 
pended during the session of the general assembly. The account which 
was filed of the expenses incur: in connection with the primary did 
not nage ig with the law in that it lumped the expenses; gave the 
names of but very few of the persons to whom money was paid; did 
not give the dates when expended, nor, as fully as contemplated by the 
statutes, the 2 for which nded. he account as filed was 
approved by the general counsel of Mr. STEPHENSON without any exami- 
nation of the statute, and simply because it conformed with certain 
accounts which had been filed by prominent candidates for other offices. 
A careful examination of this account justifies the belief that it was 
porpodely drawn so as to give to the public as little information as 
possible. 


Mr. BORAH. I should like to ask a question in connection 
with that statement, if the committee will indulge me, so that 
we may get the benefit of the information as we go along. Was 
the committee able to determine how much of this money is 
unaccounted for by what are called the legitimate expenses of 
the campaign? In other words, how much of this money is 
unaccounted for in this report by legitimate expenses? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, that would involve entering 
at this time upon the question what constituted legitimate 
expenses. The orderly manner of procedure is to read the 
report, because it is upon a request of a Senator that it is being 
read. He has that right. Just as soon as the reading of the 
report is finished, so far as the senior Senator from Idaho can 
offer opportunity for such inquiries, he will do so, but to break 
in on the reading of the report will accomplish no good pur- 


pose. 

Mr. BORAH. I realize that it would disturb the harmonious 
situation considerably, but it would add to the information a 
great deal, x 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator will not be lacking in infor- 
mation. K 

My. BORAH. If so, I fear I shall haye to go outside of the 
report, 

Mr. HEYBURN. We are not now ready to take it up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 


The penalty for failing to comply with this statute is a fine only, and 
it does not provide for the forfeiture of the office. If it did, the stat- 
ute to that extent would be unconstitutional, but Mr. STEPHENSON, 
because of his failure to file a proper account, has violated the statute 
and is subject to a fine, However, he must be absolved from any moral 
delinquency, because in the i Boren and filing of his account he con- 
sulted with counsel and followed their advice, and if it was not prop- 
erly done they were to blame rather than he. 

in addition to this, the validity of the election which had already 
‘taken place could not be affected by the failure to thereafter perform 
some act enjoined by the State statute. The election was already an 
accomplished fact, and its validity must be determined by the facts 
theretofore or then existing, Anything done thereafter can not be 
regarded as a substantive ground for invalidating the election. Its only 
evidential tage pp be in reflecting light upon or as giving color to 

e preex ‘acts. 

After a careful consideration of all the evidence and the law, we had 
no hesitanc in the report presented by the subcommittee. 


in jo 

We heartily approve these words of Senator HEYBURN : 

“The amount of money spent by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
Hatton, and Mr. McGovern the primary campaign was so extrava- 
gant, and the expenditures made by and on behalf of these gentlemen 
were made with such reckless disregard of propriety, as to justify the 
sharpest criticism. Such expenditures were in violation of the funda- 
mental principles underlying our system of government, which contem- 


plated the selection of candidates by the electors and not the selection 
of the electors by the candidate, 

“ Regardless of any statute uiring that strict accounts be kept of 
money expended by and on behalf of candidates, a candidate and every 
man representing him should know that public opinion would expect the 

arties to place and maintain themselves in a position so that if any of 
eir acts were questioned they could justify such acts to the extent of 
eee ee detail in regard thereto. 

ty ile I do not believe that the law of Wisconsin could constitute 
any man a candidate or place him in the position of and under the re- 
sponsibilities of a candidate for an office over which the State had no 
control and which was not to be filled under any law of the State, yet I 
feel impelled to criticize the acts of those in charge of the expenditure 
of money of men who are called candidates for the Senate, and espe- 
cially of Mr. STEPHENSON, in the irresponsible and reckless manner in 
which they disbursed the money furnished them by Mr. STEPHENSON 
during the 1 5 of the primary campaign. 

“The failure to keep detailed accounts, the destruction of memo- 
yanda, the 5 records and papers concerning the campaign from 
one place to another, the adoption of mysterious methods and round- 
about ways in regard to matters that might just as well have been per- 
formed in open daylight in the presence of people, would go far toward 
creating the impression that there was some occasion for Mr. STEPHEN- 
SON's representatives to avoid candor and to obscure conditions.” 

While we have no doubt as to the correctness of the subcommittee's 
finding, we do not want it to be understood that we question the pro- 
priety of filing charges chaenging the validity of the election or of the 
making demand for an investigation either by the General Assembly of 
Wisconsin or by the United States Senate. 

An enormous sum of money had been expended. Messrs. Edmonds 
and Sacket, who were in charge of the campaign as Mr. STEPHENSON'S 
paneer knew of the statute ring the filing of an account of their 
expenditures. They destroyed all original records of accounts, though 
they kept what purported to be copies. They grouped these items and 
amounts in such a way that they gave no knowledge whatever to the 
public except the totals of each class of expenditures. The account was 
not filed until the last moment permitted by the statute. 

Mr. Puelicher, a banker, acted as treasurer, He did not open an 
account as depositors usually do. He received remittances, kept private 
memoranda, paid out cash, and made disbursements of these fonds, but 
kept no record thereof upon the bank’s books. No other customer's 
funds, either before or since, were received or disbursed in a similar 
nie There was an air of mystery about the entire affair. 

ter the investigation by the committee of the paea assembly was 

started Mr. STEPHENSON’s local counsel had such records and corre- 

spondence as had not already been destroyed moved out of the State, 

sr — 1 purpose of keeping them beyond the jurisdiction of the general 
y. 

It may be said in passing, however, that the accounts were kept on 
card indexes, and Mr. Sacket gives as a reason for destroying them that 
they were made with lead gan in many cases, and the writing was 
practically obliterated, so that he made copies and then destroyed the 
originals (Record, $ 161), because they were cumbersome and incon- 
venient (p. 523). And it m be further said that there seems to have 
been no substantial reason for moving the correspondence out of the 
State. It was all before the committee, and an examination failed to 
disclose anything of an inculpatory or improper character which would 
render any concealment necessary. ` 

Can there be any wonder that the public became suspiclous and the 
members of the general assembly, out of a decent sense of self-respect, 
should demand a thorough investigation? 

If Mr. STEPHENSON has been put to great expense and trouble, it is 
due, first, to the reckless expenditure of this large sum of money, and, 
second, to the studied and mysterious efforts of his managers and local 
attorneys to conceal the facts up to and during the investigation before 
the joint committee of the general assembly and the separate committee 
of the State senate. 

But out of all this scandal and trouble much good has come. Public 
sentiment was aroused. The unlimited use of money has been con- 
demned and stringent 5 acts have been adopted, both by 
the General Assembly of the State of Wisconsin and by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Arn POMERENE, 
Gro, SUTHERLAND, 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopce] to ask that the views of the minority be read also 
in connection with the other matter which has been read. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington is 
correct. The Chair understood it had been done. It has not, 
The Secretary will continue and read the minority views. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the views of the minority, 
and read as follows: - 

[Senate Report 349, part 2, Sixty-second Congress, second session, ] 

CHARGES RELATIVE TO THE ELECTION OF ISAAC STEPHENSON, 


Mr, Joxes (for himself, Mr. CLAPP, Mr. KENYON, Mr. KERN, and Mr. 
Lea), from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, submitted the 
following views of the minority to accompany Senate resolution 136: 

In the primary election at which Mr. STEPHENSON was nominated 
for Senator, pursuant to the Wisconsin law, the candidates expended 
the following sums: 


Notk eee eee oe — — $1, 075. 87 
Francis E. McGovern- 1. 063. 88 
26, 413. 00 


— 42. 293. 29 
107, 793. 05 
Tn all, about 3 on the part of candidates for the Senate alone, 
Referring to these expenditures, the majority report says: 
“The amount of money expended by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr, 
Hatton, and Mr. McGovern in the primary campaign was so extravagant 
and the expenditures made by and on behalf of these gentlemen were 
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made with such reckless disregard of propriety as to justify the sharpest 


criticism. Such expenditures were in violation of the fundamental 
principles underlying our system of government, which contemplated 
the sclection of candidates by the electors and not the selection of 
electors by the candidate.” 

We concur in this statement, and it justifies us in opposing the con- 
clusion of the majority. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I want to call attention to an error that 
has crept into and remained in that statement. I used the word 
“electorate” instead of “electors” in my manuscript, but in 
printing it I suppose some printer thought that the words meant 
the same thing, and so he substituted the word “electors.” I 
repeat I used the word “ electorate,” treating them as a body. 

Mr. JONES. That is true, but it was carried in the report. 

Mr. HEYBURN, The error is carried forward, but I think 
at this time the correction should be made. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the views of the 
minority, and read as follows: 

How a seat in the Senate can be secured “in violation of the funda- 
mental principles underlying our system of government.“ with the eyi- 
dence showing the use of such a large sum of money, and not be tainted 
by corrupt methods and practices we are unable to comprehend. The 
question now squarely before the Senate is whether or not methods and 
practices “in violation of the fundamental principles underlying our 
system of government“ shail be denounced by our words and approved 
by_our votes. 

The majority report also says: ` 

Were a candidate for a State office in Wisconsin to conduct a cam- 
paign in the manner in which the campaign of Mr. STEPHENSON and of 
other men who sought election to the United States Senate were con- 
ducted, it would be very difficult to justify such conduct under the laws 
of the State.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I desire to call attention 
to the fact that the views of the minority in reciting that the 
language which they have quoted is from the majority report 
are in error. The language quoted is not from the majority 
report or from any report of the committee, but the language 
quoted is from the personal views of the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Heysurn]. It seems to me that in presenting the minority 
views that ought to have been stated. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to state that possibly 
the Senator from Utah is correct in a way, yet I think the 
minority were justified in making the statement they did. The 
views of the members of the subcommittee were submitted to 
the full committee, and upon those views the full committee 
submitted a report in which they embodied those views, 
although setting them out separately after the signing of the 
names of the members to what is termed the majority report. 
The majority report does not set out any specific reason upon 
which their conclusion is based, except that the views of the 
members of the subcommittee that were submitted in writing 
to the full committee are printed with it; and I think the 
minority are justified in the statement they make, although it 
may not be technically correct. There was nothing in the 
statement even of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] to 
indicate that he did not approve the statement that was made 
in the views submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEY- 
BURN]. I do not desire to do the Senator from Utah any injus- 
tice. If he does not indorse that sentiment, well and good; but 
there is nothing in the report to show that the majority of the 
committee did not indorse that sentiment, whatever might be 
the personal views of any individual member thereof. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the statement to which 
I have referred in the minority report is not only technically 
inaccurate, but it is very clearly inaccurate. The report of the 
committee is found on the first, second, and third pages of the 
first volume. That report is signed by those members of the 
committee who agreed to it, beginning with the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. DILLINGHAM], and then Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. 
Heyourn, Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. OLIVER, Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. 
FLETCHER, Mr. PoMERENE, and Mr. BRADLEY. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] filed his views, in 
which he stated his reasons for concurring in that report, and 
I can not understand upon what theory anybody can insist that 
the reasons given independently by a member concurring in the 
report can be considered as a part of the report itself. The 
Senator from Idaho, in beginning his statement of his minority 
views, says: 

The subcommittee having reported to the whole committee in favor 
of Isaac STEPHENSON, I desire to submit herewith the reasons which 
actuated me in arriving at that conclusion: 

Clearly upon its face that is no part whatever of the report. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not know whether it would be improper to 
go into the proceedings before the committee, but I think it is 
generally known that the views of the Senator from Idaho were 
printed long before the report was prepared or considered; in 
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fact, they were submitted as his views in support of the report 
of the subcommittee to the full committee, and the views of the 
other members of the subcommittee were submitted in writing 
to the full committee before it decided upon, must less prepared, 
its report. After those views were submitted in writing the 
full committee agreed upon its report, and those views were 
printed along with the report, and they were bound together. 
I think, therefore, we had a right to assume, where there was 
no express statement by the members of the majority of their 
disagreement with any important statement contained in any 
of those views, that they accepted them; but if the Senator from 
Utah says that that statement does not express his view I shall 
be glad to have the Recorp show it. = 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Utah has not said 
anything of the sort, and does not intend to say anything upon 
that subject. What the Senator from Utah complains about is 
that the minority views should state as a fact something that is 
not a fact. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to let the record rest on that. 
There have been so many technicalities in connection with this 
matter that I am not worried about this phase of it. If the 
Senator from Utah considers it more than a technical error, I 
am willing to admit, even that, if he so states, that these are 
not his views. : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The views of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Pomerene] and myself are presented, and I think the 
Senator from Washington would not think that the Senator 
from Ohio and myself were presenting our views separately 


for the mere sake of the intellectual exercise involved in pre- 


paring them. The report is entirely a separate and distinct 
document. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator from Utah and the Senator from 
Ohio, as I understood, submitted their views to the full com- 
mittee in writing to give it the benefit of their conclusions 
upon the testimony. The report of the full committee was 
agreed to and made up after those views had been submitted. 
Those views were not prepared after the majority report was 
made and signed nor submitted, as minority or individual views 
are usually presented, but they were presented to the full com- 
mittee for its information in reaching its conclusion and making 
up its report; and they were in fact the basis for that report 
and the only reasons submitted for the conclusion of the 
majority. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; but 

Mr. JONES. And upon those views the full committee made 
its report. They did not see fit to set out any particular reasons 
for their conclusion, but accepted these yarious statements 
from all the members of the subcommittee. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But the members of the committee who 
signed the report, other than the Senator from Ohio and my- 
self, could not be said to have assented by having signed the 
report, and the views of the Senator from Ohio and myself are 
no part of the report. They are merely our individual views. 

Mr. JONES. There is certainly no reason for saying that 
members of the majority did dissent from any of the views sub- 
mitted by the members who presented their views in writing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the views of the 
minority, and read as follows: 

This statement we indorse. It warrants our opposition to the con- 
clusion of the majority. If it would be difficult to justify a campaign 
like this by a candidate for a State office why is it not equally difficult 
to justify it on the part of Senator STEPHENSON? He was not com- 
pa ed to go into the primary. He elected to do so, and he should be 

ae to the same degree of accountability as any other candidate in that 

mary. 
10 If ne used methods—and the majority says he did—that it would be 
difficult to justify in behalf of a State candidate, then it is equally. 
difficult for the ate to justify such conduct on the part of a candi- 
date for a seat in this body an In 
our judgment it can not do it. 
ADMITTED FACTS; 8 

The following may be taken as admitted facts in this case: Three 
men were selected as managers by Senator STEPHENSON; money was 
placed in their hands from time to time as called for to the amount of 
over $107,000; they were not asked how they expended it, nor for 
what pape no accounting was requested; they paid it out in various 
sums to erent individuals in different wards, precincts, and counties; 
— 1 sums were paid to different individuals holding official positions, 
and to individuals recognized to be leaders, and to others of prominence 
in different organizations; no directions were given to these men how 
the money should be ded; no reports were required and no 
knowledge obtained as to how they spent the money or for what pur- 
pose; men were hired for the ostensible purpose of going over the 
country 5 STEPHENSON and creating STEPHENSON sentiment; men, 
whose occupations led them into different sections of the country, were 
paid large sums of money for talking for STEPHENSON on their travels; 
men were paid three, five, and ten dollurs per day to be at the polls on 


election day, or to haul voters to the polls: large sums were paid 
leaders in different wards and precincts to look after their wards and 


preserve its integrity and honor. 


precincts ; hundreds of dollars were spent for treating to cigars, liquors, 
meals, etc., as much as 
dates for the legis! 


135 in one day by one man; money was paid to 


candi ture, at least three of whom were nominated 
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and elected; detailed expenditures were not kept; memoranda were 
cerning the cam 


destro; records and papers con: were shifted 
from place to another; mysterious methods 3 ways 
were employed; original records were destro ; items and amounts 
were grou in such a way as to give no W. to the publie 
except the amount of each class of ditures; a banker acted as 
treasurer; no account was opened as usually done by depositors; 
remittances were received, private memoranda kept, cash disbursements 
of funds made, but no record was kept on the bank’s books, and when 
the committee of the gene assembly started to investigate local 
counsel for Mr. STEPHENSON had such records and correspondence as had 
not already been destroyed moved out of the State for the purpose of 
keeping them beyond the jurisdiction of the general assembly. 

All this is admitted, and we feel that we have a right to assume 
from these admitted facts and actions that 2 methods and prac- 
tices were used in connection with said primary election. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I notice in following the reading 
that, after reciting the statement of facts found upon page 2, the 
minority say, “All this is admitted.“ Do I understand that 
there was any form of admission in the record, or did the com- 
mittee agree upon that statement of facts, or is it simply an 
expression of the views of the minority? 

Mr. JONES. Well, possibly it is a statement by the minority 
of what appears from the testimony throughout the record as 
to various things which were admitted by various witnesses 
who came before the committee, and several of those state- 
ments are taken from the views set out by the different ma- 
jority members of the subcommittee that reported to the full 
committee. 

Mr. BORAH. The reason I asked the question was because 
the statement of facts found upon page 2 is quite important, 
and if the statement is printed in such form as to show that 
the facts are admitted it might have considerable effect in mak- 
ing up the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. I think the minority have quoted extracts from 
the evidence which show that a great many of these things 
were admitted. I will say to the Senator that with reference 
to the destruction of the memoranda, the removal of papers, and 
so forth, the facts are set out in the views of the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Pomexene] and the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHER- 
LAND], and being printed along with the majority report, even 
accepting the statement that those views are not part of that 
report, we take it for granted that those facts were taken from 
the record and will not be disputed. 

Mr. BORAH. I understand, then, that the minority consider 
the facts stated there are beyond dispute. 

Mr. JONES. Beyond dispute; yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the views of the 
minority and read as follows: 

All this is admitted, and we feel that we have a right to assume 
from these admitted facts and actions that corrupt methods and prac- 
tices were used in connection with said primary election. To hold 
otherwise is to establish a precedent that would authorize an expendi- 
ture of hundreds of thousands of dollars to debauch the electorate in 
order to secure a seat in this body. To do this is to notify the world 
that we are careless as to whether or not seats in this y are to 
be bought and sold as so much merchandise to the man with the largest 
purse. To do so is to say to the man of millions eager for place, 
power, and honor, “Spend as much of your millions as you please to 
secure a seat here and no question will be made if you claim it was 
expended within the law.“ As was said by Senator Hoar and Senator 
Frye, in regard to the facts before them in the Payne case, “ No more 
fatal blow can be struck at the Senate or at the purity and perma- 
2 oS nn Baty Government itself than the t of 

8 — 

The expenditure of such a sum of money at a primary election on 

of one candidate in itself shocks the judgment and conscience 
of honest 5 and disbursed as disclosed by the record. in 
this case is conclusive proof of corrupt methods and practices. 
THE PRIMARY, 

The power to inquire into the ctices and methods employed in 
the primary election is questioned. The majority in this case find 
that we have this wer, and with that conclusion we agree. In this 
we are fully susta by principle and precedent. and by the terms 
of the resolution under which the committee acted, which authorized 
and directed the committee “to investigate certain charges preferred 
by the Legislature of Wisconsin against Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator 
of the United States from the State of Wisconsin, and report to the 
Senate whether in the election of said Isaac STEPHENSON as a Senator 


States from the said State of Wisconsin there were used 
corrupt methods araz practices,” 


legislature 
ng their candidacy that, if elected, they would vote 
for the candidate for Senator receiving the highest vote at the pri- 
„ If the primary choice was secured by corrupt methods and 

not the vote in the legislature secured thereby 
casting it? Several members 


they did so solely because he was the primary choice. If the primary 
was carried by corrupt methods and practices, these votes were cor- 
rupt, though honestly cast, and if the Senate can not inquire into 


such corrupt methods and practices, then the power given te us to- 


judge of elections of our Members is a mere shadow. That we have 
this power is in accord not only with reason and justice, but is sus- 
tained by precedent. 

The case of Mr. Caldwell, found at page 420, Senate Election Cases, 
is in point. In this case an 3 was made by Mr. Caldwell 
with Thomas Carney under which Mr. Carney agreed to be a candi- 


date for United States Senator before the Legislature of Kansa: 
should give his influence and support for Mr. Caldwell. 
was to pay him $15,000. Mr. Carney was not a candidate before the 
legislature and did use his influence to secure the election of Mr. Cald- 
well. Was such an arrangement corrupt? The committee said: 

“It was an attempt to oar the votes of the members of the legisla- 
ture, not by bribing them directly, but through the manipulations of 
another. he pur money was not to go to them, but to Mr. 
Carney, who was to sell and deliver them withont their knowledge. 
That Mr. Caldwell did ure the votes of members of the legislature, 
friends of Mr. ag; gnorant of the fact that Mr. Carney was mak- 

merchandise of his political character and influence and of their 
endship for him, for which he was to receive a large sum of money, 
the evidence leaves no reasonable doubt. 

“ Buying off opposing candidates, and in that way securing the votes 
of all or the most of thelr friends, is in effect buying the office. It 
recognizes candidacy for office as a merchantable commodity—n thiug 
having a money value—and is as destructive to the purity and freedom 
of elections as the direct bribery of members of the legislature.” 

When candidates for the 8 announce that they will vote 
for the choice of the primary for Senator, then to buy or corrupt the 
primary is to buy the member of the legislature; and if it was corrupt 
to buy off a candidate for the Senate and thereby secure the votes of 
his friends it is also corrupt to buy the primary and thereby secure 
the votes of these who announce that they will be controlled by the 
iT and if the Senate can go outside of the proceedings of the 

slature and investigate corruption in preventing men from being 
candidates for the Senate before the legislature, then it can certainly 


inves te methods and proceedi: in the primary. 

In the Payne case ( te Election Cases, p. 711) three of the 
committee of seven say: 

We, in our conclusion, made no distinction between the use of fraud, 
corruption, or bribery in a caucus vote or in the | lative vote for a 
Senator. Although a caucus, or what proceeds in it, has no constitu- 
tional or legal relation to the election of a Senator, yet, by the habit 
of political parties, the stage of determination as to who is to be elected 
Senator, and the influences, proper or improper, that produce that de- 
termination, is that which is concluded in the caucus. So 
far as the question of personal delinguency or turpitude is concerned, 
no moral distinction should be made between corrupt proceedings in 
caucus and those in the legislature. How far any such distinction 
would need to be insisted upon in any case, on the question of unseating 
a Senator, where he himself was not affected with any personal miscon- 
duct or 9 with the misconduct of others, we have no occasion. 
in the immediate case or attitude of the subject, to consider or su t” 

ae Hoar and Frye, in the same case, in their minority views at 

„ Say: 

3 O aD have eee ee vote as yi oes ae if A 8 
rupted, four vo are y the precess, althoug ee be 
innocent. In looking, 8 to see whether an election hy ‘the legis- 
lature was 3 or effected by bribery, it may be very Important to 
discover whether that bribery procured the nomination of a caucus 
whose action a majority of the legislature were bound in honor to sup- 


Jonx W. STONE. 


John W. Stone was State game warden and had many deputies acting 
under him. Their position gave them an influence they would not have 
as individuals, and their duties required them to travel over the State. 
It was desirable to have their active support. Senator STEPHENSON 

ally directed that $2,500 be faint over to Stone. This was 
one without any specific directions as to its use, and the money was 
distributed over the State where and in the manner that it was thought 
would do the most good. While this action may not be a direct viola- 
Oon = the letter of any State law, in our judgment it was a corrupt 
practice. 
EXTRACTS FROM TESTIMONY. 


We submit the following extracts from the testimony as illustrative 
of the methods and practices pursued in the distribution of this large 
sum of money for campaign purposes : 
PRIMARY—STEPHENSON WOULD FIX NO LIMIT, BUT SAID GO ON AND CON- 

DUCT THE CAMPAIGN, ETC, 


Mr. Epuoxps. In my talk with Senator STEPHENSON I wanted to 
learn from him the amount of money he expected to expend. He seemed 
to think that too much money was being expended. I endeavored to 
have him fix an amount so that we would not exceed it. This he de- 
clined to do, and I endeavored to show him the difficulty of conducting 
a campaign without kn how much I might be allowed to d; 
but I was not able tọ get him te state, and he said to go on and conduct 
paign—“ use your best ability in conducting it,” and left it in 


SENATOR STEPHENSON. 


Senator POMERENE. Did they advise you from time to time as to how 
2 were expending this money? 
nator STEPHENSON. Not as a rule; no, sir. 

Senator POMEREXE. Did you ask for — from them from time 
to time as to how they were expending money? 

Senator STEPHENSON. No, sir. I had confidence in Mr. Edmonds and 
Mr. Puelicher and my bankers, and I have yet. 

Senator POMERENE. Referring to this letter of Angust 4, it was made 
oe you that to carry out Mr. Edmonds's plan he needed more 
money 

Senator STEPHENSON. Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. Did you at that time take up with him the mat- 
ter as to the amount which you felt to put into the campaign? 

Senator STEPHENSON. I can not say as to that. We telephoned 
some. I think I was in the headquarters only twice, and not to exceed 
an hour altogether during the entire campaign. I was not in Milwaukee 
but about three times. 

Senator POMERENE. In other words, we are to understand, then, that 
you left the entire management of this cam to your campa 

and about all you did was to fur: e sinews of war? 
Senator Srrynnxsox. Yes. 


$2,500 PAID TO STONE, GAME WARDEN. 


The CHAtrmAn. We will pass that. Now we come to another item, 
“Cash to J, W. Stone, $2,500." Who was Mr. Stone? 


Mr. EDMONDS. Mr Stone was game warden ef Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you know him personally before the payment of 
this 82.500? 

Mr. Enuoxps. Yes; I had met him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or at the time? 

Mr. Enuoxps. I had met him. 

The CHareMan. You paid him the money, did you not, in cash? 
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Mr. EDMONDS, Through my instructions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you not pay it to him in cash yourself? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who did? 

Mr. Epmonps. Mr. Sacket says he did. 

The Chamuax. Mr. Sacket poa it in casb. Where did he get the 
cash? Did you give it to him 

Mr. Epmonxps. No; I did not haye the cash. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Sacket had no cash in the campaign, did he? 

b “n Epsmonps. Mr. Sacket could get the cashier's check from the 
ank. 

The Crnairwax. He had to get it from vou, or on your credit? 

Mr. Eouoxos. Sure; I told them to give it to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you did tell him to get it? 

Mr. Epsonps. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let us see if we can get at a candid statement of the 
occasion of the payment of this $2,500 to the State game warden, You 
know all about it, do you not? 

Mr. Epxoxps. About his getting the he fe 

The CHAIRMAN. You know all the details of that game warden propo- 
sition, do you not? 

Ir. EDMONDS. Ves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter has been investigated in such a way as 
to fix it in your mind, has it not? 

Mr. Epmonps. It was not necessary, because I remembered the details. 

The CHAIRMAN. Remembered it all? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir; there were some things I did not remember, 
but some details I remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. I would hardly expect to receive a reply if you do not 
know in regard to Mr. Stone, : 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose was 82,500 paid to Mr. Stone? 

Mr. Epuoxps. For the purpose of getting his assistance in helping 
to nominate Senator STEPHENSON. i 

The CHAIRMAN. What kind of assistance? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Such kind as he could give, in his best judgment. 

STONE MONEY PAID UNDER AGREEMENT WITH STEPHENSON. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. When was it you gave Mr. Stone the $2,500— 
before or after this conversation ? 

Mr. EDMONDS. After. : 

Senator SUTHERLAND. After? 

Mr. Epsonps. That is, I think the same day, as I recall, 

Senator SUTHERLAND. How did you fix the amount of $2,500? 

Mr. EpMonps. My recollection is that either Senator STEPHENSON in- 
ee na or else Mr. Stone informed me that that was the amount to 

pa m. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Which was it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I can not recall now. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Did you make the arrangement or did Mr. 
STEPHENSON make it? 

Mr. Epuoxbs. My present recollection is that Mr. STEPHENSON made 
the agreement with Mr. Stone; Mr. Stone had seen him, 

Senator SUTHERLAND. For the $2,500? 

Mr. EpMonps. But as to just how far that went, I am not positive 
mow. I do not want to do Mr. STEPHENSON an injustice by saying that 
he made it if Mr. Stone reported that that was the amoun upon 
when we talked. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Then I understand you to my that you do not 
know why it was $2,500 rather than some other sum 

Mr. EDMONDS. 1 7 — that that was the amount that Mr. Stone thought 
was advisable to put his hands; that he could use to advantage or 
5 or the information receiyed from Senator STEPHENSON; which 

am not sure. 

Senator SUTHERLAND, Did you not exercise any judgment yourself as 
to what amount should be paid? 

Mr. Ennos. In that particular case; no, sir. 


PRIMARY—MONEY TO MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATURE—GAME WARDEN 
STONE—STEPHENSON TOLD. 

aa 8 What were the instructions, and what was the trans- 
action 

Mr. Rpmonps. I think Senator STEPHENSON telephoned me or sent 
word through Mr. Stone to give him $2,500, 

The CiramMan. To give = 2.5002 

Mr. EDMONDS, To give him $2, 

The CHamMan. To give Stone $2,500? 

Mr. Epstonps. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what did you give it to him? 

Mr. Epmonps. I did not give it to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. You did not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where did Mr. Stone get the $2,500? 

Mr. Epmonps. I assume from the bank—a cashier's check. 

The CHAmrMaNn. Did you give him an order? 

Mr. Epuonps. That is my recollection, though I am not positive. 

The CHAIRMAN. That you gave him an order on the bank? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I think so. That may have been one of the $5,000 
items. I have not seen my check book for two years. 


GAME WARDEN STONE GOT $2,500 BY DIRECTION OF STEPHENSON; Was 
TO USE AT OWN ELECTION. 


The CHAIRMAN. Was it to be expended by you, or were you authorized 
to pay it ont to others, to be expended by them? 

Mr. Stone. I was to use it at 57 0 own discretion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you at liberty, then, as you understood the 
transaction, to handle all that money yourself? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAtrMAN. According to your discretion? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

The CHarmMaN, No limitations were placed upon you, whatever, as to 
the manner of expenditure, were they? 

Mr. STONE, No; I think not. 


MANAGER EDMONDS’S DESCRIPTION OF “ORGANIZATION” METHODS. 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, what do you mean by “ organize” when you use 
the term in connection with the payment of this money? 

Mr. Epmoxps. I mean that the man employed by me to look after 
Dane County and get out the vote—the largest possible vote—for 
Senator STEPHENSON was given latitude, usually guided by his judgment 
alone, as to what was to be done (p. 77). 

The CHAIRMAN. Particularize the word “organize and tell me what 
constituted organization. 

Mr. EDMONDS. My idea in a cone that was thoroughly organized 
would be in the first place to get out tke advertising that we sent to the 
county—have it fully distributed and posted, and after that was done 


. 
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he was to put in his full time going around the county, and he was paid 
for his services vine around the county and interesting men of influence 
in the different localities to interest their friends so as to get out a full 
vote for Senator STEPHENSON election day. In some instances still 
further organizing, if in their judgment that was wise, by getting out 
the vote, by hiring teams, etc., for getting men to the polls (p. 78). 


PURPOSE FOR WHICH MONEY WAS PAID. 


The CHAIRMAN. The second charge is as follows: 

“That said Isaac STEPHENSON did, prior to said primary, pay, to said 
Edmonds, above mentioned, sums with the design that said Edmonds 
should pay to other electors of this State, out of said sums above men- 
tioned and other sums of money received by said Edmonds from said 
Isaac STEPHENSON, prior to said primary, sums ranging from $5 per 
day to $1,000, in bulk, as a consideration for some act to be done in 
relation to said primary by said electors for said ISAAC STEPHENSON 
as such candidate, in violation of said section.” 

Is thet statement true? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Wherein is it not true? 

Mr. EDMONDS. It is a pretty long statement. One of the things that 
ap s to me as not being true is that neither of those sums is in vio- 
lation of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then we will waive that last statement, “in viola- 
tion of said section.” Did he give you those sums, or any of them, to 
pay to other electors of the State? - 

r. EDMONDS. To other electors of the State? 

The CHAIRMAN. Les. 

Mr. Epmonps. Yes; I should say that he understood that in his pay- 
ment of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the statement of facts, aside from the final 
clause, “in violation of said section,” is substantially correct, is it? 

Mr. Epsonps. There are a good many items in there enumerated, 
but I shoald say it is substantially correct. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You have had charge of large expenditures of 
money, have you, in a business way? 

Mr. EpMonps. Quite large; yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You haye employed many agents whose duty it 
was to expend money? 

Mr. EDMONDS. In some instances; yes, sir. Usually, however, in 
the management of a business, the work is done from the office, and the 
management. of such business as I conducted was done by me, in the 
expenditure of money. 

nator SUTHERLAND. Is it in accordance with your business training 
and experience and habits to hand over to your agent a large sum o 
money, $500 or $1,000, and have him expend it without keeping an 
account of what he expends it for, or without having him render an 
account to you of the expenditures? 

Mr. Epmonps. I do not think so. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. That is not in accordance with business methods, 
at any rate? 

Mr. Epmonps. No, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Was there any reason why you could not re- 
quest these various political agents to keep an account of their expendi- 
tures? 

Mr. EDMONDS. The only reason I could give is that I have never heard 
of it being done. Custom, I should say, governed that. 


NO MEMORANDA AS TO MONEY PAID. 


Mr. EDMONDS. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who should know, under the system that obtained 
in the headquarters? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Sacket should know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any memoranda when you gave instruc- 
tions for the pomas of money to these various people, or any of 
them, as to the services they were to perform in consideration of 
receiving this money? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir; no written statement; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you did not? 

Mr. Epmonps. No written statement; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did ag make any memoranda at any time in regard 
to the purposes for which the money you ordered paid was to be used? 

Mr. Epmonps. I do not recall any. 

The CHalnuAx. Endeavor to recall it now, Mr. Edmonds. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir; I will. 

The CyarrmMaNn. Can you recall any instance in which you made a 
memorandum as to the purpose for which the money was paid, either 
by you or under 12 instructions, during this campaign? 

Mr. Epmonps. I can not recall any instance; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have no books of account in which such items 
will appear? 

Mr. Epsonps. Absolutely not. 

The CHAIRMAN. You made no record either in a book or otherwise 
as to the purpose TR which you paid or directed that money to be paid 
during the campa 

Airs D fo the yery best of my recollection, none. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why did you not? 

Mr. Epmonps. I did not feel it was necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you Korinos with the provisions of the 
statutes of the State of Wisconsin with reference to the filing of an 
expense account by those who were candidates for nomination or elec- 

n 
uon? Epuoxps. Yes; I think so; reasonably well. 

The Cyarmman. Are we to understand that with that knowledge 
you did not make any attempt to lay the foundation for compliance 
with that law in the expenditure or payment of the large sums of 
money that you disbursed during the campaign? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I did not, because it was done by another person in 
the office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Sacket. : 

The CHAIRMAN. 3 it transpired that it was not done by Mr. 
Sacket, then did Mr. Sacket disobey any instructions which you had 
iyen? 

x Mr. Epuoxps. No, sir; Mr. Sacket had his instructions from others 
before I came and took charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were the manager of the campaign, were you 
not? That was the term used as to yourself? 

Mr. Epmonps. That is the term that has been given me; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was the designation at that time, was it not? 

Mr. Epuoxps. I think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you regard yourself in that respect? 

Mr. Epmonps. I think I regarded myself as manager of the cam- 


paign. 
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Th IRAN. And so rding yourself, made no attempt to 
gt a 8 Hat would comply 


thy lew in the event ft beca to fi . — 
e law e even me necessary to file an 
Mr. Epuoxps. No, sir. Owing to the conditions t existed when 


I went toar; I felt that that was being done and so continued during 
my service. 
t $100 SENT TO A NEWSPAPER MAN AT WAUSAU. 


The CHAIRMAN. I will so mark it. The next item is $100 to J. L. 
alana That is said to be for “advertising.” What advertising 
was tha 


3 — EDMONDS. He is running a daily and weekly newspaper, I believe, 
at Wausau. 
The CHAMMAN. Who made that contract? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I believe I sent him the rra a 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you a bill and receipt for it? 

Mr. Epmonps. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Any acknowledgment of it? 

Mr. EDMONDS.. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What advertising was that for? 

Mr. Epuoxps. I do not know why the word “advertising” Is in 
there except that that is Mr. Sackets method of designating certain 
of these matters to keep them in a certain account. 

The CHAIMMAN. But 5 know about the payment of the money? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes; 1 paid the money. 

8 5 You inquired what it was for when you authorized it, 
you not? 

Mr. Epuoxps. No. I had known Mr. Sturtevandt for some little 
time, and, believing that he could be of assistance to us in Wausau— 
I knew that he was a friend of Senator STEPHENSON—I sent him a 
lotr dollars to use as he saw fit in promoting the interests of the 

nator. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was what might be termed a general contribu- 
tion to the newspaper, was it; for its friendship? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Perhaps it might be called tha 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no specific advertisement—no space 
charged for—was there? 

Mr. EDMONDS, In 56 instance, I do not know. 

Khon e No was rendered for specife services as ad- 
ve 2” 

Mr. Epmonps. I do not recall, in this instance. I sent him the 
money, asking him to use it in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. You sent him the money for the of r = 
ings friendly attitude toward Senator STEPHENSON, Aid vou not? 

. Epsonps. I did not need to do that, because he was very 
friendly; his paper was for him, and had been all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, it was a gratuity. You already had the serv- 
ices, and in acknowledgement of friendship you sent him a hundred 
dollars: does that express it? 

Mr. Epmonps. No; I hardly think that expresses it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then what was the hundred dollars for? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I thought that with the hundred dollars he would be 
more active in his support of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it was for additional friendship to that already 
existing. was it? 

Mr. Epsonps. Perhaps that statement would be true. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was to cement the N friendship? 

Mr. Ebuoxps. Most assuredly; it was to help Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHarrmMAN. Was it in order that he might not probably be influ- 
enced to change his attitude of friendship? 

Mr. Epmonps. No; that was not at all necessary with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. You sent just that class of contributions 
to a number of papers, I suppose, did you not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I think there were a number of instances; yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o’clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
publie utilities commission. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be laid aside temporarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent to lay aside the unfinished business. Without 
objection, the request is complied with. The Secretary will con- 
tinue the reading of the views of the minority. 

The Secretary resumed the reading, and read as follows: 

WISE MANAGERS DID NOT KNOW, AND DID NOT ATTEMPT TO FIND OUT, 
WHETHER THIS MONEY WAS SPENT HONESTLY OR NOT. 

The CHAIMMAN. And that you haye made no effort to ascertain 
whether or not the expenditures of this money were wrongful? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. In any case? ` 

Mr. EDMONDS. I haye not. 

THE EXTENT AND MANNER OF DISTRIBUTION. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had 70 men, I understand, in your organization 
industrionsly engaged in distributing money among the common people 
throughout the campaign? 

Mr. Epuonps. I should say there were probably that many. 
MANAGER SACKET’S DESCRIPTION OF “ ORGANIZATION METHODS” (P, 175). 

The CHamMan. I notice that all of these items for organene ana 
the greater part of them are for organizing—are after the time when 
you had filed the petitions with the signatures on them. 

Mr. Sacker. My idea of organizing, as I used it in this statement, 
might include circulating of petitions, or any other work to perfect that 
organization which we hoped to use for the election of Senator 
STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it Include the distribution and payment of 
money to men who were to work at the polls? 

Mr. Sacxer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarmMAN. Would it Include the payment of money to men who 
were to induce other men to vote for Senator NSON, Without any 
limitation being placed upon the manner of inducement? 

7 yes, sir. 


Mr. Sacxer. It would include money expended that sir. 
include money expended purchasing 


The CHarmMan. It might 
votes, might it? 
Mr. Sacxer. It might. 


The CmarrMan, Did it? 
Mr. Sacxet. Not to my knowledge. 


The CHAIRMAN. Can you say it did not? 
Mr. 8. 


ACKET. No, sir; not to my knowledge. 
METHOD BY WHICH SACKET SPENT MONEY, 
(167) Mr. SACKET, I do not know. 
The CHAIRMAN. What services did he perform? 
Mr, Sackrr. I do not know. 
ah LITTLEFIELD. Was he one of the men you made an arrangement 
Mr, Sacxer. He was not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you pay that on the order of Mr. Edmonds? 
the Ci, Did the order of oth 
e CHAIRMAN, ou pay money on the order o rson other 
than Mr. Edmonds? ae y ee 


Mr. Sacknr. Not to my recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN, When Mr. Edmonds gave you an order, such as ig 
indicated by that payment, did he give it to you in writing? 

Mr. Sacxer. Not necessarily, 

The CHAIRMAN. How did he give it to you? 

Mr. Sacxnr, He told me that he wanted a check for $300 for Mr. 
R. E. Orton. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it a verbal communication? 

Mr. Sacxer. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you would get the check? 

Mr. Sacker. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And would you make a memorandum? 

Mr. Sacxer. I would. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you inquire of Edmonds what the money was to 
be used for? 

Mr. Sacxer. Not in all cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you in this case? 

Mr. Sacxer. I do not remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have no recollection about it? 

Mr. Sacxer. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know whether it was to be used for pur 
ch: votes or for what pur 

Mr. Sacxer. I had no knowledge of my own whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you not feel it incumbent upon you to know for 
what the money that you paid ont was to be used? 

Mr. Sackzr. The money that I paid out on Mr. Edmonds's order; no. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think you would be relieved of responsibility if 
the money was to be paid out for an unlawful purpose merely because 
Mr. Edmonds told you to pay it? 

Mr. Sacxer. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think you would be relieved? 

Mr. SACKET. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would not undertake to assert that if an asso- 
justified in 

Mr, Sacket. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then how do you account for your answer that if 
you believed if Mr. Edmonds told you to pay this money out for an 
unlawful purpose that Mr. Edmonds and not 22 would be responsible? 

Mr. Sacxer. I felt that when Mr. Edmonds asked for money I was 
under obligations to give it to him. I was Mr. STEPHENSON’S manager. 


DESTRUCTION OF MEMORANDA. 


Manager Sacket, in testifying as to the payment of an item of $400, 
that iy remember — He then 


The CHAIRMAN. So that a payment of this money pass 
tive of the candidate — Sere 


PERRIN’S EXPENDITURES. 


The CHAIRMAN. Who is C. R. Fridley? 

Mr. Pera. He is an attorney at Superior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old resident? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old man or a young man? 

Mr. Perrin. He is a man of 42 or 43 years of age. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he support Senator STEPHENSON for nomination 
at the primaries and before the primaries? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he in public life in any capacity? 

Mr. Pxnntx. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was what you call a political worker, was he? 

Mr. Pxnnix. No. He was a practicing lawyer. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was actively engaged in the practice of law? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, You never asked him for any accounting as to the 
expense he had incurred? 

fr. PERRIN. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is Mr. Fridley's business, you say? 

Mr. Perry. He is an attorney. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next item is $10 to H. L. Dresser. Who is 
H. L. Dresser? 

Mr. Perri. Mr. Dresser had nothing to do with the campaign and 
does not live in the State. I was in Duluth and somebody made appli- 
cation to me for money, and I had to go to him and borrow it, and gave 
him my check to reimburse him, t was money expended in the 
ae bp 

The CHARMAN. He lived in Duluth? 

1 Mr. PERRIN. He lived in Duluth when this application was made 
o me. 
The CHAIRMAN, You drew this money for your own expenditure, or to 


be 12 out by you? 
„ PERRIN. I drew that money to be paid to some one in the Stephen- 
son campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you say to whom you paid it? 

Mr, PERRIN. I can not. 

The CHAIRMAN. We go to the next item of $50 cash. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr, President, there are only a few of us 
here. It seems to me that we could be making better progress 
in our rooms studying this case rather than continuing here. 

Mr. HEYBURN. May I make a statement? 
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Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 
Mr. HEYBURN. It had been my intention at the concluding 
of ihe reading of the views of the minority to move an executive 


session. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That will be some time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There are only a few pages left. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That might take an hour. 

Mr. HEYBURN, I will inquire how many pages there are. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Why can not the reading be finished to- 
morrow? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think there are only six pages now left. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Let us have an executive session now and 
finish to-morrow. There will be plenty of time to-morrow. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to have the reading finished. 
I ask the clerks how many pages remain to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary advises the Chair 
that there are seven pages yet to be read. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That will take only a few minutes, 

Mr. BRISTOW. It will take until about 5 o’clock. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It ought not. 

Mr. BRISTOW. There are only a few here and those of us 
who feel some obligation to stay in the Senate when it is in 
session ought not to be imposed upon by being compelled to 
remain here when we could be at home at work. It would really 
expedite this business. I want to study this case in full, and I 
can do it more efficiently at my room than here in the confusion 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will make the statement, in order that 
Senators may be advised, that, so far as I may, within the rules 
of the Senate, it is my intention to ask the continuous considera- 
tion of this measure until we reach a yote upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
Has the reading of the minority report been finished? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 
suggested that at the end of the reading of the report I would 
moye an executive session. It seems to me that we ought to be 
patient and haye the seven pages read and then orderly proceed 
to an executive session, 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘While the matter is under consideration, as 
the Senator from Idaho states that he desires to press this ques- 
tion, I should like to know about how vigorously he expects to 
press it. Some 2,000 pages of testimony have been presented to 
the Senate within the last week, and some of us desire to ex- 
amine it and to make some remarks upon the report of the com- 
mittee. It is going to take time. It has been the custom of the 
Senate to giye a reasonable time for the preparation of remarks 


upon a case of this kind. I should like to know about how 


much time the Senator expects to yield to those of us who 
want to prepare and thoroughly look into the case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I expect that the Senate will either discuss 
or vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading of the views of the minority. 

Mr, BRISTOW. I desire to say to the Senator here that he 
can obstruct the business of the Senate by compelling Senators 
to greatly inconvenience themselyes, by prolonging the discus- 
sion and taking days in offering remarks that they might, with 
time, be able to present in an hour or two. 

Mr. HEYBURN, I have no doubt they will be interesting re- 
marks, and illuminating. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator can use this case to obstruct 
other business if he desires. 

Mr. HEYBURN.. Mr. President, there is no business before 
the Senate, or that can come before it, that is as important as 
this, and that has been established since the foundation of Con- 
gress. It is a question of the highest privilege, and that means 
that there is nothing which can be more important. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from Idaho may think that he 
can drive this through as the slave driver would drive the men 
under his control, but I think he will find before he gets 
through that he is somewhat mistaken. There may be some 
reason why he does not want this case properly considered in 
this body and the details of it exposed to the view of the Ameri- 
can people in this way. In my judgment, it will be presented. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope so. 5 

Mr. BRISTOW. And the Senate will have an opportunity to 
pass judgment as to whether the majority or the minority are 
correct in their report in this case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 


reading. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if 


any request has been made to dispense with the further reading 
of the views of the minority. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. No such request has been made. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I make it. 


There are seven pages remaining, and I have | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks 


unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the 
views of the minority, Is there objection? À 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think that the reading 
had better be continued until the report is finished, so that the 
Senate may haye it before them at one time. I shall object to 
the request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington sug- 
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Cummins Kenyon Richardson 
Borah Curtis Kern Root 
Bourne du Pont „Va. Shively 
Brandegee Fietcher Martine, N. J Smith, Ga. 
Bristow Foster Myers Smith, Md. 
Brown Gallinger Nelson Stephenson 
Bryan Gamble Newlands Sutherland 
Burton Gardner Nixon Swanson 
Chamberlain Gronna Overman ‘Thornton 
Chilton Heyburn "age ‘Townsend 
82 Hitchcock Perkins Watson 
Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Me. Pomerene Wetmore 
rson Jones yner Williams 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a moment ago the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Curnxnsox] made a request which I misun- 
derstood. I thought it was a request to suspend the reading of 
the report and go on with it hereafter. It seems that it was a 
request to dispense with it and to publish it. L would not have 


| made any objection to that, and therefore I now make the re- 


quest that he made and to which I objected: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the remain- 
ing part of the views of the minority, and that it be printed in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The remainder of the views of the minority is as follows: 

The CHanuax. We go to the next item of $50 cash. Can you account 
for any part of it? 

Mr. Perrin, I have no recollection of it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The last item I inquired abou 10 Dresser, 
was on the 18th of August. . Be TRS : 


e dimen ti 
ê CHAIRMAN. another item the same day, the 18 is 
cash. You say you can not account for that? ý ee it 
Mr. PERRIN, No. S$ 
time you d received the 000. Tou 
received it on the 15th. So you had all of this $5,000 thon’ ae S 
Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. At that 
The CHAIRMAN And ex 19th you drew a check to W. W. Savage 


for $25, and he indorsed What was that for? 

Mr, Perris. I am not sure about t. I sent him out two or three 
times, I do not remember when, to get information to enable us to 
carry on this work. 

e CHAIRMAN. He was your clerk? 

Mr. PERRIN. 


es. 
The CHAIRMAN. On the 21st you paid out $200 cash. Can you 
account for any part of that? sf 5 
Mr. Perrin. I have no recollection of it. 4 
The CHAIRMAN. On the same day you paid out $100 cash. Can you 
account for any part of that? 
Mr. PERRIN. I have no distinct recollection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Again on the same day, $40 cash. Can you account 
for that or any part of it? 
Th CHARM ; Ayas it nag Spied in the city of Superior? 
e RMAN. Was it money expen n the city o: T 
Mr. Perrin. This money was expended in i th S o a a 
Bayñeld, Sawyer, and Washburn. 
e CHAIRMAN. Are they the northern counties in the State? 
Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 


* Mr. Perntn. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us the conversation—what he said to you and 
what you said to him that resulted in the handing over of that check. 

Mr. Perrin. I can not remember the details, 

The CHAIRMAN. Give us the substance. 

Mr. Prertx. Tne substance of it was that I went to him and asked 
him if he would put in some time in the STEPHENSON campaign. lie 
said he would do what he could. I asked him how much money he 
— he would need at that time, and he said that he ought to 


ve $250. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell him that you were boners STEPHEN- 
SON money at that time? You told him you had received this thousand 
dollars, did you? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he told you he could be of some use to Senator 
STEPHENSON, did he? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHainman. How did he tell you he could be of use to Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. PERRIN. I kuess I knew as much about that as be did. I do not 
know that he expressed himself in specific terms as to what he could 
do or would do. 

CHAIRMAN. What did he do for Senator Srzrhzxsox's campaign? 

Mr. PERRIN. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you knew what he could do? 

Mr. Perrin. I knew what he could do; certainly. 

“ane Was tkat to be taken as a criterion of what he 
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Mr. Perrtn. It was by me, 

The CHAIRMAN., What did he do? 

Mr. PERRIN. Taking that as a criterion, he could, and I believe he 
did, get men interested for Senator STEPHENSON that neither Senator 
STEPHENSON, Mr. Edmonds, nor I could otherwise Ket. 

The CHAIRMAN. Get men that you could not get 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. 

i Toe CHAIRMAN. How would he get them interested? What would 
e do 

Mr. PERRIN. I think he would mostly talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would he say to them? 

Mr. Perrin. I am sure I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would be the nature of the conversation? 

Mr. Perrin. I would not undertake to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. How do you know it is not just exactly the conversa- 
tion you or Mr. Edmonds would have had with these people? 

Mr. Perry. Because I know that I could not talk to some of those 
people the way Mr. Shields could. 

he CHAIRMAN. If you do not know what he said to them, how do 
you know that? 

Mr. Prnnix. There are things, you know, that we know without 
being abie to explain or express after long years of acquaintance with 
a man that no man living can sit on the witness stand and detail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you think you are worth the $3,000 that Mr. 
STEPHENSON gave you? 

Mr. Perrin. Oh, I know I am worth that. 

The CHatrMan. It takes a pretty good political talker to get that 
amount of money. 

Mr. PERRIN. I did not have to talk any to get it. 

The CHaikMAN. How much of this money indicated by the cash items 
or the checks remained in your hands? 

Mr. Perrin. Not a cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. And yet you can not account for a cent of it that 
you paid out? 

Mr. Perey. I can not in detail; no, sir. 

The CuHarrmMaNn. Not a single item? 

Mr. PERRIN. Not one. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was rather a spectacular campaign in some 
Sing ick was it not, with money flowing out freely in those amounts? 

r. Perrin. To speak in the vernacular, I guess we got them “ going 
some.“ 

Senator SUTHERLAND, In handing over sums of money to people that 
Sc employed in Senator STEPHENSON’S interest, did you give any of 
hem any nstruction whatever as to what they should do? 

Mr. Perrin. If I thought it was necessary when I gave the man 
money to tell him what to do, I have no doubt I did. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Did you? 

Mr. PERRIN. I do not remember. 3 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You do not recall having given anybody any 
instructions ? 

Mr. Perrin. No; I do not recall it. I know there were some in- 
stances where I said to some man, or some men, that we would look to 
him or them to provide workers at the polls, for instance, or teams to 
get voters out. ut that was all in the most general way. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You gave them no specific instructions that 
you recall as to what they should do? 

Mr. Perrin. I do not recall now; no. I do not recall now that I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. On August 5, $200 cash. For what was that cash 
mpana and by whom? 

Ir. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. August 6, $25 cash. What do you say as to that? 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

x 0 7 CHAIRMAN. August 6, $200. What have you to say as to that 
em 

Mr. Perrin. I do not remember it. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you say you do not remember, you mean 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. That you have no information to give in regard to 
it, based upon your recollection? 

Mr. PERRIN. None whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. On August 7, $100 cash. Have you any recollection 
as to the purpose for which that was expended? 

Mr. PERRIN., No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And on August 7 again, $75; and on August 7, 
again, $50; that is $225 on August 7. ave you any knowledge as to 
what that was used for? 

Mr. Penntn. Those items are all “cash”? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; they are all cash. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 8th we have cash items of $50, $50, $50, $50, 
and $50—$250; do you know the purpose for which that money, or any 
part of it, was expended. 

Mr. Perrin. Those are cash? 

The CuHarmMax. Yes; cash items. ‘ 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

Senator POMERENE. You have said in answer to Senator SUTHER- 
LANp—I want to quote you correctly, and if I do not you will correct 
me—that you probably paid money to 100 different persons, though you 
were not definite as to your statement. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I can not be. 

Senator POMERENE. I understand that. You also said to him again 
in your examination that you knew personally very many of the men 
that you employed. 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. 

Senator POMERENE. Do you mean to tell the committee that you do 
not now remember any of the men to whom you paid this money, out- 
side of the few names that you gave to Senator HEYEURN? 

Mr. Persty. That is just exactly what I mean to say. 

Senator POMEREXE. Not one of them? 

Vr. Perts. Not one of them. 


MR, PERRIN’S METHODS OF DISTRIBUTING $5,000. 


(U3B) Mr. Perris. I planned that we would take the first $1,000 and 
get hold of as many of the men who were accustomed to doing political 
work in that roy as we could get hold of with that money, laying 
the foundation for further and more extensive electioneering if the 
money was forthcoming. “ * At that time, I think, I knew I 
would get another $1,000. 

“The CHAIRMAN. With this class of expenditure the motive does cut 
some figure. You were representing a candidate for office, under the 
laws of a State, and you were not spending your money, but his. Did 
it not occur to you that he would be responsible for the manner of your 
expenditure, and that incidentally to that you would have some respon- 
sibility?” 

Mr. Perrin. No. 


The CHAIRMAN. It did not? 

Mr. PERRIN. No. 

“The CHAIRMAN. You did not feel that you were under any responsi- 
bility to any person or any law for the manner of the expenditure of 
this money 

Mr. PERRIN, I do not think I said that. 

The CHAIRMAN. I asked you. It is a question I am asking you. 

Mr. PERRIN. Just read the question, please. 

The reporter read as follows : 

“The CHAIRMAN, You did not feel that you were under any responsi- 
1 8 to 17 person or any law for the manner of the expenditure of 

s money?” 

Mr. Perrin. I felt that I was responsible to Senator STEPHENSON for 
the expenditure of the money that he put in my hands. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you mean the manner of the e diture? 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I do not think go, 3 I think I was selected 
to exercise an independent judgment upon the manner in which his 
candidacy should be furthered in that particular. 

ii CHAIRMAN. And leave the responsibility upon Senator STEPHEN- 

N 

Mr. PERRIN. May I inquire—responsibility for what? 

The CHAIRMAN. The manner in which you expended it; were you 
going to let him take chances on that? 

Mr. Perrin. I do not think the Senator was taking any chances on 


t. 

The CHAIRMAN. To return to Mr. Shields: You have not been able 
to account for any item of expenditure by Mr. Shields; so that we shall 
have to rely upon Mr. Shields, shall we, for that information? 

Mr. PERRIN. I presume he can give you some idea as to what he did 
with that money. I should like to say, if I may, that of these cash 
items I think Mr. Fridley had more than appears to have been given 
him upon checks drawn to his order. 

Mr. Perrin. This statute has never received in practical operation, by 
anybody that I know of in the State of Wisconsin, the construction 
which has been suggested here. It is the common, ordinary thing 
throughout northern Wisconsin to take a man to the theater or take 
him to lunch, not necessarily to 8 his mind, but to enlighten him. 
You do these thi to get à man's mind in a receptive mood. You can 
not go after him, Senator, you know, with an ax and beat an idea into 
him. It has got to be worked out along practical lines. It seems fool- 
ish for me to sit here and talk to you gentlemen about this thing, be- 
cause you know so much more about it than I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Our examination here is not so much for our enter- 
tainment as to make a record. 

Mr. PERRIN. I beg your pardon. I apologize. 

The CHAIRMAN. You need make no apology. ‘This is to be taken as a 
test of 88 meaning of “ electioneering,” then, is it? 

Mr. Ruin. I think that is a fair test of the meaning of ninety-nine 
men out of a hundred who conduct politics. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of “ electioneering ”? j 

Mr. PERRIN. “ Electioneering.” 

The CHAIRMAN. You think that comes within the definition of * elec- 
tloneering ? 

Mr. PERRIN, I certainly do. 

The CHAIRMAN. And when you speak of having expended money in 
3 either by you or by those whom you employed, you in- 
clude that kind of cotta AF falas under the head “ electloneering“ ? 

Mr. Perrin, It may be included. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You think it Is as legitimate to reach a man 
through his appetite as it is through his intellect. 


KNOWINGLY PAID MONEY TO SHAUERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. You said, or I understood you to say, that there was 
only one case in which you knowingly paid money to a man who was a 
candidate for the legislature; what case was that? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Shauers, of Oconto County. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Was he elected? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was his name? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Mr. Shauers. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you pay him money? 

Mr. EpmMonps. He was a railroad man, and for the purpose of organ- 
5 5 he went in different parts of the State to see railroad men. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he in employment then or out of employment? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Out of employment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then he went from his home to different parts of 
the State, outside of the legislative district where he was a candidate? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes. It was distinctly understood that he was to 
spend no time, no money, in that district. 

The CHAIRMAN, Well, but did he? 

Mr. EpMonps. He did not, to my knowledge. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is, in his own district? 

Mr. Ebuoxrs. In his own district. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So that ag that was expended by him had any 
relation to the campaign 3 n his district? 

Mr. Epsonps. Absolutely not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Either directly or indirectly? 

The Cnatnuax. How much did po pay Shauers? 

Mr. Epmonps. I don't recall. should think it might range from 
$50 to $100 or $125. I don’t think more than that. I paid him, I 
think, two or three different times $25. 

THOMAS REYNOLDS. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive sy more than $180 from Senator 
STEPHENSON or from anyone in his behalf? 

Mr. ReyNnoips. I received $100 from Senator STEPHENSON’S manager. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that the $100 that you have referred to? id 
you receive $280 altogether from Senator STEPHENSON or his manager? 

Mr. ReyNxotps. I did not consider it from Senator STEPHENSON, al- 
though Senator STEPHENSON told me afterwards that he told them to 
send it to me—I apes for my services; I do not know for what. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive $280 altogether from Senator 
STEPHENSON? s 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You received $80 from Senator STEPHENSON per- 
sonally, did you not? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you received $100 from Senator STEPHENSON 
personally? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. No, sir; not personally. 

The CHAIRMAN. From whom did you receive it? 

Mr. Reynowups. I received it through the mail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive the second $100 through the mail? 

Mr. RETNOLDs. The second $100; yes, sir; that is the only $100 I 
peered g through the mail, the second $100—no; the first $100. The 
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The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive another $100 after that? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I received $100 by check from his manager. 

The CHARMAN. Did you receive $100 by check from Senator STEPHEN- 
Sox? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. No, sir. 

The CUREMA Did you receive more than one sum of $100 from the 
manager 
%% one That is all I received from the manager—$100; a 

eck, 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us how you received the $280. 

Mr. REYNOLDS. I received $80 from Senator STEPHENSON and $100 
afterwards from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. From Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Personally? 

Mr. Ruxxolbs. Not personally; no. 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you receive it? 

Mr. Reynotps. Through the mail. 

* * $ * * * $ 

The CHAMAN. To whom did you pay the largest sum of money? 

Mr. RIORDAN. In all? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, 

Mr. Riorpan. During the camp ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; out of this fund. 

Mr. Riorpan. For any purpose? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Rrorpan. $250 to E. A. Everett, of Eagle River. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what did you pay him that sum? 

Mr. RIORDAN. For travel Sree the counties of Vilas, Iron, and 
Oneida and ascertaining, as far as he was able, the sentiment of the 
people as he went along; that is, those who were for and against each of 
the several candidates. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he 1 le to you, a memorandum of people, show- 
ing the result of that work 

ir. RIORDAN, He made two such trips through the county. After the 
first one he came back and made a report to me, and the second time 
he came back and made a similar report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us who he was. 

Mr. RIORDAN. E. A. Everett is the proprietor of the Everett resort. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is that? 

Mr. Riorpan. That consists of a large hotel dining room and about 
40 cottages on the Eagle chain of lakes, at Eagle River. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a summer resort? 

Mr. Riorpan. It is a summer resort. Prior to that time he was a 
member of the Wisconsin Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN. But at the time you made this arrangement with 
him he was not a public officer? 

Mr. RIORDAN. He was a candidate for public office. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. What office? 

Mr. RIORDAN. The office of member of the assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time yon paid him this money? 

Mr. Rionpax. I did not pay him the money, I see by 
until the 31st of August. 

Senator POMERENE. Is that George E. Everett? 

Mr. RIORDAN. E. A. Everett. 

The CHAIRMAN. The testimony would indicate that you paid it to him 
before the primary election. 

Mr. RIORDAN. I think a day or two before the primary election. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He was a candidate for the assembly? 

Mr. RIORDAN, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he elected? 

Mr. Rrorpan. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you pet it to him, did you know that he was 


a candidate for the assembly 
I surely talked with him 


on 3 I think I did, certainly. 
abou 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he announcing for whom he would vote in the 
legislature if he were elected? 

Mr. RIORDAN., Yes: he was to vote for the candidate who received 
the primary nomination. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without regard to who it was? 

Mr. RIORDAN. Yes; and I would like to add there that the man who 
was running against him made the same promise. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What was his name? 

Mr. RIORDAN. D. B. Stevens. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ther pte to abide the result of the 3 ? 

Mr. RIORDAN, Yes. e compere was made with that un erstanding. 

The CHARMAN. For whom did they assert their influence during the 
baer nat the time preceding the election? 

Mr. Rrorpan. I think for themselves, individually. 

The CHAIRMAN, Were they announcing their support of any particular 
candidate, or doin 5 Arnie in the interest of any particular candidate? 

Mr. RIORDAN. No; I do not think they were. 


BANCROFT'’S METHODS. 


The CHAIRMAN (reading) : 

“The result of our conference was that I, being pretty well ac- 
quainted with the county, and knowing who the political workers were 
in the county, consented to disburse this amount of money for Mr. 
STEPHENSON. 

Is that correct? 

Mr. Bancrorr. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. Give us the names of the people and the amounts 
you gave them. 

Mr. BANCROFT. George Mehaffy I A ges $100. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was he to for that 3100? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I gave him no instructions whatever. 

Senator POMERENE. What is his address? 

Mr. Bancrort. Richland Center. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do with the money? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I could not tell you. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ask him to render you an account of the 
manner of its expenditure? 

Mr. Bancrorr. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he eyer tell you how he expended the money? 

Mr. Bancrorr. He did not. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you never knew? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever know? 

Mr. Baxcnhorr. I never knew. 

MONEY PAID TO MULDER, CANDIDATE FOR THE LEGISLATURE, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then you said, “and he got some of this money”; 
so I got the impression that you referred to McConnell. 

Senator POMERENE. You understood that I was referring to Mulder? 


Mr. GORDON. Yes. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is all right, then. 
Senator PomMerenn, Yes; that is all right, so there will be no mis- 


understanding. Was it as much as $50? 

Mr. GORDON, I can not tell you how much it was. 

Senator POMERENE. You can certainly give us some idea as to whether 
it was a matter of $5 or $10 or $50 or 5100. 

Mr. Gonpox. I can not tell you definitely how much it was. 

Senator POMERENE, I know; but I am not asking you for that. I am 
asking ae for your best judgment about it. 

Mr. Gonpox. It was probably, I should guess, from $25 to $50. 

Senator POMERENE. t did you say to him with reference to his 
8 what use was to be made of this money? 

— RDON. He was one of the original Stephenson men in the 
county, and I asked him to do what he could in the interest of Mr. 
STEPHENSON. 

Senator POMERENS. What else was said? 

Mr. Gorpoy. That is all I can recollect. I do not recollect all that 
was said. That is what I naturally would say. 

Senator POMERENE. Since your attention has been directed to this 
DAER e you not recall that Mulder was a candidate for the general 
assem 

Mr. GORDON. I say he was a candidate, but I can not recollect whether 
he pas — I gave him the money or whether he subsequently became 
a can è. 

Senator POMERENE. I misunderstood you, then. 

Mr. Gonnox. He was a candidate; ves. 

Senator POMERENE. We understand each other now—that he was in 
fact a candidate? 

Mr. Gonpox. He was a candidate; yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE, But you meant to say that you do not remember 
whether at the time you gave him the money he was then an announced 
candidate or not? 

Mr. Gorpon, That is the idea. 

WHEELERS METHODS OF DISTRIBUTION. 

William G. Wheeler distributed $800 and aided in the “ organization.” 
Mr. C. B. Salmons was one of his lieutenants. Mr. Salmons reported 
Hd oo of his operations in the follgging letter to his ef (p. 


BELOIT, WIS., September 1. 
My Dran WHEELER: I inclose bills in blank which are correct. AN 
the men and rigs were in the exclusicve use of Stephenson. We did not 
mix any other candidates. We also had about as many more that were 
STEPHENSON and one or two other candidates. At this writing, 4 p. m., 
I predict 1,700 to 1,800 votes, and that STEPRENSON will get 65 per 


cent, 
Very truly, C. B. SALMON. 


We should pay these men in the morning. 

(Our italics.) > - 

Mr. Dart’s METHODS OF DISTRIBUTING MONEY. 

Dart was one of the deputy game wardens, and recelved $400 for 
5 payer tin purposes.” 

The chairman read to the witness an extract from his testimony 
given before the legislative committee, as follows: 

“Q. What did you do with it?—A. Spent it. 
“Q. How?—A. Every old way. 

“Q. What is that?—A. Every way. 
“Q. Tell us some way that you spent it.—A. Oh, I spent quite a lot 
of it in saloons.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that true? 

Mr. Dart. Well, I should not go past any of them if there was any- 
body there I wanted to see, 

. s = = L * * 

The CHARMAN (reading from previous testimony) : 

“Q. Did you make any payments to individuals?—A. Oh, yes; I 
gaye them quite a little bunch of money. 

“Q, Who were the persons to whom you gave“ 8 a little bunch of 
5 Oh, I don’t know; I could not mention half or a quarter 
of them.” 

He, however, on pages 977 to 982, gives an interesting account of the 

ditures that he remembers. 
he testimony of Mr. Wellensgard, on pages 852, 855, and 856; that 
of Mr. French, at page 876; and that of George Beyer, at page 881, 
furnish fair illustrations of the methods employed by local workers. 
LIQUOR EXPENDITURES. 


Senator Pomerene. Or, if he got a drink of whisky at the bar and 
drank it there, that would not be prohibited; but if he got a half a 
pint and put it in his pocket and took it away for a swig after a while, 
that would be iMegal? 

Mr. Sacxer. I think I should have to revert to the custom again and 
say that the half pint was lawful. 

Senator SuTHERLAND. Is it the custom in Wisconsin to buy the voters 
bottles of whisky and give to them? 

Mr. SACKET. And kegs of beer; yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. And kegs of beer? 

Mr. BACKET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Let me get that question. 

Senator POMERENE. Being from Maine, you do not know anything 
about that, 

Mr. Lrrrierrecp. That is why I was quite anxious to get the actual 
practical situation. I trust we are adding to the sum of human knowl- 

e and at the same time increasing my own information. Of course, 
I fully realize my infirmity. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Now, Mr. Sacket, do you seriously mean that 
that is the custom in Wisconsin 

Mr. Sacket. The custom, as I understand it; 

Senator SUTHERLAND. To purchase bottles of w 
for voters? 

Mr. SACKET. Yes, sir. 
+ $ 0 $ * kd * 
The CHAIRMAN (reading) : 
“Q. You kept no track of it. How could you present a bill to Mr. 

Wayland? Was thst just an estimate of what you spent?—A. No. I 

think there was $135 cash I bad in my pocket, without the automobile, 

which was $15. I think it was $150 I had that day when I left the 
office." 


es, sir. 
sky and kegs of beer 


Is that correct? 

Mr. O'Connor. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN (renang) ; 

“Q. And you spent all that in one day?—A. Yes, sir.” 
* * * * 2 * 
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(827) Mr. O'Connor. No, sir; it was a supper, I guess, that cost 
about $1.60 for the two of us. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You spent $1.60 for food, as I understand you? 

Mr. O'Connor. Yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. That would leave $305.40 for whisky and 
cigars and automobiles? 

Mr. O'Coxxon. Yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Do you think you spent a little too much for 


? 

Mr. O'Coxxor. No; I did not think anything about it. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You do not recall spending any of the money 
for anything else. 

Mr. O' Cox xon. That is all it was spent for. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. That is, you spent $305.40 for an automobile 
and for whisky and cigars? 

Mr. O'Connor. Yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND, And that was your notion of furthering the 
interests of Senator STEPHENSON in this campaign, was it? 
A mh O'Connor. That is the way they make a campaign up in that 
erritory. ‘ 

Senator SUTHERLAND. That is the way you made it, at all events? 

Mr. O'Connor. That is customary up there. 

MONEY PAID TO “ENTHUSE” VOTERS. 

ane Niel pe Mr. Edmonds, did you pay the $50 to Mr. Dettmam 
on Augus 
1 . My recollection is not clear on that, but I think I sent 

The CHAIRMAN. You think you sent it to him; for what purpose? 
i a ee For assistance among the German Lutherans in his 
locality. 

The CHAIRMAN. What kind of assistance? 

Mr. EpmMonps. So that he would get out and help to get out the 
vote—interest his friends—for Senator STEPHENSON, 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no vote to be gotten out on August 8 for 
at, Lay ee a month before the election. 

r. EpMonps. When I say getting out the vote, I do not refer to the 
actual carrying or taking of the persons to the polls, but to interest 
them so that they would get out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Enthuse ? 
Mr. EDbuoxps. That is the idea—enthuse them. Thank you for the 
suggestion. 


he CHarmman, O. L. Gust, $300, August 8.” Did you pay that 


money? 
Mr. Epsonps. I can not recall that payment at all. 
$ + +. * * * * 


The CAnuAN. What do you mean by lining them up for Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. Epsonps, Getting them interested in his election. 

The CiaimMAN. Discussing his election with them? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Paying any money to them for any purpose? 

Mr. Epmonps. That was up to the man’s 5 as to whether that 
was necessary or advisable in the conduct of the campaign for Senator 
STEPHENSON’S election. A 

The CHARAN. Was that E given to him to expend among the 
ZANA ND for cigars or treats of any kind if he saw fit to so 
expen 

Ir. EpMonps, So far as I know he might have expended it in that 


way. 
The CHAIRMAN. There was no restriction placed upon it? 
Mr. EDMONDS. I think not; not in that manner. 
FINDING. 

We regret that we can not feel warranted in finding for the sitting 
Member, but we believe the methods employed at the primary were cor- 
rupt; that they were against public policy; that they were demoralizin 
in character; that they directly contributed to destroy the purity an 
freedom of the election; that they violated the fundamental principles 
at the basis of our system of government; and that they are not to be 
tolerated by the Senate of the United States as a means of procuring a 
seat in that body. 

We desire to submit the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That Isaac STEPHENSON was not duly and legally elected 
to a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin.“ 

W. L. JONES. 


Moses E. CLAPP, 

Wo. S. KENYON. 
Jno. W. Kern. 

LUKE LEA. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. - 


Mr. BURTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, February 22, 1912, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1912. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND MARINE-HOSPITAL 
SERVICE. 
Passed Asst. Surg. Henry S. Mathewson to be surgeon. 
Passed Asst. Surg. Taliaferro Clark to be surgeon. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Charles P. Burt to be a lieutenant commander. 
Ensign Claudius R. Hyatt to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 


Posr MASTERS. 


ARIZONA. 
E. J. Smith, Holbrook. 


CALIFORNIA, 
Enos F. Floyd, San Andreas. 
Anne C. Mahan, Fort Jones. 
Clarence S. Merrill, Berkeley. 
COLORADO, 
Jefferson D, Frazey, Antonito. 
FLORIDA, 
George A. Alba, St. Augustine. 
George W. Duncan, Jasper. 
IDAHO. 
Francis Ball, Pocatello. 
ILLINOIS. 
George W. Martin, St. Anne, 
Louis Opp, Belleville. 
Henry C. Paradis, Momence, 
Elmer E. Smith, Clayton. 
C. N. Smith, Madison. 
MAINE. 
George E. Durrell, Skowhegan, 
George A. Herrick, Madison. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Clarke P. Harding, Medway. 
Edwin Smith, Mittineague. 
MICHIGAN, 
Jacob Le Roy Gumaer, Ovid. 
NEBRASKA. 
Thomas A. Boyd, Beaver City. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Frank S. Huckins, Ashland. 
NEW YORK, 
Henry R. Bryan, Hudson, 
Arthur Hartt, Ravena. — 
William F. Lewis, Arcade. 
Warren J. Martin, Port Chester. 
James M. Requa, Tarrytown. 
Charles E. Tracy, Newfane. 
Oliver H. Tuthill, Rockville Center. 
SOUTH CAROLINA, 
Ellison Capers, jr., Summerton, 
Martin Cauthen, Kershaw. 
Charles D. Kennedy, Johnston. 
Aaron M. Morris, Pickens. 
William H. Ochsner, Chamberlain. 
Alonzo D. Webster, Orangeburg. 
WASHINGTON. 
William O. Gregory, Burlington. 
George Vetter, Sunnyside. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
George T. Goshorn, Piedmont. 
WISCONSIN. 
Oscar C. Olman, Princeton. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepnespay, February 21, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Eternal God; our heavenly Father, by the sun which Mu- 
mines the earth; by the stars which shine by night; by the 
change of seasons; by the wonderful adaptation of means to 
ends; by the holy ties which bind us together into families; 
by the patriotism which inspires to deeds of heroism; by the 
faith which has come down to us out of the ages; by the hope 
which shines brighter than day; by the love which time nor 
space can sever; by the still, small voice Thou doest speak to 
us, and bid us go forward to the things which make for 
righteousness in the soul which shall survive the wreck of time, 
help vs to hear and obey. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Curtiss, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution and bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence ef the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. J. Res. 74. Joint resolution for an exhibit at the Fifth Na- 
tional Corn Exposition, at Columbia, S. C.; and 
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S. 4197. An act for the purchase of a site for the erection of 
a post office and public building at New Martinsville, Wetzel 
County, W. Va. 


PRINTING OF ILLUSTRATIONS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have my speech of yesterday, in regard to the chemical 
schedule, printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the matter of illustrations, under 
the law, has to go to the Joint Committee on Printing, and the 
House can not contro! it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 


THE CHEMICAL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
proceedings under the calendar of to-day until the bill H. R. 
20182, to revise the chemical schedule, is disposed of. I be- 
lieve it requires a motion. - 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not make a point of order on 
that motion. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the previous 
question having been ordered, the amendments will have to 
be voted upon first, and then the bill. Unless a separate vote 
is demanded on some particular amendment, the vote will be 
taken en bloc. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the amended bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was read the third time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill 
with instructions, in accordance with the motion which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALzELL] moves to recommit the bill with instructions. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I move to recommit the bill H. R. 20182, a bill to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 5, 1909, to the Committee on Ways and wen with truc- 
tions to that committee to report amendments to the bill, striking out 
of the dutiable list in the bill certain noncompetitive crude materials 
now on the free list under existing law, and striking out of the bill 
increases in the tariff rate on certain crude materials carried by the 
bill and restoring the lower rates on said materials as provided by the 
existing tariff law, as follows, to wit: 

Amend, page 2, line 7, by striking out the following words: Benzoic 
acid, 5 cents per pound.” 

Amend, page 2, line 13, by striking out the words “ phthalic acid, 5 
cents per pound.” 

Amend, page 2, lines 21 and 22, by erkin out the words “ 
albumen, 6 cents per pound,” and inserting in lieu thereof the wo 
“egg albumen, 3 cents per pound.” 

Amend, page 8, by striking out of lines 3 and 4, the following: 

“6. Alizarin, natural or artificial, and dyes derived from alizarin or 
from anthracene, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend, page 3, lines 14, 15, and 16, by striking out the words 
“Argols or crude tartar or wine lees crude or partly refined, containing 
not more than 90 per cent of potassium bitartrate, 10 per cent ad valo- 
rem,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: Argols or crude tartar 
or wine lees crude, 5 5 cent ad valorem; partly refined containing not 
more than 90 per cent of potassium 1 10 per cent ad valorem.“ 

Amend. by 3 out, on page 3, lines 20 to 25, inclusive, and on 
page 4, down to and including the semicolon in line the following: 
* Balsams: Copaiba, fir or Canada, Peru, tolu, and all other balsams, 
which are natural and uncompounded and not suitable for the manu- 
facture of perfumery and cosmetics, if in a crude state, not advanced 
in value or condition by any process or treatment whatever beyond 
that essential to the proper packing of the balsams and the prevention 
ef decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per cent ad valorem,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following : “ Balsams: Copaiba, fir or 
Canada, Peru tolu, and all other balsams. 

Amend, page 6, lines 15 to 19, by striking out the following: 

“93. Coal-tar products known as dead and creosote oil, soluble and 
sulfonated dead and creosote oil, anthracene and anthracene oil, benzol, 
naphtol, resorein, toluol, xylol; all the foregoing not medicinal and not 
colors or dyes, 5 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend by striking out of lines 20 to 25, page 6, and lines 1 to 5, 
inclusive, page 7, the following: 

“924, Coal-tar products known as anilin oil and salts, toluidin, li- 
din, cumidin, binitrotoiuol, binitrobenzol, benzidin, tolidin, dianisidin, 
naphtylamin, diphenylamin, benzaldehyde, benzyl chloride, nitrobenzol 
and nitrotoluol, naphtylaminsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium 
salts, naphtolsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, amido- 
naphtolsulfoacids and their sodium or potassium salts, amidosalicylic 
acid, binitrochlorbenzol, diamidostilbendisulfo-acid, metanilic acid, para- 
nitranilin, dimethylanilin; all the foregoing not medicinal and not 
colors or dyes, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

Amend by striking out of the paragraph in lines 22 to 25, page 7, 
and lines to 11, page 8, reading as follows: 28. Drugs, su as 
barks, beans, berries, buds, bulbs, bulbous roots, excrescences, fruits, 
flowers, dried fibers, dried insects, grains, gums, herbs, leaves, lichens, 
mosses, nuts, nutgalls, roots, stems, vegetables, seeds (aromatic, not 
garden seeds), seeds of morbid growth, weeds, and woods ex- 


w 
pressly for dyeing or tanning; any of the foregoing which are natural 
and uncompounded drugs and not edible, and not oe peg provided 
for in this act or in the first section of the act cited for 


amendment, 


but which are advanced in value or condition by peeling, shredding, 
grinding, chipping, pada ree or any other process or treatment what- 
ever beyond that essential to the proper packing of the drugs and the 
prevention of decay or deterioration pending manufacture, 10 per cent 


ad valorem: Provided, That no article containing alcohol shall be classi- 

fied for duty under this paragraph,” the words oe shredding, 

grin ding, chipping, crushing, or any other” and inserting in lieu thereof 
word “any.” 

Amend, page 8, by striking out of line 12 the following: “ 29. Ergot, 
10 cents per pound.” 

Amend, page 10, by striking out of paragraph 37, with the heading 
Gums, from lines 5 to 7, the following: 

Amber, and amberoid unmanufactured, or crude gum, $1 per 
pont: arabic, one-half of 1 cent per pound; camphor, crude, natural, 
cents per pound.” 0 

And by striking out of lines 9 and 10 the following: "gum gopal, 
one-half of 1 cent per pound; gum resin, 10 per cent ad valorem.” 

And by ieta i out of lines 13, 14, and 15 the words “gum Kauri 
and damar, and lac, crude, seed, button, and stick, 1 cent per pound; 
lac dye and shell, 1; cents per pound.” 

15 Peoria page 10, line 16, by striking out the word “indigo” where 
rst appears. 

Amend, page 10, Iine 19, by striking out of line 19, after the heading 
“Iodine,” the following: 

“Crude, 10 cents per pound.“ 

Amend, page 10, by striking out of paragraph 41 the following: 

“Buchu leaves, 10 cents per pound; “gentian, one-fourth of 1 

00 


“ 


cent per pound; licorice root, unground, fifteen one-hundredths of 1 
cent per pound; sarsaparilla root, 1 cent per pound.” 

Amend, page 11, by striking out in lines 3 to 7 the words “cassia 
buds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cinnamon chips"; nut- 
megs; pepper, black or white; capsicum or red pepper, or cayenne 
pepper; and clove stems, 1 cent per 8 cloves, 2 cents per pound; 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

S uds, cassia, and cassia vera; cinnamon and cinnamon 
chips“; nutmegs; pepper, black or white; 1 or red pepper, or 
cayenne pepper; clove stems and cloves, all the foregoing, when 
ground, 2 cents 1 pound.” 

Amend, page 11, lines 13, 14, and 15, by striking out the following: 

42. Lemon juice, lime juice, and sour orange juice, all the fore- 
going containing not more than 2 per cent of alcohol, 10 per cent ad 
valorem.” 

Amend, page 11, line 19, by striking out the following: 

“44. Lime, citrate of, 1 cent pound.” 

Amend, page 11, lines 23 and 24, by striking out the following: 

“ Magnesite, calcined, not purified, $1 105 ton.“ 

age 13, line 1, by striking out the 
palm-kernel oil, and soya-bean oil, 


Amend, page 13, lines 1 to 5, by 3 out the following: 


or manufacturing p oses, by such means as shall be satisfactory to 
the Secretary of t 
by him, th h 

Amend, page 13, line 8, by s ing out the following: 

“ And peanut oil, 10 cen pes Jon.” 

Amend, page 13, lines 8 and 9, by stri ing out the following: 

And Chinese-nut oil, 5 cents per gallon.” 

Amend, page 13, lines 9, 10, 11, and 12, by striking out the following: 

Almond oil, sweet, 5 cents per pound; mace oil, 8 cents per 5 
sesame or sesamum seed or bean oil, 11 cents po pound.” 

Amend, page 13, lines 21 to 25, and page 14, line 1, by striking ont 
the following words: “ anise or anise seed; bergamot; camomile; cara- 
way; cassia, cinnamon; cedrat; citronella or lemon grass; jasmine or 
rán AAR juniper ; lavender, and aspic or spike lavender; lemon; limes; 
neroli or oran; ower ;” “ origanum, or white; rosemary or an- 
thoss; attar of roses, thyme; and valerian;” now carrying in the bill 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

Amend, page 15, lines 16 and 17, by striking out the following: 

“ Ambergris; enfleurage grease; musk, crude, in natural pods, and” 
“civet, crude; ” now carrying in the bill 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Amend, page 19, lines 5 to 8, by striking out the words“ Potash: Bi- 
carbonate of, and carbonate of, refined, one-half of 1 cent per pound; 
hydrate of, six-tenths of 1 cent per pound; hydrate of, in sticks or rolls, 
i cent per pound;” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
“Potash: Bicarbonate of, one-half of 1 cent per pound; caustic pot- 
ash or hydrate of, refined, in sticks or rolls, 1 cent per pound: 

Amend, page 19, lines 10 and 11, in the paragraph headed “ Potash,” 
by striking out the words “nitrate of, or saltpeter, crude, $3 per ton; 
refined, $7 per ton;“ and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 
“nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined, $7 per ton;” 

Amend, page 20, lines 21 and 22, by striking out the following: 
“vanilla beans, 50 cents per pound;” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to recommit with instructions. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. i 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 182, 
answered “ present” 9, not voting 72, as follows: 


YEAS—130. 
Ainey Cooper Foster, Vt. Heald © 
Ames Crago French Helgesen 
Anderson, Minn. Crumpacker Fuller Henry, Conn. 
Barchfeld Currier Gardner, Mass. Higgins 
Bartholdt Curry Gardner, N. J. Hill 
Bates Dalzell Gillett Hinds 
Berger Davidson Good Howell 
Bingham Davis, Minn, Green, Iowa Howland 
Bowman De Forest Griest Humphrey, Wash. 
Bradley Draper Guernsey Jackson 
Browning Driscoll, M, E. Hamilton, Mich. ahn 
Burke, S. Dak. Dwight. Hanna Kendall 
Butler . Dyer Harris Kenn 
Calder Esch Hartman Kinkaid, Nebr. 
Campbell Farr Haugen Knowland 
Cannon Focht Hawley Kopp 
Catlin Foss Hayes Lafferty 
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La Follette 
Langham 
Lawrence 


McKenzie 
McKinley 
McKinney 
MeMorran 
Madden 
Mann 


Ada ir 
Adamson 

Akin, N. X. 
Alexander 
Anderson, Ohio 
Ansber: 
Ashbroo 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 


Collier 


Curley 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 


Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 


Fiel 
Fordney 


Martin, S. Dak. Porter 

Miller owers 
Mondell 

Moon, Pa, Prouty 
Moore, Pa. ees 

Morgan Roberts, Nev. 
Morse, Wis, Rodenberg 
Mott Simmons 
Murdock Sloan 

N Smith, J. M. C. 
Nelson r 

Norris —— 

e ens, 
Olmsted Sterling 
Patton, Pa. Stevens, Minn, 
Pickett Sulloway 

NAYS—182. 
Difenderfer Holland 
Dixon, Ind. Houston 
Doremus Ho 
Doughton Hu N. J. 
Driscoll, D. A. Hu 
upre Humphreys, Miss 
Edwards Jacoway 
Ellerbe James 
Evans Johnson, Ky. 
Faison Johnson, 8. C, 
Fergusson Jones 
Ferris Kitchin 
` Finley Konig 
Fitzgerald Konop 
Flood, Va. Lamb 
tba Ark. 2 Pa. 
‘ornes gare 
Foster, III. Lever 
Fowler sari 
Gallagher Linthicum 
Garner Little 
Garrett Littleton 
Glass Lloyd 
Godwin, N. C. Lobeck 
Goeke McCoy 
Goldfogle McDermott 
Goodwin, Ark McGillicuddy 
Gould MeKellar 
Gray , Nebr. 
Gregg, Pa. Maher 
Gregg, ‘Tex. Martin, Colo. 
2 Moon, Tenn 
Hamill Moore, Tex. 
Hamilton, W. Va. Mo: n 
Hamlin Moss, Ind. 
Hammond Neeley 
Hardwick Padgett 
1 
Harrison, TET Palmer 
Harrison, N. Y. Pepper 
Hay Peters 
Hayden Post 
Heflin Pou 
Helm Pujo 
Henry, Tex. Rainey 
Hensley er 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—9. 
Donohoe Hobson 
Estopinal Langley 


NOT VOTING—72. 


Hughes, Ga. 
Hughes, W. Va, 
Kent 

Kindred 
Kinkead, N. J. 
Korbly 
Lafean 

Lee, Ga. 
Lewis 
Lindsay 
McHe 
McLaughlin 
Macon 


Malb 
Matthews 


R 
Sabath 
Saunders 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the remainder of this session: 

Mr. Rionpax with Mr. ANDRUS. 

Mr. Honsox with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 

Until further notice: 


. STANLEY with Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio. 
„ SABATH with Mr. SWITZER. 

. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. PRINCE. 
. Ler of Georgia with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
. Kunprep with Mr, MCLAUGHLIN. 

. Francis with Mr. KENT. 

. CANTRILL with Mr. FORDNEY. 

. ALLEN with Mr. REYBURN. 

. Hucues of Georgia with Mr. Huemes of West Virginia. 
. Cox of Ohio with Mr. Sauuzl W. SMITH. 
. OLDFÆLD with Mr. UTTER. 

. THomas with Mr. HUBBARD. 


an 
Stephens, Miss. 
Fad a pod Nebr. 


Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thayer 


Young, Tex. 


Talbott, Md. 
Tilson 


Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Th 


. Frecps with Mr. LANGLEY. 

. Stsson with Mr. TILSON. 

. WHITACRE with Mr. SELLS. 

. Georce with Mr. MALBY, 

Mr. Lewis with Mr. ANTHONY. 

. SLAYDEN with Mr. PLUMLEY. 

. Talnorr of Maryland with Mr. PAnRAN. 

. BoxkHNR with Mr. SLkur. 

. Gnanax with Mr. Dopps. 

. Macon with Mr. Surrn of California. 

. Burke of Wisconsin with Mr. Cary. I 
. SHarp with Mr. LAFEAN. 

Mr. Bortanp with Mr. COPLEY. 

Mr. Austin (for recommitting) with Mr. Sauxbzus (against 
recommitting). 

Mr. Payne (for recommitting) with Mr. Branriry (against 
recommitting). 

Until February 23, noon: 

Mr. Estorrnat with Mr. Roserts of Massachusetts, 

Until Monday noon: 

Mr. Butxiey with Mr. DANFORTH. 

Mr. ESTOPINAL. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. ESTOPINAL. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Ropserts, and I desire to withdraw my 
vote and to answer “ present.” 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently voted “aye.” 
I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Fixtps, and desire to 
withdraw my vote and to answer “ present.” 

Mr. HOBSON. I wish to ask if the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. Farrcuirp, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then I desire to withdraw my vote and to 
answer present.“ 

Mr. TILSON. May I ask if the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. Sisson, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. : 

Mr. TILSON. I voted “aye.” I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. Stsson, and desire to withdraw my 
vote and to answer “ present.” 

Mr. WEEKS. I wish to inquire if the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. Burcrss, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. WEEKS. I supposed I was paired with the gentleman, 
and I voted “present.” I desire to change my vote and to 
answer “ aye.” 

Mr. SELLS. Mr. Speaker, I seem to have been paired with 
the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Wurracre, without my knowledge. 
I voted “aye,” but wish to withdraw my vote and to be re- 
corded as “ present.” 

The result of the yote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MANN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 179, nays 127, 
answered present“ 11, not voting 77, as follows: a 


YEAS—179. 

Adair Davenport Gudger Lloyd 
Adamson Davis, W. Va. Hamill beck 
Akin, N. Y. Hamilton, W, Va. McCoy 
Alexander Denver Hamlin McDermott 
Anderson, Ohio Dickinson Hammond MeGillicuddy 
Ansber Dickson, Miss. anna McKellar 
Ashbroo! Dies Hardwick Magelre, Nebr. 
Barnhart Difenderfer Hard Maher 
Bartlett on, In Harrison, Miss Martin, Colo. 
Bathrick Doremus Harrison, Moon, Tenn. 
Beall, Tex. Doughton ay Moore, Tex. 
Bell, Ga Driscoll, D. A, Hayden Morrison 
Blackmon pre Heflin Moss, Ind 
Bodher Edwards Helm Neeley 
Broussard Ellerbe Henry, Tex. Padgett 
Brown Evans Hensley Page 
Buchanan Faison Holland _ Palmer 
Burgess Fergusson Honston Pepper 
Burleson Ferris Howard Peters 
Burnett Finle Hughes, N. J. Post 
Byrnes, S. C. Fitzgerald Hull Pujo 
Byrns, Tenn. Flood, Va. Humphreys, Miss. Rainey 
Callaway Floyd, Ark. acoway Raker 
Candler rnes Johnson, Ky. Randell, Tex. 
Carlin Foster, Ill Johnson, S. C, Ransdell, La. 
Carter Fowler ones Rauch 
Clark, Fla Gallagher Kitchin Redfield 
Clayton Garner onig Reilly 

line Garrett Konop Richardson 
Collier Glass Lamb Roddenbery 
Connell Godwin, N. C. Lee, Pa. Rothermel 

‘onry Goeke Legare ubey 
Covington Goldfogle Lever Rucker, Colo. 
Cox, Ind. Goodwin, Ark. Levy Rucker, Mo. 
Gurley Grane Pa. Littler be 1h i 
Curley . epage u 
Daugherty Gregg, Tex. Littleton, Shackleford 
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Sherley Stephens, Miss. Thayer White 
Sherwood Stephens, Nebr. Tribble Wickliffe 
Sims Stephens, Tex. Turnbull Wilson, N. Y. 
Small Stone Tuttle Wilson, Pa. 
Smith, N. Y. Sulzer Underhill Witherspoon 
Smith, Tex. Taggart Underwood Young, Tex. 
Se hora Taylor, Ala. Watkins The Speaker 
Stedman Taylor, Colo. Webb 
NAYS—127. 

Ainey Foster, Vt. La Follette Powers 
Ames French Langham Pray 
Anderson, Minn. Fuller Lawrence Prouty 
Barchfeld Gardner, Mass. Lenroot Rees 
Bartholdt | Gardner, N. J. Lindbergh Reyburn 
Bates Gillett Longworth Roberts, Nev. 
Berger Good Lou Rodenberg 
Bingham Green, Iowa McCall Sells 
Bowman Griest McCreary Simmons 
DU Guernsey McKenzie Sloan 
Browning Hamilton, Mich. McKinley Smith, J. M. C. 
Burke, 8. Dak. Harris McKinney Speer 
Butler Hartman MeMorran een n 
Calder Haugen Madden Stephens, Cal. 
Campbell Hawley Sterling 
Cannon Hayes Martin, S. Dak. Stevens, Minn 
Catlin Heald er ullowa 
Cooper Helgesen Mondell Taylor, Ohio 
Cra; Henry, Conn Moon, Pa. Thistlewood 
Crumpacker Higgins Moore, Pa. Towner 
Currier Hill Morgan Volstead 
Curry Hinds orse, W. Warburton. 
Davidson Howell ott Wedemeyer 
Davis, Minn. Howland Murdock Weeks 
De Forest Humphrey, Wash. Needham Wilder 

raper Jackson Nelson Willis 
Driscoll, M. B. Kabn Norris Wilson. III 
Dwight Kendall Nye ood, N. J. 
Dyer Kennedy Olmsted Woods, Iowa 
Esch Kinkaid, Nebr. Patton, Pa. Young, Kans. 
Farr Knowland ickett Young, Mich. 
Focht Kopp Poxter 

ANSWERED “PRESENT "—11. 
Andrus Donohoe James Talbott, Md. 
Brantley Estopinal Langley Ison 
Bulkley Hobson McGuire, Okla. 
NOT VOTING—77. 

Alken, S. C. Fordney McLaughlin Sharp — 
Allen ‘oss Macon Sheppard 
Anthony Francis Malb isson 
Austin Geor Matthews Slayden 
Ayres Goul: Mays enp 
Boehne Graham Murray Smith, Saml. W, 
Borland Greene, Mass. Oldfield Smith, Cal. 
Burke, Pa. Hubbard O’Shaunessy Stack 
Burke, Wis. Hughes, Ga. Parran Stanley 
Cantrill Hughes, W. Va. Patten, N. Y, weet 
Cary Kent Payne Switzer 
Claypool Kindred Plumley Talcott, N. Y. 
goner Kinkead, N. J. Pou Thomas 
Cox, Ohio Korbly Prince Townsend 
Cravens Lafean Riordan Utter 
Dalzell Lafferty Roberts, Mass. Vreeland 
Danforth Lee, Ga. Robinson Whitacre 
Dodds Lewis Rouse 
Fairchild Lindsay Sabath 
Fields McHenry Saunders 


So the bill was passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

. ALLEN with Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania. 

. CLAYPOOL with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts. 

. Korpry with Mr. LAFFERTY. 

. WHITACRE with Mr. VREELAND. 

. Pou (for) with Mr. Foss (against). 

. CARTER (for) with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma (against). 
„ James (for) with Mr. DALZzELL (against). 

Mr. BRANTLEY (for) with Mr. Payne (against). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Crark of Missouri, and 
he voted “ yea” as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. UNperwoop, a motion to reconsider the 
yote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of persona! 
privilege. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I left Washington Saturday 
morning, paired with the gentleman from New York [Mr. FAIR- 
CH], for the purpose of taking part in the patriotic exercises 
held Sunday afternoon in Chattanooga, Tenn., under the aus- 
pices of the Young Men’s Christian Association, in commemora- 
tion of the birth of George Washington. Upon my arrival in 
Chattanooga, about 11 o’clock Saturday night, I was handed 
a telegram from the United Press Association, of New York, 
a copy of which I send to the desk with the request that it 
may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Representatives Hay and FITZGERALD charged you with cowardice on 
the floor of the House in connection with your statement inserted in the 


Recorp under leave to print. Will a please wire us your statement, 


so we can give your side as well to Sunday morning papers? 


Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, a similar dispatch from the As- 
sociated Press was handed to me by its correspondent about 
the same time. I dictated a hasty reply, a copy of which I 
send to the desk, with a request that it may also be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

In the absence of the statements themselves it is difficult for me to 
make a statement in repis- You say they used the word “ cowardice” 
upon the floor of the House? All I have to say in that connection is 
that I myself would have reserved such a word to use to a man’s face. 
Mr. Hay and Mr. FITZGERALD remember well my repeated effort on 
Friday afternoon to make my statements, to which they take offense, 
upon the floor, It was their own interference with unjustified points of 
order that prevented me from making my statements to their faces. 

I notice, however, that they do not see fit to await my return to 
make another personal assault upon me. An examination of the REC- 
orp will show that I made no personal attack on Chairman Hay in the 
first instance, but only on the method of procedure. His reply, on the 
other hand, was bitter and personal. After the session was over I went 
to his office and ee to him that there was nothing personal in 
my remarks, and if he had been a full-rounded man he would have 
promptiy removed the personalities in his remarks before they were 
per in the Recorp. With the short vision of a small soul he evi- 

ently interpreted my call as an effort to get him to change his re- 
marks on account of the damage he thought he nipat do me politically, 
when my mission to his office was to make plain to him my own posi- 
tion and explain there was nothing personal intended in my remarks. 

Mr. FrrzGeratp had no legitimate place in the controversy between 
Mr. Hay and myself. He has only himself to blame for any discomfort 
he has experienced. I Will see from the Rxcouůb just what Hay has 
said in my absence, and will take such action as called for in the 
premises. I do not know whether it was courage or cowardice t 
caused them to interfere with me making my statements on the floor of 
the House. They certainly did not find cowardice in my remarks as 
printed. In using that word myself I would not have chosen a_time 
when a man was absent, nor would I haye chosen the floor of the House 
to make the charge. £ 

Mr. BLACKMON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON] rise? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKMON. I would like to know the point of personal 
privilege which the gentleman makes, and if that takes pre- 
cedence over business in order on Calendar Wednesday that is 
regularly on the calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair looked into that matter and can 
not believe that the House ever intended, by the establishment of 
Calendar Wednesday, to take away the right of a Member to 
rise to a question of personal privilege. The Chair wants to 
preserve Calendar Wednesday. Matters of privilege could not 
intervene, but there is a great difference between a privileged 
question and question of privilege. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hogson] claims that he rises to a question of priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, my purpose in making this 
inquiry is this: I do not want to be discourteous to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, certainly; but there is on the calendar a 
matter that is of gravest importance to the whole State of 
Alabama, and I can bring it up only upon Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not want to be discourteous 
to the gentleman from Alabama. The Chair has ruled, and the 
Chair has made up its mind on that question absolutely and 
resolutely. If the House does not agree with the Chair, it 
can appeal. ` 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, my provisional reply was too 
late for publication, and the next day, Sunday, the press of the 
country published articles amplifying the statement epitomized 
in the press telegram just read. In practically all of them, 
without explanation from me, I am represented as accused of 
cowardice, neglect of duty, and charged with the use of under- 
hand methods in my capacity as a Representative. 

Mr. Speaker, in the deepest sense honor is a question of con- 
science beyond the reach of others, and rests in a man’s own 
hands until he appears before his Maker. But in another sense 
a man’s honor is held partly in the hands of others, determining 
in large share his good name and his association with his 
fellows, upon which depend chiefly his usefulness and largely 
his happiness in this world. 

In the first sense honor is the most sacred thing in the uni- 
yerse, and even in the second sense it is held by honorable men 
above life itself. If I had an enemy—and I am not conscious 
of having one—I would strike at his life before I would strike 
at his honor. Before the people of America and before my col- 
leagues of this House my honor and reputation as a Representa- 
tive and as a man have been grievously assaulted upon the floor 
of this House, in my absence. I beg that the facts in the case 
and the questions involved may be determined without delay, 
and I request unanimous consent for the immediate considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama requests 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the reso- 
sede which he sends to the Clerk’s desk, which the Clerk will 
sete s 

The Clerk read as follows; 


Resolution. 


means 
of reflecting upon his colleagues”; and at the bottom of the same pa; 

and af the top of the next of the Recorp another Member of this 
House referred to a second Member in the following words: “I want 
to say now that these remarks inserted in the RECORD in a covert way, 
in a way to which no man would resort if he had the frankness of 
spirit which a man should have, are false insinuations without basis 
or foundation in fact. The gentleman's reference to a Democratic 
caucus and to the fact that I was unable to get this bill before it is 
an insinuation which every member of that caucus knows to be untrue. 
The statement that there was a caucus in the sense of there being any 
meeting of the majority members of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to bind them to yote for any provision in this bill is absolutely without 


25 Eng! i —.— fea reported in th f the country that 
a 8 the House 9 a sonia Member of the House on the 
floor of the House of Representatives of cowardice in connection with 
his conduct as a Representative: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Speaker is hereby directed to appoint a committee 
of five Members to investigate all matters of controversy or complaint 
between the Members in question that led to the above statements and 
accusations and to report their findings to the House, together with 
such recommendations as they may deem called for in the premises; and 
said committee is hereby authorized to send for persons and parin and 
to administer oaths and to sit during the sessions of the House, and 
that the cost and expenses of said committee shall be paid from the 
contingent fund of the House of Representatives. Said expenses shall 
be paid out on the order and audit of the chairman or acting chairman 
of said committee. ° 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject to the present consideration of this resolution, I desire to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama to the fact 
that what he is really asking for an investigation with refer- 
ence to is a statement in the newspaper which a reading of the 
Record seems to disclose was not itself founded on fact. I shall 
object, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOBSON. Let me say to the gentleman before he takes 
his seat, if he listened carefully to the reading of the resolution 
he would notice that that was only part of the question to be 
investigated, and the gentleman will realize whether the word 
“ cowardice” has been removed from the Record or not, it was 
used, I am informed, on the floor of the House; and if it is true 
that it has gone forth over the land that a colleague of mine 
on the floor of this House has accused me of cowardice, the 
assault and damage has been done. It is similar to cases in the 
Army and Navy, when an officer’s honor has been assailed he 
is entitled to a court-martial. But the gentleman will find in 
addition to that question I cited words that are in the RECORD, 
one of which is the word “ false,” and the two together read 
“false insinuations,” referring to statements of mine. I do 
not see how there could be any greater assault on a man’s in- 
tegrity than to accuse him of being guilty of false insinuations, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey objects. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House consider 
the resolution 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not a matter of privilege; 
the motion to consider it is not a matter of privilege. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman from New Jersey with- 
draw his objection after my explanation? He can clearly see 
that the honor of a Member is at stake, and that when a 
Member’s honor is at stake no objection ought to be raised. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey withdraws 
the objection. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOBSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Under the resolution proposed by the gentle- 
man, is it the purpose to make an investigation of the state- 
ments made by the gentleman from New York and the gentleman 
from Virginia, or in connection with that to investigate the 
preparation of the Army appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOBSON. I will say to the gentleman that a careful 
reading of the resolution will indicate that its purpose is purely 
and simply to investigate the questions at issue between Mem- 
bers upon which hinges the honor of a Member. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. MANN, I yield thé floor, 


Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object 
[Cries of “ Too late! “] 

Mr. BERGER. If you say it is too late, I shall most as- 
suredly object. I did not have a chance before. 

Mr. Speaker, as I see it, nobody in this country and surely 
no one in this House will accuse the gentleman from Alabama of 
cowardice. [Applause.] However, there are 125,000 unem- 
ployed in Chicago, according to thé report of the employment 
bureau of the State of Illinois. If the gentleman from Ala- 
bama wants this House to spend a sum of money for some in- 
vestigation, let us investigate the cause of this unemployment 
in Chicago. The money will be much better spent in that man- 
ner. We have no right to spend the people’s money to inyesti- 
gate whether the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia did 
any damage to the personal code of honor of the gentleman 
from Alabama. And the gentleman from Virginia, by the way, 
behaved very nicely during the consideration of the Army bill. 
[Applause.] I say we have no right to spend the people’s money 
ae aae the fine points of any military code of honor. [Ap- 
plause. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects. 

Mr. SHERLEY and Mr. MANN rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair ruled, as I understood it, that the 
gentleman from Alabama had stated the question of personal 
privilege. If that is the case, is it not also privileged to have 
an investigation of those charges as a matter of privilege? Is 
it not a privileged resolution to investigate a question of per- 
sonal privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] that, as a mat- 
ter of fact, the Chair had not ruled whether it was a question 
of personal privilege or not. Thé Chair was never asked to rule 
on that question. 

Mr. MANN. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, we had passed beyond the point 
of objection. When the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Hucues] withdrew his objection, the Speaker then passed on to 
the consideration of the resolution. And I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BERGER] that we will spend no 
money on this. The statement as to money is merely a form. 
If „ has any other objection, I believe I can re- 
moye 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. BERGER] to withdraw his objection. [Applause.] 

Mr. BERGER. As long as it is not a question of money, I 
withdraw it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. I wish to thank the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, all of the facts in controversy 
are a matter of record in the House. I therefore feel it my 
duty to object, and I do object. 

Mr. HOBSON. I can state that it has passed beyond the 
stage of objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
the attention of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. 
Is it not a parliamentary fact that the privileges of the House 
are invaded if this presents the question of personal privilege 
at all, and that therefore, if the gentleman from Alabama raises 
the question of the privileges of the House, it is in order, pro- 
vided the Chair rules that it is within the privileges of the 
House, for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] to intro- 
duce the resolution of investigation? 

The SPEAKER. It is a very close question as to whether 
the gentleman from Alabama raises the question of personal 
privilege at all. But the Chair, in order to give him the benefit 
of the doubt, rules that he has a question of privilege. Now, 
haying ruled on that, the Chair thinks the resolution is in order. 
[Applause.] 

The question is on the resolution presented by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Horson] had read at the Clerk's desk a dispatch, if 
I recall correctly, of the United Press, in which it was stated 
that Mr. Hay and Mr. Frrzceratp had charged the gentleman 
frofm Alabama with cowardice. I did not use that expression, 
and it is the only time I have heard that such a statement was 
attributed to me. Inasmuch as it was read at the desk, I 
thought I should make this statement. I have carefully read, 
however, the remarks made by me on Saturday last, to which 
reference is now made, and after careful examination of the 
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remarks, Twish to say to the House that if I were to repeat the 
statements in connection with the episode to which they had 


reference I should not change a single word I then said. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. . 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. I make that 
motion for this reason: If it is not referred to the Committee 
on Rules, I shall yote for that resolution, but I think it would 
be better to send it to the Committee on Rules and have it put 
in proper shape. I do not think, as I heard it read, that it is 
in proper shape at present. I have every sympathy with the 
gentleman’s desire to sift this matter, and my motion is made 
in absolute friendliness and not in hostility. However, I think 
it ought to go to the Committee on Rules for preliminary con- 
sideration, with instructions to report within a week. I with- 
draw my motion to refer it to the Committee on Rules and 
move to refer it to the Committee on Rules with instructions to 
report within a week. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend in order to let 
the Chair again state the question? The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] moves to refer the resolution of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] to the Committee on 
Rules with instructions to that committee to report within a 
week. r 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the original resolution may again be reported to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
again reported. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, before the resolution is read, 
let me ask the gentlemen to listen very attentively. I think it 
is simplicity itself. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution. 

Whereas on page 2263, second column, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of February 17. one Member of the House referred to a second Member 
in the following words: Under the rules of the House the two columns 
of the Recorp which be inserted may properly be stricken out, but I 
prefer to leave them there 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, that is not part of the resolu- 
tion. That is simply part of the “ Whereas.” I ask that the 
Clerk read the resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Therefore be it resolved, That the Speaker is hereby directed to 
appoint a committee of five members to investigate all matters of con- 
troversy or complaint between the Members in question that led to the 
above statements and accusations and to report their findings to the 
House, together with such recommendations as they may deem called 
for in the premises, and said committee is hereby authorized to send 
for persona and oe and to administer oaths and to sit during the 
sessions of the House, and that the cost and expenses of said com- 
mittee shall be paid from the contingent fund of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Said expenses shall be paid out on the order and audit of 
the chairman or acting chairman of said committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Horson] that so far as I can see 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, has the resolution been read in 
full? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks whether the resolution has been read in full. Is that the 
question? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the question. = 

Mr. HOBSON. The “ Whereas” is not there. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam under the impression, if this is the second 
reading, that the reading omits a part of the Whereas,” 
which is necessary to be read in order to make the resolution 
intelligible. 

Mr. HOBSON. I think, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman is 
correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the “Whereas.” The 
Clerk did not read the Whereas” before, because the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Hopson] asked him not to, so that it 
is not the Clerk’s fault. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolution. 
Whereas on page 2263, second column, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 


of Febuary 17, one Member of the House referred to a second Member ` 


in the following words: Under the rules of the House the two columns 
of the Recorp which he inserted may properly be stricken out, but I 
prefer to leave them there. They will not hurt me in any place, and 
they will serve as an illustration of the type and character of the gen- 
tleman who, in an underhand and covert manner, resorted to this 
means of reflecting upon his colleagues; and at the bottom of the 
same page and at the top of the next page of the RECORD another 
Member of this House referred to a second Member in the following 


words: “I want to say now that these remarks inserted in the RECORD 
in a covert way, in a way to which no man would resort If he nad the 
frankness of spirit which a man should have, are false insinuations 
without basis or foundation in fact. + ‘The gentleman's refer- 
ence to a Democratic caucus and to the fact that I was unable to get 
this bill before it is an insinuation which every member of that caucus 
knows it to be untrue. * * Tue statement that there was a caucus 
in the sense of there being any meeting of the majority members of the 
Committee on Military airs to bind them to vote for any provision in 
this bill is absolutely without any foundation in fact”; and 

Whereas it has been freely reported in the press of the country that 
a Member of the House accused a second Member of the House on the 
floor of the House of Representatives of cowardice in connection with 
his conduct as a Representative: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Speaker is hereby directed to appoint a committee 
of five Members to investigate all matters of controversy or complaint 
between the Members in question that led to the above statements and 
accusations, and to report their findings to the House, together with 
such recommendations as m may deem called for in the premises 


expenses shall be 
paid out on the order and audit of the chairman or acting chairman of 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] moves that this resolution, presented by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Horson]—— 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, before that is put—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Be referred to the Committee 
on Rules with instructions to report within a week. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, perhaps the gentleman might 
withdraw it when I explain to him just what it is. It is not 
an accusation of anyone. I had hoped not to make any. I did 
not intend to make any in the first instance, but we are at the 
point now where, as in the military service, for instance, an 
officer finds himself in a position where his own character and 
honesty of purpose are impeached. I am simply asking for a 
court-martial, as it were, to vindicate my honor. I do not make 
any charges. I do not propose to bring any, and I have not 
brought any; but I claim the right to an opportunity simply to 
vindicate my honor. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. This being a debatable 
question, am I not entitled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. If the gentleman demands the 
floor, he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I would be glad to yield 
the floor to the gentleman in a moment. 

Mr. PALMER. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hosson] had the floor, and I was proposing to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
have the floor under the rules. 

Mr. PALMER. He had it by unanimous consent. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], having made the motion, 
is entitled to one hour, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hosson] got the floor, as the Chair supposes, with the consent 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have 
only a very few words to say about that resolution. As it now 
stands there are two questions involved. As to one of the ques- 
tions, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] is perfectly 
right in asking for an investigation. As to the other one, I 
do not think that he is right. I think he has every right to call 
for an investigation as to whether he did or did not act in a 
covert, cowardly, or improper manner, as charged. But his 
resolution as drawn 1 5 a great deal further than that. It 
practically calls for investigation of the whole question as 
to the methods employed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
in preparing the Army appropriation bill. That investigation, 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, would involve a waste of time, would 
cause much unnecessary bad feeling, and would set a very bad 
precedent. 

If we are going into the question as to how committees pro- 
ceed in order to prepare bills which they in all sincerity present 
as representing their best judgment, our task will be endless. 
How the Army bill was or was not prepared involves in no way 
a question of the personal privilege of the gentleman from 
Alabama. On the other hand, the question of whether or not 


The gentleman did not 


he was properly assailed for printing certain remarks most cer- 
tainly involves a question of personal privilege. It is for that 
reason that I haye moved to refer this resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules with instructions to report promptly, in order 
that it may be put in proper shape. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
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Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will again get the copy and 
dook at it carefully, he will see that it merely brings in the 
questions to which he refers in order to determine a question of 
veracity. It does not cover the methods of any committee, and 
is not intended to; but it does enable the special committee to 
find out whether my statements are false or not. That is as far 
as it is intended to go, and of course the gentleman realizes 
that that question is more or less a question of fact. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
want to dispute this question with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. It strikes me one way, it strikes him another; but I 
really think that the floor of the House is not as good a place 
as the Committee on Rules to take up in all coolness this ques- 
tion of dissociating an investigation of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs from an investigation of charges made against the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson]. Now, I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania IMr. PALMER] such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. PALMER. I only want two or three minutes, 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania 10 minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. That is more than I shall require. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Then I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania five minutes. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I rose a few minutes ago to 
ask the gentleman from Alabama about the very matter which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] has now 
called to the attention of the House. I am in favor of the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], 
not because I believe it improper to have an investigation of 
the charges against the honor of a Member of the House, but 
because I am convinced, from a reading of the resolution, that 
it covers a vast multitude of subjects which we ought not to go 
into in an investigation of this sort. I listened carefully to the 
reading of the resolution and, in fact, took down the exact 
language of that part of it which describes the investigation 
which this committee shall undertake. That language is that 
the committee shali investigate 
all matters of controversy or complaint between the Members in ques- 
tion that led to the above statements and accusations. 

It is very well to investigate the making of these statements 
or accusations upon the floor and the effect of them upon the 
honor of a Member, but to investigate all the matters in con- 
troversy between these parties that led to this unfortunate 
situation would mean that this committee would be engaged in 
the investigation of the entire questions covered by the proposed 
reorganization of the Army as outlined in the Army appropria- 
tion bill. And while I think the investigation ought to be made, 
I am strongly of the opinion that some committee of the House 
should redraft this resolution, so that the efforts of the com- 
mittee may be confined strictly to what the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Honson] really desires. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] two minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that I think his misgivings about the scope 
of the resolution are not well founded. The reason why it was 
drafted in the way it was is that it may require the sending for 
certain papers. It may require the summoning of certain indi- 
viduals. I do not think the gentleman’s fears would be realized. 
I have no intention to open up what was not intended in the 
drawing of the resolution. 

Mr. PALMER. I believe that, but, unfortunately, the lan- 
guage of the resolution does it, Why not let it go to a commit- 
tee, where it can be redrafted, so that the purpose of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama may be properly expressed in the resolu- 
tion and carried out in the investigation Which follows? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order 
that this resolution presented to the House is not a matter of 
privilege at all, for the reason that it embraces nonprivileged 
matter together with privileged matter, and that the nonprivi- 
leged matter destroys the privileged character of the entire 
resolution. 

Mr. OLMSTED. It is too late to raise that question. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But the question of order ought to be first 
decided. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The resolution, as I understand it 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

Mr. OLMSTED. I make the point of order that the point 
of order of the gentleman from Georgia comes too late. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I made the point of order at 
the beginning of these remarks, and I insist on it, and I want 
to be heard on it now. 


The SPEAKER. What is the point of order måde by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the point of order now made by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Harpwick] comes too late, the resolution having been dis- 
cussed for a very considerable time, and a motion to refer it to 
the Committee on Rules having been made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion to refer 
it without the point of order having been raised 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I raised the point of order 
while standing over there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I tried to raise the point of 
order when the objection made by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Huemes] was withdrawn. The Speaker did not 
rule upon it then. I did not intend to waive it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Georgia comes too late. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in the course of the debate on the 
Army appropriation bill the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hopson] made what might be termed charges against the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], in charge of the bill, involv- 
ing the procedure of the construction of the Army appropriation 
bill, and particularly of its legislative features. There had 
been previously granted in the House to Members speaking on 
the bill the right to extend their remarks in the Recorp. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Horson] offered a motion on the 
floor, which was declared out of order by the Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House. Thereupon the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hosson], claiming, I suppose, authority under 
leave to extend his remarks in the Recorp, which was granted 
by the House, after he had been denied by the Chair the right 
to speak on the question against a point of order, inserted at 
that place in the Recorp remarks which reflected upon the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrratp] and the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. Those facts need no investigation. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson], in my opinion— 
and I have the same opinion now that I would have after any 
investigation of the subject, because I have possession of all 
of the facts, as has every other Member—in inserting under 
leave to print remarks in the Recorp which reflected upon 
fellow Members of the House went too far; and when I read 
the remarks I thought they should be expunged from the 
RECORD. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FIrzcERALD] and the gen- 
teman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], referring later to those 
remarks, spoke of them as having been inserted covertly. There 
is no controversy about those facts. There can be no contro- 
versy about the facts. Those facts are all a part of the record 
of the proceedings of the House. They require no investigation, 
unless the gentleman desires to have investigated the question 
of whether the House ought to strike his remarks from the 
Recorp. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But in the gen- 
tleman’s resolution, howeyer, there is carried authority to in- 
vestigate the manner of making up the Army appropriation bill. 
I am not willing, unless more serious charges, with more eri- 
dence, are presented to the House, to have a special com- 
mittee appointed to investigate the method of procedure of a 
regular committee making up a regular bill for the considera- 
tion of the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] If 
there are facts which ought to be disclosed to the House, those 
facts can be offered on the floor of the House; and if those 
facts should warrant an investigation of the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hay] or the Committee on Military Affairs, it is 
time enough then to investigate them. 

So far as the political side of the question is concerned, I am 
always willing to help divisions in the ranks of the enemy 
and to promote quarrels upon the Democratic side of the 
House; but when it comes to preserving the integrity of the 
proceedings of the House itself and upholding and maintaining 
the rights of the regular committees of the House, I am un- 
willing to interject petty and partisan politics into the con- 
sideration of the subject. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Before a resolution of that sort is passed by the House I 
think it ought to be considered by one of the standing com- 
mittees of the House, to determine whether there is any occa- 
sion for an investigation at all; and if so, what the lines of the 
investigation ought to be. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
two minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BERGER]. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that I am 
surprised to hear that the gentleman from Alabama demands a 
court-martial, Mr. Speaker, all Members of this House belong 
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to a civil, not a military body; they are representatives of the 
people. This House is not a part of the standing Army, and as 
Members of the House we have no separate code of honor. 
ILaughter.] This is not Germany nor Japan nor Italy, and we 
are not going to fight any duels, not even French duels, where no 
one gets hurt. I fully agree with everything what the leader of 
the Republican minerity has said. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama started the troubie himself by what he inserted in the 
Record. Ile was the attacking party. This is not a matter for 
the House to consider after the regular committee has consid- 
ered it. We can not make any separate rules for anybody, not 
even the hero of the Merrimac. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. - 

Mr. SHERLEY. Before the gentleman moves the previous 
question, I would like to make a statement. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. How much time does the 
gentleman want? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not over fiye minutes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky five minutes. 

Mr. HOBSON. And before the gentleman moves the previous 
question, I would like five minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is never a pleasant thing 
to say anything that touches the personal relationship of Mem- 
bers on the floor. I realize that all the Members here have a 
feeling of noninterference because of that sense, and yet it 
seems to me that there is a matter larger and beyond the ques- 
tion of the quarrel of the gentleman from Alabama with the 
gentleman from Virginia and the gentleman from New York. 

Whatever the merits of their controversy may be will be dis- 
closed to each man according to his own judgment by the read- 
ing of the CONGRESSIONAL Recor. Every fact is there con- 
tained, and to ask of this House the appointment of a special 
committee or to send to the Committee on Rules, or any other 
committee, the resolution of the gentleman from Alabama to de- 
termine whether or not he is entitled to the appellation of be- 
ing a coward seems to me totally to disregard the real functions 
of the House and to give a magnitude to a personal quarrel out 
of all proportion to the facts in the case. 

I can not see what there is that a committee could investi- 
gate. There are no facts in dispute. If we undertake to cor- 
rect what newspapers may say on misinformation, we have an 
endless field, but so far as the record stands every statement 
that is in any sense material appears in that record. To my 
mind it is simply asking that the Members of this House shall 
be taken from their proper duties of serving the public in order 
to determine a matter that is purely personal between these 
gentlemen. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly, 

Mr. CULLOP. If the committee was appointed under this 
resolution would not all that it could investigate and report 
upon be as to whether or not the gentleman from Alabama had 
a right to insert in the Record remarks which were ruled out of 
order by the Chair when he attempted to speak them at the 
time on the floor? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It seems to me that that would be very 
largely the scope. This is true, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], if it be the purpose of this resolution 
to investigate matters other than those that appear in the re- 
marks of the three gentlemen named, then there ought to be a 
proper foundation laid for it by proper allegations and charges; 
the quarrel of these three gentlemen should not be made the 
basis for the appointment of a committee to investigate other 
matters not connected with that quarrel. [Applause.] Mr. 
Speaker, if I have the opportunity, I shall move to lay the whole 
matter on the table. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield fire 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to take up in any 
way the discussion of the merits of this case, but I wish to point 
out again that in substance, beyond controversy, the reputation 
and honor of a Member of the House have been assailed. 

‘ow, such words as “false” appear in the Recorp, applied 
by one Member to another, The word “cowardice” was used 
on the floor of the House, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOBSON, Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman can not and will not doubt 
my friendship for him. Does he, for one moment, imagine that 
anybody on this floor would believe that he is a coward? Does 
he not take this matter too seriously? 

Mr. HOBSON. I will answer the gentleman. Mr. Speaker, 
3 very simple philosophy, if the geutleman wants me to 
8 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes; I do. 


Mr. HOBSON. As I say, I have a very simple philosophy 
which makes this matter very important te me. I am trying 
to render the maximum of service in my day and generation. 
I try to stand on the truth and to follow the path of duty. I 
am conscious now of haying shaped my conduct in connection 
with this bill according to that philosophy; but a man goes 
through this world in contact with his. fellows, and if they. 
are aware that his honor has been justly called in question 
and has been impugned, his usefulness is at an end. I must 
draw a dead line and assert my rights as a man. 

A number of years ago the press of the country assailed me 
on many lines, and I do not say anything against the press in 
this connection, but I found it was necessary to draw the dead 
line, and when any article reflected on my character I put it in 
the hands of my attorneys. Now, then, as between man and 
man I have not had any unkind feelings for any Member of 
this House, and I have the highest opinion of them, and I will 
take legitimate thrusts at the hands of Members of the House 
without complaining. I realized the exposure to attack of cer- 
tain positions I occupied the other day in the line of duty, and 
I stood up and took the fire, but I submit that when one man 
uses the word “false” to another man, when one man calls 
another man a coward, it were better that the second man were 
dead than to have any such character prevail amongst his coun- 
trymen. [Applause.] It were better he were dead than to have 
his character impugned even before those who do not know him. 
My friend from Pennsylyania, I know he would not believe any- 
thing of the kind i 

Mr. BUTLER. I would not believe the gentleman was a 
coward, it would not matter who said it. I do not think the 
gentleman is a coward; I know he is not, no matter who said it. 
No one will question his courage; the country approves it, 

Mr. HOBSON. When those words are used a man crosses 
the dead line 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no; he does not. 

Mr. HOBSON. I say to him 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I ask for one more minute. I do not apply it 
in this case, but as an illustration, there can arrive a time when 
two men can not live in the same world under certain condi- 
tions. I do not ask to be justified in that statement. The gen- 
tleman frem Pennsylvania has asked me a personal question 
and I am glad to answer him. I hate to put it upon a personal 
basis and I regret that the dead line has been erossed 

Mr. BUTLER. I can not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. HOBSON. And I think that I am entitled to a court- 
martial—that if I have done any man here wrong in his char- 
acter I went to know it, and I will make abject apology. If 
the gentleman from Virginia has called me a coward on the 
floor, even though he removed it from the Recorp, I am entitled 
te an apology from him. [Applause.] Or else I am entitled 
to stand at the bar of my colleagues and ask him to prove it 


and specify the charges. [Applause.] The gentleman from 
Illinois—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Isa motion to lie on the table now in order? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Not until my time has 
expired. [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. A motion to lie on the table would have 
been in order and preferential before the motion to refer, but 
the motion to refer has been before the House and debated, and 
it is now before the House. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pov]. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Butter] when he makes the suggestion that 
the gentleman from Alabama is taking this matter rather too 
seriously. I also agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that there is no man upon this floor who really believes the 
gentleman from Alabama is a coward or that he would make 
an intentional false statement on this floor or elsewhere about 
anything. 

Mr. HOBSON. 
this thing is over. 

Mr. POU. In the heat of debate—— 

Mr. HOBSON. I suggest that the gentleman address his re- 
marks to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. POU. No; I have a word I wish to say to the House. 
In the heat of debate a great many things are said which are 
not intended to be taken exactly as spoken. If we are to 
have an investigation every time one gentleman on this floor 
arises and says some other gentleman has made a statement 


If the gentleman from Virginia will say that, 
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that is not true we will not do anything but investigate charges 
of that kind. Now, the gentleman from Alabama can haye, I 
imagine, all the time he desires to make any statement he 
wishes to make about this matter under the personal-privilege 
rule of the House, and it would seem to me that having availed 
himself of that privilege he has all opportunity to justify 
himself before the country and his colleagues in this Cham- 
ber. I would not think my distinguished friend from Ala- 
bama would care to pursue the matter further. I venture to 
repeat that no man in this Chamber, or in this Nation for that 
matter, believes the gentleman from Alabama to be a coward 
or that he would ever make a statement he did not believe to 
be true. But, Mr. Speaker, are we to have an investigation 
every time one gentleman challenges a statement made by 
another gentleman? I do not believe the House will establish 
any such precedent. Therefore, I am opposed to this resolu- 
tion. I am opposed to its reference to the Committee on Rules; 
I am opposed to appointing a special committee to investigate 
charges between Members every time something unpleasant 
occurs in debate here. We have no right to spend the people's 
money for any such purpose, and I hope this House will vote 
down the resolution and the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Rules, [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickerr]. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I am in accord with the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], 
because I believe that the resolution as now presented is too 
wide in its scope. There is one question of fact which ought to 
be reported to this House so that it will be a part of the record 
when the Members pass on the ultimate question that will be 
submitted. That question is, How much of the remarks, wherein 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] referred to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzceratp] and to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], and which prompted their ob- 
servations on the succeeding day, were, as a matter of fact, de- 
livered upon the floor of this House? That raises a question 
that should be settled by this House, and that is, Mr. Speaker, 
the extent to which any Member of this body, in availing him- 
self of the privilege of inserting remarks in the Recorp, can 
refer to other Members, and especially in a manner that might 
reflect upon them in any position taken before this House. I 
for one would like to have a report on that question submitted 
to this body. I have decided views as to the extent the privi- 
lege should go of inserting in the Record remarks that should 
only be made in the presence of those to whom they are di- 
rected and when they can hear them and have an opportunity 
to reply. 

I agree with the distinguished leader of the minority that 
this is a matter which lifts itself above the confines of partisan- 
ship, and that it should be so treated. I hope that when we 
come to its ultimate decision we will decide it in such a way that 
it will be a precedent for the future conduct of debate and the 
use, or, rather, the abuse, of the privilege of inserting or ex- 
tending remarks in the Recorp. [Applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that on Saturday 
last, under the stress and strain of the action of the gentleman 
from Alabama, which I thought was uncalled for, to say the 
least of it, on his part, I did use the word “cowardly” as ap- 
plied to him, on the floor of the House. But I want to say 
further that I never believed that the gentleman was a coward. 
[Applause.] And to prove that, I did not permit that word to go 
in the Recorp. If I had thought that he was a coward, I would 
have permitted the word to stay in the Recorp. I want to say 
further, that while I must continue to assert that what the gen- 
tleman said about certain things in the preparation of the Army 
bill were not true, yet I do not believe for a moment that the 
gentleman intentionally stated what he believed to be untrue. 
[Applause.] I believe that the gentleman, when he made such 
a statement, was misled, and that when he stated it he himself 
believed it to be true. [Applause.] x 

And that is all I care to say. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that the statement 
of the gentleman from Virginia is manly, and it is generous, 
and it shows the same high type of character that I have always 
believed him to possess. [Applause.] I will make a request 
for unanimous consent, following my request to withdraw my 
resolution, as far as it pertains to the gentleman from Virginia, 
and ask that my remarks introduced in the Record, about which 
le took exception, and which pertain to him personally, and 


which I introduced solely because I felt that remarks of his had 
been personal and had not been removed from the Record of the 
previous day, be removed from the RECORD. 

fue Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my resolution. [Ap- 
plause. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] 
withdraws his resolution. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the question 
before the House is still the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HonsoN]. 

Mr. Speaker, the reason why I injected myself into this situa- 
tion at all was not with any idea of stirring up strife. Every 
Member who has served in the House for a long time knows 
that on several occasions when there has been unparliamentary 
language on the floor of this House I have taken it up and have 
insisted on the House taking some action in order to put a stop 
to that kind of a thing. In the last 10 years, since I have been 
here, I haye seen this House grow from bad to worse in the 
matter of unparliamentary language. If when men ask for 
their day in court it is not accorded to them, then they will 
take their day out of court; and it was that precisely, both to 
stop that sort of thing and—— 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLACKMON. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing. [Laughter.] $ 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, a parlin- 
mentary inquiry. s 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Under the rules of the 
House, I was aware that a motion might be withdrawn until 
a secondary motion had been made. Does the Chair rule that 
there is no question before the House? < 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that when Capt. Honson 
withdrew -his resolution, which he had a perfect right to do, 
there was not anything left before the House to refer, and there- 
fore that the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts falls 
to the ground. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Calendar Wednesday, the call 
rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Dent], a member of the committee. 


PERMANENT MANEUVERING GROUNDS. 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I desire to call up House joint resolution No. 
178. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) creating a commission to inyesti- 
gate and report on the advisability of the establishment of a permanent 
maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and artillery ranges for 
troops of the United States at or near the city of Anniston, county of 
Calhoun, State of Alabama, and to likewise report as to certain lands in 
and around the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, 
proposed to be donated to the United States for said purposes, 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be considered by the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think that should be done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dilinois [Mr. MANN] 
objects, and the House automatically goes into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Surzn] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SULZER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 178) creating a commission to investigate 
and report on the advisability of the establishment of a permanent 
maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and artillery ranges 
for troops of the United States at or near the city of niston, 
county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, and to likewise report as to 
certain lands in and around the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, 
State of Alabama, proposed to be donated to the United States for 
said purposes. 4 
Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to rl 8 5 a commission consisting of 

five officers of the Army of the United States to make a full and com- 
lete investigation and consider carefully whether or not it is advisable 

o make, establish, and maintain a maneuvering ground and camp of 

inspection, rifle and artillery ranges for United States troops at or near 

the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama. Said com- 
mission shall fully consider the advantages and disadvantages of the 
lands contiguous to or near the city of Anniston, Ala., for the purpose 
herein stated, and report fully as to probable number of acres of land 
necessary to purchase and the probable cost of the same, and as to all 
facts and conditions material to be considered in the premises, The 
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report shall be filed in the War Department by March 1, 1912, and 
communicated to Congress as soon as practicable by the President, 

Sec. 2. That said board or commission shall also examine carefully 
all lands in and around the city of Anniston, Ala., that may be pro- 

to be donated to the United States for the establishment and 
maintenance thereon of a maneuvering encampment and rifle and artil- 
lery ranges for the assembling of troops from the group of States 
composed of Tennessee, Kentucky, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, 
Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina and report on the adyisa- 
bility of establishing such camps, rifle and artillery ranges on such 
lands Bg gene to be donated, and whether the lands proposed to be 
donated are suited and desirable for such purposes, and how much land 
would be properly required for said purposes, and whether the lands 
proposed to be donated are sufficient in quantity for the Paces pro- 
posed and conveniently located for use by troops from said States, and 
the facilities for transportation of troops and supplies to and from 
rg non and such other facts as may be material to be considered 

Sec. 3. That the said board or commission shall serve without com- 
pensation, but shall be paid actual necessary expenses. ; 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, this resolution creates a com- 
mission to investigate and report upon the advisability of the 
establishment of permanent maneuvering grounds and a camp 
of inspection, rifle, and artillery range, for the troops of the 
United States at or near Anniston Ala. This resolution comes 
to the House with a unanimous report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. It does not require the expenditure of a 
single dollar out of the Treasury that has not already been 
appropriated, or will be appropriated, in accordance with law. 
It is similar to the resolution that passed Congress and, I be- 
lieve, was approved on the 24th day of February, 1911, to 
investigate the advisability of establishing a similar camp at 
Tullahoma, Tenn. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, unless some gentlemen desire to address 
the committee on this resolution, I will move that the commit- 
tee rise and make a favorable report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any amendments? 

Mr. DENT. Yes. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Trzson]. 

Mr. TILSON. I wish, Mr. Chairman, to move an amendment 
at the proper time. 

Mr. DENT. I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman can not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TILSON. I do not understand that the debate has closed, 
otherwise I would be glad to move an amendment. 

Mr. DENT. Can I get an agreement as to general debate? 

Mr. MANN. I do not think general debate will last long, 
but I can not make any agreement about it. 

Mr. DENT. I did not understand what the gentleman from 
Illinois said. b 

Mr. MANN. I was just waiting to see how the gentleman 
would proceed. : ` 

Mr. DENT. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the committee rise 
and report the resolution favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. DENT. And report the bill favorably to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. DENT. Then I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SurzeR, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration House joint resolution 
178 and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Has any gentleman any motion to make or 
any request to prefer? 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move 

Mr. MANN. I move that the House do now adjourn, as there 
is no business before the House. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. DENT, I move that the House again resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of House joint resolution 178, 
and, pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that debate 
be limited to 30 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman submits a request for unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order that the motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the’ Union is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman bases his suggestion on the 
fact that the House automatically goes into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gentleman is 
correct about that. But the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Dent] asks unanimous consent that when the House resolve 
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itself aytomatically into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of this joint 
resolution general debate be limited to 30 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I want to amend that by saying, 
one half of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Mann] and the other half by me. 

The SPEAKER. One half to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Dent] and the other half by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
will say that I have no intention of consuming much time, but 
in view of the fact that the gentleman has endeavored to take 
advantage of this side of the House in this way, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman objecting? 

Mr. MANN. I do object. 

Mr. DENT. May I ask the gentleman how much time he 
wants? 3 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

The House resolves itself automatically into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Illinois 
objects, I move that general debate close in 30 minutes, one-half 
the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois and 
one-half by myself. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, pending that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion. The gen- 
tleman from Alabama moves that pending the House resolving 
itself automatically into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union general debate be limited to 30 minutes, 

The question being taken on the motion, the Speaker an- 
nounced that the “ayes” appeared to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, pending that I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Illinois how much time he desires? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there Is no quorum present. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there 
is no quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors; 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees. Those in favor of 
limiting general debate to 30 minutes will answer aye, those 
opposed no, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 166, nays 86, 
answered“ present“ 10, not voting 131, as follows: 


YEAS—166. 
Adair Dixon, Ind. Holland Post 
Adamson Donohoe Houston Rainey 
Alexander Doughton r N. J Raker 
Anderson, Ohio Dupre Huli Ransdell, La. 
Ansbe: Dyer Humphreys, Miss. Rauch 
8 dwards Jacoway Redfield 
Bartlett llerbe James Reilly 
Bathrick vans Johnson, Ky. Richardson 
Beall, Tex. Faison Johnson, S. C. Roberts, Név. 
Bell, Ga. Farr ones Roddenbery 
Berger Fergusson Kitchin Rothermel 
Blackmon Ferris Konig ubey 
Booher Finley Konop Rucker, Colo. 
Bowman Fitzgerald Lamb Rucker, Mo. 
Bradley Flood, Va. Lee, Pa. Russell 
Brantley Floyd, Ark. Legare Shackleford 
Broussard ‘ornes Lever Sherwood 
Brown Foster, Ill. 7 Sims 
Buchanan Fowler Linthicum Smith, N. Y. 
Burleson Gallagher Littlepage Smith, Tex. 
Burnett Garner Lloyd Stedman 
Byrnes, S. C. Garrett Lobeck Stephens, Miss, 
Byrns, Tenn. Goeke McCoy Stephens, Nebr. 
Callaway Goodwin, Ark. McDermott Stephens, Tex. 
Candler Gray McGillicuddy Stone 
Clark, Fla. Gregg, Pa. McKellar Sulzer 
Claypool G Tex. Madden Taggart 
Clayton Gudger Maguire, Nebr. Taylor, Colo. 
Collier Hamill Martin, Colo. Thayer 
Connell Hamilton, W. Va. Moon, Tenn. Thistlewood 
Con amlin Moore, Pa. Tribble 
Cox, Ind. Hammond Moore, Tex. Turnbull 
Cullop Hardwick Morrison Underhill 
Curle Harrison, Miss. Moss, In Underwood 
Daugherty Harrison, N. X Murdock Watkins 
Davenport y Neeley White 
Davis, W. Va. Hayden Padgett Wickliffe 
Dent Heflin Page Wilson, N. T. 
Denver Helm Palmer Wilson, Pa. 
Dickinson Henry, Tex Patten, N. Y. Young, Tex. 
Dickson, Miss. Hensley Pepper 
Dies Hobson Peters 
NAYS—S6. 

Ainey Burke, S. Dak, Crago Draper 
Ames utler Crumpacker Driscoll, M. B. 
Anderson, Minn. Calder Curry Esch 
Barchfeld Campbell Dalzell Foss 
Bartholdt Catlin Davis, Minn. French 

ing Cooper De Forest Fuller 


Gardner, Mass, Kinkaid, Nebr. i 
Gillett Bap Nelson Sterling 
Good La Follette Norris Stevens, Minn, 
Griest Langham Nye Sullowa 
Guernsey Lenroot Olmsted Taylor, Olio 
Hamilton, Mich, Lindbergh Patton, Pa. Vols ead 

yes Loud Pickett Warburton 
Heald McCreary Prouty Wedemeyer 
Helgesen McGuire, Okla, Rees Wilder 
Henry, Conn. McKenzie Reyburn Willis / 
Hill McKinney Rodenberg Wilson, Ill. 
Hinds MeMorran Simmons Wood, N.J. 
Howell Mann Sloan Woods, Iowa 
Jackson Martin, S. Dak. Smith, J. M. C. Young, Kans. 
Kendall Mondell aged 
Kennedy Morgan Steenerson 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10. 
Akin, N. Y, Bulkley Powers Tilson 
Andrus Godwin, Sherley 
Bates Langley Talbott, 
NOT YOTING—131. 

Alken, S. C Focht Lawrence Robinson 

en Fordney Lee, Ga. Rouse 
Anthony Foster, Lewis th 
Austin Francis Lindsay Saunders 
Ayres Gardner, N. J. Littleton y 
Barnhart George Longworth Sells 
Boehne Glass McCall Sharp 
Borland Goldfogle McHenry Sheppard 
Browning Gould McKinley n 
Burgess Graham McLaughlin Slayden 
Burke, Pa. Green, lowa Macon Klemp 
Burke, Wis. Greene, Mass. Maher 8 
Cannon nna Mal ith, W. 
Cantrill Hard Matthews Smith, Cal. 
Carlin Har Mays Sparkman 
Carter Hartman Miller Stack 
Cary Hau oon, 
Cline Hawley Mott Sweet 
Copley Higgins urray Switzer 
Covington Howard Talcott, N, I. 
Cox, Ohio Howiand Oldfield Taylor, Ala. — 
Cravens Hubbard O’Sha omas 
Currier Hughes, Ga Parran Towner 
Danforth Hughes, W. Va. Payne Townsend 
Davidson Humphrey, W. Plumley Tuttle 
Difenderfer hn ter Utter 

odds Kent Pou Vreeland 

Doremus indred y Webb 
Driscoll, D. A. Kinkead, N. J. Prince 
Dwight Know 0 Whitacre 
Estopinal Korbly Randell, Tex. Witherspoon 
Fairchild Lafean Riordan Young, Mich. 
Fields Lafferty Roberts, Mass. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The 
For 
Mr. 


Mr, 


Mr. 
Mr. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present, the Doorkeeper will 
oors, and the House, under the rule, will resolve 


open the d 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


itself 


following additional pairs were announced: 
the session: 
Grass with Mr. SLEMP. 


„ TOWNSEND with Mr. FOCHT. 
„ Tutte with Mr. NEEDHAM, 


Were with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 


„Taxon of Alabama with Mr. LAFFERTY. 

. Patcorr of New York with Mr. TOWNER, 

„ Sweer with Mr. Pray. 

. Sraniey with Mr. Payne. 

. Stack with Mr. PORTER. 

„ SPARKMAN with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

. Smarr with Mr. Morr. 

. Rouse with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 

„ RANDELL of Texas with Mr. MILLER. 

Pogo with Mr. MOKINLEY. 

. Pou with Mr. MCCALL. 

. O’SHaunessy with Mr. LonawortH. 

. Murray with Mr. LAWRENCE. 

Mann with Mr. Kann, 

. McHenry with Mr. HOWLAND, 

„ LITTLETON with Mr. DWIGHT. 

. Scurry with Mr. HIGGINS. 

. Korsry with Mr. HAWLEY. 

. Howarp with Mr. HAUGEN. 

. Harpy with Mr. HARTMAN. 

Got with Mr. HARRIS. 

. Gorprocre with Mr. HANNA. 

. DANIEL A. DriscoLL with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts. 
Donkratrus with Mr. Green of Iowa. 

. DIFENDERFER with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
. CovrncTon with Mr. Foster of Vermont. 

. CLINE with Mr. CURRIER. 

„Cantax with Mr. CANNON. 

. Burcess with Mr. WEEKS. 

„ BorHNE with Mr. Humweurey of Washington. 


BARNHART with Mr. BROWNING. 
Suepparp with Mr. BATES. 


Union, 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 178, with Mr. Surzeg in the chair. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this resolution provides for the 
appointment of a commission consisting of five officers of the 
Army to make a full and complete investigation, to consider and 
report whether it is feasible to establish and maintain ma- 
1 3 and a camp of inspection near the city of Annis- 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I believe, under the motion that 
was voted upon by the House, I bave control of one half of the 
a and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] the other 

alf. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that that motion 
was not put in the House, and hence it is not in order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. DENT. I thought that was a part of the motion that 
was voted upon. f 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the House went into 
Committee of the Whole House on the condition that debate 
should be limited to 30 minutes, and that one half should be 
controlled by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENT] and the 
other half by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and that 
was yoted upon and passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The parliamentary clerk informs the Chair 
that the House ordered that genéral debate be limited to 30 
minutes. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to do what I 
understood gentlemen on the other side to attempt to do, namely, 
take advantage in general debate. I therefore yield 15 minutes 
of my time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENT], and I 
hope that he will occupy it now. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. TILSON]. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a unanimous report of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and the resolution provides 
for the inspection by a board of Army officers of a maneuver 
ground in Alabama. It is my intention at the proper time to 
move an amendment changing the time at which this commis- 
sion shall report. The resolution at present provides that it 
shall report on March 1, and I shall move to amend it my 
making it May 1. 

As to the merits of the proposition, there can be no question 
as to the fact that the United States is in need of maneuver 
grounds for the training of troops. In the northern part of the 
State of New York, at Pine Plains, we have already a great 
reservation, where troops can be maneuvered in large bodies, 
There is such a reservation in Texas, near San Antonio. There 
are reservations in the West, one particularly that I recall, in 
Kansas. : 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. How large an area is required 
for maneuver grounds? 

Mr. TILSON. For proper maneuvers, the way they are con- 
ducted now, less than 20,000 acres would be inadequate. I do 
not mean that it would be necessary for the Government to own 
the entire 20,000 acres. It will need to own a much smaller 
tract for camp sites, target ranges, and the like, but it should 
haye permission to operate over at least 20,000 acres, if any 
considerable number of troops are employed. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I suppose land would be 
selected that would not be particularly valuable for agricultural 
purposes, would it not? 

Mr. TILSON. Usually so. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. But the price of it would be 
probably about the price of agricultural land, would it not- 

Mr. TILSON. As to whether it was a desirable piece of land 
for agricultural purposes or maneuver purposes, and as to 
whether the price was satisfactory, are questions that would be 
determined after an investigation by a board of officers. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Does the gentleman know 
about the price of land in the vicinity where it is proposed to 
buy this land? 

Mr. TILSON. I do not know, but it is the purpose of this res- 
olution that a competent board shall find out. The Member on 
the floor of the House who represents the district in which the 
land is situated can undoubtedly give the gentleman more de- 
tailed information on the subject than I can give. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL, Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The report indicates that 
the owners of about 4,000 acres of this land are prepared to 
donate that much land to the Government. 
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Mr. TILSON. That is the understanding. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman state 
what motive these men have in donating this land? 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman will have to excuse me from 
attempting to state the motives of men whom I never met and 
of whom I have no knowledge. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman state 
whether the men who are willing to donate the 4,000 acres are 
the owners of the other sixteen thousand or twenty-five thou- 
sand acres of land which it is proposed to sell to the Govern- 


ment. 

Mr. TILSON. There is no such proposition, Mr. Chairman. 
It is not proposed to sell sixteen thousand or twenty thousand 
or any number of acres to the Government. Neither is it neces- 
sary for maneuvers, as I have just stated 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Did not the gentleman say 
that 20,000 acres was necessary for a complete maneuver ground 
down there? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; permission to maneuyer over at least 


` 20,000 acres would be necessary, but it is not necessary to own 


that amount. As a matter of fact, the Army has maneuvered 
in all parts of the country without owning such a large tract of 
land, simply leasing or otherwise securing permission to operate 
over a large area. 


Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. This report does not indicate 
what it would cost to lease land, but it does state what it would 
cost to buy land surrounding the 4,000 acres that are proposed 
to be donated. 

Mr. TILSON. The object of this resolution is not to purchase 
land or to lease it, but to get information as to whether this 
would be a desirable place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connect- 
icut has expired. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. What I am trying to get at 
is the motive of the gentlemen who are willing to give these 
4,000 acres. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Alabama yield to the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. TILSON. Three minutes. 

Mr. DENT. I yield the gentleman that much time. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I am trying to find out the 
motive of these men who are willing to donate 4,000 acres when 
20,000 acres are necessary. 

Mr. TILSON. I hope the gentleman will pardon me if I de- 
cline to attempt to state the motives of men whom I have never 
met and concerning whom I know nothing. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How are these men going to 
get even on this transaction—the men who are going to give the 
4,000 acres? 

Mr. TILSON. Well, I shall leave it to them. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Beware of the Greeks. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Where lands are leased for 
maneuvering purposes, how long is the term, ordinarily, of the 
lease? 

Mr. TILSON. Well, the term ordinarily is a very short term, 
simply covering the time of the maneuvers; and I wish to 
state to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I would suggest, then, if the 
militia or Army are maneuvering over grounds it would be im- 
possible to produce crops of any kind. 

Mr. TILSON. Not at all; they maneuver right over 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Over the crops? 

Mr. TILSON. They do not necessarily go through the highly 
cultivated fields, such as orchards and gardens, but certainly 
over cultivated land. 

Mr. GOOD. They go right down the corn rows. : 

Mr. YOUNG of Kamsas. Does the gentleman believe it would 
be advisable to establish a maneuvering ground anywhere and 
depend upon the leasing of land for the purpose of maneuvering? 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, it has worked very well. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Is it not true that where the Gov- 
ernment has owned land and they want to maneuver over 
adjoining property that they have succeeded at times in leasing 
some additional land; and I want to ask the gentleman whether 
he thinks it advisable to establish a maneuvering ground on 
less land than will be required at any time? 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly I do. I think it is not only desir- 
able but absolutely necessary. We can not all go to Kansas and 
maneuver over the large reservations there. . 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. We might. 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly we might, but it would be very 
expensive transporting troops. It would cost a large amount 
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of money, and it is much better to have maneuvering grounds 
in some centrally located place > 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Where the stimulating climate 
of Kansas may exert its quickening influence on maneuvers. 

Mr. TILSON. But Kansas is too far away—— 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. It is right in the center of the 
United States. 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly it is, but the center is a long way 
off from the sides of the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Exactly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The sides of the country are, 
then, to blame. 

Mr. DENT. I will ask the gentlemen on the other side to 
use some of their time. : 

Mr. MANN. Well, I hope the gentleman’ will consume his 
time. I yielded to the gentleman, and I hope he will consume 
it, if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I think it is apparent 
to the gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman in charge of 
this bill is entitled to close debate. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama does not quite 
understand the circumstances. I have the entire time of gen- 
eral debate, and I yielded to the gentleman from Alabama one- 
half of that time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But, as I understand, the gentleman 
from Illinois has entire control of the time because he was 
recognized by the Chairman instead of the gentleman in charge 


of the bill. 


Mr. MANN. I was entitled to recognition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama on the previous 
consideration of this bill in the Committee of the Whole had 
used his time and yielded the floor. Hee@did not reserve his 
time, and he was not entitled to recognition when we went 
back into committee, although I generously yielded to him one- 
half of the time, the limited time which he himself had limited. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, it seems to me—— 

Mr. MANN. Now, I think it is rather imposing upon gener- 
osity to make the request which the gentleman now makes. 

Mr. DENT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Broussard having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Curtiss, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed the following resolution, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution 11. 


Resolved by the Senate ana House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed 10, additional copies of the message of the 
President of the United States transmitting the report of the Em- 
ployers’ Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Commission, together 
with the hearings held before the commission, of which 2,500 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,500 copies for the use of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and that there be printed as a 
Senate document, in one pamphlet, 25,000 copies of the message and 
report only, of which 5,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
12,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,500 
copies for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 


PERMANENT MANEUVERING GROUNDS. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON], How much time have 
I left? š 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven minutes. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. BLACKMON] is recognized for fiye minutes. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Chairman, I rather think that some 
gentlemen are attempting to make a great deal out of what is 
not so important as they would have us believe. Here is a 
certain proposition. The War Department says that they need 
maneuvering ground in that group of States composed of 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Tennessee, and Kentucky. We are not proposing 
to sell any land to the Government, but I offer a proposition 
merely to have the proposition investigated in order to see if it 
is suitable for the purposes for which we are offering it. Now, 
that is all there is to that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I have only a few minutes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It was on the very point that 
the gentleman raised. I tried to get the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Trrson] to explain. This does not contemplate a 
deed in fee simple to the United States for the land to be used? 

Mr. BLACKMON. It means this, that afer this inspection, if 
it is feasible, then the Government would determine whether 
or not they wanted these lands. They might never want them, 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. Now, that ques- 
tion being answered, I want to say to the gentleman that I 
think it is entirely commendable to have a maneuvering estab- 
lishment as proposed if the War Department thinks it advisable, 
but I would like to ask whether it is contemplated by this bill 
to expend any money beyond the mere traveling expenses of 
the commission to be appointed? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Not one dollar. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Then the Army officers who 
shall constitute this commission will receive their pay in the 
regular way, and the only extra to them would be 
traveling expenses, and that is what the bill proposes to carry? 

Mr. BLACKMON. That is all, absolutely. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Suppose this commission 
should ascertain that territory in your locality is good territory 
for maneuyering ground. Would the land then be sold to the 
Government? 

Mr. BLACKMON. If the Government should ask to buy it, 
and they could agree with the owners, I suppose they would. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The purpose, then, is eventu- 
ally to sell the land to the Government if it is found satis- 
factory? . 

Mr. BLACKMON. If the Government wants it and it is 
suitable. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I will. 

Mr. KAHN. I understand that the commission appointed by 


the War Department has already made a report upon a site in- 


the State of Tennessee? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KAHN. Now, all that you are asking under this resolu- 
tion is to allow the War Department also to examine your site, 
with a view of having the Government take it over if it finds 
it is advantageous to do so? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Absolutely; that is all. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And to that extent it is only 
a tentative proposition? 

Mr. BLACKMON. That is all. 

Mr. MADDEN. The purpose of introducing this resolution 
is to give the Government an opportunity first to decide be- 
tween the maneuvering ground in Tennessee and the maneuver- 
ing ground in Alabama? 

Mr. BLACKMON. That is it. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I will, but I have only a moment. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Only one question. 

Mr. BLACKMON, Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. How many propositions are there 
pending now relative to these maneuvering grounds? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Two —one in Tennessee and one in Ala- 
bama. 2 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. How many more are likely to be 
brought in here? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I will have to ask the gentleman to draw 
on his own fertile imagination. I can not answer that question 
for him. : 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. I simply want to say this, that if 
it is to be a general proposition, why not create a committee 
that will have the power to act when they think it is neces- 


sary? 

Mr. BLACKMON. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Youne] 
objected to my calling this resolution up when it was on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar, and I hope he will not interrupt 
me again, because I have only a few moments. I want to say 
that we are in the geographical center of this group of States 
that the War Department has designated as a certain group of 
States in which they want a maneuyering camp. We have 
three railroads. We are within an 11 or 13 hours’ run of Pen- 
sacola and Jacksonville, Fla.; Mobile; Ala.; New Orleans; Nor- 
folk; and Savannah, Ga. All this territory would be likely to 
contribute to the mobilization of troops, and it would cost very 
little to mobilize the troops at this particular point. If it were 
determined to mobilize the troops there, to be sent out for any 
purpose, it would be very inexpensive in the matter of railroad 
transportation, which the War Department regard as important. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman require? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I would like three minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 


Alabama three minutes. He has been interrupted so much. 
Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Illinois for the additional time he has given me. 
Now, I want to say that I do not want to bore this committee 
with this proposition, but it is undoubtedly true that the War 
Department, by a regularly constituted committee, should have 


3 to select the best proposition within this group of 
es, 

Now, if my proposition is not the best, I shall undoubtedly 
support the recommendations of the War Department. If it be 
Tennessee, Kentucky, or wherever else it may be, I will follow 
the recommendations of this board and of the War Department. 

Now, that is what I am asking—an official board to examine 
these lands and determine whether or not my proposition is 
feasible. If it is not, then I assume that this board or com- 
mission will do its duty. If it is not suitable, I assume they 
will say so. I hope very much that this resolution will pass. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time to the 
gentleman from Illinois. [Applause.] 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had two minutes, 
and I want to yield it back to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENT] 
yields back to the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Mann} two 
minutes. : 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if this were a proposition to ap- 
point a commission of the Army to investigate, first, as to the 
necessity of maneuvering grounds, and second, as to the location 
of those grounds, it perhaps might be unobjectionable. But this 
proposition is not to investigate the necessity of maneuvering 
grounds at all, nor is it to investigate the desirability of the 
best place for maneuvering grounds, but merely to get an opin- 
ion from the War Department, which has already investigated 
this place, as to these grounds being located at Anniston, there 
already being a proposition to locate the grounds elsewhere, 
under a resolution passed by Congress for another specific place, 
and no request and no proposition to have the Army say what 
is the best place in which to locate the maneuvering grounds, if 
they are to be established. 

I do not know whether the property around Anniston is a 
good location for maneuvering grounds, but under some author- 
ity the War Department has already made an investigation of 
those grounds, and a report has been made by Stephen C. Mills, 
colonel, Inspector General. In that report, referring to the 
grounds which it is now proposed to investigate, he says: 

The tract of land to which my attention was invited as being suitable 
for maneuver purposes lies to the north of Anniston, being approxi- 
mately rectangular in shape, bounded on the north by the town oF Jack- 
sonville and the east and west roads through it, on the east by the 
Choccoloceo Mountain Range, on the south by the Choccolocco and Blue 
Mountains, and on the west by the Rome and Meridian branch of the 
Southern Railway. It is indicated by red shading on a map appended, 
marked Bt,” which map shows in 50-foot contours the elevation of the 
. & This tract is approximately 9 miles from south te north and 
from 33 to 53 miles from east to west. The boundaries to the north, 
east, and west are, of course, purely arbitrary. 

That takes in a considerable tract of ground. But the milk 
in the cocoanut, the colored gentleman in the woodpile, comes in 
another part of his report, where he says: 

The gentlemen who are desirous of ‘attracting the attention of the 

yar ment to this situation are prepared to donate to the Gov- 
ernment 4,000 acres of land. 

That reads very nicely up to that point. How are they going 
to pay for the 4,000 acres of land? Why do they propose to 
donate it, as some gentleman asked on the floor a few moments 
ago? The answer is not difficult. Proceeding to speak further 
in reference to these gentlemen, the inspector says: 

And they say that lands up to, say, 25,000 to 30,000 acres can be 
purchased at an average price of $15 per acre. They, or various land 
companies which they represent, own a good deal of the land and baye 
options on a considerable portion not owned by them. 

We can understand now why they propose to donate 4,000 
acres of land—in order to sell 25,000 or 30,000 acres which they 
own or upon which they have option. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. MANN. I did not cut off debate, and I yielded half my 
time to that side, and I want to occupy my remaining time. 

Mr. BLACKMON, I just wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. MANN. When gentlemen insist on limiting debate—and 
the gentleman voted for it—I do not propose now to yield my 
remaining time. 

Mr. BLACKMON. I voted for it, because I did not under- 
stand the gentleman wanted more time. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, everybody understood that I wanted time. 
I wanted time to explain this bill. No wonder they wanted to 
cut off debate. If I had had an hour’s time on this bill, I do 
not believe 40 gentlemen in the House would have voted for it. 

They want to sell 25,000 or 30,000 acres of land to the Gov- 
ernment. Of course, they can donate 4,000 acres when they 
ean fix their price on the balance of it. The military author- 
ities are never very particular about the price they pay for a 
thing which they say they want or must have. If Congress 
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passes a resolution directing them to report upon the de 
sirability of these grounds for maneuver purposes—they have 
already expressed an opinion favorable to the proposition—the 
military authorities will take if as a direction from Congress 
to report favorably upon the proposition, and leave it te us to 
judge of the price of the land; and when the undertaking is 
started the price of the land becomes of small moment. Why, 
the Inspector General, who has made this report, has already 
reported an indorsement from The Adjutant General’s Office. 
He directs the officer designated to examine into the suit- 
ability of the land in question for permanent maneuver grounds. 
The officer has already examined into the suitability of these 
lands for maneuver purposes, and he says: 

In my opinion, the tract of land indicated is excellently adapted for 
maneuver purposes, 

Why do they want a resolution passed now? The military 
authorities have already examined the ground. They have al- 
ready been directed to report whether the ground is suitable 
for maneuver purposes. They have already reported that the 
ground is suitable for maneuver purposes, and this proposition— 
to haye the form of a commission—is simply to take one step 
further toward involving the Government in the purchase of 
25,000 or 30,000 acres of land where some gentlemen offer to 
encourage us by giving 4,000 acres. Does anybody suppose that 
these distinguished gentlemen in Alabama who are offering this 
land, and buying these options upon the land, are doing it for 
their health? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I know the gentleman wants to be per- 
fectly fair about this. Will the gentleman read the following 
sentence, in which it is said that the country to the north and 
west lends itself perfectly to maneuver purposes? 

Mr. MANN. I could not hear what the gentlefnan said. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman read what follows? 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman again that I did not 
limit the debate on this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I simply asked the gentleman to read 
right along instead of stopping where he did. 

Mr. MANN. I will be very glad to read it for the satisfac- 
tion of the gentleman if he will tell me where he wants me to 
read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The latter part. 

Mr. MANN. On what page? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On page 4 of the report. 

Mr. MANN. I will read it again. Here was a question which 
had been answered by the inspector, that the land in question 
is excellently adapted to maneuver purposes. Now, the gentle- 
man wants me to read this: 

The question as to the size of the maneuvers possible is entirely one 
of the amount of money obtainable for the purchase of lands, since the 
country to the north and west of this tract lends itself perfectly to 
maneuver purposes, and lands could be obtained at a comparatively low 
price per acre of snfficient extent for the maneuvering of any force we 
are likely to be able to concentrate. 

Is that in addition to the 30,000 acres of land already pro- 
vided in the report? - 

Is it to be not 30,000 but 100,000 acres of land? The reading 
of that was superfluous. That has nothing to do with it. Of 
course, we determine in the end whether we buy the ground 
at all. This is an offer of these gentlemen, having bought 
options on this ground, to unload it on the Government at a 
higher price than the land is worth in the market. They 
bought the options because they propose to make a profit on it. 
They offer to give 4,000 acres of land to the Government be- 
cause they propose to more than recoup themselves out of sell- 
ing the ground upon which they have purchased options, or 
that is controlled by land companies which they represent. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not prepared to enter upon these land 
schemes. If the Government of the United States needs ma- 
neuver grounds for the national militia in these States, appoint 
a commission to investigate the subject and see where the 
grounds ought to be located, and not in response to the request 
of gentlemen whe hold options on the land which they wish 
to sell to the Government, appoint a commission to make a 
report already made in order to start the wheels in motion 
that will take out of the Treasury of the United States higher 
value for land which gentlemen own on options. 

We have always refused to do this; we ought not to begin, 
and if you gentlemen on that side of the House want to plunge 
into this sort of an undertaking, do it if you will, but you will 
find it most expensive to the Treasury and most damaging to 
the people who engage in this option land business. [Applause]. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate has expired, and the 


Clerk will read the bill for amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
a commission consisting of 


bereby, authorized and directed to appoint 


five officers of the Army of the United States to make a full and com- 
piete investigation and consider carefully whether or not it is advisable 
o make, establish, and maintain a maneuvering ground and camp of 
inspection, rife and artillery ranges for United States troops at or 
near the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama. Said 
commission shall fully consider the advantages und disadvantages of 
the lands contiguous to oy near the city of Anniston, Ala., for the pur- 


herein stated, and report fully as to probable number of 
and n to pur and the probable cost of the same, and as to 
all facts and conditions material to be considered in the premises. 
The report shall be filed in the War Department by March 1, 1912, and 
communicated to Congress as soon as practicable by the President. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the first sec- 
tion of the resolution by striking out, from line 10, page 2, the 
word “March” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “May.” 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is acceptable to 
this side of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Let us have the amendment reported. 

The Clerk gead as follows: 

Page 2, line 10, strike out the word “March” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ May.” 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from Connecticut what 
is the purpose of his amendment? 

Mr. TILSON. To give a longer time in which to make the 
report. As the resolution now reads, it requires a report to be 
filed on or before March 1, 1912. 

Mr. MANX. I suppose the gentleman will agree with me that 
if the resolution passed on February 29 they could make the 
report by March 1. 

Mr. TILSON. They ought not to. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that they have already 
reported on it. It is a mere matter of form; it may take 
longer than this to get the bill through the Senate—I hope so. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the gentleman 
from Illinois sees such terrors in this bill. Certainly he is able 
to see more than the members of the Military Committee were 
able to see in it. This is not the only proposition that has been 
made for inspection of grounds for maneuver purposes. As has 
been already stated, one in Tennessee has been investigated. 
We had a hearing this morning before the committee, and a 
gentleman from central Tennessee proposed something of a 
similar nature, with 4,000 acres or thereabouts, 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I will 

Mr. DENT. Is it not a fact that a resolution exactly similar 
to this, except as to location, was passed by Congress in Feb- 
ruary, 1911, and approved by the President? 

Mr. TILSON. It was, and nothing was said about it; no 
danger was seen in it. In fact, Mr. Chairman, there is no 
necessary connection between the examination of a parcel of 
land to see whether it is fit for maneuver grounds, and whether 
it is desirable for the Government te purchase it, and the actual 
purchase of the land at an exorbitant figure. As a matter of 
fact, 4,000 acres of land would be ample for camp purposes, 
target ranges, and for all purposes for which it would be 
necessary to own the land. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Is it not a fact that the Government owns 
two sections of land contiguous to these 4,000 acres? 

Mr. TILSON. Whether it does or not, it might prove to be a 
most desirable maneuver ground if these people would donate 
to the Government the 4,000 acres of land for use as a perma- 
nent camp site and for target ranges. We all know that time 
and time again the Government has held maneuvers entirely on 
leased land leased at a modest figure, and in this case if it 
acquire sufficient ground for camp sites and target ranges, the 
land necessary for maneuvers outside of the camp ground and 
target ranges could be eesily rented for occasional use at a 
nominal figure. 

In fact, it has been done in all parts of the country. There is 
comparatively little damage, as I know from actual experience. 
We went throngh the eastern part of Massachusetts, a closely 
inhabited country, with intensive farming of various kinds, 
especially cranberry beds, and yet the Government report 
showed, after we had been through that country from New 
Bedford north to Boston, that the damage was inconsequential, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr: Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for five minutes more. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, what I particularly object to 
here is that it should be assumed that there is some scheme into 
which this committee has entered to force the Government into 
a policy of buying lands at an exorbitant figure for the benefit 
of some land companies or some other gentlemen in the State of 


acres of 
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Alabama. The Committee on Military Affairs has been desir- 
ous that we shall have the very best ground in the country at 
the most reasonable figure for purposes of training troops. We 
are willing and thought it a desirable thing that we should pay 
the traveling expenses of a small board of officers—and that is 
all it would cost—to go to Alabama to examine this land and 
report as to whether or not it is suitable for that purpose, 
whether the Government should accept the 4,000 acres, and also 
whether it would be desirable to purchase any more. That is 
all there is to it, and that is as far as this resolution goes. The 
Goyernment is not committed to anything by this resolution, 
nor is it anticipated that it will be in the future, unless it be 
something that the War Department itself, representing the 
Government, believes to be beneficial for the national defense, 
and such a recommendation would have to be approved by Con- 
gress. We have tried in this resolution to give our Government 
the benefit of information secured, after a careful examination, 
by a board of officers, with no expense whatever except their 
trayeling expenses to Alabama, as to a proposition believed to 
be favorable to the United States and useful in preparation for 
the national defense. If this should prove to be true, then I 
say that this committee would be derelict in its duty if it did 
not report such a resolution and give the Government an op- 
portunity to take advantage of such a benefit. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
a moment ago, I believe, stated that the Government owned two 
sections of Jand which might at some place come in connection 
with these maneuver grounds. I suppose if the Government 
owns two sections of land down there it is owned under some 
provision of law susceptible of being entered by—— 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DENT. I understood that the Chair was putting the 
question as to whether the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut should be adopted by the committee. I 
do not think it has been passed upon. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment has not been voted upon. 

Mr. DENT. I understood the Chair to submit the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been voted upon. 
The gentleman from Illinois is entitled to the floor for five 
minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the Government owns these 
two sections of land down there adjoining this land, upon which 
the other gentlemen had the option, why has not somebody en- 
tered that land; why has not somebody taken it; why does not 
somebody homestead it and get possession of it at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre? I suppose it is because it is not worth 
a dollar and a quarter an acre, although right alongside of 
ground for which we are expected to pay $15 an acre in order 
to recoup the gentlemen who own the options on it for giving 
the 4,000 acres to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “ five,” in line 5, page 1, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ three“; and insert after the word “ States,” line 5, 
the following: 

“And three Members of Congress; one from the Senate, appointed by 
the Presiding Officer of that body, and two from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, appointed by the Speaker.“ 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I am offering that amendment 
for the purpose of accentuating a situation that I think I have 
detected in the short stay that I have had in Congress. That 
is that this House seems to have relied, in the past at least, 
enirely upon such information as it might be able to secure 
through the Departments of the Navy or the Army. Mr. Chair- 
man, it seems to me that, since Congress is charged with the 
responsibility of the expenditure of funds, since it is charged 
with the care of the Public Treasury, that there ought to be 
somebedy who is a Member of this branch of the Government to 
look into deals of this kind, upon which we are called ultimately 
to put our approval by the appropriation of funds. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PROUTY. I will. 

Mr. HOBSON. Does not the gentleman think that in con- 
nection with the final report upon the question of the adoption 
or purchase that that would be the time for the joint com- 
mission? 

Mr. PROUTY. Relying upon the statement of the gentleman, 
as lately withdrawn but formerly in the Recoxp, I am inclined to 
think that it is time to begin this matter early, in order to ascer- 


tain the facts, and not look to the departments for information, 
as the gentleman indicates has been done in another bill. 

I am in earnest about this matter. I am frank to say I could 
pick out two men from this floor who if they would go down 
there and look over this situation and tell me that this land 
was worth so and so and could be bought for so and so, know- 
ing they are in the same position before the American people 
that I am as guardians of the Public Treasury, I would accept 
their judgment; and you will pardon me, Mr. Chairman, if I 
hesitate somewhat to accept the judgment of officers of the 
Army in these matters over which and for which they are in 
no manner responsible. There haye been four or five cases 
coming before my attention during the discussion of various 
bills before this House in Which 

Mr. DENT. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PROUTY. Certainly. 

Mr. DENT. I would like to ask the gentleman if his amend- 
ment were adopted if it would not require an additional appro- 
priation in order to get somebody to act outside of the Regular 
Army officers? 

Mr. PROUTY. I think not, sir. I have asked that they be 
appointed from the Members of the House and the Senate. I 
understand all of those gentlemen to be getting salary now and 
it is claimed some were getting two salaries. The expense of 
Members of the House and Senate going down there would be 
no greater than members of the Army, and, judging from what 
I have heard, I am inclined to think their expenses would not 
be quite so large. 

Mr. DENT. But you certainly would increase the expenses 
by increasing the number. 

Mr. PROUTY. Well, it adds one only, and I am inclined to 
think that even the two we take off the Army will equal the 
expenses of the three we put on from the House and Senate. 
But I am presenting this matter seriously because we are fac- 
ing a matter which is important. I have been told again and 
again that the expenses of the Army and Navy are becoming 
topheavy in this country. As one gentleman stated the other 
day, there seems to be no limit of expenditures in those depart- 
ments, and it seems to me it is time for the Members of this 
House, who are primarily responsible for expenditures, to look 
into these investments before they get too far along. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Chairman, I have great respect for 
the views of the distinguished gentleman from Iowa. I im- 
agine, though, if we should select him, for instance, to make 
the investigation, or if I should be selected, that the gentleman 
and myself would know about as much, or our views would be 
worth just as much, on the subject of maneuvering grounds as 
would be the curl of a pig's tail concerning the price of pork. 
We would not know anything about it, and I for one am willing 
to leave the Army officers to deal with a question that is solely 
within the province of that department. I do not believe that 
they are robbing the people or spending improvidently their 
money. If that be true, I am sorry that the distinguished gen- 
tleman has not discovered during his long service that that was 
taking place, and not wait until this late date, when a resolu- 
tion comes up authorizing an investigation of a proposition from 
Anniston, Ala. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 81. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the War Department has recently 
sent an answer to this body, responding to a resolution passed 
by the House in reference to the abandonment of various mili- 
tary posts. It seems a very strange thing that the Democratic 
side of the House, with the recommendations before it that we 
abandon a lot of Army posts, proposes, instead of doing that, to 
purchase a lot of additional land. We have Army posts, so the 
War Department now says, that have cost us close to $100,000,000, 
but valueless, they say, for Army purposes. And yet we have 
had no legislation with reference to abandoning them. But 
now, on the plea of economy, we haye a proposition involving 
the purchase of 30,000 to 40,000 acres of land at a high and 
unconscionable price, because the passage of this resolution 
means that. Why should not you gentlemen who want to 
economize, economize once in a while? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I can not see the force of the 
contention of the gentleman from Illinois. The policy of the 
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abandonment of small posts widely scattered is a part of a gen- 
eral policy of concentration of larger numbers of troops. The 
abandonment of the many expensive small posts entails the de- 
velopment of economical posts of larger dimensions. An inves- 
tigation of this question of Army concentration would bring out 
the fact that geographically the trend of the movement of our 
Army posts must be southward. 

I further call to the attention of Members that even in as 
small a war as the Spanish War, located in the West Indies, 
the Government sent its troops southward, and they actually 
occupied by choice this,;region near Anniston as the best in 
which to concentrate the troops. Now, nature has given many 
adyantages to this point over all other points. It is well 
watered, and watered in such a unique way as to be free from 
typhoid and similar contagions. It has just the right altitude 
and rainfall to make the climate almost perfect the year around. 
The railroad facilities are excellent. The topegraphy, the 
siretches of level land with the buttresses of hills, is unusually 
advantageous for the purposes of a great Army post and great 
maneuver grounds. The strategic location marks it as the re- 
gion for concentration of troops for the wars of the future. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. ' Will the gentleman state 
what ‘additional information on this subject this board or com- 
mission to be proposed to be appointed in this resolution could 
give further than the information now contained in the report 
by Col. Mills? 

Mr. HOBSON. I will be very glad to do that, because that 
is the crux of the situation. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Does that not cover the 
rainfall and other questions involved? i 

Mr. HOBSON. I will tell the gentleman that the report 
already made is precisely the first preliminary report that is 
made on any such a project, just like a reconnoissance of a river 
leading to its survey as to whether its navigation ought to be 
developed or not. The second regular step is the step now 
proposed. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] does not 
seem to grasp this fact. This is not a question of the purchase 
of land. It is not a question of deciding upon a location for 
maneuvering grounds, but simply to make a more detailed in- 
vestigation of the suitability and advantages of the region in 
question. The fact remains that it will be necessary for us in 
carrying out the present policy of economical concentration of 
our troops to have large maneuvering grounds somewhere. The 
natural tendency will be southward for geographical, climatic, 
and strategic reasons, and it is most opportune now, with the 
approaching opening of the Panama Canal, to begin serious in- 
vestigation of particular regions. An examination will certainly 
show, just as the Spanish War brought out the fact, that in 
northern Alabama, and probably in the neighborhood of Anniston, 
is the best location in America for just such a post and 
maneuver grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is merely 
to appoint what is in every way a proper commission at this 
stage to make a proper survey and report. I can say for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Illinois that his theories of ex- 
travagance and possible graft are not well grounded. Tell me 
where else in the United States could you get land for $15 an 
acre suitable for maneuvering. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman say why 
they are to donate these 4,000 acres? 

Mr. HOBSON. I will say that it is done just precisely as 
the public-spirited citizens of a community will frequently con- 
tribute land for public purposes, say, a publie building. The im- 
pulse is patriotism and public spirit. The great opportunity 
here open ought to be brought to the attention of the Govern- 
ment. I do not say the establishment of a post or maneuver 
grounds would not be a benefit to the community. Doubtless it 
would. But that question is not involved here. The question 
of whether certain citizens will make money out of it eventually 
is not involved. 

Mr. GOOD. If we are to adopt a policy of consolidating the 
Army posts and adopting the policy of establishing maneuver- 
ing grounds generally, would not that be accomplished more 
nese gtd by appointing a commission to look over the entire 
Scope 

Mr. HOBSON. I am in entire agreement with the gentleman 
as to that. 

Mr. GOOD. And would not this work in direct conflict with 
that kind of a survey or examination? 


Mr. HOBSON. On the contrary, I think this would be a 
preliminary part of such a work, and the moment the gentle- 
man wishes to have that general proposition taken up I am 
sure he will find sympathetic support. And I will say to him 
further that there is a bill pending, that will probably come 
before the House before long, creating a council of national 
defense, that will probably take up this question and similar 
questions for the whole country. But here is a meritorious 
proposition just to find out, without expense, whether the 
Government has not a splendid opportunity here in this location, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from IIIinois? 
Mr. HOBSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that this 
would be a good place for the location of a consolidated Army 
post, and that that was one of the arguments which the gentle- 
man was advancing in favor of this location. 

Mr. HOBSON. I think that in addition to maneuver grounds 
it would be a very desirable location for a consolidated Army 
post; one of the most desirable locations in this country. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think we ought to under- 
take to purchase grounds for a consolidated Army post without 
having first a view of the whole country? 

Mr. HOBSON. Í think the gentleman is correct in that, but 
this present proposition does not have in view the purchase of 
any land at all; only an investigation. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
speak on this resolution. I move to strike out the last three 
words. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman what- 
eyer time he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, while the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hosson] was talking I asked 
him in what respect the board or commission to be created by 
this resolution would report more completely and more thor- 
oughly than the man that examined into the subject. 

Mr. HOBSON. I meant to answer the question of the gentle- 
man more at length. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The gentleman said, “I am 
just going to do that,” but he talked on other subjects, and he 
did not touch the point I wanted him to explain. 

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will yield me time now I 
will cover that point. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I haye been trying, Mr. 
Chairman, to find out from the beginning of this discussion, 
since the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Truson] began the 
explanation of this resolution, why certain gentlemen down 
there who are interested in land companies are so generous as 
to offer 4,000 acres of land for nothing, to donate it to the 
Government. It appears that those gentlemen are interested in 
twenty-five or thirty thousand acres more of land surrounding 
the 4,000 acres which they propose to donate, and they say. 


they have options on it and that it can be bought for $15 an 


acre. Beware of Greeks bearing gifts to the Government. 
There is always a “nigger in the fence” when people are willing 
to give away something, and it always arouses my suspicion. 

Now, at the request of somebody—and I think it was the 
request of the gentleman from Alabama, who introduced this 
resolution, by a letter that he wrote to Gen. Wood—Col. Mills 
was sent down there to investigate. He did investigate, ap- 
parently. He has brought back and submitted here a compre- 
hensive report, stating practically everything, so far as I know, 
which would be ordinarily necessary to inform the War Depart- 
ment as to the merits of this proposition. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I can not yield. 

Mr. HOBSON. This would be a good point at which to make 
one little statement. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. The gentleman will have a 
chance probably later on. I am afraid to let the gentleman 
start te make a statement in my time. 

Mr. HOBSON. This board would make surveys which the 
other one could not undertake. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Why should we pass an act 
directing the attention of the War Department to this particular 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from Alabama, if we 
are going later on to create a commission to go over the country. 
and pick out-the best and most available locations and territory 
for the general maneuvers of the Army? Why not create a com- 
mission or board now, with power to examine all the proposi- 
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tions and all the locations submitted to them for consideration, 
and report upon them all and recommend the one which they 
think is the best? This resolution gives such a board or com- 
mission no such power. This resolution is simply framed up in 
such a way as to compel the War Department actually to accept 
this particular proposition. It ought to be beaten, and it ought 
to be beaten on the merits. No man can defend it on the ground 
of economy or anything else. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. MICHAEL E. DRIS- 
coLL]. His amendment was to strike out the last three words, 
and if that amendment should be agreed to it would provide 
that this board should be paid. I am not in favor of the board 
being paid. 

I have been in this House quite a number of years and I have 
seen some remarkable propositions presented to the House at 
one time and another, but it seems to me that as a really unique 
and unusual proposition this particular measure takes the 
cake—the entire bakery, in fact. 

I understood that the Committee on Military Affairs had 
turned over to the War Department this question of concentra- 
tion, of saying where the troops should be housed and where 
they should be maneuvered. In the Army bill, passed the other 
day, the War Department was given carte blanche to abandon 
$90,000,000 worth of property in the great Northwest, much of 
it new, up-to-date, first-class buildings—splendid Army posts— 
constructed within the last few years. Their abandonment is 
left entirely to the discretion of the War Department. And in 
order that that department may be encouraged to abandon these 
buildings forthwith, the Democratic majority here has pro- 
hibited the Secretary of War from using any portion of the 
appropriation for the purpose of stopping any leaks that may 
occur in the roofs of any of these buildings or in any way caring 
for them. But so anxious are the gentlemen now to reverse the 
policy adopted a few days ago, so far as the great State of 
Alabama is concerned, that they now propose to have Congress 
actually take a hand in the matter of asserting its authority as 
to the establishment or selection of grounds for maneuver pur- 
poses down in the State of Alabama. I suppose eventually this 
will be one of the great concentration posts of which we have 
heard so much. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKMON. The gentleman says this is the most 
unique proposition he ever heard of. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Was the gentleman a Member of this body 
on the 24th of February, 1911? 

Mr. MONDELL. I believe that I was; yes. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Did the gentleman know that a resolution 
absolutely similar to this was passed at that time, with the 
exception that the words “Tullahoma, Tenn.,” were contained 
therein, while this one contains the words “Anniston, Ala.” ? 

Mr. MONDELL. What gentleman was up for renomination 
in that district? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I do not know; but the gentleman's long 
service and his watchfulness did not seem to prevent the pas- 
sage of that resolution. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Had there been a report 
made already on that proposition? 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not claim to have been overwatchful. 
I do not know the name of the gentleman in whose district it 
was proposed to have that examination. I have no doubt the 
gentleman’s services were well worth it, and I haye no doubt 
that the services of the gentleman in whose behalf this resolu- 
tion is presented are well worth this expense. 

Mr. BLACKMON. The gentleman was more generous with 
the gentleman from Tennessee than he is with the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am generous with both gentlemen, as far 
as that is concerned. ‘ 

Mr. BLACKMON. Evidently. 

Mr. MONDELL. Only I do not want the money paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States to help this scheme along. 

Mr. BLACKMON. The gentleman did on that occasion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The pro forma amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the joint resolution to the House as 
amended, with the recommendation that the amendment be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Sutzer, Chairman of the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration House joint resolution 178, 
creating a commission to investigate and report on the advisa- 
bility of the establishment of a permanent maneuvering grounds, 
camp of inspection, rifle and artillery ranges for troops of the 
United States at or near the city of Anniston, county of Cal- 
houn, State of Alabama, and to likewise report as to certain 
lands in and around the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, 
State of Alabama, proposed to be donated to the United States 
for said purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with an amendment, with the recommendation that 
the amendment be agreed to, and that the joint resolution as 
amended do pass. 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the joint resolution and amendment to the final passage. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mann) there were—ayes 67, noes 15. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum present. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. DENT. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. A call of the House will be taken auto- 
matically if this motion fails. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois that the House do now adjourn. 
All those in fayor of the motion will rise and stand until 
counted. [After counting.] Twenty-two gentlemen have arisen. 

Mr. SULZER. Let us have the other side, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take the other side. All 
those opposed to the motion will rise. [After counting.] 
Seventy-nine gentlemen have arisen, and the yeas and nays are 
ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 37, nays 175, 
answered “ present” 7, not voting 174, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Burke, S. Dak. Guernsey Morgan Sullowa 
Butler Hamilton, Mich. Nelson 8 Öhio. 
Cannon Heald Olmsted Volstead 
Crago Jackson Pickett Warburton 
Driscoll, M. E. Langham Prouty Willis 
Foss McKinney Rees Wood, N. J. 
French MeMorran Rodenberg Young, Kans, 
Gardner, N. J, Martin. S. Dak. Stephens, Cal. 
Good Mondell Sterling 
Griest Moon, Pa. Stevens, Minn. 
NAYS—175. 
Adair Dixon, Ind. James Randell, Tex. 
Adamson Doughton Johnson, Ky. Raue! 
Akin, N. Dyer Johnson, S. C. Redfield 
Alexander Esch Jones Reilly 
Ames Evans Kahn Reyburn 
Anderson, Minn. Faison Kendall , Richardson 
Anderson, Ohio Farr Kennedy Roberts, Ney. 
Ansberry Fergusson Kitchin Roddenbery 
Barnhart Ferris Konig Rubey 
Bartlett Finle Konop Rucker, Colo, 
Bathrick Flood, Va. Lafferty Rucker, Mo. 
Beall, Tex. Floyd, Ark. La Follette Russell 
Bell, Ga. Fornes Lee, Pa. Shackleford 
Berger Fowler Lenroot Sherley 
Blackmon Gallagher Lever Sherwood 
wman ardner, Lindbergh Simmons 
Bradley Garner Linthicum Sims 
Buchanan Garrett Littlepage Sloan 
Burleson Godwin, N. C. Lloyå Smith, J. M. C. 
Burnett ke Lobeck Smith, Tex. 
Byrnes, 8. C. Goodwin, Ark. McCoy Speer 
Byrns, Tenn. uld McCreary Stedman 
Callaway Gray McDermott Stephens, Miss. 
Candler Gregg, Pa McGillicuddy Stephens, Nebr. 
Clark, Fla. Gregg, Tex. McKellar Stephens, Tex. 
Cla: Gudger Madden Stone 
Clayton Hamilton, W. Va. Maguire, Nebr. Sulzer 
Cline Hamlin Martin, Colo. Taggart 
Collier Hardwick Moon, Tenn. Talcott, N. Y. 
Conry Hardy Morrison Taylor, Ala. 
Cooper Harrison, Miss. Morse, Wis. Taylor, Colo. 
Cox, Ind. Harrison, N. Y. Moss, Ind, Tribble 
Crumpacker Hay Murdock Turnbull 
Cullop Hayden Neeley Underhill 
Curley Hayes Norris Underwood 
Heflin Padgett Watkins 
Da erty Helm e Wedemeyer 
Davenport Henry, Tex. mer White 
Davis, Minn. Hens 5 Peters Wickliffe 
Davis, W. Va. Hollan Post Wilson, Pa. 
De Forest Houston Pou Witherspoon 
Dent Howard Powers Woods, Iowa 
Dickinson Hull Rainey Young, Tex, 
Dies Jacoway Raker 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—7. 
Andrus Foster, III. Langley Tilson 
Bates Glass Talbott, Md. 
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NOT VOTING—174. 


Aiken, S. C. Driscoll, D. A. Kinkead, N. J. Prince 
Ainey Dupre Knowland ujo 
Allen Dwight Kopp Ransdell, La. 
Anthony Edwards Korbly Riordan 
Ashbrook Ellerbe Lafean Roberts, Mass, 
Austin Estopinal Lamb Robinson 
Ayres Fairchild Lawrence Rothermel 
Barchfeld Fields Lee, Ga. Rouse 
Bartholdt Fitzgerald Legare bath 
Bingham Focht Levy Saunders 
Boehne Fordney Lewis Scully 
Booher Foster, Vt. Lindsay Sells 
Borland Francis Littleton Sh 
Brantley Fuller Longworth Sheppard 
Broussard George Loud isson 
Brown Gillett McCall Slayden 
Browning Goldfogle McGuire, Okla. Slem 
Bulkley Graham McHenr Smal 
Burgess Green, Iowa McKenzie Smith, Saml. W. 
Burke, Pa. Greene, Mass. McKinle Smith, Cal. 
Burke, Wis. Hamill McLaughlin Smith, N. Y. 
Calder Hammond Macon Sparkman 
Campbell Hanna Maher Stack 
Cantrill Harris Malby Stanley 
Carlin Hartman Mann Steenerson 
Carter Haugen Matthews Sweet 

Ry Hawley Mays Switzer 
Catlin Helgesen Miller Thayer 
Connell Henry, Conn. Moore, Pa Thistlewood 
Copley Higgins Moore, Tex. Thomas 
Covington Hi Mott Towner 
Cox, Ohio Hinds Murray Townsend 
Cravens Hobson Needham Tuttle 
Currier Howell 38 Utter 
Daizell Howland Oldfield Vreeland 
Danforth Hubbard O'Shaunessy Webb 
penen Hughes, Ga Parran Weeks 

nver Hughes, N. J. Patten, N. X. Whitacre 
Dickson, Miss. Hughħes, W. Va. Patton, Pa. Wilder 
Difenderfer Humphrey, Wash. Payne Wilson, III 
Dodds Humphreys, Miss. Pepper Wilson, N. X. 
Donohoe Kent Plumley Young, Mich 
Doremus Kindred Porter 
Draper Kinkaid, Nebr. Pray 


So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. WILSON of Illinois. 
. THAYER with Mr. WILDER. 
. Kinkeap of New Jersey with Mr. THISTLEWOOD. 
. SMITH of New York with Mr. MILLER. 
„ RorHERMEL with Mr. Patron of Pennsylvania. 
„ Ranspett of Louisiana with Mr. Mann. 
„ Peprer with Mr. NYE. 
. Parren of New York with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania. 
. Moore of Texas with Mr. McKenzie. 
. Rouse with Mr. MCL. 
. Linpsay with Mr. Loup. 
. Levy with Mr. KNOWLAND. 
. LEGARE with Mr. Kinxarp of Nebraska. 
„ LAMB with Mr. HOWELL. : 
. Hucues of New Jersey with Mr. HINDS. 
. HammMonpd with Mr. HILL. . 
„ Haul with Mr. Henry of Connecticut. 
. DIFENDERFER with Mr. HELGESEN, 
. Firzceratp with Mr. CALDER. 
. ELLERBE with Mr. HAUGEN. 
. Epwarps with Mr. HARTMAN. 
. Dupre with Mr. HARRIS. 
. DonoHoE with Mr. GILLETT, 
. Denver with Mr. DRAPER. 
. CONNELL with Mr. CUBBRIER. 
„ CARLIN with Mr. CATLIN. 
. Brown with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
. Broussarp with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. BRANTLEY with Mr. BARTHOLDT, 
. ASHBROOK with Mr. AINEY. 
„ SMALL with Mr. BARCHFELD, 
. Roourr with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 
. Foster of Illinois with Mr. Kopp. 
Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi with Mr. LAWRENCE. 
The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on ordering the previous 
question on the resolution and amendment to final passage. 
The question was taken, and the previous question was 
ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended joint resolution. 
The question was taken, and the joint resolution was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The geatleman from Illinois demands the 
reading of the engrossed resolution. That puts an end to the 
consideration of the resolution for the present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the previous question hay- 
ing been ordered, as I understand it, the engrossed resolution 
will come up to-morrow first thing. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. It would come up right aow 
if we had the engrossed copy here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The engrossed copy is not at the 
Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER, No. 


SENATE BILL AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolu- 
tion were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4197. An act for the purchase of a site for the erection of 
a post-office and public building at New Martinsville, Wetzel 
County, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

S. J. Res. 74. Joint resolution for an exhibit at the Fifth Na- 
tional Corn Exposition at Columbia, S. C.; to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Senate concurrent resolution 11. 


Resolved by the Senate 105 House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed 10, additional copies of the message of the 
President of the United States transmitting the report of the Em- 
ployers’ Liability and Workmen's Compensation Commission, together 
with the hearings held before the commission, of which 2,500 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,500 copies for the use of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and that there be printed as a 
Senate document, in one pamphlet, 25,000 copies of the message and 
report only, of which 5, copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
12,500 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 7,500 
copies for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, reference of the bill (H. R. 20482) 
to establish a post office at Texarkana, Tex., and to provide 
for the appointment of a postmaster, was changed from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Then, on motion of Mr. Unperwoop (at 5 o'clock and 8 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Thursday, February 22, 
1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
estimates of appropriation for continuing the construction of 
Cavalry post, Hawaii Territory (H. Doc. No. 555); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Apoon mouth of Yukon River, Alaska (H. Doc. No. 
556) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. . 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Biscayne Bay, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 554); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
suryey of Harlem River, at Johnsons Iron Works, N. Y. (H. Doc. 
No. 557) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pur- 
suant to House resolution, additional information relative to 
certain matters in regard to Pay Department of the Army (H. 
Doc. No. 558); to the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, to which was referred sundry bills of the 
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House, reported in lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 20585) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children 
of soldiers and sailors of said war, accompanied by a report 
(No. 329), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof the bill (H. R. 20586) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war, accompanied by a report (No. 330), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20576) to 
regulate the officering and manning of vessels, to abolish the 
involuntary servitude imposed upon seamen in the merchant 
marine of the United States while in foreign ports and the in- 
yoluntary servitude imposed upon the seamen of the merchant 
marine of foreign countries while in ports of the United States, 
to encourage the training of boys in the American merchant 
marine, for the further protection of life at sea, and to amend 
the laws relative to seamen, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEENERSON; A bill (H. R. 20587) to define and 
regulate investment companies authorized to use the mail; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 20588) to amend the Criminal 
Code of Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia): A bill (H. R. 20589) to 
establish a home for feeble-minded, imbecile, and idiotic chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 20590) fixing the time for 
election of Representatives and Delegates in Congress and for 
the appointment of electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States; to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. : 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 20591) amending the statutes 
relating to patents, relieving medical and dental practictioners 
from unjust burdens imposed by patentees holding patents 
covering methods and devices for treating human diseases, ail- 
ments, and disabilities; to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 20592) for increasing the Naval 
Establishment; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20593) to 
authorize the Norfolk & Western Railway Co. to construct 


sundry bridges across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River; 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 3 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 20594) to create a revenue 
board; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 20595) to amend section 
25 of an act entitled “An act to amend and consolidate the acts 
respecting copyrights,* approved March 4, 1909; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20596) to amend section 25 of an act en- 
titled “An act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting 
copyrights,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 20597) for the recognition 
of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of cer- 
tain Pennsylvania military organizations; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 20598) to regulate the im- 
portation of nursery stock; to enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to appoint a Federal horticultural board and to define 
the powers of this board in establishing and maintaining quar- 
antine districts for plant diseases and insect pests; to permit 
and regulate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables 
therefrom; and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 20599) to amend section 531 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and also to amend 
section 82 of chapter 5 of the act approved March 3, 1911, en- 
titled “ The judiciary ”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
89) to amend concurrent resolution passed August 21, 1911, pro- 
viding for the printing of the proceedings upon the unveiling 
= "e statue of Baron von Steuben; to the Committee on 
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By Mr. CURLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 248) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: : 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20585) 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent 
children of soldiers and sailors of said war; to the Committee 
of the Whole House. : $ 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 20586) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of sol- 
ues and sailors of said war; to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 20600) granting a pension to 
Augusta Dempsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENVER: A bill (H. R. 20601) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel H. Jolly; to the Committee on Inyali 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 20602) for the relief of Fred - 
erick Pate; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20603) granting an 
increase of pension to Susan Johnson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, x 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 20604) granting 
an increase of pension to Leyi Lewis; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20605) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Hurd; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 20606) granting a pension to 
D. A. Kanife; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 20607) for the reimbursement 
of the legal representative of James Harvey Dennis for moneys 
expended by the said James Harvey Dennis for the improve- 
pets of the Tennessee River; to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 20608) for the relief of the 
estate of Jonathan Polk, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 20609) for the relief of Richard 
H. Grey; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 20610) granting an increase 
of pension to Emanuel Smith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20611) granting an increase 
of pension to Nelson McIntosh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20612) granting an increase of pension to 
Dan M. Hager; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20613) for 
the proper recognition of services rendered by Herman Haupt 
during the Civil War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20614) for the relief 
of the heirs of Fannie Elizabeth Cole; to the Committee on War 
Claims. = 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 20615) granting a pension to 
Maurice Luby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 20616) granting a pension 
to Alice May Sparrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 20617) granting an increase 
of pense to William Jeffrey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 20618) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Horace H. Burbank; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20619) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 20620) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Dye; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20621) granting an 
inerease of pension to Willard B. Hill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 20622) for the 
relief of Francis H. McLaughlin; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of American Association for the 
Advancement of Science, protesting against introduction of 
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injurious insects and plant diseases from foreign lands; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of members, Improved Order of Red Men of 
ninth congressional district of the State of Missouri, for an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

.By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petition of residents of Glens 
Falls, N. Y., for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of members, Improved Order of Red Men of 
twenty-fifth congressional district of New York, for an Ameri- 
ean Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, memorial of New York State Assembly, for passage of 
militia pay bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, for preservation of certain battle flags; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of O. W. Nelson 
and Frank J. Greener, of Reno, Minn., against extension of 
parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of C. L. and Mary E. Gabke, 
of Newark, Ohio, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, favoring the passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of Royal Lodge, No. 440, and 
Philadelphia Baron de Hirsh Lodge, No. 535, Independent Order 
Brith Abraham, and of Moses Montefiore Lodge, No. 21, Inde- 
pendent Order B’rith Sholom, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to 
treaties with Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Art Club of Philadelphia, Pa., relative 
to the Lincoln memorial; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of German Catholic Society of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of House bill 2896, to provide a tax upon white 
phosphorous matches, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Central Bureau of Philadelphia Yearly 
Meeting, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, pro- 
testing against the abolishment of the Revenue-Cutter Service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the German Republican 
Club of Rockford, III., praying for the defeat of any inter- 
state-commerce liquor measure; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CATLIN: Petitions of the California (Mo.) Saenger- 
bund, the German-American Pioneer Association of Lafayette 
County, Mo., and the National German-American Alliance of 
St. Joseph, Mo., protesting against the passage of any prohibi- 
tion or interstate-commerce liquor measure now pending in Con- 
gress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of citizens of twelfth congressional 
district of Indiana, against passage of House bill 9483; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of twelfth congressional district of 
Indiana, in favor of parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Grand Army of the Republic Post of 
Valparaiso, Ind., for passage of House bill 1; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of German Societies of Lafayette and Logans- 
port, Ind., protesting against prohibition and interstate liquor 
legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of citizens of Elkhorn, Wis., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, and Sims 
bill to forbid interstate transmission of race-gambling odds and 
bets; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petitions of Berlin and Sharptown, 
Md., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of National Canners’ Association, for reduc- 
tions in the duties on sugar and tinned plate; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Canners’ Association, for establish- 
ment of national bureau of health; to the Committee on Inter- 
etate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DENVER: Petition of the Cheyenne Tribe, No. 53, 
Improved Order of Red Men, Lebanon, Ohio, favoring House bill 
16313; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, petition of the Greenfield (Ohio) Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, urging the enactment of the Hobson bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Sismamatha Tribe, No. 236, Improved 
Order of Red Men, of Macon, Ohio, favoring House bill 16313; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Camp No. 11, Department of Wis- 
consin, United Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 
17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of a German society of Racine, Wis., protesting 
against passage of prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Wisconsin, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Broadway Board of 
Trade, protesting against proposed abandonment of the Brook- 
lyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, for preservation of certain battle flags; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorials of Citizens’ Association of Takoma Park, 
Md., urging the immediate enlargement of the Takoma Park 
Public School and protesting against exclusion from that school 
of residents of Takoma Park, Md.; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, memorial of New York State Assembly, for legislation 
authorizing compensation of State militia; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of American Humane Society, protesting 
against Senate bill 252, to establish in the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor a children’s bureau; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, 
in favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Harrison Commercial Club, of Harrison, 
Ark., requesting Congress to pass appropriate legislation to 
provide for the preservation of the machinery and material 
used in the construction of the Panama Canal for use in the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. a 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia : Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Susan Johnson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNES: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State of New York, for the exclusion, of feeble-minded 
immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, urging an appropriation of $25,000 for the estab- 
lishment of marine schools, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a memorial of the Municipal Council of Valdez, Alaska, 
urging an appropriation of $1,000,000 to maintain, extend, and 
build new wagon roads and trails in Alaska; to the Committee 
on the Territories, 

Also, resolution of the Old Guard Camp, No. 19, Depart- 
ment of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, indorsing 
House bill 17470, providing a pension for the widows and minor 
children of Spanish War yeterans; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the port of 
New York and the Chamber of Commerce of Milwaukee, Wis., 
protesting against any change in the administration of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of the Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, indorsing House bill 15471, appropriating $30,000 
for the repair and preservation of flags at the Nayal Academy 
at Annapolis, Md.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Buffalo (N. Y.) Cooperative Stove Co., in 
favor of 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, against the 
abolishment of the Remsen Board of Reference; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of citizens of Illinois, protesting 
against extension of parcel-post service beyond its present limi- 
tations; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, protesting against any change in the administration of 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of J. M. Brown and 
other citizens, of Sandoval, III., protesting against the enactment 
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of further legislation in reference to parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Petitions of citizens of the State of Idaho, 
protesting against passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Ottawa Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation, of Ottawa, III., favoring the passage of House bill 
14489, concerning certain amendments to corporation-tax law 
as to the filing of annual reports; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Board of Missions of Boston, Mass., 
favoring the reimbursement to American citizens of the Stone 
ransom; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Henry W. Farnam and others, of New York 
City, favoring the passage of the Esch phosphorus bill (H. R. 
2896) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GOULD: Petitions of citizens of the State of Maine, 
for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Pawnee Tribe, No. 66, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, of Springfield, III., in favoy of 
Senate bill 3953 and House bill 16313, providing for the erection 
of an American Indian memorial and museum building in the 
city of Washington, D., C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial of Merchants’ Association of 
Ephrata, Pa., favoring House bill 16819; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Michigan, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Hayen, Mich., for passage 
of old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Petition of citizens of Jefferson and 
Glascock Counties, Ga., in favor of parcel-post legislation; to 

the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petitions of Granges Nos. 1309 and 1397, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Woodbury and Bald Hill, Pa., for cer- 
tain amendments.to oleomargarine law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Concordia Singing Society and the Turn- 
gemeinde, of Altoona, Pa., against any prohibition or interstate 
liquor legislation now pending; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Oregon, for passage of an effective interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of the State of California, 
for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Campbell, Cal., for passage of Esch phosphorus bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Peter F. Vandergon, of Morgan Hill, Cal., in 
favor of Keryon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, ete.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Drayton, N. Dak., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of North Dakota, pro- 
testing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitions of citizens of East 
Windsor, Conn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey : Petition of Reformed Church 
of Pompton Lakes, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard in- 
terstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Argyle, Iowa, urging passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liqnor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of North Hudson, N. J., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Resolution of the Halifax County Divi- 
sion of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of 
America, at Halifax, N. C., in favor of parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Joseph; Loyal Legion of Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
Young People’s Branch of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, and Epworth League of Methodist Church of Hermiston; 
and of citizens of Bend, Hermiston, Lents, and Prineville, all 
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in the State of Oregon, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of Pennsylvania State Board of 
Agriculture, in favor of passage of Senate bill 4563; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Fisher, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, protest- 
ing against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Byrne & Hammer Dry Goods Co. and M. E. 
Smith & Co., of Omaha, Nebr., suggesting appointment of com- 
mission to inyestigate the parcel-post question; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Rey. A. W. Clark, corresponding secretary 
for Nebraska National Conference of Charities and Corrections, 
favoring bill for establishing Federal commission on industrial 
relations; also favoring bill for children’s bureau; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Sixth International Dry-Farming Con- 
gress, held at Colorado Springs, Colo., indorsing the Page bill; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Bay City, Mich., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petitions of citizens of Meade County, 
Kans., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NYE: Memorial of Local No. 63, United Garment 
Workers of America, favoring removal of tax on oleomargarine; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Local No. 63, United Garment Workers of 
America, protesting ‘against enactment of Senate bill 2504 
(Smoot printing bill) ; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., protesting 
against enactment of parcel-post legislation; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., 
protesting against passage of Senate bill 237; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Harrisburg, Pa., protesting against 
passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. ` 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of citizens of the State of Ten- 
nessee, for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Tennessee, protest- 
ing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Joseph B. Girault (H. R. 14422); to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. f 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Thirza M. 
Dolph (H. R. 19186); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Pennsylvania State Board of 
Agriculture, for passage of Senate bill 4563; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Petitions of citizens of 
the seventh congressional district of Massachusetts, for an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of Luncheon Club of Boston, Mass., for passage 
of House bill 12827; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Atlantic Terra Cotta Co., of 
New York City, for certain amendments to House bill 20182; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Jersey, in favor of House 
bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church of New Brunswick, 
N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petitions of business men and 
other citizens of Boonville, Centralia, Otterville, and Sturgeon, 
Mo., against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of citizens of the eighth congressional district of 
Missouri, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Columbia, Mo., for passage of an 
effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Thomas F. Sutton (H. R. 20557) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of Civil War veterans of 
Camden, Mich., favoring enactment of House bill 1; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Camp No. 2, Department of Ten- 
nessee, United Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 
17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of the Board of Trade of 
Tampa, Fia. praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of citizens of Winston Salem, 
N. C., for passage of an effective interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of citizens of 
California, in favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petitions of citizens of Worcester, Mass., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UTTER: Papers to accompany House bill 20342, 
grauting an increase of pension to Emeline N. Griffiths; to the 
Conunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20343, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen Augusta Gifford; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House pill 20341, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ellen B. Knowles; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Washington, of Coventry; the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of the Pairtuxet Valley, of Warwick; the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Manton, of Johnston; the Woon- 

et Universalist Church, of Woonsocket; -and the Young 
Men's Christian Association of Woonsocket, all in the State of 
Rhode Island, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Rhode Island Sorosis, a federated 
woman's club, of Providence, R. I., for a reduction of duty on 
raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Petition of citizens of Pennock, Minn., 
protesting against extension of parcel-post service beyond its 
present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of citizens of Charlotte, N. C., ask- 
ing that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petitions of L. C. Nease and other citizens 
of Lewis Center, and T. F. Blakely and other citizens of Sun- 
bury, Ohio, protesting the enactment of any legislation for the 
extension of the parcel-post service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Woman’s Board of 
Missions, for reimbursement of the Ellen M. Stone ransom; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution in the State of New 
York, for preserving certain battle flags; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of 9 of Alba, Tex., 
for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


SENATE. 
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The Senate met at 12 e’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

O Thou who art the God of our fathers, we thank Thee for 
the providence which brings us to this day of sacred memory. 
Our fathers trusted in Thee, and were not ashamed. And now 
Thou hast increased Thy people greatly and hast strengthened 
us on every side. To us as to our fathers be Thou our hope and 
our stay. Defend us in the time of trouble and preserve our 
liberty, that we may keep unspoiled our priceless heritage. 

We thank Thee for the life which we this day commemorate. 
As he, being dead, yet speaketh, incline our minds to heed his 
words of wisdom. Upon the altar of our hearts kindle anew 
the fire of patriotic devotion, that by Thy grace we may ever 
be that happy Nation whose God is the Lord. 

And as Thou wast with our sires, so be Thou, O God, with 
their sons and with our children now and forevermore. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. Pursuant to the order heretofore 
made by the Senate that upon this day Washington’s Farewell 
Address shall be read to the Senate, and pursuant to the desig- 


nation heretofore made by the Chair, the junior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. KERN] will now read Washington’s Address to 
the Senate. 

Mr. KERN read the address, as follows: 


To the people of the United States: 


FRIENDS AND FELLOW Crrizens: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the executive government of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually ar- 
rived when your thoughts must be employed in designating the 
person who is to be clothed with that important trust, it appears 
to me proper, especially as it may conduce to a more distinct 
expression of the public voice, that I should now apprise you 
of the resolution I have formed to decline being considered 
among the number of those out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard 
to all the considerations appertaining to the relation which 
binds a dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing 
the tender of service, which silence in my situation might imply, 
I am influenced by no diminution of zeal for your future inter- 
est, no deficiency of grateful respect for your past kindness, but 
am supported by a full conviction that the step is compatible 
with both. j 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to 
that retirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The 
strength of my inclination to do this previous to the last election 
had even led to the preparation of an address to declare it to 
you; but mature reflection on the then perplexed and critical 
posture of our affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous 
advice of persons entitled to my confidence impelled me to 
abandon the idea. I rejoice that the state of your concerns, ex- 
ternal as well as internal, no longer renders the pursuit of in- 
clination incompatible with the sentiment of duty or propriety, 
and am persuaded, whatever partiality may be retained for my 
services, that in the present circumstances of our country you 
will not disapprove my determination to retire. 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous 
trust were explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge 
of this trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, 
contributed toward the organization and administration of the 
Government the best exertions of which a very fallible judg- 
ment was capable. Not unconscious in the outset of the inferi- 
ority of my qualifications, experience in my own eyes, perhaps 
still more in the eyes of others, has strengthened the motives 
to diffidence of myself; and every day the increasing weight of 
years admonishes me more and more that the shade of retire- 
ment is as necessary to me as it will be welcome. Satisfied that 
if any circumstances have given peculiar value to my services 
they were temporary, I have the consolation to believe that, 
while choice and prudence invite me to quit the political scene, 
patriotism does not forbid it. 

In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
nate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit 
me to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of grati- 
tude which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors 
it has eonferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence 
with which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I 
have thence enjoyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment 
by services faithful and persevering, though in usefulness un- 
equal to my zeal. If benefits haye resulted to our country from 
these services, let it always be remembered to your praise and 
as an instructive example in our annals that under circum- 
stances in which the passions, agitated in every direction, were 
liable to mislead; amidst appearances sometimes dubious; vicis- 
situdes of fortune often discouraging; in situations in which 
not unfrequently want of success has countenanced the spirit 
of criticism, the constancy of your support was the essential 
prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans by which they 
were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I shall 
carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement to unceas- 
ing vows that heaven may continue to you the choicest tokens 
of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection may 
be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work of 
your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its administra- 
tion in every department may be stamped with wisdom and 
virtue; that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, 
under the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so 
careful a preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as 
will acquire to them the glory of recommending it to the ap- 
plause, the affection, and adoption of every nation which is yet 
a stranger to it. 


Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life, and the apprehension 
of danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion 
like the present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to 
recommend to your frequent review some sentiments which are 
the result of much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, 
and which appear to me all-important to the permanency of 
your felicity as a people. These will be offered to you with the 


more freedom as you can only see in them the disinterested 


warnings of a parting friend, who can possibly have no personal 
motive to bias his counsel. Nor can I forget as an encourage- 
ment to it your indulgent reception of my sentiments on a for- 
mer and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of 
your hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify 
or confirm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in 
the edifice of your real independence, the support of your tran- 
quillity at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your 
prosperity, of that very liberty which you so highly prize. But 
as it is easy to foresee that from different causes and from dif- 
ferent quarters much pains will be taken, many artifices em- 
ployed, to weaken in your minds the conviction of this truth, 
as this is the point in your political fortress against which the 
batteries of internal and external enemies will be most con- 
stantly and actively (though often covertly and insidiously) 
directed, it is of infinite moment that you should properly 
estimate the immense value of your national union to your 
collective and individual happiness; that you should cherish a 
cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it; accustom- 
ing yourselves to think and speak of it as of the palladium of 
your political safety and prosperity; watching for its preserva- 
tion with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever may sug- 
gest even a suspicion that it can in any event be abandoned, 
and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every at- 
tempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various 
parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country 
has a right to concentrate your affections. The name of Ameri- 
can, which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations, With slight shades of differ- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. The independence and liberty you possess are the 
work of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, 
sufferings, and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address 
themselves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those 
which apply more immediately to your interest. Here every por- 
tion of our country finds the most commanding motives for care- 
fully guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, 
protected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in 

the productions of the latter great additional resources of mari- 

time and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manu- 
facturing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, bene- 
fiting by the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow 
and its commerce expand. Turning partly into its own channels 
the seamen of the North, it finds its particular navigation in- 
vigorated ; and while it contributes in different ways to nourish 
and increase the general mass of the national navigation, it 
looks forward to the protection of a maritime strength to which 
itself is unequally adapted. The East, In a like intercourse with 
the West, already finds, and in the progressive improvement of 
interior communications by land and water will more and more 
find, a valuable yent for the commodities which it brings from 
abroad or manufactures at home. The West derives from the 
East supplies requisite to its growth and comfort, and what is 
perhaps of still greater consequence, it must of necessity owe the 
secure enjoyment of indispensable outlets for its own produc- 
tions to the weight, influence, and the future maritime strength 
of the Atlantic side of the Union, directed by an indissoluble 
community of interest as one Nation. Any other tenure by 
which the West can hold this essential advantage, whether de- 
rived from its own separate strength or from an apostate and 
unnatural, connection with any foreign power, must be intrin- 
sically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, greater resource, proportionably greater security from 
external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace by 
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foreign nations, and, what is of inestimable value, they must de- 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars be- 
tween themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring coun- 
tries not tied together by the same governments, which their 
own rivalships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which 
opposite foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would 
stimulate and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the 
necessity of those overgrown military establishments which, 
under any form of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and 
which are to be regarded as particularly hostile to republican 
liberty. In this sense it is that your union ought to be consid- 
ered as a main prop of your liberty, and that the love of the one 
ought to endear to you the preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every 
reflecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper 
organization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of govern- 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue 
to the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all 
parts of our country, while experience shall not have demon- 
strated its impracticability, there will always be reason to dis- 
trust the patriotism of those who in any quarter may endeavor 
to weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- 
criminations—northern and southern, Atlantic and western— 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the ex- 
pedients of party to acquire influence within particular districts 
is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. You 
can not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and 
heartburnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they 
tend to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound 
together by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the 
universal satisfaction at that event throughout the United 
States, a decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions prop- 
agated among them of a policy in the General Government and 
in the Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to 
the Mississippi. They have been witnesses to the formation of 
two treaties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain— 
which secure to them everything they could desire in respect to 
our foreign relations toward confirming their prosperity. Will 
it not be their wisdom to rely for the preservation of these ad- 
vantages on the union by which they were procured? Will they 
not henceforth be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who 


would sever them from their brethren and connect them with- 


aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government 
for the whole is indispensable; No alliances, however strict, be- 
tween the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must in- 
evitably experience the infractions and interruptions which all 
alliances in all times haye experienced. Sensible of this mo- 
mentous truth, you have improved upon your first essay by the 
adoption of a constitution of government better calculated than 
your former for an intimate union and for the ‘efficacious man- 
agement of your common concerns. This Government, the off- 
spring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted 
upon full investigation and mature deliberation, completely free 
in its principles, in the distribution of its powers, uniting se- 
curity with energy, and containing within itself a provision for 
its own amendment, has a just claim to your confidence and 
your support. Respect for its authority, compliance with its 
laws, acquiescence in its measures, are duties enjoined by the 
fundamental maxims of true liberty. The basis of our political 
systems is the right of the people to make and to alter their 
constitutions of government. But the constitution which at any 
time exists till changed by an explicit and authentic act of the 
whole people is sacredly obligatory upon all. The very idea of 
the power and the right of the people to establish government 
presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the established 
government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular 
deliberation and action of the constituted authorities, are de- 
structive of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. 
They serve to organize faction; to give it an artificial and ex- 
traordinary force; to put in the place of the delegated will of 
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the Nation the will of a party, often a small but artful and 
enterprising minority of the community, and, according to the 
alternate triumphs of different parties, to make the public 
administration the mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous 
projects of faction rather than the organ of consistent and 
wholesale plans, digested by common counsels and modified by 
mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above descrip- 
tion may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in 
the course of time and things to become potent engines by which 
cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to 
subvert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the 
reins of government, destroying afterwards the very engines 
which haye lifted them to unjust dominion, 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state, it is requisite not only that 
you steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its ac- 
knowledged authority, but also that you resist with care the 
spirit of innovation upon its principles, however specious the 
pretexts. One method of assault may be to effect in the forms 
of the Constitution alterations which will impair the energy 
of the system, and thus to undermine what can not be directly 
overthrown. In all the changes to which you may be invited 
remember that time and habit are at least as necessary to fix the 
true character of governments as of other human institutions; 
that experience is the surest standard by which to test the real 
tendency of the existing constitution of a country; that facility 
in changes upon the credit of mere hypothesis and opinion ex- 
poses to perpetual change, from the endless variety of hypothe- 
sis and opinion; and remember especially that for the efficient 
management of your common interests in a country so extensive 
as ours a government of as much vigor as is consistent with 
the perfect security of liberty is indispensable. Liberty itself 
will find in such a government, with powers properly distributed 
and adjusted, its surest guardian. It is, indeed, little else than 
a name where the government is too feeble to withstand the 
enterprises of faction, to confine each member of the society 
within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to maintain all 
in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of person and 
property. - 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
state, with particular reference to the founding of them on 
geographical discriminations. Let me now take a more com- 
prehensive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner 
against the baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
ing its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
exists under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
stifled, controlled, or repressed ; but in those of the popular form 
it is seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharp- 
ened by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which 
in different ages und countries has perpetrated the most horrid 
enormities, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at 
length to a more formal and permanent despotism. The dis- 
orders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds 
of men to seek security and repose in the absolute power of 
an individual, and sooner or later the chief of some preyailing 
faction, more able or more fortunate than his competitors, turns 
this disposition to the purposes of his own elevation on the 
ruins of public liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the com- 
mon and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient 
to make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage 
and restrain it. : 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble 
the public administration. It agitates the.community with ill- 
founded jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of 
one part against another; foments occasionally riot and insur- 
rection. It opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, 
which find a facilitated access to the Government itself through 
the channels of party passion._ Thus the policy and the will of 
one country are subjected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the Government, and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is 
probably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast pa- 
triotism may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the 
spirit of party. But in those of the popular character, in gov- 
ernments purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. 
From their natural tendency it is certain there will always be 
enough of that spirit for every salutary purpose; and there be- 
ing constant danger of excess, the effort ought to be by force of 
public opinion to mitigate and assuage it. A fire not to be 


quenched, it demands a uniform vigilance to prevent its burst- 
ing into a flame, lest, instead of warming, it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its ad- 
ministration to confine themselves within their respective consti- 
tutional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one 
department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroach- 
ment tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in 
one, and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a 
real despotism. A just estimate of that love of power and 
proneness to abuse it which predominates in the human heart 
is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position. The ne- 
cessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political power, 
by dividing and distributing it into different depositories, 
and constituting each the guardian of the public weal against 
inyasions by the others, has been evinced by experiments ancient 
and modern, some of them in our country and under our own 
eyes. To preserve them must be as necessary as to institute 
them. If in the opinion of the people the distribution or modi- 
fication of the constitutional powers be in any particular wrong, 
let it be corrected by an amendment in the way which the Con- 
stitution designates. But let there be no change by usurpation; 
for though this in one instance may be the instrument of good, 
it is the customary weapon by which free governments are de- 
stroyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalance in 
permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use 
can at any time yield. z 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In 
vain would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should 
labor to subyert these great pillars of human happiness—these 
firmest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere 
politician, equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to 
cherish them. A volume could not trace all their connections 
with private and public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where 
is the security for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense 
of religious obligation desert the oaths which are the instru- 
ments of investigation in courts of justice? And let us with 
caution indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained 
without religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence of 
refined education. on minds of peculiar structure, reason and 
experience both forbid us to expect that national morality can 
prevail in exclusion of religious principles. 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 
spring of popular government. The rule indeed extends with 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who 
that is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon at- 
tempts to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as 
an object of primary importance, institutions for the general 
diffusion of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a 
government gives force to public opinion, it is essential that 
public opinon should be enlightened. 

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it as spar- 
ingly as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating 
peace, but remembering also that timely disbursements to pre- 
pare for danger frequently prevent much greater disbursements 
to repel it; avoiding likewise the accumulation of debt, not only 
by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in 
time of peace to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars 
have occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon posterity the 
burthen which we ourselves ought to bear. The execution of 
these maxims belongs to your representatives; but it is neces- 
sary that public opinion should cooperate. To facilitate to them 
the performance of their duty it is essential that yon should 
practically bear in mind that toward the payment of debts . 
there must be revenue; that to have revenue there must be 
taxes; that no taxes can be devised which are not more or less 
inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrinsic embarrassment 
inseparable from the selection of the proper objects (which is 
always a choice of difficulties) ought to be a decisive motive for 
a candid construction of the conduct of the Government in 
making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the measures for 
obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may at any time 
dictate. 

Observe good faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally en- 
join it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no dis- 
tant period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous 
and too novel example of a people always guided by au exalted 
justice and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of 
time and things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any 
temporary advantages which might be lost by a steady adher- 
ence to it? Can it be that Providence has not connected the 
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permanent felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experiment, 
at least, is recommended by every sentiment which ennobles 
human nature. Alas! is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular na- 
tions and passionate attachments for others should be excluded, 
and that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all 
should be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another 
an habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a 
slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of 
which is sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and its inter- 
est. Antipathy in one nation against another disposes each 
more readily to offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight 
causes of umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable when 
accidental or trifiing occasions of dispute occur. 

Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the na- 
tion subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, am- 
bition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace 
often, sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the 
victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 
produces a yariety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common interest in 
cases where no real common interest exists, and infusing into 
one the enmities of the other, betrays the former into a partici- 
pation in the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate 
inducement or justification. It leads also to concessions to the 
favorite nation of privileges denied to others, which is apt 
doubly to injure the nation making the concessions by unnec- 
essarily parting with what ought to have been retained, and 
by exciting jealousy, ill will, and a disposition to retaliate in 
the parties from whom equal privileges are withheld; and it 
gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded ci s (who devote 
themselyes to the favorite nation) facility to betray or sacrifice 
the interests of their own country without odium, sometimes 
even with popularity, gilding with the appearances of a virtuous 
sense of obligation, a commendable deference for public opinion, 
or a laudable zeal for public good the base or foolish compliances 
of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened 
and independent patriot. How many opportunities do they af- 
ford to tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of 
seduction, to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the 
public councils! Such an attachment of a small or weak toward 
a great and powerful nation dooms the former to be the satellite 
of the latter. Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence 
(I conjure you to believe me, fellow citizens) the jealousy of a 
free people ought to be constantly awake, since history and ex- 
perience prove that foreign influence is one of the most baneful 
foes of republican government. But that jealousy, to be useful, 
must be impartial, else it becomes the instrument of the very 
influence to be avoided, instead of a defense against it. Exces- 
sive partiality for one foreign nation and excessive dislike of 
another cause those whom they actuate to see danger only on 
one side, and serve to veil and even second the arts of influence 
on the other. Real patriots who may resist the intrigues of the 
favorite are liable to become suspected and odious, while its 
tools and dupes usurp the applause and confidence of the people 
to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations 
. is, in extending our commercial relations to have with them as 
little political connection as possible. So far as we have already 
formed engagements let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith, 
Here let us stop. ; 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none 
or a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in fre- 
quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign 
to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to 
implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes 
of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of 
her friendships or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invités and enables us to 
pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an 
efficient government, the period is not far off when we may defy 
material injury from external annoyance; when we may take 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any 
time resolve upon to be scrupulously respected; when belliger- 
ent nations, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon 
us, will not lightly hazard the giving us provocation; when we 


may choose peace or war, as our interest, guided by justice, 
shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inter- 
weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, 
rivalship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now 
at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of 
patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the 
maxim no less applicable to public than to private affairs that 
honesty is always the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let those 
engagements be observed in their genuine sense. But in my 
opinion it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend them. 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establish- 
ments on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust 
to temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recom- 
mended by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our com- 
mercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither 
seeking nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting 
the natural course of things; diffusing and diversifying by 
gentle means the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; 
establishing with powers so disposed, in order to give trade a 
stable course, to define the rights of our merchants, and to 
enable the Government to support them, conventional rules of 
intercourse, the best that present circumstances and mutual 
opinion will permit, but temporary and liable to be from time 
to time abandoned or varied as experience and circumstances 
shall dictate; constantly keeping in view that it is folly in one 
nation to look fór disinterested favors from another; that it 
must pay with a portion of its independence for whatever it 
may accept under that character; that by such acceptance it 
may place itself in the condition of having given equivalents 
for nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with ingrati- 
tude for not giving more. There can be no greater error than 
to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 
ought to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old 
and affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the 
strong and lasting impression I could wish—that they will con- 
trol the usual current of the passions or prevent our Nation 
from running the course which has hitherto marked the destiny 
of nations. But if I may even flatter myself that they may be 
productive of some partial benefit, some occasional good—that 
they may now and then recur to moderate the fury of party 
spirit, to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to 
guard against the impostures of pretended patriotism—this 
hope will be a full recompense for the solicitude for your wel- 
fare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been 
guided by the principles which have been delineated the public 
records and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you 
and to the world. To myself, the assurance of my own con- 
science is that I have at least believed myself to be guided by 
them. = 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my procla- 
mation of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanc- 
tioned by your approving voice and by that of your Representa- 
tives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has 
continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter 
or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights 
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all 
the circumstances of the case, had a right to take, and was 
bound in duty and interest to take, a neutral position. Having 
taken it, I determined as far as should depend upon me to 
maintain it with moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this con- 
duct it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only 
observe that, according to my understanding of the matter, that 
right, so far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, 
has been virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, with- 
out anything more, from the obligation which justice and hu- 
manity impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to 
act, to maintain inviolate the relations of peace and amity 
toward other nations. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
best be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
our country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
to progress without interruption to that degree of strength and 
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consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speaking, 
the command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my administration I 
am unconscious of intentional error, I am nevertheless too sen- 
sible of my defects not to think it probable that I may have 
committed many errors. Whatever they may be, I fervently 
beseech the Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which 
they may tend. I shall also carry with me the hope that my 
country will never cease to view them with indulgence, and 
that, after 45 years of my life dedicated to its service with an 
upright zeal, the faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned 
to oblivion, as myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actu- 
ated by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a 
man who views in it the native soil of himself and his pro- 
genitors for seyeral generations, I anticipate with pleasing ex- 
pectation that retreat in which I promise myself to realize with- 
out alloy the sweet enjoyment of partaking in the midst of my 
fellow citizens the benign influence of good laws under a free 
government—the ever-favorite object of my heart, and the happy 
reward, as I trust, of our mutual cares, labors, and dangers. 

Go: WASHINGTON, 

UNITED States, September 19, 1796. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is safe to say that at 
least one-half of the membership of the Senate is engaged in 
yery important committee work. There seems to be nothing 
urgent before the Senate at present. I therefore move that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the findings of fact and conclusions of law filed under the 
act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set 
out in the annexed findings by the court relating to the vessel 
schooner Alfred, Elbridge Drinkwater, master (H. Doc. No. 
561), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings 
of fact and conclusions of law filed under the act of January 
20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the annexed 
findings by the court relating to the vessel schooner Rhoda, 
Uriah Green, master (H. Doc. No. 562), which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law filed by the court in the following causes: 

Elizabeth P. O'Connor, widow (remarried), and Edward B. 
Wright, son and only child of Edward Maxwell Wright, de- 
ceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 341); 

Annie E. Ruff, executrix of estate of Charles Frederick Ruff, 
deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 340); and 

J. P. Deiter v. United States (S. Doc. No. 342). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—THE POSTAL SERVICE (H. DOC. 
NO. 559). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In transmitting the annual report of the Postmaster General 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1911, it gives me pleasure to 
call attention to the fact that the revenues for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1911, amounted to $237,879,823.60 and that the 
expenditures amounted to $237,660,705.48, making a surplus of 
$219,118.12. For the year ended June 30, 1909, the postal 
service was in arrears to the extent of $17,479,770.47. In the 
interval this very large deficit has been changed into a surplus, 
and that without the curtailment of postal facilities. Indeed, 
in the same time there haye been established 3,744 new post 
offices, delivery by carrier provided in 186 additional cities, and 
new rural routes established, 2,516 in number and aggregating 
60,679 miles in extent. The force of postal employees has been 
increased by more than §,000, and a liberal policy in the matter 
of salaries has been followed, so that the amount expended for 
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salaries is now $14,000,000 more than two years ago. The 
average salary has been increased from $869 to $967 for rural 
carriers, $979 to $1,082 for post-office clerks, $1,021 to $1,084 for 
city letter carriers, and $1,168 to $1,183 for railway postal 
clerks. 

The report shows that the Postal Savings System was begun 
experimentally in January, 1911, and that it has now been 
extended so as to include 7,500 presidential post offices, which 
includes practically all of the post offices of that class. Prepa- 
rations are also being made to establish the system at about 
40,000 fourth-class offices. The deposits in 11 months have 
reached a total of $11,000,000, distributed among 2,710 national 
and State banks. 

The Postmaster General recommends, as I have done in pre- 
vious messages, the adoption of a parcel post, and the beginning 
of this in the organization of such service on rural routes and 
in the City Delivery Service first. 

The placing of assistant postmasters in the classified service 
has secured greater efficiency. It is hoped that the same thing 
may be done with all the postmasters. 

The report of the Postmaster General is full of statements 
of the important improvements in the organization and methods 
of the postal service made since the last annual report, and 
of tentative drafts of legislation embodying certain recom- 
mendations of the department which need legislation to carry 
them out. 

There is only one recommendation in which I can not agree— 
that is one which recommends that the telegraph lines in the 
United States should be made a part of the postal system and 
operated in conjunction with the mail system. This presents a 
question of Government ownership of public utilities which are 
now being conducted by private enterprise under franchises 
from the Government. I believe that the true principle is that 
private enterprise should be permitted to carry on such public 
utilities under due regulation as to rates by proper authority 
rather than that the Government should itself conduct them. 
This principle I favor because I do not think it in accordance 
with the best public policy thus greatly to increase the body of 
public servants. Of course, if it could be shown that telegraph 
service could be furnished to the public at a less price than it is 
now furnished to the public by telegraph companies, and with 
equal efficiency, the argument might be a strong one in favor of 
the adoption of the proposition. But I am not satisfied from 
any evidence that if these properties were taken over by the 
Government they could be managed any more economically or 
any more efficiently or that this would enable the Government 
to furnish service at any smaller rate than the public are now 
required to pay by private companies. 

More than this, it seems to me that the consideration of the 
question ought to be postponed until after the postal savings 
banks have come into complete and smooth operation and after 
a parcel post has been established not only upon the rural routes 
and the city deliveries but also throughout the department. It 
will take some time to perfect these additions to the activities 
of the Post Office Department, and we may well await their 
complete and successful adoption before we take on a new 
burden in this very extended department. 

I can not speak with too great emphasis of the improvement 
in the Post Office Department under the present management. 
The cutting down of cost, the shortening of methods, and the 
increase in efficiency are shown by the statistics of the annual 
report. 

One of the most important matters referred to by the Post- 
master General is the proposed fixing of new rates of postage 
for second-class mail matter. In connection with this subject, 
I haye the honor to transmit herewith the report of the Com- 
mission on Second-Class Mail Matter, appointed pursuant to a 
joint resolution of the Sixty-first Congress, approved March 4, 
1911. 

The commission consists of Hon. Charles E. Hughes, Asso- 
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
President A. Lawrence Lowell, of Harvard University; and Mr. 
Harry A. Wheeler, president of the Association of Commerce 
of the city of Chicago, whose character, ability, and experience 
command for their findings and recommendations the respect 
and confidence of the Congress and the country. 

The report discloses a most exhaustive and critical inquiry 
into the subject of second-class mail matter after adequate no- 
tice to all the parties in interest. Extensive hearings were held 
by the commission, at which the Postmaster General and the 
Second and Third Assistant Postmasters General appeared and 
submitted formal statements presenting the various contentions 
of the Post Office Department, together with all the relevant 
official data and evidence relating to the cost of handling and 
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transporting second-class mail matter. Certain of the leading 
magazines were represented by counsel, while various other pub- 
lications appeared by representatives and were heard in oral 
argument or permitted to submit written briefs setting forth 
their respective reasons for opposing a change in the present 
postage rate on second-class mail. The Second and Third As- 
sistant Postmasters General, together with minor officers of the 
department, were critically cross-examined by the counsel and 
representatives of the periodicals, and all the various phases 
of the second-class postage problem were made the subject of 
a most painstaking investigation. 

The findings of the commission confirm the view that the cost 
of handling and transporting second-class mail matter is greatly 
in excess of the postage paid, and that an increase in the rate is 
not only justified by the facts but is desirable. 

The commission reports that the evidence submitted for its 
consideration is sufficient to warrant a finding of the approxi- 
mate cost of handling and transporting the several classes of 
second-class mail known as paid-at-the-pound-rate, free-in- 
county, and transient matter, in so far as relates to the services 
of transportation, post-office cars, railway distribution, rural 
delivery, and certain other items of cost, but that it is without 
adequate data to determine the cost of the general post-office 
service and also what portion of the cost of certain other aggre- 
gate services is properly assignable to second-class mail matter, 
It finds that in the fiscal year 1908, the period for which the 
statistics for the Post Office Department were compiled, the 
cost of handling and transporting second-class mail, in the items 
of transportation, post-office cars, railway distribution, rural de- 
livery, and certain miscellaneous charges, was approximately 6 
cents a pound for paid-at-the-pound-rate matter, and for free-in- 
county and transient matter each approximately 5 cents a pound, 
and that upon this basis, as modified by subsequent reductions 
in the cost of railroad transportation, the cost of paid-at-the- 
pound-rate matter, for the services mentioned, is how approxi- 
mately 53 cents a pound, while the cost of free-in-county and 
transient matter remains as formerly, namely, each at approxi- 
mately 5 cents a pound. 

Since the commission has determined that the cost of handling 
and transporting second-class mail is approximately 53 cents 
for matter paid at the pound rate and approximately 5 cents 
each for free-in-county and transient matter, without taking into 
account the cost of the general post-office service and certain un- 
assignable items of expense, it is apparent that the aggregate 
cost of all service performed by the postal establishment in con- 
nection with this class of mail matter is considerably above that 
amount. À 


The postal service is now, for the first time in years, operated 
upon a self-sustaining basis, and, in my judgment, this is a wise 
policy ; but it should not be carried out at the expense of certain 
classes of mail matter that pay revenue largely in excess of 
their cost. It is not just that some classes of mail should be 
exorbitantly taxed to meet a deficiency caused by other classes, 
the revenue from which is much below their cost of handling 
and carriage. Where such inequalities exist they should be 
removed as early as practicable. The business enterprises of 
the publishers of periodicals, however, have been built up on 
the basis of the present second-class rate, and therefore it 
would be manifestly unfair to put into immediate effect a large 
increase in postage. That newspapers and magazines have 
been potent agencies for the dissemination of public intelligence 
and have consequently borne a worthy part in the development 
of the country all must admit; but it is likewise true that the 
original purpose of Congress in providing for them a subvention 
by way of nominal postal charges in consideration of their 
value as mediums of public information ought not to prevent 
an increase, because they are now not only educational but 
highly profitable. There is no warrant for the great disparity 
between existing postage rates on periodicals and the cost of 
the service the Government performs for them. The aggre- 
gate postal revenues for the fiscal year 1911 were $237,879,- 
823.60, derived mainly from the postage collected on the four 
classes of mail matter. It is carefully estimated by the Post 
Office Department that the revenue derived from mail matter 
of the first class is approximately one and one-half times the 
cost of handling and carriage; that the returns from third and 
fourth class matter are slightly in excess of their cost of han- 
dling and carriage; and that while second-class matter embraces 
over 65 per cent of the entire weight of all the mail carried, it 
nevertheless yields little more than 5 per cent of the postal 
revenues. 

The recommendations of the commission as to the postage 
rates on second-class mail are as follows: 

1. The rate of 2 cents a pound on copies mailed by publishers to sub- 


scribers, to news agents, and as sample copies, and by news agents to 
their subscribers or to other news agents, 


2. The rate of 1 cent for each 4 ounces for copies mailed by other 
than 1 and news agents; that is, the present transient rate. 

3. e present free-in-county privilege retained, but not extended. 

The commission also recommended that the cent-a-copy rate 
for newspapers other than weeklies and for periodicals not ex- 
ceeding 2 ounces in weight, and the 2-cent-a-copy rate for period- 
icals exceeding 2 ounces in weight, when mailed at a city letter- 
carrier office for local delivery, be abolished. 

As to the effect and adequacy of the proposed increase of 1 
cent a pound in postage the commission says: 

Such an increase will not, in the opinion of the commission, bring 
distress upon the publishers of newspapers and periodicals, or serious! 
interfere with the dissemination of useful news or information. x 
reasonable time should be allowed, after the rate is fixed, before it is 

ut Into effect. While the new rate vill be very far from compensating 

e Government for the carriage and handl of second-class’ matter, it 
will to some extent relieve the existing burden and result in a more 
equitable adjustment of rates. 

The commission suggests that the department “ maintain an 
adequate cost system, so that the effect of the new rates may be 
closely observed and a proper basis may be secured for the con- 
sideration of any future proposals.” 

In these recommendations the Postmaster General and I 
heartily concur and commend them to the early attention of 
Congress. The proposed increase of 1 cent a pound in the 
second-class postage rate, I believe, to be most reasonable, and 
if sufficient time is allowed before the change goes into effect it 
should work little serious injury to the business of the periodi- 
cal publishers, while equalizing, at least in a measure, the bur- 
dens of postal taxation. Wa. H. Tarr. 


THE WHITE House, February 22, 1912. 


[Norr.—Reports, exhibits, and other papers accompanied simi- 
lar message to the House of Representatives. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 20182) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 5, 
1909, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Fairland, III., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 58, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Kewanee, Ill, remonstrating 
against the Navy Department compelling enlisted men to per- 
form work formerly done by civilian employees, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the La Salle County Shoe 
Retailers’ Association, of Illinois, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation authorizing all manufacturers of shoes to 
imprint, emboss, or stencil their names on articles they manu- 
facture, which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Genoa, III., praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry members of the 
National German-American Alliance, residents of IIlinois, and a 
memorial of the German Republican Club of Rockford, III., 
remonstrating against the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the City Council of Rockford, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
coinage of 3-cent pieces, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Shakspeare 
Club, of Greenville, III., and a memorial of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Batavia, III., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the anticanteen law, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Independent Citizens’ 
Club, of Hazelwood, Pa., and a memorial of the John Boyle 
O’Reilly Club, of Pueblo, Colo., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 8 

He also presented a petition of members of the Sesame Circle, 
of Oak Park, III., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Lawrence and Council Grove, in the State of Kansas, remon- 
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strating against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond 
its present limitations, which were referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Brotherhood of the First 
Baptist Church of Emporia, Kans., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Snow Camp, N. C., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of Lieutenant Josiah 
White Post, No. 45, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Phoenixville, Pa., and a memorial of Cort- 
land Saunders Post, No. 21, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating 
against the proposed abolishment of United States pension 
agencies and their concentration in Washington, D. C., which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROOT presented a petition of members of the Mission- 
ary Society of the Emanuel Baptist Church, of Schenectady, 
N. V., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Council No. 504, United 
Commercial Travelers, of Schenectady, N. Y., and a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Michigan, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the 
District of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Michigan, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation compelling 
the observance of Sunday in post offices, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Carroll Foundry, of 
Houghton, Mich., and a memorial of Bradford & Co., of St. 
Joseph, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called eight-hour bill, which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sherman, 
Croswell, Leroy, Fenton, and Morrice, all in the State of Michi- 
gan, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation re- 
storing to civil-service employees their inherent right as citizens 
to the freedom of speech, which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment., 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Central Labor 
Union of Lincon, Nebr., favoring the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit employers of labor influencing the political opinions of 
workmen or employees in presidential elections, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Norfolk, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to the 
right of way of the Union Pacific Railway, which was referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. CLAPP presented memorials of sundry citizens of Dun- 
dee, Anoka, Hinckley, Wabasha, Zumbro Falls, Heron Lake, 
Young America, Fairmont, Minneapolis, Princeton, Milaca, Wal- 
tham, St. Paul, and Marietta, all in the State of Minnesota, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of 700 citizens of New Bed- 
ford, Mass., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 459. A bill to adjust and settle the claims of the loyal 
Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians (Rept- 
No. 401); and 


S. 4734. A bill for the relief of Mary G. Brown and others. 
(Rept. No. 400.) 

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5255) increasing the compensation of 
the collector of customs, district of Puget Sound, State of Wash- 
ington, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 402) thereon. 

UNRIGGED VESSELS. z 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. From the Committee on Com- 
merce I report back, with an amendment in the nature of a sub- 
stitute, the bill (S. 4445) to direct the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to list as rebuilt unrigged vessels; and to prescribe what 
shall be considered a rebuilt unrigged vessel, and I submit a 
report (No. 399) thereon. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Sauru] to the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary. The amendment of the committee is to strike 
out a after the enacting clause and to substitute the following 
words: 

That upon afidavit by reputable shipbuilders of the United States 
that unrigged wooden vessels have been rebuilt, giving the date and 
lace of such rebuilding, are sound and free from rotten or doted wood 
n structural parts, properly fastened and calked and in strength and 
seaworthiness as good as new, the Commissioner of Navigation shall 
include in the list of merchant vessels a notation to that effect. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I do not feel like having the 
bill passed without some explanation. There are grave abuses 
in this very matter of rebuilt ships. I should like to know 
the reason for this change. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I will say to the Senator from 
New York that this bill is applicable to barges, and it is im- 
portant that the bill should get through speedily in order to 
get them in the Blue Book of 1912. 

It only differentiates between good boats and bad boats. For 
instance, you can take two barges that were built in 1900. One 
may have been rebuilt in 1910 and made as good as new. AS 
the matter now stands there is no differentiation between the 
two barges. This is only to show the difference between the 
one and the other. 

3 May -I ask if there is any report accompanying 

e ? 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. This bill has been favorably re- 
ported on by the Commissioner of Navigation; it is really a bill 
from the Commissioner of Navigation. It has just been favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on Commerce, and there is a 
report accompanying it. 

Mr. ROOT. I think it had better go over. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? The substitute 
is a bill recommended by the Commissioner of Navigation. It 
simply authorizes that in case one of these craft—and they are 
not the ordinary sailing or steam craft—is rebuilt and repaired 
the man who repairs or rebuilds it shall file an affidavit with 
the Commissioner of Navigation or in the department, and 
thereupon the fact that that boat has been rebuilt shall be 
noted. That is all there is to it. It does not affect shipping 
in general. 

Mr. ROOT. I will make no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
rigged vessels.” 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I understood, and I think it was 
the general understanding among Senators, that there would 
be no business transacted to-day after the reading of the fare- 
well address. I know many Senators have gone away with 
that understanding. There was no formal understanding placed 
in the Recorp, but I think it was generally so understood. I 
merely call attention to the fact that many Senators are away 
on that understanding. 


“A bill concerning un- 


CLAIM OF HENRY A. V. POST AND OTHERS. 
Mr. JONES. I report from the Committee on Claims a reso- 
lution, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 229) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claims of Henry A. V. Post, Individually and as 
liquidating partner of the firm of Clark, Post & Mar 


tin (S. 5420), and 
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( 
anying papers, 
Riaims. a pursuance of the provisions of an act 
„ revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 8, 1911; and the said court shall proceed with the same in ac- 
cordance with the 3 of such act, and report to the Senate in 
accordance therewith. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash- 
ington if those are not claims which have already been to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. JONES. They have not. Similar claims have gone to 
the Court of Claims and have been paid by Congress, but these 
are claims that were not included in the bills passed by Con- 


gress. 

Mr. SMOOT. Are these steel billets claims? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. If they have never been to the Court of Claims, 
I have no objection to the resolution, but I had an impression 
that they had already been there. 

Mr. JONES. These claims have not been to the court. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. of 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5441) for the relief of William Thomas; and 

A bill (S. 5442) to correct the military record of Hezekiah 
Cullen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5448) for the relief of Susan Dye Baylies; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5444) granting an increase of pension to Darwin 
Zeek (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5445) granting an increase of pension to Ann De 
Monbrum (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5446) relating to partial assignments of desert-land 
entries within reclamation projects made since March 28, 1908; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5447) granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
Ellis (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5448) granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Barney (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 2 

A bill (S. 5449) granting an increase of pension to William 
Spotts (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5450) granting a pension to Ida Collins (with ac- 
companying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. BOURNE submitted an amendment proposing that here- 
after enlisted men of the Marine Corps may be designated as 
Marine Corps mail clerks, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Post Office appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for ordnance stores—ammunition, from 
$250,000 to $350,000—intended to be proposed by him to the 
Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for small-arms target practice from $740,000 to 
$900,000, intended to be proposed by him to the Army appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


Statement. 


GENERAL SERVICE PENSIONS, 

Mr. BURNHAM. I submit an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. 1) grant- 
ing a service pension to certain defined veterans of the Civil 
War and the War with Mexico. Accompanying the amendment 
is a statement. I ask that the amendment and accompanying 
8 be printed and that they also be printed in the 

ECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment and accompanying statement are as follows: 


Amendment in the nature of a substitute intended to be proposed by 
Mr. BURNHAM to the bill (H. R. 1) 1 orto a service pension to 
certain defined veterans of the Civil War and the War with Mexico, 
viz: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 


That the act entitled “An act granting 3 to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico,” approved February 6, 1907, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to*read as follows: 

* SECTION 1. That any paas who served 90 days or more in the 
military or naval service of the United States during the late Civil War, 
who has been honorably discharged therefrom, and who has reached the 
age of 62 EaI or over, shall, upon making proof of such facts, accord- 
ing to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may 
provide, be placed upon the pension roll and be entitled to receive a 
pension as follows: : : 

“In case such person has reached the age of 62 years and served 90 
days, $12 per month; 6 months, $13.50 per month; 1-year, $15 Re 
month; 1 year and a half, $16.50 per month; 2 years, $18 per month; 
2 years and a half, $19.50 per month; 3 1 or over, 821 per month. 
In case such person has reached the age of 66 years and served 90 days, 
ig per month; 6 months, $15.50 per month; 1 year, $17 per month; 

year and a half, $18.50 per month; 2 years, $20 per month; 2 years 
and a half, $21.50 per month; 3 years or over, $23 per month. In case 
such person has reached the age of 70 years and served 90 days, $16 
per month; 6 months, $17.50 per month; 1 year, $19 per month; 1 year 
and a half, $20.50 per month; 2 years, $22 per month; 2 years and a 
half, $23.50 per month; 3 years or over, $25 per month. In case such 
person has reached the age of 75 years and served 90 days, $20 per 
month; 6 months, $21.50 per month; 1 year, $23 per month; 1 year 
and a half, 824.50 per month; 2 years, $26 per month; 2 years and a 
half, $28 per month; 3 years or over, $30 per month. 

“That any person who has served 60 days or more in the military or 
nayal service of the United States in the War with Mexico and has 
been honorably discharged therefrom shall, upon making like proof of 
such service, be entitled to receive a gees of $30 per month. 

“All of the aforesaid pensions shall commence from the date of filing 
of the applications in the Bureau of Pensions after the passage and 
approval of this act: Provided, That pensioners who are 62 years of 
age or over, and who are now receiving pensions under existing laws, 
or whose claims are pending in the Bureau of Pensions, may, by appli- 
cation to the Commissioner of Pensions, in such form as he may pre- 
scribe, receive the benefits of this act; and nothing herein contained 
shall prevent any pensioner or person entitled to a pension from prose- 
cuting his claim and receiving a pension under any other general or 
special act: Prorided, That no person shall receive a pension under any 
other law at the same time or for the same period that he is receiving 
a pension under the provisions of this act: Provided further, That no 
person who is now receiving or shall hereafter receive a greater pen- 
sion, under any other general or special law, than he would be entitled to 
receive under the provisions herein shall be pensionable under this act, 

“Sec. 2. That rank in the service shall not be considered in applica- 
tions filed hereunder, 

“Sec. 3. That no agent, attorney, or other person engaged in pre- 
paring, presenting, or prosecuting any claim under the provisions of 
this act shall, directly or indirectly, contract for, demand, receive, or 
retain for such services in preparing, presenting, or 3 such 
claim a sum greater than $5, which sum shall be payable only after the 
allowance of the claim and upon the order of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, out of the amount allowed, and by the pension agent making pay- 
ment of such pension, and no agent, attorney, or other person shall de- 
mand or receive, directly or indirectly, any compensation in advance of 
such allowance, or other compensation than herein prescribed; and any 
person who shall violate any of the provisions of this section, or who 
shall wrongfully withhold from a pensioner or claimant the whole or 
any part of a pension or claim allowed or due such pensioner or claim- | 
ant under this act, or shall wrongfully withhold any affidavits or other 
proofs in support of a claim, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall, for each and every offense, be fined 
not exceeding $500, or be imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding two 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court: Provided, That no greater 
fee than $2 shall be allowed or paid in any claim for increase of pension 
under this act. 

“Src, 4. That the Commissioner of Pensions shall make, at the time 
of submitting his next annual report, a separate report for each county 
of each State, Territory, or District, containing a statement or table 
which shall contain the names, lengths of service, monthly rates of pay- 
ment, and residences of all pensioners of the United States; and shall 
thereafter, as said annual reports are submitted, make separate reports 
similar in all respects, except that such subsequent reports shall con- 
tain only those added to the pension roll during the fiscal year for 
which each annual report is made.” 


First year. Second year.| Third year. Fourth year.] Fifth year. 


Sherwood Dil CH BaD) eN aa dent pane amen AN 

No. 16. MeCumber substitute, as reported by Senate 
mittee on Pensions, for H. R. 1 

No. 18. As proposed in above amendment 


——. 


Average unnual increase for 5 years on following propositions: 
3 bill (H. R. 1), as passed the House 

0. 16. 
No. 18. As proposed in above amendment. 


McCumber or Smoot substitute, as reported by Senate Committee on Pensions, for H. R. 1 
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PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on next Monday, immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness is finished, I will address the Senate upon the subject of 
pension legislation, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 20182. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries of 
the United States, and for other purposes,” approved August 5, 
1909, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 1 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 26, 
1912, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspay, February 22, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. ` 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, God over all, our Father, whose invisible hand 
may be traced in shaping and guiding the destiny of men and of 
nations, in every great crisis Thou hast brought forth the man 
panoplied in light to guide, strength to sustain, courage to over- 
come, every opposing force in the onward march of civilization, 

To-day the heart of every lover of liberty throughout the 
length and breadth of our land—yea, in all the world—is going 
out in praise and gratitude for the peerless Washington. Great 
in war, great in peace, great in the hearts of his countrymen, 
pure, noble, generous, glorious, he lived a light to guide the 
patriot on his way, the statesman in his quest for the better- 
ment of conditions: A Christian whose example inspires faith, 
confidence, hope in the eternal yerities. Grant that the story 
of his life may be told round the fireside, in every school, in 
every hamlet, in every city throughout the world, to the glory 
and honor of Thy holy name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE BOLL WEEVIL, 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp certain material bearing on the boll weevil. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent to print in the Recorp some remarks on the boll 
weevil. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would ask the gentleman how much there is that he desires 
printed? 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, it will be in two parts, but it 
will not be oppressively long. The Department of Agriculture 
has been getting up a printed bulletin on farming under boll- 
weevil conditions. The boll weevil has just now reached my 
district. The department expected to get the bulletin by the 
first of the year, so that it would be available for use. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks permis- 
sion to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the question of the 
boll weevil. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know yet just how 
long it will be, but I desire to have some preliminary outline of 
the summary so that we can send it to the farmers now before 
they begin their spring planting. This part of it will cer- 
tainly not be long. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOBSON. Under leave to print, I will at this time print 
a letter being sent to my constituents in Alabama summarizing 
briefly the general conclusions arrived at in the special bulletin 
in course of preparation by the Department of Agriculture on 
the subject of farming under boll-weevil conditions: 


Housn OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear CONSTITUENT: The Department of Agriculture has found 
it impossible to complete the bulletin on Farming Under Boll Weevil 
Conditions, about which I wrote you some time ago, and I will send 
this bulletin to you just as soon as it is completed. 

But in the meantime, in contemplation of ‘starting spring work, I 
wish you to know the general conclusions at which the department has 
arrived. It is needless for me to inform you that the weevil has 


reached Alabama, invading from the Mississippi line, and is now 
Let me remind you again, as 


intrenching itself in the sixth district. 


that when the boll weevil comes he always 
ere is no choice in the matter. 


I did in i letter, 
remains. 
The 1 is urgent, and the information has a vital meaning for 


you and all of our people. The fundamental conclusions may be sum- 
marized as follows: 


1. We must raise cotton intensively, which requires reduction in 
acreage and adopticn of scientific methods, deep plowing, choice of 
early matarme variety of seed, frequent, light cultivation, use of 
manure, ete. 

2. We must not depend upon the cotton crop alone, but must raise 
our own supplies, dopti diversification and rotation in crops, espe- 
cially increasing grain and forage crops, and raising live stock, espe- 
cially hogs, also home gardens, with milch cows and poultry. 

This is the only rational plan for our farmers, even if the boll 
weevil did not make it a necessity. It would, above all, enable our 
farmers to market their cotton crops slowly and get prices in keepin 
with the true value. It is nothing short of a tragedy that, in spite o 
a general shortage in the world's supply of cotton, compared with its 
increasing demand, our southern farmers have received $200,000 less 
for this year’s big crop than they did for last year's small crop. 

Holding myself always ready to serve you, I remain, with good 


wishes, 
Your friend, 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta, one of his secretaries. 


ELEVATORS IN GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS. 


Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
House resolution 403, directing the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department to make inquiry as to prices paid 
for elevators used in Government buildings under control of the 
Treasury Department, of date January 31, 1912, referred to the 
Committee on Rules, be rereferred to the Committtee on Ex- 
penditures in the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would ask to what the resolution relates. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 403. . 

Directing the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department 
to make iņguiry as to prices wae for elevators used in Government 
buildings under control of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MANN. Has not that committee already authority to 
make that investigation? 

Mr. LOBECK. Yes; but the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

* Mr. MANN. It is a rule, and it belongs to the Committee on 
ules. 

Mr. LOBECK. I understand, but there is no objection on the 
part of the Committee on Rules to having this referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. : 

Mr. MANN. Has not the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department authority to make the investigation? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Then what is the object of the change? 

Mr. LOBECK. To get the matter before the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And that is the very reason that the 
Committee on Rules has not opposed it. The Committee on 


— . 


Rules thinks that the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 


ury Department already has jurisdiction to make the inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the change of referénce is made. 


FAREWELL ADDRESS OF GEORGE WASHINGTON. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

. Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I have been a Member 
of this House for nearly seven years. Until the convening of 
this Congress this House was in the control of the Republican 
Party. Every year I have seen some Democrat rise on this 
floor and ask for the reading of George Washington’s Farewell 
Address, which request was denied by the Republican majority. 
I now move in a Democratie House that the Clerk of the House 
read that address to the House. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent that some gentleman read George Washington's 
Farewell Address from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
gentleman from Florida be given that privilege. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I requested that the Clerk do it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Inasmuch as the Farewell Address is not 
here, while we are sending for it, without objection, the Chair 
will lay before the House a message from the President of the 
United States, and it will be read. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSION ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 


The Clerk read the President’s message. 

[For message see Senate proceedings of this day.] 

The SPEAKER. Referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads and the message itself is ordered printed, 
and the documents are sent to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Reads, unless some Member wants a different disposi- 
tion of them. There is an immense quantity of them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the report of the commis- 
sion on second-class mail matter will be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the report of the commission on second- 
class mail matter, which accompanies the President’s message, 
will be printed. It is a matter of very wide interest. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; it is ordered printed with the message. 
The gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] will proceed to read 
George Washington's Farewell Address. [Applause.] 


FAREWELL ADDRESS OF GEORGE WASHINGTON, 


Mr. CLARK of Florida read the Farewell Address of George 
Washington as follows: 


To the people of the United States: 


FRIENDS AND FELLOW Crrizens: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the executive government of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually ar- 
rived when your thoughts must be employed in designating the 
person who is to be clothed with that important trust, it ap- 
pears to me proper, especially as it may conduce to a more 
distinct expression of the public voice, that I should now ap- 
prise you of the resolution I have formed to decline being con- 
sidered among the humber of those out of whom a choice is 
to be made. [Applause.] 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard 
to all the considerations appertaining to the relation which 
binds a dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing 
the tender of service, which silence in my situation might im- 

“ply, I am influenced by no diminution of zeal for your future 
interest, no deficiency of grateful respect for your past kindness, 
but am supported by a full conviction that the step is compatible 
with both. [Applause.] 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that 
it would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to 
that retirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The 
strength of my inclination to do this previous to the last elec- 
tion had even led to the preparation of an address to declare 
it to you; but mature reflection on the then perplexed and 
critical posture of our affairs with foreign nations and the unani- 
mous advice of persons entitled to my confidence impelled me 
to abandon the idea. I rejoice that the state of your concerns, 
external as well as internal, no longer renders the pursuit of 
inclination incompatible with the sentiment of duty or pro- 
priety, and am persuaded, whatever partiality may be retained 
for my services, that in the present circumstances of our coun- 
try you will not disapprove my determination to retire. 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous 
trust were explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge 
of this trust I will only say that I haye, with good intentions, 
contributed toward the organization and administration of the 
Government the best exertions of which a very fallible judg- 
ment was capable. Not unconscious in the outset of the in- 
feriority of my qualifications, experience in my own eyes, per- 
haps still more in the eyes of others, has strengthened the mo- 
‘tives to diffidence of myself; and every day the increasing 
weight of years admonishes me more and more that the shade 
of retirement is as necessary to me as it will be welcome. Sat- 
isfied that if any circumstances have given peculiar value to my 
services they were temporary, I have the consolation to believe 
that, while choice and prudence invite me to quit the political 
scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 

In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
nate the career of my political life, my feelings do not permit me 
to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have 
thence enjoyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment by 
services faithful and persevering, though in usefulness unequal 
to my zeal. If benefits have resulted to our country from these 


services, let it always be remembered to your praise and as an 
instructive example in our annals that under circumstances in 


which the passions, agitated in every direction, were liable to 
mislead; amidst appearances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of 
fortune often discouraging; in situations in which not unfre- 
quently want of success has countenanced the spirit of criti- 
cism, the constancy of your support was the essential prop of 
the efforts and a guaranty of the plans by which they were 
effected. Profoundly penetrated with this idea, I shall carry it 
with me to my grave as a strong incitement to unceasing vows, 
that Heaven may continue to you the choicest tokens of its 
beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection may be 
perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work of your 
hands may be sacredly maintained; that its administration in 
every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under 
the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a 
preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will ac- 
quire to them the glory of recommending it to the applause, the 
5 and adoption of every nation which is yet a stranger 
to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life, and the apprehension 
of danger natural to that solicitude, urge me, on an occasion 
like the present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to 
recommend to your frequent review some sentiments which 
are the result of much reflection, of no inconsiderable observa- 
tion, and which appear to me all-important to the permanency 
of your felicity as a people. These will be offered to you with 
the more freedom as you can only see in them the disinterested 
warnings of a parting friend, who can possibly have no personal 
motive to bias his counsel. Nor can I forget as an encourage- 
ment to it your indulgent reception of my sentiments on a 
former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of 
your hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify 
or confirm the attachment. 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people 
is also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar 
in the edifice of your real independence, the support of your 
tranquillity at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your 
prosperity, of that very liberty which you so highly prize. But 
as it is easy to foresee that from different causes and from dif- 
ferent quarters much pains will be taken, many artifices em- 
ployed, to weaken in your minds the conviction of this truth, 
as this is the point in your political fortress against which the 
batteries of internal and external enemies will be most con- 
stantly and actively (though often covertly and insidiously) 
directed, it is of infinite moment that you should properly esti- 
mate the immense value of your national union to your collective 
and individual happiness; that you should cherish a cordial, 
habitual, and immovable attachment to it; accustoming your- 
selves to think and speak of it as a palladium of your political 
safety and prosperity ; watching for its preservation with jealous 
anxiety; discountenancing whatever may suggest even a sus- 
picion that it can in any event be abandoned, and indignantly 
frowning upon the first dawning of every attempt to alienate — 
any portion of our country from the rest or to enfeeble the 
sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country 
has a right to concentrate your affections. The name of Ameri- 
can, which belongs to you in your national capacity, nust 
always exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appella- 
tion derived from local discriminations. With slight shades of 
difference, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and 
political. principles. You have in a common cause fought and 
triumphed together. The independence and liberty you possess 
are the work of joint councils and joint efforts, of common 
dangers, sufferings, and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully they address 
themselves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those 
which apply more immediately to your interest. Here every 
portion of our country finds the most commanding motives for 
carefully guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 


The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, 
protected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in 
the productions of the latter great additional resources of mari- 
time and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manu- 
facturing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefit- 
ing by the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow 
and its commerce expand. Turning partly into its own chan- 
nels the seamen of the North, it finds its particular navigation 
invigorated; and while it contributes in different ways to nour- 
ish and increase the general mass of the national navigation, 
it looks forward to the protection of a maritime strength to 
which itself is unequally adapted. The East, in a like inter- 
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course with the West, already finds, and in the progressive im- 
provement of interior communications by land and water will 
more and more find, a valuable vent for the commodities which 
it brings from abroad or manufactures at home. The West 
derives from the East supplies requisite to its growth and com- 
fort, and what is perhaps of still greater consequence, it must 
of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indispensable outlets 
for its own productions to the weight, influence, and the future 
maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the Union, directed by 
an indissoluble community of interest as one nation, Any other 
tenure by which the West can hold this essential advantage, 
whether derived from its own separate strength or from an 
apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign power, 
must be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an imme- 
diate and particular interest in union, all the parts combined 
can not fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts 
greater strength, greater resource, proportionably greater secur- 
ity from external danger, a less frequent interruption of their 
peace by foreign nations, and, what is of inestimable value, 
they must derive from union an exemption from those broils 
and wars between themselves which so frequently afflict neigh- 
boring. countries not tied together by the same governments, 
which their own rivalships alone would be sufficient to produce, 
but which opposite foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues 
would stimulate and embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid 
the necessity of those overgrown military establishments which, 
under any form of government, are inauspicious to liberty, and 
which are to be regarded as particularly hostile to republican 
liberty. In this sense it is that your union ought to be con- 
sidered as a main prop of your liberty, and that the love of 
the one ought to endear to you the preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to every re- 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such 
a case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper 
organization of the whole, with the auxiliary of governments 
for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue to the 
experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. With 
such powerful and obyious motives to union affecting all parts 
of our country, while experience shall not have demonstrated its 
impracticability, there will always be reason to distrust the 
patriotism of those who in any quarter may endeavor to weaken 
its bands. * 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should 
have been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical 
discriminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and West- 

. ern—whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief 
that there is a real difference of local interests and views. One 
of the expedients of party to acquire influence within particular 
districts is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other dis- 
tricts. You can not shield yourselyes too much against the 
jealousies and heartburnings which spring from these misrep- 
resentations; they tend to render alien to each other those 
who ought to be bound together by fraternal affection. The in- 
habitants of our western country haye lately had a useful lesson 
on this head. They have seen in the negotiation by the Execu- 
tive and in the unanimons ratification by the Senate of the 
treaty witlf Spain, and in the universal satisfaction at that event 
throughout the United States, a decisive proof how unfounded 
were the suspicions propagated among them of a policy in the 
General Government and in the Atlantic States unfriendly to 
their interests in regard to the Mississippi. They haye been 
witnesses to the formation of two treaties—that with Great 
Britain and that with Spain—which secure to them everything 
they could desire in respect to our foreign relations toward 
confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their wisdom to rely 
for the preservation of these advantages on the union by which 
they were procured? Will they not henceforth be deaf to those 
advisers, if such there are, who wotld sever them from their 
brethren and connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government 
for the whole is indispensable. No alliances, however strict, 
between the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must 
inevitably experience the infractions and interruptions which 
all alliances in all times have experienced. Sensible of this mo- 
mentous truth, you have improved upon your first essay by the 
adoption of a constitution of government better calculated than 
your former for an intimate union and for the efficacious man- 
agement of your common concerns. This Government, the off- 
spring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted 
upon full investigation and mature deliberation, completely free 
in its principles, in the distribution of its powers, uniting secur- 


ity with energy, and containing within itself a provision for its 
own amendment, has a just claim to your confidence and your 
support. Respect for its authority, compliance with its Jaws, 
acquiescence in its measures, are duties enjoined by the funda- 
mental maxims of true liberty. The basis of our political sys- 
tem is the right of the people to make and to alter their consti- 
tutions of government. But the constitution which at any time 
exists till changed by an explicit and authentic act of the whole 
people is sacredly obligatory upon all. [Applause.] The very 
idea of the power and the right of the people to establish gov- 
ernment presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 
established government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 
liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are de- 
structive of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. 
They serye to organize factions; to give it an artificial and ex- 
traordinary force; to put in the place of the delegated will of 
the Nation the will of a party, often a small but artful and 
enterprising minority of the community, and, according to the 
alternate triumphs of different parties, to make the public ad- 
ministration the mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous 
projects of faction rather than the organ of consistent and 
wholesome plans, digested by common counsels and modified by 
mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above descrip- 
tion may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely 
in the course of time and things to become potent engines by 
which cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled 
to subvert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves 
the reins of government, destroying afterwards the very engines 
which have lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the per- 
manency of your present happy state, it is requisite not only 
that you steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its 
acknowledged authority, but also that you resist with care the 
spirit of innoyation upon its principles, however specious the 
pretexts. One method of assault may be to effect in the forms 
of the Constitution alterations which will impair the energy of 
the system, and thus to undermine what can not be directly 
overthrown. In all the changes to which you may be invited 
remember that time and habit are at least as necessary to fix 
the true character of governments as of other human institu- 
tions; that experience is the surest standard by which to test 
the real tendency of the existing constitution of a country; 
that facility in changes upon the credit of mere hypothesis and 
opinion exposes to perpetual change, from the endless variety 
of hypothesis and opinion; and remember especially that for 
the efficient management of your common interests, in a country 
so extensive as ours a government of as much vigor as is con- 
sistent with the perfect security of liberty is indispensable. 
Liberty itself will find in such a government, with powers prop- 
erly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. It is, indeed, 
little else than a name where the government is too feeble to 
withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each member to 
the society within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to main- 
tain all in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 
person and property. 

I have already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
state, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- 
graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. [Applause.] 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, 
having its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
exists under different shapes in all goyernments, more or less 
stifled, controlled, or repressed ; but in those of the popular form 
it is seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharp- 
ened by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which 
in different ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid 
enormities, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at 
length to a more formal and permanent despotism. The dis- 
orders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds of 
men to seek security and repose in the absolute power of an in- 
dividual, and sooner or later the chief of some prevailing fac- 
tion, more able or more fortunate than his competitors, turns 
this disposition to the purposes of his own elevation on the 
ruins of public liberty. [Applause.] 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage 
and restrain it. 
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It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble 
the public administration. It agitates the community with ill- 
founded jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of 
one part against another; foments occasionally riot and insur- 
rection. It opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, 
which finds a facilitated access to the Government itself through 
the channels of party passion. Thus the policy and the will of 
one country are subjected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the Government, and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is 
probably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast pa- 
triotism may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the 
spirit of party. But in those of the popular character, in govern- 
ments purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. From 
their natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough 
of that spirit for every salutary purpose; and there being con- 
stant danger of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public 
opinion to mitigate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, 
it demands a uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a 
flame, lest, instead of warming, it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its ad- 
ministration to confine themselves within their respective consti- 
tutional spheres, ayoiding in the exercise of the powers of one 
department to encroach upon another. [Applause.] The spirit 
of encroachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the de- 
partments in one, and thus to create, whatever the form of goy- 
ernment, areal despotism. A just estimate of that love of power 
and proneness to abuse it which predominates in the human 
heart is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position. 
The necessity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political 
power, by dividing and distributing it into different depositories, 
and constituting each the guardian of the public weal against 
invasions by the others, has been evinced by experiments ancient 
and modern, some of them in our country and under our own 
eyes. To preserve them must be as necessary as to institute 
them. If in the opinion of the people the distribution or modi- 
fication of the constitutional powers be in any particular wrong, 
let it be corrected by an amendment in the way which the 
Constitution designates. But let there be no change by usurpa- 
tion; for though this in one instance may be the instrument of 
good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments are 
destroyed. The precedent must always greatly oyerbalance in 
permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use 
can at any time yield. 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports, In 
vain would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should 
labor to subvert these great pillars of human happiness—these 
firmest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere poli- 
tician, equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to 
cherish them. A volume could not trace all their connections 
with private and public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where 
is the security for property, for reputation, for life, if the sense 
of religious obligation desert the oaths which are the instru- 
ments of investigation in courts of justice? And let us with 
caution indulge the supposition that morality can be maintained 
without religion. Whatever may be conceded to the influence 
of refined education on minds of peculiar structure, reason and 
experience both forbid us to expect that national morality can 
prevail in exclusion of religious principles. 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a necessary 
spring of popular government. The rule indeed extends with 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who 
that is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upcn at- 
tempts to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, 
as an object of primary importance, institutions for the general 
diffusion of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a 
government gives force to public opinion, it is essential that 
public opinion should be enlightened. 

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it as spar- 
ingly as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating 
peace, but remembering also that timely disbursements to pre- 
pare for danger frequently prevent much greater disbursements 
to repel it; avoiding likewise the accumulation of debt, not only 
by shunning occasions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in 
time of peace to discharge the debts which unavoidable wars 
have occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon posterity the 
burthen which we ourselves ought to bear. The execution of 
these maxims belongs to your representatives; but it is neces- 
sary that public opinion should cooperate. To facilitate to them 
the performance of their duty it is essential that you should 
practically bear in mind that toward the payment of debts there 
must be revenue; that to haye revenue there must be taxes; 


that no taxes can be devised which are not more or less incon- 
venient and unpleasant; that the intrinsic embarrassment in- 
separable from the selection of the proper objects (which is al- 
ways a choice of difficulties) ought to be a decisive motive for a 
candid construction of the conduct of the Government in mak- 
ing it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the measures for ob- 
5 55 revenue which the public exigencies may at any time 
ctate. 

Observe good faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoin 
it? It will be worthy of.a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted 
justice and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of 
time and things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay 
any temporary advantages which might be lost by a steady ad- 
herence to it? Can it be that Providence has not connected the 
permanent felicity of a nation with its virtue? The experiment, 
at least, is recommended by every sentiment which ennobles 
human nature. Alas! is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular na- 
tions and passionate attachments for others should be excluded, 
and that in the place of them just and amicable feelings toward 
all should be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward an- 
other an habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some de- 
gree a slave. It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, 
either of which is sufficient to lead it astray from its duty and 
its interest. Antipathy in one nation against another disposes 
each more readily to offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight 
causes of umbrage, and to be haughty and intractable when 
accidental or trifling occasions of dispute occur. 

Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, enyenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation, prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the na- 
tion subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, am- 
bition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The peace 
irc sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the 
victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for an- 
other produces a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite 
nation; facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common inter- 
est in cases where no real common interest exists, and infusing 
into one the enmities of the other, betrays the former into a 
participation in the quarrels and wars of the latter without 
adequate inducement or justification. It leads also to con- 
cessions to the favorite nation of privileges denied to others, 
which is apt doubly to injure the nation making the conces- 
sions by unnecessarily parting with what ought to have been 
retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, and a disposition to 
retaliate in the parties from whom equal privileges are with- 
held; and it gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citizens 
(who deyote themselves to the favorite nation) facility to betray 
or sacrifice the interests of their own country without odium, 
sometimes even with popularity, gilding with the appearances 
of a virtuous sense of obligation, a commendable deference 
for publie opinion, or a laudable zeal for public good the base 
or foolish compliances of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such 
attachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightened 
and independent patriot. How many opportunities do they 
afford to tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of 
seduction, to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the 
public councils! Such an attachment of a small or weak 
toward a great and powerful nation dooms the former to be the 
satellite of the latter. Against the insidious wiles of foreign 
influence (I conjure you to believe me, fellow citizens) the jeal- 
ousy of a free people ought to be constantly awake, since his- 
tory and experience prove* that foreign influence is one of the 
most baneful foes of republican government. But that jeal- 
ousy, to be useful, must be impartial, else it becomes the instru- 
ment of the very influence to be avoided, instead of a defense 
against it. Excessive partiality for one foreign nation and 
excessive dislike of another cause those whom they actuate to 
see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even second 
the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may re- 
sist the intrigues of the favorite are liable to become suspected 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and 
confidence of the people to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations 
is, in extending our commercial relations to have with them as 
little political connection as possible. So far as we have already 
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formed engagements Tet them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. 
Here let us stop. 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none 
or a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in fre- 
quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign 


to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to 
implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes 
of her politics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of 
her frendships or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to 


pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an. 


efficient government, the period is not far off when we may defy 
material injury from external annoyance; when we may take 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any 
time resolye upon to be scrupulously respected; when belliger- 
ent nations, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon 
us, will not lightly hazard the giving us provocation; when we 
may choose peace or war, as our interests, guided by justice, 
shall counsel. ~ 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inter- 
weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, 
riyalship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances 
with any portion of the foreign world [applause], so far, I mean, 
as we are now at liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as 
capable of patronizing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold 
the maxim no less applicable to publie than to private affairs 
that honesty is always the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let 
those eugagements be observed in their genuine sense. But in 
my opinion it is unnecessary and would be unwise to extend them. 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establish- 
ments on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust 
to temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recom- 
mended by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our com- 
mercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither 
seeking nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting 
the natural course of things; diffusing and diversifying by gen- 
tle means the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; estab- 
lishing with powers so disposed, in order to give trade a stable 
course, to define the rights of our merchants, and to enable 
the Government to support them, conventional rules of inter- 
course, the best that present circumstances and mutual opinion 
will permit, but temporary and liable to be from time to time 
abandoned or varied as experience and circumstances shall dic- 
tate; constantly keeping in view that it is folly in one nation 
to look for disinterested favors from another; that it must pay 
with a portion of its independence for whatever it may accept 
under that character; that by such acceptance it may place 
itself in the condition of having given equivalents for nominal 
favors, and yet of being reproached with ingratitude for not 
giving more. There can be no greater error than to expect or 
calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. It is an illu- 
sion which experience must cure, which a just pride ought to 
discard. X 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these-counsels of an old 
and affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong 
and lasting impression I could wish—that they will control the 
usual current of the passions or prevent our Nation from run- 
ning the course which has hitherto marked the destiny of na- 
tions. But if I may even flatter myself that they may be pro- 
ductive of some partial benefit, some occasional good—that they 
may now and then recur to moderate the fury of party spirit, 
to warn against the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard 
against the impostures of pretended patriotism—this hope will 
be a full recompense for the solicitude for your welfare by 
which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been 
guided by the principles which have been delineated the public 
records and the other evidences of my conduct must witness to 
you and to the world. To myself, the assurance of my own con- 
eae is that I have at least believed myself to be guided by 

em. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my proclama- 
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanc- 
tioned by your approving voice and by that of your representa- 
tives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure 
has continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to 
deter or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights 
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all 
the circumstances of the case, had a right to take, and was 
bound in duty and interest to take, a neutral position. Having 


taken it, I determined as far as should depend upon me to 
maintain it with moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this con- 
duct it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only 
observe that, according to my understanding of the matter, that 
right, so far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, 
has been virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, with- 
out anything more, from the obligation which justice and hu- 
manity impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to 
act, to maintain inviolate the relations of peace and amity 
toward other nations. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
best be referred to your owh reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time 
to our country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, 
and to progress without interruption to that degree of strength 
and consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speak- 
ing, the command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my administration I am 
unconscious of intentional error, I am nevertheless too sensible 
of my defects not to think it probable that I may have com- 
mitted many errors. Whatever they may be, I fervently be- 
seech the Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they 
may tend. I shall also carry with me the hope that my country 
will never cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after 
45 years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright 
zeal, the faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to 
oblivion, as myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man 
who views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors 
for several generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation 
that retreat in which I promise myself to realize without alloy 
the sweet enjoyment of partaking in the midst of my fellow 
citizens the benign influence of good laws under a free govern- 
ment—the ever favorite object of my heart, and the happy 
reward, as I trust, of our mutual cares, labors, and dangers. 

Go: WASHINGTON. 

UNITED STATES, September 19, 1796. 


[Prolonged applause.] 


Mr. CULLOP. and Mr. NORRIS rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect to 
the memory of Washington I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it; the noes had it 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The SPEAKER. It is rather late. 

Mr. NORRIS. I called for a division as soon as I could. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska demands a 
division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 93. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 5 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I move that 20,000 copies of 
the Farewell Address of George Washington, just read by the 
gentleman from Florida, be published and placed in the folding 
room, to be prorated among Members for distribution. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order 
that the motion is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 


PERMANENT MANEUVERING GROUNDS. 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of House joint resolution 178, creating a commis- 
sion to investigate and report on the advisability of the estab- 
lishment of a permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspec- 
tion, rifle and artillery ranges for troops of the United States 
at or near the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of 
Alabama, and to likewise report as to certain lands in and 
around the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Ala- 
bama, proposed to be donated to the United States for said 
purposes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the demand for the 
reading of the engrossed copy. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws the 
demand for the reading of the engrossed copy. 

The joint resolution was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the House joint reso- 
lution pass? 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and forty gentlemen are present—not a quorum. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary. The call of the House 
comes automatically when the House is dividing. The Door- 
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of 
House joint resolution 178 will, as their names are called, an- 
swer “aye,” and those opposed will answer “no,” and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 181, nays 61, 


Reilly Shackleford Smith, Saml. W. Townsend 
CC 
heppa arkman nderw 

Roberts, Mass. Sherley Stack Utter 
Roberts, Ney. Sisson Sweet Vreeland 
Robinson Slayden Switzer Webb 

ase Saha? @ rt Whitacre 
Sabath Smal Taylor, Ohio White 
Saunders Smith, J. M. C. omas Young, Mich, 

So the House joint resolution was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: + 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 


CALLAWAY with Mr. CURRIER. 


answered “ present” 11, not voting 140, as follows: 


YEAS—18§1. 
Adair Dupre Hull Ransdell, La. 
Adamson Dyer Humphrey, Wash. Richardson 
Ainey wards 3 Roddenbery 
Alexander Ellerbe Rothermel 
Allen Estopinal Sonan, Ky. Rubey 
Ames Evans Johnson, S. Te, Rucker, Colo, 
Anderson, Ohio Faison Jones Rucker, Mo. 
Anthony arr Kahn Russell 
Ashbrook Fergusson Kinkaid, Nebr. Scully 
Bartlett Ferris Kitchin Selis 
Bathrick Finley Knowland Sherwood 
Beall, Tex. Flood, Va. Konig Simmons 
Bell, Ga. Floyd, Ark. Konop Sims 
Blackmon Fornes Kopp Sloan 
Booher Foster, III Lafferty Smith, N. Y. 
Bowman Fowler La Follette Smith, Tex. 
Bradley Fuller Stanley 
Brantley Gallagher Langham Stedman 
Broussard Garner Lee, Pa. Steenerson 
Brown Garrett Legare Stephens, Cal. 
Buchanan Godwin, N. C. Lever Stephens, 
Bu e Le Stephens, Nebr. 
Burleson Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum Stephens, Tex. 
Butler y Littlepage Sterling 
Byrnes, S. C. 8 , Tex, McCreary Stone 
Byrns, Tenn Hamill McDermott Talcott, N. X. 
Candler ees W. Va. McKellar Taylor, Ala. 
Gard so Hardwick Maguire Nebr. Thayer 852 
ayton w Ne ayer 
Cline Karay Moon, Tenn, Thistiewood 
Collier Harrison, Miss. Moore, Tilson 
Connell arrison, Morgan Tribble 
Conry Hartman ‘oss, Ind, Turnbull. 
Hay Mott Underhill 
Cullop Hayden urray Watkins 
Curley Hayes Needham Wedemeyer 
Cu Heilin Neeley Weeks 
Daugherty J —— Conn. Padgett Wickliffe 
Davenport Tex. Palmer Wilder 
De Forest Henekey Pe Wilson, N. X. 
Dent Higgins Peters Wilson, Pa 
Dickinson Holland Porter Wood, N. J 
n, Ind. Heuston Post Young, Tex. 
Donohoe Howland Pou 
Doremus Hughes, N. J. Rainey 
Driscoll, D. A. Hughes, W. Va. Raker 
NAYS—61. 
Anderson, Minn. Gillett Loud Rodenberg 
Barnhart Good McCall Speer 
Bartholdt Green, Iowa McKenzie Stevens, Minn. 
Berger Greene, Mass McKinney Sulloway 
Browning Griest Miller ulzer 
Burke, S. Dak. Haugen Mondell Towner 
Calder - Hawley Moon, Pa Volstead 
8 Helgensen Morse, Wis. Warburton 
Coope Helm Norris Willis 
Daze Hill Nye Wilson, III 
Hinds Olmsted Withe n 
Beiscell, M. E. Jackson Page Woods, Iowa 
Esch Kennedy Pickett Young, Kans, 
Fitzgerald Lawrence Prouty 
Foster, Vt. Lenroot 
Gardner, N. J. Lin Rees 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—11. 
— Dwight Panel Talbott, Ma, 
Ansberr: 8 ey a 
Barchfeld French Lobeck 
NOT VOTING—140. 
Aiken, 8. C. Danforth Hanna McLaughlin 
Akin, N Davidson MeMorran 
Austin Davis, Minn Heald Macon 
Ayres avis, W. Va Hobson Maher 
Bates Dickson, Miss. Howard Mal 
Bingham Dies Howell Martin, Colo. 
Boehne Difenderfer Hubbard Martin, 8. Dak, 
Borland Dodds Hughes, Ga. Matt 
Bulkley Doughton Humphreys, Miss. Mays 
Burke, Pa. Draper Kendall Moore, Tex, 
Burke, Wis. Fairchild Kent Morrison 
Burnett Fields Kindred Murdock 
Callaway Focht Kinkead, N. J. Nelson 
Campbell Fordney orbly Oldfield 
Cantril oss Lafean O’Shatunessy 
Carlin Francis Lee, Ga. Parran 
Carter Gardner, Mass. Lewis Pat ten, N. X. 
Cary George Lindsay Patton, Pa. 
Claypool Goldtogle Littleton yne 
Copley Gould Lioyd Plumley 
Covington Graham Lengworth Powers 
Cox, Ind. Gregg, Pa. 821 ray 
Cox. Ohio Gudger McGiilicuddy Prince 
Cravens Guernsey McGuire, Pujo 
Crum packer Hamilton, Mich. McHenry Randell, Tex. 
Currier Hammond McKinley Redfield 


Mr. Burnetr with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Borne with Mr. BINGHAM, 
Mr. OLDFIELD with Mr. UTTER. 
AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AKIN of New York. 
Carter with Mr. MoGurre of Oklahoma, 
Craypoor with Mr. Davis of Minnesota. 
CowIxdrox with Mr. CRuMPACKER. 
CRAVENS with Mr. Foss, ve 
SPARKMAN with Mr. Davison. 
Francis with Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts, 
GOLDFOGLE with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
Howard with Mr. Hammron of Michigan. 
Humpureyrs of Mississippi with Mr. Hanna, 
KINDRTD with Mr. Harris, 
. Korpry with Mr. HEALD. 
LLoxop with Mr. HOWELL. 
McCoy with Mr. KENDALL. 
Mr. Martin of Colorado with Mr. KENT. 
Mr. Moore of Texas with Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. RoBERTS of Nevada. 
Mr. O’Suaunessy with Mr. J. M. C. SMITH. 
Mr. RANDELL of Texas with Mr. SWITZER. 
Mr. Reprrevp with Mr. Taytor of Ohio. 
Mr. Sagara with Mr. Younes of Michigan. 
. SHERLEY with Mr. Patron of Pennsylvania. 
. Sisson with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. SLAYDEN with Mr. MCLAUGHLIN. 
Mr. TUTTLE with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. Wrens with Mr. Martin of South Dakota. 
Mr. Guperr with Mr. Pray. 
. Stack with Mr. Powers. 
Mr. Ayres with Mr. PLUMLEY. 
Mr. McHenry with Mr. REYBURN. 
Mr. Rouse with Mr. PRINCE. 
Mr. Lirrieron with Mr. DWIGHT. 
. SHEPPARD with Mr. Bares. 
Mr. Lee of Georgia with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
Mr. Bortanp with Mr. COPLEY. 
Suan with Mr. Larean. 
Mr. Burke of Wisconsin with Mr. Cary. 
Mr. Macon with Mr. Sars of California. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. Dopps. 
Mr. Tatvorr of Maryland with Mr. Parran, 
Mr. Grorce with Mr. MALBY. 
Mr. Fils with Mr. LANGLEY. 
» Mr. Cox of Ohio with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
Mr. Huaues of Georgia with Mr. DRAPER, 
Mr. CANTRILL with Mr. Forpnry. 
Mr. Saunpers with Mr. AUSTIN. 
Mr. Doventon with Mr. FRENCH. 
Mr, SHACKLEFORD with Mr. VREELAND, 
Mr. Smarr with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. Tuomas with Mr. HUBBARD, 
Mr. Unperwoop with Mr. Mann. 
For the session: 
Mr. Puso with Mr. McMorran. 
Mr. Grass with Mr. SLemp. 
Mr. Riorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Mr. Hosson with Mr. FAIRCHIID. 
Until February 23: 
Mr. Remy with Mr. MURDOCK. 
Until February 23, noon: 
Mr. EsrorixalL with Mr. Rosgrrs of Massachusetts. 
Until February 24: 
Mr. Grece of Pennsylvania with Mr. FOCHT. 
Until February 26, noon: 
Mr, BULKLEY with Mr. DANFORTH. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the gentle- 


5 
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man from Alabama, Mr. Unperwoop, is recorded. 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. MANN. I have a pair with the gentleman, and I desire 
to withdraw my vote of “nay” and vote “ present.” 

The name of the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MANN, was 
called and he voted “ Present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
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The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 
open the doors, 

On motion of Mr. Dent, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which House joint resolution i78 was passed was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. This really is Monday on account of a trade 
that was made the other day by which Thursday was substituted 
for Monday in the transaction of business. The Clerk will call 
the Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

PAYMENT OF INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The first bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 14667) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 3, 1891. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the first section of paragraph 1 of an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of claims 
arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 3, 1891, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“First. All claims for property of citizens or inhabitants of the 
United States, except the claims of Indians heretofore or now in tribal 
relations, taken or destroyed by Indians belonging to any tribe in amity 
with and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, without just 
cause or provocation on the part of the owner or agent in charge, and 
not returned or paid for, and in all adjudications under said act as 
now amended the pe pg as of the claimant shall not be a defense to 
said claims: Provided, That the privileges of this act shall not extend 
to any person whose property at the time of its taking was unlawfully 
within the Indian territory; Provided further, That all cases heretofore 
filed under said act of March 3, 1891, and which have been dismissed 
by the court for want of et of the citizenship of the claimant, shall 
be reinstated and readjudicated in accordance with the provisions of 
this act: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to authorize the presentation of any other claims than those upon 
which suit has heretofore been brought in the Court of Claims: Pro- 
vided further, That all acts and parts of acts, in so far as they conflict 
with the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
make a statement regarding it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in 1891 a bill was 
passed by Congress permitting persons who had suffered the loss 
of property from Indian depredations in the United States and 
who were citizens of the United States to bring suits in the 
Court of Claims to establish their right and to recover dam- 
ages from the United States for the loss of property stolen or 
destroyed by the Indians. This law had a limitation clause of 
three years in which suits had to be filed. In 1895 the time 
within which this could be done, as fixed by the bill, expired. 
During that time several hundred suits were brought, involving 
several million dollars’ worth of property. After the expira- 
tion of that time no more suits could be filed. 

This bill revives one class of these suits, in this that the 
original bill provided that only citizens of the United States 
should be entitled to bring these suits, we find that a great many 
eases were dismissed on demurrer, because the claimants could 
not prove that they were citizens of the United States. In 
many instances the fathers of claimants were known to be from 
other countries and to have become naturalized citizens of the 
United States, but had lost during the Civil War their naturali- 
zation papers showing that they had become citizens of the 
United States. It was found after these suits were brought, to 
proye citizenship in many of these cases the burden of proof 
was upon the claimants to show that they, or their parents be- 
fore them, whose property had been destroyed, were citizens at 
the time the property was taken. On account of their inability 
to prove their citizenship their cases were dismissed from the 
‘court of appeals. This bill simply reinstates those cases only, 
and permits these people to prove that they or their parents 
were inhabitants of the United States at the time that their 
property was lost. This bill amends the old law by using the 
word “inhabitant” instead of “citizen.” I think that no one 
ean justly deny that if they were inhabitants of the United 
States, even though their allegiance may haye belonged to a for- 
eign country, they should be entitled to receive the same dam- 
ages as if they were citizens of the United States. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? s 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. å 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. This bill, then, only reaches those 
who could not prove their citizenship? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, It includes only that class of 
cases. It includes only the cases that have been dismissed from 
the dockets heretofore because of that very defect in their proof. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Has the gentleman any information 
as 5 how many cases there are Which this bill would 
rea 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have a statement in a letter 
from the Attorney General in which he estimates that it would 
cost the Government to pay these claims only about $300,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. My question is, Why is it that he has not put 
the amity clause in? 4 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would state to the gentleman 
that I haye been pressing a bill ever since I have been a 
Member of Congress with the amity clause in it, and have failed 
to get it through the House, because of departmental and other 
objections. 

Mr. MANN. The amity clause involves what? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will read to the gentleman the 
letter which I received from the Attorney General only day 
before yesterday, if he desires it. This letter gives full infor- 
mation on the subject of costs. 

Mr. MANN. The House is entitled to have that information, 
because that is a heavy cut in the amount involved. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. After the lapse of 40 years it is 
almost impossible to prove these claims, and the claimant has 
the laboring oar, because the burden of proof is cast upon him, 
and he must come into court and establish the facts, just as one 
would establish a claim against a railroad or other company 
in a damage suit. Many of the claimants’ witnesses are dead 
or their whereabouts unknown, and it is almost impossible after 
30 years or more to prove up these claims and secure judgment 
thereon. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Just in a moment. 

Mr. MANN. Let us have the letter read. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Answering the question pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], the Attor- 
ney General! in his letter says: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 12, 1912. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS. 


House of Representatives. 5 

Sin: I have your letter of the 9th instant, addressed to Assistant 
Attorney General William H. Lewis, with reference to H. R. 14667, and 
inquiring whether the estimate in my letter of the 6th ultimo of the 
probable increased liability of the Government if the proposed bill 
should be enacted into law, viz, $500,000, excluded those cases of non- 
citizens where the defense of nonamity was also available. 

In reply, I beg to say that that estimate was made without reference 
to this defense. With regard to your further query, as to the probable 
liability of the United States if this class of cases is eliminated from 
consideration, I beg to advise you that probably 40 per cent of the 
total number of cases disposed of to date have been dismissed because 
of the hostility of the defendant Indians. There is no reason to doubt 
but that this defense would be applicable in the same proportion to 
the cases affected hy the proposed bill, and the estimate of $500,000 
is therefore susceptible to a reduction for this reason of 40 per cent, 
or $200,000, leaving $500,000 as the ultimate liability of the United 
States if the proposed bill becomes law. It is possible that this 
amount may be further reduced by reason of the inability of some of 
the claimants to make the proof necessary to establish their cases. 


That was signed by Mr. Wickersham, Attorney General. 

Mr. MANN. That does not relate to the statement of the 
gentleman that the amity clause involved only half a million 
dollars. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have stated that it involves 
several million dollars, but that we could not prove more than 
half a million. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman let me read from the report 
of the committee on the subject? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You can read the letter. It is 
explanatory. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman had finished the letter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Let the Attorney General ex- 
plain, and not the gentleman from Illinois. That part of the 
letter is as follows: 


With reference to the probable time it would require to try such 
cases, I beg to say that that is a very difficult matter to approximate, 
for the reason that the progress of the defendants in this respect is 
regulated to a great extent by the activity of the claimants and the 
condition of the calendar of the court; but, assuming that the cases 
affected the proposed bill could be tried to the exclusion of all others, 
in my judgment it would probably require three years to dispose of them. 


Mr. MANN. That does not answer the question which I 
asked the gentleman, where he got his information that the 
amity clause only affected half a million dollars of probable -~ 
claims that would be allowed against the Government. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman misstates the 
proposition. I stated that there can not be more than half a 


million dollars recovered under that clause. 
Mr. MANN. Under the amity clause? 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not think there could be, 
and that is what I understand to be the statement of the At- 
torney General.” 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit me to read from his 
own report? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What page? 

Mr. MANN. Page 5: 

The anir clause defeats about $11,000,000 of these. If that gane 
were removed a fair estimate of the recovery resulting therefrom is 
$3,000,000 to $5,000,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. When was that written? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know when the gentleman wrote his 


report. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
report. 

Mr. MANN. That is a statement in a report made in the 
Sixty-first Congress. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Texas 
support an amendment to this bill striking out all reference to 
the question of amity? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In what respect? 

Mr. MONDELL. It will be very easy to amend ‘this bill so 
as to allow those cases to come in, where the question of amity 
is now raised, by amending line 11 and striking out the words 
“in amity with and.” 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he will notice 
that the bill is so skillfully drawn that the striking out of five 
words from the bill, without any other amendment, would admit 
liability for all of these so-called amity claims. I do not know 
who drew the bill, but it was drawn by a very skillful man. 

Mr. MONDELL. ‘That is the amendment I have in mind and 
would like to offer, and I asked the gentleman from Texas if 
he would support it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We have been endeavoring for 
many years to secure some tangible results from this matter; 
and having gone over the matter so carefully with the depart- 
ment and with the various interested parties and having a great 
many claimants in my own district, I am constrained to refuse 
the amendment, not on the ground that it is unjust but because 
we know that it can not pass here in this House, 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman support 
an amendment to strike out the third proviso? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Lines 13 to 16? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The words are: 

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be construed to au- 
thorize the presentation of any other claims than those upon which suit 
has heretofore been brought in the Court of Claims, 

I should like to see that go out, because I would like to see 
the law of 1891 reinstated, but that, again, would prevent the 
passage of the bill. It would open wide the door for the pas- 
sage of all these claims, and I do not believe it could be passed 
through this House in that shape. 

Mr. JACKSON. My objection was that it seemed to prefer a 
certain class of claimants who filed their claims at a time when 
they had no right to file them. I shall oppose the bill for that 
reason, because it is clearly in the interest of a certain number 
of the claims that have been filed in the court and adjudicated. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much is the aggregate of the 
claims already filed? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. About $7,000,000 or more have 
been filed, but that was under and included the amity-clause 
mee eng under the act of 1891, which expired by limitation 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that the aggregate of 
claims filed is much in excess of $7,000,000. 

Mr. GARNER. I do not believe if this legislation is enacted 
that it will take more than $150,000 out of the Treasury. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The Attorney General, in the 
letter I have read, says that it will not cost more than $300,000. 
It will be nothing but an act of justice to the men whose cases 
have been dismissed because they could not prove their citizen- 
ship, now living in that country, to reinstate their cases and 
try them. I do not think there should be any objection to it, 
and I hope that the gentleman from Illinois will not object to 
the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, if it be in order I would like 
to propose an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, because the House has 
not yet given consent to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, still reserving the right to object, 
if this bill should pass the House simply providing for the pay- 
ment of claims on account of citizenship, and it should go to 


That is a statement in some old 


the Senate, and the Senate should add an amendment allowing 
the payment of claims on the amity proposition, and it came 
back to the House in that way, the bill, unless by unanimous 
consent, would be referred back to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and receive consideration in the House. But if this bill, 
in the way it is drawn, goes to the Senate purporting to allow 
claims on the ground of citizenship, and the Senate should 
strike five words out of the bill, it, would come back to the 
House and would not require any consideration in the House 
except the motion to concur in a Senate amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would not that be subject to an 
“aye” and “no” yote-in the House and discussion? 

Mr, MANN. It might not be subject to discussion in the 
closing hours of the session. The gentleman would move to 
concur in the Senate amendment, and demand the previous 
question, and under the stress of business that would be done 
without consideration, instead of following the usual course 
where the Senate adds an amendment which ought to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole or in the House and be 
considered there. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
believe that the House can limit amendments on a bill going 
to the other body? 

Mr. MANN. No; but it can reserve the right to consider 
them in Committee of the Whole after the committee of the 
House has reported upon them. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Illinois agree to let 
this bill pass if the advocates of it will agree to oppose any 
amendment placed on it in the Senate? 

Mr. MANN. We all know that there is no way of making an 
agreement of that sort effective. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 
gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. I wanted to ask a question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. I believe the gentleman from Illinois realizes 
that these claims are just; that it is very unjust to raise the 
question of amity against American citizens whose property 
was taken by Indians; that it is not fair that the mere fact 
that an Indian tribe was declared by some one to be at war 
with the United States should be a bar to the recovery by. 
American citizens for property destroyed by the wards of the 
Government. 

These claims are as just as claims we are now paying, and 
would the gentleman oppose the passage of the bill simply be- 
cause it might result in the payment of just claims against the 
Government in behalf of the pioneer citizens of the West? 

Mr. MANN. There are no just claims against the Govern- 
ment on account of the depredations of Indians, In 1859, under 
a Democratic administration, Congress repealed the law at that 
time which granted any claims against the Government in any 
shape whatever for Indian depredations. It was while this law 
was repealed, with no right on the part of anyone to make a 
claim against the Government for these depredations, that these 
depredations occurred, and it was not until a few -years ago 
that Congress provided for the adjudication of any claims at 
all. When the circumstances under which these claims are now 
made occurred, there was an express statute on the statute 
books declaring that the Government assumes no liability what- 
ever and would make no payment of any claims for Indian 
depredations. 

Mr. MONDELL. 
Swer my question. 
Mr. MANN. I have answered it to the best of my ability. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman's assertion is that there 18 
no legal claim. We all understand that, and yet the frontiers- 
man of the West could not select whether he should have his 
property destroyed and family murdered by Indians said to be 
at amity with the Government or by marauders belonging to a 
tribe that some one said was at war with the Government. It 
does not alter the justice of these claims that there was a law 
on the statute book denying their payment; certainly that law 
was not placed there for the purpose of preventing pioncers 
from going forward into the West and there carving out States 
from the wilderness, in doing which they were set upon by 
savages. Many were killed and much property was destroyed. 
Tt was no fault of theirs that the Indians who destroyed their 
property are held by the courts to have been at war against 
the Government, instead of simply marauding bands of tribes 
not at war. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man from Wyoming allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not the floor. 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does not an- 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does the gentleman from 
Wyoming take into consideration the fact that at no time in the 
history of the Government have we ever recognized depreda- 
tions? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. We did for 
many years. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. No, no. 

Mr. MONDELL. Depredations committed by the public 
enemy? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. By Indians not in amity with 
the United States. 

Mr, MONDELL. What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The statement that the gen- 
tleman makes is this, if I understand him correctly, that the 
cases that would arise by reason of depredations committed by 
Indians not at amity have as much merit as these other claims. 

. MONDELL. That is my statement. 
. BURKE of South Dakota. We have never at any time 
recognized such claims. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think the fact that we have not 
recognized them legally alters the character of the claim one 
iota. The pioneer went to the western plains, and he went 
there with his family. _ 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I understand. 

Mr. MONDELL. He established his home. He was in the 
vicinity of Indian tribes. If two or three bloodthirsty maraud- 
ers from one of those tribes broke loose and destroyed his prop- 
erty, he could collect; but if the entire tribe bore down upon 
bim and wiped his property from the face of the earth this 
Government assumes that that tribe is a public enemy—the 
yrs of the Government held to be the public enemy—think 
of it. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. Under the law he 
could not collect in either case. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Not a dollar. 

Mr. MONDELL. He could collect if the members of a tribe 
not at war with the Government destroyed his property. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken. He could not col- 
lect for anything. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is the only class of cases in which he 
can collect—where the Indians were not officially at war. 

Mr. MANN. That law was passed long after the depredations 
had taken place. F 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Wyoming a question. The men who are deprived 
from presenting a claim against the Government for these 
depredations were neyer deprived of their right to recover 
against the tribe for them, were they? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman lives in the 
country where these Indian tribes roved, and he knows how 
utterly impossible it would be to collect against a tribe in cases 
of that character. The trouble is that we have treated the 
wards of the Government, when in open revolt as the public 
enemy, as if on any reasonable theory they could be so classified. 
They are all of them the wards of the Government, and what 
difference does it make whether the banner of revolt was raised 
by 50 men or by a marauding expedition organized by 5 men? 
The depredation was the same in either case, and the Govern- 
ment in justice and in righteousness is as much bound to pay 
in one case as in another. There has been nothing on the 
statute books of the Nation that constitutes a greater reflec- 
tion upon the sense of fairness of the people of this Republic 
than the denial to the pioneers of the West of the right to 
recoyer for property destroyed by murderous marauding bands 
of the Government’s wards. . 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman has made this speech twice, 
and I presume he is prepared to vote for this bill, but I doubt 
whether he will have the opportunity. 

Mr, MONDELL. I will vote for it in any form, and the 
broader it is the more willing shall I be to vote for it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I agree with the gentleman that it is not 
broad enough. The fact is that these men do not have any 
better right to recover on these claims than any man whose 
horse is stolen has a right to recover from the thief who has 
stolen it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we seem to have nothing else on 
hand unless somebody asks for the regular order. Reserying the 
right to object, the fact is that originally no person had the right 
to go into the Indian country at all under the law except by 
permission of the department, and when people went into the 
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Indian country and determined to go into it, apparently contrary 
to the law, Congress passed a law / 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield to me, Mr. Speaker, 
right there? 

Mr. MANN. In a moment. Congress passed a law that so 
much of the act entitled “An act to regulate trade and inter- 
course with the Indian tribes and to preserve peace on the 
frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834, as provides that the United 
States shall make indemnifications out of the Treasury for 
property taken or destroyed in certain cases by Indian tribes 
on white men as described in said act, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

And the people who went into the Indian country after that 
law was passed took their chance as pioneers everywhere took 
their chance, some against sickness, disease, Indians, the Gov- 
ernment doing the best it could to protect them, but with the 
distinct understanding that the Government was to make no 
indemnification to the pioneers who went into those countries, 
and my father was one who went into the western country. 
Now, they took the chance hoping they would receive their 
reward by the great benefits they obtained in the securing of 
the property. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the trouble with the gentle- 
man's logie is that it is not, it seems to me, based on a true 
conception of the facts. The gentleman refers to people having 
gone into the Indian country. Now, there have been compara- 
tively few claims for Indian depredations committed within 
what might properly be called the Indian country. There was 
a time when the Black Hills territory was Indian country and 
a man who went there was a trespasser and took his chance, but 
nine-tenths of the depredations that were committed on the 
western plains and in the western mountains were, committed 
on lands subject to homestead settlement, lands opened by the 
Government to settlement, lands not the property of the Indian 
in any sense whatever. I know of no claim in my State that is 
founded on a depredation committed in territory that by any 
possible construction can be held to be Indian territory. 

Mr. MANN, ‘The gentleman may not know of any claim, but 
a large portion of the claims involved under this bill are of the 
yery character of which I spoke. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not believe there is a man on the floor 
of this House who would object to an amendment that would 
prohibit the payment of any claim for depredations committed 
in what was legally forbidden territory, or Indian territory, as 
the gentleman calls it. We are perfectly willing to eliminate 
them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. One of the clauses of this bill 
itself shows clearly the-objection of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois is not well taken. Beginning line 5, page 2, we have this 
language: 

Provided, That the privileges of this act shall not extend to any 
person whose property at the time of its taking was unlawfully within 
the Indian territory. 


Mr. MANN. I understand—— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How would it be possible—— 

Mr. MANN. What I said was, originally Congress passed a 
law forbidding people to go into Indian territory, and subse- 
quently, when it was permitted to those people to go into this 
territory, they passed a law providing that they would not make 
indemnification. In the one case they were prohibited from 
going into the country; in the other case they were permitted 
to go in, with the express understanding that if damaged they 
would not be indemnified by the Government. If the gentleman 
has finally secured my idea, I think I am logical. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman permit me? What right 
has a man under the conditions which the gentleman from 
Illinois mentioned, and as mentioned by my friend the gentle- 
man from Wyoming, who went on public Jand and refused to 
become a citizen of the United States, even though he went 
there to take land, if he refused to avail himself of the pro- 
tection of the United States Government—what right has he 
now to come here and say that he is entitled to damages? Under 
the laws of Canada he would not be permitted to be upon the 
land at all. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Illinois, if I have an opportunity. If I understood him, 
he made the statement that originally we enacted legislation 
prohibiting people going in the Indian country. Will the 
gentleman kindly inform the House just what is constituted by 
law Indian country? If he is unable to do so, I will recall to 
him that it consisted of the western part of what is now the 
State of Tennessee, and that only. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. We 
have had that up and discussed it in the House before. Every- 
one else in the House, possibly except my distinguished friend 
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from Minnesota, knows that the Indian country is not, and 
neyer was, confined to Tennessee. 


Mr. MILLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did not say 
it was. I said the part designated by that act and by that 
treaty comprised a line drawn through the State of Tennessee 
and swept through the Indian country, what is now the western 
part of Tennessee, or then the western part of North Carolina, 
and I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman says “that act.” I will under- 
take to find for the gentleman, I think, a dozen acts referring to 
the Indian country and forbidding trespassing in the Indian 
country. 

Mr. MILLER. Let us pass that. That was 1791. I will ask 
the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; the act that I am talking about was not 
in 1791. The trouble with the gentleman is that he goes so 
far back, and I come down nearer 1911. That is the difficulty 
with the gentleman; he is not informed as to the acts since 1791. 
No wonder he does not know where the Indian country is. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLER. I will simply say in reply to the gentleman 
that I was going back in order to get started right and not 
going back to a way station. 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois one more question. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER] 
is asking me a question. I do not undertake to answer all 
these questions. 

Mr. MONDELL. I assume the gentleman from Illinois has 
read the bill. He generally reads these bills with great care. 

Mr. MANN. I am not seeking any advertisement. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Illinois does not re- 
quire any advertising. I shall not say that he advertises 
himself, because that would not be polite. [Laughter.] The 
bill says: 

Provided, That the privileges of this act shall not extend to any 
3 whose property at the time of its taking was unlawfully in the 

ndian Territory. 

Mr. MANN. Now, if the gentleman will do me the honor to 
read my remarks in the Rxconp, he will find that I have fully 
answered that proposition three times already. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is complaining that if we 
strike out the amity provision it would allow the payment of 
claims to men who were unlawfully in the Indian country— 
whatever that country may be. Whereas there is a prohibition 
against the payment of such claims. 

Mr. ADAMSON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Are we trying this case or only moving a 
continuance? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not pass on that. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, I think this bill ought to be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole at some time, and 
in the proper way, and I shall have to object to the present con- 
sideration of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and 
the bill is stricken from the calendar. The Clerk will call the 
next bill. 

COURTHOUSE RESERVE AT POND CREEK, OKLA. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 17119, granting the courthouse reserve at 
Pond Creek, Okla., to the city of Pond Creek for school and 
municipal purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 17119) Ba the courthouse reserve at Pond Creek, 
Okla., to the city of Pond Creek for school and municipal purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That block No. 43, designated “ Courthouse re- 
serve,” in the town site of Round Pond, Okla., as appears from the 
official survey and plat thereof, approved ys es Commissioner of the 
General Land Office on September 14, 1893, be, and the same is hereby, 
donated and granted to the city of Pond Creek, Okla., for municipal and 
school purposes, and that the retary of the Interior shall issue patent 
therefor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I desire to ask something about this bill. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, the facts are 
these: When what was known as the Cherokee Strip, now a part 
of the State of Oklahoma, was open for settlement in 1893, there 
were certain reserves for courthouses where there were Govern- 
ment town sites, and there was a Government town site reserved 
by proclamation of the President, at that time President Cleve- 
land, in each county. In addition to the courthouse reserves, 
where there were Government town sites, there were certain 
park reserves. At what is now Pond Creek, which was desig- 


nated at that time as Round Pond, by the proclamation of 
the President there was reserved for courthouse purposes a 
block as described in this bill, and subsequently, after state- 
hood, the county seat was changed from Pond Creek to Medford. 
The county is no longer in need of this block for courthouse 
purposes, and they now desire to use it for school purposes. 
The town of Pond Creek is not Jarge. This block is compara- 
tively worthless for any other purpose than for public schools. 
The city, I am advised, has already voted bonds on the theory 
that this will be given to the city for a school site. They are 
simply waiting now to construct a school building. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much did the United States turn 
over to Oklahoma for school purposes in the enabling act, 
$5,000,000 ? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. They got $5,000,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But it reservéd lands in various places, 
did it not? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Well, the $5,000,000 was in 
lieu of lands that we would be entitled to in the east end of 
the State, a section of country as large as the State of Indiana; 
but we could not get any school lands there because of the fact 
that it was all formerly an Indian reservation, and it was sub- 
sequently divided into Indian allotments. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How large a town is Pond Creek? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Pond Creek, I should say, is a 
town of fifteen hundred or two thousand people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has the State of Oklahoma volunteered 
to furnish the United States with sites for public buildings? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Well, that is entirely foreign 
to the subject matter of this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think not. My recollection is that on 
one day not very long since some gentleman from Oklahoma 
introduced bills, all in that one day, providing for the acquisi- 
tion of sites in 13 different places in Oklahoma. If we are to 
adopt the policy of purchasing sites for Federal buildings and 
then giving to Oklahoma and its municipalities sites for school 
and municipal purposes when it is not possible in the House 
even to consider legislation for the purchase of property in the 
city of New York belonging to the United States, I should think 
it would be a very desirable thing to be a citizen of the State 
of Oklahoma. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It is. [Laughter.] Nearly 
3,000,000 people think so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it is, Mr. Speaker, and I think 
that the State of Oklahoma has been generously treated by the 
United States. I doubt the propriety of passing this bill in this 
way, particularly in view of the letter of the Acting Secretary 
of the Interior, which accompanies this bill, in which he says 
he is not sufficiently informed as to the facts to enable him to 
make a recommendation as to the propriety of the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. MANN. In that connection will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question—the gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. McGUIRB of Oklahoma. Les, sir. 

Mr. MANN. How much land was reserved in this town site 
for parks, schools, and other public purposes? 

Mr. McGUIRD of Oklahoma. There was very little, 
two or three blocks. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman know how much? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I have a letter here from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. I can read it for the 
information of the gentleman. It will advise the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Can not the gentleman state how much was 
reserved? It is a very simple matter. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The commissioner in his letter 
says: 

Section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890 (26 Stat., 91), provides that all 
town-site surveys thereafter made shall contain reservations for parks, 
schools, and other public purposes, embracing in the aggregate not less 
than 10 nor more than 20 acres; and patents for such reservations, 
to be maintained for such purposes, shall be issued to the towns re- 
spectively when organized as municipalities.” 

The 3 was issued under authority of the act of March 3, 
575 AS somes 640), which, after making several reservations, further 

ro SEn 
= “And the President of the United States, in sny order or proclama- 
tion which he shall make for the opening of the lands for settlement, 
may make such other reservations of lands for public purposes as he 


may deem wise and desirable. 

Under said proclamation block 43 in the plat of the official survey 
of the town site of Round Pond was designated “courthouse reserve,” 
and contains 4 acres. id town site embraces the land described 
in said proclamation as reserved for “ County L,” and the same is now 
within the limits of the town of Pond Creek. No patent has been 
issued to the count for said “courthouse reserve,” and the legal 
title thereto is in the United States. I have no knowledge as to 
whether the county has paced any improvements thereon or has ever 
made any use of it, or whether it now contains any ved param It 
is still covered by the reservation created by said proclamation and is 
not subject to adverse entry. Any use of it for other than the pur- 
pose for which it was reserved would, of course, be without authorit 
of law and subject to further legislation. Its description is “ bloc 


I think 
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43," designated “ courthouse reserve,“ in the town site of Round Pond, 
Okla., as appears from the official survey and plat thereof approved by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office on September 14, 1893. 
Very respectfully, 
S. V. Provuprirt, 
x Assistant Commissioner. 

Mrs MANN. With all due deference to the gentleman, the 
letter does not answer the question I asked. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The gentlemen, as I understand 
it, wanted to know how much was reserved for courthouse, 
school, and other purposes? 

Mr. MANN. How much was reserved for parks and schools? 

Mr. MeGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do not know that, but in 
this particular case it is 4 acres. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is in addition to the land reserved 
for schools and parks? = 

Mr. MANN. In this town are there 20 acres reserved for 
parks and schools? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma, I do not think so, but I think 
I am safe in saying that there were not 20 acres reserved. 

Mr. .MANN. ‘There could not be less than 10 under the 
law—— 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Or more than 20. 

Mr. MANN. This was intended for the county seat? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It was. Under the law the 
Congress of the United States said it should be done. It is a 
matter of law. Whether it was or was not reserved does not 
make any difference, so far as the equity of this case is con- 
cerned. : 

Mr. MANN. It makes quite a difference when we have al- 
ready given a town 20 acres for park and school purposes, and 
reserved a site for a county courthouse, and it has been de- 
termined not to have a county courthouse in that town because 
it is not the county seat any longer, whether in addition to 
that we should give this town that much more than was re- 
ceived by any other town. 

Mr. McGUIRBE of Oklahoma. It was reserved for a court- 
house. It was not used for a courthouse because the county 
seat was taken to another town, and that town purchased land 
for a courthouse. Now, I ask that this block be turned over to 
‘the town, not for a courthouse, but for educational purposes. I 
hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. If another town got the county seat, and paid 
for a courthouse site in order to get it, does not the gentleman 
think that the equity would be to give that town the benefit of 
the value of this lot rather than to give it to this town which 
escaped the construction of a county courthouse? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. The land is worth very little. 

Mr. MANN. How much is it worth? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I should say two or three hun- 
dred dollars. 

Mr. MANN. Then we had better keep it. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Very well; if the gentleman 
wants to do it. 5 

Mr. MANN. If it is not worth more than $200 or $300 the 
town ought not to have it. . 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not know that I can add anything to 
what my colleague [Mr. McGumE] has said other than this: 
That the people of Pond Creek suffered quite a loss two years 
ago when the county seat was removed from their town. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who took it away? 

Mr. FERRIS. It was done by a vote of the people. The 
county seat is no longer at Pond Creek. It is a town of 800 or 
900 people. When it was designated as the county seat this 
block was reserved. They no longer have the county seat and 
this block is now needed for school purposes, I can not imagine 
why the Federal Government should want to hang onto it. It 
is not a large enough town to have a Federal building. If it 
was a large enough town for that, then it might be conceived 
that this land should be reserved for a Federal building site. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman state 
how much land was reseryed in this town for school purposes 
or for public purposes? 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. I do not know how much was 
reserved. My recollection is that there is a park in addition to 
this courthouse square. I know that this block is very conven- 
iently located for school purposes, but the location would never 
do for a Federal building. In addition to that, the chances are 
a thousand to one that there never will be a Federal building 
located in a town of a thousand people. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman from Okla- 
homa believe that the House is entitled to know how much land 
was reseryed in this town, and how much has been utilized by 
the town? There are only 900 people there, and in addition to 
these 4 acres they have already had some 10 or 20 acres addi- 
tional for park and school purposes. It might be an injustice 


to the town not to dispose of this land and make it a part of 


the taxable area of the community. Not long ago we heard the 
argument advanced that as we were taking out of the taxable 
area of a small and not very rich community land for public 
purposes, the Federal Government should contribute to certain 
things that were not at all within the functions of the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Reserving the right to objects it 
Seems to me the question I am about to ask is the most im- 
portant one in connection with this matter. The gentleman 
Says this is in the Cherokee Strip. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. It is in what is known as the 
Cherokee Strip. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, I want to kno f the 
gentleman seriously whether there is any political significance 
in this measure? In other words, to make myself plainer, 
seeing a gentleman on the Democratic side and a gentleman on 
the Republican side advocating this measure, I wish to know 
whether the passage of this bill will have any tendency to di- 
minish the number of reservations over on the Cherokee Strip“ 
in this House? [Laughter] 

Mr. MANN. It will help transfer the Cherokee Strip“ from 
this side te the other side; and if it does not, there will be 
other things that will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. There will be no change until 
after the next election. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object. 


ENROLLMENT AND LICENSES OF VESSELS. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 18001) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
simplify the issue of enrollments and licenses of vessels of the 
United States.” 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to 
simplify the issue of enrollments and licenses of vessels of the United 
States,” approved April 24, 1906, is hereby amended by striking ont 
evens “of 20 net register tons or over,” so that it will read as 

“That under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized and directed, from 
time to time, to consolidate into one document, in the case of any vessel 
of the United States, the form of enrollment prescribed by section 4319 
of the Revised Statutes and the form of license prescribed by section 
4321 of the Revised Statutes; and such consolidated form shall here- 
after be issued to a vessel of the United States in lieu of the separate 
enrollment and license now prescribed by law, and shall be ri 
sument compliance with the requirements of laws relating to the 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if this bill has reference to what is known as the official list 
of vessels of the United States issued by the Bureau of Nayi- 
gation? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It has not. 

_ Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has no reference to vessels 
known as barges that have been refitted or built over? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It will not affect any vessels at all, ex- 
cept the smaller craft on the Great Lakes, and is intended to 
simplify the law. These vessels on the Great Lakes are now 
required to have a license and enrollment. This is to amend 
the law so that a consolidated document may be issued to 
them. It sayes labor to the customs officers and the expense 
and annoyance to the vessel owners. According to the state- 
ment of the Commissioner of Navigation, there are now 3,285 
vessels on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If it does not refer to barges 
refitted from sailing vessels, which are now rapidly disappear- 
ing from the coastwise trade, I have no objection. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. It does not refer to such vessels. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish to make this statement: As this affects primarily vessels 
now on the Great Lakes, in addition to the letter from the Sec- 
retary in the report, I asked the Commissioner of Navigation, 
Mr, Ghamnberiain, in regard to this bill, and he informed me 
that this would not require the enrollment or license of any ves- 
sel which is not now required to be enrolled or licensed; aud 
that the only effect of the bill, if enacted into law, would be 
to consolidate the fwo documents now required, one of enroll- 
ment and one of license, into one document; that it would not 
add in any way to the requirements of existing law in reference 
to vessels, but would be of advantage to them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 4475 be substituted for the House bill, as it is 
identical in form and has passed the Senate. * 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that Senate bill 4475, of like tenor, be considered 
and the House bill be laid on the table. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

Qn motion of Mr, ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LAWS RELATING TO PATENTS. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 7711) to amend section 4889 of the Revised 
Statutes. 

The @lerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4889 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereu amended to read as follows : 

“Src. 4889. en the nature of the invention admits of illustration 
by drawings, the applicant shall furnish one drawing signed by the 
inventor or his attorney in fact, and attested by two witnesses, and 
also such additional copies, photographic or otherwise, of such drawi 
as the Commissioner of Patents may prescribe, which shall be filed in 
the Patent Office; and a copy of the drawing, to be furnished by the 
Slo Office, shall be attached to the patent as a part of the speci- 

on. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect July 1, 1911, and shall not 
apply to any application filed prior to that date. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. ESCH. Reserving the right to object, as I understand 
the reading of the bill it says that it is to go into effect on July 
1, 1911. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 4, strike out the word“ eleven“ and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twelve.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DAM ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER, GA. 


The next business was the bill (S. 4551) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the building of a dam across the 
Savannah River, at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, be- 
tween the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga.,” ap- 
proved August 5, 1909. : 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time in which to complete the actual con- 
struction of the dam authorized by the act entitled “An act to authorize 
the building of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth 
of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga.,” approved Sate: 5, 1909, be, and the same is hereby, extended 
until August 5, 1915. 

With the following amendment: : 

Page 2, line 1, after the word “ fifteen,” insert: 

“ Provided, That such dam shall be constructed, maintained, and op- 
erated in accordance with an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the con- 
struction of dams across navigable waters,’ spprored June 21, 1906, as 
amended by an act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate the 
ene of dams across navigable waters,’ approved June 23, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: “An act to extend the time 
for completion of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near 
the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
8. 7 5 and Columbia, Ga., authorized by an act approved August 
5, 1909.” 

On Motion of Mr. ApAmson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PHOENIX, ARIZ. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1680) to enable the 
city of Phoenix, in Maricopa County, Ariz., to apply a portion 
of the proceeds derived from the sale of its sewer bonds to the 
purchase of the sewer system of the Phoenix Sewer & Drain- 
age Co. in said city. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the ci f Phoenix, sit 
of eo a Territory of Arizona, be, acd is ere e An E aad 
empowe to use and apply $60, of the proceeds of its issue of 
$400,000 of sewer bonds to the Sie of the existing sewer system 
ce and operated in said city by the Phoenix Sewer & Drain- 
eee Is there objection to the consideration of 

e 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that it may not be 
necessary to take up this bill, since the consent of the Federal 
Government may not be necessary to the disposition of the 
funds of Phoenix, because of the fact that Arizona has come 
into the Union as a State. 

Mr. MANN. We have nothing whatever to do with it. 

Mr. MADDEN. We have nothing to do with it, and I suggest 
that it be stricken from the calendar. I object to its con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the 
bill will be stricken from the Calendar for Unanimous Consent. 


RELIEF OF HOMESTEAD ENTRYMEN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 18792) for the relief 
of homestead entrymen under the reclamation projects in the 
United States. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That no lified h ior to J 25, 
1910, made bona fide entry upon lands proposed To be 1 
the provisions of the act of June 17, 19085 the national reclamation 
law, and who established residence in good faith upon the lands entered 
by him, shall be subject to contest for failure to maintain residence or 
make improvements upon his land prior to the time when water is 
available for the irrigation of the lands embraced in his entry, but all 
such entrymen shall, within 90 days after the issuance of the public 
notice required by section 4 of the reclamation act, fixing the date 
when water will be available for irrigation, file in the local land office 
a water-right sopies eg for the irrigable lands embraced in his entry, 
in conformity with the public notice and approved farm-unit plat for 
the township in which his entry lies, and shall also file an affidavit 
that he has reestablished his residence on the land with the intention 
of maintaining the same for a period sufficient to enable him to make 
final proof: Provided, That no such entryman shall be entitled to have 
counted as pert of the required period of residence any period of time 
during which he was not actually upon the said land prior to the date 
of the notice aforesaid, and no application for the entry of said lands 

all be received until after the expiration of the 90 days after the 
issuance of notice within which the entryman is hereby required to 
reestablish his residence and apply for water right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I noticed in the thirteenth line of the second 
page it is provided that no application for the entry of said 
lands shall be received after the expiration of 90 days after 
the issuance of notice. What sort of application for entry 
is in the mind of the gentleman from Colorado in making that 
provision? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, section 4 of the 
reclamation act requires the Secretary of the Interior to give 
public notice of the date when water will be available for the 
irrigation of the lands under each project, and the provision in 
this bill to which the gentleman from South Dakota refers is 
inserted to allow the homestead entrymen within all the various 
reclamation projects 90 days’ time after the issuance of that 
notice within which to get back on the land, reestablish their 
residence, and apply for a water right. In other words, that 
provision prevents anyone else besides the original entryman 
from filing on his land during that 90 days. The land is not 
jumpable during that period. No other application to enter 
the land will or can be received until after the expiration of 
that 90 days. 

Mr. MANN. So that nobody else could get in. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It is to prevent adverse 
claims being filed during that time? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir; no adverse claimant 
will be permitted to make an entry until after the 90 days’ 
time allowed the original homesteader to get back and reestab- 
lish himself on his land. That provision is a limitation against 
the assertion of adverse claims, any kind of interference with 
the entryman’s rights, and also a limitation of time within 
which he must get back and assert his rights. ° 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to say to the gentlemen that it is a 
limitatioù in this, that the entryman can not in the interval 
relinquish his right to another party. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In other words, no entry 
whatever can be made during that 90-day period. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is the intent of the law. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I have no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the author of the bill [Mr. Taytor of Colorado] a question. It 
strikes me 90 days is a rather short time. I do not see any 
substantial objections to giving him 6 months to get back on 
the land. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will say to my colleague that 
that time is rather short, but the officials in the Interior 
Department were of the opinion that 60 days’ time after the 
notice was given would be sufficient. I thought it ought to be 
at least 4 mouths, but the Public Lands Committee decided that 
8 months was long enough, so I agreed to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRIS. In line 8 of the bill should not the word “ not” 
be inserted after the word “shall”? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If the gentleman from Oklahoma 
will look at line 3 I think he will see that the grammatical con- 
struction is correct. 

Mr. FERRIS. That is all right. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, with the indulgence 
of the House I will briefly explain the objects of this bill and 
the necessity for this legislation. 

Owing to the unexpected and unavoidable delay in the con- 
struction and completion of the various reclamation projects 
throughout the western part of the United States, and to relieve 
the homestead settlers under those reclamation projects from 
the useless hardships of trying to maintain residence upon and 
cultivate their respective claims before any water was available, 
Congress passed the act approved June 25, 1910, entitled “An 
act granting leaves of absence to homesteaders on lands to be 
irrigated under the provisions of the act of June 17, 1902” 
(Public, No. 814), which reads as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all qualified entrymen who have heretofore 
made bona fide entry upon lands proposed to be irrigated under the 
provisions of the act of June 17, 1902, known as the national irrigation 
act, may, upon application and a showing that they have made substan- 
tial improvements and that water is not available for the irrigation of 
their said lands, within the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, 
obtain leave of absence from their entries until water for irrigation is 
turned into the main irrigation. canals from which the land is to be 
irrigated: Provided, That the period of actual absence under this act 
shall not be deducted from the full time of residence required by law. 
(86 U. S. Stat., 864.) 

I took an active part in the passage of that law, and it was 
the intention and belief of the Public Lands Committee and the 
Members from the States in which those reclamation projects 
are situated that that act would amply protect the rights of the 
entrymen and relieve them from all requirements of residence 
and cultivation until such time as the Government completed 
each project and was in position to furnish water for irriga- 
tion to the homestead settlers thereunder. And the Secretary 
of the Interior, on September 18, 1910, issued to the registers 
and receivers of the United States land offices a “Circular of 
instructions under the reclamation acts of June 11, 23, and 25, 
1910, relative to entry assignments, leaves of absence, ete.,“ 
which was undoubtedly intended to carry out the intentions 
of Congress in the enactment of that law. But notwithstanding 
the passage of that act, the Secretary of the Interior, on July 
12, 1910, rendered a decision denying the petition of W. L. 
McLaughlin and others, of Montrose, Colo., for the relief of 
the homestead entrymen within the Uncompahgre Valley irri- 
gation project, and thereby substantially, if not directly, lim- 
ited the effect and operation of that act to such an extent that 
neither the Government officials nor the attorneys generally now 
consider that law broad enough or sufficiently specific to fully 
protect the rights of the entrymen; and thereupon the Govern- 
ment agents proceeded to contest in the United States land office 
at Montrose, Colo., the rights of some 150 homestead entrymen 
under the Uncompahgre project, upon the ground of their fail- 
ure to continue residence and cultivation on their claims, when 
there was no possibility of their being able to obtain any water 
for the irrigation of their lands for many years to come. 

For the purpose of protecting the undisputed rights of those 
homestead settlers under that particular project I introduced 
House bill 9839 on May 18, 1911. That bill was referred by the 
Public Lands Committee to the Secretary of the Interior for 
his opinion and report thereon. On August 3, 1911, the Secre- 
tary rendered a report saying, in part, that— 

The records of the General Land Office show that nearly 150 adverse 
reports have been submitted by special agents of that office against 
entries in this project, owing to the fact that the entrymen have failed 
to comply with the requirements of the homestead law as to residence 
and cultivation. Inasmuch as it is admitted that cultivation of these 
lands was utterly impossible without water, and as no water been 
available for the lands embraced in many of the entries made under 
this project, it would seem to be at least harsh to enforce the strict 
letter of the homestead law and cancel these entries. 

The department is of the opinion that entrymen who have in good 
faith made entries in the belief that the Government would furnish a 
suitable supply of water within a reasonable time are entitled to favor- 
able consideration, and as the proposed law will afford a proper measure 
of relief I have no objection to offer to its enactment. 

In the meantime, and until action is taken by Congress on this bill, 
the d ent will not cancel any of the entries for failure to comply 
with the requirements as to residence and cultivation. 

While the action of the Secretary in suspending those con- 
tests temporarily protects or holds in abeyance the rights of 
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those homesteaders, pending action by Congress ons that bill, 
vet that only applied to that particular project and afforded no 
relief to the settlers under any of the other projects. Thereupon, 
in the fall of 1911, the Government agents proceeded to prose- 
cute contests against some of the homestead entrymen under 
the Grand Valley High Line project in Colorado. For the pur- 
pose of guarding those settlers against these contests, upon the 
reconvening of Congress on December 6, 1911, I introduced 
House bill 14665, for the relief of the homestead entrymen under 
the Grand Valley High Line project in my State. The Public 
Lands Committee referred that bill to the Secretary of the 
Interior for his opinion and report, and on December 18, 1911, 
the Secretary transmitted to the Committee his report saying, 
in part, that— 

The department is of the opinion that sel Pape who made entries 
in the belief that the Government would furnish a suitable supply of 
water within a reasonable time, and who make showing, as provided 
by the propcsed bill, that the entry was made in aith and not 
for speculative purposes, and that they have established residence on 
the land and placed valuable and permanent improvements thereon, are 
entitled to favorable consideration, and as the proposed law will afford 
a proper measure of relief, I have no objection to offer to its enactment, 

he department will not cancel, for failure to comply with the re- 
quirements as to residence and cultivation, any of the entries on this 
project, which it is intended to protect by this bill, until after the end 
of the present session of Congress. 


After the receipt of that report the committee took up for 
consideration jointly H. R. 9839 and H. R. 14665 and appointed 
a subcommittee to confer with the Secretary of the Interior and 
Commissioner of the General Land Office as to the necessity or 
advisability of making the legislation general and applicable to 
all homestead entrymen under all the various reclamation 
projects in the United States, instead of confining it to the two 
projects in Colorado. After extended conferences by the sub- 
committee among themselves and with the department officials 
the Secretary made a third report, recommending that the act 
be made general. On receipt of that report the full Committee 
on the Public Lands again took up the consideration of the sub- 
ject at two different sittings and coincided with the Secretary 
in the recommendation that the act should be made a general 
law, applicable to all the reclamation projects in the United 
States. For the purpose of carrying out that determination and 
making the proposed law sufficiently specific to fully and un- 
questionably protect the legal rights of all bona fide entrymen 
under all the 32 reclamation projects until such time as water is 
available for the irrigation of their lands, the committee unani- 
mously agreed upon the appropriate amendments, and in the 
amended form I reintroduced this general bill (H. R. 18792), 
which is indorsed by the entire committee in its present form. 
This proposed act is not intended to repeal or amend the act 
of June 25, 1910, but is supplemental thereto and intended to 
definitely grant the relief which it was hoped and intended that 
act would accomplish. 

It is fully recognized by the Government officials and every- 
one else that it would be not only utterly useless, but almost 
inhuman, to try to compel settlers to remain upon barren desert 
lands for many years before there is any water to irrigate them. 
Improvements would be worthless and the raising of crops im- 
possible. Many of the settlers have been compelled to haul 
water many miles for domestic purposes. Many of the settlers 
have been reduced to destitution, besides enduring untold hard- 
ships and depriving their children of schooling facilities in their 
efforts to hold on to their claims. 

The effect of the passage of this bill will be that no qualified 
entryman who, prior to June 25, 1910, made bona fide entry 
upon lands proposed to be irrigated under a reclamation proj- 
ect, and who established residence in good faith upon the land 
entered by him, shall be subject to contest for failure to main- 
tain residence or make improvements upon his land prior to the 
time when water is available for the irrigation of the lands em- 
braced in his entry. But no such entryman shall be entitled 
to have counted as part of the required five-years period of 
residence any period of time during which he was not actually 
upon his land. 

The Secretary of the Interior expressly decides in these mat- 
ters that residence and cultivation upon the land before the 
water is obtainable is not only useless but impossible. Neither 
the law nor common sense requires anyone to do an utterly 
useless thing. Practically all of these homestead settlers are 
poor people. They can not conduct litigation with the Govern- 
ment. And, in the opinion of the committee, every person who 
was a qualified entryman and made a bona fide filing upon 
land under reclamation projects, and thereafter in good faith 
established his residence upon the land, should not be com- 
pelled to litigate either with the Government or private indi- 
viduals to maintain his rights, or to prove residence or culti- 
yation at any period prior to the time when water is available 
for the land. The passage of this bill will be an act of simple 
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fairness end equity between the Government and the home- 
steaders, and it will relieve thousands of worthy settlers from 
harrassing, vexatious, and utterly unwarranted contests and 
litigation, and will tend to the speedy and orderly development 
of the country under each of the numerous reclamation proj- 
ects throughout the Western States. 

The bill is preeminently just and necessary, and I hope it 
will pass without amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


PAYMENTS BY CERTAIN HOMESTEADERS. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 3475) extending the time of payments to cer- 
tain homesteaders on the Cheyenne River Indian Reservation, in 
the State of South Dakota, and on the Standing Rock Indian 
Reservation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That any person who has heretofore made a home- 
stead entry for land which was formerly a part of the Cheyenne River 
Indian Reservation, in the State of South Dakota, or the Standing Rock 
Indian Reservation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, 
authorized by the act approved May 29, 1908, may apply to the ter 
and receiver of the land office in the district or districts in which the 
land is located for an extension of time within which to make payment 
of any amount that is about to become due, and upon the payment of 
interest for one year in advance, at 5 per cent annum upon the 
amount due, and payment will be extended for a Bac of one year, and 
any payment so extended may annually th 
period of one year in the same manner: Provided, That the last pay- 
ment and all other payments must be made within a iod not exceed- 
ing one year after the last payment is due; that moneys paid for 
interest as herein pro FFF 
credit of the Indians as a part of the proceeds received for the lands. 

Sec. 2. That failure to make any payment that may be due, unless 
the same be extended, or to make any extended payment at or before 
the time to which such payment has been extended as herein provided 
will forfeit the entry and the same shall be canceled, and any and all 
payments theretofore made shall be forfeited. 

ec. 3. That nothing herein contained shall affect any valid adverse 
claim initiated prior to the passage of this act. 


The committee amendments were as follows: 
5 Page 2, line 1, after the word “due,” strike out “and” and insert 
suc! * 


Page 2, line 6, after the word“ payment,“ strike out the words “ is 
due” and insert “becomes due by the terms of the act under which 
the en was made.” 

Page 2, line 9, after the word “lands,” add: “And 


a further, 
That any entryman who has resided upon and cultiva the land em- 
braced in his entry for the period of e red by law in order to 
make commutation proof may make — poe and if the same is approved 
further residence and cultivation not be required, but patent shall 
be withheld until full and final gy oe: of the purchase price is made 
in accordance with the provisions hereof.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask whether the last amendment proposed by the 
committee has been submitted to the Department of the In- 
terior. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I will say it has 
not. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I would like to ask whether this would be 
the effect of the amendment if agreed to, that whereas now a 
man is required to live on his homestead for five years, unless 
he commutes and pays for the land before that time, that under 
this amendment he would have the liberty of removing from 
the land at the end of two years, or whatever time it is—two 
years—and not require him to live on it the rest of the time 
until the five years were up? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Upon the payment of interest 
at 5 per cent in advance upon each payment as it became due, 
and I want to say to the gentleman that this is not really and 
should not be a homestead proposition in the sense that we 
apply the application of the homestead law to the public domain. 
These are Indian lands. The law provided that the lands should 
be appraised and disposed of in tracts of 160 acres each to 
settlers under the homestead law. The lands were appraised 
at a maximum price of $6 per acre, a price that was excessive, 
in my opinion—much greater than it is possible for the settler 
to pay and comply with the requirements of the law to the 
extent of living there for five years. These settlers who made 
entry paid in advance one-fifth of the purchase price at the 
time they filed. There was absolutely no crop whatever grown 
in the years 1910 and 1911 in that section of the country where 
these lands are located. It was so dry last year, I may say, 
that the grass did not even start in the spring. There was no 
vegetation at all until along in the month of September, when 
they had rain. Now, then, these lands, those appraised at the 
maximum price, as I say, were sold at $6 an acre. 

It is a physical impossibility for the people who have made 
these entries under the adyerse circumstances, some of which 


I have referred to, to remain upon the land and make their 
living for five years, and unless we pass some such remedial 
legislation as this they will abandon the lands and forfeit what 
they have paid. Then, at some later date, the lands, I presume, 
will be reappraised and they will probably sell at one-half, if 
not less, than what these people who have filed upon them have 
contracted to pay. Under the law as it is at present, after 
they have resided upon their homestead for 14 months they may 
commute and pay the balance of the purchase price and receive 
a patent for their land, and thereafter, of course, they are not 
required to reside thereon. Unfortunately the lands are not of 
sufficient value so it is possible for a man to borrow the amount 
of money that would be necessary to pay the commutation price, 
namely, $4.80 an acre on the $6 land. This bill simply does 
this: In addition to extending the time of the payment of the 
purchase price, after a man has lived upon his homestead the 


time required to make the commutation proof, it provides that 


then he may be excused from continuing further residence and 
improvement upon the land and be entitled to the extension by 
paying 5 per cent interest in advance upon the amount due, 
thereby making it possible for a settler to go elsewhere and earn 
money to pay this balance of $4.80, if that is the amount, as it 
would be on the land sold at $6 per acre, thus giving the Indians 
the benefit of the sale of the land at $6 an acre. And in regard 
to the extension, if the settler was to come in under 14 months 
and pay this balance of the purchase price, it would go into the 
Treasury to the credit of the Indians and draw interest at 3 
per cent per annum. In order to take advantage of this exten- 
sion the settler is required to pay interest in advance at 5 per 
cent per annum, thereby benefiting the Indian to the extent of 
2 per cent per annum. It does seem to me that it is a wise 
provision. And, so far as what the department may think about 
it, I do not believe it is a question.that makes any difference or 
ought to make any difference to this House as to what that 
opinion might be. It seems to me it is a proposition that is so 
fair and so reasonable and so just, not only to the settlers but 
a proposition that is a good one for the Indians, that it ought 
to be permitted to become a law. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MANN. All right. 

Mr. FERRIS. I asked the gentleman to yield that I might 
make the observation that even though the proof has been 
submitted and the Land Office is satisfied at the end of 14 
months, which is the commutation period, no title passes to the 
purchaser until every cent of the Indian’s money is paid, with 
all interest. And that preserves the Indian fund and does not 
do a thing except release the purchaser from the rigorous pro- 
visions of the homestead law, which he ought not to be sub- 
jected to so long as he pays for the land in cash. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman seems to assume that this is a 
matter wholly between the Indian fund and the settlers. The 
Government has expended a large amount of money in the pur- 
chase of a portion of this land for public donation for school 
and other purposes in order to open up this land to homestead 
entry. It may be that the amendment suggested by the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. Burke] should go into the law, 
but it absolutely reverses the policy of the Government from 
the beginning of the homestead laws down to date, and I am 
unwilling to let such an amendment go through the House by 
unanimous consent until, at least, we have the opinion of the 
Land Office in regard to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman will permit me, this does not 
reverse or change the policy of the Government. 

Mr. MANN. That is a matter of opinion. I think it does. 

Mr. FERRIS. Let me say to the gentleman here that I 
think it does not, and I am sure I am so familiar with home- 
stead proceedings in the West that I can not be mistaken about 
that. The law of commutation prevails over a great portion of 
the West, and the law of commutation prevails all over our 
State. 

Mr. MANN. I am aware of that. On the other hand, the 
Government opened this land under the homestead law, and 
unless the land is paid for the homesteader must live on the 
land for the required five years as he lives upon other land 
where he obtains it without price at all. In both cases the 
commutation may be made, but the same argument can be made 
in behalf of some poor fellow who has taken a homestead claim 
at some desert portion of the country, stayed there 14 months, 
and then, say, let him go and make a living until the end of 
five years and then give him title to the land. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman permit? Does not he 
make any distinetion between the man who pays cash for land 
and the man who pays nothing for land as to how the provisions 
of the law should be applied to him? In one ease he gets it 
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for nothing and in other cases he pays $6, which is all it is 
worth. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In this instance the settler 
gains nothing by a full five-year residence. He must pay the 
price, no matter when he pays it. = 

Mr. MANN. I understand the country derives a value from 
having settlers live upon the land, and that when we pay an 
exorbitant price, as we did for the school lands in these sec- 
tions to donate for school purposes, in order to throw the land 
open to homestead entry, we did it with a view of having people 
settle on the land, so that there should be a population there 
to cultivate the soil. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that we made an appropriation to pay for sections 
16 and 36 in this section of country, that was formerly Indian 
reservation, at $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. MANN. We were only supposed to pay $1.25. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The question of homestead 
settlement was not considered at all; it was simply carrying 
out the solemn obligation of the Government, the enabling 
act admitting South Dakota into the Union having guaranteed 
to the State sections 16 and 36 in all of the Indian reservations. 

Mr. MANN. And we had agreed to pay $1.25 an acre, and we 
paid $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That has nothing to do with 
it. The only question there is whether or not we will allow 
these poor settlers, who have paid one-fifth of the purchase 
price, to go away after they have lived upon the land 14 months 
and earn money to pay the balance of the purchase price, and 
thereby try to save what he has already invested, or whether 
we will say, by refusing to legislate, that they will have to com- 
ply strictly with the law as it now exists, which means that 95 
per cent of them will abandon the country. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry my beloved friend from 
South Dakota did not hear, or does not remember, one of the 
statements in President Washington’s Farewell Address, where 
he said that it would often happen under the stress of some 
hard circumstance that we would be asked to change the law, 
and thereby create a precedent which would be of inestimable 
damage to the Republic. 

That is this case exactly, and unless the gentleman will sub- 
mit this to the department and present to the House the 
department’s opinion, whether it be favorable or unfavorable, I 
will not consent to have the bill passed by unanimous consent 
without amendment. The gentleman can probably take it up 
later on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does the gentleman contend 
that the propriety of legislation depends on the position taken 
y 135 departments on the several bills that come before the 

ouse 

Mr. MANN. Ob, I do not think that question is worthy of an 
answer, and therefore I will not answer it. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, considering the 
present attitude of the gentleman from Illinois in this discus- 
sion, I will ask unanimous consent that this matter be passed 
over. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, under the rules the gentleman 
can place the bill on the Unanimous Consent Calendar the 
second time. . 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Can that be done if it is ob- 
jected to? 

8 05 * Yes, it can; otherwise I would feel differently 
about it. 0 
3 Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is stricken from the docket. The 
gentleman has the right to reinstate it once, but not twice. 


CLASSIFICATION AND APPRAISEMENT OF UNALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 49) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to classify and appraise unallotted Indian lands. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cause to be classified and appraised, in such man- 
ner as he may deem advisable, the unallotted or otherwise unreserved 
lands within any Indian reservation opened to settlement and entry 
which were not classified and appraised in the manner provided for in 
the act or acts opening such reservations to settlement and entry. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman from South Dakota give us an explanation 
of this measure? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would say to the gentle- 
man, Mr. Speaker, that if he will examine the report—and if 
he has not done so I will call his attention to it—he will find 
that the report on the bill explains in detail the purposes of 
the bill. The gentleman will remember that in these reserva- 


I do not care to amend the 


tions where the surplus land has been authorized to be sold 
in recent years the law provides for a board of appraisers 
to appraise the Jand, and all of these bills, so far as I remember, 
limited the existence of the board of appraisers to six months, 
and they were obliged to complete their appraisement within 
that time. 

Now, that was done and the lands were appraised. It subse- 
quently transpired that there were occasional tracts, for in- 
stance, those which had been erroneously allotted, or a few 
isolated tracts that were overlooked by the appraisers, and 
there are a few tracts in some of these reservations that there 
is no claim to, and yet under the law they can not be disposed 
of. The purpose of this bill is simply to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to appraise them and to fit the price at which 
they may be disposed of under the homestead law. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the Indian Office hold that it has no 
authority to make appraisals unless they have made them 
within the time prescribed in the acts? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Within six months after the 
passage of the acts. The only provision in the law is that the 
appraisement must be made by a commission, and it must be 
done in six months. 

Mr. MONDELL. This is the thought I had in my mind when 
I rose to interrogate the gentleman: There are Indian reserva- 
tions which have been opened to settlement and entry recently 
where there was no definite or specific provision for classifica- 
tion. This bill seems to be general in character. Query: 
What view would the Indian Office take of a reservation in 
my State, for instance? I do not recall anything in the bill 
covering the opening of those reservations which called for any 
particular classification. There was no such thing as an ap- 
praisement or classification of the lands. 

Mr. MANN. Then this bill would not apply to it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, possibly not. But the gentleman, 
perhaps, is aware of the curious interpretation of departments 
in matters of legislation. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I subside when the gentleman recalls 
that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I assume no reasonable man would say it 
would apply to a reservation that it does not apply to in express 
terms, but still it is so general in its character that I am a little 
afraid that the department might start out to make some kind 
of an appraisal or classification in reservations where no pro- 
vision therefore has been made. : 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman allow me 
to call his attention to the language in the bill? The amend- 
ment inserts the word “hereafter,” so that this would apply 
only to land heretofore opened to settlement and entry and 
classified and appraised in the manner provided for in the act 
or acts opening such reservations to settlement and entry. 

The department says there are at this time small areas of 
unclassified and unappraised land within the former Cœur 
d’Alene Reservation and within those parts of the Cheyenne 
River and Standing Rock Reservations that were opened to 
settlement and entry last year. These tracts were omitted from 
the schedule of classification and appraisement by reason of 
being included within Indian allotments which were subse- 
quently suspended, or within lands relinquished by Indians for 
the purpose of changing their allotments. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman remembers that the Wind 
River Reservation in Wyoming was opened to settlement and 
entry some years ago. There was no specific provision for 
classification or appraisal of these lands, 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Then, this bill would not 
apply to these lands. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is sure that the bill would 
not apply to these lands? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I am very confident of it. 

Mr. MANN. The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to reclassify where the lands have been erroneously classified. 

Mr. MONDELL. There has been no classification made. 
They were being disposed of in accordance with law, and I 
assume that no one has a disposition to apply this law to these 
lands; but I should like to have it appear, at least that the 
gentlemen who are responsible for the legislation 

Mr. MANN. That is the Senate. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, we are not fortunate enough to be 
Members of that exalted body. 

Mr. MANN. We are fortunate enough not to be. 

Mr. MONDELL. As the gentleman desires to have it. His 
judgment is generally better than mine. If the gentleman is 
very sure that the department will not attempt to apply this to 
cases where there was no specific provision for allotment and 
appraisal, I shall not object. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I can not promise the gentle- 


man what the department may do, but I can assure the gentle- 
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man that this bill will not give them any authority to make 
any such claim. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bil? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent ta substitute Senate bill 405, now upon the Union 
Calendar, for House bill 49, it being identically the same as 
this bill and having been reported by the committee, and that 
the House bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that Senate bill 405. be substituted for House 
bill 49, and that House bill 49, of identical tenor, be laid upon 
the table. Is there objection to the request to consider the 
Senate bill instead of the House bill? 

There was no objection. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the Senate bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cause to be classified or reel ed and appraised 
or reapp „ In such manner as he may deem advisable, the unal- 
lotted or otherwise unreserved lands within any Indian reservation 
opened to settlement and entry but not classified and appraised. in the 
manner provided for in the act or acts opening such reservations to 
settlement and entry, or where the existing classification or appraise- 
ment is, in the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, erroneous. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. There is an amendment, Mr, 
Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. In line T, page 1. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. In line T, page 1, after the 
word “reservation,” insert the word “ heretofore.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 7, page 1, after the word “reservation,” insert the word 
“ heretofore.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ô 

On motion of Mr. Burke of South Dakota, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT BEMIDJI, MINN. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 16837) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Bemidji, Minn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Minnesota & International Railway Co., a 


oration o under the laws of Minnesota, its successors and 


co 
ns, are hereby authorized to 3 maintain, and operate a 


ass. 
bridge, and approaches thereto, across the 
in the northwest quarter of section 16, township 146, range 33 west, 
at or near Bemidji, in Beltrami County, State of Minneso suitable 
to the interests of navigation, in accordance with the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navi- 
gable waters,” 1 arch 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following committee amendments: 

In line 7, page 1, after the word “ point,” insert the words. “ suitable 
to the interests of navigation.” 

In lines 10 and 11, page 1, strike out the words “suitable to the 
interests of navigation.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, in line 7, after the word “ point,” insert the words “ suitable 
to the interests of navigation.” i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, in line 11, strike out the words “suitable to the interests of 
navigation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMSON. ‘There is an amendment to the title. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill authorizing the Minnesota & 
International Rail Co. te construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Bemidji, ve 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ApAMson, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


ississippi River at a point | 


SETTLERS UPON CERTAIN LAND GRANTS. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 18064) to amend section 6 of the act of 
Congress approved May 29, 1908, entitled “An act authorizing 
a resuryey of certain töwuships in the State of Wyoming, and 
for other purposes,” 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 6 of the act of May 29, 1908, entitled 
“An act authorizing a resurvey of certain. townships in the State of 
Wyoming, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sxc. 6. That SAE paranas being then qualified homesteaders and who, 
under an order issued by tke Land Department bearing date October 22; 
1891, and taking. efect. November 891, made settlement upon and 
improved any portion of an odd-numbered section within the conflicting 
limits of the grants made in aid of the construction of the Chicago, St. 
Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway and the Wisconsin Central Rail- 
road, and were thereafter prevented from completing title to the lands 
so settled upon and improved by reason of the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Co. v. Forsythe (159 
U. S., p. 46), shall be entitled to select and receive patent to other lands, 
not exceeding one quarter section, subject to. homestead. appropriation 
and in making such selection shall be given credit for the full period of 
their actual residence upon and the amount of their improvements made 
on the lands for which they were unable to complete title: Provided, 
That such credit shall not extend beyond the date of 8 in eject- 
ment against such settlers rendered by the courts. the event of the 
death of any person who, if living, would be entitled to the benefits of 
this act, the right to make such selection and to receive such credit 
si inure to those persons only who, under the homestead laws, would 
be entitled, upon the death of a homestead entryman, to complete and 
receive title to a homestead initiated by him: Provided, That this act 
shall not be considered as entitling any person to the benefits of its 
provisions who shall have received. title, under the homestead laws, to 
one waa section of land since being prevented, as aforesaid, from 
‘completing title to the lands, as aforesaid, settled upon and improved 
by him, and the rights hereby conferred shall be accepted in full satis- 
faction of all hts. under the homestead laws. In the event that a 
beneficiary of this act shall be able to establish by his affidavit, cor- 
roborated by two witnesses having knowledge of the facts, whether such 
affidavits have been heretofore or may hereafter be executed, that the 
peoos of residence had and the amount of improvements made on the 
and to which he was unable to complete title, as aforesaid, prior to the 
date of his ejectment therefrom would have been sufficient to have enti- 
tled him, upon the payment of the fees and commissions required by 
law, to a patent to such land had the Government been in position to 
grant such patent, such beneficiary shall, in making the selection hereby. 
authorized, be relieved from compliance with the provisions of section 
2290 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; but in all cases 
where the residence and improvements on the original canceled claim, 

rior to the date of ornon therefrom, were for a less period than 

ve years such beneficiaries of this act, in making application for new 
entry hereby authorized, shall — og with all the provisions of the 
homestead laws and reside upon an . such second entry to such 
an extent as, when such residence and Improvement is added to the 
geet for which credit is given under this act, the same will equal a 
compliance with the homestead laws: Provided, That in all selec- 
sagen fap of this act the fees and commis- 
sions required by law shall be fully paid: And provided further, That 
all applications or entries heretofore made under section 6 of the act 
of May 29, 1908, which substantially complied with the provisions of 
said act as hereby amended, be, and the same are hereby, approved.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considéra- 
tion. of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether he 
thinks this bill will accomplish the purpose sought for, Congress 

having three times tried its hand at it without suecess? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I will say that I 
hope it will. We have tried very hard to draft this bill so that 
it will afford the relief to those 80 or 100 homestead entry~ 
men who were deprived of their homes by the errors of the 
Interior Department and give them another entry. We believe 
this will do so. I may say that this matter has been submitted. 
to the department, and the legal officials: have given it. careful 
and exhaustive examination. 
| Mr. MANN. Why does the gentleman not have the report 
from the department? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Because they have reported upon 
it two or three times before, and they have always recommended. 
that remedial legislation be granted for the purpose of afford- 
ing those homestead entrymen the right to make another home- 
‘stead entry. When the gentleman from- Wyoming [Mr. MON- 
DELL] passed the bill in 1908 the Seeretary of the Interior 
reported that the purpose of the bill would serve to give these 
people the needed relief. I am now, and by this bill, endeavoring 
ito carry out that intention and afford remedial legislation at 
this time. 
| The bill I passed about two years ago for the relief of these 
people was held insufficient. I do not agree with that decision, 
but I do not have the deeiding of the matter, and I have tried 
to make the language of this bill broad and specific enough to 
| accomplish what Congress has all along intended and what the 
Interior Department has repeatedly recommended. It seems to 
me the objects and justice of this bill ought to appeal to every- 
one who will look into the merits of the matter. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, Congress 
passed an act in 1904 which did not accomplish the purpose. In 
1908 a new bill was introduced for the purpose of carrying into 


tions or entries made under 


1912. 
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effect what was intended to be done by the act of 1904, and the 
department was asked for an opinion, and the opinion is printed 
in the report. Following that opinion we passed the act of 1908 
for the purpose of carrying out the intent of the act of 1904. 
We did not succeed, and thereupon we passed an act in 1910 to 
carry out the purpose of the act of 1908, the purpose of that act 
being to carry out the purpose of the act of 1904. Now we 
have the fourth trial, and it seems to me that before we pass 
the fourth act on the subject we had better get in advance the 
opinion of the department that is to enforce the act. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am inclined to think that the mistake we 
have made heretofore was in accepting the department’s draft 
of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand that the department drafted 
the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. They thought they knew what was desired 
and what was necessary, and on at least one former occasion 
we accepted their draft of the bill; but when we came to enact 
the bill into law it was discovered that it did not mean exactly 
what we thought it meant at the time we passed it. The atti- 
tude of the department in regard to the matter is now, as I 
understand it, that if we really want to accomplish what we 
started out to accomplish several years ago we must have this 
legislation. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] started 
this good work, and we concluded it would be well to frame a 
bill in the hope that we can now accomplish what we have been 
endeavoring so long to accomplish. 

There is nothing in the bill that is objectionable, providing 
that we agree to the proposition that those people who were 
deprived of their homes and farms by a decision of the Supreme 
Court shall be placed in exactly the same position now in regard 
to homestead entry that they were in when they were ousted 
from their lands in Wisconsin. That is all we haye endeavored 
to do, and we believe that we have finally reported a bill that 
will accomplish this highly meritorious purpose. 

Mr. MANN. It seems to me from the reading of the bill that 
you have accomplished considerably more than that and given 
to these men a second right of homestead entry, although they 
may have practically exhausted their first right, not on this 
land, but on some other land. = 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, I think the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am quite sure the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have great faith in both gentlemen, but 
having tried three times, and now admitting their failure, I do 
not feel like taking their opinion the fourth time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. But the gentleman will remember that I 
called his attention to the fact that heretofore the department 
has had something to do with framing the legislation, but we 
have not agreed as to interpretation. 

Mr. MANN. I do not so understand. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have had something to do with this legis- 
lation, and my recollection is that we have heretofore largely 
followed the department’s suggestions in regard to the form of 
legislation. : 

Mr. MANN. The latest report we have from the department 
was in 1908, and since then we have passed two acts on the 
subject. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman permit me? 
I was in charge of the bill reported in 1910, and at that time 
we had an elaborate report, which I have not copied here—— 

Mr. MANN. Why has not the gentleman put it in this report? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Because the old report is full 
and specific. 

Mr. MANN. Then, the one in 1910 was not full and elaborate, 
because this is not. Neither of them is full and elaborate. I 
think we are entitled to the opinion of the department about 
technical matters relating to work in the department. 

I do not say that we should follow their bill, which they pre- 
pare, or their opinion. I think that a committee is guilty of 
neglect if it does not itself carefully scan a bill, although the 
draft of it may have been made in the department; but that is 
no reason why the Members of the House should not have the 
opinion of the department in relation to legislation directly 
affecting the work of that department. I served notice in this 
House some time ago that I would not permit the passage by 
unanimous consent of bills reported after that time which were 
properly referable to departments where no such reference had 
been made, and I am going to insist upon that now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I understand from the gentle- 
man’s remarks that when this bill was up before it was accom- 
panied by a report. 


Mr. MANN. Which time? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The last time—1910. 

Mr. MANN. No; there was no report. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Then 1908 or 1904—whatever 
time it was. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Nineteen hundred and ten also. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And the gentleman approved of 
this bill at that time. 

Mr. KENDALL. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. I have not made any such statement as that. 
This bill was not before the House at that time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. A similar bill—— 

Mr. MANN. Quite a different bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Undertaking to accomplish the 
same object. Does not the gentleman realize this is a meri- 
torious bill: It needs only the confirmation of the department. 
Since the gentleman himself said that this bill ought to pass 

Mr. MANN. I am satisfied that this bill in the shape it is 
ought not to pass. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Then, does the gentleman yield 
his opinion to the opinion of the department? 

Mr. MANN. I might, if I had it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Is it not a fact that the gentle- 
man never does yield his opinion to the department? 

Mr. MANN. I frequently yield my opinion to gentlemen who 
ean give me information. Can the gentleman from Colorado 
do that? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly not; and I defy any- 
body to give the gentleman from Illinois any information. 

Mr. MANN. That is the gentleman’s position and I think it 
is correct, so far as he is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 


CERTIFIED CHECKS DRAWN ON NATIONAL AND STATE BANKS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 13679) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to authorize the receipt of certified checks 
drawn on national and State banks for duties on imports and 
internal taxes, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1911. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
receipt of certified checks drawn on national and State banks for duties 
on imports and internal taxes, and for other a sey approved March 
>19 2 3 — the same is hereby, amended by adding a section to 

“Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, at his discretion 
and under such regulations as he may prescribe, direct the collectors 
and others receiving cheeks under this act, or otherwise, to deposit the 
same in depositary banks to the credit of the Treasurer of the United 
States, and the Secretary may authorize the transfer of such deposits to 
— o adit ot disbursing officers in subtreasury cities and Washington as 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HARRISON of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANAL AT SEATTLE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 17242) to authorize the 
Northern Pacific Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the 
canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake Wash- 
ington at Seattle, in the State of Washington. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Northern Pacific Railway Co., a corpora- 
tion organized under the laws of Wisconsin, its successors and assigns, 
are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and 
approaches thereto across the canal connec the waters of Puget 
Sound with Lake Washington at Seattle, in the State of Washington; at 
a point at or near the head of Salmon Bay suitable to the interests of 
navigation, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An 


act to late the construction of bridges over nayigable waters,“ 
sopra reh 23, 1806. : 7 
ec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


expressly reserved. 

With the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Northern Pacific Railway Co., a corporation organized 
under the laws of Wisconsin, and having authority under the said laws 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the waterway ee Puget Sound with Lakes Union and 
Washington at Seattle, in the State of Washington, at a point at or 
near the head of Salmen Bay, is hereby authorized to cross and held 
with said structure the right of way owned by the United States ad- 
jacent to and along said waterway, under such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary of War may deem equitable and fair to the public, in 
accordance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate 
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ approved March 23, 


“Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
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Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia a question. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Certainly. 

Mr, COOPER. I obserye that on the first page, line 5, of the 
bill, the railway company was to be authorized to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across 
the canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake 
Washington at Seattle, and so forth. The authority was to be 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge, and so forth, 
across the canal, As reported, the amendment asserts that the 
railway company already has that right, having authority under 
the laws of Wisconsin to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the waterway. The authority which was asked 
for in the original bill is assumed in the amendment, and then 
the amendment proceeds to give this company authority to con- 
struct and occupy with said structure the right of way owned 
by the United States adjacent to and alongside of the water- 
way. That is considerably more authority than was asked for 
in the original bill. It proposes to give the railway company 
the right not only to build across the canal, but to occupy with 
said structure the right of way owned by the United States 
adjacent to and along said waterway. What is the object in 
changing the whole apparent intent of the bill in that way? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if 
he has read the report of the Chief of Engineers, accompanying 
the bill? È 

Mr. COOPER. No; but I saw an extract from a letter by 
the Assistant Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I can state briefly to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the bill was drawn by the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Humpnerey], under a misapprehension of the situa- 
tion. The exact situation was called to his attention by the report 
of the Secretary of War on this bill, a report made in response to 
our reference of the bill to the War Department, suggesting that 
the bill be amended as we have reported it. The reply was that 
authority had been given last summer by the War Department 
under the river and harbor act of 1899, and specifications had 
been approved for a bridge across the canal just as proposed in 
the original draft of the bill. The difficulty now existing and 
then existing, and provided for by the amendment as suggested, 
was that the Government owned the right of way along the 
canal, and the approval then was made on the condition that 
the railroad should secure from Congress at this session per- 
mission to cross the strip itself on which the Government owned 
the right of way, which the War Department had no authority 
to grant. If the gentleman will notice the amendment, it pro- 
vides that the right is granted on terms to be fixed by the 
Secretary of War. Of course they should pay something for 
the right to build the bridge and approaches across the right of 
way belonging to the Government. : 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will permit, I notice that 
the bill as amended provides that the Northern Pacifie Railway 
Co.— 

Mr. ADAMSON. One moment, is the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin sufficiently answered? 

Mr. COOPER. I will wait until the gentleman from Wyoming 
concludes, 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee amendment says that the 
Northern Pacific Railway Co. is a corporation organized under 
the laws of Wisconsin and having authority under the said laws 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the waterway connecting Puget Sound with Lakes 
Union and Washington at Seattle. In what manner could the 
laws of Wisconsin authorize the Northern Pacific Railway Co. 
to build a bridge and approaches across the channel between 
Lake Union and Lake Washington? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I suppose the idea attempted to be expressed 
by that language was that the corporation was chartered under 
the laws of Wisconsin, and it is recognized that the consent of 
the Government to cross that right of way along the canal 
must be obtained by an act of Congress, and that is what is 
asked for. 

Mr. MONDELL. Is not that a curious sort of legislation to 
present to the House, legislation that states on its face that the 
laws of the State of Wisconsin gave this company the right to 
construct 2 bridge across the waters of Puget Sound connecting 
the Sound and Lakes Union and Washington? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It may be possible, geographically speaking, 
Toore is a misprint and Washington should be changed into Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will take one at a time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MONDELL. How could the laws of Washington author- 
ize that, inasniuch as that is a navigable stream? 


Mr. ADAMSON. I should think that a State in which an 
operation is proposed to be made might provide the legal modus 
operandi, if any is necessary at all. The Goyernment of the 
United States does not undertake to do anything except to con- 
sent that a navigable stream may be crossed. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman from Wyoming permit 
me to ask one question? Has he read on the second page of 
the report a part of the statement of the Acting Chief of En- 
gineers, as follows: 

By an instrument executed August 16, 1911, the department approved 
the plans 8 by the Northern Pacific Railway Co. for a bridge 
to be built across the waterway connecting Puget Sound with Lakes 
Union and Washington, in the city of Seattle, under authority granted 
by the Legislature of the State of Washington. 

Now, I did not understand how a bill came to be brought in 
asking only for authorization to construct, maintain, and op- 
erate a bridge across the canal, and then the committee bring in 
an amendment assuming that this company already had that 
authority, and granting authority to occupy the right of way 
owned by the United States adjacent to and along the waterway. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, the War De- 
partment itself has authority to issue a permit to construct a 
bridge across the canal, but not to use the Government property 
for the approaches, and I understand that is the point the gen- 
tleman did not understand, how they had that authority. 

Mr. COOPER. But the original bill only gives authority to 
construct a bridge, and the amendment assumes that they al- 
ready had that authority. 

Mr. MANN. But the report of the War Department, the 
gentleman will notice, states that they already have authority 
to construct a bridge, but what they want is authority to put 
approaches on the land owned by the Government on each side 
of the canal. 

Mr. COOPER. But the gentleman from Illinois will observe 
that the Acting Chief of Engineers said that the company had 
the right to build that bridge under the authority granted by 
the Legislature of the State of Washington, and the bill says 
“ organized under the laws of the State of Wisconsin and haying 
authority under the said laws.” 

Mr. MANN. That is erroneous. I quite agree with the gen- 
tleman upon that. The words “said laws” I have marked to 
strike out, if the bill should pass, leaving it to read “ having 
authority to construct a bridge,” and so forth. 

Mr. COOPER. Then it is not under the laws of the State of 
Wisconsin? 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. It is under authority, first, of the 
laws of Washington, to the company, and second, under the 
laws of the United States, which allow the War Department to 
issue a permit. 

Mr. COOPER. It was confusing in phraseology, and I did 
not understand it. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman was quite right in 
calling attention to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“That the Northern Pacific Railway Co., a corporation organized 
under the laws of Wisconsin, and having authority under the said laws 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the waterway connecting Puget Sound with kes Union and 
Washington at Seattle, in the State of Washington, at a point at or 
near the head of Salmon Bay, is hereby authorized to cross and occupy 
with said structure the right of way owned by the United States 
adjacent to and along said waterway under such terms and conditions 
as the Secretary of War may deem equitable and fair to the public, 
in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved 
March 23, 1906. 

“Sec, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I will suggest another 
amendment in line 8, on page 2, The amendment ought itself 
to be amended by striking out the words “ under the said laws,” 
and I ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “To authorize the 
Northern Pacific Railway Co. to cross the Government right of 
way along and adjacent to the canal connecting the waters of 
Puget Sound with Lake Washington at Seattle, in the State of 
Washington.” 
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On motion of Mr. Anason, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE WHITE BIVER AT OR NEAR COTTER, ARK. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 16680) to authorize the board of county 
commissioners of Baxter County and the board of county com- 
missioners of Marion County, in the State of Arkansas, acting 
together for the two counties as bridge commissioners, to con- 
struct a bridge across the White River at or near the town of 
Cotter, Ark. 

The SPHAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the board of county commissioners of Baxter 
County and the board of county commissioners of Marion County, in 
the State of Arkansas, duly constituted and appointed under the laws 
of said State for the respective counties aforesaid as bridge commis- 
sloners, acting together for the two counties under such regulations as 
are now prescribed by the laws of said State, or may he be pre- 
scribed by the laws of said State, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto 
across the White River at or near thé town of Cotter, Ark., at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation, near First Street in said town, 
in section 1, township 19 north, range 15 west, fifth principal meridian, 
or at a point near Tulra Street in said town, in section 6, township 
19 north, range 14 west, fifth principal meridian, in the said county of 
Baxter, the abutment and N of said — 1 on the opposite side 
of said river to be located at a point in section 29, township 19 north, 
ravge 15 west, fifth principal meridian, in said Marion County, in the 
State of Arkansas, in accordance with the provisions of the net en- 
titled “An act to regulate the construction bridges across navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

See. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
Clerk will report the first committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

7 In TS 8, page 1, after the word “under,” strike out the word 
such. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 8, page 1, after the word “ regulations,” strike out the words 
“as are now.” i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, page 1, after the word “ State,” strike out the words “or 
may hereafter be prescribed by the laws of said State.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 1, after the word “ River,” insert the words “at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2 strike out the lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and the words 
“in said Marion County,” in line 10. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

P. 2, line 4, after the word “Cotter,” strike out the remainder of 
the line, and all of lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. : x 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 0. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ApaAmson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LAWS BELATING TO THE JUDICIARY, 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 19238, a bill to amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ee it be ge O 8 eer ee 9 715 mr be e act to 

„ revise, and amen e laws relating to the Sig roved 
Starch 8, 1911, be, and the same is hereby, amended — as to read as 
‘ollows : 

“ Sec, 90. The State of Mississippi is divided into two judicial dis- 
tricts, to be known as the northern and southern districts of Mississippi. 
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The northern district shall include the ee W on the ist 
1910, in the counties of Alcorn, Attala, Chickasaw, Choc- 

Itawamba, wndes, Monroe, Oktibbeha, Pontotoc, 
Tishomingo, and Winston, which shall constitute the eastern 
d district ; embraced on the date last 


oah: Q 
hatchie, and Tunica, which shall constitute the Delta division of said 
district. The terms of the district court for the eastern division shall 
be held at Aberdeen on the first Mondays in April and October; and for 
the western division, at Oxford on the first Mondays in June and Decem- 
ber; and for the Delta division, at Clarksdale on the third Mondays in 
June and December: Provided, That suitable rooms and accommoda- 
tions for holding court at Clarksdale are furnished free of expense to 
the United States, The southern district shall include the territory em- 
braced on the ist day of July, 1910, in the counties of Adams, Amite, 
Copiah, Covington, Franklin, Hinds, Holmes, Jefferson, Jefferson Davis, 
Lawrence, Lincoln, Madison, Pike, Rankin, 3 Scott, Wil- 


„ and Yazoo, wi shali constitute the Jackson division; also 
the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of 
Claiborne, Issaquena, Shark d ton, which shall 


son, * 
sonthern division of said distri 


The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

2 SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend- 
men 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

On 2, lines 15 and 16, strik 5 
June N and insert in en herent four Mondave in 
January and July.“ 

res SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men : 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the amended bill. j 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the title so that 
it will read: “A bill to amend ‘section 90 of the act entitled ‘An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi- 
ciary,’ approved March 3, 1911.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 
title offered by the gentleman from Dlinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: » 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to 
act entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, and . pouting 5 e 
judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1917 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi, a motion to re- 
oe the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the 

e. 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar for Unanimous Consent is ex- 
hausted. It is true there are three or four more bills on that 
calendar, but they have not been on long enough. 


WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I move that there be printed for 
the use of the House 20,000 copies of the Farewell Address of 
George Washington, the same to be placed in the folding room 
and prorated among the Members for their use in distributing 
the same. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP] 
moves that there be printed for the use of the House 20,000 
copies of the Farewell Address of George Washington, to be 
distributed pro rata among the Members. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman whether he has an official esti- 
mate of what the cost will be? 

Mr. CULLOP. I have. I sent and got the cost of the same. 
The cost of printing 20,000 copies would be about $165, a mere 
nominal sum. ə 

Mr..COOPER. Mr. Speaker, if a thousand copies were pro 
rated equally among 394 Members—— 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to print 20,000 copies. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will not object, as I understand 
we are likely to have a report from the Committee on Printing 
on another matter that I am interested in, although at one time 
I had made up my mind to object to any more printing resolu- 
tions until that report had been received. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CuLLor]? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. ’ 


PRESERVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS, 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of considering House joint resolution 232, as 
amended, relating to the preservation of Niagara Falls. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
New York first to let me ask him or the Chair to submit a 
request for unanimous consent to consider these minority“ 
bills, against which the Speaker has pleaded minority, saying 
they were too young to be considered to-day. 

Mr. SULZER. This joint resolution is now on the calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then I will ask unanimous consent to 
modify my request and ask unanimous consent to complete the 
calendar. A 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution is a matter 
of such importance that it should be passed immediately. The 
time under the existing law expires March 1, and 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the request 
or remark of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I requested the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Sutzer] to modify his application to the Chair and to the 
House and to request unanimous consent to complete this 
calendar, including his resolution. The bills on the calendar 
now have not been on long enough under the rule, but under 
unanimous consent all of them can be considered or called, at 
least. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I will make that request just 
as soon as this resolution is passed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it wise to depart 
from the rule, or the letter of the rule, in reference to the con- 
sideration of these unanimous-consent bills, If it is done to-day 
the same request could be preferred on any day. I feel con- 
strained to object. - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Nli- 
nois is right, and if the gentleman had not objected the Chair 
himself would have objected. The Chair has as much right to 
object to a request for unanimous consent as any other Member 
has. The Chair recollects hearing Speaker CANNON say once, 
directly after this rule was established, that it was a great relief 
both to the Members and to the Speaker, and it is, if it is prop- 
erly carried out. Every man now knows his bill is coming up, 
and he does not have to go to the Speaker and request permis- 
sion to bring it up. ; : 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest that there 
are certain conditions connected with this joint resolution which 
make it desirable to pass it to-day. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I have moved to suspend the 
rules and pass the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is in order. 
The Clerk will report the joint sesolution. 

The Clerk read House joint resolution 282, extending the 
operations of the act for the control and regulation of the 
waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, 
and for other purposes, as amended by the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, as follows: 

Whereas the provisions of the act entitled “An act for the control 
and regulation of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of 
Niagara Falls, and for other purposes,” approved June 29, 1906, and 
extended to June 29, 1911, by joint resolution (Public Resolution No. 
56), approved March 1, 1912, 75 2 resolution (Public Resolution 


No. 9), 40 August 22, 191 e it therefore 


Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the aforesaid act be, and they 


are hereby, extended from March 1, 1912, being the date of the opera- 
tion of said act, to May 1, 1912. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER- The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Is the motion of the gentleman to suspend the 
rules and pass the joint resolution, or to suspend the rules and 
pass the joint resolution with the committee amendments? 

Mr. SULZER. With the committee amendments. 

The SPEAKER. With the committee amendments. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, there is a typographical error 
in line 5, page 2. The word “ operation ” should be “ expiration.” 
I ask unanimous consent that the word “ operation” be changed 
to “ expiration.” 

Mr. MANN. It can only be done by umanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from New York can modify 
his proposition, but after the House once votes on it it can not 
be changed. 


Mr. SULZER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. MANN. In order to expedite the matter I demand a 
Second. No second has yet been demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct about that. The 
Chair should have asked, Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand what the motion of the 
gentleman is, whether it covers the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; it covers that. I make the motion now. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make that motion 
after a second is ordered. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, then I ask unanimous consent 
that the joint resolution be amended, on page 2, line 5, by strik- 
ing out the word “operation” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “expiration.” That is a mere typographical error. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the word “ operation” be changed to “ expiration,” at the place 
in the bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from New 
York observed that on the first page of the bill, beginning with 
the word “ whereas,” that paragraph is not a complete sen- 
tence? It has no meaning as it reads there. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is correct. 

Mr. SULZER. I think it would be just as well to amend the 
“ whereas.” 

Mr. COOPER. The word “approved,” in the fourth line from 
the bottom, should be stricken out and the word “expires” 
TIE be inserted. It could not have been approved March 1, 

12. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
clude that amendment. The gentleman is correct; and I want 
to say I did not draw this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unant- 
mous consent to make a modification, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “approved,” in the fourth line from the bottom 
of the whereas, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ expires.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York is entitled to 
20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois to 20 minutes. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a few words. The so-called 
Burton Act regarding the taking of water for power purposes 
at Niagara Falls expires by limitation on the 1st day of March, 
1912; in other words, in a few days. The Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of the House has had under consideration for 
some time legislation in regard to this matter, and has been 
holding extended hearings which have just been printed. The 
members of the committee have therefore been unable to 
formulate legislation in regard to the proposition. 

At a recent meeting of the committee it was thought advisable 
to extend the so-called Burton law until May 1, 1912, in order 
to give the committee an opportunity to carefully consider the 
testimony which has been adduced before it and prepare and 
report to the- House a bill to carry the treaty between Great 
Britain and the United States into effect regarding the preserva- 
tion of Niagara Falls. The committee is diligently at work in 
the matter. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
question? 

Mr. SULZER. Certainly. 

Mr, COOPER. The gentleman will observe another omission 
in that “whereas”; there is no recital in the clause that the 
act was extended to March 1, 1912. There is a recital that it 


was extended to June 29, 1911, but not that it was again 


extended to March 1, 1912. 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, no; the whereas declares that “public 
resolution No. 9, approved August 22, 1911,” carries the Burton 
Act to the ist of March, 1912. That is substantially all that I 
believe is necessary for me to say about this legislation. It is 
a matter of much urgency; and at the request of several Mem- 
bers I have called it up to-day in the absence of the member 
of the committee who reported it to the House. The committee 
deems it a matter of much urgency to pass this legislation as 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2341 


soon as possible in order to continue the Burton law until the 
Ist of next May. : 

Mr. MANN. WIII the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SULZER. Ceftainly. 

Mr. MANN. What would happen if the Burton Act were not 
extended beyond the 1st of March? 

Mr. SULZER. The whole matter would be open under the 
treaty provisions. 

Mr, MANN. What could be done by anybody if the act 
should not be extended? 

Mr. SULZER. That matter was carefully considered by the 
committee during the extraordinary session, and it was thought 
advisable that the Burton Act be extended. I believe that we 
ought to continue the Burton law until Congress can enact leg- 
islation to carry the treaty into effect. 

Mr. MANN, Considering the fact that Congress has already 
heretofore extended the Burton Act by two different joint reso- 
lutions, what makes the gentleman believe that they will now 
be able to finally settle the question by additional legislation 
by the ist of May? They have had the subject under consid- 
eration for years and evaded it, in a way at least, by extending 
the provisions of the Burton Act. Why does anybody now 
think that we can get through Congress before the 1st of May 
an act settling the whole question? P 

Mr. SULZER. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois, I de- 
sire to say on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs that a 
subcommittee has just been: appointed to consider all legisla- 
tion now pending in regard to this matter. We hope to pre- 
pare a bill which the committee will report ere long to this 
House to carry the treaty into effect; a bill which I hope will 
do substantial justice to all concerned. 

Mr. MANN. But suppose the committee does report a bill. 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs has just been passed on a 
call of committees, and certainly will not be reached again by 
the Ist of May; and even if it were the bill would have to go 
through two bodies before it can become a law. I have not the 
slightest doubt that the gentleman from New York will be in 

-the House again before the 1st of May with another resolutien 
to extend a little further the operation of the Burton Act. 

Mr. SULZER. If the committee does not report a bill, I »m 
in favor of continuing the Burton Act until better legislation 

can be passed. I want to preserve the scenic beauties of Niag- 

ara Falls and at the same time do no injustice to anyone con- 
cerned. I believe that this Congress will legislate intelligently 
on the subject matter. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt that it can legislate intelli- 
gently, but not by the 1st of May. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman from Vermont. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I would like to add 
a word to what the chairman has already said in reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois. The committee has spent a great deal 
of time in listening to parties interested in this subject, and the 
committee is firmly of the opinion that it is going to be able, 
as the chairman indicates, to submit in the near future a bill 
which will meet with the approval of the House, and we hope 
to get that bill through before the 1st of May. In the mean- 
time we offer this resolution. It will go over to the other 
branch of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. And be extended. ' 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Very likely, if it is necessary to 
extend the date beyond the Ist of May it will be amended so as 
to extend it. But if it is found unnecessary to extend the date 
beyond the Ist of May, there will be no amendment; and if 
later on we should find that it is necessary to introduce another 
resolution, it will not be a very serious matter. I think every- 
one is in favor of letting the conditions at Niagara remain in 
statu quo until a conclusive and final arrangement is agreed 
upon and put into law. Therefore I trust that there will be no 
opposition to this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the House joint resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the resolution was passed. 


REPORT OF TARIFF BOARD ON SCHEDULE K, 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I present the privileged concur- 
rent resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to 
have’ read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 32. 


Resolved by the House ef Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of House Document No. 
342, being the message of the President of the United States transmit- 
1 7 report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K of the tariff law, 
12. copies for the use of the House of Representatives and 8,000 


copies for the use of the Senate. 


Report No, 347 to accompany House concurrent resolution 32. 


The Committee on Printing, having had under consideration the House 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 32) providing for the printing of 


House Document No. 342, reports the same back to the House with the 


recommendation that the resolution be agreed to. 
The estimated cost will be $13,517.06. . 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution and report fully 
explains the proposition before the House. This provides for a 
reprint of the report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K. There 
has been considerable demand for it, and in the opinion of the 
Committee on Printing the resolution should pass. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. FINLEY. Les. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. As I understood the reading 
of the resolution, it provides for the printing of 20,000 copies of 
this report, 8,000 for the use of the Senate and 12,000 for the 
use of the House, 

Mr. FINLEY. That is correct. The committee reported the 
resolution in the identical language in which it was introduced 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will these reports be placed 
in the folding room? 

Mr. FINLEY. They will go to the folding room. 

8 The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


AMERICAN RED CROSS. 


Mr. LEVY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill H. R. 20287, to amend section 5 of the act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the American Red Cross,” approved Jan- 
uary 5, 1905, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the act for the incorporation of 
the American National Red Cross, approved January 5, 1905, be, and 
the same hereby is, amended so that the annual meeting of the said 
organization shall hereafter be held on Wednesday preceding the second 


* in the month of December in each and every year. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect immediately. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I will briefly explain the bill. 
All it does is to change the time for the annual meeting of the 
American National Red Cross from the first Tuesday after the 
first Monday in December each year to the Wednesday pre- 
ceding the second Thursday in the month of December of each 
and every year. There is no objection to this change. The 
following letter, which I will read, explains it: 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS AMERICAN RED Cross, 
Washington, D. C., February 17, 1912. 
Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Mr. SULZER: The Red Cross desires to change the date of its 
annual meeting from “the first Tuesday after the first Monday in De- 
cember,” as now required in the charter, to “the Wednesday preceding 
the second 3 in the month of December,” because of the fact 
that during the early part of December many business and other meet- 
ings elsewhere require the attendance of a number of Red Cross dele- 

es, and also because of the fact that during the week of the desired 
ian date certain other annual meetings of important associations 
occur in Washington, some of whose members are or are apt to be 
delegates to the Red Cross meeting, which they will thus be able to 
attend. It is, therefore, to provide for a more convenient time for the 
delegates to meet in Washington that this change to another date for 
the annual meeting fs desired 

Yours, sincerely, MABEL T. BOARDMAN. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 


The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, ITASCA COUNTY, MINN. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 18155) authorizing the town of Grand 
Rapids to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in 
Itasca County, State of Minnesota, as amended, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress ¥3 hereby granted 
to the town of Grand Rapids, a municipal corporation organized and 
existing under and pursuant to the laws of the State of Minnesota, to 
build a bridge across the Mississippi River at a point suitable to the 
interests of navigation, from a point on the northerly bank in said 
river in lot 4, section 18, to a point on the southerly bank of said river 
in lot 5, section 18, both points being in township 55 north, range 25 
west of the fourth principal meridian, Itasca County, Minn., in accord- 
ance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
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i ta ef bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 


reer ged. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly 
The SPEAKER. Is ą second demanded? [After a pause.] 
A second not being demanded, the question will be taken on the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill as amended. , 
The question was taken; and two-thirds having yoted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGES ACROSS KOOTENAI RIVER, LINCOLN COUNTY, MONT. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill S. 3776 with committee amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 8776) rmitting the board of county commissionefs of 
Lincoln Coynty, State of Montana, to construct, maintain, and op- 
erate three bridges across the Kootenai River in the State of Montana. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Con is hereby ted to 

the board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, State of Montana, 

to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges, and approaches 
thereto, across the Kootenai River, at points suitable to the interests 
of navigation, located as follows, all in coln County, Mont. : 

Near the town of Rexford, Mont.: From a point on the south bank 
of said river in the northwest quarter of section 21, township 36 north, 
range 28 west, Montana meridian, in Lincoln County, Mont., to a point 
on the north bank of said river in section 21, township 36 north, range 
28 west, Montana meridian, in the same county. 

Near the town of Libby, Mont.: From a point on the south bank of 
said river in the northeast 3 of section 3, township 30 north. 
range 31 west, Montana meridian, to a point on the north bank of said 
river in section 3, township 30 north, range 31 west, Montana meridian, 
in the same county. 

Near the town of Troy, Mont.: From a point on the south bank of 
said river in the southeast quarter of section 12, township 31 north, 
range 34 west, Montana meridian, to a point on the north bank of said 
river in the northeast quarter of section 12, township 31 north, ier 
34 west. Montana meridian, in the same county: Provided, That the 
aforesaid bridges shall be constructed, maintained, and operated in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
construction of idges upon navigable waters,” approved March 23, 


6. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act granting the consent of Con- 

ess to the board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, State of 

ontana, to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges across the 
Kootenai River in the State of Montana.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no demand. 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, two- 
thirds haying yoted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended, 
and the bill was passed. 


AGRICULTURAL ENTRIES ON COAL LANDS. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill H. R. 8784, as amended in the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
we may dispense with the reading of the bill and read the 
amendment, the amendment being in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. As a bill is read so it is passed or rejected, 
and the Clerk will read the amendment, which is in the nature 
of a substitute. è 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. he Baa amend sections 1 and 2 of the act of June 22, 
— entitled ** act to provide for agricultural entries on coal 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the of this act unre- 
served public lands of the United Sta exclusive of Alaska, which 
have been withdrawn or classified as coal lands or are valuable for coal 


shall, in addition to the classes of entries or fil described in the act 


of Congress approved June 22, 1910, entitled “ act to provide for 
agricultural entries on coal lands,” be subject to selection the sey- 


eral States within whose limits the lands are situate, under grants 
made by Congress, and to disposition, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, under the laws providing for the sale of isolated or dis- 
connected tracts of public lands, but there shall be a reservation to the 
United States of the coal in all such lands so selected or sold and of 
the right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same in accordance 
with provisions of said act of June 22, 1910, and such lands shail 
be subject to all the conditions and limitations of said act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Each side is entitled to 20 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I think the amended title should be reported, 
because this is a motion to suspend the rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend the act of June 22, 
1910, entitled ‘An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands.’ 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be sus- 
pended and the bill pass? 


Mr. MANN. Not yet, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman took the 
floor, I understood, to explain the bill. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so gnderstand. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand any ex- 
planation was desired. I do not care to take up the time of the 
House unless an explanation is desired. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think it is proper to pass a bill of this 
sort without some statement of what it is. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be very glad to make a statement. 
The bill extends the provisions of what is known as the surface 
act by providing for two additional classes of entry under that 
act. It provides that in addition to the homestead, desert, 
reclamation, and Carey Act entries, that can now be made on 
lands of that character, the State shall have the right to make 
selections of the surface of such lands under congressional 
grants, and that the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, 
shall have the right to dispose of isolated and disconnected 
tracts of such land. The bill is in the form recommended by 
the Interior Department, and was unanimously reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. MANN. Is this bill, as now proposed, in the same form 
as the bill was reported into the Senate? 

Mr. MONDELL. There is a Senate bill on the same subject 
which I have not seen, but my understanding is that the Senate 
bill only covers one class of these entries. 

Mr. MANN. Well, my recollection is that the Senate bill 
ene all classes of these entries and is of considerable 
en 
Mr. MONDELL. Well, this bill was of considerable length 
originally, as the gentleman will see, but the department sug- 
gested that instead of reenacting the act itself it would be 
8 to enact a short provision which would carry out our 

n 

Mr. MANN. What I was seeking to learn was information in 
regard to the probable form of the bill when it passes both 
bodies, if that should ever happen. 

Mr. MONDELL. My desire is that this bill shall not be 
changed at all when it becomes a law, and, unless there is some 
very good reason, which I do not know of now and that I do 
not have in mind now, why it should be changed, I certainly 
should insist upon the bill passing as it passed the House. £ 

Mr. MANN. I understand that is the position of the gentleman, 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not heard any suggestion, I will 
say to the gentleman, of any change in the form of the bill or 
any further extension of it. 

Mr. MANN. That is thé reason why I asked whether the bill 
as reported in the Senate was in the same form as now reported 
in the House. My impression was it was a very different bill, 
aimed to cover all these matters in the bill in a different way 
perhaps. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know as to that. I knew there 
was such a bill, but I do not think it covers anything but State 
selections. My thought was that it was very proper to do what 
this bill does, but I had not any thought of going further in 
extension of this act. And I know of no one else who has. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the amendment to the title be amended by striking out the 
word “amend” and inserting the word “supplement.” We do 
not amend this statute; we supplement it. 

en SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


ISOLATED TRACTS OF PUBLIC LAND. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I moye to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 19342) to amend section 
2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
isolated tracts of public land. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That section 2455 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2455. It shall be lawful for the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to order into market and sell at public auction, at the land 
office of the district in which the land Is situated, for not less than 

1.25 an acre, any isolated or disconnected tract or parcel of the public 

omain not ex ing one quarter section which, in his judgment, it 
would be proper to expose for sale after at least 30 days“ notice by the 
land officers of the district in which such land may be situated: Pro- 
vided. That any legal subdivisions of the public land, not exceeding one 


marter section, the greater part of which is mountainous or too rough 
‘or cultivation, may, in the discretion of said commissioner, be ordered 
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into the market and sold 5 7 to this act upon the application of 
any person who owns, or holds a valid entry of, lands a joining such 
tract, e of the fact that such tract may not be Isolated or dis- 
connected within the meaning of this act: Provided further, That this 
act shall not defeat any vested right which has already attached under 
any pending entry or location.” 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] 
is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Foster] to 20 minutes. ; 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, the present law in 
relation to the sale of isolated tracts of public land is identically 
the first part of the bill as just read down to the first proviso, 
together with the second proviso. The first proviso is the only 
amendment sought to be made by this bill. 

I have no intention or desire to change the present law. I 
am leaving it exactly as it is. But I am trying to add to this 
section 2455 of the United States Statutes the provision con- 
tained in the first proviso, for the sole purpose of making the 
isolated-tract law applicable to the conditions existing in the 
mountainous portions of the West. The present law and the 
rules and regulations thereunder, as set forth in the circular 
of the Department of the Interior and the General Land Office, 
dated June 6, 1910, renders the law practically a dead letter so 
far as the mountainous portions of the country are concerned. 

I originally introduced this bill’as H. R. 17988. That bill was 
referred to the Department of the Interior for its consideration. 
The Secretary, on January 26, 1912, rendered the opinion set 
out in the report which I have made on the bill. 

For the purpose of carrying out the recommendations of the 
Secretary, as well as complying with some minor suggestions 
of the Public Lands Committee, I redrafted and reintroduced the 
bill in its present form. According to the construction placed 
upon the present law by the Department of the Interior, no 
tract of land can be considered isolated or disconnected until all 
of the surrounding lands have gone to patent, or at least been 
entered within the meaning of the land laws. That kind of a 
construction and that kind of a law may be all right so far as 
the plains or level country is concerned. But in the mountain- 
ous portions of the West there are, comparatively speaking, no 
tracts of good land whatever left vacant that are entirely sur- 
rounded by patented lands or even entered lands. 

The object of the proposed amendment to the existing law 
is to make the isolated tract law applicable to the mountainous 
region, especially where the valleys are very narrow and the 
creeks run diagonally through the legal subdivisions leaving a 
large number of small, usually three-cornered, patches of Gov- 
ernment land—subdiyisions that corner down into the valley or 
bottom land and the greater part thereof extend up onto the 
mountains or onto broken land or foothills that are too rough 
for cultivation. Those little corners or patches of land are 
especially valuable to the adjoining owners and have little or 
no appreciable value to anyone else, because a homesteader can 
not afford to put in five years’ time on a 5 or 10 acre patch of 
land, and go to the expense of putting in a long and costly 
ditch and probably purchase a road through other people’s prop- 
erty to get to it. Whereas if these little irregular patches could 
be purchased from the Government at a fair price and included 
within the land under the adjoining owner's ditch and con- 
nected with his fields, they would be yaluable to him and would 
become taxable property and help enrich the country, rather 
than remaining idle as thousands of them are at the present 
time. The adjoining owners are even compelled to fence around 
them to avoid violating the law. Those vacant pieces are good 
Jand and ought to be in cultivation, but they are of no use now 
to the Government and are a nuisance to the adjoining owners. 

They never will become isolated within the construction of 
the present law, because they extend up on the mountains or 
onto broken, worthless land that may not be patented land for a 
hundred years yet, if ever. 

The committee deems this not only proper but very important 
legislation toward the development of the West, and feels that 
the safeguarding provisions that I have put in this amendment 
will prevent any possibility of monopoly or speculation in any 
way. Moreover, the question as to whether or not any tract 
shall be sold and the conditions under which it shall be sold 
are left entirely to the discretion of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. And even if his discretion should some 
day be as liberal as possible, no one could get more than 160 
acres of land, and the greater part of that would necessarily 


have to be mountainous or too rough for cultivation and there- 
fore practically worthless. There is no practicable way at 
present for anyone to obtain title to those small pieces of land. 

If this bill becomes a law and is construed by the Interior 
Department in accordance with the way the committee and I 
intend, it will have the effect of allowing in every mountainous 
State hundreds of small irregular tracts aggregating many thou- 
sand acres of good land to go into private ownership and be- 
come productive, and neither the Government nor any person 
can by any possibility be defrauded or injured in any way, and 
the whole country will be greatly benefited thereby. This bill 
is being heartily indorsed by the boards of county commissioners 
and public officials throughout the West wherever it has been 
heard of, and if it becomes a law and is fairly construed it will 
— wor many millions of dollars to each one of those Western 

es. 

When we consider the high cost of living, which keeps getting 
higher every day, and reflect that just a few years ago 80 per 
cent of all the population of this country were farmers, while 
to-day less than 30 per cent are engaged in agricultural pursuits, 
it does seem to me that any bill that will in an orderely manner 
tend to bring more good land under cultivation ought to receive 
the hearty indorsement of every thoughtful American citizen. 

I earnestly trust that this measure may receive the favorable 
consideration of this House and become a law. i 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill, 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill H. R. 17837. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17837) to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the affairs 
of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.” 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the act of Congress * 

Soe! 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the adminis- 

tration of the affairs of civil government in the eee Islands, and 

for other purposes,” is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4. That all inhabitants of the Philippine Islands continuin 
to reside therein who were Spanish subjects on the 11th day of April, 
1899, and then resided in said islands, and their children born subse- 
guent thereto, shall be deemed and held to be citizens of the Philippine 
slands and as such entitled to the protection of the United States, ex- 
cept such as shall have elected to preserve their allegiance to the 
Crown of Spain in accordance with the provisions of the treaty of 
1 between the United States and Spain 1 at Paris December 

0, 1898: Provided, That the Philippine Legislature is hereby author- 
ized to provide by law for the acquisition of Philippine citizenship by 
those natives of the Philippine Islands who do not come within the 
foregoing provisions, the natives of other insular possessions of the 

United States, and such other persons residing in the Philippine Islands 

who could become citizens of the United States under the laws of the 

United States if residing therein.” 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
A second not being demanded, the question is, Shall the rules be 
suspended and the bill pass? 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 


‘thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that having been determined, I 
make the suggestion that there is no quorum present, and it is 
now 5 o'clock. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withhold 
his motion for a moment. : 

Mr. MANN. Oh, we might as well adjourn now. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 23, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. = 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of law and of fact in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the vessel schooner Rhoda 
(H. Doc. No. 562); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the conclusions of law and of fact in the 
French spoliation cases relating to the vessel schooner Alfred 
(H. Doc. No. 561) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 
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8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriations for construction and equipping a 
service magazine, etc., at Sandy Hook Proving Ground, N. J., 
to replace one destroyed by fire February 11, 1912 (H. Doe. 
No. 560); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
, RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14083) to create a new division of the 
southern judicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of 
court at Corpus Christi, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, 
and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 342), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 17032) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to grant further extension of time within 
which to make proof on desert-land entries in the counties of 
Modoe and Lassen, Cal., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 344), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to accept the title to approxi- 
mately 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the 
State of Tennessee, which certain citizens have offered to donate 
to the United States for the purpose of establishing a maneuver 
camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establishjng and main- 
taining camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and for 
mobilization and assembling of troops from the group of States 
composed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, 
Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 346), which 
Said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
seyerally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in 
lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 20628) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular 
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows and dependent relatives of 
such soldiers and sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 345), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5046) to authorize the appointment of 
Shepler Ward FitzGerald and of Alden George Strong to the 
grade of second lieutenant in the Army, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 343), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20862) granting a pension to Catherine Wise; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. a 

A bill (H. R. 20390) granting a pension to James D. Setliff; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20239) granting a pension to William Z. Edelin; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20532) granting a pension to Ellen Bernard Lee; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20549) granting a pension to Robert Strong; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 20623) to provide for the 
grading and improving of Minnesota Avenue SE. from Good 
Hope Road to Eighteenth Street, in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20624) to reimburse the en- 
listed men of the U. S. S. Georgia who suffered loss through 
the defaleation of Paymaster’s Clerk Edward V. Lee; to the 
Committee on Claims. s 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bil (H. R. 20625) to provide for the 
erection of a schoolhouse for the detached Indians living in the 
Kootenai Valley, Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 20626) 
to amend the laws relating to navigation; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 20627) to provide for grading 
the roadway along the east side of the national cemetery at 
Fredericksburg, Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 20629) for increasing the Naval 
Establishment; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 20630) to provide for the fur- 
ther Federal regulation of pilotage; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20631) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to remit the specific penalty 
under subsection 8 of section 38 of the act approved August 5, 
1909, in certain cases, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 2 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 20632) to provide as- 
sistance to persons in Alaska who are indigent and incapacitated 
through age, sickness, or accident, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 249) 
for the purpose of creating a commission to investigate the 
general industrial conditions throughout the United States, with 
special reference to dangerous machines in places of employ- 
ment, hygiene, ventilation, sanitation, occupational diseases, 
industrial poisons, fire protection, wages, effects of long hours 
of labor of women and children, the efficiency of mercantile 
and mechanical establishments, factories, workshops, laundries, 
mines, quarries, and transportation companies; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
250) providing for institution of suits to determine and adjudi- 
eate the rights of the Pima Indians to the use of the water of 
the Gila River and its tributaries in Arizona and New Mexico 
for irrigation purposes, and to determine and adjudicate the 
rights of the Yakima Indians to the use of water, for irrigation 
purposes, of Atanum Creek and the Yakima River and its 
tributaries in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 40) pro- 
viding for printing 10,000 copies of Senate Document No. 190; 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 20628) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors 
of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows and dependent 
relatives of such soldiers and sailors; to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 20633) granting a pension 
to Annie E. Best; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 20634) granting a pen- 
sion to Rupert Haas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 20635) for the relief of Mor- 
rall Schoonover; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20636) granting a pension to Joseph K. 
Jefferys; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20687) granting a pension to Edgar 
Travis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20638) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Gidley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 20639) for the relief of the 
estate of James Curtis, late major, United States Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20640) for the relief of William 
A. Power; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20641) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Hartpence; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20642) granting a pension to Sylvester 
Haus; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20643) granting a pension to William 
Weir; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20644) for the relief of the estate of 
Samuel Judd, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 20645) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 20646) for the relief of the 
estate of Philip Felix Herwig, deceased, and authorizing a 
credit in certain accounts; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20647) for the relief of 
the heirs of Elizabeth Ryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20648) for the relief of the heirs of John j 


Dasher; to the Committee om War Claims. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 20649) granting am increase 
of pension to Knowles Bangs; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 20650) granting a pension to 
Samantha L. Draper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 20651) granting a pension | 


to W. R. Trout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20652) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Sheets; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20653) for the relief of W. D. Whitworth ; 
ito the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20654) granting am increase of pension to 
Stephen M. McAllister; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20655) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben M. Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20656) granting an inerease of pension to 
Henry Gaines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20657) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Burlbaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20658) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Wray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20659) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Reppy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 20660) granting a pension to 
Hiley Underwood; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20661) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of R. B. Donnell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20662) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A bill (H. R. 20663) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Stratton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 20664) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew J. Escue; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. > 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20665) granting an increase of 
pane to Willard Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McGUIRBE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 20666) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Oldston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20667) granting a pension to Ardilla D. 
Rigg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, MAHER: A bill (H. R. 20668) granting a pension to 
Catherine E. Broomfield ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 20669) for the relief of Isabella 
H. Silvey; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 20670) for the relief of 
Patrick Lannon; to the ttee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20671) granting a pension to James C. 
Landstreet; to the Committee om Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 20672) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20673) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 20674) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rufus L. Robinson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 20675) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry B. De Wald; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 20676) granting an increase 
of pension to Ira B. Timmons; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 


By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 20677) to correct the military. 
1 of Alfred J. Cook; to the Committee on Military Af. 
airs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20678) for the relief of Mrs. 
C. H. Ridley; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20679) granting a 
asai to Susan Courier; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20680) granting an increase of pension to 
Viola A, Lauderdale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITH: A bill (H. R. 20681) granting an increase 
of pension to James K. Meyler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILDER: A bill (H. R. 20682) for the relief of John 
W. Morse; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Edward Layport, of Colum- 


bus Grove, Ohio, for passage of an effective interstate liquor 
law, ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Grange No. 1816, of Coshoc- 
ton County, Ohio, for passage of House bill 14; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office. and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of T. Lanning & Co., of Dennison, Ohio, protest- 
ing against the passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 


| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, petition of Atterbein Brotherhood, of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the Council of the Massa- 
chusetts Medical Society, of Boston, Mass., in favor of the 
ae of the Army canteen; to the Committee on Military, 

‘airs. 

Also, petitions of the German-American Alliance, of Her- 
mann, Mo., and the German-American Pioneer Association, of 
Lafayette, Mo., protesting against interstate liquor legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 4 

Also, petition of Dr. George E. Shoemaker, of the Presby- 
terian Hospital, Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of legislation to re- 
store the Army canteen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union and churches of the State of Pennsylvania, for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Granges Nos. 67, 980, and 1173, Patrons of 
Husbandry, for certain amendments to the oleomargarine laws; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of Wisconsin Butter Makers’ Asso- 
ciation, protesting against House bill 18493; to the Committee 
on ture, 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petitions of citizens of Aurora, III., and 
of the First Evangelical Church of Elmhurst, III., for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hampshire, III., against parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Arminto Williams (H. R. 20020) ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 19502; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of National Association of Life 
Policy Holders, favoring certain amendments to cerporation-tax 
law, concerning the taxing of net incomes of corporations, ete.; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Post No. 478, Grand Army of the Republic, 
in opposition to the Smoot pension bill and favoring the Sher- 
wood bill (H. R. 1); to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: Petition of Benton (Me.) Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, for passage of an effective interstate liquor law; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAY: Papers to accompany bills for the relief of 
Daniel Bennett and Andrew Willis (H. R. 8527 and 8962); to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of Con- 
stantine, Freeport, Lawrence, and South Haven, Mich., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, indorsing House joint resolution 163; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petitions of German societies of Altoona and Hollidays- 
burg, Pa., protesting against prohibition and interstate liquor 
measures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Post No. 474, Grand Army of the Republic, 
for passage of Sulloway pension bill, or similar measure, ete.; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Hart- 
ford, Conn., for passage of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petition of citizens of McGregor, 
Tex., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: Petition of Central Methodist Episcopal 
Church South of Bonne Terre, Mo., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of residents of Norwich, Conn., 
in favor of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. x 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany House bill 12686, 
granting a pension to William L. Brown; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 19749, granting an 
increase of pension to Canton A. Cox; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also papers to accompany House bill 9925, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert L. Higgins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petitions of citizens of 
the State of Washington, for passage of old-age pension bill; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Mount Vernon, Wash., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Washington, for pas- 
sage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bellingham and Ferndale, Wash., 
protesting against passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Washington, for an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.: to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Nebraska, for passage of House bills 14 and 16819; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of E. J. Westphal and others, of 
Appleton, Wis., protesting against enactment of Senate bill 237 
into law; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of E. J. Westphal, of Appleton, Wis., protesting 

against passage of House bill 9433; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Charles Schroeder and others, of Green 
Bay, Wis., asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Memorials of the Seventh-day Adventist 
Churches of Beaverton, Halfway, Milton, Portland, and Salem, 
Oreg., against House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in 
post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Portland (Oreg.) Rotary Club, urging 
the passage of the bill providing for the creation of a division 
of information for dispensing information to immigrants; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the City Council of Bend, Oreg., urging 
passage of bill providing for the establishment of experimental 
town mail-delivery systems and suggesting that such a system 
be established at Bend, Oreg.; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of W. D. Campbell and others, urging passage 
of bill providing for the establishment of a parcel post as pre- 
pared by the Postal Progress League; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of J. Rosenburg and others, of Oregon, urging 
passage of bill providing pensions to aged citizens; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. S. Pruner, asking for a reduction of duty 
on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of William Nichols and others, protesting 
against the passage of the bill providing for the observance of 
Sunday in post offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Scout Young Camp, No. 2, United Spanish 
War Veterans, urging the repeal of the anticanteen law; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of Hon. J. W. Maloney and others, urging pas- 
sage of the bill providing pay for the members of the National 
Guard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. M. Ford and others, urging passage 
of resolution providing for a constitutional amendment prohibit- 
ing the sale, manufacture, and importation of intoxicating 
liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Allied Forest Protective Associations 
of the Pacific Coast States composing the Western Forestry and 
Conservation Association, commending the Forest Service for 
work done and urging an increase in the appropriation for its 
maintenance and extension; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of Camp No. 19, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for passage of House bill 17470; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, memorial of Maritime Exchange of New York, remon- 
strating against abolishing the Revenue-Cutter Service; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Chase, Roberts & Co., of Long 
Island City, N. Y., against certain paragraph of chemical 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Army and Navy Union, for passage of House 
joint resolution 239; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Willard Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry McCormack and others, of Ithaca, 
Mich., against passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Croswell, Mich., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Memorial of Post No. 96, 
Grand Army of the Republic, protesting against proposed in- 
corporation of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Pennsylvania 
State Board of Agriculture, in favor of Senate bill 4563; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of medical staff of the Carney 
Hospital, South Boston, Mass., for passage of House bill 16690; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Sierra 
Madre, Cal., for passage of House bill 16841; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petitions of members of Improved Order 
of Red Men of fifth congressional district of North Carolina, for 
an American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petitions of citizens of Brooklyn and New 
York City, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Model License League, for passage 
of an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Association for Labor Legislation, 
for passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of L. C. Gillespie & Sons, of New York City, 
relative to certain paragraphs of the chemical bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the New Hayen (Conn.) Chamber 
of Commerce, in favor of an international commission on the 
cost of living; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the First Baptist Church 
of Rushford, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILDER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Ashland, Mass., for a certain amendment to 
the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of Improved Order of Red Men of 
Fitchburg, Mass., for an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of Wyckoff Heights 
Taxpayers’ Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for construction of 
a battleship at the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of churches and 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of the State of New 
Jersey, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of J. E. Murphy and sun- 
dry citizens, of Kemp, Tex., in favor of bill prohibiting gambling 
in products of the farm; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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Frway, February 23, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Onr Father in heaven, draw us by Thy holy influence close to 
Thee, and make dominant in our hearts the angel song, “ Glory 
to God in the highest, and on earth peace, good will toward men,” 
that we may be at one with Thee, and enjoy a foretaste of the 
heaven which waits on the faithful. And songs of praises we 
will ever give to Thee. In the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 4445. An act concerning unrigged vessels. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 4445. An act concerning unrigged vessels; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


MAJ. GEN. F. C. AINSWORTH. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report the following privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Har] 
reports a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will read, and 
asks for its immediate consideration, 

The Clerk read as follows: z 

House resolution 415. 


Whereas on February 15, 1912, there was read in the House of Rép- 
resentatives a letter from the Secretary of War — extracts of 
communications alleged to have been sent by Maj. Gen. F. Ainsworth, 
The Adjutant General of p Army, to the Secretary of War and to other 
officers of the Armas 

Whereas 5 re that the whole correspondence be disclosed : 


ore 
Resolved, That the Secretary of et pe and he is hereby, directed to 
send to the House of Representatives and complete copies of all 
memoranda, indorsements, reports, and ene records which are on file 
in any bureau or office of the War ent which EAPN any bearing 

on the extracts from communications of The Adjutant General of the 
Army which were embodied in the letter of the 8 of War dated 
February 14, 1912, to The Adjutant General of the riers which letter 
was read in the House of Representatives on February 15, 1912, and 
Se on i BS 2218 and 2219 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 


Mr. Hay, eo the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 
lowing report (No. 349) to ac P Aak House resolution 415: 

The Committee on vary 82 — o aon was referred House 
resolution 415, g con report thereon with a 

recommendation that it do pase ii the following amendments 

In line 5, after the word “ Department,” insert the word “ and,” and 
after the word “ which,” in the same line, insert the words “ contain or.” 

Mr. MANN. I reserve a point of order, and ask the gentle- 
man whether this report or resolution is opposed by the minority 
members of the committee? 

Mr. HAY. It is not. 

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HAY. I ask for a yote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the 
resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the last yote 
was laid on the table. 

PENSION BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. This is Friday, Private Calendar day, and 


pensions have priority. 


Mr. ADAIR. I ask unanimous consent that all bills on the 
Private Calendar be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

5 857 SPEAKER. Does the gentleman confine it to pension 
8 

Mr. ADAIR. To pension bills. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that pension bills on the calendar be considered in 
the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANN. On the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. On the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I desire to give 
notice that at the conclusion of the pension business I shall ask 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
fortifications appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky serves notice that as soon as these pension bills are dis- 
posed of he will moye that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to con- 
sider the fortifications appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to give notice that at the conclusion of the business on the 
Private Calendar to-day I shall ask that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of considering the diplomatic and consu- 
lar appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York serves no- 
tice that when these pension bills are disposed of he will make 
the motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider the dip- 
lomatie appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. During the consideration of the pension bills 
would it be in order for the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Surzrr] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] to 
arrange that matter in the lobby? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rather thinks it would. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, the statement I made was with 
proper consideration of the fact that the House ought to know 
what would likely be the business to come before it. I con- 
sulted with the Speaker of the House, and while the recognition 
necessarily rests with him as to motions of equal privilege, 
assuming that the recognition would be given to me for this 
purpose, I made the statement for the information of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House understood 
that. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, on to-day's Private Calendar is 
Senate bill 2453. Would that not be in order after the dis- 
position of private pension bills? 

The SPEAKER. This is private-bill day, and the parliamen- 
tary situation is this: If these gentlemen with these privileged 
bills wanted to antagonize this pension business and the rest 
of the private bills they could do it by simply making a motion; 
but that does not mean that the motion would prevail. When 
we get through with these pension bills, of course the rest of the 
Private Calendar is in order, unless the House votes to take up 
one of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. RAKER. I am satisfied that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Svurzer] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLEY] will not oppose this little matter. It is unanimously 
reported by the committee and is easy to dispose of. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman draws his own conclusion. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Apam] to consider pension bills 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana if he proposes to 
take up both special bills at this time under his motion? 

Mr. ADAIR. I propose to take up the bills H. R. 20586 and 
20585. In the two bills there are 354 claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia and the gentleman from Indiana that these bills will 
be called in their order on the calendar. 

Mr. ADAIR. They are only called up in the order they are 
on the calendar. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If unanimous consent is granted, will 
there be any disposition to prevent a motion for the consideration 
of the bill, paragraph by paragraph, as each pension is reached? 

Mr. ADAIR. The bills will be considered in the House as 
they always have been considered heretofore, by reading each 
item from the Clerk’s desk, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman think, in view 
of the fact that these bills have just been reported and that the 
report has just been made available to Members this morning, 
the bill covering 350 pensions, that it does not give the member- 
ship an opportunity to look into the bills and the reports? 

Mr. ADAIR. I scarcely think so; this has been the custom in 
the House for 20 or 25 years, and I see no necessity for varying 
the rule. In the past it has worked well; no harm has been 
done to any person, individual, or to the country. These bills 
are unanimously reported from the Committees on Pensions and 
Invalid Pensions, and I see no objection to proceeding in the 
usual way in passing the bills. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I object. 
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask if the gentleman 
will allow an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This matter has been disposed of by the 
objection of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. RUCKER of 
Colorado in the chair. 

2 RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill H. R. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that these bills must 
be called up in the regular order in which they are found on 
the calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But it has been agreed upon between 
the gentleman from Indiana and myself that this bill shall have 
precedence. These bills are from different committees. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent. A private agreement to that effect can not be recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask unanimous consent that I be 
allowed to call up the bills from the Pension Committee first. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill H. R. 20585. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana calls up the 
bill H. R. 20585, the first pension bill on the calendar. The 
Chair will inform the gentleman that these bills must be called 
up in the order in which they are found on the calendar, unless 
it is determined otherwise by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ADAIR. Then I will ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H. R. 20585 be taken up and now considered. 

The CHARMAN. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Private Calendar. 

The Clerk reported the bill S. 2453, an act for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Martz, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FULLER. Are not pension bills given the right of way 
under the rule at this time? I think private pension bills have 
the preference under the rule, and should be first considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right, pension bills do 
have the preference under the rule, and the Clerk will report 
the first pension bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20585) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, I ask which bill the gentleman proposes to take up? 

Mr. ADAIR. It is the bill H. R. 20585. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Did I not understand that the bills 
were to be taken up in their order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled that pension bills 
should be taken up in their order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to 
object to the gentleman’s request, which, in effect, is to go 
directly to the bill and let it receive consideration. 

We have had no time to examine the bill, and the objection 
to the gentleman's request is not a desire to pursue a dilatory 
course, but that objection will give the Members, if they desire 
it, a few moments’ opportunity while it is being read to look 
over this report, and I respectfully object. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. It has to be read a 
second time; this is the first reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20585) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 


certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

The name of Alexander Bable, late of Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Ford, late of Company C, Ninth ment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Flora O. McGinnis, widow of John J. McGinnis, late of 
Company B, One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment New York V®8lun 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 


The name of Reuben H. Dillon, late of Companies B and K, Fifth 
Regiment, and Sonpany K, Sixth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John O. Bryan, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Leicester B. Goodell, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $86 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Agnes W. Caney, widow of Frank C. Culley, late of 
company F, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
poni on at the rate of $12 per month. 


he name of Henry W. Wise, late of Company C, Ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Smith, late of Company F, One hundred and 
sixty-s' Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay 
3 3 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Samuel C. Enochs, late of Company H, Seventeenth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry H. Brunsteter, late of Company F, Forty-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

late of Company K, Sixteenth Regi- 


he name of Israel S. Fletcher, 
pay him a pension at 


ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, an 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph M. Ranney, late of 5 B, Third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now ving. 

The name of Cicero C. Wait, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Voluntecr Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Greenberry V. Miles, late of Company B, Eightieth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Bernard Campbell, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer ineers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Annie H. Schuler, widow of David A. Schuler, late of 
General Service, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Israel Bower, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 55 

The name of Edwin Sharp, late of Company E, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ‘ 

The name of Absalom N. Day, late of Company K, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mathew Maroney, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment 
California Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher C. Pike, late of Company A, Fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Reasin W. Eberhardt, late of Company D, Eighty-sixth 
Re ent, and Company F, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment, 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate ef $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Roberts, late of Company M, Tenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret I. Anderson, widow of Hamilton A. Anéerson, 
late of Company D, One hundred and 3 Regiment, and Com- 
Ber K, Forty-third Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

er $ pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Isaac Spicher, late of Company K, One hundred and 
second Regiment, and Company K, Sixteenth Regiment, Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas R. Dumont, late of Company A, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John J. Chance, late of Company E, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jesse Metz, late of Band, Forty-fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theodore Weaver, late of Sey ory K, One hundred and 
fifty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel W. Young, late of Company B, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com y 
A, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theodore Shockley, late of Company K, One hundred 
and seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 = month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alvan G. Fleury, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Amanzel L, Spore, late of Company G, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Ella Brodrick, 1 and dependent child of William 
P. Brodrick, late of Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Augustus A. Shepherd, late of Company B, First Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. - 

he name of Annie A. Lewis, former widow of George W. H. Allen, 
late of Battery E, First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and Company L, Eleventh United States Colored Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James Collier, late of Company I, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet M. Hakes, widow of Cary R. Hakes, late of Com- 
pany A, Twenty-first Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
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The name of Edward T. Buffum, late of Company F, First Regiment 
New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Rogers, late of Company L, Third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob P. Maple, late of Company D, First Battalion 
Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benton O. Lewis, late of 5 7 D, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John W. Lucore, late of Company G, Eighty-fourth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William W. King, late of Company H, One hundred and 
forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John E. Campbell, late of Company F, One hundred and 
eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now e 

The name of William F. Laton, late of Company H., Forty-sixth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis M. Sanders, late of Company G, Ninety-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob R. Smith, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Bryan, late of Company A, One hundred and 
ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 1 and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David L. Coffman, late of Company F, Seventeenth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert C. Miller, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob Grundich, late of Company K. Fifty-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving. 


per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Christopher C. bles akg late of Company C, Ninety-first 
ry, 


The-name of John Engler, late of Company C, Twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred D. Dietrich, late of e G, Thirty-third 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Louis Hartrodt, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher Dillon, late of . D, Third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Light ANI and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Rink, widow of Charles A. Rink, late of 
Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Samuel Sewell, late of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regi- 
ment, and Company J, Thirty-fourth Regiment, Iowa Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pengon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of David A. Platt, late of Company H, First Regiment, 
and Company G, Eighteenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay 5 a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving, 

The name of Alexander Clements, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer 4 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of tbat he is now 8 

The name of William E. Peters, late of Company M, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas KeChittigo, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Byron F. Davis, late of Company A, Independent Bat- 
tation, Pennsylvania Volunteer ENA Artillery, and adjutant, One 
hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Reuben Jones, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mathias Klingel, late of Company I, Twenty-second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Cadie Burrell, late of Company G, Eighty-seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jonathan S. Tindall, late of Company A, Thirty-third 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that ke is now receiving. 
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The name of Isaac J. Monk, late of Company E, Fifteenth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David M. Corbett, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of John J. Housewerth, late of Company H, Two hundred 
and eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Rusie, late of Company C, Thirty-third Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Tabor, late of Company G, Two hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George L. Byers, late of Company B, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin Barnhart, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jobn Day, late of Company E, One hundred and eighty- 
seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J. Rice, late of Company I, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Missofri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Lewis, late of Companies E and G, Eleventh 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of rge W. Doss, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Samnel Varner, late of Company K,:Sixty-second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer infantr „ and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Odor, former widow of Walter Bell, late of Com- 
any K, Eighty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
er a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

The name of Leander D. Bevan, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. = 

The name of Lucy Peters, helpless and dependent child of Gibson 
Peters, late of Company F, Ninety-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James M. Totten, late of Company D, Twenty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Rossiter, late first-class fireman, U. 8. S. North 
Carolina, Seneca, and Princeton, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Taylor, late of Company M, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eli Lege ek late of Company I, One hundred and twenty- 
third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Warner, late of Company F, Fifty-fifth 8 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Pethuel Dorcas, late of 5 H. Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment, and Company G, One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month 
in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Spencer C. Weaver, late of Company B, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Johnston, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer . and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac Shemery, late of Company I. Two hundred and 
third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Cloud, late of Company G, First Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George 8. Hampton, late of Company D, Forty-seventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Tungate, late of Company F, One hundred 
and eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alexander Morrow, oko 5 Company G, Seventeenth 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infan . and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Allen O. Underhill, late of Company F, One hundred 
and sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
epee at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Edward A. Bushnell, late acting second assistant engi- 
neer, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward tice, iate of Company K, Seventy-fifth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Guy Smith, late of Company B, Forty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Colvill, late of is ea A, One hundred and 
fifty-second Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pennon at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The Bange of Edward Cottingham, late of Company F, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Louis Keller, late of Companies A and F, Fifty-eighth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of John A. Forbes, late of Company F, Forty-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company I. Seventh Veteran 
Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per morth in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Thomas H. Davis, late of Company E, Second Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay bim a ‘pension at the rate of $30 
per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph H. Smith, late of Company H, se op -ninth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a e rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Walter J. Hardin, late of Companies C and D, First 
Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Richmond, late acting master's mate, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lonise A. Coe, widow of Edward Coe, late of Company 
F, Twenty-ninth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Com- 
pany I, enty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now 888 

The name of Jesse P. Boone, late of Company D. Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frank Bleser. late of Company K, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ee at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Charles W. Thomas, late of Company G, One hundred 
and eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Thomas B. Holt, late of Company H, Fourth Regimen 
and Company M, Twelfth Regiment, IIlinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
— at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 
rece’ . 

The name of Leavitt O. Virgin, late of Company E, Maine Coast 
Guards, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of John A. Fry, late of Company F, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 

The name of Henry W. Rowley, late of Company E, Seventh ee 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Wood. late of Company A, One hundred and 
twenty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

- The name of George W. Corl, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pensicn at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles C. Stover, late of Company A, One hundred and 
fifth Regiment Ohio Volanteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu ef that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry E. Hill, late of Company E, Seventh 3 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph A. Edmonds, late of Company C, One hundred 
and thirtieth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Americus V. Kendrick, late of Company A, Thirty-third 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer eta i and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Gammon, late of Company K, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel A. Garland, late of Company A, Twentieth R 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he Is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Eisenlauer, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Amanda Neufer, helpless and dependent child of Jacob 
Neufer, late of Company D, One hundred and seventy-seventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 


$12 per month. 

The name of Richard Murphy, late of Ba B, Fifth ment 
United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Theodore F. Garvin, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer 6 Arae, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza B. Herbst, widow of James D. Herbst, late of 
Company I, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Jane E. Wood, widow of John F. Wood, late of Company 
E, Fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
1 at the rate of 520 per month in lien of that she is now 
rece x 

The came of Susan Fairchild, widow of William L. Fairchild, late of 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lien of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Zimri Harrison, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that ke is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel W. Keymer, late boatswain's mate U. S. 8. 
T. A. Ward, Wabash, and Princeton, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Polk D. Southard, late of Compet, D, First Battalion 
Arkansas Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Forty-first Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Arthur Crawford, helpless and dependent child of James 
Crawford, late of Companies K and A, First Re mt Massachusetts 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 month. 

The name of M. L. Tate, former widow of John D. Fowler, late of 
Company D, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Ohio National 
Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Jasper W. Shoemaker, late of Company H, Eleventh 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer aptent and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $80 per month in lieu of that is now — i 

The name of Thomas L. Stringer, late landsman, U. 8. S. North Caro- 
lina, Henry Andress, and Norwich, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Freeman, late of Company E, Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $24 par month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Alonzo Carson, late of Company B, One hundred and 


twenticth Regiment, and Company H, Seventy-third Regiment, New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of James W. Hall, late of Som ny G, Twenty-sixth and 
Forty-fourth Regiments Indiana Volunteer 3 and y him a 
tives. the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of Louisa McConnell, widow of Joseph P. McConnell, late 
of Company E, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
coal Fa at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 

The name of Joseph H. Cox, late of Company F, One hundred and 
twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois „„ and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John N. Fox, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of nin F. Cohee, late of Companies E and I, Ninety- 
third R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Luvina R. Prater, widow of George Prater, late of 
Company G, Forty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay d er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

e name of Emanuel Strader, late of Company C, One hundred 
and eighty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
ee the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of Julius 0. Deming, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Sixth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer pare | and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Adams, widow of Edwin H. Adams, alias Francis 
P. Wyse, late of U. S. S. Minnesota, United States Navy, and pay her 
a pension at aed ere 3 p 9 

e name o e en, widow of Martin V. Allen, late of Company 
E, One hundred and fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer ATANES cant 
pay. mee msion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 

bho ener of * oe. 58 of 8 B and I. Fifth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, an a sion at the rate 
of are per 5 Som lien a that — — now rece ee’ 

e name o omas Cheuyron te ‘ony F, Seventh Regi- 
ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, pay hin =. Tenka at the so 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he ng. 

The name of Harrison Shoemaker, late of Company G, One hundred 
and twenty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a boven at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
1 5 

The name of Robert Bryant, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regimi 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. $ 

The name of George W. Welshymer, late of Company A, First Re 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Benjamin Heller, late of Company A, One hundred and 
fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

name of Margaret Miller, former widow of Joseph Jimmerson, 
late of Company E, Forty. fou Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Y. Hitt, late surgeon Seventeenth Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. š 

The name of Josiah H. Fo late of Company L, Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now 2 

The name of Archibald MeGaughey, late of Company B, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Archibald Spratt, late of Conran Ç Fifth Regiment 
Pe Ivania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles H. Hubbell, late of Company F, Seventh 2 55 
ment Michigan Volunteer N and pay him a pension at the ra 
of $30 per month in lieu of thet he is now receiving. 

The name of Philo M. Barnes, late of Seventeenth Independent Bat- 
tery, New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Douglas Delano, late of Company D, One hundred and 
fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio National Guard try, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jefferson Wells, alias Jefferson Wilcox, late landsman 
U. S. S. Merrimac and Vermont, United States Navy, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House bills re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


ent 


H. R. 89. Alexander Bable. H. R. 2161, Thomas R. Dumont, 
H. R. 108. John Ford. II. R. 7. John J. Chance. 

H. R. 172. Flora O. McGinnis. H. R. 2292, Jesse Metz. 

H. R. 189. Reuben H. Dillon, H. R. 2383. Theodore Weaver. 
H. R. 239. John O. Bryan. H. R. 2644. Daniel W. Young. 
H. R. 242. ter B. Goodell. H. R. 2739. Theodore Shockley, 
H. R. 262. Agnes W. Culley. H. R. 2836. Alvan G. Fleury. 
H. R. 282. Henry H. R. 3041. Amanzel L. Spore. 
H. R. 454. Henry Smith. H. R. 3265. Ella Br A 
H. R. 514. Samuel C. Enochs. H. R. 3460. Augustus A. Shepherd, 
H R. 523. H H. Brunsteter. H. R. 3534. Annie A. Lewis. 

H. R. 626. Israel S. Fletcher. H. R. 3558. James Collier. 

H. R. 667. Joseph M. Ranney. H. R. 3568. Harriet M. Hakes. 
H. R. 1348. Cicero C. Wait. H. R. 3023. Edward T. Buffum. 
II. R. 1527. Greenbe: V. Miles. II. R. 3643. Henry Rogers. 

H. R. 1545. Bernard Campbell. H. R. 3650. Jacob P. Maple. 

H. R. 1560. Annie H. Schuler. H. R. 8652. Benton 

H. R. 1594. Israel Bower. II. R. 3772. John W. Lucore. 

H. R. 1765. Edwin Sharp. H. R. 3791. William W. King. 
H. R. 1849. Absalom N. Day. H. R. 3824. John E. Campbell. 
H. R. 1913. Mathew Maroney. H. R. 3846. Wiliam F. Laton. 
H. R. 1966. Christopher C. Pike, H. R. 8848. Francis M. Sanders, 
H. R. 1996. Reasin W. Eberhardt. II. R. 3880. Jacob R. Smith. 

H. R. 4. George W. Roberts. II. R. 3880. William Bryan. 

II. R. 2068. Margaret I. Anderson. II. R. 3894. David L. Cofman. 
H. R. 2159. Isaac Spicher. II. R. 3905. Robert C. Miller. 
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II. R. 4055. Jacob Grundich. H. R. Walter J. Hardin. 

H. R. 4062. George Shaffer, H. R. . William H. Richmond. 

H. R. 4073. soon 8 H. R. 7225. Louise A. Coe. 

II. R. 4104. Noa Sipes, H. R. T247. Jesse P. Boone. 

H. R. 4235. Christop er C. Wright. II. R.7293. Frank Bleser. 

H. R. 4261. William Davis. I. R. . Charles W. Thomas. 

H. R. 4304. James S. Carter. II. R. Thomas B. Holt. 

H. R. 4401. John Wilson. H. R. 2. Leavitt O. Virgin. 

H. R. 4531. John Engler. H. R. . John A. Fry 

II. R. 4540. Alfred D. Dietrich, II. R. . Henry H. Rowley, 

II. R. 4566. Louis Hartrodt. H.R. . James M. Wood. 

H. R. 4587. Christopher Dillon. H. R. . George W. Corl. 

H. R. 4595. Elizabeth Rink. H.R. . Charies C. Stover. 

H. R. 4605. Samuel Sewell. H. R. 3. Henry E. Hill. 

H. R. 4638. David A. Piatt. H. R. . Joseph A. Edmonds. 

H. R. 4811. Alexander Clements. R. 7774. 1 Kendrick, 

H. R. 4858. William E. Peters. R.7790. Charles 8 

II. R. 4879. Thomas Ke Chittigo. R. Samuel A, Garland, 

H. R. 4886. Byron F. Davis. R. Samuel Eisenlauer. 

H. R. 4920. Reuben Jones. R. 7953. Amanda Neufer. 

H. R. 5196. Mathias Klingel. R. 8021. Richard Murphy. 

II. R. 5233. Cadle Burrell. R. . Theodore F. Garvin. 

H. R. 5249. Jonathan S. Tindall, R. . Eliza 2 Herbst. 

H. R. 5256. Isaac J. Monk. R. 8095. Jane E. Wood 

II. R. 5369. David M. Corbett. R. Susan Fairchild. 

H. R. 5386. John J. Housewerth. R. 8115. Zimri Harrison. 

II. R. 5546. William A. Rusle. R. . Samuel W. Keymer. 
5574. James M. Tabor. . Polk D. Southard. 
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. George L. Byers. 
Martin Barnhart. 
. John my 

. Thomas J. Rice. 

. Wiliam H. Lewis. 
5860. George W. Doss, 
Samuel Varner, 
Mary Odor. 
Leander D, Bevan. 
. Lucy Peters. 

. James M. Totten. 
3. Charles Rossiter. 
5. William J. Taylor. 
Eli Sn Jer. 
David Warner. 

. Pethuel Dorcas. 


. Arthur Crawford. 
51. Mary L. Tate. 
. Jasper W. Shoemaker. 
. Thomas L. Stringer, 
. John Freeman, 
. Alonzo Carson. 
24. James W. Hall. 
. Louisa McConnell, 
. Joseph H. Cox. 
. John N. Fox. 
z penama F. 
759. Luvina R. Prater. 
Emanuel Strader. 
3. Julius O. Deming. 
. Sarah Adams. 
. Lizzie Allen. 


Spencer C. Weaver. . Joseph Hacker. 


. et ttt 


II. R. 6560. Samuel Johnston. . Thomas Cheuvront. 
H. R. 6633. Isaac Shemery. . Harrison aver eit 
H. R. 6756. Samuel Cloud. Robert N 

H. R. 6798. George S. Hampton. . George W. elshymer. 
II. R. 6828. William II. Tungate. 378. Benjamin IIeller. 

H. R. 6913. Alexander Morrow. R. 9392. Margaret ee 

H. R. 6934. Allen O. Underhill. R. 9560. John Y. Hitt. 

H. R. 7018. Edward A. Bushnell, R. 9605. Josiah II. Lora. 

H. R. 7022. Edward Prentice. R. 9639. Archibald S 
H. R. 7080. Guy Smith. R. 9640. Archibald Spra 

H. R. 7099. James H. Colvill. R. 9645. Charles H. Tabbell, 
H. R. 7103. Edward Cottingham. R. 9734. Philo M. Barnes. 

II. R. 7104. Louis Keller. R. 9738. Douglas Delano. 

II. R. 7187. John A. Forbes. R. 9796. Jefferson Wells, alias 
H. R. 7194. Thomas H. Davis. Jefferson Wilcox. 
II. R. 7207. Joseph H. Smith. 


During the reading of the bill the following occurred : 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order; we can 
not tell from the reading of the bill what is being read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, may I ask on which 
page the Clerk is reading, and what line? 

The CHAIRMAN. Page 6, line 12. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order the Clerk is not reading the bill; that he is skipping 
8 that he is skipping amounts; that he is skipping entire 
lines. 

Mr. SULZER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order, and insist on the point of order, that the bill be read 
in full. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, the Chair has directed the Clerk 
to read the bill, and unless informed in some official way to 
15 contrary, the Chair holds that the Clerk is performing 

s duty. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. In what official way can that point be 
brought to the Chair’s attention? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that the Chair up to this time has not followed 
the reading, but he will do so from now on. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire of the 
Chair through the Clerk what page he is now on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Page §, line 17, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order now; gen- 
eral debate has not been closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recog- 
nized to speak to the bill under general debate. Mr. Chairman, 
the bill just read to the committee is what has come to be 
known as a private pension bill, The measure is not misnamed; 


it is a system, as gentlemen say, with ample precedent of many 
years. In many instances a Member of Congress from a multi- 
tude of pensioners among his constituents elects out a number 
of those who have contributed to his political fortune in the 
past and who he may hope will contribute to his fortunes in 
the future—both he and his kinsfolk—and forthwith introduces 
private bills for them. To do what? To separate one pensioner 
from the great class of Federal pensioners, to take his name from 
the roll where his comrades stand, to take him from the opera- 
tion of the general Jaw, and where he, along with his comrades 
for like injury under like circumstances, is receiving $8 a 
month, segregating him from the rest, and give him $30 a 
month. 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Certainly. 

Mr. KOPP. The gentleman voted for the bill which passed 
the House known as the Sherwood bill, which sought to take 
care of all the soldiers? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. One trouble with voting for that bill is, 
there appears in the CONGRESSIONAL Recor of yesterday a state- 
ment by a distinguished Senator that that bill carries an addi- 
tional appropriation of $75,000,000 for the people of this aves. 
to pay, and I voted against it. [Applause.] 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. I take it that the gentleman thinks that it 
is impossible at this time to pass a bill which will do justice 
to all the soldiers of the country. Is that what the gentleman 
means? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do not mean to so state at all. When 
the Democratic members of the Committee on Pensions, whose 
chairman is the venerable and distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, Gen. Suerwoop, brought into this House a pension bill by 
the provisions of which soldiers who had scarcely been enlisted 
in the Army could not be pensioned; further providing that sol- 
diers who were obtaining the benefits of the soldiers’ homes 
could not under certain conditions be incorporated in it; still 
further providing that soldiers with $1,000, $2,000, $3,000, $4,000, 
$10,000, $20,000, $30,000 annual income should not be pensioned; 
and when that bill was brought in, supported by him, and his 
colleagues on this side left his leadership, left the Democratic 
committee, and engrafted on the Sherwood bill injustice, dis- 
crimination, and privilege, the like of which a Republican Con- 
gress refused to do [applause], I was against the bill, and so voted, 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
RoppENBERY] further yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
JACKSON]? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman say now to the House 
and to the country that he would have voted for the Sherwood 
bill if it had not been amended? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Under no circumstances. 

Mr. JACKSON. Then what is the gentleman complaining 
about now? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I am not making any complaint what- 
ever. I am seeking a fair consideration of pending legislation. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman understand that 
until the Sherwood bill or some similar act is passed there is 
no way on earth to relieve these special cases of destitution 
on the part of old soldiers except by these pension bills, which 
were passed upon by a committee of the gentleman's own party? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. One of the reports contains 85 pages of 
closely written matter, and another report contains 78 pages of 
closely printed matter, and in the cursory investigation I have 
been able to give it in the last 25 or 30 minutes, during which 
time only the reports have been available, I find scarcely a 
single case where a party named in the pending bill is not 
to-day drawing a pension under existing law—not a case. I 
ean see no justification for the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON, Let me ask the gentleman the same question 


‘in a little different form. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does the gentleman mean to impeach the 
honesty and good faith and the efficiency of the Pension Com- 
mittee, the majority of which is composed of gentlemen upon 
his own side of the House? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I would not submit the slightest un- 
kind suggestion to the gentleman, but my observation in life 
has been that he who first suspects another may be well sus- 
pected himself. 

Mr. JACKSON. Applying that doctrine, I think I understand 
what is the matter with the gentleman, because if he will 
simply read this bill he will find if the committee has made 
any error at all it is in refusing to do justice by these soldiers. 
So I take it, applying the gentleman’s doctrine, that there must 


be some sinister motive behind the gentleman’s inclination to 
cere that committee and the country for granting these 

18. 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. Mr. Chairman, there may be a sinister 
motive behind my conduct. If there be such a motive, I may 
say that no manifestation of it on my part is made with the 
desire to ingratiate myself with the old soldiers in order that I 
may come back to Congress. : 

Mr. JACKSON, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is the gentleman quite sure that the con- 
duct of other Members who sit upon this floor and the floor of 
the other branch of Congress is not an attempt to ingratiate 
themselves into the regard of soldiers who unfortunately hap- 
pened to be on the other side in the Civil War? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I am glad the gentleman 
propounds the question, and I will answer it. And lest my 
answer might be discredited here among my colleagues, because 
I come from a State far to the South and thereby suspicion of 
sinister motive might be imputed to me, I will make no answer 
in my own language, but I will reply to the gentleman’s ques- 
tion by quoting the language of a soldier of the Union Army 
who says he followed the Flag of the Union throughout the 
four long years as one of the Federal generals, and who lives 
to-day and fears not to pronounce his judgment on this species 
of legislation and to express his opinion as to what the pur- 
poses and motives are. I will now read from Gen. Francis 
Adams. I state by way of preface that the three articles con- 
tributed by Gen. Adams in a late magazine were afterwards 
put in pamphlet form, and the general, before publication of 
the pamphlet, did not call upon some friend of his to prepare 
a preface or introduction. He wrote it himself and to it he 
affixed his own name, and gave along with it the titles which 
he honorably bore during that great war. 

Gen, Adams says: 


The subject matter discussed in the following paper is momentous, 
reaching down, as it does, to the very base of our American institu- 
tions—the purity of the constituencies. The 6 sion 
pa ya is nothing more nor less than the initial step in what will, and 
at no remote day, surely become an established poner of general bribery 
and corruption. in dealing with the subject, Members of 
Congress and others are either shortsighted or foolish enough to say 
that, though the amount expended is large and steadily increases, it 
will be but for a brief time. Im 10 years the veterans will all, or 
nearly all, be dead; the thing will then stop of itself. 

Nothing of the sort will eccur. On the contrary, it is vastly more 

robable that 10 years hence the pension roll of s country will be 
E300.000,600 a year than that it will be less than it now is. What 
has hitherto been done in this way, or is now being done, is merely the 
entering wedge. It is so safe, as well as so personally inexpensive, for 
Members of Congress to buy votes with the public money. 


That is no reflection by a gentleman who has sinister motives, 
but it is the language of a soldier who followed the flag of the 
Republic on the Union side throughout that great struggle. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? = 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not until I have finished answering 
the gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] I read further: 


The order of future events will proceed somewhat as follows: We 
now have a “veteran” pension system affecting, on an average, about 
2,600 voters in every congressional district north of the Potomac and, 
with a few exceptions only, in all of those west of the Mississippi. 
The parties openly and ayowedly bid against each other for that vote 
Democrat against Republican. 


It is Gen. Adams who says it is that way, not I. He goes on: 

It already involves an annual disbursement of about $400,000 a year 
in each congressional district. Under the proposed “ dollar-a-day ” 
largess measure this amount will be increased to about $600,000 a year 
in each district. Next in order will be the volunteer officers’ retired 
list, involving an annual expenditure of about $45,000,000—$50,000 on 
an average in each district, Next come the widows and dependents of 
the " veterans,” involving an amount im ible now to estimate. If 
fixed at $20 a month, as proposed, it will probably be $100,000,000 a 
year for an indefinite future od and affect a number of households 
not easy to calculate. That the “old militia men and teamsters and 
telegraphers an the other men who did so much for the Union cause“ 
should now be given a pensionable status is next urged. And why not? 
They also have votes in congressional elections! 


So Gen. Adams says. Then he goes on: 

The em thus fairly inaugurated, the next move, alrea tat 
is to econ the 3 n 

And on yesterday Members of Congress found on their desks 
a communication from the District committee of one hundred, 
proposing to go down here in the Pension and other depart- 
ments where the employees sit under electric fans in the sum- 
mer time and beside steam-heated radiators in the winter 
time—employees who report for duty from the street car at 
9 o'clock in the morning and who knock off at half past 4 in 
the afternoon—selecting them from the masses who give their 
lives to labor, and pension them. At whose expense? At 
the expense of the old fellow who is sweating out in the sun- 
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shine, at the expense of the man who is cleaning out drains in 
his fields in shivering cold, who is digging in the mines, who is 
shoveling in coal, who is blasting out stone. These men will 
pay the proposed pensions of the radiator-favored and electric- 
fan-cooled eivil-service and other officials in the Government 
employ, who sit in their comfortable places and draw a salary, 
followed by a pension. [Applause.] 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, now will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not until I have finished answering the 
gentleman from Kansas. [Laughter.] When did we get the 
right to tax the American people to give those civil-service em- 
ployees jobs as long as they want them and then put them on 
the retired pension list for the balance of their lives when they 
take a notion to quit work? 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield, Mr. Chairman, until 
I have finished answering the gentleman’s first question. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ANSBERRY. The gentleman withdraws his question. 

Mr. KENDALL. He withdraws the first question. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, while we are on the 
subject of civil pensions, when these ladies and gentlemen who 
are working for the Government in Washington find their salary 
so small that they can not accumulate any money for a rainy 
day let them give up their jobs and go out in the country and 
accumulate something. There are more people hammering 
before the office doors of Congressmen and requesting leave to 
fill the places of those people than we could hope to provide for 
if we devoted our lifetimes to that purpose alone, 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY,. Not until I haye answered the other 
question. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. He has withdrawn his question. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will yield to the gentleman in a few 
moments. Let me read further from Gen. Adams, and then 
later on I may revert to the proposition to pension the lifelong 
sitters under the Dome of the Capitol. 

Under the system hitherto in vogue in this country 

Mr. BATES. From what page of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I heard the distingnished leader on 
the gentleman’s side of the House say that no Republican would 
read the fine print in the Recorp, and I decline to give it. 
[Laughter.] But as a matter of courtesy to the gentleman, I 
will give him the information he wishes. Page 1974 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 9. 

Mr. BATES. I thank the gentleman. - 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Gen. Adams says: 


Under the system hitherto in yogue in this coun of progressive 

ns—that is, annual increases promised by candidates for office— 

t is not too much to say that at a not remote period the Government 
will thus at each election be practically put up at auction. 


Mr. ANSBERRY. Will my friend permit an interruption? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I object to being interrupted by the 
gentleman just now. 

Gen. Adams says: 


At a not remote period the Government will thus at each election be 
practically put up at auction. Each congressional candidate— 


Now, listen. I do not know whether this fits the gentleman 
from Kansas or not— 

Each co ssional candidate will travel through his district, hat In 
hand, promising to be more liberal in the way of pensions, ete., than 
his opponent. 


I wonder if any gentleman has adopted that line of procedure 
before now. 


„ Codlin's the friend, not Short. Short's very well as far as he goes, 
but the real friend is Codlin—not Short.“ The result of such competi- 
tive election bidding an: Aa e citizen can with no considerable 

self. 


I now read the concluding paragraph from Gen. Adams, by 
way of answer to the gentleman from Kansas: 


The writer has frequently been asked why, in face of the apparently 
inevitable, he assumed the not inconsiderable task of preparing the 
following papers. His reply is simple. Huving himself done military 
duty in the Civil War for a 1 — little short of four yea his sole 
object is, in so far as may be in his power, to bear witness against what 
he considers and what many others consider one of the most indi- 
vidually demoralizing and politically debauching acts of which record 
exists, and altogether the most 5 and 3 piece of 

litical jobbery, corruption, and bribery as yet to be found inscribed 

American annals, Nor is any end to it yet in sight! 

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, 
Colonel and Brevet Brigadier General, 1865. 
WASHINGTON, January 1, 1912. 


Now, it may be inquired, when these bills are brought up here 
to be ground out: Why should I undertake the insurmount- 
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able and get in the path of the inevitable, knowing that, with 
crushing votes and with crowning applause, when the vote is 
taken this species of favoritism will be rushed through? I have 
no apology for it; but I say to you that when you undertake 
further to raid the Treasury you not only do injustice to the 
American people, but if what Gen. Adams says is true, you do 
dishonor to the vast army of Federal pensioners and Federal 
soldiers. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman has given rather an elaborate 
answer to my question, or what he seems to think is an answer 
to my question. Now, that the gentleman is in a little eooler 
temper than he was a few moments ago, perhaps 

Mr, HUGHES of New Jersey. Ask him to repeat his answer. 

Mr. JACKSON. No; I will not ask him to do that. Will the 
gentleman tell the House if in reading this article which he 
says was written by Gen. Adams he applies the concluding 
paragraph, referring to bribery and political jobbery, to his 
colleagues on the Pension Committee on that side of the House? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Gen. Adams signs it, and his address 
was Washington, D. C., January 1, 1912. I say to my friend that 
this is official business, and the gentleman can write to him 
and find out what he desires. It will not cost him a cent. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, I do not need to write to him; what I 
want of the gentleman is to answer my question, whether he 
thinks the charge made there by the so-called Gen. Adams ap- 
plies to the gentleman's colleague in control of the Committee 
on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
whether these gentlemen are, in bringing the bill into the 
House, guilty of bribery and political chicanery and robbery. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I must take exception to the reference 
to Gen. Adams as the “so-called Gen. Adams.” The records 
of the War Department recall his full history. The publica- 
tions by the Government under Republican administration give 
him an exalted and high place, according to his record. Gen. 
Adams was not “the so-called Gen. Adams,” but he was a 
sure enough general in the fight. [Applause.] 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman from Georgia please tell 
55 ree now where Gen. Adams commanded during the Civil 

ar y 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I can not undertake 
to teach the gentleman history and pension legislation at the 
same time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman’s history is as bad as the 
gentleman’s position on pension legislation. Gen. Adams was a 
2 0 general and neyer served a day as a general in the 

y. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Judging from the pensions*you give 
some of these officers and soldiers for distinguished services 
who never fought, some of them were valiant enough to have 
died several times, and yet they have been drawing pensions 
35 years. 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. Does the gentleman not approve, and does he 
not indorse the work of those men, whom we are now called to 
pension, between 1861 and 18657 Does he not approve of the 
work of those soldiers who served their country between 1861 
and 1865? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Well, it is hard to tell. 

Mr. SLOAN. It is not hard to tell from this side of the 
House whether we approve it or not. [Applause.] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. But the gentleman interrupts me. From 
1861 to 1865. Let us see who your first pensioner in this bill is. 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman answer or not? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes; I am going to take the first pen- 
sioner in the bill. The first one is Alexander Bable, and accord- 
ing to the report he was in the war from February, 1865, to 
September, 1865, after the war was over. I do not know whether 
there was much fighting done up in this country in the fall of 
1865. There was not down on the hills of Virginia or Ten- 
nessee or Georgia. Lee had capitulated months before. Sher- 
man had passed through our State, through our Commonwealth, 
and had reached the sea, and the war was over. 

Mr. SLOAN. I ask the gentleman if he approves of that. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Approves of what? 

Mr. SLOAN. Just what the gentleman last describes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. sherman's march through Georgia? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SLOAN, Yes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The war is over, sir! I want to say 
to the gentleman from Nebraska that we accepted the decrees of 
war; we accepted the judgment resulting from the conflict. Our 
matchless Gen. Lee met the great Gen. Grant in the final struggle 
and accepted Lincoln’s terms in the end. We saw our State 
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devastated; we saw her mountain cabins blasted away; we saw 
her valleys impoverished, her fields sterile, her farms deserted, 
her homes demolished, her churches razed, her farmers hun- 
gered, her tradesmen out of business, her banks in bankruptcy, 
her sons fatherless, her daughters orphans, their mothers 
widows, the smoke of war arising from every turret, and Sher- 
man marching through the State to the sea, and then the 
struggle was over. We laid down our arms; we came to the 
Union and there we have abided; her fortunes are ours, her 
domicile is ours, her history is ours, and her future is ours. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will say further to the gentleman that 
the great State of Georgia and the southern country has arisen, 
and now from supine helplessness she stands a giant; a giant in 
literature, a giant in education, a giant in progress, a giant in 
the strength of her resources and in the industry of her people, a 
giant in her matchless development, and in all respects. Our 
wealth is restored, our homes have been rebuilded, our hap- 
piness has been recovered from the depths of sorrow, our pros- 
perity by our sons is brought back. No stream of pensions to 
the South came to help us in our distress or relieve us in our 
misfortune. We have asked none and expected none. We have 
reasserted and reestablished our preeminence and preserved the 
purest civilization on the face of the earth by the heroic efforts 
of our own people—the Southern People. We loye all sections 
and are loyal to every foot of the soil of this great country. 
[Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman has declined to yield, and he 
is entitled to the floor without interruption, 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman has just yielded. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. He has declined to yield three times. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentle- 
man from Georgia that he understood the other gentleman from 
Georgia did yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I rise to a point of order because gentlemen 
break into his paragraphs and his speech in order to kill the 
force of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman is able to 
take care of himself. [Applause.] Now, to whom does the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia a question that I think is a pertinent 
one, and I think that his devotion to the South or the Demo- 
cratic Party is no greater than mine. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I yielded for a ques- 
ti 


ou— 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I want to ask this question: Is the 
gentleman aware of the fact that under the policy of the Fed- 
eral Goyernment internal revenue is raised for the purpose 
of defraying the expenses of war and pensions? Is the gentle- 
man further advised of the fact that all the States that partici- 
pated in the Confederacy in the last fiscal year paid of internal 
revenue into the Government of the United States less than 
$28,000,000, and that the States that stood for the Union paid 
of internal revenue about $293,000,000? [Applause.] Let me 
continue my question. Is the gentleman further aware that the 
Southern States are getting back in pensions distributed in its 
borders in the aggregate more money than goes out from those 
States in payment of pensions? 

Is the gentleman not further aware that the late Confederate 
States are drawing from the United States Treasury in benefits 
by way of river and harbor and other internal improvements, 
and by way of pensions and other sources nearly $2, if not 
more, where it pays into the Federal Treasury $1 from all 
ascertained sources of revenue? [Applause.] I want to say 
as a Democrat and as a southern man I am tired of this con- 
temptible sectional rot. [Lond applause.] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, observe the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], and give audience to his applause. 
Rivers and harbors to the South. As merchandise, he in effect 
asserts, barter away your American citizenship and your oath 
under the Constitution by paying tribute to some other sections 
in pensions in return for “internal improvements!” 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. You had better not yield on that 
proposition. [Applause.] 


Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. The gentleman’s 
astounding statement, in effect, is that because the South re- 
ceiyes some of this pension money we must close our mouths 
and go on with this policy of plunder and pillage of the great 
masses of the taxpayers of the country. We have not reached 
the stage yet, I trust, where because one section of the country 
pays less of internal revenue than another section of the coun- 
try that we are to maintain that that section of the country 
which does not contribute most revenue has any less of pa- 
triotism or any less of right under this Government or less of 
duty to it. [Applause.] | 

I challenge, within the limits of parliamentary language, the 
abhorrent statement of the gentleman from Tennessee, the log- 
ical deduction from which is that we should ascertain the sec- 
tions of the country which pay the most revenue and let them 
run it. His argument is that our section, which gets a little wad 
of money, must seal its lips because it is getting something. The 
gentleman may better grow tired of this damnable thing of 
bartering away the rights of the people for a contemptible mess 
of pottage. I controvert and deny every statement and imputa- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. The late official report 
shows that the 11 Southern States paid to the Treasury in in- 
ternal revenue $54,233,000, while the same States received a 
total of only $16,693,000 for pensions, inclusive of Indian and 
Mexican War pensions. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No; I am tired of this contemptible 
thing of making a sectional issue of this question. The Demo- 
cratic Party, in its platform, declared for liberal pensions, and 
nothing but liberal pensions have been given. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order again. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. My point is that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Roppenrery] declined to yield to the gentleman, and the 
Chair refused to stop him; that the gentleman rose and ad- 
dressed the gentleman from Georgia without the Chair stopping 
him. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. What is the gentleman going to do 
about it? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am appealing to the Chair. I have a right 
to do it, and I propose to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
IMr. TRIBBLE] that I was trying to get my information from 
the other gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RoppENBERY] as to 
whether he yielded. Does the gentleman decline to yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. Mr, Chairman, the 
statement is made by the gentleman that he is tired of this 
sectionalism. How much will his idea of broad patriotism cost? 
How much will his idea of wide and liberal nationalism cost? 
To-day, as Gen. Adams says, they corrupt the franchise of the 
country by one candidate going to a crippled man on the way 
to the grave and saying, “I will double your pension,” and 
anofher candidate goes to him and says, “ Old boy, vote for me 
and I will treble your pension.” That is what the general 
says. I do,not know. That is broad nationalism! Who in- 
jected the question of sectionalism? I am not here to say that 
any gentleman has, but certainly the record of the debate in so 
far as I have participated wants in any semblance of section- 
alism. The gentlemen may have propounded questions of their 
own making which present a phase of sectionalism. There is 
no offensive sectionalism in me or my-utterances. 

It is not sectionalism to stand openly against injustice to all 
the country in the matter of appropriations, reckless pensions, 
and all things affecting adversely the general welfare and the 
country’s progress. Is it necessary for a gentleman to be 
sectional in order to arise and resist a measure that is sought 
to be rushed through without a chance for debate, without 
opportunity for discussion—these bills reported in here for 
the first time this morning and obtainable oply this morn- 
ing by Members? When the first bill is called up it is proposed 
not to read the report, not to read the bill in full, but in a 
few moments’ time pass 354 special pension acts, charging the 
Treasury with $100,000 of annual expenditure in addition to 
the $200,000 increase you have already had. I ask you, gentle- 
men, where is the economy of which you have been talking? 
Why do you not go to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, of which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
is chairman, and bring out of that committee a provision giving 
to the great masses a measure for the further extension of the 
service of the postal department and forever cut loose the 
oppressive and tyrannous grasp of the express corporations of 
this country? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? ry j 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will not. F 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. You have asked a question, De- 
cency ought to require you to yield on that. 
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Mr. RODDENBERY. You can answer when you bring in 
this bill from your committee. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. We will bring that bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia declines to 
yield. 

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. And, further, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to say that the Committee on Agricul- 
ture might profit the country by bringing out a bill for the 
relief of thousands, yes, millions, of American people by report- 
ing a bill striking down the inhuman and merciless plunder of 
the American farmer by the Wall Street gamblers, who fix the 
prices of his products and crucify his prosperity. This carries 
no appropriation, but will be freighted and laden with blessings 
and happiness to our people. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. 

Mr. CURLEY. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. CURLEY]. - 

Mr. CURLEY. I just wanted to ask, Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman on my right belieyes it is fair to compel every munic- 
ipality in the North to maintain a soldiers’ relief department, 
that costs one city, the city which I have the honor to represent 
in part—the city of Boston—every 10 years in excess of 
$1,500,000 as an aid to old soldiers who receive pensions that 
are inadequate to care for their immediate wants? I want 
to ask him if he believes that that is fair? Does he not 
rather believe that the burden of the care of the soldiers and 
their dependents should be distributed among the 46 States? 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I think every State in this Republic, 
from Maine to Florida, from California to Texas, from Wiscon- 
sin to Georgia, and every county within our domain, should 
pay their just tribute and just proportion to support and main- 
tain the Government and to give just, adequate, unprivileged, 
and undiscriminating pensions to the old soldiers of this country 
who fought adverse to the position that my people took. The 
people of Georgia raise no voice and no protest against that. 
Go to the records of the past, as to pension legislation, and yon 
will find that they have stood for it, and they have paid for it, 
and they ask no reward, no praise, and no applause. We take 
our place in this country and do our duty. But that fact and 
no other fact, not even that of sectionalism, is entitled to debar 
an humble Representative of any State from standing on this 
floor and maintaining that before you pass 355 special private 
pension bills through this Congress in one day's time that there 
should bg opportunity for discussion, for debate, for reading, 
and for consideration of both the bills and the committee re- 
ports. In behalf of my constituency and in fidelity to public duty 
I protest against it and shall delay it as long as I possibly can. 

And, gentlemen, I advise you now, in absolute frankness, that 
if you pass this bill without fair consideration you will do it 
only after availing yourselves of every legitimate parliamentary 
resort necessary to accomplish it, and it will only be after I 
shall have combated it in like manner, not for dilatory pur- 
poses, not for vexation, not for party or political embarrass- 
ment, but to let gentlemen understand that these measures shall 
not go through unconsidered and undigested, without a struggle, 
though weak, and without a resistance, though unsuccessful. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. How much time have I left, Mr. Chair- 
man? Maybe I can yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman for a question 
only. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. I understood the gentleman to favor 
municipalities, counties, and so on paying pensions to soldiers. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not at all. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. The question I want to ask is, Are 
you in favor of the National Government paying pensions to 
Federal soldiers? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. The gentleman entirely mis- 
understood me. 

I mentioned State governments, counties, and municipalities, 
referring to my own State specifically, merely to show, with em- 
phasis, to the gentlemen on that side and the gentlemen on this 
side that the motives which actuate me in opposing the mad 
rush of these two pension bills through Congress were not be- 
cause I sought to enable my people to escape, or that they de- 
sired to escape, their just burdens of duty or taxation for any 
just measure that the Congress might require, 
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Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Then if the gentleman is in favor of 
the National Government pensioning the Federal soldiers, if I un- 
derstand the gentleman in that way, what sort of a pension bill 
does the gentleman think the Federal soldiers are entitled to? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will state to the gentleman that the 
pension acts now on the statute books, though I do not approve 
them, are on their face more nearly wise and just than the bill 
now proposed or any bill that I have seen passed here. I am 
informed that on the pension rolls there are many pensioners 
against whom there rested a judgment of the War Department 
and the judgment of the Army court-martial that they were 
deserters. It is continually alleged that persons are on the 
pension pay roll whose record shows a judgment saying, “ You 
have deserted the Army; you have betrayed the country.” 

Notwithstanding the military record of many of them show 
desertion, yet here 20 and 30 years after the war the soldier 
comes to Congress with a political friend who sets to work and 
technically straightens out the kink in his record of desertion. 
The court-martial and the judgment of the Army commander 
is set aside by legislative machinery, and, lo and behold, in 1912 
he is drawing a pension as a faithful soldier of the Union Army 
while the records show that when the blood was flowing and 
the fight was in progress and when the roll was called he failed 
to answer to his name and was set down on the roster as a 
deserter. I am opposed to it. I am opposed to a pension propo- 
sition which takes a man, as is done in this bill, now drawing 
a pension of $15 a month, who now owns property worth $1,500, 
who has already been refused an increase of pension by the Pen- 
sion Department because the evidence does not show that his 
disability entitles him to it, and doubles his pension in the face 
of these facts. I am against it. It is an outrage. [Applause.] 

355 YOUNG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Kansas? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. : 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. I understand the gentleman voted 
against the Sherwood bill? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I did. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Will the gentleman, without a long 
discussion, describe to this House in a very few words the 
kind of a pension bill he would favor? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes; I would favor a pension bill that 
has in it the names of wounded or needy American soldiers who 
enlisted in the Army and went into its service, and there answered 
the demands and the commands of their superior officers until 
they were either honorably discharged or until they met the fate 
that was met by so many men from both sections. Do not give 
to an officer, who sat back in a bomb-proof, $200 a month and 
then give the old fellow who stood in the front of the fight $10 
a month. [Applause.] I say, do not give a pension of $100 a 
month to your tin-horn generals and your tin-horn colonels, 
who hung around the wagon that handed out the grub and gave 
out the rations to the real soldiers, and never ventured closer 
to battle than to hear distant echoes of the cannonade, and 
then give to the old soldier whose wife is crippled and unable 
to contribute to his comfort a pension of $10 a month. 

If I could do so in a parliamentary way, I would say that it is 
the most monumental spectacle of favoritism, of hypocrisy, of 
political pull ever sought to be heralded as a patriotic care of 
the defenders of the Republic. No country maintains so shame- 
less a roll of inequalities, injustices, and impostors, a dishonor 
to the thousands of heroes deservedly placed thereon. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Roppenzrry] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I must decline to yield to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The gentleman asked me a question 
which required so long to answer that I must decline further to 
yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. THAYER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. RODDENBERT. I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. THAYER. Is this Gen. Adams, who has written this 
criticism of the pension law 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield in 
order to permit the gentleman to discuss the record of Gen. 
Adams. If the record of Gen. Adams is straight, it needs no 
statement from the gentleman. 


The gentleman declines to yield. 


Mr. THAYER. I am not asking to discuss his record in the 
war. I am simply asking if he is the same Gen. Adams that did 
something else. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to answer, and decline to 
yield to the gentleman to ask that question. 

Mr. THAYER. All right. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle- 
man withdraws his consent to yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. I am going to con- 
fine myself to this pension bill, and I object to gentlemen ask- 
ing questions about the record of any man not in the bill in 
order to dodge this pension bill. When I shall have concluded 
gentlemen may see fit to discuss it. If they do, that is all right 
so far as I am concerned. It is all right to attack my section, ` 
to attack the motives that move me, but I will ask you gentle- 
men to answer your country one thing, why you now propose 
to bring these bills in with long reports upon them at 12 o’¢lock 
noon to-day and force a vote on 350 items when no Member has 
had an hour outside of this House in which to consider them? 
Gentlemen, answer to the country and answer to your own 
sense of public duty if it is the part of judgment, if it is the 
part of wisdom, and if it inculeates a high regard for the 
honor roll of the American soldier that a bill providing for his 
necessities in old age shall come in here, unexplained and unin- 
vestigated, and be written upon the statutes of the country in 
so short a time. 

There is one other question, gentlemen. Can not we bring 
out some legislation that does not carry a pension to some- 
body—legislation to protect the toilers of this country against 
the gamblers who speculate in their products to the extent of 
vast millions? Can not we take up legislation to give the toilers 
of this country freedom from the tyranny and corporate oppres- 
sion of the express companies and other carriers that literally 
float in the size of their dividends and give the people exorbi- 
tantly expensive service? Can we consider nothing but pen- 
sions and more taxes for Army, for Navy—for war in time of 
peace? And, more than that, we shall be glad to see that other 
committee who has had under consideration now for many, 
many months a measure relating to the restriction of immigra- 
tion for the protection of American citizenship. Let us hope 
that that committee will bring in a bill for this House to con- 
sider that does not carry an appropriation; that will protect the 
American laborer against the influx of the Hottentot, the 


Ethiopian, and God only knows what other races of men from 


the scum of southern Europe and other criminal-breeding coun- 
tries. 

Gentlemen, if you want to legislate, bring in some measure 
like that in the interest of the American citizen, American 
manhood, American labor, that the enlightenment, intelligence, 
and virtue of our people may be maintained; that the high 
quality of the people of our great country and its resources 
may not be bartered away to the illiterate, the vicious, the 
Black Hand that now come literally in streams from the over- 
crowded, festering sections of foreign lands. 

Gentlemen, I apprehend that when you bring in these bills, 
the gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Indiana 
and the gentleman from Kansas and other gentlemen will not 
be standing down there in the pit wanting these bills passed 
without consideration, without discussion, without reading, with- 
out investigation, or without argument. 

I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that when these measures are 
brought forward to be passed on by the House of Representa- 
tives they will not come in overnight and be called up on the 
floor the next morning under special rule or privilege like pension 
day, or farmers’ relief bill day, gr extension of the mail-facility 
day; I dare say they will not come to vote by unanimous 
consent and be passed without debate, I suspect that some 
gentleman will arise in his place and say that these measures 
ought to be carefully considered, and the consensus of the 
opinion of the House will be with him. Where are you now? 

Mr. Speaker, I hope in the discussion of this question I have 
not left my position on it indistinct or unintelligible. These 
bills are here. It is favoritism, it is private legislation for 
elect individuals. Where are the other 460,000 soldiers of the 
Union Army? They are not in-this bill. Who sits up here now 
to pick out 850 veterans and say out of the vast mass of 460,000 
old, scarred, and blood-stained soldiers of this country we have 
chosen 350 and pensioned them because, forsooth, they may 
perish? Where are the other 460,000?. No just bill, no honest 
legislation, no wise enactment need fear fair discussion bill 
by bill, report by report, fact by fact before the House of 
American Representatives. You have not dared open these bills 
to investigation and scrutiny of the people’s representatives, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the Chair 
to the rule forbidding applause or demonstrations in the gal- 
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lery. Occupants of the gallery are not allowed to express ap- 
proyal or disapproval of speeches in the House. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, may I say in reference 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois against approving 
applause in the gallery of my utterances that I have not a single 
officeholder in Washington holding a job now sitting in the gal- 
lery. [Laughter.] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is called upon to admonish the 
occupants of the gallery that applause, either of approval or dis- 
approval. is not allowed. : 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with 
some degree of interest and with some astonishment to the 
speech of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY]. I 
desire to attest here and now my admiration for the valor of 
the soldiers of the North and the soldiers of the South; they 
were American citizens and fought with the valor of American 
soldiers. I believe that those who went into the southern army 


were loyal to their section of the country and were honest. 


though mistaken in their purpose. But I desire to take a few 
moments only to-day in the consideration of this bill. I realize 
that the war is over, and hope that the memory of those bloody 
deeds may be blotted out of our minds, except so far as history 
may record them, and that we can, I am sure, say that this is 
a united country and all join in thanks to God that such is the 
case. Let us not to-day indulge in any remarks that would 
wound the feelings of any. 

And I am glad to-day that we can look around on the floor of 
this House and see good, true, and loyal men who served in the 
army of the South who are to-day serving here with these 
Union soldiers of the North. There is no bitterness, there is 
no strife between these soldiers on both sides who took part in 
that memorable struggle, and it only remains for a few of those 
who have come since that time who would attempt to stir up 
strife in this country on sectional lines. [Applause.] Refer- 
ence has been made by the gentleman from Georgia to a recent 
article by Gen. Charles Francis Adams, and I believe he had 
that article placed in the Recorp. On May 24, 1910, Gen. Isaac 
R. SuHerwoop, a Member of this House, a gallant Union soldier, 
and one who served four years as a soldier and participated in 
42 battles in that war, to-day bears no ill will but only the 
kindest feeling for the people of the Southland, made a speech 
upon the floor of this House in reference to Gen. Charles Francis 
Adams, in which he used this language: 

One would naturally expect Gen. Adams to have an especial feeling 
of comradeship toward former Volunteer officers of the subordinate 
s Seeing gered capta and lieutenants. From his entrance upon 

rmy life as lieutenant of Cavalry in December, 1861, the Army records 
show that he served as lieutenant and captain largely on mounted head- 
quarters ap i 

In view of Gen. Adams's somewhat vivid version of his own Civil 
War experience and his indefensible reflection upon the honor of prac- 
tically all the surviving officers, he can find no fault if I condense and 
reproduce his military record. I get the facts from the records of the 
War of the Rebellion, the annual report of the adjutant general of 
Massachusetts for 1865, and from the history of the First Regiment 
Massachusetts Cavalry, by Capt. Crowenshield, of that regiment. 

Gen, Adams entered the service as first lieutenant of the First Massa- 
chusetts Cavalry on December 19, 1861. He served as lieutenant and 
captain until July, 1864. For a considerable time he was on detached 
service with two companies dging escort and provost duty at Gen. 
Meade’s headquarters. In the spring of 1864, when bloody trouble 
was threatening the ar ei Hepler otomac, Capt. Adams secured a leave 
of absence and went to pe. 

[Applause. ] 

‘When with his regiment Capt. Adams shared in its several skirmishes 
with the enemy's cavalry, and was, no doubt, a brave soldier. His 
severest fighting experience was at Aldie, Va.. where he lost about half 
of his squadron captured, but with no fatalities. 

[Applause.] 

Is it not strange Gen. Adams should speak of his comrades 
in such language as he did in his pamphlet issued lately? 
One would naturally think he would express a kindlier feeling 
for those who served with him. They were just as brave as he 
in war and are to-day just as patriotic. He may need a pension 
less, but he needs the sympathy more of all true American 
citizens for his attack on these veterans. 

Gen. Surerwoop further says: i 


On July 15, 1864, Capt. Adams was commissioned lieutenant colonel 
of the newly recruited Fifth Massachusetts (Negro) Cavalry, of which 
ment he became a colonel on February 15, 1865, some 60 days 
before Lee’s surrender. The military history of this regiment records 
one skirmish, no battles, no fatalities, no wounded, no accidents. 


[Applause. ] 


Gen. Adams says of his Army service: Toward the close it became 
intolerably tedious.” Gen. Adams's military service seems to have been 
of a nature to render him, now in his days of abundant wealth, un- 
sympathetic with those of his former comrades who shared in the real 
oh g of the war, and many of whom now, in addition to the disa- 
bility of wounds and age, carry the burden of pathetic penury. 


This, my friends, is the statement of the gailant old soldier, 
Gen. SHERWoop, whom you all know, as he gives the record of 
this man, Charles Francis Adams, 


Mr. JACKSON. I simply want to inquire of the gentleman, 
or the gentleman from Georgia can reply if he cares to answer, 
whether the fact that Gen. Adams commanded a negro regiment 
for 60 days at the end of the war would help the gentleman in 
a campaign for reelection in the State of Georgia, the purpose 
for which the speech was evidently delivered on the floor of 
this House? X 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

‘Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I want to state that I do not know 
whose word one who has been born since the war began had 
better take than the word of an old general who seryed through- 
out the length of that war, and I want to read just a few more 
words from the speech of Gen. SHerwoop, when he said: 


There are many surviving officers who are so favorably situated 
financially that they will not avail themselves of the pecuniary benefits 
of the pending bill if enacted, but practically with one accord these 
men 9 approve the measure, —— of their knowledge of the 
absolute n of their less fortunate comrades, including the many hun- 
dreds in soldiers’ homes. 

Duty calls us to alleviate the woes of our needy comrades stagger- 
ing to a near-by; ave. Let us do our best to light and lighten the 
road. As the old English poet, Wordsworth, wrote, 120 years ago: 


Make old age serene and bright, 
And lovely as a Lapland night, 
To lead them to the end. 

[Applause.] r 

I now yield to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, the remarks of the gentleman - 
from Illinois might be considered as somewhat depreciatory of 
the military record of this Gen. Adams. Would it not be well 
to add that Gen. Adams probably lent distinguished and effec- 
tive service in the great battle which was held in the air on 
about the 23d day of February, 1912, of Roppensery against the 
House of Representatives? [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would not 
like to go into personalities in this matter, so far as Members 
of this House are concerned. I have great respect for the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, and I realize, Mr. Chairman, that some- 
times humanity, sometimes human nature in all of us may be 
weak. 

I realize that sometimes upon this floor Members are led to say 
things at which possibly others might take offense, and I would 
not wish to say anything personally against my friend from the 
State of Georgia [Mr. Ropprensery], although realizing that he 
is mistaken. But I believe that he is honest in his views, and 
at least, so far as he himself is concerned, deluded as he may 
be, he is honest enough to think what he has been saying has 
some effect upon this House and upon the country. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I take no exception to the remarks of 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLtoan], and merely observe 
that the water from the fountain, under no circumstance, can 
be any purer than its source. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. 
a question? 

Mr. RODDENSERY. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER cf Illinois. Go ahead. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
JACKSON] asked the gentleman if he thought that the fact that 
Gen. Adams commanded a negro regiment would help me at 
home. I think not; and I do not think that the fact that you 
propose, as shown on page 12 of the report, to pension Maj. 
Pike, who was major of United States colored troops, will 
help me, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. RoppENBERY] is not opposing this bill because he picked 
out that one individual case. I want to say—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I assure the itleman I did not. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois (continuing). That the gentleman 
from Georgia can not hope to defeat a bill upon the floor of 
this House with such argument as that. And I want to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I can pick out of this bill many cases that 
would appeal to him or any other fair-minded man of poor, old, 
and blind men who have had long and honorable service, and 
who now, when they are old—some of them 80 years of age or 
more—require the aid and constant attendance of another per- 
son. And I hope my friend from Georgia has not so far lost 
his feeling for humanity and for men who fought for their 
country as to want to deny them enough to live on while they 
yet remain on earth. Charity, what a blessed thing, and how 
much we all need it. Let us not forget the word and what it 
means, but let us, too, remember to be just to those who have 
deserved justice for noble acts performed. [Applause.] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I want to interrupt the gentleman 
just long enough to assure him that he rightly defines my views 
and feelings on this subject. I have no such purpose, and in 
referring to the report as to the major of a colored regiment 
I was merely answering the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACK- 
son] in kind. His reference to the fact that Gen. Adams com- 
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manded a negro regiment had no more to do with the merits 
ef the case than the fact that this major who wants an increase 
of pension was a negro commander. > 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I do not care to go into a contest 
with the gentleman from Georgia on those points, All I want 
to know as to these pension bills is that these men had honor- 
able service and have been honorably discharged as soldiers of 
this Government, that their condition financially and physically 
is such that they require more pension than they are now receiv- 
ing in order to take proper care of them, or, at least, give them 
the necessities of life. When this committee, headed by that 
grand old man, Gen. SHERWOOD, bring in a bill which both 
Democrats and Republicans unanimously agree upon, after a 
thorough investigation by a man detailed by the Pension De- 
partment and the committee, I am willing, my friends, to believe 
that they have not put in that bill the names of men, or women, 
or children who do not need this little help from the Govern- 

ment that we are able to give them. 

- And I want to say just this in conclusion: As an old soldier 
wrote me a short time ago from out in Illinois, when the war 
broke out they were paid $13 a month in depreciated currency, 
and after the war had closed the Government did not pay to the 
soldiers the difference between greenbacks and the gold, but did 
pay the bonds in gold. He said: “ We gave our services to our 
country and were willing to lay down our lives if necessary to 
defend and help it. So we gave all we could. The man who 
loaned the money to the Government, the man who bought the 
bonds, gave what he had in worldly goods to sustain the Gov- 
ernment. We certainly did as much as he, and he was not 
asked to take less than a hundred cents on the dollar of the 
money that be had adyanced, and the claim was not made that 
the Government could not afford to pay it.” 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WEEKS]. 

Mr. ADAIR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Martin of Colorado). 
from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR] is recognized. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I want to yield, Mr. Chairman, to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a point of 
order that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Apare] can not 
take the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fosrrr] off the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman from Illinois was yielding time. Whom does the 
gentleman from Illinois recognize? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I wish to yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WrerKs] five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Weeks] is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I should not ordinarily take 
any part in this debate, because I assume that the bill as re- 
ported by the committee will pass, as has been the practice here- 
tofore. But I want to say a word about Charles Francis Adams, 
whose name has been dragged in here as an argument against 
this bill, and who has been disparaged by those in favor of it, 
especially as to his military record. 

Charles Francis Adams is the great-grandson of a President 
of the United States. He is the grandson of a President of 
the United States. His father was one of the most distinguished 
citizens of the United States in his day, and Charles Francis 
Adams is the worthy great-grandson and grandson and son of 
those in his family who have preceded him. He is one of the 
first citizens of this country fo-day, not only intellectually and 
morally, but in every other way; and not only that, he was a 
gallant soldier of the Civil War. 

In my judgment my friend from Ohio, Gen. SuHrrwoop, did 
not add anything to the cause of pensions or anything to this 
debate by disparaging the record of Gen. Adams as a soldier. 
Gen, Adams went into the service a young man, as a lieutenant, 
served in various capacities, and was breyetted a brigadier gen- 
eral for his services. Everyone who knows him and knows his 
service intimately believes that it entitled him to great credit 
rather than disparagement. 

But whether Gen. Adams was a good soldier or not has 
nothing whatever to do with this bill. His name and standing 
as a distinguished man has been dragged into this debate with- 
out any license whatever, and disparaging his service does not 
in any way change the question which is before the House. The 
matter which is before the House is the consideration of a pen- 
sion bill which has been prepared by the same methods and 
which has the same characteristics as similar bills have had for 
many years. I do not know anything about the character of 
the bills which were passed before I came to Congress, and I 
Fave no particularly intimate knowledge of their character since 
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I came here, but I have introduced special pension bills for 
worthy soldiers and the widows of worthy soldiers, and I want 
to say that, as far as my personal experience is concerned, 
there never has been one of these bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, or by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which has not been justified and which did not in every respect 
meet my approval. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Rucker of Colorado). Will the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. WEEKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. KOPP. Does not the gentleman think that as a matter 
of fact these special pension bills are the most meritorious ones 
that are passed, for this reason, that every Member will intro- 
duce bills specially where those who ask for them are abso- 
lutely needy, so that every special bill that is passed helps some 
one in great need, while many of the general pensioners receiy- 
ing pensions under general law do not financially need the help 
to so great an extent? 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say exactly 
what the gentleman from Wisconsin has said for me. So far 
as my experience is concerned, every one of the bills which have 
been passed, beneficial to the men and women in my district, 
have been bills relating to cases where there was great need, 
due to disease, wounds, or financial incapacity. Many of the 
beneficiaries under the general pension laws are not, in my 
judgment, needy to the same extent, and I am not entirely in 
accord with Gen. Adams in his criticism of these special pension 
bills. It may have been true in the past that bills were passed 
which gave a pension to persons who were not entitled to them, 
but I do not believe that that has been the case since I have 
been a Member of this House, and I have received assurance 
that the same methods are being followed by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions in this Congress with respect to them that 
have been followed during the last six or seven years, and I 
believe that those methods have the approval of those Members 
of this House who have made any investigation of them. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER]. i 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I would like to know who controls the time 
on this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] 
is entitled to an hour, and he has used about 25 minutes of his 
time. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I understand that. I meant to inquire who 
has control of the time against the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Anybody whom the Chair recognizes at 
the expiration of an hour is entitled to another hour. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I want to say that the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Rucker], who has been presiding, has my name 
marked down on a paper as one of those desiring time. If the 
Chair will consult the paper before him, he will see that that 
is true, and I call on the present Chair to grant me time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is inclined to overrule the point 
of order. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized for five 
minutes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have always felt that it 
took merit in order to receive reward, and I have never been 
disposed to cast my vote for the purpose of taking money out 
of the Treasury of the Government, that belongs to the people, 
unless it was for a meritorious cause. I am aware cf the fact 
that there are some people who believe that the soldiers of 
this country have been paid enough. I am also aware of the 
fact that there are some who think they have been paid too 
much; but if there be such here to-day, I want to call their 
attention to the fact that the men in whose interest this bill 
is now before this House are men who are in such a physical 
and financial condition that they are suffering to-day for the 
necessaries of life. 

It is said that at the close of the war a handful of southern 
soldiers stopped on the wayside to parch some corn for a frugal 
meal. One of them said, “John, what are you going to do?” 
John replied, “I can’t go back home and tell my people that 
the cause of the South is lost.“ He said to his comrade, “ What 


‘are you going to do?” who replied, “I am going back home, 
kiss Mary, and make a crop.” 

That very same principle is what is making the South pros- 
perous to-day. The man who can suffer defeat and take heart 
anew and go to work for a new civilization and a new future 


is the man who will succeed in life. The section of country 
which can do that will be prosperous, and the South is doing 
that to-day. The new South is one of the most hopeful terri- 
tories within the United States. It is rich in soil, it is rich 
in intelligence, it is rich in resources, and to-day we are look- 
ing to the South for some of the greatest results to be attained 
in our country. 

My friend from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY] takes the view of 
the gentleman who said he could not go back home and tell 
his people of defeat. The men who are supporting this bill 
represent the man who said, “I am going back home, kiss my 
wife, and raise a crop?’ I want to say that I belong to the 
class who take a hopeful view of the situation. Let us raise a 
erop for the future which will stand for America and the 
union of these States; a crop that will continue to honor the 
defenders of our national honor who left their homes, their 
wives, their babies, and their kindred, by paying them for their 
services a sufficient sum for their support during their declining 
years, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would be glad to have a few minutes more. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman three min- 
utes more, 

Mr. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. ADAIR. Does not the gentleman know that the time 
consumed in debate carried on by the friends of this bill is 
contributing toward the defeat of the bill; that it must be read 
under the five-minute rule; and that every man who wants to 
see this bill pass ought to allow time for it to be read under the 
five-minute rule? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, if I believed that the debate 
upon this bill would defeat it, I could come to but one conclu- 
sion, which would be that a discussion of the bill would reveal 
its lack of,merit. I do not believe that. I do not believe a 
discussion of this bill will defeat it, because I think that a cor- 
rect principle underlies this legislation. If that were not so, 
I would not want to stand on the floor of this House advocating 
the bill. I believe discussion of this bill will not only not defeat 
it, but that it will bring to it the support of men who are now 
doubtful as to whether they ought to vote for it. The old 
soldiers are not asking Congress to do wrong, neither are they 
begging for an allowance which is right, but they are demand- 
ing recognition and pay for their deeds of valor in the cause 
and the union of these States. 

Mr. ADAIR, When will you get a yote on it? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few minutes 
left, but I will say to the gentleman from Indiana he is no more 
anxious about the success of this bill than I am, but I can not 
sit still in my seat when men on the floor of this House call 
in question the motive which prompted the committee who 
reported this bill. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Does not the gentleman believe that 
this debate is delaying the passage of this bill? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the debate on any question 
delays a vote on it, but an honest, fatr, and intelligent debate 
never did interfere with the passage of any good law. It is the 
reckless passage of a Jaw that brings about contempt, but it is 
the free, open, and intelligent discussion of measures that gives 
the people satisfactory laws that are not likely to be repealed 
after their passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire permission to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recogp, Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOWLER. I am for this bill, Mr. Chairman, for it seeks 
to relieve those old soldiers who are now helpless, without 
means of support, and dependent upon others for the necessaries 
of life. The Government owes to them a debt which can never 
be paid in money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Many]. 
4 Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think it is proper to say a word 

after the speech of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDEN- 
BERY]. In the first place, I understood the gentleman from 
Georgia to say that no Member of the House had had an oppor- 
tunity until to-day to read this bill or the report upon it. If 
the gentleman thought that, the gentleman was in error. I had 
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this bill and report upon it and examined them both on yester- 
day. There has been more time intervening between the report 
on this bill being printed and the consideration of the bill in the 
House than there was between the printing of the report on the 
chemical schedule bill and its consideration in the House. 

The gentleman from Georgia, if I understood him correctly, 
was opposed to the passage of this bill because it made excep- 
tions to the general rule, and I thought I understood him to say 
that he was satisfied with the merits of the existing laws relat- 
ing to pensions, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take 
the time of the gentleman, but I did not intend to conyey that 
idea. 

Mr. MANN. A few days ago we had under consideration in 
the House the pension appropriation bill carrying appropria- 
tions for the payment of pensions authorized by existing law. 
That bill was in charge of the distinguished and able gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BarTLETT], a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations and the chairman of the subcommittee dealing 
with the pension appropriation bill. When the bill was consid- 
ered in the House, and the consideration in committee had 
ceased, and the matter came up for final disposal in the House, 
a gentleman on the Democratic side of the House demanded the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the bill—an appropriation bill 
not extending in any particular the pensions authorized by law, 
but only appropriating the money to carry out the plighted faith 
of the Government as expressed by law for the payment of pen- 
sions already allowed. 

I notice upon the roll call there were two gentlemen from 
Georgia who voted for the bill, 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MANN. I have only 10 minutes, and I can not yield 
until I finish this statement. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
BRANTLEY; and the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Ler, voted 
for the bill. Out of a delegation of 11 Members from that State 
the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Roppenpery, voted against 
the appropriation bill. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. ED- 
WARDS, voted against the appropriation bill, The gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. BELL, voted against this appropriation bill. 
The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Howarp, voted against the 
appropriation bill. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. TRIBBLE, 
voted against this appropriation bill. It was a bill merely mak- 
ing appropriations to pay pensions already allowed under exist- 
ing law. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. ApAmMsoN, is not 
recorded as voting. The gentleman from Georgia, Mr. HARD- 
wick, is not recorded as voting. The gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Hugues, is not recorded as voting. 

In connection with the gentlemen from Georgia who voted 
against the bill there were included the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. BEALL; the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. BYRNES; 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. CALLAWAY; the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. Cax bun; the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
COLLIER; the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. Dickson; the gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. Dirs; the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, Mr. ELLERBE; the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. 
FPatson; the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. FiNxtur; the 
gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Gopwix; the gentleman 
from Arkansas, Mr. Goopwix; the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
Harpy; the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Herm; the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, Mr. Jacoway; the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. LEGARE; the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. 
Lever; the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. OLDFÆLD; the gentle- 
man from Texas, Mr. SHerrarp; the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. Srsson; the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Suit; the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Mr. STEDMAN; the gentleman from 
Mississippi, Mr. STEPHENS; the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
STEPHENS; the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Wrss; the 
gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. WITHERSPOON ; and the gentle- 
man from Texas, Mr. YOUNG. 

These gentlemen, on an appropriation bill to carry out the 
terms of the existing law to pay pensions already allowed un- 
der existing law, not under the Sherwood bill or these bills— 
these gentlemen, when the bill to pay these pensions had been 
reported by the distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Bartiett], all voted against carrying out the confessed faith 
of the Government to pay pensions already allowed. [Ap- 
plause.] 

It is no wonder that the gentleman from Georgia now objects 
to this bill, and now objects to, the Sherwood bill. He is op- 
posed to the payment of the pensions which we agreed to pay 
by law, allowed under the law. The gentleman from Georgia 
and these other gentlemen who voted against paying these pen- 
sions are in marked contrast with the action of this House a 
few days ago, which passed, without a dissenting vote, without 
an opposing voice, the bill providing for the payment of war 
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claims, nearly all of which goes into the Southern States. [Ap- 
plause.] 
We on our side are willing to forgive and forget. We are 


willing to pay the claims in the Southern States growing out 
of the War of the Rebellion, and you—I thank God a small 
minority of you—are unwilling even to vote the money to pay 
the pensions which we have already provided. I do thank God 
that the minority is small. 

Mr. COLLIER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. COLLIER. I simply want to ask the gentleman from 
Tilinois, because he has a lst there, if he read all the list and 
if every one of all the names recorded as voting against the bill 
were from those States mentioned? 

Mr. MANN. I read all the list, with one exception. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I offered an amendment one day last week 
carrying $5,000 to pay a claim of a woman who lived in the 
South, but who during the war lived entirely every day of it in 
New York, in a State that was loyal. Did the gentleman who 
is now on the floor support that amendment? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what amendment the gentleman 
is talking about. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I have stated it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I can not tell from the gentleman’s state- 
ment of it; I heard his statement. I voted for and helped to 
pass without a single vote against it, or a single voice against 
it, the emnibus war-claims bill, the beneficiaries of which are 
mainly in the States of the South, the representatives of which, 
or a portion of them, voted against paying pensions already al- 
lowed under existing law. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be granted five minutes, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bares]. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, it has been charged that undue 
discrimination is used in the passage of these private pension 
bills. I do not desire that the record of our proceedings here 
shall go forth to-day with that statement unchallenged or un- 
answered. I do not believe that any man in the House or else- 
where can make that statement who has ever read the rules of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The committee have a regu- 
lation that they will not even consider, let alone pass, a case 
of any soldier for increase or original pension unless it shall 
first be proved by sufficient affidavit that the soldier is either 
helpless or partially helpless, and also that he is pecuniarily 
dependent on his present pension. Again, consider the advanced 
age of the dependents who are proposed to be helped by this 
present bill: Garland, of Pennsylvania, 81 years of age, drawing 
a pension of $20 a month; Tindall, of Ohio, 80 years of age, 
drawing a pension of $20 a month; Wright, of Illinois, 77 years 
of age, drawing a pension of $20 a month; and many of them 
76, 79, 81, 84 years of age. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Georgia, who consumed a whole hour to-day in making 
such a violent attack upon this pension bill, if he wishes to go 
upon record as desiring the soldiers of this Republic to spend 
their last days in the poorhouse? 

The greatest discrimination has been used by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions in deciding what claims shall be approved 
by them in reporting these special bills. Only a small fraction 
of the bills introduced ever find the light of day in this House 
because of the discrimination used by the committees and the 
special examiners in the two committees in the House and 
Senate, and I desire here to bear testimony to the faithfulness, 
to the industry, and the great painstaking of not only the chair- 
man but the individual members of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions throughout the years that have passed under Mr. 
Suttoway, of New Hampshire, and now under Mr. SHERWOOD, of 
Ohio. They have been fair and just in selecting the deserving 
cases from among the myriad of bills introduced and reporting 
them favorably to this House, and I believe that it is the con- 
sensus of judgment of the American people, East, West, North, 
and South as well, that the men who have borne the burden 
and heat of the day in battle shall be cared for by this coun- 
try in their hour of need and in their declining years, and 
that they shall be given a competence to keep them out of public 
almshouses and enable them to feel that a grateful country still 
renders them homage for the great service they wrought and the 
sacrifices they endured. [Applause.] I yield back the portion 
of my time which may remain. 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Stone], 
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Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I sincerely regret that this 
question has come before the House for discussion at this time. 
I regret that any Member of this House found it necessary to 
break the long custom which I understand has existed here, 
allowing consideration of these bills without objection, and cer- 
tainly without filibustering. But, Mr. Chairman, the fact that 
this has been done and the fact that it has gone broadcast in 
the press of the country that there is to be objection made 
both here and elsewhere in Congress to the enactment of these 
bills, makes it necessary, I think, that some one should say 
something upon this question. 

Now, what is the situation? We have endeavored here to the 
best of our ability to pass a law which would do justice to all 
of the old soldiers of the North. So far we have not succeeded, 
and now when this committee, seeking merely to relieve destitu- 
tion, comes into this House with a bill, we are met with this 
objection. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Roppensery] and 
men who, like him, voted against the appropriation pension bill 
the other day, must face this situation when they charge that 
there is any political issue in this question. Mr. Chairman, it 
has long since ceased to be a political issue anywhere in the 
North. And I want to-day to resent the idea that anyone is 
fayoring the pension of an old soldier for any political reason. 
The fact that gentlemen come here and make that charge, the 
fact that gentlemen come here and say that the pension roll is 
full of fraud and imposition upon the Government, I say, shows 
that they are impelled by some motive which no longer exists 
in the North upon this question. 

I allow no man, Mr. Chairman, to exceed me in admiration 
for the people of the South, nor for the South as a section, nor 
for the private Confederate soldier. I believe that the men who 
followed the Stars and Bars as privates did so honestly, and I 
admire them as American soldiers. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
always have believed, and I still believe, that there never would 
have been any war if it had not been for the bad politics and 
bad politicians of the South. The only partisan feeling I have 
about this question whatever is that the same sort of bad poli- 
tics will yet keep alive that feeling against soldiers of the North 
and against the people of the North unless the present states- 
men of the South are wise enough to put a stop to it. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other thing I want to mention here 
in the short time allowed me, and that is that the people of 
the South are not alone in their unfairness to the old soldiers 
of the country. As I allow no one to exceed me in admiration 
for the people of the South, I do not allow anyone to exceed me 
in admiration for that great family of Adamses, of the State 
of Massachusetts. I have no doubt but that this Gen. Adams 
who has been mentioned here is a worthy successor of that 
great family. His is one of the great names of letters of the 
country. I have quoted his words on industrial questions as 
authority on this floor; but the trouble is that he, like others 
of the East, has become convinced that a continuance of the 
pension system of the country may eventually lead to the adop- 
tion of an income tax as a means of meeting the expenses of 
the Government. This tax would fall heaviest upon the people 
of Massachusetts and the Hast, where the great fortunes of the 
country exist. These fortunes were, for the most part, built up 
by the yotes of old soldiers of the North and West, and it comes 
in ill grace for these beneficiaries of a political policy sustained 
by old soldier votes to join those of the South, the former foes 
of the soldiers, in opposing the liberal pensions which the Gov- 
ernment has promised to its defenders. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. ANSBERRY]. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago I 
sought, by interrupting my friend from Georgia [Mr. RODDEN- 
BERY], to have him state his true reason for his bitter opposi- 
tion to pension legislation, manifested whenever a special or a 
general pension bill was under consideration here. He refused 
to answer my question; in fact, he refused to permit me to ask 
him the question. 

I assume, then, that the only opposition which he has to 
pension legislation is based upon the reason that he gave to 
this House, and that is on the ground of economy. And yet 
within the past two weeks I heard the gentleman’s voice—and 
I could not mistake that voice—raised on the floor of this Hall 
in favor of what he was pleased to term a “pork” bill; in 
other words, a bill for public buildings, some of them being for 
his district, I assume, in the State of Georgia. 
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I lay down the proposition here and now, as I have announced 
it several times before, in all earnestness, that the United 
States of America owes to the soldiers of the Civil War a 
larger debt, measured in dollars and cents, or by any other 
standard, than it can ever pay. [Applause.] I say that the 
United States of America owes it to itself to first discharge 
the obligation it owes to these old veterans before entering into 
new obligations to erect public buildings in your district, my 
friend, in order to return you to a seat in this House. [Ap- 
plause.] It is my judgment that your constituents, who con- 
tended so valiantly against the northern army in the dark days 
of 1861-1865 do not oppose liberal pension legislation. I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Georgia to the fact that the 
distinguished gentleman from Colorado [Judge Rucker], who 
is now presiding over the deliberations of the Committee of the 
Whole to-day, is an ex-Confederate veteran, a gentleman of 
Southern extraction, who served nearly four years in the Con- 
federate Army, a part of which time, I am advised, he lan- 
guished in a Federal prison, deprived of his liberty and of the 
right to fight for the cause which he deemed just, and whenever 
a pension bill is on this floor for consideration I am glad to say 
that that ex-Confederate veteran has always cast his vote in 
favor of that bill. He is not alone in this, for his position has 
been supported in the same way by another distinguished gentle- 
man of this House from the State of Maryland, who likewise 
fought under the Southern flag and who gave his time and the 
best that was in him in the interest of the so-called “ lost cause.” 

This old soldier—and I say that in reverence—is my friend, 
the Hon. J. Frep Tarporr. It is a source of pleasure to me 
to refer to these gentlemen who endured all the hardships of 
war and who now, when the opportunity affords, are hasten- 
ing with their vote to lend comfort to the declining days of 
those men who were their ancient enemies, but who are now 
their fellow countrymen and friends. The example of these 
old soldiers can well be followed by all of us, and their exhibi- 
tion of a broader patriotism should guide the course of those 
who upon this floor seek to embarrass by technical opposition 
the course of pension legislation aimed to relieve the veterans 
of the Civil War. Does anyone believe that these two distin- 
guished soldiers of the Confederacy to whom I have referred 
come under the category of those whom my friend from Georgia 
asserts are supporting pension legislation from selfish motives? 
No. Everyone knows that their assistance is given because 
they are actuated by honest impulses and the highest patriotic 
motives. [Applause.] 

Further, I want to say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Roppennery] that his own native State has the self-same pen- 
sion system in vogue, looking to the furnishing of assistance 
to those men who wore the gray. The State of Georgia—and 
I am glad it does—gives to the soldier who lost an eye in 
following the ftag of the lost cause to defeat $100 a month—— 

A Member. A year—— 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Yes; $100 a year, and pays a proportionate 
sum to the other soldiers who served in that cause. If the 
gentleman goes upon the hustings in his district and tells 
those ex-Confederate veterans that he is in favor of more 
liberal pension legislation for them on the statute books of the 
State of Georgia, he is chargeable with the self-same motives 
that he lays at my door and to the door of every man whom 
he opposes on the question of pension legislation on the floor 
of this House. 

It is true that the pension bill has grown, but it has not kept 
pace with the needs of the many veterans of the Civil War, 
whose pension has constantly, as prices have advanced, de- 
creased in purchasing power, and it should be the proud boast 
of every man, whether from the South or the North, that any 
man who risked his all to keep this Union intact and in sup- 
port of that flag—and I do not say it for rhetorical purposes— 
should be given by the Government sufficient means to live 
with dignity, if not in comfort. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent te extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOSTER] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I also would like permis- 
sion to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ans- 


BERRY] makes the same request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Is it the purpose to rise without report- 
ing the bill to the House? 
are ADAIR. The bill has not been read under the five-minute 

e. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

8 we 1 Is it the purpose of the gentleman to cut off 
ebate 2 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry, The 
gentleman from, Indiana [Mr. Apam] moves that the committee 
do now rise. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The question was taken; and there were on a division (de- 
manded by Mr. Ropprensery)—ayes 93, noes 3. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of no 
quorum present. f 

Mr. MANN. I ask the Chair to count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and twenty-five Members, a quorum of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, is present. On this vote the ayes are 93, 
the noes 3, so the committee determines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rucker of Colorado, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 20585) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of 
soldiers and sailors of said war, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 20585) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers 
and sailors of said war, and, pending that motion, I move that 
all general debate close in five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House for the further consideration of House bill 20585, and, 
pending that, he moves that general debate be closed in five 
minutes. ; ; 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I rise to oppose the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to limit general debate to five minutes. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Apam] that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House for the further con- 
sideration of House bill 20585. 

The questton being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RoppENBERY) there were—ayes 142, noes 0. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no 
quorum present, and I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count and see if he can 
count a quorum. [After counting.] One hundred and sixty- 
one Members, not a quorum present. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not need to do that. 
A call of the House comes automatically. The Doorkeeper will 
close the doors; the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees. 
Those in favor of going into the Committee of the Whole House 
will, when their names are called, answer “aye,” those opposed 
will answer “no,” and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 233, nays 5, 
answered present 4, not voting 151, as follows: 


YEAS—233 
Adair | Booher Collier Driscoll, M. E. 
Adamson B Connell Dyer 
Ainey Brantley Conry Esch 
Akin, N. Y. Brown Coo ans 
Alexander Browning Copley Faison 
Allen Buchanan Covington Farr 
Ames Bulkley Cox, Ind. Fergusson 
Anderson, Minn, Burleson Crum Ferris 
Anderson, Ohio Burnett Cullop Finley 
Ansberr. Butler Carle Fitzgerald 
Ashbr Byrnes, 8. C. Dalzell Floyd, Ark. 
Barnhart Byrns, Tenn. er Fornes 
Bartholdt Campbell Davenpo Foster, III. 
Bartl Candler De Forest Foster, Vt. 
Bates Cannon Dent Fowler 
Bathrick Catlin Denver Fuller 
Beall, Tex. Clark, Fla. Dickinson Gallagher 
Bell, Ga. ool Dixon, Ind. Gardner, Mass. 
Berger Cla; Donohoe Gardner, N. J. 
Blackmon Cline Doremus Garrett 
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Gillett 

lass 
Godwin, N. C. 
Goeke 

Good 
Goodwin, Ark. 
iray 

Green, Iowa 
Greene, Mass. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Hamill 


Hamilton, Mich. 


Hamilton, W. Va. 


Hamlin 

Hanna 
Hardwick 
Harris 
Harrison, Miss. 


tea į 
u „J. 
Hull er 
Jackson 


Callaway 
Hardy 


Andrus 


Aiken, 8. 0. 
Anthony 
Austin 


Ayres 
Barchfeld 
Bingham 
Boehne 
Borland 
Bradley 
Broussard 
Burgess 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak, 
Burke, Wis. 
Calder 
Cantrill 
Carlin 
Carter 

Cary 

Cox, Ohio 
Crago 
Cravens 
Currier 

Curr 
Danforth 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dodds 
Doughton 
Draper 
Driscoll, D. A. 
Dupre 
Dwight 
Edwards 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. Needham 
Johnson, S. C. Neeley 
ones Nelson 
Kendall Norris 
Kenned Nye 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Padgett 
Kinkead, N. J. Page 
Knowland Palmer 
Konop Patton, Pa, 
Kopp Pepper 
La Follette Peters 
Lamb Pickett 
Langley Porter 
Lee, Pa Pou 
Lenroot Powers 
Levy Pray 
Lewis Prouty 
Linthicum Rainey 
Littlepage Raker 
Lloyd Rauch 
Lobeck Redfield 
Loud Rees p 
McCoy Reilly 
McCreary Reyburn 
McKenzie Rothermel 
McKinney Rubey 
MecMorran Rucker, Colo, 
Madden Russell 
Maguire, Nebr. Sells 
Mann Shackleford 
Martin, Colo. Sharp 
Moon, Tenn. Sherwood 
Moore, Tex. Simmons 
Morgan Sims 
Morrison Sisson 
Morse, Wis. Sloan 
Moss, Ind. Smith, J. M. C. 
Mott Smith, Tex. 
NAYS—5. 
Roddenbery Tribble 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4, 
French Garner 
NOT VOTING—151. 
Ellerbe Lee, Ga. 
Estopinal Legare 
Fairchild Lever 
Fields Lindbergh 
Flood, Va. Lindsay 
Focht Littleton 
Fordney Longworth 
Foss MeCall 
Francis McDermott 
George McGillicuddy 
Goldfogle McGuire, Okla, 
Gould McHenry 
Graham McKellar 
Gregg, Pa. McKinley 
Griest McLaughlin 
Gudger Macon 
Guernsey Maher 
Hammond Malby 
Hartman Martin, S. Dak. 
Hayes Matthews 
Hill Mays 
Hobson Miller 
Hubbard Mondell 
Hughes, Ga. Moon, Pa. 
Hughes, W. Va. Moore, Pa. 
Humphrey, Wash. Murray 
Humphreys, Oldfield 
James Olmsted 
Kahn O’Shaunessy 
Kent ‘an 
Kindred Patten, N. X. 
Kitchin ayne 
Hony Plümley 
Korbly Post 
Lafean Prince 
Lafferty Pujo 
Langham Randell, Tex. 
Lawrence Ransdell, La. 


Murdock 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. Fornes with Mr. BRADLEY. 
Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Scutty with Mr. Huswpuerey of Washington. 


Mr. 


Mr. Staypen with Mr. PLUMLEY. 
Mr. Hucues of Georgia with Mr. DRAPER 


Speer 

Stanley 
Stedman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stone 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thayer 
Thistlewood 
‘Towner 
Turnbull 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wedemeyer 
Weeks 

White 
Wickliffe 
Willis 


Young, Kans. 


Young, Tex. 


Witherspoon 


Harrison, N. Y. ` 


Richardson 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Robinson 
Rodenberg 
Rouse 


Smal 

Smith, Saml. W. 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. X. 
Sparkman 


Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Colo. 


Wilson, N. X. 


Young, Mich. 


. RANSDELL of Louisiana with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
. ELLERBE with Mr. Rogerts of Nevada. 
. SAUNDERS with Mr. AUSTIN. 

. SHARP with Mr. LAFEAN. 

. Hopson with Mr. FAIRCHILD, 

. SPARKMAN with Mr. DAVIDSON. 

. SHEPPARD with Mr. HARTMAN. 

. BurcEss with Mr. LEMP. 

. CANTRILL with Mr. FORDNEY. 

Cox of Ohio with Mr. SAMUEL W. SAITH. 
„Fips with Mr. LANGLEY. 
Grorce with Mr. MALBY. 


Mr. Doveuton with Mr. FRENCH. 
Mr. THomas with Mr. HUBBARD. 
Mr. Oxpriretp with Mr. UTTER. 3 
. LITTLETON with Mr. DWIGHT. 3 
. Epwarpbs with Mr. Youna of Michigan. 
„ TALhorr of Maryland with Mr. Parran. 
. Macon with Mr. Surra of California. 
. GRAHAM with Mr. Dopps. 3 
. Humpureys of Mississippi with Mr. LAWRENCE, 
. BoEHNE with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. SMALL with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
. LEE of Georgia with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
. Witson of New York with Mr. WILDER. 
. TUTTLE with Mr; VREELAND. 
. GoLprocie with Mr. TILSON. 
. TAYLOR of Colorado with Mr. SWITZER. 
. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. J. M. ©. SMITH. 
„ Surrn of New York with Mr. RODENBERG, 
. SHERLEY with Mr. Roperts of Massachusetts. 
. Rucker of Missouri with Mr. PRINCE. 
. RICHARDSON with Mr. Payne. 
. Post with Mr. OLMSTED. 
. Parren of New York with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, 
. O'SHAUNESSY with Mr. MONDELL. 
„ MOKELLAR with Mr. MILLER. 
. McHenry with Mr. Martin of South Dakota. 
. McDermorr with Mr. MCLAUGHLIN., 
. Lever with Mr. LONGWORTH. 
. LEGARE with Mr. LINDBERGH. 
. KınprED with Mr. LAFFERTY. 
. Hayes with Mr. KENT, 
. GuDGER with Mr. KAHN. 
Francis with Mr. GUERNSEY. : 
FOOD of Virginia with Mr. CURRIER. 
. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL with Mr. Grrest. 
. Dickson of Mississippi with Mr. Foss. 
. Dupre with Mr. Davis of Minnesota. 
. CARTER with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma. 
. BoRLAND with Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
. CARLIN with Mr. Craco. 
. Lewis with Mr. ANTHONY. 
. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. Burxe of Pennsylvania, 
Until Saturday: 
Mr. Greco of Pennsylvania with Mr. Focur. 
Ending February 26, noon: 
Mr. Mays with Mr. Moon of Pennsylyania. 
Mr. BuLKLEY with Mr. DANFORTH. 
Ending February 26: 
Mr. Burke of Wisconsin with Mr. CALDER. 
From February 22 to February 24, inclusive: 
Mr. Krrenix with Mr. HILL. 
Mr. James with Mr. Marr. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 
open the doors and, without objection, further proceedings under 


| the call will be dispensed with. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Austin, for two days, on account of illness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Jacoway was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of S. E. Weaver, Sixty-second Congress, 
second session, no adverse report haying been made thereon. 


PENSIONS, 


Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 20585, Mr. Rucker of Colorado in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 20585, and by order of the House debate 
is limited to fiye minutes. 

Mr. ADAIR., Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask for a reading of 
the bill. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, What is the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana? 

Mr. ADATR. If no one cares to use the five minutes in gen- 
eral debate, I ask for a reading of the bill. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I haye been asking for five 

utes or longer all day. 
he C . The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia. : ; 
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose 
of making a speech, but I do desire to join in the complaint of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY] that these bills 
are brought before the House and that Members are not given 
an opportunity to examine them and file their protest on the 
floor of this House, if necessary. I am not going to make a 
speech dealing with generalities, but I am going to take the 
record that is before us here, and I call upon Members of this 
House to read it for themselyes. I take the first name found 
in the report. Then I will take the first name that is in the 
second report, showing I want to be fair about it. The first 
name is Mr. Bable. He draws a pension of $10 a month, He 
asked the Pension Bureau for an increase to $15 a month. His 
claim was rejected on grounds that the claimant could not fur- 
nish competent proof connecting his disability with military 
service. It was again rejected, and rejected on account of the 
fact that his rheumatism was not sufficiently shown. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, this man, according to the statement in here—the 
report of the committee—is worth $600. But what is the fact? 
He owns a small farm, a small tract of land, and three houses 
on it in the State of Ohio. I would like for some man to point 
out to me in Ohio a piece of ground on which there are three 
houses that is not worth more than $600. I would like to have 
information on the floor of this House, but we are shut off. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. This is my bill and I will give the gentle 
man information about it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I can not yield, because it will take up my 
time—— 

Mr. ANSBERRY. The gentleman does not want the infor- 
mation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I want to call attention to another thing. 
Take this bill and read it and you will find this man has tried 
time and time again the names of various diseases; his category 
of names was not exhausted, however, before he found one that 
served for pension purposes. He tried 13, and on the thirteenth 
he landed on nervousness, and with his record before the com- 
mittee it comes in and recommends that he get an increase of 
` pension to $24 per month. He is 13 times down with complaints 
of different kinds. His name is Bable. 

I am reminded of the Tower of Babel, and it is said that 
the men there could only speak one tongue. This man is im- 
properly named; he speaks with 13 tongues, and every time he 
mentions his disability he calls it a different disease with a new 
tongue. Now, I think it is fair to this House that the members 
of this committee bring these reports in hee in order that we 
may see and know what they are bringing here. Now, I want 
to take up the next bill and I want to take the first case in the 
bill, and I call the attention of the committee to it. The first 
man they bring in here in the next bill is William Hill. Now, 
I have not had time to go through these bills and pick out 
the bad cases, but I have taken the first two that have come up. 
What do we find? I find here is a man who has been drawing 
two pensions, contrary to the statutes of the United States, who 
stated in his petition that he was not drawing a pension at the 
time when he got his second pension. I can not say whether 
he swore to it or not, and yet gentlemen in their hurry to get 
these bills through this House say that these bills have passed 
in years gone by and that no man has ever raised his voice in 
protest. I want to say to you here to-day that I resent the 
intimation that it is a tribute to my diligence as a Representa- 
tive on the floor of this House that bills are passed through 
here carrying millions of dollars and I not raise a protest. 
When I see bills being rushed through the House unjustly, as I 
conceive them, my constituents expect me to fight them, regard- 
less of precedents. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate is 
now closed. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of Alexander Bable, late of Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out 
the section. As far as I can ascertain from the report of the 
committee on this particular claim, the applicant for a pen- 
sion is at present the recipient of one: That fact does not nec- 
essarily argue or demonstrate that he should not have an in- 
crease of pension, but I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it does not 
show, either, that by his side in the war there were not other 
soldiers braving the dangers that he braved, undergoing the 
sacrifices that he underwent, who are not just as deserving and 
worthy of recognition as this applicant is. It appears that this 
soldier went into the war and stayed a little while. It also ap- 
pears that he drew a pension; that thereafter he went to the 


Pension Department under the existing law and sought to 
obtain an increase in his pension. It can not be said that the 
Pension Department of this Government has been prejudicial, 
unjust, or niggardly, or disposed not to extend the statutes to 
soldiers who came within the law and sought an increase of pen- 
sion. Notwithstanding the fair and just disposition of the Pen- 
sion Office to him, time and time again his claim for an increase 
of pension was turned down. 

Now, after that happened, what transpired? From the 
meager report we have before us he comes to Congress, and a 
private bill is introduced in his behalf? Where is Private 
Jones? Where is Private Smith? Where is Private Williams? 
Where are all of those who side by side with him, so far as we 
know, are not receiving as much pension as he did and yet ren- 
dered more service, sustained greater injury, and made equally as 
valiant soldiers? Where are they? Perhaps the author of the 
bill can tell. And yet, after shifting from ground to ground, he 
was not allowed a pension for this disability. He was turned 
down for this ailment; he was not eligible and did not satis- 
factorily establish this infirmity; and when he had failed to do 
so he came here. The Congress, without debate, without inves- 
tigation, without consideration, is asked to pass a privileged 
private bill for him. I have no desire to even suggest that the 
members of the Pension Committee report this bill with any 
view whatever to precipitate it on the House in order to accom- 
plish an injustice. The committee is merely pursuing a prece- 
dent of the last four or six years, and possibly a little longer. 
And in pursuing that precedent they are no more justified than 
the actual facts will warrant. They get no immunity from the 
precedent. And I am merely rising to ask that the gentleman 
who introduced the bill and who is sponsor for it and who said 
that he would explain to “the gentleman from Georgia,” to ex- 
plain to the House whether or not the Commissioner of Pensions 
found unjustly against him in one case, in two cases, in three 
cases 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will be glad to have the author of 
the bill now explain it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERRY]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of John Ford, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment Ohlo 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in Heu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph. Where is the gentleman who, when the ques- 
tion was asked, volunteered the statement that he was the 
author of the bill and wanted to explain the justice of it? 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. I would like to ask the gentleman in good 
faith if it is his intention to make a speech on every paragraph 
of this bill for the purpose of filibustering and delaying the 
passage of it? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will answer that question frankly. 
I intend, Mr. Chairman, as a Member, under the rules of the 
House, to ask recognition from the Chair under the five-minute 
rule on every paragraph on which, in my judgment, as a Mem- 
ber, it is both my privilege and duty to be heard. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman further yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will. 

Mr. JACKSON. I find here the bill H. R. 18430, in which 
the gentleman has asked this Congress to appropriate $68,000,000 
to pay certain claims to the people of Georgia and other people 
of the South. Does not the gentleman think if he would be a 
little more lenient in paying these claims that his bill would 
have a better chance to be enacted? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I ask for nothing in that bill except 
what the records of the War Department say was taken by the 
Government from the people of the South and nothing except 
what the Supreme Court of the United States says was un- 
righteously taken. [Applause.] I challenge the gentleman to 
present to this House an argument against it based upon the 
law. 

Ah, gentlemen, I well know that somewhere between the point 
of the hill that I now go down and the one I seek to climb I may 
fall under the contumely of some of my colleagues and may fall 
into their disfavor. I recognize that I shall be no exception, 
and that others have been as unfortunate; but as a Member of 
the Congress I purpose to meet my duty fearlessly. Likewise I 
take your criticism, I take your innuendo, I take your disposi- 
tion to be inconsiderate of open discussion, I make no com- 
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plaint. I am answerable alone to my country in general and to 
my constituents in particular. 

Mr. JACKSON and Mr, LANGLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To which gentleman does the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. 
Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY]. 

Mr LANGLEY. If the gentleman is sincere in his opposition 
to this bill, and if he was sincere in offering his amendment to 
the first paragraph, I ask him why he did not vote in fayor of 
his own amendment? Because there were no votes cast in 
favor of it. 

Mr, RODDENBERY. I will answer the gentleman that when 
the steam roller comes along it sometimes hits a fellow before 
he can say anything. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LANGLEY. I think that is what will soon happen to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Laughter.] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I have no doubt of it. But though you 
may find in the Recorp my honest objections to this bill, you 
will not find anywhere in the records of the departments an 
instance where I have indorsed a negro applicant for a job 
in a department in preference to an old veteran soldier. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk read the report of the 
committee on the second paragraph, and I ask that it be taken 
out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the report indicated 
will be read. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that as a matter of right I have the privilege of sending 
it to the Clerk’s desk and having it read out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the Clerk read the 
rule on that subject for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is 
called to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by 
505 5 it shall be determined without debate by a vote of the 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, House resolution 108 
relates to John Ford, who was a private in a company and 
served from December 31, 1863, to July 20, 1865. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of “Vote!” „Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Flora O. McGinnis, widow of John J. McGinnis, late of 


Company B, One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last line. I would like, if I may, to inquire of the chairman of 
the committee or the chairman of the subcommittee, if he will 
permit it, apropos the name of Flora O. McGinnis, the widow of 
John J. McGinnis, whether or not he has before him the data 
‘on that case from the office of the Commissioner of Pensions? 
The report reads in this way: 

The widow applied both under the act of June 27, 1890, and the act 
of April 18, 1908, but both claims were rejected after a special examina- 
tion, on the ground that claimant's legal widowhood has not been estab- 
lished, it appearing that prior to her with the soldier she had 
a former husband, named Henry Cooper, who left her in 1863, and the 
best obtainable evidence failing to show said Cooper's death or that he 
was divorced from her. 


I should like to know of the gentleman what evidence was 
presented before the Committee on Invalid Pensions that would 
lead them to conclude that the finding of the Commissioner of 
Pensions was not warranted, or, if at the time warranted, what 
subsequent facts have been developed to show that the widow is 
entitled to a pension as the widow of such soldier. I have 
neither heard from the author of the bill, nor from the chairman 
of the committee, nor from the subcommittee. In other words, 
we have pending before the House—— 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Oh, no; sit down. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. We have pending before the House a 
bill taking money out of the Treasury, and such is the dis- 
position of the distinguished gentleman who occupies the 
“head of the subcommittee as chairman and of the author of 
the bill, if he be present, that not a word is said in explanation 
of the items. On the contrary, when some Member, presumably 
the author of the bill, rises in his place to make explanation 
before his colleagues and let the truth go in the Recorp, gen- 
tlemen cry aloud to him, “ sit down, sit down.” 


I yield first to the gentleman from 


Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Oh, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Certainly I yield. 


Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. The gentleman has made some 
reference presumably to me as being the author of this bill. 
I fail.to fiud in this omnibus bill and report any names cover- 
ing bills which I have introduced. I think I am the chairman 
of the subcommittee which considered this bill, although I am 
not sure. This pensioner might have been mustered in in New 
York and have moved into the district of the gentleman from 
Georgia, for aught I know, and he might be the author of the 
bill. I do not know about that; but I do say here that I think 
it is foolish to expect us to bring into this House all the evi- 
dence supporting each of these claims. I suppose there are 
or 5 bushels of documents that would be required if that was 

one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Reuben H. Dillon, late of Companies B and K, Fifth 
Regiment, and Company K, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the words “thirty dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out the 
words “thirty dollars,” in line 10. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, there may be some 
good reason, and if there is I am certain the author of the bill 
or the chairman or some member of the subcommittee can 
explain what it is, and why the preceding paragraph of the bill 
gives to a widow by special act $12 a month. The report sets 
forth the condition of this widow as to her infirmities, her 
poverty, and her dire circumstances, Now, when they come to 
this soldier, it appears that he is at the present receiving $12 a 
month, the same amount that this special bill gives to the widow. 
Where is the patriotism, where is the justice, and where is the 
evidence to demonstrate that by a private bill this soldier should 
be paid $30 a month when a widow on the same page of the bill 
is given $12? Let us read the report: 

Claim for additional We based on disease of liver and kidneys, 
was rejected Jane 5, 1909, on the ground of no record and the failure 
of the best obtainable evidence to establish incurrence or existence in 
service or existence at discha 

Medical testimony shows that applicant is suffering from rheuma- 
ey 5 uric-acid condition of his whole system, catarrh, and liver 

The Member introducing the bill— 

I do not know who he is. It does not appear— 
states that the applicant has no property, and no income except his 
pension, and urges a measure of relief. - 

I wonder if the gentleman has some other constituents who 
want special pensions and who are suffering from disease. 
wonder if they would not like to know how he is getting on with 
the bills providing for their relief. 

An increase to $30 a month is recommended. 

Why $30? Some gentleman remarked that in passing these 
bills we must take into consideration the fact that we have 
vast reyenues raised from the country. I am quite sure there 
must be some good reason why the widow is entitled to $12 
while the soldier is entitled to $30. I should like to know what 
that reason is, 

It does not appear in the report; there is no evidence of it 
here. Yet gentlemen say I am doing violence to the patriotic 
spirit of the country. What sort of violence? Purely that of 
asking the author of the bill, the chairman of the subcommittee, 
to rise and state why it is that the soldier gets $30 and the 
widow gets only $12. Has he any good reason? Hand it down. 
Are the people of the country entitled to know? But no informa- 
tion is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman his expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of John O. Bryan, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word thirty.“ [Cries of Regular order! “] 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that this paragraph had been concluded and the next one had 
been begun. = 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the genteman is 
entitled to offer his amendment. 
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Mr. RODDENBERY. I thoroughly appreciate the gentle- 
man's solicitude for a full discussion. I know the call for the 
regular order was designed particularly to expedite the thor- 
ough investigation of the matter, and I hope the Members on 
this side of the House and of the other who are so heartily 
supporting me will take no exception to the gentleman’s re- 


marks. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. Chairman, this paragraph provides for a pension of 
$30 per month, and the report says that John O’Brien served 
as a private in the Pennsylvania Cavalry for the period of the 
war, but that he is now a pensioner at $15 a month. Now, if 
this soldier is drawing a pension of $15 a month the report 
ought to give some good reason, unless it wants to impeach the 
Pension Bureau, why this increase is allowed. Let us read the 
report: 

He was formerly pensioned under the general law at $6 per month on 
account of a gunshot wound of the right foot, haying been wounded by 
guerrillas near Frederick Hall, Va., in June, 1864. 

Now, I have not the World Almanac nor the dictionary at 
hand to define exactly what guerrillas are, but I take it that it 
is not material to the pension. ' 

He is a resident of Hot Springs, S. Dak., and was last examined in 
December, 1902, by the Millbank board of surgeons and was.then found to 
be suffering from the wound, chronic rheumatism, and general debility. 

I suspect hundreds and thousands of his old comrades are 
suffering with general debility without drawing over $8, $10, 
or $12 a month, and yet this pensioner, according to the report, 
is to-day the recipient of $15 a month. The report further says: 

It is shown by the 5 of Dr. 3 of the claimant's 
home, that he is now totally disabled for labor by reason of chronic 
8 constipation, a weak heart, and disease of the left kidney, 

ue to renal caleulus and uric-acid accumulation, and articular and 
muscular rheumatism affecting the muscles of the shoulders, arms, 
pt, 3 and legs, and that he can only dress himself with great 

It is Farther shown that he owns no property, either real or personal, 
and has no means of support aside from his pension. 

The case is a proper one for congressional legistation on account of 
the claimant's advanced age, his four years of faithful service, his total 
disability and destitution. Following precedents in like cases, an in- 
crease of his pension to $30 per month is recommended. 

If that is true, why is it that precedents in like cases should 
not be extended to other soldiers who in this very bill are not 
being given $30 a month? Why does not the author of this bill 
establish by satisfactory evidence why this private privilege 
gives to these constituents a preference over his other con- 
stituents? I apprehend that gentlemen, who now sit in com- 
placent silence as their bills are called, when they see their 
constituents who have read the facts in the Record, will an- 
swer them the questions that I propound. Why do you dis- 
criminate against your constituents? You may not answer me, 
but when you go home I give you notice again that you will 
have to answer them. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be with- 
drawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Leicester B. Goodell, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the word “ thirty-six.” 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, CULLOP. This paragraph had been concluded, and the 
Clerk had proceeded to read the next paragraph, and the gentle- 
man’s motion is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana is misin- 
formed. The Clerk had not begun to read the next paragraph. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. I make the 
point of order that the amendment is dilatory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the Chair is 
not justified in holding that an amendment offered is dilatory 
even when that amendment is to strike out the last word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANDER- 
son] for a question. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I did not ask for 
any time; I was just proceeding to ask a question; but, Mr. 
Chairman—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please state it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And that is that a Member proposing 
an amendment and entitled to time can not under the five- 
minute rule yield his time to another Member. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana the Chair did not understand that to be the position, 
but understood the gentleman from Georgia yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio for a question, 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I misunderstood the gentleman; I 
thought he yielded time. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. I did not ask for time, but if the 
gentleman wants to give a little time I will ask him at this 
time—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I only yield for a question. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Why it is—— 

aa RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman for a question 
only, 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia if he has in his mind, or carries in his mind, which he 
expects us to do, all the evidence in support of a claim which 
he introduced on behalf of Harry Hirschensohn, to pension a 
Spanish War soldier at $30 a month? ' Can he tell what this 
soldier’s disabilities were without looking the matter up? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes, sir; I will take great pleasure, but 
that is not before the Committee on Invalid Pensions; it is be- 
fore the Spanish War committee—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
gentlemen must confine themselyes to the paragraph under 
discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is well taken. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I regret that under the 
rules of the House I can not present an answer to the question of 
the gentleman. If he will peruse the Recorp, he may find possibly 
some bill introduced by me before some other committee that 
would be germane, and I will be glad to answer him fully; and 
I desire to say that when a question is propounded to me as to 
what the facts are affecting the merits of a claim for a pension 
for any constituent in my district, whether he is a Spanish War 
soldier or a Union soldier, I shall not sit mute nor stand speech- 
less and not rise and give to the country and my colleagues the 
justice of his claim. I will answer you. Now, in regard to this 
pending question, I would be very glad if the author of the bill 
would give some information. Here is where they get the dis- 
ease down so as to affect him 40 per cent. He had a fracture 
and disabilities of various sorts, and he moved from one place 
to another, which a soldier has a right to do. He is a resident 
of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., and I judge that some gentleman from 
South Dakota introduced the bill; and perhaps he may not have 
to explain to the House why he got this particular pension, but 
he may have to explain to some of the other old soldiers why 
he did not get one for them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of “ Vote!”] Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Agnes W. SADT widow of Frank C. Culley, late of 
Company F, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if I 
could to ascertain 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order; there is 
nothing before the committee. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last 10 words. Mr. Chairman, I will be very glad to get in- 
formation from the chairman of the subcommittee, as well ag 
the author of the bill, in regard to this claim. It must have 
been shown that this claim was considered, as the Pension 
Department has already turned a pension down. It appears 
that this item is for the relief of his widow. This widow 
was married to the soldier in April, 1895. Well, that is some 
25 years after the war, and the Pension Bureau hints, so 
the report says, that she has no right to pension under the 
act of 1908. She can not get a pension under the law as it 
stands, and I have no doubt the Pension Commissioner is 
correct. She is a resident of Wisconsin, a most magnificent 
State, producing many great men, although some of them 
are ruthlessly treated in the time of their misfortune. She 
is a resident, as I say, of Wisconsin, and owns a home worth 
$2,200, and now the committee presents this as an extraor- 
dinary case where she must be allowed a pension by special act 
of Congress. Under existing law she is not entitled to it 
and the report of the committee shows that she is worth prop- 
erty valued at $2,200. 

I would like to have the author of the bill explain why it 
appears that the widow of a soldier who went through the war 
and 30 years afterwards married her should have a pension. 
She was not his wife during the war and she has $2,200 worth of 
property. He proposes now to tax the industrious, laboring? 
working constituents of his district who have not a thousand 
dollars, or $500, or $200, or $100 to pay a pension to a widow 
of a soldier who was not the soldier’s wife during the war, but 
who married him 30 years after the war. I do not perceive 
the emergency of the case. 
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But I remember the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] 
made a statement on the floor of the House in which he under- 
took to quote President Taft, and he said that the President 
warned the Congress against too injudicious consideration of 
the claims of widows who sought family relationship with an 
old Federal soldier when he was tottering on the edge of the 
grave, from a mercenary motive. I would like to ask the author 


of the bill. But the author does not respond. The report does 
not say what extremity this woman is in who has a good home, 
worth $2,200, and was strong enough to marry in 1895. I think 
it is a thrifty community, a prosperous country, and they have 
their charitable institutions and aid societies. I do not know 
that it could be said 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Henry W. Wise, late of Company C, Ninety-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. CURLEY. I moye to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, I feel that it is most unfortunate and eminently 
unfair to the Committee on Pensions for a Member to rise in 
his place in this body and charge that the committee is discrimi- 
nating in favor of certain individuals when he has no basis for 
his contention as based on a yote on a proposition that would 
establish some degree of equality. 

Now, then, Mr. Chairman, if the Member from Georgia had 
voted in favor of the Sherwood pension act he, perhaps, would 
be justified in his contention that discrimination is shown in 
these various measures. But the very purpose of the Sherwood 
pension act was to destroy discrimination and to destroy per- 
sonal favoritism and establish some plane of justice. As one 
Member of this body, Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly the 
position that is taken by my good friend from Georgia. Per- 
sonally, I believed that the Spanish American War had fur- 
nished the cement necessary for the making of this Union 
whole. During that brief struggle the men who had fought 
under Lee vied with the men who had fought under Grant in 
proclaiming their love of country and regard for its flag. The 
spectacle furnished by these men, either on the field of battle 
or in camp, whenever the inspiring strains of the national 
anthem struck up, in attesting their loyalty, their fealty, and 
their devotion to a united Republic, was as pleasing to Ameri- 
cans as it proved displeasing to the rest of the world. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I say it without any feeling in the matter 
whatsoever, that it is about time that some degree of justice 
should be extended toward those States of this Union who con- 
tributed most generously to the keeping of the Union whole. 
The commissioner of State aid in Massachusetts in a recent 
report disclosed the fact that $36,000,000 had been expended by 
the State of Massachusetts since the close of the Civil War 
in State aid and soldiers’ relief. I say, Mr. Chairman, that in 
God’s name it is about time that we established a proper dis- 
tinction and drew the line between charity and a spirit of just- 
ness, fairness, and equality. [Applause] If men sacrificed 
their all, or stood ready to do so, that the Union might remain 
whole, we should give them sufficient pension to make it un- 
necessary for them to appear as supplicants seeking aid from a 
State commissioner or a soldiers’ relief commissioner. [Ap- 
plause, ] £ 

Mr. Chairman, it is about time to stop raising this issue. I 
had one pension case that the committee were to report to-day— 
the case of a man who suffered a stroke of paralysis in 1910 
and for the last two years has been a confirmed paralytic. The 
committee voted an increase in that man’s pension, reported it 
in the bill submitted to-day, but the man went to his great 
reward two weeks ago. If justice had been accorded in his 
case he would not have been compelled to wait for two years 
to receive tardy recognition for faithful service at the hands of 
this Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is pending. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I desire to address myself to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad that as the consideration of this bill 
has proceeded, when the rectitude, the justice, the fairness, 
and the merits of a bill proposed comes to the attention of a 
Member of the great State of Massachusetts, he does not hesi- 
tate to rise and state the merits of it. I am glad to know that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CURLEY] did not pre- 
sent a bill here of such a character that when it came up, 
either in the lifetime or after the departure from this life of 
his constituent, one of the old soldiers, he would not make 
free—and make brave, if need be—to stand and say why his 
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constituent was entitled to the relief asked for. Such a spirit 
of tolerance-and such a spirit of open-mindedness and fair con- 
sideration makes me feel justified in taking fresh hope to pro- 
ceed in the discussion of this measure in the desire, perhaps 
vain, that ultimately Members may relent and speak for the 
merits of the bills they have introduced and had favorably 
reported, 

Mr. Chairman, another thing. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Currer] observes that time after time these ques- 
tions are being raised, and that the gentleman from Georgia 
was presenting no facts in support of his statements. I main- 
tain that the committee or author of the bill should support his 
bill with the facts, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The item now under consideration, Mr. 
Chairman, is in behalf of Henry W. Wise. Is not that the bill? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That is the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The proof in that case shows, and the report 
shows, that this soldier is 72 years of age, and is so afilicted 
that he can not feed himself, and requires an attendant all the 
time. Now, does the gentleman believe that the $30 a month 
recommended in this item is unjust and ought not to be paid? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will not so state. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then, why fight this item? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will ask the gentleman a few ques- 
tions concerning it, and then I may not fight it. 

Mr, RUSSELL. Let me say this, my friend: There is not a 
single item in this entire omnibus bill that has not had the con- 
sideration of the entire Committee on Invalid Pensions. There 
is not an item in this bill that is not here by the unanimous con- 
sent of every man on that committee, on both sides of this 
House. We do not believe that there is a single item in this bill 
that is not justified under the rules of the committee, which 
provide that the testimony must show in each case, first, that 
the claimant is destitute, and, second, that he is not able to 
work for himself. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

Mr. LANGLEY. And not an item but what has been gone 
over and reported by a special examiner—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; not a single item that has not been gone 
over and reported by a special examiner who has been detailed 
for that service by the Pension Department. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not the floor. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman explain how he man- 
aged to get Mr. Hill into this list, the record showing that he 
had actually falsified the record in order to draw two pensions, 
and that he had beeu cut off, and that this committee took him 
up and got him an increase? How did you get him on after he 
had falsified the record? 

Mr. RUSSELL. As I recollect that case, he was first pen- 
sioned as a Mexican soldier. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He was pen- 
sioned as a Union soldier. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I understand he drew pension both as-a 
Mexican War soldier and as a Civil War soldier. That was ob- 
Served two years ago by the Pension Department, and his pen- 
sion was withdrawn. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. And you put him back. Will you explain 
why you took upon yourselves that authority, when the laws of 
the United States say that no man shall draw two pensions at 
the same time? 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is some testimony before us—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to strike out the last two 
words. I want to make a little statement for the benefit of my 
friend from Georgia—and when I use the word “friend” I use 
it in its real meaning. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make a little state 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not 
been recognized, and the debate has been exhausted upon that 
amendment. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro 
forma amendment to this item. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. I wish to state to my friend from Georgia [Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY] what occurred here many years ago. There was then 
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a distinguished Member of the House from South Carolina— 
Mr. Talbert. At that time private pension bills were consid- 
ered on Friday nights only. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, a distinguished, honorable, and patriotic man, began to 
make a fight on these private pension bills, which he kept up 


on every Friday night. After a while the majority of the House, 


which was then Republican, decided that he was making the 
fight simply to kill time, and so they brought in a very drastic 
rule abolishing Friday night sessions and giving two days each 
month to the consideration of private pension bills. In the rule 
as reported there was a provision that only five minutes should 
be used in favor of and against any such bill in Committee of 
the Whole, or in the House as in Committee of the Whole, so 
that a vote could be forced. Hon. James D. Richardson, then 
the Democratic leader, pleaded with the majority to amend the 
rule so as to strike out the limitation as to time, the rule having 
been reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvanta [Mr. Dar- 
ZELL], stating that that was not time enough to consider prop- 
erly a bill to which there was any real objection; and he pledged 
the Democrats upon his honor that if that part of the rule wus 
left out there would be no speeches or amendments on this side 
against bills merely for the purpose of delay. From that day 
to this that course has been pursued by the Democrats in the 
House, because they, not objecting to the pledge their own 
leader had made, haye lived up to it ever since. Now, I have 
no objection to any gentleman making a fight against any bill 
if he really objects to the merits of it; but if it is the purpose 
of the gentleman to fight every bill, good or bad 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It is not my purpose to do so at all 
No coerced oral agreement that may have been made 15 years 
ago under Republican rule is binding here. This is a Demo- 
cratic House, under Democratic rules. I dare not permit un- 
considered legislation to go through without discussion for fear 
my party will resort to gag rule. If it come, let it come. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman’s intention is simply to delay 
the consideration of these bills, the gentleman will force upon 
this House—over his protest and over mine—the adoption of 
some such rule, because there are Democrats enough as well 
as Republicans who are in favor of liberal pensions to put any 
kind of a rule through this House. [Applause.] ‘They will 
bring in a rule limiting debate so that there will be no real 
debate. I hope the gentleman will take this into consideration 
in the course he is pursuing. I do not question his motives 
at all. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SIMS. Certainly. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. The minority leader at that time was 
simply begging Republicans to remove a rule that was imposed 
on the Democrats cutting off any discussion. 

Mr. SIMS. Not to adopt the rule in that form. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. That was at a time when we had to beg 
the Republicans for the right to discuss anything. 

Mr. SIMS. They were in the majority. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Does the gentleman apprehend that the 
Democrats now will pass a rule that will cut off a man from 
discussing things that he believes are iniquitous in legislation? 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, no; not iniquitous. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Simply because there is a majority here 
who want pensions. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not put it on the ground of iniquity. I said 
where there is any real objection to the bill. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. A bill that a Member believes to be 
iniquitous. 

Mr. SIMS. I credit by friend [Mr. RoppEngrry] with being 
perfectly sincere, but I am only warning him against the possi- 
bility of some such rule, and I am reminding the gentleman 
that in the past there have been gag rules that prevented the 
discussion even of a bad bill. Now, I have opposed extravagant 
pensions in this House perhaps as much as any man in it, but 
I know whereof I speak, and before the gentleman has been here 
five years he will know it also. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has expired. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of Henry Smith, late of Com F, One hundred and 


sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Infan and 
nms pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 10 
receiving. 


Mr. ANSBERRY. I move to strike out the last word. My 
colleague from Georgia [Mr, Roppensery] referred to the case 
of William Hill, and stated that William Hill, a man who had 
attained the age of 85 years—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman can not discuss the pension of William 
Hill when that item is not before the House. 


Mr. ANSBERRY. I think it comes with mighty poor grace 
from the gentleman to prevent me from answering a question 
when he has impugned the committee and challenged the right 
of an old veteran of two wars to his pension. 

The The Chair is of the opinion that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio has lost his opportunity. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be given three minutes to justify this committee and 
to justify the right of this old man to his pension. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, reserying the right to 
object, will the gentleman tell me what page it is on? 

Mr. ANSBERRY. On page 8. [Cries of “Regular order! “] 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is called for, which is 
equivalent to an objection, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Annie H. Schuler, widow of David A. Schuler, late of 
General Service, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the 
last line. 

Mr, JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I desire to make the point of order that the 
pae is dilatory, and I wish to read from the rules of the 

use: 

T 
JC e a ee a 

Now I read from paragraph 10, Rule XVI: 

No dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Speaker. 

I Ng desire to read from the precedents under that para- 
graph: 

This adopted in 1 to make permanent 
already ons in the — — the 8 „ who had Gearon Gee 


the object of a liamentary body is action, not stop of action. 
The Speaker declined to entertain debate or a on a on 

as to the dilatoriness of a mo as to do so wo be to n the 

rule; but has that the authority conferred by the rule 


shouid not be exercised until the object of the 
apparent to the House.“ 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia admitted in the first ques- 
tion asked him, and it is in the record here, that he intended 
to interpose this motion for the purpose of delaying the passage 
of the bill. His motion is merely to strike out the last word, 
which is of itself essentially a dilatory motion and could not be 

else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. If the gentle- 
man from Kansas has referred to the precedents and the rules, 
the Chair does not think he could have been happier in his 
selection. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, in the recommendation 
of the committee for Henry Smith it appears that in 1907, now 
five years ago, this pensioner began to receive $15 a month. 
This is not the case, Mr. Chairman, to which the gentleman 
from Ohio referred. The bill I objected to is not the Henry 
Smith bill, but a bill that has not been reached on the calendar, 
and I shall not object to the gentleman being heard when it is 
reached in its order. 

I desire in this connection to say there is a well-recognized 
principle of law which I want to call to the attention of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, who does not criticize, but 
merely brings to my attention the fact that I am attacking all 
these pensions and submitting no evidence. I do not concur 
with the gentleman that I am making an attack on them. I 
am inquiring of the author of the bill, as under the rules I have 
the right to inquire; I am inquiring of the chairman of the 
subcommittee, as I have the right to inquire, for the facts. And 
the well-known principle of law is that a statement or assertion 
of a claim made by a party, which claim is questioned or which 
claim is denied or the contrary fact is asserted, the burden is 
upon the party who asserts it to establish-it, and, having as- 
serted it, his failure then to establish it in a court of law or in 
a court of equity in any of the 48 States makes the controverted 
allegation, taken and considered by a court as admitted. This 
rule applies here as strongly, and more strongly in principle and 
equity, than it does in a court of law, because the pleadings 
there on both sides are required to be before the court, and 
this House at this instant is the court. 

And yet they say it is dilatory. Is it dilatory for a Member to 
ask for information where information does not exist? Why, 
my friend from Missouri, Judge RusseLL, whom I more than 
admire, whose candor and integrity and ability receive no 
greater regard from any Member than from myself, says that 
this bill has been carefully considered by the committee, detail- 
ing the manner of its consideration, and that it was unani- 
mously reported. I imquire, in the name of all publie orderly 
procedure in the Congress of a great and thoroughly tried Re- 
public, has the time come when a unanimous report of a com- 
mittee to the House can not get the explanation and defense on 


tory motion “ becomes 
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the floor from its author? Has the time come when a unani- 
mous report disposing of $100,000 of the people’s money in the 
name of patriotic recognition of the American soldiers can not 
be considered? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired, 
and the Clerk will read. . 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

The name of Henry H. Brunsteter, late of Company F, Forty-first 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer 495 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This paragraph proposes to pay one Brunsteter $30 a 
month, and I now moye that all debate upon the paragraph and 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman can not, upon the reading of the para- 
graph, haye such a motion entertained. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, but I have debated the motion. I made the 
motion to strike out the last word and debated it, Under the 
rules it provides that— ; 

The committee may, by a vote of a majority of the Members present, 
at any time after the five-minute debate has begun upon 1 gon amend- 
ments to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate upon the 
section or paragraph, etc. 

It is Rule XXIII, paragraph 6. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Unless the Chair is prepared to sus- 
tain the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not prepared to announce 
his decision. 

Mr. RODDENBERY., 
the rule says: 

The committee may, by a yote of a majority of the Members present, 
at any time after the five-minute debate has un upon proposed amend- 
ments to any section or ae he hs iy of a bill, close all debate upon such 
section or paragraph or, at its election, upon the pending amendments 
only, which motion shall be decided without debate; but this shall not 
preclude further amendment, to be decided without debate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the motion of the gentleman, if adopted, 
is to absolutely preclude not only consideration but the offering 
of amendments, and the gentleman's construction of the rule is 
1 by the decisions and directly in the face of the rule 
itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not a question of amendment, the 
Chair will say to the gentleman from Georgia, but the gentle- 
man from Illinois had offered some words in debate, and the 
Chair oyerrules the point of order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If the gentleman from Illinois obtains 
the floor and addresses his remarks to an amendment to a sec- 
tion, then, while recognized for that purpose, can he, on con- 
cluding his remarks, at the same instant, without other Members 
on the floor being recognized, make a motion to close debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from 
Georgia has put a hypothetical question. The Chair has de- 
cided the point of order and overruled it. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to close all debate on 
the section and amendments thereto. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. - 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Roppenpery), there we 
ayes 35, noes 2. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point there 
is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
A quorum is present, and debate is closed. The question is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. RODDENBERY), the committee 
again divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 8. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Glerk read as follows: 

The name of Israel S. Fletcher, late of Company K, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr, Chairman, the report upon this bill shows that it is 
just and ought to be allowed by this committee. I now move 
oe an debate upon the paragraph and amendments thereto be 
closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? [Cries of “ Regular order!”] Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that the motion is not in order because there is 
no motion before the committee made by the gentleman to jus- 
tify the discussion. [Cries of Rule!” ] 


I so understand, but, Mr. Chairman, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri moved to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. May I ascertain if, under the rules of 
the House, it is possible for a Member to be recognized to dis- 
cuss a paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN, I think it is apparent that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY] has been recognized every time 
he has asked the Chair to recognize him. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Then I move to strike out the last 
word, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is a motion pending now. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I desire to speak to that amendment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate close 
upon the amendment and paragraph. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. RussELL] that all debate close upon the paragraph. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry. Am I recog- 
nized by the Chair? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I moye we adjourn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Russet] is that the debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on 
the motion. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is not debatable, 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to close debate is not de- 
batable. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri that discussion on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be now closed. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Missouri can not withdraw his amendment 
after the motion is carried. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY] objects? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quesion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that the 
motion is dilatory. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It may be, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 0, noes 10. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is dilatory. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the motion made by the gentleman from Georgia is dilatory. 
A quorum has been ascertained to be present. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from 
Illinois is sustained. The Chair has just counted and ascer- 
tained that there is a quorum present. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of Israel S. Fletcher, late of Company K, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the word “thirty,” in line 22, and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-nine” for the reason that it seems to me large 
enough for a case of that sort; and I move that all debate upon 
that paragraph and amendment thereto be now closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the gentleman’s motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The gentleman has not discussed the 
question, and I now desire to read the rules of the House on 
the subject. 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Does the Chair desire to hear the gentleman on 
the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not. The question recurs 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLE- 
FORD]. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I would like to know from the Chair 
if a section is read and an amendment is proposed and a vote 
is taken on that amendment, but prior to the vote a question of 
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order is: raised, and the Chair overrules or sustains the question 
of order—— 
Mr. SHACKLEFORD. A point of order, Mr. Chairman 


Mr. RODDENBERY (continuing). And they go to reading 
the next paragraph—a separate and different paragraph—— 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. My point of order is that he is not 
presenting any parliamentary inquiry concerning anything now 
before the committee. It is purely hypothetical. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Georgin that I think he is entirely under a misapprehen- 
sion, because the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] 
made a very elaborate argument upon his motion, and conse- 
quently brought himself within the rules. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It is this: The gentleman having made 
that motion to close debate, and then it being a different para- 
graph and a different amendment, if the point of order be 
made by a Member on a different paragraph and a different 
amendment, will the previous ruling of the Chair on a different 
paragraph and different amendment preclude a Member address- 
ing the Chair from submitting a point of order on a different 
paragraph and different amendment or different motion made 
by a different Member? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order that the gentleman’s parliamentary inquiry 
without form and void. [Laughter.] . 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I submit my motion, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I feel grateful to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. [Laughter:] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in answer to the 
statement and question submitted by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Roppensery] that his statement is purely hy- 
pothetical. 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. 
Chalr's ruling: 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the committee and 
to the gentleman from Georgia that his position is entirely hy- 
pothetical. It is upon the present paragraph that the Chair 
held the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLE- 
rorD] to be in order. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. If it is in 
order to make a motion to adjourn, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
that motion is dilatory. 

Mr, TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I had the floor, and I had the 
right to make that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman took the floor on a point 
of order, and he had no right to take the Hoor for that pur- 
pose. Now the question is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD} to close debate on this paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Cicero C. Wait, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the Tast 
word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Missouri yield for a question? ` 

Mr. RUSSELL. No; I will not. The committee has investi- 
gated this case, and 

„Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. RUSSELL. No. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman refuses to yield, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, the committee has investi- 
gated this case, and the committee believes that it is just, and 
believes that the claim ought to be paid. I move that all debate 
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not catch the 


Mr. RODDENBERY. What motion did the gentleman make 
in the first instance? $ 
Mr. RUSSELL. To strike out the last word. 


Mr: RODDENBERY. 
last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question first rises on the motion to 
close debate. The motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Russetx] is that debate be closed on that paragraph. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to that motion. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion prevails, and now the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri is in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Now. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri by moving to strike 
out the last three words: [Cries of Vote!“ Vote! “] 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, debate has closed on that 
paragraph. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I submit that 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the motion of the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 
Russett] merely closes debate on his amendment and not on 
the paragraph or the amendment to the bill. T appeal to the 
record to verify the correctness of that assertion, 

Mr. RUSSELL. My motion was to close debate on that para- 
graph and all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is incorrect 
in his premises. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate be 
now closed on that paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that I have the floor, and that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr, RusseLL] not having made that motion in the first 
place, there is nothing for the Chair to do except to ascertain 
what the original motion was, and on that I appeal to the 
ReEcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wiil state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that, as the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Russert] contends that that was the motion 
he did make. 

Mr. RUSSELL. It was. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I accept the word of the gentleman, if 
he says so. n 

Mr: MANN. It is so. Everybody heard it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Ts it possible for me, by unanimous consent, to obtain an oppor- 
tunity to debate this? 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. No, no. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tayror of Colorado). The question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY J. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUSSELL}. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Greenberry V. Miles, late of Company B, Eightieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. I move to strike out the last word. 
I have carefully examined the report upon this bill. I believe 
that it is just and ought to be allowed by the committee. T 
move that all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto be now closed. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to dis- 
cuss the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Russetn] to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. RODDENBDRY. I rise for the purpose of moving an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment is in 


order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I move to amend by striking out the 
section. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is not am amendment to my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 


man. 8 
The CHAIRMAN. It is first in order to perfect the para- 
graph. 


I move to amend by striking out the 
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Mr. RUSSELL. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman can not withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Then, I will not withdraw it, if the gentle- 
man objects. ; 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do not object. I make the point of 
order that he can not withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. He does not withdraw it. The question is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rus- 
SELL]. 

The affirmative vote was taken. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not interrupt the 
taking of à vote. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not my amendment have priority 
oyer the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The CHAIRMAN. No. An amendment intended to perfect 
the text of a paragraph is in order before a motion to strike out 
the paragraph. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RUSSELL, 
it was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia renew | 


his motion to strike out the paragraph? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do. 

The question being taken, the motion to strike out the para- 
graph was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
one va n AL ES . the cay of bo per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, In the opinion of the Chair, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Russert] is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I have examined the report of the committee 
upon this bill. It is unanimous. We believe that this pension 
is just and ought to be paid. I move now that all debate on 

_ this paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Is it in order to move an amendment 
at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion before the committee is to 
close debate and that is not amendable. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Russet to close 
debate was agreed to. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. I move to amend the amendment by | 


striking out the last six words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia. N 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. RODDENBERY 
was rejected. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make a point of order. I want to 
perfect the amendment. The motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. RuUssELL] is first in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has voted on the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I can not take issue with the Chair on 
that question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Edwin Sharp, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment 

antry, him a on a e 
. is 18 A 8 50 pa 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
five words. I am a member of the committee which investigated 
this claim, and the report shows that it is a just claim and ought 
to be paid. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this para- 
graph and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out the last seven words of the section; and on that 
motion, Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate is closed. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the motion is dilatory and no Member voted the last time in 
favor of the gentleman’s motion, A 


Mr. RODDENBERY. We are wasting a lot of money while 
it is going on. 

A MEMBER. And you are doing the wasting. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. RODDENBERY) there were 15 ayes and 61 noes. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum. 

Mr. RUSSELL and Mr. MANN made the point of order that 
the point of order of the gentleman from Georgia was dilatory. 

5 5 RODDEN BERT. I would like to be heard on the point 

of order. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can not be heard on that. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do not agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does agree with the gentleman 
from Illinois. The Chair will count. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. On what does the Chair agree with 
the gentleman from Illinois? y 

The CHAIRMAN. That the gentleman can not discuss 
whether the Chair has the right to count a quorum. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Roppensery) there were 85 ayes and 4 noes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is not necessary for the com- 


| mittee to rise. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 20585, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PENSION LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
privileged resolution from the Committee on Rules, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 423 (H. Rept. 352). 

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution the 
House Shall proceed to the consideration in the House of House bills 
20585, 20586, 20628, in the order named; that all debate upon each of 
said bills shall close at the expiration of 10 minutes, at the end of 
which time the previous question shall be ordered upon each bill with- 
out appeal or interyening motion. 

[Applause.] 

‘Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr, Speaker, the resolution speaks 
for itself. It is evident that the majority desires to pass these 
bills and that the time of the House, which is valuable, seems 
to be wasted by some of the discussion here this afternoon, and 
that no real progress is being made. Therefore, in the interest 
of orderly procedure, it has become necessary to report the reso- 
lution which has been read from the Clerk’s desk. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I could not digest this voracious rule 
all at one reading, and I would like to know if there is to be 
any debate under it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Ten minutes of general debate on 
each bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. But on the adoption of the rule? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. We are debating the adoption of the 
rule nor. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Then I will ask the gentleman, on ac- 
count of his great constitutional knowledge and his knowledge 
of parliamentary law, if I may ascertain from him what oppor- 
tunity I will be given to discuss this very unusual rule? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think the gentleman will have all 
the opportunity necessary to discuss it. The resolution provides 
abundant time, I think, to consider the merits of the three 
pending bills. „ : 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Ten minutes debate on the rule? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; the gentleman will haye all the 
time necessary to discuss each bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. How long will that be? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think, if the gentleman desires it, 
he could have five minutes on each bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERT. Does the gentleman propose to follow 
the same course with reference to the diplomatic and consular 
bill, and the fortifications bill, and the agricultural bill? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I can not say until those bills come up, 
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Mr. RODDENBERY. Does the gentleman think that this gag 
rule is in accordance with the protestations of the Democratic 
Party to the people? [Laughter.] 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not really think that the gentle- 
man should call it a gag rule, inasmuch as it seems to be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Well, it is just simply a case of catch- 
ing and stringhalting—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas (continuing). The entire membership 
of the House seems to be in favor of the rule. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I have often seen fiye or six fellows 
catch one shote and stringhalt him, and yet I do not think the 
shote was in favor of it. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would not call the gentleman a 
shote. I think he is a pretty good sized product of Georgia 
Democracy. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have five 
minutes in which to discuss this proposed rule. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained to 
move the previous question. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moves the pre- 
vious question. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Roppensery) there were— 
ayes 149, noes 13. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
there is no quorum present. I move a call of the House—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not need to move a call 
of the House. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will take his seat, the 
Chair will count. [Applause.] [After counting.] One hundred 
and seventy-nine gentlemen are present, not a quorum. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, absentees will be notified, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 197, nays 26. 
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answered “ present“ 15, not voting 156, as follows: 


YEAS—197. 

Adair Esch Johnson, Ky, Pray 

Ainey Farr Jones Prouty 

Akin, N. Y. Fergusson hn Rainey 
Alexander Ferris Kendall Raker 

Allen Fitzgerald Kenned Ranch 
Anderson, Ohio Floyd, Ark. Kinkaid, Nebr. Redfield 
Ansberr: Fornes Kinkead, ees 
Ashbroo! Foster, III Knowland Reilly 
Barchfeld Foster, Vt. Konop Reyburn 
Barnhart ‘owler pie Rodenberg 
Bates Fuller Lafferty Rubey 
Bathrick Gallagher Langley Rucker, Colo. 
Bell, Ga. Gardner, N. J. , Pa. Russell 
Blackmon Garrett Lenroot Shackleford 
Booher Gillett Lewis Sharp 
Bowman Godwin, N. C. Lindbergh Sherwood 
Brantley Goeke Littlepage Simmons 
Brown Good Lloyd Sloan 
Browning Goodwin, Ark Lobeck Smith, J. M. C. 
Buchanan Gould McCoy Speer 
Burgess Gray McCreary Steenerson 
Burke, S. Dak Green, Iowa McKenzie Stephens, Cal. 
Burleson Greene, Mass. McKinne: Stephens, Nebr. 
Butler Gregg, Tex. McLaughlin Sterling 
Byrns, Tenn. Guernsey eMorran Stone 
Campbell amill Medden Sulloway 
Cannon Hamilton, Mich. Maguire, Nebr. ulzer 

Catlin Hamilton, W. Va. Mann Talcott, N. Y. 
Clark, Fla Hamlin Martin, Colo. Taylor, Colo. 
Claypool Hammond Martin, S. Dak. Taylor, 0 
Cline Hanna Mondell Thayer 
Connell Hardwick Morgan Thistlewood 
Cople Harris Morrison Turnbull 
Cox, Ind. Haugen Morse, Wis. Underhill 
Crumpacker Hawley Moss, Ind. Underwood 
Cullop Hayden Mott Volstead 
Curle Hayes Murdock Warburton 
Dalzell Heflin Murray Wedemeyer 
Daugherty Henry, Conn. Needham Weeks 
Davenport Henry, Tex. Neeley Wickliffe 
Davis, Minn. Hensley Nelson Willis 

Davis, W. Va. Hi 8 Norris Wilson, III. 
De Forest Hinds ye Wilson, Pa. 
Denver Holland Padgett Wood, N. J. 
Dickinson Houston Palmer Young, Kans. 
Dixon, Ind, Howell Patton, Pa, Young, Mich. 
Doremus Hughes, N. J. Pepper The Speaker 
Driscoll, D. A. Hull Pickett 

Driscoll, M. E. Jackson Porter 

Dyer Jacoway Pou 

NAYS—26. 

Bartlett Cooper Howard See aa Tex. 
Beall, Tex. Dickson, Miss. Lever Tribble 
Berger Edwards Roddenbery White 
Byrnes, S. C. Ellerbe Sims Witherspoon 
Callaway Faison Sisson Young, Tex. 
Candler Harrison, Miss. Stedman 

Collier Helm Stephens, Miss. 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—15. 


Adamson Garner Page Smith, Tex. 
drus Hardy Ransdell, La, Watkins 
Flood, Va. Hay Saunders Woods, lowa 
ench Legare Slayden 
NOT VOTING—156. 

Aiken, S. C. Dwight Lamb Randell, Tex. 
Ames Estopinal Langham Richardson 
Anderson, Minn. Evans Lawrence Riordan 
Anthony Fairchild Lee, Ga. Roberts, Mass, 
Austin Fields 2 Roberts, Ney. 

yres Finle Lindsay Robinson 
Bartholdt Foch Linthicum Rothermel 
Bingham Fordney Littleton Rouse 
Boehne Foss Longworth Rucker, Mo, 
Borland Francis Lou Sabath 
Bradley Gardner, Mass. McCall Scully 

roussard George McDermott Sells 
Bulkley Glass McGillicudd; Sheppard 
Burke, Pa. Goldfogle McGuire, Ok Sherley 
Burke, Wis. Graham McHenry Slem 
Burnett Gregg, Pa. McKellar Smal 
Calder riest eKinley Smith, Saml. W, 
Cantrill Gudger Macon Smith, Cal. 
Carlin Harrison, N. Y. Maher Smith, N. X. 
Carter Hartman Malb; Sparkman 
Cary Heald Matthews Stack 
Clayton Helgesen ae Stanley 
Conry Hi Miller Stevens, Minn. 
Covington Hobson Moon, Pa. Sweet 
Cox, Ohio Howland Moon, Tenn, Switzer 
Crago Hubbard Moore, Pa. Taggart 
Cravens Hughes, Ga. Moore, Tex. Talbott, Md. 
Currier Hughes, W. Va. Oldfield Taylor, Ala. 
Curr: Humphrey, Wash. Olmsted Thomas 
Danforth Humphreys, Miss, O’Shaunessy Tilson 
Davidson mes arran Towner 
Dent Johnson, S. C. Patten, N. X. Townsend 
Dies ent ayne Tuttle 
Difenderfer Kindred Peters Utter 
Dodds Kitchin Plumley Vreeland 
Donohoe Koni Post ebb 
Doughton Korbly Powers Whitacre 
Draper Lafean Prince Wilder 
Dupre La Follette Pujo Wilson, N. Y. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Pace with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. Moore of Texas with Mr. Loup. 

Mr. STANLEY with Mr. TOWNER. 

Mr. Lintuicum with Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. Levy with Mr. La FOLLETTE. 

Mr. KINDRED with Mr. LONGWORTH. 

Mr. Jonson of South Carolina with Mr. Huemes of West 
Virginia. 

Mr. Harrison of New York with Mr. HOWLAND. 

„ Gupcer with Mr. HELGESEN. 

. Francis with Mr. HEALD. 

. FINLEx with Mr. GRIEST. 

. Dononor with Mr. Garpner of Massachusetts. 
. Dent with Mr. Curry. 

. Coyrneton with Mr. Foss. 

. Burnetr with Mr. BARTHOLpT. 

Mr. Smarr with Mr. AMES. 

For the session: 

Mr. Grass with Mr. SLEMP. 

Mr. Apamson with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 

For the balance of day: 

Mr. Crayton with Mr. Anperson of Minnesota. 

Until February 26, noon: 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present. The Doorkeeper will 
open the doors. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. For the purpose of making a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I would like to inquire if under the 
rule which has been adopted 10 minutes of debate is not in 
order; and if so, is it not in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Not on the previous question. The rnle as 
to the previous question is that if there is any debate on the 
matter before it is submitted there is no debate afterwards, and 
there was 5 or 10 minutes of debate. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill named in 
the rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it has been read once. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I understand the bill has been read once. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of otder 
that the bill was read in committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] has the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I understand the bill has 
been read, and therefore it is not necessary to read it again. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the bill 
would have to be read in the House, as the rule provides for 
considering it in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will have to be read in the House. 
The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
RoppENBERY] has asked for some time, and I yield five minutes 
to him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDEN- 
BERY] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the 
House we have now reached a point at which it appears that a 
vote will be taken on a bill making provision for the expendi- 
ture of something like $100,000. Much of the day has been de- 
voted by me to an effort to obtain from the chairman of the sub- 
committee and to obtain from the authors of the respective 
private bills some word explanatory of measures they have 
introduced for the purpose of drawing upon the Treasury of their 
constituents and the people of the country. No gentleman, ex- 
cept one Member who gave utterance to an explanation of a 
measure which he had introduced for a soldier, since deceased, 
has spoken 5 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker : 

Mr. RODDENBERY., I decline to yield. = 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I can not yield, I bave but three 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. And possibly one other bill that I do 
not recall, which gentlemen can expatiate upon out of their own 
time. Yet, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding this, on submitting to 
the House a simple request this morning on the presentation of 
these bills that fair debate be permitted, it was declined. In- 
deed, it was ignored. After standing here in no clandestine 
manner, but openly and, I trust, with courtesy to Members, and 
in my right under the rules of the House seeking information, 
paragraph by paragraph, none was accorded; and, finally, in 
order to circumvent further legitimate questions, the chairman 
of the subcommittee, or the Member in charge of the bill, rises, 
obtains the floor by reason of his right of prior recognition as a 
member of the committee, and cuts off absolutely not only all 
debate, but all investigation, and denies to a Member the right 
of making a single inquiry. 

Not content with that, my colleagues of the Committee on 
Rules, forgetting their charges against Cannonism, lapsing in 
memory as to their recent protestations against the iniquity of 
the Dalzell conspiracy denying the right of debate in this forum 
of the people, retired to the cloakroom, and from there sum- 
marily brought forth a rule providing means for cutting off all 
fair debate and for passing this measure and another measure of 
equal importance, and, in addition to that, still another bill ap- 
propriating the public money. In effect, they say, “Gagged be 
public debate! Gagged be public discussion 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


yield? 
Mr. RODDENBERY (continuing). “And gagged be public 


consideration!“ 
Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


ae ANDERSON of Ohio. 
eld? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield until the next bill 
comes up. When I was.up before and had time I nodded fre- 
quently to the gentleman that I desired to yield to him, and 
he declined. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, comes the rule that puts these measures 
upon their passage. Why is it that on a pension measure, im- 
portant as it may be—why is it that the Committee on Rules 
retires and brings in this Cannon rule? No effort is made to 
thwart the discussion, but the most vigorous and yet unavail- 
ing protests are made by appealing to the Members to give the 
House and the country light upon legislation providing for large 
expenditures in order that we might cast a vote based upon in- 
telligence, based upon consideration, and based upon knowledge 
of the circumstances and the facts. Thus only can the truth be 
determined by the individual Member. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. RUSSELL]. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to say any- 
thing in reply to my friend from Georgia, and I only do it now 
because I think he inadvertently made a serious mistake in 
stating what this bill earries. He stated that it carried about 
$100,000. There are in the two bills, this and the next bill on 
the calendar, 353 different items, and the average is about $28, 
meluding the pensions that are now paid to the soldiers. The 
increases in these bills are about $12 for each one, and that 
means 12 times 353, which is $42,950. 

Now, I submit that my friend in stating what he did referred 
to the entire amount to be paid to soldiers in both bills, includ- 
ing what they are now getting. I am satisfied that that was a 
mistake. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. 
permitted. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use the balance of 
my time, and I will call for a vote. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAIR. Just for a question. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I desire to ask the gentleman if, from 
reading the bill, or from the reading of the report, there is any 
statement in them anywhere showing in the report or in the 
bill how much this increase is in dollars? 

Mr. ADAIR. Not in the report or in the bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. And no Member having yielded to me 
or furnished the information, I did not know. 

Mr. ADAIR. It is a matter of caleulation which anybody 
could make. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of 
the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late; it has already 
been read. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. RODDENBERY) there were—ayes 161, noes 47. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
that some Members of the House rose and voted “yea” and 
then rose and yoted to the contrary. I make the point of order 
that no quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER. As far as the first point is concerned, the 
Chair has nothing to do with it. The Chair can not assume 
that Members haye voted both ways. As to the point of order 
that no quorum is present, the Chair has counted, and there 
are 161 ayes and 47 noes, which is a quorum. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If, upon putting the question, Mem- 
bers vote aye and are counted, and then, upon the Speaker put- 
ting the question for the other side, some Members who voted 
aye arise and vote again, is it in order for such Members to 
be counted in making and declaring a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the House would not recognize 
the fact that any Member could do what the gentleman alleges 
some Members did do. They would be subject to be brought 
before the bar of the House and punished for it. The Chair 
can not assume that any Member did that. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state on my 
own responsibility as a Member that Members did do it. [Cries 
of The regular order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The vote discloses 161 ayes and 41 noes. 
The ayes have it. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and 
nays. ‘ 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. Four gentlemen have arisen—not a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are refused. The ayes have it, 
and the bill is passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a 
privileged report. I wish to report the Indian appropriation 
bill 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I make the point of order that, under 
the rule brought in by the Committee on Rules and adopted by 
the House, these bills are of higher privilege than the matter 
submitted by the gentleman from Texas and that his matter is 
not in order. 5 


I would like to correct it if I may be 
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The SPEAKER. Without ruling upon that question, the 
gentleman from Texas will please reserve his report until we 
get through with these bills. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, under the rule, will these 
bills be in order as unfinished business in the morning, the 
previous question having been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they will. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I will. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the bill (H. R. 20728) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1913, which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report (No. 351), ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois reserves all 
points of order on the bill. 

ADJOURNMENT, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do 
now adjourn. 3 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
February 24, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination ` 4 
survey of South Bristol Harbor, Me. (H. Doc. No. 564); to de 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations, 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Savannah River and Harbor, Ga. (H. Doc. No. 563) ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17029) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to convert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe 
into a brigade post, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 348), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. LOBECK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17238) to provide for 
an investigation of the collection and disposal of garbage, ashes, 
refuse, dead animals, and night soil in the District of Columbia, 
and employment of a competent sanitary engineer to report the 
latest approved methods for disposal of the same, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 350), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12525) granting a pension to Ernestine Hennig, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20683) to amend “An 
act supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act to prohibit the 
coming of Chinese persons into the United States,’ approved 
May 5, 1892, and fixing the compensation of commissioners in 
such cases,” approved March 3, 1901; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 20684) authorizing the dona- 
tion of the lands, buildings, and other property heretofore used 
as the Lemhi Indian School on the Lemhi Reservation, in Idaho, 
to the State of Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20685) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to use in the purchase of 
stock cattle moneys appropriated to fulfill treaty obligations; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20686) to ratify an agreement with the 
Weeminuchi (or Wiminuche) and hereafter referred to as the 
Wiminuche Band of Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, for the 
relinquishment to the United States of their right of occupancy 
of the tract of land known as the Mesa Verde; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20687) to establish a gen- 
ON eae post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 20688) transferring the cus- 
tody and control of the old post-office building in the city of 
Charleston, S. C., from the Treasury Department to the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20728) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, ind for other purposes, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1913; to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BERGER: Resolution (H. Res. 422) instructing the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department to 
make certain investigations; to the Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: i 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 20689) granting a pension to 
Louisa Kopp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 20690) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATLIN: A bill (H. R. 20691) granting a pension to 
Christina B. Offer; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20692) for the relief of 
H. C. Hodges, H. A. Powell, John Smith, and Joseph Ridley; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 20693) granting a pension to 
Bertie L. Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 20694) granting an increase 
of pension to J. T. Kirkland; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20695) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward W. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 20696) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P. Craig; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20697) for 
the relief of Frank Sheldon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20698) granting an increase 
of pension to Lydia A. Smiley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 20699) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Reed; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 20700) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph H. Davis, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 20701) granting a pension to 
Mary Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20702) granting an increase of 
pension to All McKisic; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MoGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 20703) granting an 
increase of pension to Moses King, jr.; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 20704) for the relief of heirs 
of Isaac Stinnett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 20705) for the relief of 
settlers in township 32 north, range 66 west, of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 20706) granting a pension to 
Philip H. George; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20707) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20708) for the relief of the 
estate of Joseph Holt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20709) for the relief of estate of Mrs, F. M. 
Harris, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20710) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Louis R. Dicus, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20711) for the relief of John Jones; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 20712) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of James Halloran; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20713) for the relief of W. T. 
Newbill; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 20714) granting 
a pension to Susan J. Isbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 20715) granting 
an increase of pension to Clark E. Semark; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 20716) to 
reimburse W. A. Gara, clerk of station No. 28, post office at Los 
ae Cal., for loss of postage stamps; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 20717) granting a pension 
to James F. Brennan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20718) granting an 
increase of pension to Ervin J. Anderson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20719) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Hanners; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20720) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 20721) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to reappoint Henry Harrison Hall a second lieutenant in 
the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 20722) granting a pension 
to Oliver J. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 20723) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew P. Lankvest; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 20724) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 20725) granting a pen- 
sion to Mabel F. Coen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20726) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 20727) granting an 
increase of pension to Vitruvius Tew; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 20729) granting an increase of 
pension to Irvin M. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20730) granting a pension to Sarah F. 
Duty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOY: A bill (H. R. 20731) granting a pension to 
Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20782) granting a pension to Catherine J. 
Callan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20733) granting a pension to Margaret 
Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELET: A bill (H. R. 20784) for the relief of P. C. 
Trump; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 20735) granting an increase of 
pension to Arthur Corse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Milwaukee (Wis.) Branch, 
Lake Seamen’s Union, for passage of House bill 11372; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Camp No. 207, Sons of Veterans, for in- 
creased pensions to veterans of the Ciyil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New Philadelphia, Ohio, for the passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George U. Duer and 36 other citizens of 
Millersburg, Ohio, protesting against the passage of parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of citizens of Sheridan, in 
the city of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring an amendment to the inter- 
state-commerce law as shall be effective in prohibiting the dis- 
tribution of liquors and beer in any territory contrary to the 
will of the majority of its electors; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Pennsylvania; 
Reading and Williamsport (Pa.) Branches of German-American 
Alliance; the Harmony Maennerchor Society, of Ambridge and 


Economy, Pa., against any prohibition or interstate liquor 
measure now pending; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Order of Patrons of Husbandry, to 
amend Federal oleomargarine laws; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions 
of Duquesne and Crafton; Methodist Episcopal Church of 
McKees Rocks; Mount Washington Baptist, Mount Washington 
Methodist Episcopal, and Duquesne Heights Methodist Episcopal 
Churches, of Pittsburgh, all in the State of Pennsylvania, for 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German Beneficial Union, No. 331, of 
Ambridge, Pa., against any prohibition or interstate liquor 
measure now pending; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of First Methodist Church of Crafton, Pa., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Texas, in 
favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Valley Mills, Tex., protesting 
against extension of parcel-post service beyond its present limi- 
tations; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Bartels Brewing Co., of 
Kingston Station, Wilkes-Barre, Pa., indorsing House bill 16663 ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Precious Metals Corporation, of New 
York City, for the establishment of a mining experiment station 
at Silverton, Colo.; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of Slocum Council, No. 271, Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, praying for illiteracy test to immigration 
law; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of churches of Audubon and 
Salem, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petitions of citizens of Kansas and 
Missouri, protesting against extension of the parcel-post service 
beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CATLIN: Petition of members of the Improved Or- 
der of Red Men ard residents of the eleventh congressional dis- 
trict of St. Louis, Mo., for the erection of an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of St. Johns River (Fla.) 
Annual Conferencé, Methodist Episcopal Church, for passage 
of an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petitions of German societies of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of the Woman’s Club of Wil- 
kinsburg, Pa., and of the United Brethren in Christ Church of 
McKeesport, Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New York Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children, New York City, against Senate bill 252, to 
establish a children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of the Central Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union and the Methdist Episcopal Brotherhood 
of Binghamton, N. Y., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Lansing, N. Y., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Broadway Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against abandonment of the Brooklyn Nayy Yard; to 


‘the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, petition of a German Catholic society of New York 
City, for passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Association of Life Insurance Policy 
Holders, for certain amendment to the corporation-tax law; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John Strootman, of Buffalo, N. Y., protesting 
against certain bills relative to shoe machinery, etc.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Genoa, Ill, favoring the passage of the 
Kenyon-Sheppard bill, concerning the interstate shipments of 
intoxicating liquor, ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of La Salle County (III.) Shoe Retailers’ Asso- 
ciation, protesting against the passage of the Campbell bill 
(H. R. 16844) providing for the imprint of manufacturer's 
name on shoes, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of the City Council of Rockford, III., favoring 
the passage of the bill providing for the coinage of 3-cent 
pieces; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Dearborn Drug and Chemical Works, of Chi- 
cago, Ill, in favor of the passage of a waterway bill; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of the Grace United Evangelical 
Church, the Christian and Missionary Alliance, the St. Andrews 
Reformed Church, and the Memorial Presbyterian Church, of 
Lancaster, Pa.; the Keystone League, Christian Endeavor, of 
Columbia, Pa.; and of Rev. C. W. Getz, of Mount Joy, Pa., for 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture, 
favoring the enactment of Senate bill 4563, to advance the cause 
of agricultural education ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of ©. A. Burrows, of Lancaster, Pa., for passage 
of House bill 13114; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILL: Memorial of Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, for passage of House bill 9242, for retirement of civil- 
orce employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

ervice. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Resolutions of the Fargo Commercial 
Club, of Fargo, N. Dak., indorsing resolutions adopted by the 
Northwest Development League recommending the passage of 
laws inaugurating a United States Government domestic immi- 
gration policy; to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, «petition of Canfield Co. and other business men, of 
Towner County, N. Dak., protesting against parcel-post legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of residents of the 
sixth congressional district of Nebraska, for old-age pensions; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of sixth congressional district of 
Nebraska, for passage of the Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of residents of Buffalo County, Nebr., urging en- 
actment of House bill 16689; to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands. 

By Mr. KINKBAD of New Jersey: Petitions of German- 
American Alliance of Middlesex County, N. J., in opposition to 
prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Mary Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Lu- 
theran Church of Arendtsville, Pa., urging passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petitions of churches of Blairsville and 
residents of East Mahoning, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the German-American Alli- 
ance of Nebraska, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
4043 and House bill 17593; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 21, United Spanish War Veterans, 
of Brooklyn, N. X., for passage of House bill 17470; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union, against sub- 
stituting enlisted men for civilian employees in the navy yards; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petitions of merchants: and citizens of 
Pilger, Beemer, Leigh, and other towns of Nebraska, against 
parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Omaha (Nebr.) fire department, for pas- 
sage of House bill 9242, known as the Hamill civil-service bill; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Petition of the Queen Mannfactur- 
ing Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against extension of 
parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of All 
McKisic; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Hope, Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of residents of the State 
of Maine, for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Eugene B. Holden and others, of Oxford, 
Me., for school-teachers’ retirement fund in the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. McKENZIE: Petition of Forreston, III., for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dakota, III., protesting against re- 
peal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of North Branch, Mich., favoring the pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Petition of Mount Pleasant (Pa.) 
Grange, No. 1465, asking that certain changes be made in the 
Federal oleomargarine law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the German Beneficial Union, of Ambridge 
and Economy, Pa., protesting against the passage of any pend- 
ing interstate-commerce liquor measure; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions from citizens of McDonald, Pa., asking for a 
reduction in the duty on raw and refined sugar; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions from sundry citizens of New Castle, Pa., favor- 
ing the passage of the Berger old-age pension bN1; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Mount Pleasant and United Presbyterian 
Churches, of Darlington, Pa.; also of union meeting of four 
churehes of Beayer Falls, Pa.; also of R. M. Pearce Bible Class, 
Reformed Presbyterian Sabbath School, and First Reformed 
Presbyterian Church, all of Beaver Falls, Pa.; also of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Claysville and the 
Ministerial Association of Monongahela, Pa., all favoring the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitions of citizens of second congres- 
sional district of Oklahoma, asking that the duties on raw and 
a sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of citizens of, second congressional district of 
Oklahoma, for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Committee 
on Pensions, ; i 

Also, petitions of citizens of Mutual, Okla., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; also of churches of 
Anadarko, Okla., protesting against nullification of State liquor 
laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of second congressional district of 
Oklahoma, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: Memorial received from the 
merchants of Minocqua, Wis., protesting against the passage of 
any bills extending the parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Oakland, Cal., against the abolishment of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of citizens of Henryville, Tenn., 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 4 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Joseph 
Holt, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John Jones; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for heirs or estate of Mrs. 
F. M. Harris, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany House bill 18832, a 
bill for the relief of W. H. Hardesty, administrator of the estate 
of Uriah M. Johnson, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Montana, 
protesting against the enactment of legislation for the exten- 
sion of the parcel-post service, etc.; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Butte and Stevensville, Mont., in favor of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Chester and Gildford Commercial Clubs, 108 
citizens of Hingham, Galata, Gildford, Lothair, Inverness, and 
Chester, State of Montana, favoring amendment to the enlarged 
homestead act providing for three-year proof and extension of 
time for cultivation, ete: ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Montana, in favor of House bill 
14, for extension of parcel-post system; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Montana, in favor of the Berger 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Jose, Cal.; of the California Legislature; of the San 
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Mateo County (Cal.) Development Association; of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Oakland, Cal.; of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburg, Cal. ; and of the Merchants’ Association of San Diego, 
Cal, in favor of House bill 16841; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, resolutions of the Humboldt Chamber of Commerce, of 
Eureka, Cal, in favor of House bill 18326; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring an amendment to the interstate commerce 
law prohibiting interstate- commerce railroads from owning or 
controlling ships engaged in the trade through the Panama 
Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Corning, 
Cal., in favor of House bill 18431, for improving the Sacramento 
River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative 
Union of America, favoring a national bureau of child protec- 
tion; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, 
Cal., indorsing Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Wholesale Grocers’ Association of Sac- 
ramento, Cal., and of Tarr & McComb, of Los Angeles, Cal, 
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Corliss Gas Engine Co., of San Francisco, 
Cal., against House bill 18788; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of A. B. Spaulding, of Portland, Oreg., favoring 
the passage of House bill 8439; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Petition of citizens of Texarkana, Tex., 
in support of House bill 16450, providing punishment for unlaw- 
ful breaking of car seals on interstate shipments; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPEER: Petition of Valley Grange, No. 1420, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Dagus Mines, Pa., protesting against passage 
of any bill providing for the removal of the special tax on oleo- 
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE: Petition of citizens of Peoria, III., in favor 
of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Central Federated Union of 
Greater New York and vicinity, protesting against enlisted men 
in the Navy doing work formerly done by civilian employees at 
the Boston and other navy yards; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that the 
duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens for passage of House bill 14, to 
establish a parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Petitions of the Christian Church, the Re- 
lief Corps Church, and the First Baptist Church, of Iola, Kans., 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of members of the 
Improved Order of Red Men of Ouray, Colo., for an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petitions of citizens of Lenox and Prom- 
ise City, Iowa, against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Washington for passage of old-age pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Also, petition of members of Agate Grange, Washington, for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of R. W. Mitchell and 5 other cit- 
izens of Charlotte, N. C., asking for reduction of duty on raw 
and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Marysville Commercial Club, 

Marysville, Ohio, and the New York Cash Store, Delaware, Ohio, 
protesting against the enactment of any legislation for the ex- 
tension of the parcel-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens of 
Arnot, Blossburg, Coudersport, Lock Haven, and Clinton County, 
Pa., in favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Andrews Settlement, Pa., and the congregation of the Baptist 


Church of Ulysses, Pa., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Order of Railway Conductors, Division 
No. 176, of Corning, N. Y., praying for repeal of tax on oleo- 
margarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Potter County, Pa., asking for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Williamsport and Jersey Shore, 
Pa., in opposition to changes in parcel-post law; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Friday Club, of Wellsboro, Pa., asking for 
legislation to investigate disease in dairy products; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Williamsport, 
Pa., in opposition to interstate-commerce liquor legislation; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Organization of Bluejackets’ 
Friends, for appointment of civilian commission to investigate 
condition and treatment of enlisted men in the United States 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Washington Camps, Nos. 158 and 628, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Hughesville and Liberty, 
Pa., praying for illiteracy test to immigration law; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Norton 
and Decatur Counties, Kans., protesting against parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norton and Decatur Counties, 
Kans., for regulation of express rates and classification; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petition of J. J. Jones and sundry 
citizens of Smith County, Tex., in favor of old-age pensions; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 85 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
' Saturday, February 24, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the sublime faith 
which holds us close to Thee amid the sotrows and disappoint- 
ments of life and which in times of peril and distress lifts us 
out of ourselyes and makes us heroes. Increase, we beseech 
Thee, our faith in Thee, and especially in our fellow men, that 
we may discern beneath the rough exterior something noble, 
something divine; that we may throw our whole soul into the 
daily tasks of life, loving mercy, doing justly, and walking 
humbly with Thee our God and our Father. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 8 r 

PRIVATE PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the special order passed yesterday 
afternoon, the Clerk will report the next pension bill. 

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 20586) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and to certain widows and dependent children of soldiers 
and sailors of said war, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

The name of William Hill, late of Company E, Second Regiment 
Pennsylyania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Josiah F. Wildermuth, late of compiu H, Forty-eigħth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Fisher, late of e B, One hundred and 
thirty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John A. Ripley, late of Company C, One hundred and 
fifty-fifth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Francis Palmer, late of Company E, One hundred and 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas D. Orr, late of Company B. Fourteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, First Regiment 
Missouri State Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Louis Regenhardt, jr., late of 8 K, Third Regi- 
ment, and Company B, Fifteenth Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
now receiving. 

The name of William H. Slack, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of John Egan, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Mowder, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth 
Re ent Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Bennett, late of Company B, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of rare eed R. Case, late of First Battery Minnesota 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Jones, late of Company K, One hundred and 
fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lavina Osborne, widow of Andrew Osborne, Jate of 
Company E, Third ment Missouri Militia Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Charles Johnson, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of McGill Clarke, late of 8 D, Third Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of des per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Henry Counterman, late of Com C, Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
‘the rate of $36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 
The name of ry A. Ault, widow of Adam F. Ault, late of Com- 
any C, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
er a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 


recel 5 

The name of William §. Weinhold, late of Company D, Ninetieth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Giles J. Burgess, late of Company A, Second Reciment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Mars, late of Company F, One hundred and 
sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio National Guard Infaniry, and pay him a 
— the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The name of George W. Newman, late assistant surgeon Fifth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher M. McGuire, late of Company E, Twenty- 
fifth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and Companies C and G, 
First Regiment Missouri Volunteer apr arig? and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Nangle, late of Company C, One hundred 


and first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
penson At the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that be is now 


The name of Samuel Workman, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred Inks, late of 83 E, One hundred and sixty- 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay him 
a 8 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Gilbert W. Ostrom, late of Companies A and E, Fit- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Allen Godard, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer 1 pay him a pension at the rate of 830 
per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The name of John T. Newcomb, late of Company D, Third Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John R. Burdick, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jesse W. Kennedy, late of Company D, First Battalion 
Arkansas Voiunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Christina Reichardt, helpless and dependent child of 
Adolphus H. D. Reichardt, late of Company A, First Regiment Rhode 
112 5 oe Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of 

per month. 

The name of William T. Bell, late of Company K, Seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Marcus L. Weeks, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nathaniel J. Dickey, late of Company F, Forty-sixth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Blankenship, late of Company K, Third Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month. 

The name of James M. Parsons, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Dyer C. Elder, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now ing. 

The name of Cornelius Unger, late of Com 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pens 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel H. Croyle, late of Company G, Seventy-eighth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William L. Taylor, late of Company B, One hundred 
and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ‘antry, and pay 
him 5 pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


ving. 
The name of John Holland, late of Battery B, First Regiment Rhode 
924 nd o * 8 . 
r month in lien o e ow ; 
: The name of Charles A. Brown, late of Company M, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


G, Fourth R ent 
m at the rate of $24 per 


The name of Lewis M. Franklin, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William T. Williams, late of Company B, Seventh Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William C. Brown, late of Company C, Seventy-fifth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Manly S. Tyler, late of Company L, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Heavy illery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is row receiving. A 

The name of John K. Willson, late of Company G, Second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Henry B. Wood, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas C. Noonan, late of Companies C and E, Sixty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Arthur McCloskey, late of Company D, One hundred and 
seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of H. Doherty, widow of William F. Doherty, late of 
Company A, First ment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay. 
her prae at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Napoleon Gignac, late of Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hugh H. Long, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Savage, late of Company I, Fifty-ninth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Eckols, late of Company F, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment, and Companies A and D, Ninth Regiment, IIli- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Maggie L. McGrath, widow of Morris D. McGrath, late 
of Company I, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 


The name of James G. Haner, late of Company A, One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of 8 r month in leu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William R. Hardy, late of Company B, Sixty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Loyd T. Lathrop, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin Simmons, late of Company K, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cayan and Company B, Fourth Regiment New 
York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Elizabeth Buhr, widow of Mathias Buhr, late of Com- 
pany A, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

e name of Nancy J. Bryant, widow of Anderson J. Bryant, late 
of Company F, Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a penalen at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William B. Hicks, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that be is now 3 

The name of Samuel T. Edwards, late of 3 „ Ninth Regi- 
ment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William Webster, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavort and Company E, Second Regiment New 
York Provisional Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 88 

The name of Wilson E. Davis, late of Company M. Fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Jackson, late of Company E, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Gustav Burghardt, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Moss Marcum, late of Company G, First Regiment Ten- 
nessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of 0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Zachariah T. Anderson, late of Company B, First Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Downing, late of Company E, Seventh Negi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now 1 

The name of Edward T. Smith, late of Sixth Independent Battery, 
Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate o 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Bocklet, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of 830 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Georgo Peckham, late of Company I, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of 840 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter Ali, late of band, elfth Regiment United States 
on at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


The name of Albert P. Odell, late of Company C, One hundred and 
th Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


Infantry, and pay him a 
of that he is now receiving. 


U. S. S. William Bacon, United 8 
the rate of $80 per month in lieu of that 
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The name of Charles L. Collier, late landsman, U. S. S. Kickapoo 
and Great Western, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Ju Hammond, late of Company K, Twenty- 
second and Twenty-ninth Regiments Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Catherine D. Bauerly, former widow of George Vetter, 
late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Benjamin T. Bradley, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Skanes, late of Companies C and E, Twenty- 
sixth and One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiments Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frederick Canz, alias Frederick Cane, late of Company 
H, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of or month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James H. Lile, late of Twyman's Independent Company 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and Company D, Seventeenth t 
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emil Wiegleb, late of Company G, Eighth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Frailey, late of Company D, Forty-eighth 
en ayes Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John C. Williams, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Ca’ „ and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now receiving. 

e name of Henry Campbell, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Y. Kelly, late of Company H, Eleventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


e name of Duncan D. Cameron, late of Captain Gray’s company, 
One hundred and th Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
Company K, Ninth ent United States Colored and pay 


t Troops, 
maar ni cepa at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Cyrus Tschupp, late of Com; K, Third Regiment 
ia (raps Volunteer Hoave Artillery, and 8 a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George H. Dunn, late of Companies C and H, Thirty- 
fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 1 5 and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Lipps, late of Company D, One hundred and 
ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lewis B. Clark, late of Company I, One hundred and 
thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Andrew Dye, late of Company H, First Regiment Wis- 
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in liew of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Conklin, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Indian Volunteer Infantry, and him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recel 8 

elfth R ¢ Illi- 


‘The name of John Byers, late of Company D, egimen 
nois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hiram G. Dissinger, late of Company F, One hundred 
and seyenty-ninth R ent Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and 
DRT D oP pti the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Martin Maloy, late of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment 
ats Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per minth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joel Dunaway, late of Companies B and A, Eighth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James ip Pi of Company I, Thirtieth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lyman H. Fowler, late of Company C, Sixteenth R 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Companies and I, Six- 
teenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ada C. Mercer, helpless and dependent child of Pem- 
broke Mercer, late of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Samuel C. Vörse, late of Company C, Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Latourette, late of Company G, Third Regi- 
ment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Perry eg ce A late of Company G, Fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in leu of that he is now recet 5 

The name of Charles Latham, late of Company I, Second Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now 55 

The name of James C. Burrall, late of First ttery Minnesota Vol- 
unteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
Month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Timothy Keely, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer I try, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Campbell, late of Company K, First Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Charles H. Hall, late of Company H, One hundred and 
seventy-first 1 ber Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The name of John H. Reese, late of 88 A, Eighty-eighth R 
ment. and Company D, Thirty-eighth R ent, Indiana Volunteer 
bg and pay a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 


The name of Eleanor M. Freer, widow of Charles Freer, late of Com- 
. E, eth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Andreas Pfannschmidt, late of Company H, Forty-fifth 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer AR and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Van Ryn, late of Company I, Sixty-first Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Luther D. Morgan, late of Company B, Seventy-eighth 
R ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now receiv: 


Infantry, and pay him 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 


Twelfth Regi- 
Dar the rate of 


and 
rate of r month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
. William A. Loner Jate of Company F, One hundred 
and forty-fifth Regiment Illinois olunteer gree is and pay him a 
pension in lieu of that he is now 


at the rate of $30 per month 
receiving. 

The name of Morris B. Ev: late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Electious J. Jenkins, late of Company L, Second Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30. per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Presley V. Reynolds, late of Com H, Fourth i- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now X 

The name of Frederick Carel, late of band, Fourth t West 
Virgina Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now a 

ee eee e e Yate Talats and Ba 
and thirty-seven ew Tor! olunteer 5 
Rim a pension at the ate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


g. 
Th me of John Sullivan, late of Company C, Elghty-ninth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer 1 1 45 5 pay . at the rate of 
e w rece: 3 
. Dye, late of Company K, Eleventh Regi- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in leu of that he is now receiving. 


ent Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, an a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in Lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Henrie Di „ widow of John Dinegan, late of 


inegan hi s 
Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and 


C, 
55 Pe pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now recei 


g. 

The name of Monroe Gunter, late of Company M, Third Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John P. Godby, late of 8 C, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Moses G. J. Pratt, late of C y E, Seventy-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer ge Be ry pay a pension at the 
C is now receiving. 

name 


ving. 
The name of Barah Wood, widow of Edward Wood, late of Company 
I, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and gy her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that is now 


receiving. 

The name of Charles G. Radcliff, late of Company C, Twelfth — 
ment Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at t 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joel Bundy, late of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 4 

The name of Samuel K. Rudolph, late of Company H, Thirty-sixth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

name of Twelfth Ri 


0 85 ~ je . — Sows, ats of Company 8 nea ent 
hio Volunteer Cav: , and pay him a pension a era per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of George Simons, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Nancy McKnight, now Matsel, former widow of Henry 
McKnight, late of Company F, Eighty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pAr hor a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Bails, late of Company B, Second Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a u penzion at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elias Kebach, late of Company A, Two hundred and 
eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 yer month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Betsey J. Platt, widow of John Platt, late of Company 
H, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Charles W. Stewart, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of.that he is now 5 

The name of Della Langdon, widow of Moses E. Langdon, late of 
Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay, er a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he name of Ellen J. Smith, widow of George C. Smith, late of Com- 
ny D, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of 
Lulu E. Smith, helpless and dependent daughter of said Ellen J. Smith, 
the additional aniston of $12 herein granted shall cease and determine: 
And provided further, That in the event of the death of George P. 
Smith, helpless and dependent son of said Ellen J. Smith, the additional 
sion of $12 herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
urther, That in the event of the death of Ellen J. Smith, the name of 
said e Lulu E. Smith, and said son, George P. Smith, shall each 
be pac on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the 
date of death of said Ellen J. Smith. 

The name of Samuel M. Green, late of Company H, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Indiana Mounted Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 R month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of William M. Snipes, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a poson at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that-he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles 9 late of Companies B and K, Fifty- 
first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ralph G. Jones, late of Company C, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv ng. 

The name of William M. Wallace, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer — 7 75 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ` 

The name of Jennie Merrill, widow of Roscoe G. Merrill, late of Com- 
pany H, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 

he name of William Lockard, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
im a pension at the rate 
ng. 


ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Glick, late of Company G, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Caldwell Oaks, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a paraoa at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry H. Geiger, late of Company A, Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment, and Company G, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment, Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emerson Sherwood, late of Company F, One hundred 
and ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert C. Fishpaw, late of Company F, Tenth Regiment 
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph A. Harris, late of Company K, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment, and Company D, Forty-third Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pioi at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of John Tully, late coal heaver, U. S. S. North Carolina, 
Vicksburg, and Union, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah E. Leaycroft, widow of William H. Leaytroft, late 
of Company D, Eighty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now 8 

The name of William Southern, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel J. Couch, late of Company H, One hundred 
and Seventy-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

1 marae of Isaac Adkins, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Emanuel Scott, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment 
-Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Malissa Wilson, former widow of James Wilson, late of 
Battery B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Margarith Prescott, widow of Lewis Prescott, late of 
Company K, Fifth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of James M. Dalzell, late of Company H, One hundred and 
sixteenth R ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin M. Campbell, late of 8 G, First Regi- 
ment Missouri Enrolled Provisional Militia, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 Rer month in lieu of that he is now envie 

The name of Belle Armel, widow ot William Armel, late of Company 
:K, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of John 
Armel, helpless and dependent son of said William Armel, the addi- 
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tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
That in the event of the death of Belle Armel the name of said 


ohn Armel shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the pro- 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the date of death of said Belle Armel. 

The name of Patrick Kennedy, late of Company G, One hundred and 
ninety-third Regiment New York Volunteer Tnfantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 5 month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William T. Boyd, late of mag ry E, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiying. 

During the reading, 8 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. 
not able to tell where the Clerk is reading. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I ask the Chair to advise the House 
on what page the Clerk is reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will state the page and line. 

The CLERK. Page 26, line 23. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and completed. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RoppENBERY]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that as this rule 
provides for 10 minutes’ debate, it seems to be fair that 5 min- 
utes of the time should go to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Apatr] and the other five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. RoppENBERY] or anybody else who wants to oppose 
the bill. 

Mr. ADAIR. I will say that the gentleman from Georgia 
and I have an understanding. A 

The SPEAKER. All right. The Chair wanted to state his 
understanding of how the time ought to be divided. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY] is recognized for three 
minutes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, I regret that the reformed edition of the Cannon- 
Henry gag rule precludes me from discussing this bill 
more than three minutes, although it carries 170 private 
pension increases. In that short length of time I can but 
briefly call attention to three of the cases, giving one 
minute to each case. The first is that of William Hill, who 
drew a pension at $8 at month. It was increased to $12 a 
month. He also drew a Mexican War pension under false pre- 
tenses, according to the committee report, and at this very i 
moment the department is deducting from his present pension 
in order to force him to refund the pension that he has already 
unlawfully and wrongfully drawn. Yet this special bill proposes 
to increase his pension, so as to nullify the fraud he had perpe- 
trated upon the Government, upon the people, and at the ex- 
pense of the Public Treasury. 

The next case is that of James A. Ripley, who served but a 
few months in the Army, who, according to the report, has 
never been examined by the department surgeons, yet the 
committee recommends and proposes increasing his pension to 
$30 per month. The report discloses that he is 67 years old 
and has a house and real estate worth $2,200. 

Gentlemen, why do not you give this pension increase to some 
poor old soldier who has no property at all? The next one to 
which I desire to call the attention of the House is that of a 
hornblower, a bugler in the Army, a part of the drum corps, 
who for four months, way back on the hillside beyond the range 
of the bullets, urged the old soldiers on to duty and to death, 
never himself in danger. You propose to give him $24 a month. 
Why? What reason do you offer on this floor? In the name 
of God and justice why do you not take an old soldier who 
went to the front and substitute him for the hornblower, 
whose chief duty was camping near the commissary wagon 
and bringing up the rear guard after the distant echoes of the 
conflict had been stilled. Ah, gentlemen, this is your method 
of carrying 170 pension bills of privilege, of priority, of prefer- 
ence under the reform rule. Not a question answered, scarcely 
an explanation offered. I am tempted to apologize to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] for any assault upon his 
tyranny, his despotism, when I find that the Democratic side, 
in the face of our pledges and in the face of the charges made 
against his rule and his often alleged tyranny, comes now and 
adopts it themselves. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in the one minute I desire to say 
this is a government through majorities so far as legislation is 
eoncerned, and that side being in the majority has the right to 
have legislation considered and brought to a conclusion, And I 
want to say I voted for this rule yesterday, although I am in 


We are 


1912. 
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the minority. I want to say further that if I were an evan- 
gelist I would be glad te see the conversion upon that side, but 
looking at the gentleman from Georgia, who is in a small 
minority of the majority, I will say the doors are still open; 
“ while the lamp holds out to burn, the vilest sinner may return.” 
[Applause.] : 

1 The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expir , 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I now yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. AINEY]. 

Mr. AINEY. Mr. Speaker, I would not desire to take up a 
moment of your time for the discussion of this bill were it not 
for the fact that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RoppENBERY] 
has adverted to the case of William Hill, from my district. An 
attack has been made upon the particular feature of the bill 
carrying a special pension of $20 per month in his favor. Yes- 
terday there was a challenge sent forth by the gentleman asking 
that the Member who introduced the Hill bill stand up and 
defend it. Were the gentleman to speak until he grew hoarse 
with vociferation, or were he to rend himself as did the prophets 
of Beal, he could get no answer, for the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill, my distinguished predecessor, who sat upon the 
other side of this House, is not here to answer. This House 
will assemble to-morrow in honor of his memory. 

Mr. Speaker, under these circumstances I am pleased to accept 
the challenge and offer a word in defense of the action of my 
distinguished and now deceased predecessor in introducing this 
bill; of the wisdom and careful attention of the committee who 


favorably reported it; of the good name and fair fame of the’ 


gallant old soldier for whom the relief was intended; and, if 
needs be, of myself in assuming, after careful investigation, 
responsibility for the bill and in urging its consideration by the 
committee. 

I haye some familiarity with this case, for William Hill was 
an honored citizen of my district, who had rounded out 86 well- 
filled years, a veteran sailor and soldier of two wars, and one 
a evi gallant band who raised the American flag at Monterey 

He represented a high type of American citizenship; he looked 
upon this great country of ours as a personality to whom he 
owed a most unselfish allegiance and in the ultimate justice of 
whose acts he had unbounded confidence. From the judge on the 
bench to the boy in the street he received the respect due to 
his patriotic conceptions. 

For disability incurred in the Mexican War he was pensioned 
at a modest rate, and for other disabilities in his service in the 
Civil War he was granted another pension. He looked at 
these two pensions as badges of distinction, well won by him 
and generously granted by a grateful Government, and he 
proudly spoke of them as he recounted the occurrences of his 
service days. In the same envelope he mailed both pension 
vouchers to the pension agent, without the slightest effort at 
concealment and in full confidence of his rights thereto. 

His pensions were his only income and together barely suffi- 
cient, with the strictest economy, for himself and aged wife. 
When the Government decided that these two pensions could 
not beth be retained and charged against him the amount he had 
theretofore received, it left him without means, but he gave 
utterance to no word of complaint against his Government and 
bravely attempted to face the future. : 

Those facts were before the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 
an examination of the case was made by Special Examiner Goss, 
acting for the Bureau of Pensions, whose well-known efficiency 
will be vouched for by many Members of this House. 

The files of the committee in this case were available to any 
Member of the House desiring more detailed information than 
could properly be introduced into a committee report and fully 
disclosed the merits of the case and acquitted the soldier of even 
the slightest imputation of fraud in the procurement of the sec- 
ond pension. 

So the attack which has to no purpose occupied the attention 
of this House for two days, whether it was waged against the 
Member, the committee, or the soldier, fails; for with less time, 
less effort, and less inconvenience to Congress itself information 
could readily have been obtained by any Member desiring from 
the records and files of the committee in this and every other 
case in the bill. 

There is, Mr. Speaker, another chapter to this case not known 
to the committee or to this House. The financial loss of the 
pension, serious as it was, weighed less heavily upon William 
Hill than the imputation that he had been unfair to his coun- 

. Carefully concealing the penury of his position, until its 
accidental discovery by neighbors bronght relief, he and his wife 
awaited the vindication he confidently expected at the hands of 
hhis country in Congress assembled. 5 


Mr. Speaker, the handicap of years, the weight of suffering, 
the pressure of poverty, the keen anguish of a sensitive mind, 
were too much for him to bear, and a few weeks ago he passed 
to the great beyond. Our efforts in his behalf are too late, but I 
wish it were within the parliamentary power of this House to 
substitute the name of his feeble wife for the small amount 
which it was proposed to give that loyal soldier and patriotic 
citizen—William Hill, of Honesdale, Wayne County, Pa. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I interrupt the gentleman for a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. ADATR. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes left me I 
Simply desire to make the statement that practically every 
claim in this bill was written up by Mr. Gauss, who was de- 
tailed by the Bureau of Pensions a number of years ago to do 
this work for the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Every Mem- 
ber of this House who knew Mr. Gauss knows of his honesty, 
his integrity, his faithfulness, and his carefulness in all of 
these matters. These bills or claims were recommended by him. 
They were examined carefully by all of the members of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and the report upon these bills 
coming to this House is a unanimous report upon the part of 
the committee. We believe that every claim in the bill is just 
and proper and ought to be paid. Practically all of the claims 
in this bill are for soldiers of the Civil, War who are now in- 
capable of performing any manual labor, have no income to 
speak of, except the pension they now draw, and need this in- 
crease for their support. 

Now, just ope word as to the rule adopted for the passage of 
this bill. I want my position not only to be known by the mem- 
bership of the House, but I want it to be known by every con- 
stituent I represent. As far as I am concerned, I am ready 
now or at any time in the future to vote for any kind of a rule 
that will enable this House to legislate. I would be ashamed of 
the party to which I belong—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ADAIR. I decline to yield. I would be ashamed of the 
party to which I belong, I would be ashamed of the majority in 
this House, if it permitted one man or two men in this body to 
prevent us from legislating. [Applause.] I am unalterably op- 
posed to any rule or any set of rules that would allow any one 
or two men to conduct a filibuster in this body for the purpose 
of depriving of their pension needy and deserving soldiers, who 
in the dark days of 1861 to 1865 went out and rendered the sery- 
ice that held this country together and made it the greatest 
Nation the world has ever known. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Anam] has expired. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Is it in order now to ask for the read- 
ing of the engrossed bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have the privilege. As 
soon as the House orders the bill read, I will recognize the gen- 
tleman to demand the reading of the engrossed bill. The ques- 
tion is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It being evident that the bill is on the 
Clerk’s desk, under the rule I ask that the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill be made in full. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the engrossed bill. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

During the reading, 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
further reading of the engrossed bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the further 
reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman, if the 25 minutes required for 
further reading of the engrossed bill be dispensed with, will he 
move for unanimous consent that the 25 minutes that would be 
saved by suspending a further reading of the engrossed bill be 
devoted to allowing Members, like the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Arney] and other Members, to explain the facts 
concerning these bills that have not been explained? I do not 
want to waste the time. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I object. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

During the reading, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker 
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The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. RODDENBERY. To make a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. ‘There is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
One hundred and fifty-nine gentleman are present—not a 
quorum. 
ex HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 

ouse, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will bring in the absentees, and the Clerk will 
eall the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to 
answer to their names: 


Roberts, Mass, 


Aiken, S. C. Francis Lawrence 
Bates Gardner, Mass. Lee, Ga. Roberts, Ney. 
Bingham George Lindsay Robinson 
Borland Goldfogle Linthicum Rouse 
Bulkley Graham Littleton Sabath 
Burke, Pa. Gregg, Pa. Longworth Sells 3 
Burke, Wis. Griest Loud Sheppard 
Calder Gudger McCall emp 
Cantrill Guernsey McHenry 1 
Carter Hartman McKellar Smith, Saml. W, 
Car Hawley Macon Smith, Cal. 
Catlin Hayden Malb Smith, N. X. 
Cox. Ind. Hayes Matthews Spar 
Cox, Ohio Hil ays Stack 
ago Hobson Mondell Stanley 
Danforth Hubbard Moon, Pa. weet 
Dickson, Miss. Hughes, Ga. Neeley Switzer 
Dodds Humphreys, Miss. Oldfield Talbott, Md. 
Donohoe James Olmsted Taylor, Ala. 
Doughton Johnson, Ky. O’Shaunessy Thomas 
Draper Kent rran Townsend 
Dwight Kindred Patten, N. Y. Tuttle 
Fairchild Kitchin Payne Utter 
Fields onig Plumley Weeks 
Flood, Va. Korbly Post Whitacre 
ocht Lafean Powers White 
Fordney Lafferty Prince Wilder 
Fowler Langham Riordan Wilson, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER. Two hundred and seventy-five gentlemen 
have responded to their names—a quorum. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I move that further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR] 
moves that further proceedings under the call be dispensed 
with. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Roppenpery) there were—ayes 141, noes 1. 

So the motion was agreed to. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors, and 
the Clerk will read. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is dilatory, because it has not 
been three minutes since a quorum was developed. 

Mr. MANN. It does not require a quorum to dispense with 
the call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of that fact; but the 
roll call just taken shows the presence of a quorum. The pro- 
ceedings under the call are dispensed with. The Doorkeeper 
will open the doors, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 


The foregoing bill is a substitute for the following House bills re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


H. R. 9811. William Hill. H. R. 11298. Jesse W. Kennedy. 

H. R. 9814. Josiah F. Wildermuth. H. R. 11400. Christina Reichardt. 

H. R. 9862. James Fisher. S H. R. 11407. William T. Bell. 

H. R. 9863. John A. Ripley. H. R. 11423. Marcus L. Weeks. 

H. R. 9932. Francis Palmer. H. R. 11444. Nathaniel J. Dickey. 

H. R. 9939. Thomas D. Orr. H. R. 11446. James M. Blanken- 

H. R. 9940. Louis Regenhardf, jr. ship. 

I. R. 10014. William H. Slack. H. R. 11449. James M. Parsons. 

H. R. 10246. John Egan. H. R. 11516. Dyer C. Elder. 

H. R. 10258. William H. Mowder. H. R. 11547. Cornelius Unger. 

H. R. 10273. John W. Bennett. H. R. 11590. Samuel H. Croyle. 

H. R. 10276. Douglass R. Case. H. R. 11603. William L. Taylor. 

H. R. 10318. John Jones. H. R. 11632. John Holland. 

H. R. 10409, Lavina Osborne. H. R. 11738. Charles A. Brown. 

H. R. 10584. Charles Johnson. H. R. 11806. Lewis M. Franklin. 

H. R. 10612. McGill Clarke. H. R. 11848. William T. Wiliams. 

H. R. 10671. Henry Counterman, II. R. 11885. William C. Brown. 

H. R. 10716. Mary A. Ault. H. R. 11932. Manly S. Tyler. 

H. R. 10738. William S. Weinhold. H. R. 11943. John K. Willson. 

H. R. 10756. Giles J. Burgess. H. R. 11948. Henry B. Wood. 

H. R. 10925. Samuel Mars. H. R. 11949. Thomas C. Noonan. 

H. R. 10987. George W. Newman. II. R. 11987. Arthur McCloskey. 

H. R. 11009. Christopher W. Me- II. R. 12060. Mary H. Doherty. 
Guire. H. R. 12079. Napoleon Gignac. 

H. R. 11051. William Nangle. H. R. 12090. Hugh H. Long. 

H. R. 11114. Samuel Workman. H. R. 12096. Richard Savage. 

H. It. 11218. Alfred Inks. H. R. 12097. Thomas Eckols. 

H. R. 11255. Gilbert W. Ostrom. H. R. 12150. Maggie L. McGrath. 

H. R. 11281. Allen Godard. H. R. 12168. James G. Haner. 

H. R. 11282. John T. Newcomb, H. R. 12170. Wiiliam R. Hardy. 

H. R. 11295. John R. Burdick. H. R. 12198. Albert Bocklet. 


Pp tt a tt 
PERAE PRRRORPEPPE PEPER PRP PEPRRPPD RRRRRRPPRRPR PPR PRR E 
— 85 — — 
2 


H. R. 12336. Loyd T. Lathrop. H. R. 15632. Richard Le Graff. 
H. R. 12437. Benjamin Simmons, I. R. 15700. William A. McHaney, 
H. R. 12477. Elizabeth Buhr. H. R. 15809. Morris B. Evans. 
H. R. 12484. Nancy J. Bryant. H. R. 15838. Electious J. Jenkins. 
H. R. 12639. William B. Hicks. H. R. 15853, Presley V. Reynolds. 
H. 2643. Samuel T. Edwards, II. R. 15856. Frederick Carel. 
H. R. 12704. William Webster. H. R. 16120. Robert D. Cresson. 
H. R. 12724. Wilson E. Davis. H. R. 16143. William J. Johnson. 
H. R. 12728. Henry Jackson. H. R. 16144. Gurden Reed. 
H. R. 12742. Gustav Burghardt. H. R. 16168. David Phillips, alias 
H. R. 12760. Moss Marcum. Charles Gray. 
H. R. 12978. 3 T. Ander- H. R. 16225. John Sullivan. 
n. K. 16231. . Dye. 
T H. k. 16239. 1 
K. 13227. Berge T. Smith, f. . 16271. Edmund F. Goodwin. 
13257. P ES m; H. R. 16387. Henrietta Dinegan. 
` + eter H. R. 16388. Monroe Gunter. 
13326. Albert P. Odell. H. 16413. John P. Godby. 
13341. Moses S. Carlisle. H. R. 16488. Moses G. J. Fratt. 
13351. Charles L. Collier. H. R. 16548. Peter Clark. 
18358. Judson D. Hammond. f. R. 16594. Clifton P. Savery. 
13403. Catherine F. Bauerly. H. R. 16641. Henry C. Gilliland. 
R. 13477. J 9 radley. H. R. 16091. Mary McKiernan. 
- James es. H. R. 16714. Sarah Wood. 
13536. Frederick Canz, alias II. . Charles G. Radeliſf. 
Jae I ie . R. 16951. Joel Bundy. 
R. 13028. Emil Wiegleb CCC 
* i ` 5 Owe. 
13643. William Fratiey. H. R. 17122. George Simons. 


. John C. Williams. 

. Henry Campbell. 

. William Y. Kelly. 

. Duncan D. Cameron, 


. Nancy McKnight, now 
Matsel. 
. John Bails. 


17384. Elias Kebach. 
18994. George Ho Donn. 7464. Betsey J. Platt. 
14137. George Lipps. 7554. Charles W. Stewart. 
. Lewis B. Hark. 7610. Della Langdon. 


Ellen J. Smith. 
. Samuel M. Green. 
. William M. Snipes. 


94. Andrew Dye. 
. David Conklin. 
John Byers. 
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14274, Hiram G. Dissinger. 717. Charles Appenzeller. 
14281. Martin Maloy. 773. Ralph G. Jones. 

. R. 14351. Joel Dunaway. ` 778. William M. Wallace. 
14379. James Dray. 7880. Jennie Merrill. 
14389. Lyman H. Fowler. 7958. William Lockard. 
14518. Ada C. Mercer. H. 8097. John W. Glick. 
14599. Samuel C. Vorse. H. 8109. Caldwell Oaks. 

4652. William Latourette. H. 8194. Henry H. Geiger. 
14753. Perry Mobley. H, R. 18248. Emerson Sherwood. 
14792. Charles Tatha. . H. R. 18414. Robert C. Fishpaw. 

. R. 14793. James C. Burrall. H. R. 18416. Joseph A. Harris. 

H. R. 14797. Timothy Keel H. R. 18424. Jobn Tully. 

H. R 14847. Charles Cam 1. H. R. 18481. Sarah E. Leaycroft. 

H. R. 14969. Charles H. Hall H. R. 1 . William Southern. 

H. R. 14986. John H. Reese. H. R. 18677. Samuel J. Couch. ~ 

H. R. 14992. Eleanor M. Freer. II. R. 18678, Isaac Adkins, 

H. R. 14994. Andreas Pfann- H. R. 18701. Emanuel Scott. 
schmidt. H. R. 18706. Malissa Wilson. 

H. R. 15146. John Van Ryn. H. R. 18735. Margarith Prescott. 

H. R. 15280. Luther D. Morgan. H. R. 18775. James M. Dalzell. 

H. R. 15298. Lottie L. Robinson. H. R. 18994. Benjamin M. Campbell, 

H. R. 15384. Samuel J. Scott. II. R. 19036. Belle Armel. 

H. R. 15397. Lydia A. Benton. H. R. 19081. Patrick Kennedy. 

H. R. 15627. Thomas McCullough. H. R. 19099. William T. Boyd. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Taccart). The question 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 191, noes 15. 

So the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 20628) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

e name of Fred F, Travis, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment 
California Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John J. Proffit, late of Battery G, Second R ent 
United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

The name of James Henderson, late of Company D, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$15 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George E. Boyer, late of Company M, Ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, War with Spain, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The name of William D. Daniels, late of Company C, Forty-fifth 
Regiment United States Volunteer pone G War with Spain, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The name of Ida M. Crossley, widow of Charles A. Crossley, late 
hospital steward of the Thirty-eighth Regiment United States Volun- 
teer Infantry, War with Spain, and 140 her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, and $2 per month additional on account of each of 
1 75 minor children of the soldier until they respectively reach the age 
of 16 years. 

The name of Oliver P. Allen, late of Company G, First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, War with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anne Flannigan, widow of Patrick Flannigan, late of 
the United States Marine Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

e name of Ida M. Hoffman, widow of Edward Hoffman, late of 
Company D, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, War witir 
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Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month additional on account of each of two m 
soidier until they respectively reach the age of 16 


per month, with $2 
nor children of the 


ears. 
This bill is a substitute for the following House bills referred to the 


Committee on Pensions: 

R. 116 Fred F. Travis. 

. 6967. John J. Proffitt. 

R. 7020. James Henderson. 

R. 7584. George E. Boyer. 
10451. William D. Daniels, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
House, in reference to this bill I desire to say 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Being opposed to the bill, I would like 
to know if, under the rule allowing 10 minutes debate on this 
measure, I am not entitled to recognition for half of that time, 
to wit, five minutes? ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is. Does 
the gentleman from Alabama desire to use his five minutes first 
or last? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to use a part of it, at least. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Is it in order to request unanimous 
consent for the reading of the report of the committee on this 
bill? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman gets the floor in his 
own right, he can then ask unanimous consent, He can not take 
the gentleman from Alabama off the floor. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Alabama yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Not now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to say for the information of 
the House in connection with this bill that there are nine cases 
reported from the Pension Committee. Three of them come 
from the Regular Army, five from the War with Spain, and one 
a Mexican War soldier. There are two increases in this bill. It 
carries with it the aggregate sum of $1,380. Each one of these 
cases has been carefully examined by the Pension Committee, 
and a unanimous report comes from that committee. Now I 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Roppensrery] the 
five minutes to which he is entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RoppEn- 
BERY] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman insists that 
this bill, like the preceding bills, should be voted for because 
it has the unanimous report of the committee. The gentleman’s 
explanation of his bill is satisfactory to me, and I have no 
doubt it is meritorious. I am glad to have such an explanation 
of one of these bills. But I am compelled to oppose present 
consideration of the bill because it is brought in here under a 
rule the stringency and unreasonableness of which equals any- 
thing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] or 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] ever perpetrated. 


H. R. 14261. Ida M. Crossley. 
H. R. 16228. Oliver P. Allen. 
H. R. 17723. Anne Flannigan. 
H. R. 18773. Ida M. Hofman, 


Mr. Speaker, when the Sherwood pension bill was up for 


consideration it had the unanimous report of the committee, 
but gentlemen on this side who were hungry for pensions left 
the committee and left the leadership of Gen. Suerwoop and 
yoted against the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I decline to yield. They opposed the 
Sherwood bill provisions, which denied pensions to rich people 
at the expense of the taxpayer. Members on this side who were 
hungry for more pensions left the unanimous report of the 
committee, deserted Gen. SHERWOOD, its chairman, and voted to 
give $30 a month pensions to inmates of soldiers’ homes. Yet 
it was a unanimously reported bill. Why did not you stand 
by the committee then? 

I wish to state further, in the brief moments I have, that 
when the pension appropriation bill was up, it ‘came to the 
House with a unanimous report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
As so unanimously reported it contained a provision denying 
pensions to pensioners living in foreign countries who had 
not actually been wounded in the service. Gentlemen who now 
ery out against interrogating the committee report left the 
unanimous report of that committee and further burdened the 
Treasury of our constituents with payment of pension money 


to alien soldiers who never fired a gun Gentlemen on the, 
Democratic side left the unanimous committee report and by 
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their votes struck that provision from the bill. But you did not 
then bring in a rule in order to cut off debate, you did not 
formulate a rule that would prevent a Member from consider- 
ing a single paragraph separately, because then you did not 
want to stand by the committee. You gentlemen on this side 
who are so fearful now that we will “ hurt the party“ were not 
fearful then. The Sherwood bill was forced through to save 
the country for Democracy, so it is alleged. Gentlemen now 
want a special bill every two weeks to save seats in Congress 
for gentlemen who represent pension-hungry districts. In the 
face of inevitable temporary defeat I have resisted the passage 
of the first two bills. Where I go down, the people will rise up. 
The hour of your scourging will come. 

Furthermore, gentlemen say that I shall fall into ill odor 
with my colleagues by this fight. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, 
I am frank to say, face to face to you, that my public and 
official conduct, my judgment, and my motive are open to all men. 
I have sought to obtain and hold the regard of my fellow Mem- 
bers, which I highly prize; but if I am to buy that regard by 
being false to the pledges that we have made to the people to 
guard well the Treasury of the United States against loot and 
ill-advised expenditure, it is too high a price for me to pay for 
your good opinion. I disdain to lower the standard of my 
manhood in order to obtain any man’s regard. Moreover, it is 
not necessary. I decline to betray the people of my district or 
my duty to them or the country by placing indefensible burdens 
upon their backs. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, I am gratified to hear the 
beer ean from Georgia say that he indorses every case in 

8 : 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do most heartily indorse the cases 
5 your bill, pensioning soldiers of the Indian and Mexican 

ars. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. DYER. I want to ask the chairman of the committee 
if his committee has yet considered the question of bringing 
in a bill to pension the widows of Spanish War soldiers, whether 
their husbands died of disabilities contracted in the service or 
not? I understand there are several bills of that kind before 
the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The committee has not yet considered 
any such bill because, as I understand it, all widows are enti- 
tled to a pension of $12 a month, the widows of soldiers in any 
war. 

Mr. DYER. That is only on condition that their husbands 
died of disabilities contracted in the service. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; but we have not considered any 
such bill. 

Mr. DYER. As the gentleman knows, there are some Dills 
of that kind before the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; a great many; but the committee 
has not yet disposed of them. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the 
balance of my time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that I 
have not more time to discuss the question, but, as I am a 
member of the Invalid Pension Committee, I want to say that 
these bills have been given earnest and careful attention. I 
ask unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp a reply to the 
statement by George Francis Adams that was inserted in the 
Recorp on February 9 by my colleague from Georgia. This 
is a publication by the Tribune giving the war record of Gen, 
George Francis Adams. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to publish in the Recorp the article referred to. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to ask the gentleman, in view of the fact that he regards 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I would like to ask the gentleman, who 
says he wishes he had more time in which to discuss this ques- 
tion, if the gentleman did not vote yesterday for the rule? 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. 
time, but I do not want it at the sacrifice of the passage of these 
bills. ; 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw any objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio to print the editorial in the RECORD? 

Mr. MANN. If it reflects upon the reputation of anybody, I 
object. 


. 


I would be glad to have more 


2382 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. It simply gives the gentleman's 
war record. Much has been said about the National Tribune 
regarding its stand on pension legislation. I know they have 
done everything in their power for a score of years to advance 


the interests of the old soldier. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is 
the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the full read- 
ing of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the engrossed bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time which would be consumed in reading the engrossed bill 
be given to the gentleman from Ohio to make any remarks he 
wants to make where he has been cut off. 

Mr. MANN and others objected. 

The engrossed bill was read in full. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Huemes of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. NEELEY, for 10 days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. GALLAGHER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
the papers in the case of Katie O’Brien, no adverse report hay- 
ing been made thereon. 

Mr. Jacoway, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House without leaving copies 
the papers in the case of E. Ross Smith and S. E. Weaver, 
second session Sixty-second Congress, no adverse report having 
been made thereon. g 


INVESTIGATION OF BANKING AND CURRENCY CONDITIONS OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the privileged 
resolution which is sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 429 (H. Rept. 356). 
Resolved, That in order to obtain full and complete information of 
the banking and currency conditions of the United States for the pur- 
of determining what legislation is needed, the Committee on Bank- 
, 8 Currency is authorized and directed to make a full e so 
tion thereof, including all matters touched upon in House resolution 
No. 405 within the jurisdiction of said comm ; and the said com- 
mittee is authorized, as a whole or by subcommittee, to sit during the 
sessions of the Hous? and the recess of Congress, to com the attend- 
ance of witnesses, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths 
to witnesses, and to employ experts, counsel, accountants, clerical and 
other assistants. The Speaker shall haye authority to sign, and the 
Clerk to attest, subpoenas during the sessions or recess of Congress. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, DALZELL] if an agreement 
as to limit of debate can be made? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
from Texas we would like to have on this side of the House at 
least an hour. : s 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I suggest to the gentleman that per- 
haps we might agree to have 45 minutes on a side if he will 
agree that the previous question may be considered as ordered 
at the end of that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not agree to that. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will agree to an hour a side if the 
gentleman will agree that the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered at the end of two hours. 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not agree to that. There are gentle- 
men on this side of the House who will insist on haying a vote 
on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the 
gentleman that I will have to take the floor in my own right, 
which would give me one hour, but am perfectly willing to ac- 
cord one-half of that time to gentlemen on the other side, to be 
controlled by whomsoeyer they desire, and at the end of the 
hour shall move the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman agree that 


there may be two hours’ debate, with the right of the gentleman 
to be recognized at the end of that time to move the previous 
question? The gentleman would not lose any rights. There is 
not much of other business to do now and we have time enough. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. I think if the gentleman will agree 
to 45 minutes on a side that would be better. 

Mr. MANN. Well; I talked with the gentleman the other day, 
and I understood he would be willing to agree to that proposi- 
tion, and gentlemen have figured on that time on this side of 
the House. It is only a few minutes more and it will be an 
accommodation, of course, with the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, that the gentleman should have the right to move the 
previous question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But if a gentleman is recognized he has 
the right to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. But it is to be understood that they 
shall not have the right to offer amendments. 

Mr. MANN. With the understanding that during the two 
hours’ debate there shall be no amendments offered, and that 
at the end of that time the gentleman from Texas shall have 
the right to move the previous question. Of course, if the pre- 
vious question is carried, no amendment then will be offered, 
and if the previous question be refused the resolution will be 
subject to amendment. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I am willing to make an agreement 
with the gentleman for an hour and a half, 45 minutes to a 
side, and that I am to be recognized at the end of that time 
to move the previous question, and that during that time no 
amendment shall be offered. 

Mr. MANN. We can have that by unanimous consent—that 
no amendment shall be offered during that time—and the extra 
15 minutes will accommodate us very much. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
that I am yery anxious to get up the fortifications appropria- 
tion bill, and I see no reason why 30 or 40 minutes should be 
wasted in a roll call. 

Now, if the gentleman is so anxious for time, let the agree- 
ment be coupled with an agreement that the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered. There is not any reason 
why, when time is being requested, that 40 minutes or more 
of it should be wasted in a roll call. I see no reason for con- 
suming that length of time. I think it is important that this 
House should consider the supply bills that are now before 
it, and I am anxious to get up one of those bills to-day. 

A Mr. MANN. The gentleman can get recognition to consider 
now. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. It is half way—45 minutes on a side. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has stated to me that there 
would be an agreement as to two hours—one hour on a side. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. If the gentleman so understood it, 
I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. SHERLEY. I had something of an understanding that 
there would not be more than 40 minutes a side taken. But to 
ask for 2 hours’ time, with a roll call, means the rest of the day. 

Mr. MANN. I think we can satisfy the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky as to the fortifications bill. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask for unani- 
mous consent that two hours be the time allowed for debate, 
and that at the end of that time I be recognized to move the 
previous question and that in the meantime it shall not be in 
order to offer an amendment to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the debate on this resolution shall continue for 
two hours—— 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And that it shall not be in order to 
offer any amendment. ; 

The SPEAKER (continuing). One-half of it to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] and the other hour 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DArzeLL], and that 
during that time nobody shall offer an amendment, and at the 
end of the time the gentleman from Texas shall have the floor 
to move the previous question. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask if Monday is District day? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The effect of this, then, is to put off until 
Tuesday the consideration of any appropriation bill? 

Mr. MANN. There is very little District business on the 
calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can recognize the gentleman from 
Kentucky to move to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The House can displace the motion of the 
gentleman now. While I want to be reasonable, it seems to me 
totally unreasonable to ask two hours for a discussion of a 
provision of this kind. I do not think it requires any particular 
discussion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which 
has been reported from the Clerk’s desk provides for one of the 
most important investigations during the last 40 years of our 
history. It is appropriate that I should say that, in my judg- 
ment, it is an opportune time for this issue to culminate. I can 
not permit this occasion to pass without saying that the issue 
was inaugurated and precipitated by the introduction of a reso- 
lution by the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LINDBERGH], and in doing so he has rendered his country a 
great service and is entitled to great credit for it. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, there is nothing partisan in the resolution, and 
it should not be so regarded. Each Representative should ap- 
proach the solution of the problem, conscious of the responsi- 
bility resting upon him. I am glad the time has come when a 

- dignified committee of this body is to investigate what is 
denominated, and truly so, the “ Money Trust.” 

Mr. Speaker, it is also proper that I should say we do not 
propose to make war upon the business interests of the country, 
whether it be big business or small business; but we do com- 
plain of that colossal “ combination” in the city of New York 
which has within its grasp the credits of the entire Republic. 
And it is the illegal combination which we condemn and into 
which this committee must inquire. And I make the statement 
here that, while it has been asserted by some that there will 
be found no combination which is in violation of the antitrust 
laws of this country, in the progress of the inquiry it will be 
revealed that this Money Trust is in combination with industrial 
corporations, with the great trunk railways, traversing the 
continent from one ocean to the other, and it will be found 
that this combination is daily violating the antitrust statutes 
of the United States, and are amenable to them and should be 
punished in accordance with their provisions. 

* Mr. Speaker, the resolution which has been read from the 
Clerk’s desk proposes to investigate this combination and to 
take up matters set out in House resolution 405; and it was agreed 
and understood by those drawing the resolution this day offered 
by me that the matters segregated from House resolution 405 
and set out in the appendix hereto annexed are strictly within 
the jurisdiction of the Banking and Currency Committee, and 
that said committee is now by this resolution ordered and in- 
structed to investigate with thoroughness all the charges, specifi- 

‘cations, and allegations as taken from House resolution 405 and 
appearing in the appendix hereto. In other words, it was under- 
stood and agreed that by express reference in to-day's resolution 
to House resolution 405 the pertinent parts thereof are as com- 
pletely sent to the Committee on Banking and Currency as if 
they were entirely copied and set out in the resolution now 
under consideration, and such is the parliamentary effect. It 
instructs the Committee on Banking and Currency to investigate 
every one of the charges as stated in the preamble and as speci- 
fied in the resolving clause of that resolution. < 
Therefore, the Committee on Banking and Currency, if it does 
its duty, which I assume will be done, will inquire into every 
single allegation and charge made in House resolution 405. 

I shall not set out what those charges are, for they are written 
plainly in House resolution 405, They are substantially the same 
as the charges made by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LINDBERGH], and the two resolutions tend practically to the 
same effect. If this committee probes deeply, as it should, it 
will unearth the things that he is seeking to uncover, as well as 
those upon which my resolution asks inquiry. : 

It is regrettable that time does not permit me to make a de- 

tailed statement as to what really constitutes this combination. 
But it is sufficient to say that during the last five years the 
financial resources of the country have been concentrated in the 
city of New York, until they now dominate more than 75 per 
cent of the moneyed interests of America, more than 75 per cent 
of the industrial corporations which are combined in the trusts, 
and practically all of the great trunk railways running from 
ocean to ocean, until these three great forces are in such com- 
bination and agreement that it is well-nigh impossible for honest 
competition to be set up against them. These great railways 
and industrial trusts are under the protecting wing of a small 
financial group in the city of New York, composed of not more 
than 10 or 12 individuals. 
Independent railway building is at an end unless this group 
is willing for some independent line to compete with them. They 
have taken these industrial trusts under their wing and require 
them to take out their deposits from the local institutions where 
they are domiciled and transfer them to the banks and trust com- 
panies which they themselves control in the city of New York. 

So, Mr. Speaker, charging those things, and feeling sure that 
they can be established, it seems to me it is the manifest duty of 
the American Congress to uncover the conditions and vicious sys- 
tem, in order that the people may understand the real situation: 
We can have no idea of the nature of currency legislation nec- 
essary until this investigation is made. We should not swallow 
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the Aldrich currency plan without understanding the facts. And 
until this committee makes its inquiry we shall be groping in 
the dark and will most assuredly go into the pitfalls set by this 
group of financiers. 

Let me give you one instance of their powerful effect and 
influence in recent years. It will be recalled that a few years 
ago a patriotic citizen, Mr. A. E. Stilwell, undertook to build 
a railway from Kansas City across the States of Kansas, Okla- 
homa, Texas, and through Mexico to Topolobampo on the Pacific 
coast in competition with the Missouri Pacific, running from 
St. Louis to Texarkana, and the Texas Pacific and International 
& Great Northern Railways and Southern Pacific, running to 
California and the City of Mexico, thus competing with the great 
trunk railways lying north of the railroad which he proposed to 
construct.. He undertook to organize the enterprise in this coun- 
try and to build the railway with money raised here, but not 
one dollar could he raise in this country or its financial centers 
for that great enterprise. He was forced to go to Europe—to 
France, Germany, and Holland—where he raised $26,000,000 
to finance this great enterprise. He organized the enterprise 
and raised the money, and to-day, out of the 1,800 miles of 
proposed line, he has built 900 miles and equipped a splendid 
railway for our people. 

But this coterie of financiers in the city of New York not 
only stood in his way at the beginning and during all of the 
years of his struggles and forced him to go to Europe for money, 
but in their effort to thwart him they have indulged in methods 
that are but little better than those who use the dynamite and 
bomb. They have engaged in conspiracies; they have published 
slanders and libels of his enterprise; and they have indulged in 
all sorts of rascality to defeat him. 

So I declare the time has come when publicity should be given 
to these things, and the American people should know by what 
right a small group of men hold the finances of America in the 
hollow of their hands and control the destinies of 90,000,000 of 
people. [Applause.] That time has arrived, and this investiga- 
tion will be made. At first these men said there should be no 
investigation by any committee. Now they say they are willing 
to have an investigation if it is not sensational. 

Having said this much, permit me to state the case: 

It is not possible for Congress to intelligently determine the 
vital economic questions of currency legislation, the trusts, and 
interstate-commerce corporations until it understands the 
methods of the insidious and almost supreme money power. No 
effective investigation can be made into the ramifications of the 
one without an examination of the other, so intimately inter- 
related and linked together are the three great problems. 

It is not my purpose here to recount how during the last five 
years the money power has become concentrated in New York 
City, but I will state it as a fact that more than 75 per cent of 
our financial resources—industrial and railroad corporations— 
is now dominated and controlled by not more than four small 
groups of financiers. This financial oligarchy now has within 
its grasp the resources, deposits, and funds, with the power to 
paralyze competition and destroy competitors. They now have 
at their feet in merciless subjection more than 75 per cent of 
the vast army of banks and bankers throughout the country. 
They are combined and acting in strict accord with the rail- 
roads and industrial trusts by throwing their protecting arms 
around them with the avowed purpose of assassinating in busi- 
ness all their competitors. There is no great railway system 
of the country that is not in combination with them and under 


their protecting wing, and in identically the same way the. 


rapacious trusts are sheltered by them. 

To illustrate how successfully they have concentrated the 
money and resources of the country in their hands, I quote from 
the recent statement of Mr. Samuel Untermyer, 2 public- 
spirited attorney of New York City. He said: 


The protecting wing of these banking houses is a thing that has got 
to be considered by Congress in legislating in respect to the trusts. 
* * œ It is because of what seems to me to be the gravity of the 
situation that as a decent citizen I feel that we ought to know where 
we are drifting, so that when we come to meet these questions of cur- 
rency legislation and the question of the trusts Congress will have the 
data on which to act: You see how these things interlock with one an- 
other. These two or three great issuing houses in New York, having 
taken under their wings the great railroad and industrial corporations 
of the country and acting as their bankers and sponsors and protectors, 
naturally are entitled to conduct the finances of those companies and to 
direct them, and that means that this vast sum of money of all these 
corporations is under their control; whether they are on the boards of 
these corporations makes no difference. * * * They have all this 
money—the railroad money, the money of these trusts, the money of 
the steel Pay Sad non: The steel corporation has an average daily bal- 
ance of $75, ,000. The number of other trusts runs the average daily 
balance up to hundreds of millions of dollars. * * * But now this 
money has drifted to New York, and 305 see institutions there now with 
balances of from $150,000,000 to $200,000,000—daily balances—when 
15 years ago, I believe, the bi, t bank or trust company in New York 
did not have $15,000,000. I think haps $20,000, was the largest 
at the outside. I think the Chemical National Bank had the largest 
bank balance. It is a mere pigmy now, these things have mounted up 
with such rapidity. 
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We should have light as to how these things haye been 
accomplished, and individual cases uncoyered that would illus- 
trate the system and point the way to sane and wholesome 
remedial legislation. 

It is also certain that these same financial interests of New 
York have a close community of interest with the bankers of 
the money centers of Europe and act together in protecting one 
another and destroying competition. In view of these alarming 
financial conditions, I charge and state that it can be estab- 
lished by indisputable evidence: 

First. That the aforesaid groups of individuals, firms, na- 
tional banks, and moneyed corporations are in agreement and 
combined together with fixed purpose and are now managing the 
financial affairs of practically all the interstate railroads and 75 
per cent or more of the industrial corporations, joined together 
as trusts, and are using as they see proper the bankable funds 
of such interstate and industrial corporations. They require 
these funds to be deposited in New York and to be placed at 
their disposal. 

Second. I charge, and it can be established upon proper in- 
quiry by a committee with ample power, that the management 
of the finances of many of the great industrial and railroad 
corporations of the country engaged in interstate commerce is 
concentrated in the hands of a few groups of financiers in the 
city of New York and their associates, and that these groups, 
by reason of their control over the funds of such corporations 
and the power to dictate the depositories of such funds, and by 
other means, have secured domination over many of the leading 
national banks and other moneyed institutions in the city of 
New York and in other cities to which they direct such patron- 
age, and over the vast deposits of money and of other assets 
of such institutions, and enabled them and their associates to 
direct the operations of the latter in the use of the money 
belonging to their depositors and stockholders and in the pur- 
chase and sale of securities and loans of money by such banks 
and other moneyed institutions; and that these institutions 
and their funds are being used to further the enterprises and 
increase the profits of these groups of individuals from such 
transactions and to augment their power over the finances of 
the country and to control the money, exchange, security, and 
commodity markets and prevent competition with the enter- 
prises in which they are interested, to the detriment of inter- 
state commerce and the welfare of the general public. 

Third. These same groups of financiers have so entrenched 
themselves in their control of the aforesaid financial institutions 
and otherwise in the direction of the finances of the country 
that they are enabled thereby to use the funds and property 
of the great national banks and other moneyed corporations in 
the leading money centers to control the security and com- 
modity markets; to regulate the interest rates for money; to 
create, avert, and compose panics at will; to dominate the New 
York Stock Exchange and the various clearing-house associa- 
tions throughout the country, and through such associations 
and by reason of their aforesaid control over the railroads, 
industrial corporations, and moneyed institutions, and in other 
ways resulting therefrom, have wielded and are wielding a 
power over the business, commerce, credits, and finances of the 
country that is despotic and perilous and deadly to the welfare 
of the entire country. And that their directorates and agencies 
are so interlocked and inseparably linked with one another that 
it would be impossible to adequately and fairly investigate the 
affairs of one without exhaustively probing the affairs of the 

_ others. Hence, we can not possibly know what paths to travel 
in regard to currency, trust, and interstate-commerce legislation 
till a genuine investigation is had. 

Fourth. I charge, and it can be proved, that these national 
banks and other moneyed corporations, controlled, as aboye set 
out, by the moneyed oligarchy of four groups, have been and 
are now engaged in the promotion, underwriting, and exploita- 
tion of speculative enterprises, many of them dangerous and 
questionable, wild and visionary, and many in other countries, 
and in the purchase and sale of securities of such enterprises, 
and in acquiring stocks of other banking institutions, and in 
absorbing and crushing competitors by the use of their concen- 
trated corporate funds for such purposes, either alone or in 
conjunction, agreement, and conspiracy with one another: These 
financiers in New York have in their hands hundreds of millions 
of dollars that should be distributed throughout the country 
where the railroads run and the corporations have their domi- 
ciles, These men have in their coffers in New York all this 
railroad money, the money of the trusts, the money of the steel 
corporation. The average daily balance of the steel corpora- 


tion amounts to $75,000,000, and added to that the money of 
the other trusts and the railroads runs the amount up into the 
hundreds of millions of dollars. The country is poorly advised 
as to the real situation and as to how these things can be and 
have been done. And we sorely need the blazing light of pub- 


— in order to wisely legislate on the three great problems in 


Fifth. These individuals, firms, national banks, and moneyed 
corporations are interested in and connected with interstate 
corporations, and are constantly conspiring and agreeing with 
them and are enabled by reason of such connection to prevent 
and suppress competition in the interest of such interstate cor- 
porations and protect the latter from competition, and fre- 
quently to crush out competitors by means of questionable and 
vicious financial warfare. In fact, they are in combination 
with them in such a fashion that they are daily violating the 
provisions of the antitrust law, if the real facts were known. 
And only a most rigid probing of a compact congressional com- 
mittee endowed with plenary power can ever get to the root of 
those evils. : 

Sixth. These national banks and other moneyed corporations 
and institutions are owned, dominated, and controlled through 
their directors, stock ownership, official management, patronage, 
and in other ways by the same persons, interests, groups of 
individuals, and corporations that are also interested in other 
national banks and moneyed corporations located in the same 
city, and in interstate corporations that are customers and 
really coconspirators of said national banks and other moneyed 
corporations. And the same individuals are officers and direc- 
tors and are interested in, dominate, and control and have 
heretofore dominated and controlled more than one national 
bank or other moneyed corporation. 

Seventh. I charge, and it can be established by abundant 
proof, that the funds and credit of national banks and other 
moneyed corporations are and have been used and employed in 
other ways than in making current loans to merchants and on 
commercial paper, and such funds have been and are employed 
(1) in the purchase of securities from bankers or others inter- 
ested in or connected with such corporation; (2) in the guaranty 
and underwriting of securities and syndicate transactions, alone 
and in conjunction with others; (3) and in loans on notes se- 
cured by bonds, stocks, or other collateraly (4) and in loans 
on and purchases of stocks of other banks and of trust and 
investment companies and financial and moneyed corporations, 
and haye profited by joint action, understanding, and conspira- 
cies to shut out competition. 

Eighth. In agreeing and confederating together such national 
banks and other moneyed corporations, directly and indirectly, 
and by means of other corporations having substantially the 
same officers, management, control, or stockholders, or with 
stock paid for by the dividends of a parent or affiliated com- 
pany, and, alone and with others, have acted as issuing houses 
in offering securities to the public and to investors by pros- 
pectus, advertisement, and solicitation, and haye and are specu- 
lating in stocks and are diverting the funds of the banks from 
legitimate banking and commercial channels in order to get 
the railroad and industrial corporations within their protection 
and to destroy competition as far as possible. 

Ninth. The management and operations of the New York 
Stock Exchange and the New York Clearing House Association 
are dominated and controlled by the aforesaid financial groups 
and national banks in New York City, and the officers of the 
Clearing House Association are mere dummies under their 
absolute dominion, and can wreck banks and destroy competi- 
tors upon their orders. 

Tenth. These groups of men have it within their absolute 
power, in controlling the money in the banks and trust com- 
panies, their dominion over corporations, and their connection 
with the Clearing House Association, to make and unmake 
panics, make bull“ and “bear” markets, “easy” money and 
“ tight” money, whenever it suits their pleasure. In a financial 
way it is not overstating the danger to say that they are almost 
omnipotent and hold the destiny of the business world within 
the hollow of their hands. 

Five years have brought about the control secured by a few 
banking houses and their allies over the funds of the great cor- 
porations, and that this power has been cemented through the 
interlocking directorates in financial institutions that were natu- 
rally competitive; that this control is constantly widening and 
becoming more direct and pronounced, and the groups are con- 
stantly getting closer together and working in harmony. These 
men are thus enabled to assist their friends and punish their 
enemies in the financial world, and have used this power to sub- 
due opposition and subject the smaller financiers and financial 
institutions to their will. 

Eleventh. I charge that this group of financiers and national 
banks in New York have participated in and frequently partici- 
pate in stock gambling to a scandalous extent, and at times 
with the Government funds on deposit with them, and withhold 
money from legitimate commercial channels to engage in such 
gambling and in financing dangerous, doubtful, and sometimes 
disreputable, speculative schemes in this country and other 
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countries. And at times, seemingly with the knowledge of the 
Treasury officials of the United States, these banks and bankers 
have loaned money for vicious and perilous stock gambling on 
the stock exchange, and apparently such money was hurried 
from the National Treasury to the vaults of those banks for 
such purposes. A proper investigation will disclose such 
cases, and record evidence will be found to indisputably sup- 
port this allegation. Along these lines an exhaustive inyestiga- 
tion should be made in the interest of decency and good gov- 
ernment as to the methods of these groups of financiers in 
tapping the National Treasury to secure the people’s tax money 
to further their stock gambling. 

Twelfth. It is undeniable that independent railroad building 
is at an end in this country if these financial groups remain 
the master. They will protect and finance the great railroads 
under their wing and wreck and ruin every competitor who 
undertakes railroad building on an independent basis. Permit 
me to illustrate by the fate of a great enterprise now in a 
death struggle with this group. I refer to the Kansas City, 
Mexico & Orient Railway, of which Mr. A. E. Stilwell is 
president: 

Twenty-six million dollars have 8 invested in the project, 
which is now threatened with disaster through what he believes to be 
the action of the interests that are represen’ transcontinental lines 
to which this would be a competitor. It looks as though Mr. Stilwell 
is going to make some sort of a fight by * ap to the poopie 
to rescue his enterprise. If a fraction what he says is true, 
is as fair an illustration as you could hope to obtain of the workings 
of the system. 7 

This statement comes to me from the New York lawyer, 
Mr. Samuel Untermyer. The next day Mr. Stilwell sent me the 
following signed statement: 

Nevertheless, we built 130 miles of track in Texas last year, 25 per 
cent more than any other railroad and 15 per cent of all track built 
that year in the United States. Recently this opposition has seriously 
delayed the closing of a sale of $5,000,000 bonds, legalized by the 
French Goyernment and all underwritten in Paris. Detectives have fol- 
lowed our agents, prominent bankers have not hesitated to make false 
statements in 9 of our road; other bankers taken over the road 
and enthusiastic over its possibilities have been told that their business 
would be ruined if they attempted to help us in any way. Effort after 
effort was made by letter and personal interview to prevail on the 
Mexican Government to cancel our concessions, and effort was made 
the harbor at Topolobampo. When in 
London mang our steamship arrangements, prominent American 
interests cabled over endeavoring to prevent the closing of this im- 
portant contract. Prominent brokers have called our investors by 
pane; advising them to sell our securities at once—people with whom 

ey had never done business; and in one case the statement was made 
that we had but 6 miles of road in Texas and 4 miles in Mexico, 
whereas at that time we had over 200 miles in Mexico and 300 in the 
United States * But now, with nearly 900 miles in operation, 
we think we are justified in calling attention to the obstacles we are 
daily encountering in a persistent endeavor to prevent the completion 
of this great international transcontinental road. * It is a 
singular coincidence that Mr. Samuel Untermyer should have made his 
argument before the committee of Congress during the very time I was 
prepar: this prospectus and an advertisement for publication—a man 
who is in no wise interested with me in any enterprise. The facts 
which he so truthfully and eloquently affirmed are, perhaps, unbeliey- 
able except to those who, however innocently, have incurred the dis- 
pnie of the mysterious, sinister, but p ble influence called by 

im the Money Power. As for those injured by this power, what pos- 
sible redress is there except to appeal direct to the people whose own 
money is thus exploited by those with whom they have temporarily in- 
trusted it? No single victim could combat this oligarchy even if it 
were amenable to law. But Mr. Untermyer says it acts within the law. 
Its freemasonry is that of freebooters grown arrogant through im- 
munity. Its whisper is that of the Mafia without its risk. Its w) 
hand” does the dirty work of the “Black Hand” without the excuse 
5 poverty It is wicked and cruel, but, thank God, it is not om 
nipotent. 


Is it not time to inguire into these Black Hand methods? 
Should not we know something of the depths of villainy to 
which this “ financial Mafia ” will descend before we rewrite our 
currency laws? Would not it be better to probe deeply into that 
hidden and mysterious side before we swallow the Aldrich plan? 
Let me warn the American people we will be groping in the 
dark and will go down in their pitfalls unless we have a thor- 
ough congressional investigation and unearth their system, their 
villainy, and the secret methods of their combined moneyed 
monopoly. While we are grappling with this momentous prob- 
lem, this money power is moving heaven and earth to circum- 
vent us. $ : 

Stilwell, an honorable man, is in New York now fighting for 
his great enterprise meaning so much to the Southwest and 
Mexico. The financial freebooters are trying to destroy him. 
Every patriotic American ought to read his appeal from their 
midst in the very shadow of Wall Street. 

To state it bluntly, these groups of financiers in New York, 
through their cementing together the great national banks of 
New York City and joining themselves together in conspiracy 
and action, have taken under their wings the great railways, 
corporations, trusts, and moneyed interests and made them- 
selves the supreme dictators of the financial situation in the 
United States, with their power reaching into the money cen- 
ters of Europe. And no man but themselves knows the depths 
of their conspiracies apd combinations, and no other person 


will know till they are searched to the bottom with the strong 
arm of a congressional probe. 

In further proof of the concentrated money power in New 
York permit me to read the admission of the Wall Street Jour- 
ny as contained in an editorial of February 12, 1912. Here 
it is: 


BANKING RESOURCES OF NEW YORK CONCENTRATED IN HANDS OF A FEW— 
TWO GROUPS DOMINATE, WITH LEADERSHIP VESTED WITH J. P. MORGAN, 
OWING TO HIS EXCEPTIONAL CAPACITY—EVERY COUNTRY HAS WIT- 
NESSED SIMILAR CONCENTRATION OF BANKING CAPITAL—-NECESSARY 
FOR THE SAFETY OF ALL BANKS THAT THEY SHOULD WORK TOGETHER— 
TOTAL ASSETS OF THN MORGAN AND STANDARD OIL BANKS AMOUNT TO 
NEARLY 82,000,000, 0 —THR INDEPENDENT GROUP, 


To deny that the banking resources of this city are concentrated in 
the hands of a small group would be useless. The central figure of this 
group is J. P. Morgan. actically every bank and banking house in 
the city is subject to his influence. 

To state that all these bankers are dependent upon what one man or 
group of men order cr desire would be a dangerous half truth. Con- 
centration of banking power has been a natural development, and the 
leadership vested in Mr. Morgan has been a result of his exceptional 
capacity, The actual control of the great majority of banks in the city 
is scattered among thousands of individuals. 

Every country of any commercial or financial importance has wit- 
nessed concentration of banking capital like that in New York, but in 
the great European nations the various governments baye recognized 
that a concentrated banking power should be regulated by the govern- 
ment but be independent of it in its banking operations. 

There are only two dominated and one independent banking groups 
in Wall Street, the latter made up of small institutions and commercial 
banks not controlled by interests in the other two groups. Before the 

anic of 1907 there were two or three small independent groups, but 
hese are now merged. Before the panic there was considerable alt 
for control, but to-day competition in most cases is limited to credi 
and banking commissioners, superintendents, and comptrollers are be- 
ning to realize that even credit should be regulated or controlled. 

‘his stride in banking regulation is ranked as similar in economic de- 
velopment with the recent tendency of clearing-house associations to 
hold regular examinations of member institutions. 

In the past three 8 the lesson learned from the panic of 1907, 
that it is necessa ‘or the safety of individual banks that all banks 
should work together, has been put to practical account. It is not 
uncommon to have the president ‘of a in one group on the execu- 
tive board of an institution in another. It has been found both 
natural and expedient, owing largely to the position that New York 
City banks hold in relation to the banks in the interior, that this 
8 of 5 should be cemented as much as possible without 
‘etter’ er 5 

In the tables that follow is given a list of the banks connected with 
the two important grou mentioned above—the Morgan and the 
Standard Oil. Some of these banks are directly controlled these 
interests, but others are only connected with them in some indirect 


manner. In the case of the latter, the ties could be severed at will. 
Capital and surplus, deposits and assets of these institutions are: 


Capital and surplus, deposits, and assets of the Morgan and Standard 
Oil groups. 


First National $31,984,400 | $114,458,500 | $152,678,300 
Commerce Na 40,893,400 141,592,400 195,028,800 
Chemica] National 9,920,400 31,891,600 42,107,000 
Liberty National 3,770,600 19,255,800 23,506,800 
Ohase National 13,704,500 | 106,605,900 | 121,305,600 
Mechanies’ & Metropolitan Nation 14,382,400 69,815,700 87,168,500 
Astor Trust 2,389,400 18,663,200 21,813,000 
Bankers Trust. 18,518,400 187,493,100 | 157,678, 200 
Guaranty Trust. 27,888,100 156,022,800 208, 703,000 
Manhattan Trust 2,252,100 21,098,100 24,652,400 
New York Trust 14,572,300 $8, 044, 600 53,918,300 
Standard Trust 2,411,200 17, 561, 000 20,642,500 
Total. 182,687,200 | 872,857,700 | 1,109,291,000 
STANDARD OIL GROUP. 
National City $51,668,400 | $203,910,600 | $265,845,600 
Second National... seas 3,329,400 15,155,500 19,968,700 
Lincoln National 2,683, 900 17,746,100 21,756,100 
Citizens’ Central National. 4,464,600 24,993,100 31,386,900 
Hanover National 15,952,400 93, 005, 400 111,668,300 
National Butchers & Drovers“ 447, 100 3,040,000 3,534,700 
PAES ee a ee 367,400 1,118,300 1,492,400 
Columbia 1,117,600 8,740,500 10,172,400 
Colonial... 877 ,600 7,397,300 8,325,700 
— AA. 1,898,400 12,036,800 13,459,100 
7,840,400 132,631,300 149,627,900 
EET — 2,360,800 11,261,200 13,787,100 
14,205,300 40,348,700 54,885. 700 
8,541,200 25,563,500 $4,220,900 
16,315,500 63,097,500 80,318,400 
6,502, 200 46,370,500 62,516,000 
— dase ba perenne moose 137,552,200 | 707,312,200 | 878,965,800 
TOTAL, BOTH GROUPS. 
Morgan... .. ͤc„»„ͤ« 1,109, 291,000 
Standard O — „068, 
WORE ca A A E a a S 1,580,169,900 | 1,983,256,800 


To these two groupa, in m: 
wer of this city, could be added the total a 
hey all work together for mutual protection, 


up a compilation of the banking 
of all the other banks. 
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Further establishing the vicious methods of Wall Street, in 
assassinating business competitors, allow me to read a letter 
from Mr. A. E. Stilwell, president of a great trunk railway. 
Because he is endeavoring to build a competing railway across 
the continent, Wall Street and its allies, the transcontinental 
railways running to the Pacific Ocean and Gulf of Mexico, are 
trying to destroy Stilwell and crush his railway. His letter 
is illuminating and reads: 

(An open letter.) 
THE Kansas CITY, Mexico & ORIENT RAILWAY Co., 
Singer Building, New York, February 5, 1912. 
To the United States Senators and Representatives, Members of Con- 
gress, Washington, 

Dear SRS: For years I have been convinced that there was a 
money trust. I have felt its powers in my work. It has halted my 
endea vors and delayed my work. 

It is a forċe for destruction of any man or any enterprise that does 
not consent to its decrees. It has a system as powe as the Beef 
Trust, which every cattleman for years was positive, existed, but he 
could not prove it. This oppression of great interests is un-American. 
It breeds lists and anarchists. While it destroys now for its own 
benefit, if not rebuked and removed it will destroy the Nation. The 
word is sent out that if the investigation of the money trust is made 
it will destroy business. If business is founded on evil it ought to be 
destroyed, so that sound, healthy business may rise out of the ruins. 


No su m would refuse to perform an operation for the reason that 
it would soil the linen. This is no valid reason for allowing the patient 
to die. It is no argument to abolish our courts because it may hurt 


business if crooks and swindlers are sent to jail. Threats of death do 
not deter the Government in its endeavors to destroy the Black Hand. 
The white hand of the Money Trust uses a force and porer which 
comes from great wealth, which is the most potent of all commercial 
and political forces. If our business must pay tribute to this power, 
f men can not develop business enterprises for the benefit of our land 
without the approval of this power, this is no longer the land of the 


George M. Reynolds, president of the Continental Commercial Bank 
of Chicago, affirms that there is a Money Trust. He said this at a meet- 
ing of financial interests in support of the Aldrich monetary plan, in 
which Mr. Reynolds admitted be: one of a dozen bankers who control 
the money power of the country. In this address Mr. Reynolds said: 

“I believe the money power now lies in the hands of a dozen men. 
I plead guilty to being one, in the last analysis of these men. There 
has been a t deal said about centralization of power. I contend 
this institution (referring to the reserve association) would cause a 
decentralization of power. 

“I believe that two or three banks in New York, two or three in 
Chicago, and two or three in St. Louis could control the question of 
ee not loans should be made to correspondents throughout the 
country. : 

There can be no damage done to business if there is no Money Trust. 
Ne nation may be afraid of evil consequences from doing right—right 
has no judgment day. The separating of business from evil abuses re- 
moves the curse and leaves the pissing The Standard Oil and To- 
bacco companies have not suffered from the Government marking out the 

ath for them to walk in. Their stockholders have not suffered. But 

e people they oppressed are relieved of the oppression. This is the 
ante of a nation, to protect the weak. 

he money issued by our Government does not carry with it power 
of oppression. No corporation that does right, that conforms to the 
laws, has anything to fear from investigation. It is only the evildoers 
who fear investigation. There can be no e done to any political 
party that is in favor of destroying evil abuses. The Republican Party 
can not suffer from its forcing the Standard Oil and Tobacco companies 
to stop their ille acts. The period during the separation of the good 
from the bad did halt business, because of the uncertainty of what 
would sapoe: But now this much of the American business is on a 
rock foundation. The hall-marking” of the securities of the Standard 
Oil and Tobacco companies by our courts will produce lasting good to 
these lines of trade and to the securities of these companies and will 
leave these fields free from suppression and open to all who desire to 
embark in these lines of trade. 

Years ago I incurred the enmity of some of the members of the 
Money Trust. I refused to follow their dictates, which were illegal. 
They told me that the making of money was the only aim of man. 
I refused to believe it. I belleved, and now believe, that success through 
dishonest methods in the long run means defeat, and that the person 
who achieves riches in this way has really lost—his gain is only a seem- 
ing gain. Notwithstanding the years of suffering that have been forced 

upon me, notwithstanding the fact that this Money Trust has made my 
work as hard a task as any man has ever had, I still am of the opinion 
that it is far better to give up all chance of gain—even life itself—than 
it Is to surrender princ ple for profit. 

I have a perfect right to thus address you in this letter. I am an 
American. have worked for years to develop the West. By my work 
at least a billion dollars has been added to the wealth of our country. 
I. no doubt, have built as much main line of railroad as any man in the 
United States of my age. I have brought millions of gold to our land 
from Europe, and much of it ey. tue nic years. I built one-fourth 
of all the railroad built during 1896. ty orders for equipment were 
almost the only orders given during that dark year. I built one of the 
largest inland waterways of our country—the Port Arthur ship canal— 
which has now been taken over by the Government and is maintained 
by it. I built the splendid landlocked harbor at Port Arthur, that no 
storm has ever reached. I have financed corporations that furnish 
employment to thousands. 

o exist, must I put on the Money Trust’s yoke of gold, so that in the 
future I may be unmolested in my work? I refuse. 

Ask the people of the West, whom I helped by giving them just 
rates on Pi for export, which they did not have until I built the 
Kansas City Southern; ask the people of ty, who, by the 

rates I gave them on lumber, were enabled to build up the greatest 
long-leaf pine market in the United States; ask the people in the 
100 towns that I have built; ask the people of Port Arthur, which I 
built from a cow pasture; ask the farmers in the great rice fields of 
Texas that I laid out; ask the people on the 100, acres of western 
_land that I have colonized; ask the owners of the pine forests, which 
by my work have increased in value from $2 per acre and nb market 
to $40 and $60 acre and an active market; ask the people of 
western Texas, who, through my efforts, have seen an empire spring 


up from the cattle ranges within six years; ask the people of Colo- 
rado, where one-eighteenth of all the gold produced is from a mine 


I financed; ask the miners of northern Mexico, who are served by the 
Orient Railway! 

Must I longer stand unfair conditions; must the railway we are 
building be brought under the dictation of the money power; and must 
our plans for giving to the people of Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, and 
Mexico a great international railway, that will forever be a blessing and 
furnish a sure and safe investment, be blocked and thwarted both in 
this country and in Europe? 

I claim it right, if this is a free country, for enterprises to rise and 
fall on their own merits, and not to be assassinated. If the tricks and 
deceits that have been played on me, the inquisition of the Money Trust, 
the numerous efforts to rob me and trip me, are now exposed, so that 
it is not ible in the future for some other American to suffer as I 
have, I will not haye suffered in vain. 

The American people, and a great many bankers, I am sure, deplore 
these existing conditions. There are many bankers and bankers who 
have never resorted to the oppressive methods of the Money Trust, and 
who are ready and willing to aid in correcting this deplorable condition. 

The belief that our country is under the domination of a Money Trust 
a nae 12 by Mr. Reynolds, who says there is and that he is one 
0 e 12. 

Why not ask him and the other 117 

Yours, very truly, A. E. STILWELL, President. 


In a recent public address Gov. Woodrow Wilson said: 

The great monopoly in this country is the money monopoly. So lo 
as that exists our old variety and freedom and individual energy 01 
development are out of the question. The industrial nation is con- 
trolled by its system of credit. Our system of credit is concentrated. 
The growth of the Nation, therefore, and all our activities are in the 
hands of a few men, who, even if their action be honest and intended 
for sie pane interest, are 3 concentrated upan the great 
under ing in which their own money is involved, and who necessarily, 
by every reason of their limitations, chill and check and destroy genu- 
ine economic freedom. This is the greatest question of all, and to this 
statesmen must address themselves with an earnest determination to 
serye the long future and the true liberties of men. 

And Goy. Wilson continues to make his brave charge. 

At first they said, “If you make this investigation, you will 
create a panic in this country.” We replied, like old Andrew 
Jackson, when the bankers threatened to defeat his reelection, 
“Tf you have it in your power to create a panic, you have too 
much power for a few bankers, and should be put out of busi- 
ness.” [Applause.] Mr. Speaker, they know full well that when 
this investigation is instituted the first thing established will 
be the fact that they have the power to make a panic, and there 
will be no panic. Because if they can make a panic they can 
prevent or stop one. They have the power to make “easy 
money ” and “tight money,” to make “ bull” and “bear” mar- 
kets, and to do as they please on the stock exchange and in the 
clearing house of the city of New York and the other clearing 
houses of the country. 

It seems, too, that these men have some sort of a communica- 
tion with the Treasury vaults of this capital, and whenever 
they see proper they are able to tap the Treasury of the United 
States and have money poured out of those vaults into the 
banks of the city of New York for the purpose of loaning it to 
stock gamblers, engaged in the wildest speculation in this 
country and in other parts of the world. They have been able 
to take the people’s tax money out of the Treasury of the United 
States and loan it to those gamblers in cotton and agricultural 
products for the purpose of putting up and down the prices 
of the farm. The time has come when the people ought to 
know by what right they are enabled to secure this money, in 
order to depress the prices of agricultural products and manipu- 
late the finances of the world. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
House resolution 405. 


Whereas legislation is now pending involving important changes in 
our national currency and monetary system and vitally affecting our 
national banks; and 

Whereas it has been charged, and there is reason to believe, that the 
management of the finances of many of the great industrial and rail- 
road corporations of the country engaged in interstate commerce is 
rapidly concentrating in the hands of a few groups of financiers in the 
city of New York and their associates, and that these groups, by reason 
of their control over the funds of such corporations and the power to 
dictate the depositories of such funds, and by other means, have secured 
domination over 8 of the leading national banks and other moneyed 
institutions in the city of New York and in other cities to which they 
direct such patronage and over the vast — 8 of money and of the 
other assets of such institutions, thus enabling them and their asso- 
ciates to direct the operations of the latter in the use of the money 
belonging to their depositors and stockholders and in the purchase and 
sale of securities and loans of money by such banks and other moneyed 
institutions, and that these institutions and their funds are being used 
to further the enterprises and increase the profits of these groups of 
individuals from such transactions and to augment their power over the 
finances of the country and to control the money, exchange security, 
and commodity markets, and prevent competition with the enterprises 
in which they are interested, to the detriment of interstate commerce 
and of the ere public; and 

Whereas it has been further charged and is generally believed that 
these same groups of financiers have so entrenched themselves in their 
control of the aforesaid financial institutions and otherwise in the direc- 
tion of the finances of the 1 that they are thereby enabled to 
use the funds and property of the great national banks and other 
moneyed corporations in the leading money centers to control the secu- 
rity and’ commodity markets, to regulate in rates for money, 
to create, avert, and compose panics, to dominate the New York Stock 
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Exchange and the various clearing-house associations throughout the 
country, and through such associations and by reason of their aforesaid 


control over the aforesaid railroads, industrial corporations, and 
moneyed institutions, and in other ways resulting therefrom, have 
wielded a power over the business, commerce, credits, and finances of 
the country that is despotic and . and is daily becoming more 
perilous to the public welfare; an 

Whereas the national banks and other mone institutions controlled 
as aforesaid are charged to have been, and to engaged in the promo- 
tion, underwriting, and exploitation of speculative enterprises and in 
the purchase and sale of securities of such enterprises, and in acquir- 
ing, directly or indirectly, stocks of other banking institutions and ab- 
sorbing competitors and in using their corporate funds and credit for 
such purposes, either alone or in conjunction with those by whom they 
are controlled; and 

Whereas it is deemed advisable to gather the facts bearing on the 
aforesaid conditions and charges or in any way relating thereto or to 
any of the subjects above mentioned as a basis for remedial legislation, 
and for other proper and lawful purposes: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on ing and Currency is authorized 
and direeted— 

First. To fully investigate and inquire into each and all of the aboye- 
recited matters and into all matters and subjects connected with or 


8 to or bearin r the same. 
to and investigate whether and to what 


k cond. To fully Inquire 
extent 

(a) Individuals, firms, national banks, and other moneyed corpora- 
tions are engaged in or connected with the management or financial 
affairs of interstate railroad or industrial corporations and what poten- 
tial or other power they haye or exercise over such corporations, and 
how and to what uses the bankable funds of such interstate railroad or 
industrial corporations are applied. 

(b) The marketing of the securities that have been from time to time 
issued by interstate railroad and industrial corporations has been by 
competitive bidding or otherwise. 

(e) Individuals, firms, national banks, and other moneyed corpora- 
tions interested in or in anywise connected with such interstate co 
rations are enabled by reason of their relations or connection with 
other interstate corporations or with other individuals, firms, national 
banks, mone .corporations or otherwise to prevent or suppress com- 
petition in the interest of such interstate corporations, or to protect or 
assist the latter in preventing or suppressing 3 

(4) Such interstate corporations and the individuals, firms, national 
banks, and moneyed 8 are mutually benefited and protected 
against competition otherwise by the relations existing between 


(e) National banks and other moneyed institutions are directly or 
indirectly owned, dominated, or controlled throu directors or 
through stock ownership, official management, patronage, or otherwise 
by the same persons, interests, ups of individuals, or corporations 

at are also directly or indirectly interested in other national banks 
or moneyed corporations located in the same city and in interstate cor- 
poretioas that are customers of said national banks and other moneyed 
corporations. 

7) The same individuals are officers or directors of or were or are 
directly or indirectly interested in or dominate or control, or hereto- 
fore dominated or controlled, in any way more than one national bank 
or other moneyed corporation 

(g) The funds or credit of national banks and other moneyed corpo- 
rations are or have been used or employed other than in making cur- 
rent loans to merchants or on commercial paper by whose influence 
or direction such funds or credits were so u or employed, and par- 
ticularly whether and to what extent such funds are or have been em- 
ployed (1) in the purchase of securities from bankers or others in any 
way interested in or co with such corporation; (2) in the qoan 
anty or underwriting of securities or syndicate transactions, either 
alone or in conjunction with others; (3) in loans on notes secured by 
bonds, stocks, or other collateral; (4) in loans on or purchases ef 
stocks of other banks or of any trust or investment company or finan- 
cial or moneyed corporation; and (5) in any form or investment alone 
or in joint account with others. 

(h) Any national bank or other moneyed corporation, whether di- 
rectly or indirectly or whether through or by means of cor- 
poration having substantially the same officers, management, 2 
or stockholders, or with stock paid for by the dividends of a paren 
or affiliated company, and, whether alone or with others, has acted as 
an issuing house or in offering securities to the public or to investors 
by prospectus, advertisement, solicitation, or otherwise, or has specu- 
lated or is speculating in stocks, and, if so, the nature of all such 
transactions and the profits and all other details thereof. 

W The management and operations of the New York Stock Exchan 
and the New York Clearing House Association are, or may be, direct! 
or indirectly, dominated, controlled, or otherwise affected by any indi- 
viduals or groups of individuals who control or are influential in di- 
recting the use or deposit of the funds of national banks in the city of 
New York, or of interstate railway or industrial corporations, and the 
relations that the New York Stock Ex and the New York Clear- 
ing House bear to such individuals and groups of individuals and to 
their financial transactions and to our commercial and financial systems 
and to interstate and foreign commerce. 

(j) Any individual, firm, or corporation, or any one or more ups 
af such individuals, firms, or corporations may or can affect the se- 
curity markets of the country through the New York Stock ge, 
or can create, avert, or compose panics by the control of the use and 
disposition of moneys in the banks and other moneyed corporations 
that are controlled by such individual, firm, or corporation, or by other 
means. 

(k) There is any connection between the relations of bankers, bank- 
ing and their associates to the railroad and industrial ra- 
tions engaged in interstate commerce, and the relations of such ers, 
banking firms, and their associates to the national banks and other 
moneyed corporations, and the relations of any of these interests to any 
of the others that operate to protect such interstate corporations against 
Companion or are or may be used for that purpose. 

Third. To investigate the methods of financing the cash requirements 
of interstate corporations and of marketing their securities, and the 
relations of national banks and others to such transactions. 

Fourth, Said committee as a whole or by subcommittee is authorized 
to sit during the sessions of the House and during the recess of Congress. 
Its hearings shall be open to the public. The committee as a whole or 
by subcommittee is authorized to employ counsel, experts, accountants, 
bookkeepers, clerical and other assistants, may summon and compel the 
attendance of witnesses, may send for persons and papers, and admin- 


ister oaths to witnesses. The Comptroller of the Currency is hereby 
directed to comply with all directions of the committee for assistance in 
its labors, to place at the service of the committee all the data and 
records of his department, to procure for the committee from time to 
time such information as is subject to his inspection, and to allow the 
use of his assistants for the matine of such iny: tions with respect 
to corporations under his jurisdiction as the committee or any subcom- 
mittee may from time to time require. 

No person shall be excused from giving testimony or from answerin 
any question or from otherwise disclosing any fact within his knowl- 
edge, or from producing any book, paper, or document on the ground 
that the giving of such testimony or the n of such book, paper, 
or document would tend to incriminate him, or for any other reason. 
The Speaker shall have authority to sign and the Clerk to attest sub- 
penas during the recess of Congress, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 12 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor). 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, with most of what has just 
been said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] I am in 
hearty accord; but when the gentleman from Texas asserts that 
the passage of this resolution will mean such an investigation 
as he has described the gentleman from Texas is mistaken. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a harmless resolution. I have no objec- 
tion to its passage; but for gentlemen upon the other side of 
this aisle to assert that the passage of this resolution means 
an investigation of the Money Trust of this country, so called, 
is to attempt to perpetrate a fraud upon the membership of 
this House and upon the country. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

This resolution will not give the Committee on Banking and 
Currency jurisdiction to investigate the real question before 
this country in any degree. Upon its face it limits this com- 
mittee in its investigations to questions of banking and cur- 
rency, and I submit that questions of banking and currency 
are only incidental to the real questions involved. The question 
is whether a small group of financiers, largely located in the 
city of New York, so control the credit of this country, so con- 
trol the deposits of other people in this country, that they can 
destroy competition, if it exists, by withholding credit, or pre- 
vent it from coming into being. 

Under this resolution this committee can not investigate that 
question. The gentleman from Texas referred to the case of Mr. 
Stilwell, who was promoting a railway in the Southwest. This 
committee, with this resolution passed, could not investigate 
that condition of affairs in any degree. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. For a question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Inasmuch as Mr. Untermyer, before your 
committee, testified that the United States Steel Corporation, 
which has an average daily balance of $75,000,000, can so 
manipulate that balance by deposits that it can withhold credit 
to its competitors and get preferential credit for itself, does 
the gentleman mean to say that this resolution will not permit 
this Banking and Currency Committee to investigate such a 
charge as that? 

Mr. LENROOT. I certainly do; I say the resolution will not 
permit the Committee on Banking and Currency to go into the 
question of what the depositor may do with his money. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
right there? Mr. Untermyer especially refused before the 
Committee on Rules to be considered as a witness, and gave us 
nothing at all but rhetoric. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Oh, but the gentleman must know—— 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Well, I wish the gentleman from Wisconsin 
would say that Mr. Untermyer did testify as I have reported. 

Mr. LENROOT. He did not testify; it was a statement he 
made before the committee. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the very 
point; the questions of banking and currency do not involve 
what the depositor shall do with his money deposited in the 
bank. That is the very point I am making now. 

To get at this question we haye got to get at the mey behind— 
the men that control the finances of this country—and it will 
not be done under this resolution. Mr. Speaker, we have 
abundance of information, so far as banking and currency 
methods are concerned, from the report of the Monetary Com- 
mission, but the question goes beyond that, and this resolution 
is designedly—and I use the word deliberately—designedly 
limited to questions of banking and currency, because the Demo- 
cratic majority do not propose to permit the investigation of the 
methods of the great financiers of this country unless they are 
directly connected with the banks. 

For what has been accomplished by the Democratic majority 
great credit must be given to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Levy], whom the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] - 
referred to the other day as having the honor of having as a 
constituent of his district J. Pierpont Morgan. 
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On February 9, when the question was before the House of in- 
creasing the appropriation for the Stanley committee investi- 
gating the Steel Trust, Mr. Levy said: 


Upon the same occasion Mr. Levy said: 

It seems to me the entire tendencies to these investigations are 
destructive. 

He also said: 

I trust that the better and saner sense of Congress will soon prevail, 
and instead of the reckless, confidence-destroying, credit-disturbing, and 
panic-bringing investigation we will have during this session of Con- 
gress an era of constructive, sane, and statesmaniike investigation. 

Six days later the gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy] 
appeared before the Committee on Rules, when these resolutions 
were under consideration, and said: 

Mr. Chairman, I move Pe bay that the questions embraced in these 
resolutions be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Showing conclusively that the gentleman from New York be- 
lieved that that would be an effectual means of stopping these— 
reckless, confidence-destroying, credit-disturbing, and panic-bringing in- 
vestigations. 

On January 26 the gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy] 
again appeared before the Committee on Rules, and among 
other things said: 

It has been spread all over the East, although not PRUT an- 
nounced, that the Rules Committee has already recommended an inves 
tigation of the banking situation by a special committee. I can not ex- 

lain how this rumor originated, but it has been spread all over the 
Sast. It has interfered with the business interests of the country. 

Again, the gentleman asked that the question be referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. After again request- 
ing that the question be referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, he says: 

We have had enough of these investigations, 


He further said: 

Do you not sup that it costs millions of dollars for these investi- 
gations on both sides, on the United States side and on the corporation 
side? You are tying up the whole business of the United States. This 
does not do any good. 

Now, mark you, Mr. Levy’s remedy for stopping these investi- 
gations that he says are tying up the whole business of the 
United States is to refer this question to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, as is proposed by the majority in the 
pending resolution. 

On page 21 of the hearings Mr. Levy further said: 

Since the death of President McKinley the continued agitation over 
the Sherman law and, I might say, to some extent the socialistic pro- 
clivities of the Interstate Commerce Commission, have put us back 50 
years. 

This distinguished Democrat, who now seems to lead the 
Democratic Party upon that side of the aisle, refers to the splen- 
did services of the Interstate Commerce Commission as “ social- 
istic proclivities.” Mr. Speaker, the gentleman upon the other 
side [Mr. Levy] is to be congratulated upon what he has accom- 
plished in trying to defeat an investigation of this so-called 
Money Trust. At every meeting of the Committee on Rules he 
has appeared qpposing the investigation and asking that the 
Committee on Banking and Currency investigate. Why? Evi- 
dently because the gentleman believes that if the Committee on 
Banking and Currency should make this investigation there will 
be no investigation. [Applause on the Republican side.] Mr. 
Speaker, we all remember that a short time ago a Democratic 
caucus was held on the question of the Money Trust. The news- 
papers the next morning stated that there were 66 Members 
upon that side of the House who believed there should be an in- 
vestigation of this question; but when they got into that cs ucus 
their belief was not so well founded nor so deeply embedded 
that they could not surrender those convictions to the behest of 
the Democratic Party caucus, to which they are slaves to-day. 
I want to Say to you gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
that it is hard sometimes to stand in this House for what you 
believe to be right against a majority of your party; but I 
want to say to you, too, that there is some satisfaction, there 
is some reward, in being an independent Member in this House, 
free to vote for a measure according to whether you believe it 
is right or wrong, and I hope that the time is coming when 
you on that side of the House will not be willing to surrender 
your principles and your convictions and your consciences to the 
behest of a secret party caucus, as you are doing day after day 
during this session of Congress. [Applause.] 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Puyo]. 
“Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, the matter of the investigation of 
monetary and financial conditions in this country is presented 


as reflecting the judgment, the wishes, and the instructions of 
the responsible majority of this membership to the House and 
to the people of this country. The gentleman who last ad- 
dressed the House assumes that the investigation ordered un- 
der the resolution now presented for consideration will not 
develop into any good or be a real investigation. Mr. Speaker, 
that is a matter purely of assumption. No Member of this 
House has a right to assume that another Member or a com- 
mittee of this House, representing its legislative agency and 
power in so far as suggesting methods of legislation to it, will 
not do its duty. On the 7th day of February the responsible 
majority of this House determined that there should be an 
investigation along orderly lines and in due course of procedure. 
It was a jurisdictional question. 

The Democratic Party, in its caucus, arrived at the con- 
clusion that the investigation should be made by a committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject matter. Carrying out, as I 
interpret it, as chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, that conclusion, I introduced House resolution 411. 
In my humble judgment, Mr. Speaker, that resolution is broader 
and gives more power than the substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Rules. The resolution introduced by me on the Sth 
of February represented, according to my interpretation and 
the interpretation of some of the best lawyers in this House. 
the suggestions of the caucus and gave broader powers than 
the limitations appearing in resolution 405 introduced by Mr. 
Henry of Texas. The majority members of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, at a public hearing before the Committee 
on Rules, stated that they had no pride of opinion about the 
verbiage of this resolution. If it did not give all the power 
that it ought to have and exercise, they said, incorporate in 
it any amendment you may see fit or any substitute that you 
may offer. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. PUJO. I do. 

Mr. NORRIS. In answer to the gentleman’s suggestion of 
incorporating any additional power in an amendment, it would 
be necessary to vote down the previous question in order to do 
that, would it not? 

Mr. PUJO. The gentleman misunderstood me. I was giv- 
ing a chronological statement of the history of this resolution 
and the way it is before the House. We accept it here upon 
our side as reflecting the views of the majority authorized by 
party action, and if that investigation should be authorized by 
the House I feel that that committee will put forth their hon- 
est endeavor to bring before the House information which it 
has been ordered and instructed to obtain. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield for a short question? 
Mr. PUJO. I will. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman heard a few moments ago 
the colloquy between the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mon- 
Dock] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot] as to 
the scope of the authority of this resolution. I wish the gentle- 
man would explain that matter for us. 

Mr. PUJO. In my judgment, under the rules of this House, 
under the power to be conferred upon the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, which simply gives us the additional power 
to summon witnesses and to employ counsel, retaining to us 
only our jurisdictional power, I think the resolution gives us 
power to investigate the monetary system of the United States 
and the financial system of the United States. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], 
then, was undoubtedly mistaken? 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman if he be- 
lieves that under this resolution as it is worded, limiting the 
jurisdiction of his committee, if he will investigate the charge 
made before the Committee on Rules that on the Stock Exchange 
of New York City stocks on oecasions are taken off of the list in 
order to rob said stocks of their function as collateral? Does 
the gentleman think his committee can go into that matter? 

Mr. PUJO. I certainly believe we will have that power. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think so, under your resolution. 

Mr. PUJO. I think we can take up the financial system of 
this country primarily through the national-banking system 
and follow it out to the utmost ramifications. 

Mr. CONNELL and Mr. RODDENBERY rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PUJO. I will yield to the gentleman from New York 
IMr. CONNELL]. 

Mr. CONNELL. In other words, your committee will have 
just as much power and can go just as far to serve the country 
as any special committee that can be appointed? Is not that 
true? 
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Mr. PUJO. Absolutely; and it carries out and maintains 
the administration of this House. 

Mr. FERRIS, Mr. LENROOT, and Mr. RODDENBERY rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PUJO. I will yield first to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. FERRIS]. 

Mr. FERRIS. I wanted the gentleman to state emphatically, 
as chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
whether or not the statement made by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], when he was interrogated by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Murpock], was or was not true— 
that you can not investigate deposits and the shifting of de- 
posits which would make this Money Trust possible. 

Mr. PUJO. With all due respect to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], I think the very statement demon- 
strates the fact that he is not familiar at all with the subject, 
because certainly the committee, under the rules of this House, 
having jurisdiction of banking and of currency, can go 
into the matter of deposits and the manner in which they are 
nandled 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PUJO (continuing). Because they can not have banks 
without deposits. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman contend that his com- 
mittee can go into the question of control of deposits by the 
individual owner of the deposits? 

Mr. PUJO. Absolutely. We are yested with power—— 

Mr. LENROOT. What has that to do with the national 
banking law or currency law? 

Mr. PUJO. It has everything to do with it. We can take up 
the question of deposits with any national bank in the United 
States, the manner in which they are controlled, the manner 
in which they are transferred, and the purpose to which they 
are applied, and see whether or not there is any violation of the 
law [applause] or as to whether the House shall be informed 
as to some of its 

Mr. LENROOT. As to control of the bank I agree, but not 
as to the control by the owner of the deposits. 

Mr. PUJO. ‘They are all inseparably linked. If we look at 
the deposit ledger we are bound to see what application is made 
of the funds. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. PUJO. Certainly. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If the chairman of the committee, 
speaking so far as he can, should ascertain that under the 
power of the Banking and Currency Committee it did not pos- 
sess the power referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lenroor], would not the gentleman be ready 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
IMr. Puzo] has expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes 
additional to the gentleman. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Would not the gentleman then be 
ready to come back to the House and obtain such power as was 
necessary? ` 

Mr. PUJO. Most assuredly. And I want to say further, Mr. 
Speaker, that I consider under the resolution now pending that 
our powers are very specifically determined, and that our in- 
structions, at least, have been put in detail. We are told to 
investigate the banking and currency conditions here, and to 
do it in line with the instructions of resolution 405 upon every 
subject upon which we have jurisdiction. 3 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PUJO. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if it is not 
a fact that his committee has already segregated all the matters 
contained in resolution 405 that go before the gentleman’s 
committee for this inquiry, and have determined to make the 
inquiry in accordance with that resolution? 

Mr. PUJO. I will anticipate the probable action of the 
House in replying to the gentleman from Texas and will say 
that we have had a subcommittee at work for a week on the 
task of segregating all the matters contained in resolution 
405 of which we have jurisdiction. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And in accordance with the caucus 
resolution? 

Mr. PUJO. Absolutely. 


Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman permit me just a mo- 
ment? The gentleman contends that his committee will in- 
vestigate all the questions touched by resolution 405? 


Mr. PUJO. In so far as we have jurisdiction. 

Mr. LENROOT. Why is it limited to matters over which 
you have jurisdiction? 

Mr. PUJO. We are bound by the rules of the House, and 
we can not take up matters that go to other committees; for 
instance, the Judiciary Committee—— 

Mr. LENROOT. You could have had the same jurisdiction 
as is contained in the resolution 405. Why did you not as- 
sume it? 

Mr. PUJO. We have it in so far as those subjects properly 
come before us. We have nothing to do with judiciary ques- 
tions, and nothing to do with matters pertaining to interstate 
and foreign commerce, because thé caucus action instructed 
the committees having jurisdiction of those subjects to take 
action along those lines, and they will do it. [Applause.] 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. PUJO. Les. 

Mr. CONNELL. In answer to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lenroot] as to the ownership of private stock or bonds, 
there is no desire on the part of the committee to investigate 
kr l of any property unless it be used in violation of 

e law. 

i 25 PUJO. The gentleman has stated the situation abso- 
utely. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker —because there are others who 
desire to address the House on this question—that this investi- 
gation, so far as I am able to speak for the majority and 
in so far as I know the work of the entire membership of that 
committee, will be a complete one, will be a fair one, and will 
be an effectual one, I hope. [Applause.] 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

58 PUJO. Just after I have completed this statement I will 
yield. 

It will not be one for the yellow journals of this country. It 
will not be one in the interest of one class of financiers as 
against another class. But it will be carrying out the instruc- 
tions of the Democratic Party, reflected by the action of its 
caucus and the majority action of this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. NORRIS. I would ask the gentleman if he agrees with 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules, in his published statement, as follows: 

The truth is, that only one-third of the matters provided for under 
my resolution pertain to the duties and jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. i 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PUJO. Will the gentleman please restate the question? 
I could not hear it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman agree with the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry] in his published statement, which 
i 

The truth is, that only one-third of the matters 8 for in my 
resolution pertain to the duties and jurisdiction of that committee 

Meaning the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
correct? 

Mr, PUJO. I can not figure out right now the proportion, 
but that which is in Resolution 405, of which we have jurisdic- 
tion, will be given complete and full and entire consideration. 
[Applause.] 3 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Puzo] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrconb. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 12 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMP- 
BELL] is recognized for 12 minutes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the substitution of the reso- 
lution now before the House for the Henry resolution shows the 
absolute insincerity of the Democratic Party upon this question. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The language of the resolution before the House limits the 
work of this committee to those subjects of which the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency has jurisdiction. The jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Banking and Currency is confined to bank- 
ing and currency questions. Since the creation of that commit- 
tee up to this time it has only considered and reported on sub- 
jects relating to the strengthening of public credit; issnes of 
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notes, and the taxation and redemption thereof; propositions to 
maintain the parity of the money of the United States; the issue 
of silver certificates as currency; national-bank current deposits 
of public moneys; the incorporation of national banks; and the 
subjects relating to the Freedme.’s Bank. 

Mr. Speaker, the real question at issue before the country is 
one that you have been discussing for a century and 10 years. 
Ever since the organization of the Democratic Party, money 
power, big money, the octopus, the red dragon, the money 
devil, and the Money Trust have been the principal assets 
of the Democratic Party. All these years while you have 
been out of office you have inveighed against these in every 
campaign in which you have been engaged. Your newspapers 
and your campaigners always write and talk about big money, 
big interests, trusts, and combines. You led up to it to-day in 
the speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. I 
thought as he spoke, is it possible he has changed the reso- 
lution adopted this morning by the Committee on Rules, and is 
he going to offer a resolution that will really open up the ques- 
tion and permit a real investigation? 

The resolution read is absolutely useless for that purpose. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman will make it very brief. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Are you in favor of this 
investigation? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am, sir. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Then, why have you not in- 
troduced a resolution to investigate it before, during these 110 
years? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not been here 110 years. I will 
tell the gentleman this: I have acted and offered some real bills 
and resolutions on these questions and have had real results. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Puso] that under this resolution there are 35 national banks 
in the city of New York in the Wall Street district that he can 
go into and investigate. There his jurisdiction ends. There 
are 29 trust companies that he can not go into; there are 9 
safe-deposit companies that he can not go into; there are 52 
general offices of railroads that he can not go into; there are 
46 fire insurance companies’ offices that he can not go into; 
there are 18 life insurance companies’ offices that he can not 
go into [applause on the Republican side]; there are 11 ex- 
press companies whose offices he can not go into; there are 21 
telegraph companies’ offices that he can not go into; there are 
18 steamship companies’ offices that he can not go into; there 
are 42 coal companies’ offices that he can not go into. There 
are over 200 other industrial and transportation companies’ 
offices that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Puyo] and his 
committee can not enter the portals of under the jurisdiction 
given them by this resolution. The Henry resolution gaye 
jurisdiction to go into all these offices and find the relation of 
all these companies to the large financial interests of the coun- 
try and all their operations. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for a brief question. 

Mr. GOOD. The report made by the chairman of the Demo- 
cratic congressional committee in the last campaign shows that 
one man gave twice the amount that was contributed to the 
Democratic campaign by any other man. That man formerly 
came from Iowa and was then a poor man. At the time he 
made this contribution he was the confidential manager of J. 
Pierpont Morgan. I want to ask the gentleman if this resolu- 
tion as it is now drawn would prevent an investigation of con- 
tributions of this kind, which brought that party into power? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Why, certainly it prevents it by not per- 
mitting it; the Committee on Banking and Currency has juris- 
diction of questions only relating to banking and currency. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the country has been led to believe that 
you would to-day really tear from its body every limb of the 
octopus and that in the presence of applauding galleries you 
would beat it to death with the bloody ends. Instead, you have 
offered a meaningless resolution that does absolutely nothing. 
As compared with the performance that was expected, it is 
a gentle pat with a dry puffball. You create a little dust, but 
do not be deceived. You deceive no one. The country knows 
that you have resolved not to investigate the Money Trust. 
The country knows that when the Democratic caucus decided 
that there should not be a special committee given full juris- 
diction of the whole subject and that the investigation should 
be confined to the jurisdiction had by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency that there would be no investigation at all. 
The Committee on Banking and Currency could make an inves- 
tigation if given power. You do not give it. 

Mr. CONNELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 


Mr. CONNELL. Will the gentleman add to his illuminating 
address that there are millions of private homes in the United 
States in which this committee can not go and does not want 
to go? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is true; and if the gentleman wants 
to compare the offices of the companies I have enumerated 
with the private homes of the country and can get any consola- 
tion out of the comparison, he is welcome to it. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

I want to say a word now to some gentlemen on that side 
of the House who are holding seats pro tempore. You are to 
be called upon in a few moments to vote upon the previous 
question, If you vote for the previous question, you vote 
against an opportunity to amend this resolution, putting teeth 
in it, giving jurisdiction to the committee so that it may invest- 
gate all the questions relating to big money and to big business. 
If you want that kind of an investigation, you will vote against 
the previous question. If you do not want that kind of investi- 
gation, you will rete for the previous question. 

But do not go home and again assault the octopus if you vote 
for the previous question here to-day. 

If you are in favor of investigating this whole question and 
not in favor of a special committee, authorize the Committee 
on Banking and Currency to make the investigation and give 
it jurisdiction, give it the language of the Stanley resolution, 
of the Hardwick resolution, of the Lindbergh resolution, or 
of the Henry resolution, if you want to equip the committee for 
warfare with the octopus. If you do not want to equip this 
committee for warfare with the money power, of which you 
have talked so much, just vote for the previous question, so 
that there can be no amendment of this resolution. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish to get the gentleman’s argument clearly 
in my mind. Is it the gentleman’s contention that, by the 
insertion of the words “within the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittee” in the body of this resolution, the resolution, if 
adopted, will not at all enlarge the authority that the Committee 
on Banking and Currency now has? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. It leaves it exactly as if that part of the 
resolution had not been passed? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; and the insertion of the words was 
to enlist a few insurgent Democrats who are holding their seats 
temporarily in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it would be 
almost disgusting if there was not an amusing side to it to hear 
gentlemen on the other side of the aisle who hold to the political 
principles that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
does stand before this body and argue for greater power to 
investigate what he terms “ big business, monopolies, combines, 
and the Money Trust.” 

The party to which those gentlemen belong was in complete 
control of this Goyernment for 16 years, and yet there is not a 
man living who has ever heard them raise their voices in pro- 
test against those things or asking for any investigation what- 
ever. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. I can not, as I have but little 
time. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] asserted 
that this resolution shows the insincerity of the Democrats 
and that we do not really desire an investigation. I deny this 
most positively. I want to say to him that the Democrats, as 
is well known, recently had a caucus on this question, and not 
a solitary Member protested against an investigation of the so- 
called Money Trust. The only difference of opinion was in 
regard to the method of investigation, whether there should 
be an investigation by 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. That makes quite a difference, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. I would like to hear what 
the gentleman has to say, so that I may reply to it. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I said that makes quite a 
difference. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Yes; the difference is that 
the Democrats have said, by the resolution passed in caucus, 
that they favor an investigation of these matters, while your 
party has never spoken on the subject, and, I dare say, never 
would if it had continued in power. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

And this is the reason for your silence: These monopolies, 
combines, and trusts are the children of your own party—the 
outgrowth, the result of laws enacted by the Republican Party, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
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Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why, a Republican introduced 
that measure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, as I was saying 
a moment ago, our party has determined to have an investiga- 
tion; and, as I was attempting to state when interrupted, the 
only difference of opinion was as to whether the matter should 
be in the hands of a special committee or should be handled by 
the regular standing committees of the House. 

I know that some persons and some newspapers haye charged 
that a majority of Democrats voted down a resolution to in- 
yestigate the Money Trust. I shall not charge that anyone has 
willfully, wickedly, or maliciously told a falsehood about this 
matter, but I will say that the ones making the statement dis- 
played a wonderful amount of ignorance of the facts. It is evi- 
dent that they had never even read the resolution voted for by 
the Democrats, because the resolution on its face shows the 
charge to be untrue. Its meaning is too clear to be misunder- 
stood. 

Facts talk, so I shall quote the resolution as it was adopted: 

Be it resolved, etc., That it is the sense of the caucus that investigations 
of the various matters touched upon in said House resolution 405 shall be 
made by the standing committees having jurisdiction of these matters. 

This resolution refers directly to the Henry resolution, which 
is House resolution 405, and includes every subject matter that 
could possibly be investigated under the Henry resolution. The 
truth is, the only change that was made was that the matter of 
making the investigation should be in the hands of the regular 
committees instead of a special committee. 

The argument that the majority of Democrats, or that any 
Democrat, attempted to sidestep any investigation or voted 
against an inquiry, no matter how rigid or how searching, is 
completely refuted by the caucus resolution itself. Language 
can not be broader in its meaning, in an effort to cover every- 
thing in the Henry resolution, than that which reads that in- 
vestigations of the various matters touched upon in House reso- 
lution 405 shall be made.” Everyone admits that House resolu- 
tion 405 is broad enough in its language to authorize a thorough 
inquiry in regard to the Money Trust. If so, then the reso- 
lution voted for by a majority of the Democrats also gives that 
authority. 

That the Committee on Banking and Currency gave the resolu- 
tion the construction that I have just stated is the only one that 
could be given it; and that the committee desired and expected 
to carry out the will of the majority, as expressed in the reso- 
lution which was adopted, is evidenced by the fact that the very 
next day a subcommittee of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency was appointed by the chairman, Mr. Pogo, to go over 
House resolution 405, the Henry resolution, and segregate all 
matters therein that the committee had jurisdiction of. 

The matters contained in the Henry resolution, of which the 
Committee on Banking and Currency has jurisdiction, are as 
follows: 

(1) Whether the management of the finances of any of the 
industrial and railroad corporations engaged in interstate com- 
merce is, or has been, under the control of any group or 
groups of financiers and their associates, and whether, said per- 
-sons, by reason of control over the funds of said corporation 
and the power to dictate the depositories of such funds, domi- 
nate and control any of the national banks and other moneyed 
institutions of the country, and by such control and power 
direct operations in the use of money belonging to depositors 
and stockholders in making loans, purchasing and selling secu- 
rities, controlling money, exchange securities and commodity 
markets, preventing competition, and furthering the enterprises 
and increasing the profits the persons exercising such control; 
and r 

(2) Whether there is any such control of the financial and 
industrial corporations and the finances of the country as to 
enable any person or persons to use the funds and property of 
national banks and other corporations to regulate the interest 
rates for money, to control the security and stock markets, to 
avert, create, or compose panics, to dominate or affect the stock 
exchanges and clearing-house associations, and to influence, 
affect, or control the business, commerce, credits, and finances 
of the country; and 

(3) Whether the national banks and other institutions, con- 
trolled as aforesaid, are engaged, or haye been engaged, in pro- 
moting, underwriting, or exploiting speculative enterprises, 
and in the sale and purchase of securities of such enterprises, 
and in acquiring, directly or indirectly, stocks of other banking 
institutions and absorbing competitors, and in using their cor- 
porate funds and credits for such purposes; and 

(4) Whether national banks and other corporations are en- 
gaged in or connected with the management or financial affairs 
of interstate railroads or industrial corporations, and what 
power, if any, they have or exercise over such corporations, 


and how and to what uses the bankable fund of such corpora- 
tions are applied; and 

(5) Whether the marketing of the securities that have been 
issued by interstate railroad and industrial corporations has 
been by competitive bidding or otherwise, and what connection 
national banks have had with such matters; and 

(6) Whether individuals, firms, national banks, and other 
corporations interested in or in anywise connected with such 
interstate corporations, are enabled by reason of such interest, 
or connection with such corporations, or with other individuals, 
firms, national banks, other corporations, or otherwise, to pre- 
vent or suppress competition in the interest of such corporation, 
or to protect or assist the latter in preventing or suppressing 
such competition. 

(7) Whether national banks and other corporations are di- 
rectly or indirectly owned, dominated, or controlled through 
their directors, stock ownership, official management, patronage, 
or otherwise, by the same persons, interest, groups of individuals, 
or corporations, that are also directly or indirectly interested 
in other national banks and corporations and in interstate cor- 
porations that are customers of said national banks and other 
corporations; and 

(8) Whether the funds of national banks and other corpora- 
tions are now, or have been, employed in the purchase of se- 
curities from bankers or others in any way interested in or con- 
nected with such corporation in the guaranty, or underwriting 
of securities, or syndicate transaction, either alone or in con- 
junction with others in loans on notes, secured by bonds, stocks, 
or other collateral in loans on or purchases of stocks of other 
banks, or of any other trust or investment company, or financial 
corporation, and in any form of investment alone or in joint 
account. 

(9) Whether any national bank or other corporation, either 
alone or in conjunction with others, has acted as an issuing 
house, or has offered securities to the public, or to investors, by 
prospectus, advertisement, solicitation, or otherwise, or has 
speculated in stocks, and if so, the nature of all such trans- 
actions in all their details. 

(10) What are the methods of the management, operation, 
and control of stock exchanges and clearing-house associations, 
and the relation that they bear to the national banks and other 
corporations, and to the financial and commercial systems of 
the country, and how they affect the security markets? 

(11) Whether any individual, firm, or corporation, or any one 
or more groups of such individuals, firms, or corporations, may 
or can affect the security markets of the country through the 
stock exchanges, or can avert, create, or compose panics by the 
control of the use and disposition of moneys in the national 
banks or other corporations that are controled by such indi- 
viduals, firms, or corporations, or by any other means. 

12. What are the methods of financing the cash requirements 
of interstate corporations and of marketing their securities and 
the relation of national banks and others to these transactions? 

I am heartily in favor of a probe of the so-called Money 
Trust. There can be no doubt in the mind of any man who is 
at all familiar with conditions that there is something radically 
wrong with the financial affairs of the country; that there are 
great combinations of capital that are despotic and dangerous 
in tendencies and purposes; that the markets of the country are 
being manipulated in the interests of a few; that the money 
and credits of the country are being controlled and manipulated 
for selfish interests; and that other conditions exist that de- 
mand regulation and control, and in some cases suppression, at 
the hands of the law. 

An investigation of these matters will be made by the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and it will be, in my judg- 
ment, as thorough, complete, and far-reaching as it is possible 
to make, for the purpose of determining what legislation may 
be needed to relieve the great masses of our people from the 
great burden of wrong and injustice that they have had to bear 
so long. 

It is suggested that the resolution now before the House does 
not give our committee authority to inquire into all these mat- 
ters. Some of the best lawyers here say that it does give the 
authority. < 

Mr. Speaker, let me say this: The Committee on Banking 
and Currency is not trying to shirk any duty, is not attempting 
to evade a full and complete investigation; and if we shall find 
that we do not have full power to act, we can easily come back 
to the House for greater power. And I assure you that if we 
find it necessary to do so we shall not hesitate to make the 
request for it. [Applause on the Bemocratic side.] 

There can be no doubt that this Democratic House will vote 
to give all the authority necessary for that kind of an inquiry, 
but I do not believe that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
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CAMPBELL] and many others on that side would be very willing 


to grant it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to remind gentlemen that 
whenerer any Member has the floor the right way to interrupt 
him is to first address the Chair, and it is against good order 
and is unparliamentary for a gentleman sitting in his seat to 
interrupt a gentleman who has the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair 
permit me to explain [cries of “ Regular order!“ ] that I was 
sitting in my seat and casually made an observation to a col- 
league, and the gentleman who was then addressing the House 
turned and inquired what I said. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, but the gentleman 
from Michigan evidently made the remark loud enough for the 
gentleman from Mississippi, who had the floor, to hear a part 
of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. No, Mr. Speaker; it was be- 
cause the gentleman had supernaturally acute ears. [Cries of 
„Regular order! “J 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thought it well to suggest that 
to Members, because they do it without thinking, and it dis- 
turbs the Member who has the floor. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Levy]. 

Mr. LEVY. Mr. Speaker, for many years I haye been con- 
sistently contending that our banking and corporation laws 
were in dire need of correction. As far back as the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, in explanation of my vote against the then proposed 
constitutional amendment vesting in Congress the power to de 
fine and curtail trusts, monopolies, and combinations, I said: 

Publicity and the 8 by legislation of overcapitalization are 
the two remedies which would cure all that is bad in combinations of 
business and capital, and I am in fayor of both of these remedies. 

Since making this statement many prominent men have said 
precisely the same thing, amongst them a former distinguished 
President of the United States. It has been conceded by all 
thinking men that our financial system is wrong, that we want 
it corrected, and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the surest way and 
the quickest way to correct the many evils of this system is for 
the Banking and Currency Committee of the House to report a 
bill embodying sound principles and remedial legislation. 

It is, I think, especially unfortunate that in the discussion of 
a question which requires cool and deliberate judgment there 
should be so much rash and intemperate language, so many 
reckless statements without the smallest iota of foundation in 
fact, and above all the inclination to show a sectional prejudice 
is as unjust as it is regrettable. It is hardly possible to con- 
duct an argument on the financial question without drawing 
from sonie public man a vicious and an uncalled-for attack upon 
New York City, and yet, Mr. Speaker, the fact is as I stated in 
the hearings before the Committee on Rules recently, that— 
the prosperity of New York is the 2 of the country; the pros- 

ity of the country is the prosperity of New York. You can not hurt 

ew York without hurting the country, and vice versa. 

And all of the abuse that has been heaped upon the greatest 
city in the country can not change the fact that not only the 
entire country, but the whole world, is dependent upon this 
great city. 

The golden harvests of the western prairies that yield their 
bounteous supply of breadstuffs, the snowy cotton fields of the 
South whose staples clothe the world, the glowing furnaces and 
the busy factories of the East, and the teeming industries of this 
country whose products of farm, factory, and mine are gaining 
the first place in the markets of the world, all of these, Mr. 
Speaker, have used, are to-day using, and will continue to use 
the Empire City as the clearing house between them and these 
markets. 

New York is now the money market of the civilized world 


and is to-day supplying funds to finance the industries of every 


nation. She furnishes funds to move the crops, to build the 
factories, to develop the railroads, and dig the mines of the 
United States. It has been complained that some railroads of 
the country have been unable to borrow money in New York 
and have been unjustly discriminated against. Many, if not all, 
Members of Congress have received a letter from a Mr. A. E. 
Stilwell, president of the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Rail- 
way Co., complaining bitterly of the treatment he has received 
from the financiers of New York, but in common with many 
others making like complaints he does not state the case fully. 
- Mr. Stilwell has endeavored to obtain money to aid him in 
building the Kansas City, Missouri & Orient Railway, This rail- 
road runs into Mexico, a country whose numerous upheavals 
and revolutions in the past few years have made it a notoriously 
unsafe field for investment, 

It must, however, be borne in mind that other causes con- 
tributed to the disinclination of money men to invest in rail- 


roads. It is generally conceded that at the present time the 
United States needs fully 25,000 additional miles of railroad, but 
ever since the unreasonable treatment of railroads by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission failing to keep their agreement with 
the President of the United States and the railroads to allow 
the latter proportionate increases in rates based upon their 
increased wages to their employees, capital has not been espe- 
cially anxious to invest in railway enterprises, and until there 
is a disposition to show a certain amount of fair treatment 
toward the great carrying roads of our country there will 
undoubtedly be but little future building of railroads. 

One of the most serious mistakes in connection with the whole 
system of financial and corporation law is the continual agita- 
tion and passage of experimental and theoretical laws, like the 
Sherman law, whose effect upon industrial conditions in this 
country have been almost uniformly bad. The public has been 
complaining of high prices ever since this species of extreme 
legislation has been in vogue. The methods of correcting the 
evils of trusts under the Sherman Act are wrong, and instead of 
lessening the power of capital and reducing the cost of living it 
has had the effect, almost always, of increasing the prices of 
commodities, making the rich richer and the poor poorer. For 
instance, the recent dissolution of the Standard Oil Co. has in- 
creased the price of oil to the consumer over 2 cents a gallon, 
bas ruined thousands of small investors, and has made the 
large stockholders richer beyond comprehension. I think I am 
not far out of the way when I state, what can easily be demon- 
strated, that the dissolution of the Standard Oil Trust has in- 
creased the wealth of one single interest over $10,000,000, 

Now, it has been proposed, and many gentlemen are still in 
favor of further investigation. I can not too often or too 
strongly insist that it is not investigation that we need, but 
legislation. The whole financial question has been investigated 
yery thoroughly, Mr. Speaker. We have all the information 
that is necessary, and I believe we have a Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency fully familiar with every phase of the ques- 
tion and entirely competent to proceed at once to draft a bill 
or bills that will relieve an intolerable situation. We all real- 
ize that the banking and currency system of the United States 
is a vague, mixed system that certainly needs correction. The 
report of the National Monetary Commission, speaking of our 
credit operations, says as follows: 

The methods by which our domestic and international credit opera- 

are now conducted are crude, expensive, and unworthy of intelli- 
gent people. The annual value of the products of our industries is 
estimated at thirty-five thousand million dollars. If to this vast sum 
is added the cost of transportation and distribution, we can realize that 
the movement of these products, through the various. stages from the 
producer to the consumer, requires the use of an enormous amount of 
credit and eash. Te form an accurate estimate of the magnitude of 
our credit structure, we should add to this our accumulation of wealth 
and capital and the sums used in connection with our foreign trade. It 
is the function of a sound monetary*system to take care of these vast 
operations without friction and in such a manner as will promote the 
prosperity of our people, 

While I have not thoroughly gone into the report of the 
Monetary Commission, I believe some of their recommendations 
are a step forward in the right direction. 

Our credit system at the present time is based upon’ stocks 
and bonds. What we need is a system based upon the principle 
of commercial paper, That is what the people of the United 
States need—facilities to borrow money. It is a great mistake 
to continually be agitating these great business questions. 

Over and over again in the past the moment a reckless agita- 
tion began, eyen though business was in a normal condition and 
crops were good and factories running full time, a stagnation 
would immediately take place because a state of uncertainty 
would ensue, confidence would be destroyed, and people would 
withdraw their money from the banks and place it in safe- 
deposit vaults or some other place which wouid take it entirely 
out of circulation, and make money, which is the yery lifeblood 
of business, stringent and difficult to obtain, and, Mr. Speaker, 
there is no possible way of compelling the people by legislation 
to invest their money or to keep it in circulation, The only 
way this can be done is by restoring confidence in the credit 
and integrity of our banks and industrial enterprises. 

If we wish to see our country prosper, if we wish to see busi- 
ness conditions resume normal conditions, we must cease en- 
tirely this utterly useless method of agitating, investigating, and 
experimenting and confine ourselves to the work we are sent 
here to do, and that is to enact constructive remedial legisla- 
tion, bearing one definite fact always in mind and applying 
Jefferson's doctrine against the centralization of power to the 
financial situation, and insisting against the centralization of 
eapital and the overcapitalization of any corporation, either 
financial or industrial. When this is done, and not before, we 


can expect with certainty that the natural prosperous condition 
of the country will be restored, confidence will prevail, and not 
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only will be beneficial to the great financial centers but every 
little town and hamlet in our wide domain will once more be 
a center of American activity, energy, and enterprise, and a new 
era of indastrial development will be ushered in that will make 
a grander, a greater, and a more prosperous United States than 
has eyer before existed. [Loud applause. 

[During the delivery of the above, Mr. Levy was granted leave 
to extend his remarks in the Rrcoxp.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to use some of his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. How does the time stand now, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has 23 minutes 
remaining and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 36 minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield 10 minutes fo the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. VREELAND]. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I intend to vote for the 
adoption of this resolution when the time comes that I can do 
so, I believe the effect of it will be educational, and I think 
there is no question that the country at least, and possibly the 

House, need all the education that they can get along this line. 

The purpose of this investigation is to determine whether 
there is a Money Trust or not. It seems to me the committee 
ought to have no difficulty in discovering a Money Trust, be- 
cause, so far as my knowledge goes, there are at least 15,000 or 
20,000 money trusts in the United States. Every city, every 
town, every village that has a bank has a money trust, and 
when a village is too small to have a bank some good old 
Deacon Jones, who has laid up his money and is willing to 
lend it to his neighbors on good security, is the money trust 
there. The Money Trust, I suspect, is our old friend, the money 
power, that has been with us so many years. I think we will 
all admit that money is power wherever it is. 

If some man worth a hundred millions of dollars should go 
out into the deserts of the West, in 30 days they would have 
paved roads leading out to where he lived, if there were no 
other way to reach him by those who desired to interest him in 
their projects. But this particular Money Trust that we are to 
investigate is supposed to exist in the city of New York. Of 
course, the Money Trust of New York is greater, probably, than 
that of any other city, because New York is greater than any 
other city in the country, and is a great financial center. Exery 
country has a financial center. New York .is much less the 
financial center of this country than London is of Great Britain 
or Paris is of France, because of our independent banking sys- 
tem. But New York is a great financial center, just as New 
Orleans is a great cotton center and Minneapolis is a great flour 
and wheat center. 

New York was not made a financial center by law, Mr. 
Speaker. That is where we are going to fail to meet the antici- 
pations of some of the radical gentlemen who are urging this 
investigation. New York was not made and is not a financial 
center by reason of law. It grew from natural causes. 

Let me show you a few of the things that make New York a 
great financial center. New York State has sayings banks in 
which are deposited the savings of workingmen of that State 
to the amount of more than $1,500,000,000. If I remember 
right, $1,750,000,000 are in the savings banks of New York 
State. Gentlemen here talk about the power of the Morgan 
group of banks. Assuming, Mr. Speaker, that every bank in 

` which Mr. Morgan holds a dollar of stock, or of which any of 
his partners hold a dollar of stock, and suppose they are under 
his complete domination, the money on deposit in the savings 
banks of the State of New York amounts to about twice the 
deposits of all the Morgan banks put together. And yet they 
say with that power he dominates the affairs of 90,000,000 
people. There are more than $2,500,000,000 on deposit in the 
hundred or more banks of New York City, a very respectable 
money power in itself. There is something like a billion and a 
half or more of assets in the hands of the great life insurance 
companies of New York City. We did not create any of these 
by law. They are owned there. They came to New York natu- 
rally, because it is a great center. 

Altogether, then, there are more than $6,000,000,000 which I 
have enumerated, which help to make New York City a great 
financial center. In addition to that, thousands of wealthy men 
live there, with a great deal of money for investment. Every 
man in Chicago, St. Louis, or New Orleans who gets to be worth 
twenty millions or thirty millions of dollars moves to New 
York City, or has an office there, and helps to increase the 
financial power of that great community. 

But some gentlemen here argue that it is the reserves of 
banks which we permit by law to go to the city of New York 
which give the banks of New York their financial power. The 


very slightest examination of the official statistics on the part 


of gentlemen will show that if we took every dollar of reserve 


in national banks out of the city of New York it would very 
little affect its standing as a great financial center. The last 
time I looked there were about $350,000,000 of outside bank re- 
serves in the national banks of the city of New York. The 
banks of the country would be obliged to keep that amount of 
money with the banks in New York City whether we permitted 
them to count it as reserve or not. 

Every gentleman here knows that for the convenience of the 
merchants and business men in every city and village of the 
United States who buy great quantities of merchandise in tke 
city of New York, the banks are obliged to keep more or less 
of deposits in that city. Hence it isnot the law. We have done 
nothing to create that great center. It has grown naturally, as 
some financial center grows in every great country of the world. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am afraid that I can not anticipate the 
finding of any Money Trust which will come under any defini- 
tion upon the statute books of the United States. It may be 
that we will find unlawful and illegal uses—conspiracies, if 
you please—among some of the great financiers of New York 
City. But if we find conspiracies whereby they attempt to block 
the sale of railroad bonds or the building of railroads in some 
parts of the Union, Mr. Speaker, their acts are already unlawful 
upon the statute books to-day and have been for a hundred 
years under the common law. ‘Those injured could go into 
court to-day and bring forth the proof which hey would have 
to bring forward under any law we could pass in order to` 
convict of unlawful acts. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman yield for just one 
question? 

Mr. VREELAND. I can not yield now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this investigation. 

The people of this great country of ours know so little, 
have a chance to find out so little, about these great financial 
affairs in the cities that I believe it will be educational te them, 
and possibly to some of the. Members of the House, to know 
more of the great business of the country‘and how it is con- 
ducted. But what I object to, Mr. Speaker, in some of the reso- 
lutions that have been presented to this House, is the starting 
out with a preamble which declares that “certain great banks,” 
lawfully existing under regulation of the laws of the United 
States, “are unlawfully using their deposits, are attempting to 
rpb the public, are endangering the deposits of their customers,” 
and therefore be it resolved that we will appoint a committee to 
go and find out whether there is anything in it. I think that is 
a dangerous procedure. I think that gentlemen who propose 
that sort of procedure know very little about the vast and in- 
tricate fabric upon which the great business of this country is 
built. 

Why, gentlemen, I can show you in the printed hearings pas- 
sages where gentlemen of this House have by name pointed out 
banks in the city of New York, national banks, presumably doing 
business in an honest way until the contrary is shown, under 
the regulation of one of the best Comptrollers of the Currency 
that this country has ever had, and asserted there—and it is 
printed as part of the records of Congress—that these banks 
have made efforts to rob the public at the risk of their deposi- 
tors. That is what I object to. That is all that anybody objects 
to. That is what is called the danger of bringing on panics and 
loss of confidence. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the deposits in the banks of this country amount 
to nearly $16,000,000,000, scattered among 25,000 banks. Proba- 
bly 95 per cent of the business of the country is done with 
credit instruments of some kind through banks. 

This great structure is reared upon confidence, and whoever 
imperils the confidence which people have in this system may 
start a fire which will become a conflagration. 

The reputation of a bank is as delicate as, the reputation of 
a woman. Many runs upon banks have been started by thought- 
less or malicious remarks. Gentlemen may assail the Sugar 
Trust or they may assail the Steel Trust upon this floor and it 
may do no great harm beyond scaring some of their stockhold- 
ers into selling their stock. The purchasers of sugar and the 
purchasers of steel and iron are not disturbed by the talk here. 

But assaults upon banks, upon our credit structure, within 
the Halls of Congress may be dangerous. Gentlemen say that 


it these banks and financial institutions have not been guilty of 


violating the law they have nothing to fear. But gentlemen 
who say this would say that a Swiss watch could be sent to a 
blacksmith to be repaired. 

Let us take a concrete case. Let us suppdse that three banks 
here in Washington had been mentioned by name in the Halls 
of Congress; had been charged with rébbing the public and en- 
dangering the money of their depositors, and a resolution is 
brought in to investigate them, and is debated in this House and 
is adopted, and our proceedings and debates are reported in the 
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newspapers. Do gentlemen not know that long before our com- 
mittee would be ready to take up the work of investigation 
thousands of depositors would be swarming into those banks 
demanding their money? They might not believe that anything 
was really wrong, but they would give themselves the benefit 
of the doubt, and these runs might extend to other banks, and 
they might extend to other cities. 

Mr. Speaker, it is because the members of the Banking and 
Currency Committee know the danger of assailing great credit 
institutions and impairing the confidence of their depositors in 
them that they are unwilling to pass resolutions in Congress 
which practically charge guilt against financial institutions 
without any definite knowledge whatever upon which to base 
such charges. 

Mr. Speaker, whether we have competition anywhere else or 
not, we have it among the 25,000 banks of the United States. 
We have both competition and regulation by law, and nowhere 
is competition more keen than among the hundred banks which 
are located in Greater New York. 

Statements have been made by both the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LrnpserGH] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] that 75 per cent of the vast army of banks and bankers 
of the United States are under the domination and control of 
two or three groups of financiers in New York City. It is 
worth all the trouble and cost of this investigation to find out 
‘whether this is true. 

I declare that it is utterly untrue. I declare that not 5 per 
cent of the banks of the United States are under any sort of 
control or domination by New York banks and financiers. 

The interests of our multitude of our home-owned banks are 
in the towns and cities where they exist. They do a great 
proportion of their business at home. Their stockholders and 
their customers and depositors live where the banks are owned. 
No outside interest can compare in importance with the home 
interests of these hanks. 

- The number of outside banks in which New York banks or 
their officers or directors hold stock would not, in my opinion, 
amount to 1 per cent of the total number of banks. Instead of 
outside banks being under obligations to the banks of the city 
of New York, the obligation is the other way. The outside 
banks are their customers, and the competition among the New 
York banks is keen for their business, and the alleged control 
exists only in the minds of the gentlemen making the statement. 

Mr. Speaker, I favor this investigation, not with a blare of 
trumpets and explosions of dynamite, but along safe and 
orderly methods of procedure.” I believe in making it thorough. 
I think any man or set of men in the United States who believe 
that financiers in New York have conspired against them or in- 
jured them will receive a full and fair hearing before the com- 
mittee. 

So much has been said upon this subject, so many wild state- 
ments have been given to the public, that I believe the investi- 
gation should go on. It may be that the light of publicity 
turned upon great financial transactions may result in good. 

Complaint has been made that the Monetary Commission did 
not investigate this subject more deeply. The commission in- 
vestigated it, so far as they needed to, for the purpose of fram- 
ing financial legislation; and the more financial control and 
financial centralization of power over our banking and currency 
system are alleged or found to exist, the greater the need of 
adopting the plan of the Monetary Commission, under which the 
National Reserve Association is charged with the responsibility 
of maintaining the credit of the banks and of the business of 
the country, in place of the great banks of New York City. 

As one member of the Banking and Currency Committee I 
have no interest of any description in Wall Street or in New 
York. I live 400 miles from the great metropolis. I do not own 
a dollars’ worth of stocks or bonds sold upon the stock ex- 
change. The statement that members of the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee are under the control of Wall Street“ inter- 
ests” is one of reckless mendacity, without a shadow of truth, 
made entirely for political and partisan purposes. 

Speaking for the minority of the committee, we will do our 
best toward making a searching and impartial investigation. 

Mr. HENRY- of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARDY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy] is 
recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, if the Committee 
on Banking and Currency, upon the adoption of this resolution 
were to adopt the narrow construction placed upon it by the 
gentleman from Wisconsih [Mr. LENROOT], that committee would 
be damned by the whole country. I do not believe the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency will adopt any such construc- 
tion. I believe, in addition to that, that if, upon any given test 


arising it should be held that this resolution clothes them only 
with authority limited as suggested by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Lunroor], and they do not then come before this 
House and ask for additional authority, they would stiil be 
damned. In other words, I believe that the construction con- 
tended for by the gentleman from Wisconsin is a narrow and 
unwarranted construction of the resolution. 

I further believe that this resolution to-day is a part and 
parcel of original Resolution 405, and that the action of the 
Democratic caucus practically and substantially. and, in fact, 
adopted House resolution 405, the Henry resolution only chang- 
ing the reference of the investigation to the several committees 
having jurisdiction of_the different subjects instead of to one 
special selected committee. And those of us who in the caucus 
voted for the reference to one special and exclusive committee 
may well yield our judgment as to method, in deference to the 
action of a majority of our brothers, finding that the whole 
House is determined and ready to make the yery investigations 
asked for by Resolution 405, only referring the different parts 
of that resolution to the different committees. 

With that understanding, with that belief, with that knowl- 
edge, and further with the statement from the chairman of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency on the floor of this House 
that he did not agree in the narrow construction of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, and his further statement that if it 
should be held on any test that the construction of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin was right, he would come back to this 
House for further authority, I can not see any reason why 
anyone on this side should fail to vote for the resolution now 
before the House. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

ae SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas yields back one 
minute. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
is recognized for five minutes, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I shall yote against the previous 
question in order that the House may have an opportunity 
to consider amendments to the resolution reported. But, saying 
that, I will say further that, speaking for myself, I think I 
should vote against any amendment which proposed to enlarge 
the scope of the investigation, and that I expect to vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, the most delicate machinery in all the world 
is the system of financial credits. It might easily happen that 
the action of this House would produce an effect upon the 
financial credits of the country which would bring ruin and dis- 
aster in their wake. I am not in favor of making an assault 
upon the financial credit of the country or of attempting to 
prevent the use of money for the purpose of extending and car- 
rying on the business and industrial operation of the United 
States. I think it is quite as important that the committee 
which makes the investigation shall be a committee composed of 
sober, sensible-minded men, who ‘have only the interest of the 
country at heart, and who place principle aboye party. I believe 
that that can be said of the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. [Applause.] 

I would not favor the passage of resolution 405, which, if I 
ean read it correctly, would propose an investigation of every- 
thing happening or not happening in the world before and since 
the birth of Christ. I do not believe it is to the advantage 
of the country to endeavor now to make an investigation con- 
cerning everything. While we have recently had already an 
investigation of the monetary system of the country by an 
able Monetary Commission, it may be advisable to continue 
that investigation through the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, not for the purpose of finding a Money Trust, but for 
the purpose of showing that there is no Money Trust, and that 
there can not be a Money Trust in our Government, under our 
system of civilization. It would be pleasant if any of us could 
telephone to a bank for unlimited credit or an unlimited supply 
of money, but that time will never come, however much the 
use of the telephone may be extended. Those people who have 
money in their hands to loan will always be found willing and 
anxious to loan it to those who have the security which makes 
the loan safe, and an investigation which shows that fact may 
do good. Placing principle above party and love of country 
above party advantage, I congratulate the Democratic side of 
the House upon the first safe and sane move it has made since 
it came into control of this body. [Applause.] 

Mr: DALZELL. I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH]. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman, it is difficult for those who 
have given the thought to this Money Trust problem that the 
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subject justifies to understand how serious- minded men can 
temporize the way many Members have done in this case. 
To allow personality or polities to influence one's action is an 
indication that the importance has escaped such person. I do 
not believe that there is a Member who would neglect his 
duty in this matter if he really comprehended the situation. 
The only thing that I would feel like criticizing the majority 
membership for is the way it seeks to deceive the public by 
having time to waste on unimportant and transient matters, 
but when real momentous problems are up for consideration 
the “previous question” is ordered and the Members gagged 
by the rules from explaining important measures, Not since 
the Emancipation Proclamation has so important a subject 
been before the people for their consideration as this Money 
Trust, but it is slighted by the leaders calling to their aid those 
who believe that standing in is more important to them than 
the real welfare of the people, so the House sets aside days 
to discuss political differences and personalities; but this, the 
most important matter, is split into a series of from 5 to 12 
minute discussions, to be all cut off in 2 hours. 

The Emancipation Proclamation freed 4,000,000 slaves. A 
proper treatment of the Money Trust resolution would emanci- 
pate over 90,000,000 industrial slaves, and yet the Money Trust 
is treated with kindergarten methods. 

There is unrest in this country. If I alone were to give em- 
phasis in adequate terms to the actual feeling of the people, 
I might be called a radical, or even a “ neurotic,” and possibly 
a “firebrand,” but it does not occur to apply such terms to 
Judge Gary, president of the great Steel Trust, so I will quote 
from some remarks he made February 14 at the New York 
Lehigh Club, as follows: 

Unless capitalists, corporations. 
take a leading part in trying to 
changes will come. They 
bring them. 

Mr. Gary made it very clear that people generally are 
“evincing a readiness to take things into their own hands.” He 
also stated that the “spirit of unrest” is not confined to the 
United States, but is world-wide. “Things are being said,” he 
declared, “‘ very similar to things said just before the French 
Revolution. I tell you the spark may yet make a flame, and that 
soon. I have an especial reason for saying this, and a reason 
that affects you and me. Men of great power and influence in 
the forces of the country have not all of them done the fair 
thing.” 

The unrest referred to by Judge Gary he thinks so serious 
that it threatens revolution. No honest student doubts the 
seriousness of the unrest, nor does he doubt there being a real 
cause for it. The cause is the Money Trust and its allied inter- 
ests. But in the face of its supreme importance we, here in 
this House, are kept from giving the matter proper considera- 
tion because of petty politics and personalities. 

-I share Gary’s views that there is unrest. We all know there 
is unrest. But those of us who had time and desire to study 
actual conditions and see how to apply a proper remedy know 
that revolution is not the remedy. We do not believe in violence, 
and while there may sometimes be excuse for violence, it is never 
justified. There are no conditions now that should ‘lead to vio- 
lence, but there are conditions that should enlist more serious 
views of this Money Trust and the economic problems than the 
House gives to them, and Members’ failure to take a sufficiently 
statesmanlike view of the existing conditions conld be the 
cause of the very thing that Judge Gary fears. It was like in- 
difference to the rights of the people that caused the French 
Revolution, and even revolution would be better than decay. 
Decay is an ailment here in the House. 

It is indeed a misfortune that the best opportunity that has 
been presented to Congress in a half century for the meeting of 
a great common demand has, to a certain extent, had politics 
injected into it. To accomplish all the good that is possible no 
politics should have entered. It is of the most vital importance 
to this country at this time that the public in general should 
understand the meaning of its own finances as they are handled 
by the great financiers. That could be done best by the appoint- 
ment of a special committee, selected with a view to their knowl- 
edge of how to make an investigation and the importance of 
using the information in such a manner as to create the least 
disturbance, for it is already known that business methods 
have been adopted by the financial kings that are not consistent 
with the interests of the plain producers and consumers. There 
can be no justification for using facts that might be obtained 
for any other purpose than the correction of the present evils. 
They should not be used for political purposes, but simply to 
bring about justice in a consistent and orderly way. 

When the subject was first approached Wall Street saw that 
the resolution was loaded with powder and lead and that it 


rich men, powerful men, themselves 
improve conditions of humanity, great 
will come mighty quickly, and the mob will 


would reach to the very heart of its practices. There was an 
attempt to smother it, so that the public might not know its 
importance, but as I pushed it for consideration, the press gave 
it publicity, and a realization of its importance, which has been 
growing larger and larger, until now it is recognized by the 
people as a momentous problem. 

I was astounded a few weeks ago by an emissary from Wall 
Street calling upon me and directing my attention to the fact 
of the immense responsibility that I was taking in pressing 
such a resolution for consideration, and that if I continued a 
panic would be brought on worse than this country had previ- 
ously known. He admonished me to withdraw the resolution. 
To this I suggested that if there was a condition existing among 
the greater business interests of this country that was so rotten 
that an investigation revealing those conditions would cause 
those interests to bring on a panic, that it is better that those 
conditions should be known now, that at least the future of the 
country might be assured. It is not possible to come to any 
other conclusion than that if the business is being honestly 
conducted an investigation could not do harm, and if business 
is dishonestly conducted then it is necessary that an investiga- 
tion should be made in order to correct it. How is it possible 
that any honest, patriotic citizen should consent to stop an in- 
vestigation in order to conceal such conditions as those inti- 
mated by the Wall Street emissary? 

The Rules Committee continued to hold its hearings. It was 
sought to influence its chairman and members but they re- 
fused to allow politics to enter. That not succeeding the next 
step was to threaten some of the leaders of the House with a 
panic before election unless the investigation should be pre- 
vented, but in the meantime the public was making such de- 
mand that it would be dangerous to the political interests to 
do otherwise than at least give the appearance of making an in- 
vestigation, so the members of a standing committee were 
secured to conjure up in their minds a jealousy, lest their priv- 
ileges should be invaded, so that they demanded that they 
should be given the privilege of doing the investigating. 

As long as these investigations were upon other matters that 
did not so vitally concern the special interests members of the 
committees were not so jealous of their privileges, and the less 
important investigations were therefore referred to special 
committees without the least compunction. This method of 
evasion of responsibility by the representatives of the people 
is one of the mockeries of representative government. Wall 
Street simply entered Washington and scared the politicians. 
It is a matter of common knowledge among many of the Mem- 
bers that its emissaries have been here lobbying in opposition 
to this investigation; but finally, when it was seen that the 
public demand was so great that it had to come and that it was 
too late to have it absolutely mufiled, the next way out was to 
refer it to a standing committee. 

Now that the public is being heard from, there is some chance 
of awaking the standing committee to the responsibilty and 
force it to act with due diligence. 

I do not impugn the honesty of the membership of the Bank- 
ing and Currency Committee, but in view of the apparent wrong 
in our present system, openly demonstrated all the time, I do, 
and the country must, feel that the members of that committee 
are not overdiligent nor even diligent in attending to the 
great responsibility that rests on them. They have the ability, 
if they will apply it, but the education of most of the members 
of the committee is to permit the very things of which the 
public complain. 

The chairman of that committee has proposed, and there is 
now before us for consideration, his resolution, instead of the 
ones introduced by me July and December, 1911, and January 
8, 1912, and one by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], 
January 29, 1912. The resolutions introduced by Mr. Henry 
and myself would permit a committee to go to the bottom of the 
subject and treat it with the importance of the problem. The 
substance of my resolution and the one Mr. Henry introduced 
are the same. 

I shall say little now abont the caucus system. I have spoken 
on that subject before. I am more than eyer, by the proceed- 
ings in this case, convinced of the great injustice that is being 
done the American people by the use of the caucus system in 
legislative bodies. The people will not much longer be fooled 
by caucus wrongs. The caucus system is to destroy popular 
government. 

Speaker CLARK has properly stated that an investigation 
should take place that would go to the bottom of this subject. 
The Speaker has no more authority to order that investigation 
than any other Member of this House. It is the business of 
this House to direct that committee to make the investigation. 
The yery absurdity of the phraseology of the Pujo resolution 
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stamps upon those who are responsible for it a weakness that 
ought never to be shown in this House. The lack of force of 
the Banking and Currency Committee having charge of such 
an investigation is suggested in the resolution proposed by its 
chairman. 

On the 30th of June, 1908, a law was passed directing the 
appointment of the National Monetary Commission, and that 
commission was appointed and by law was authorized to make 
a thorough investigation of this problem. The proponent of the 
present resolution was one of the members of the commission. 
He signed its report. There is in the report a proposed bill. 
He stands committed in its favor by having signed the report. 
By section 56 of that bill it is proposed that the Government 
of the United States shall give absolutely free to the proposed 
association approximately $220,000,000. 

Other provisions of the same bill make it optional with the 
association to get $680,000,000 more free. Section 56 provides 
that the association shall pay a special tax on as much of the 
first $900,000,000 of its note issue as it buys 2 per cent United 
States bonds from the subscribing banks. By section 49 the 
association is required to offer for a period of one year to buy 
from the subscribing banks their 2 per cent United States bonds 
securing their circulation. But there is no provision that the 
banks shall sell these bonds, and if the banks do not sell them to 
the association, and they retire their circulation, then the asso- 
ciation will have the privilege of issuing $900,000,000 abso- 
lutely free from tax for a period of 50 years. 

There is no reason to believe that the subscribing banks will 
transfer these bonds to the association. It would be a bad 
business proposition for them to do so, for the Government has 
reserved the privilege to pay the bonds in 1930, and in order to 
maintain its credit, as it should, will likely pay them. The 
banks can draw 2 per cent interest on practically $680,000,000 
United States bonds, retire their circulation, and in 18 years col- 
lect $244,800,000 interest, and by so doing save their association 
$675,000,000 of taxes for the period of its charter. Does any- 
body expect, is it reasonable to expect, that these banks that are 
in the business for the profit there is in it are not going to use 
the opportunity? 

That is not all. In that same bill, by other sections, it is pro- 
vided that the association may issue any amount of its notes 
without paying any tax whatever if the amount issued is cov- 
ered by lawful money held by it. There are provisions in the 
bill by which the United States is to turn over its general funds 
and still other provisions by which the association can secure 
the reserves of the banks throughout the country. These re- 
serves which the association secures from the banks and the 
Government deposits will at one and the same time act as re- 
serves for the banks and as lawful money to cover association 
note issues to save it from taxes. Within one year after the 
association would begin business it would have from the Gov- 
ernment, and as reserve agent for the banks, lawful money on 
which it could, if it chose, issue more than a billion dollars to 
lend to its subscribing banks—a gift, pure and simple, to the 
great moneyed interests. Why, if such a gift is to be made, 
not let the people have the advantage instead? 

That was the report signed by the proponent of the Puso 
resolution. The gentleman, no doubt, is sincere, but he has not 
entered into a study of these problems in such a way as to be 
able by his work to promote the general welfare. He has been 
willing to and has signed the report by which the people of this 
country would grant the privilege to a private monopoly to issue 
money free of charge and give it legal tender. Several other 
of the members of the Banking and Currency Committee served 
on the National Monetary Commission and signed the same 
report. Are we going to turn over the money investigation to 
them? If we do, we must expect the investigation to be made 
from the viewpoint of bankers, whereas it is the wish of the 
country that it should be made for the purpose of all business 
and the people in general. 

The purpose of this investigation was to get information to 
enable Congress to pass proper laws on the subject of banking 
and currency. We are asked to turn the whole matter over to 
bankers and the attorneys of bankers. It is on the same prin- 
ciple as if we would appoint J. Pierpont Morgan, John D. 
Rockefeller, and Andrew Carnegie, and a few more of the same 
school to investigate the trust problems and report their inves- 
tigations and recommendations to Congress. 

The Pujo resolution reads as follows: 


Whereas the Committee on Banking and Currency is vested with the 
power to pro to the House all legislation relating to banking and 
currency ; an 

Whereas said committee is desirous of securing full and complete in- 
formation regarding the banking and currency conditions of the 


country for the purpose of determining what legislation is needed: 

Therefore be it s 

Kesolved, That the Committee on Ranking and Currency, as a whole 
or by subcommittee, is authorized to sit during the sessions of the House 
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and the recess of Congress, to compel the attendance of witnesses, to 
send for persons and papers, to administer oaths to witnesses, and to 
employ experts, counsel, accountants, and clerical and other assistants, 


My resolution reads as follows: 4 


Whereas the money, exchange, it, reserve, and credit systems are 
essential to the business relations of the people with each other, 
reuniting that they should be administered on a commercial and not 
a ative basis in order to facilitate the dealing in, distributing, 
and exchanging of pee services, and articles of commerce; and 

Whereas it appears that our present system of money, exchange, and 
credit entails on the people enormous losses, due presumably to spec- 
ulation, gambling, and manipulation, which are not necessarily inci- 
dent to a natural commerce; and 

Whereas it appears that these practices are directed through well- 
defined centers, the greatest of which, it is believed, does now actually 
have the power of controlling credit, exchanges, and deposits to the 
extent of being able to actually bring on business depression and even 
business disaster; and 

Whereas there appears to be a constantly increasing power in certain 
individuals and corporate concerns to concentrate and control, for 
selfish pu the moneys, finances, and credits of the people: 
Now therefore be it 


Resolved, That a committee of five, to be selected by the House, is 
authorized and directed— 

First. To investigate as to whether there are or are not combinations 
of financiers or financial institutions or corporate or other concerns 
who control the money and credits, and through that control operate 
in restraint of trade and in violation of law. » 

Second. To investigate whether there are practices by which the 
ipint of the national banking laws is beling violated in the organization 
of banks by the use of the kiting system of notes of the organizers, or 
by the use of others’ notes through the organizers, or if a 0 
means are used to form the basis for any part of the capital of banks. 

Third. To inquire into the deposit and use of the reserves by the 
banks, and especially that portion of the reserves authorized to be kept 
in the reserve and central reserve banks, and also the effect of the re- 
serve system on the finances of the country. 

Fourth. To make report to Congress on their investigation on said 
subjects and those matters having direct connection therewith, and 
make suggestions for further legislation if such seems to be necessary. 

Said committee, as a_whole or by subcommittee, is authorized to sit 
during sessions of the House and the recess of Congress, and the hear- 
ings shall be open to the public, and the committee, as a whole or by 
subcommittee, is authorized to employ clerical and other assistance, 
to compel the attendance of witnesses, to send for persons and papers, 
and to administer oaths to witnesses. 


Then I amended that by adding the following: 


To amend House resolution 314. 


Whereas H. Res. 314 provides for the appointment of a committee to 
investigate as to whether there is or is not a Money Trust; and 

Whereas it is common knowledge that certain of the larger and more 
important national banking institutions in New York City and in Chi- 
cago are owned and directed by those who are also in control of the 
larger and more important insurance and trust companies and indus- 
trial and railroad corporations of the country; and 

Whereas frequent fluctuations in the prices of various and numerous 
stocks and shares of corporations have in the past brought great loss 
to the general public and in many instances to the people whose 
money was on deposit in said banking institutions; and 

Whereas it is also common knowledge that the directors of said insti- 
tutions have in the past profited largely by said fluctuations and ma- 
nipulations of stock prices; and 

Whereas there are certain subjects to which the attention of the pro- 
posed committee should be specifically directed as bearing on the main 

urpose of the resolution; Now therefore be it 
esolved, That without limiting or diminishing the present scope of 

H. Res. 314, the same shall be amended by adding to the four directing 

clauses thereto the following: 

Fifth. To ascertain the ownership of stock and the practical control 
of the principal banks and trust companies eligible under the latest 
proposal of the so-called Aldrich plan, and as the same shall finally be 
submitted by the National Monetary Commission, to subscribe for and 
hold the stock of the proposed National Reserve Association, and if 
that is not the name proposed by the plan of said National Monetary 
Commission, then the association that will be proposed, and so far as 
practical to ascertain what relation in stock ownership, control, and 
management such stockholders have in the principal trusts that control 
the industries, railroad systems, and the large properties, and also, so 
far as practical, the influence these exercise over smaller banks and 
institutions throughout the country, so as to show what community of 
interest there is in the general scope of their business, and whether or 
not the business is generally conducted so as to conserve the country’s 
general welfare. 

Sixth. To ascertain the facts with reference to the use of the re- 
serves by the reserve and central reserve banks, and so far as | practical, 
to ascertain what proportion of the reserves are redeposit by the 
reserve in central reserve banks, and what percentage of the fixed 
reserves of the reserve and the central reserve banks are loaned, and 
so far as practical to determine what proportion of the deposits in the 
reserve and central reserve banks are loaned to persons and concerns 
engaged in commercial as distinguished from those engaged in specula- 
tive schemes. 

Seventh. To ascertain the facts in regard to the control and use of 
the funds and resources of the principal life insurance com es, and 
whether or not they are so manipulated as to deprive the policy holders 
of a large part of the profits justly due them, and whether the manage- 
ment of these companies are or are not practically in the hands of a 
small group of ulators who use them for selfish purposes and in the 
interest of the Money x 

Eighth. To ascertain, so far as practical, the facts in regard to the 
loaning of surplus funds by country banks and the banks of the smaller 
cities, and what proportion of such funds are diverted from the localities 
of their origin in loaning to borrowers in other localities, and the effect 
of such diversion on the necessities of the local communities, and also 
the general character of the business in which the funds so loaned are 


Ninth. To ascertain, as near as practical, how much cash is tied up 
in what are termed fixed reserves in (a) country banks; (b) reserve 
banks; (c) in the banks of the three central reserve cities, . 
each of the latter, and from that determine, as near as practical, the 
working margin practical for business operation and rticularly its 


holding, and find separately if the country banks and reserve banks 
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for 
their current exchange, and if the interest paid by banks to each other 
influence the amount of such balance and to what extent. 

Tenth. To ascertain whether the stockholders in the larger banks in 


generally keep larger deposits in other banks than are necessary 


New York, Chicago, and other large cities, or the banks themselves, or 
their controlling directors, directly or indirectly, have been using the 
funds on deposit with them for the purpose of buying and selling stocks 
and other securities for the purpose of manipulation on the stock 
sept or upon the New York stock market, produce markets, or other 
exchanges. 

Eleventh. Find the facts concerning and the inspiration for the 
formation and organization of the First Trust & Security Co. by the 
First National Bank of Chicago, Ill. 

Twelfth. Find the facts concerning and the inspiration for the forma- 
tion and organization of the First Bank Security Co. by the First Na- 
tional Bank of New York City. 

Thirteenth. Find the facts concerning and the inspiration for the 
formation and organization of the National City Security Co. by the 
National City Bank of New York City. 

Fourteenth. Find the facts concerning the flotation of the Amalga- 
mated Copper Co. through the National Bank of New York City. 

Fifteenth. Find the facts concerning th? speculative operations in the 
shares of the Central Railroad of New Jersey and the Reading Railroad 
Nele through those in control of the First National Bank of New 

or i 

Sixteenth. Find the facts concerning the speculative powers operat- 
ing in the past in the shares of the Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railroad 
Co., in New York City, exercised by and through those in control of the 
Hanover National Bank of New York City. 

Seventeenth. Find the facts concerning the speculation and manipu- 
lation of the shares of any and all industries and railroad corporations 
w or through any national- g interests in the United States, or 

ose in control or the directors of said banks. 

Eighteenth. Find the amount, as far as practical, of the loans made 
by these New York City banks at various times, secured by stocks 
traded in on the New York Stock Exchange, and the reasonable value 
of these securities so deposited as collateral for such loans over and 
above the amounts so loaned. 

Nineteenth. Find the amounts of corporation deposits in these banks 
or elsewhere, under the control of those in control of these banks, and 
find whether the persons in control of such banks in the past have 
called loans for the pur of strengthening money rates and in sup- 
porting the stock market or have offered money on stocks traded in on 
the exchange at radically different rates from those which have been 
charged to commercial customers. 

Twentieth. Find why it is that money is frequently easily procurable 
on loans from the larger banking institutions at low rates of interest 
for the purpose of Wall Street speculation while it is difficult for mer- 
chants and business men throughout the country to discount their paper 
with such institutions for less than the legal rate and at times prac- 
tically impossible to discount their paper at all, 

Twenty-first. Find why it is that at the present time it is difficult 
and almost impossible for those engagea in a new industrial enterprise 
to procure the 5 . when money is easil 8 for 
the purpose of buying the shares and securities of indus and rail- 
road corporations controlled by the stockholders and parties interested 
in these larger banking institutions. 

Twenty-second. Find whether said banks have at times in the t 
allowed their cash reserves to sink below the Ay requirements of de- 
posits and if at other times they have gathered in extraordinarily high 
percentage of reserves, and find the relation between the aggregate of 
stocks carried in the loans of said banks at such times. 

That the committee shall be authorized and if required by the House 
shall report on any part of its investigations before making its final 
report. . 

Later Mr. Henry of Texas introduced a resolution seeking 


still wider scope to the inquiry. 

What must the spirit of unrest, to which Judge Gary re- 
ferred, answer to the evasion of true responsibility that the 
House seeks by turning this investigation over to the friends 
of the system? . 

In my presentation of the reasons for the investigation before 
the Rules Committee I dwelt upon the different divisions of 
the subject at considerable length. I quote the following from 
my speech before that committee: 

CONTROL OF MONEY AND CREDITS. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, FRIDAY, DECEMBER 15, 
1911. 


The committee met at 10.30 o'clock a. m., Hon. ROBERT L. HENRY 
(chairman) presiding. 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen, the committee has been called to hear 
Mr. LINDBERGH in reference to House resolution 314, in regard to the 
Money Trust. If you are ready, Mr. LINDBERGH, you may proceed. 


STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES A. LINDBERGH, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MINNESOTA. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I see you consider that 
House resolution 314 is the resolution that is under consideration. I 
was just going to ask that that be substituted for the other one. 

TA CHAIRMAN. That is the one we have before the committee this 
morning. 

Mr. Fennec. Credits and debits, balanced by a small fraction of 
honest money, might be used as an equitable measure by which pro- 
ducers would be paid and consumers charged on the products and sery- 
ices of commerce. Unfortunately, however, a few speculators have 
wedged in between the producers and consumers, and operate and now 
bres ogee control the system of credits and debits, and through it 
enough of the money so that these speculators control the commodities 
by paying the producers the least and charging the consumers the mogt 
they can stand. Under that arrangement present property and financial 
Management conflicts with human rights and hinders common success. 

Our financial system is false and a huge burden on the ple. The 
money kings know that the people are sweating under it, and since there 
are some rather loose points about it, the money kings wish, through 
the demand of the people for a change, to manage it in the interest of 
Wall Street, and have proposed the Aldrich plan and are industriously 
trying to make the publie favor that plan. 

We know there is going to be a change in the banking and mone 
laws, and, as the people's seryants, we haye a responsibility for whic’ 
we should be in every way prepared. 
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I have alleged that there is a Money Trust. The proposed Aldrich 
one; 


pian is a scheme in the interest of the trust. There is a y Trust. 
t is not in the form of the steel, the oil, the tobacco, the railways, and 
the other common trusts. It is maintained and governed by entirely 
different methods. It is father of the others, but unlike. The Goy- 
ernment prosecutes- other trusts, and it specifically and systematically 
8 the Money and Credit Trust. The Government creates by 
ins tion what it seeks to destroy by direction. 

American intelligence justifies a study of finances from a rational 
view. In this day of general business knowledge we need not 
in theory or in vague terms of 88 and law about business 
matters that are practically within daily observation. It is enough 
to make a true statement of the facts and of how the system operates, 
pointing out the errors and suggesting remedies. 

Everybody is concerned in this, and to get an honest, equitable plan 
through Congress, with the Money Trust opposing it, requires determi- 
native public support. That can not be secu to any specific end 
until the public knows what causes the troubles and how to remedy 
them. I proposed investigation for that purpose. 

In my Lge for this you will not expect me to present all the facts 

be Libr cas out by it. If I did that, the investigation would 
be unnecessary. All I shall attempt now is to show the purpose and 
scope of the omiy and that it is reasonably probable that information 
may be obtained that will be of value in working out a remedy for 
evlls known to exist. 


intro- 
one b; 
persons of little responsibility. Ten such or any greater number, Pi 
ar as the law is concerned, might associate to start banks in as many 
iminary visits are made to secure the good will of the 
citizens from whom deposits are expected. To a few a little stock is 
sold to qualify them for local ors. Those who originate the plan 
subscribe for the stock not taken by local ple. The local manager, 
usually the president or cashier, is ordinarily made the largest stock- 
holder in that place. That impresses the community with his financial 


nsibility. 
Banks may be started by paying one-half the stock in cash. The 
other half may be installments. Permission to start must be 
8 from the Comptroller of the Currency. That is a mere matter 


of form. 

I stated that banks can be started by paying one-half the stock in 
cash, but that is often a mere matter of form, for the stockholders 
choose their own directors and officers and may turn around and borrow 
the cash and deposit thei: notes instead. metimes the notes are 
used in the first place. Ten persons may borrow enough to pay in the 
entire capital. e capital would then be represented by their notes. 
They would as cog enough cash to pay expenses of organizing and 
buying the required United States bonds on which to base circulation, 
and so forth The parties might be insolvent and their notes worthless. 

Mr. Garrimr. Just there, Mr. LINDBERGH, do you not think that is a 
pretty strong statement? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No; it is absolutely true. I know of cases where 
that thing has occurred, and there is nothing in the law that prevents 
it from 5 because the parties themselves who organize banks 
are often left to themselves. It is not always that an examiner is sent 
to inspect the conditions eiren to the bank starting business. 

Mr. Foster. Does not the bank examiner go and find out if the proper 
amount of money and security has been put up before the bank can be 
authorized to open? 

Mr, LINDBERGH. Not always. 

Mr. Foster. You are wrong about that, certainly. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I have no doubt you have had experiences yourself 
where the Comptroller of the Currency writes and asks you, as Con- 

sman, what you know about these parties. They do make inquiry. 
know of cases where banks have been organized without any actual 
inspection being made before they begin business. It has been done 


often, 

Mr. Foster. Do you think it is done now? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes, sir; it is done yet. One was recently organized 
in my district, by fectly responsible parties, but there was no in- 
spector who went there to see what they were doing. The bank began 
business before an inspection was made. 

Mr. Garrett. I have had that experience of which you speak. 

Mr. Foster. Where no inspector goes? 

Mr. GARRETT. No; I do not mean that exactly. But I have had the 
experience of benng a letter from the Comptroller of the Currency 

ng about men who are organizing banks. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is always done. They inquire of you as to the 
character and responsibility of the people proposing to organize a na- 
tional bank. But they do not take your word for any security. They 
send an examiner to examine into the bank—that is, as to the securities 
and so forth—and the money that is put up for the capital stock. 1 
never knew of a case where they did not do that. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I have no doubt they often do it. 

Mr. Foster. They always do it in the country in which I live, and 
I have had considerable to do with the organization of several banks, 
and one in which I was interested myself. I know that that bank could 
not be opened until the examiner went there and examined into its 
securities, to see that the proper amount of capital had been put up in 
that bank. If the condition you speak of is going on in the organization 
of national banks, it seems to me it is a violation of law. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. It is not a violation, technically, of the law, aftey 
they have organized. 

I quote as part answer from page 18 of the Report of the Comptroller 
of the Currency for 1910: 

“Under section 5133 of the Revised Statutes the organization of na- 
tional banking associations by any number of persons, not less than five, 
is authorized. This section provides that the incorporators shall enter 
into articles of association specifying in general terms the object for 
which the association is formed and a copy thereof forwarded to the 
comptroller and preserved in his office. The following section provides 
for the execution of an organization certificate by those who have en- 
tered into articles of association. This certificate is required to be 
acknowledged before a judge of some court of record or a notary public 
and transmitted to the comptroller. When these documents have been 
filed with the comptroller the association becomes a body corporate, but 
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with powers limited to transactiom of business incidental to organiza- 
tion until the issuance of the comptroller's certificate authorizing the 
association to begin the business. of banking. The law further requires 
the collection and certification of payment of at least 50 per cent of the 
authorized capital stock and the deposit of a specified amount of the 
United States registered luterest-bea bends, and authorizes an exam- 
ination fer the purpese of determining the ameunt of money paid im en 
account of capital stock and whether all requirements of law in relation 
to erganization have been met. 

“As the law, however, specifically eonfers upon the comptroller disere- 
tion with respect to approval of the name selected for an association, 
the course of procedure nuder the established rules of the office is to 
require the submission of a formal application for authority to organize 
an association wherein is stated the title desired, location of the bank, 
the oo stock, the signatures ef the applicants given, accompanied 
by advice in regard to the business and financial standing of the li- 
cants; number of shares to be subseribed for, and the previous 

rience, if any, of the —4—— Indorsements are required 
of the nts, the La pata 
the b: an 
8 of opinion with respect to prospects of suceess of the 


am ex- 
associa- 


ent, with request fer information 89 to 
a 


bank at the locality, and an 
is probable. 
‘Applications for authority to convert State banks into national 


autho: 
comptroller in the upbuilding of banking by preventing the 
0 9 of banks where the demand therefor is not apparent or 
where organization is attempted by those whose character and standing 


are questionable. 
Tt will be seem that certification of ee oe oe 
OE ha: captar Se eee y the incorporators and it does 
e 


to 
to the same subject matter, states: 


is a copy of the instructions to examiners in connec- 
tion with im tions of this character: 

“Tt bas been for some time past the practice of this office fo refer to 
national-bank examiners all applications received for tie 


As this 


for making a personal g 
opt —.— irat ga —— 

ces en unsa z 
the office is in doubt wan the propriety of app 


g an 
istrict will be asked to go to 
will be 


proposed bank, 


would correspondence 
what comptroller already has on file." 
6 so far as the law is concerned, there 


Even the 


You may ask, 
filled with paper originally worthless? 

Since I made the speech before the Rules Committee, from 
which I am now quoting, the following statement appeared in 
the press on June 6, 1912. It is a further Mustration. I quote 
from the New York Times: 

* CONSPIRACY CHARGES IN BOROUGH BANK PROBE—EXAMINER MAHONEY 

EXPECTS THAT THE DEVELOPMENTS WILL WARRANT THEM—BASED ON 


DUMMY NOTES—THD SIGNER OF ONE OF THEM GIVES HIS OWN IDEA 
OF HIS RESPONSIBILITY. 


“Sufficient evidence on which to base charges of against 
the so-called looters of the defunct C 


have been secured in a few. more days if the expectations of the inves- 


tigators, as intimated at the close of the session yesterday, are realized. 
Special Examiner Mahoney believes that the use of pee notes for 
securing loans. constitutes conspiracy, and he told one of the witnesses 
as mue This witness—one of the three Clarendon Hotel employees 
who had sent v ts on Wednesday didn't seem particularly perturbed 
by the information, and im a response to a question he remarked that 
he thought Mr. Hill was able to ‘take care’ of him. 

He referred to John J. Hill, proprietor of the Clarendon Hotel, one 
of those who were connected with the small real-estate concerns that 
had borrowed from the defunct bank. Mr. Hill had the witness, Ches- 
ter H. Roods, and two other employees of the hotel sign notes that 
were discounted afterwards by the a Bank. Roods said that he 
had signed two notes at Hill’s co without knowing what they 
were for. 

* “Hih would simply call me up to his: office,’ Roods testified, ‘and 
say, “ Sign this.” I always did. e didn’t think it was wreng to take 
meney out of the bank on his eredit. If anyone could get money out 
of the bank om my name the bank must have been crazy,” he said. 

“ Roods had never got any of the money, he said. The notes he signed 
were for $15,000 and $25,000. At the time of the transaction he was 
a elerk in the steward’s de ent of the hotel at a salary of $55 a 
month. He said he also a director in one of the te com- 

in whieh Mr. Hill was interested, and he got a $5 bill from 

ohn W. Walker, of the John W. Walker Co., when he resigned from 

the directorate. That, he said, was all he ever got for 8 

to the financial convenience of others. He scouted the suggestion that 

Mr. Hill had taken am unfair advantage of him, and it was at this 

gt that he expressed confidence in Mr. Hill's ability to take care’ 
of him. : 

His reason for staying away from the session on Wednesday was his 
employer’s reason, he said. . Hill had objected to three of his em- 
ployees being called away from the hotel on the same day and had dic- 
tated the three notes, according to Roods, In which each regretted 


his 
inability to attend. A warrant for one of the three was obtained from 


Supreme Court Justice Carr, but the sheriff was not compelled to serve 
it yesterday, as all three of the men—Roods, A. J. Wegge, and O. P. 
Warlick—arrived at the borough hall befere the session began. 


was followed by Warren E. Diefendorf, a director, who 
fessed ignorance of the loans made by the bank to irresponsible indi- 
viduals. Russell Randolph, formerly Cupore by Robert. W. —— 
testified that he had signed many notes for old employer withou: 
deriving much personal profit. 
“The in tion be resumed on Mon forenoon.” 


To give the bank examiners time to learn m4 value of bank assets 
would require an examiner for each bank, or at least one should be 
limited to a very few.. A tabulation of the assets and a special 


ing system to detect the kiting of notes between stockholders 

wo be It would req individual examiners, district 

and a general s department to eheck up the 

whole system. That would be the only way to get a check on the 
te value of bank assets co: ft 


ap of unsecured paper. 
t is quite commen for examiners to enter banks with near a million 
assets, consisting of hundreds and sometimes thousands of notes, 
their amounts, subtract payments, 


list eount the eash, and examine the 
books all in a day. Such examinations do not te the responsibility 
of the makers of the bank's notes. Ordinarily these examinations prac- 
tically deal with figures only. With the limited time given rap ea — 
intelligent they are, they cam not determine the actual reliability 
of the banks y examine. © a large extent they rely upon their 
intnitive and tive qualities of observation. 


percep 

T do not confine my statement on note kiting to make bank assets to 
small banks. It cam be shown that some financial institutions 
have based a of their capital on the kii oa I 

ne. om 
the letter, aè the writer is scared of harm being done him if the inter- 
ests find him ont, but the Committee on may see the letter. The 
chairman has 


i East O N. J., July 28, 1911. 
RANGE, — 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH. 
Dear Sr: 
. * a Ka s » * 
Prudential Insurance Co. officials, desiring to control the public utili- 
ties of the State to their personal pret, not having the funds to pur- 
chase such con devised the plan of iner the stock of the 
Fidelity Trust Co., of Newark. some $6,000,000 and have the Prudential 
purchase it, as well as have the Fidelity purchase from the Prudential 
controlling owners the same amount of Prudential stock, so the control 
would be mutual and 3 without financial interest on the 
part of the management. ‘This plan was enjoined by SRA ating 
holders, Neubauer v. Prudential Insurance Co., and the plaintiff's 
urnin mutual consent, sine die. 


to 
uit Rec eae 
0 e same 
purchased, 


ca ve 
of this they gre no notice, and have carried 
deal by sligh 8 of shares so as to con- 
form in letter but not the spirit of the court order. 

Since that time the Prudential makes their brags they do not hold 
4 corporation securities. Now, the table Life crowd 
accommodates them when it is necessary to hold an examination, and 
likewise the Prudential similarly accommodate the Equitable officers in 


their own control of securities. 
To get at the bottom of the tobacco, steel, trolley, electric railroad, 
and banking at the books of the insurance 


get 


Respectfully, 


« I do not claim that banks generally are or; zed by the note-kiting 
system, but banks can be, and many are and have been. Even dumm 
notes are sometimes used. The extent to which these practices have 
been. resorted to, directly and indirectly, is much greater than is real- 
ized. The general public has never realized that it is done at all. 

The law providing for bank capital has not protected depositors. 
The bankers the ves have done that, and e public has been 
eharged to make it up. Bankers are under the necessity of 
themselves. from failure, and it is due to their diligence and their se 
interest that there has been so little loss to depositors, but lest I should 
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give some of them too much credit, I again call attention to the fact 
that many banks are originally started and capitalized on paper orig- 
inally worthless, but the toll charge to the publie is so great that the 
pon makes the paper finaliy good, and the careful, businesslike 

nker, even though he often starts insolvent, becomes rich and finan- 
cially responsible. In other words, the business charges the public 
so much that failure, generally speaking, is visited on the careless and 


incompetent age 
I have thus defined the practical effect of the law in providing cap- 
ks. It is impossible, of course, to deter- 


ital in the organization of 
mine how many banks started on paper originally worthless, or, in 
ut as most banks so started have 


other words, without actual capital, 

become financially safe and sound by reason of accumulating profits, 
no great would come from a knowledge of which of existing sol- 
vent banks were originally weak. I am not proposing an investiga- 
tion for that purpose. It would be remiss in me, however, if I neg- 
lected to direct attention to the weakness of the capitalization of the 
banking system if there was pulled out from under it the large toll the 
public pays in its support. These facts should be known when it comes 
to constructing a better system, and instead of giving a special privilege 
to the banks a community advantage should be given to the people. 

My main purpose is to show that the banks are the first step and 
the principal arteries through which the Money Trust is constructed, 
not that the banks are a part of the trust. Only a few of them are in 
the trust, but the money is taken by the people to the banks and the 
trust secures the money from the banks. It makes no difference that 
the people own a large part of the money. In fact, that is an adyan- 
tage to the Money Trust as long as it controls its use. However, to 
hereafter have a still greater control, it now proposes through the 
Aldrich plan to get the money of the United States in addition to mak- 
ing as much as it needs of its own money. 

After a bank is organized and ready to do business the securing of 
deposits is the important thing. Banks can not succeed without. 
Neither can the trusts. It is because of getting the reserve mae tated 
that the Money Trust has for many years been in control. It be- 
cause of being able to borrow the deposits that speculators are W 
the people to an illimitable extent. That is the initiative of wha 
gives the Money Trust power to create other trusts. 

The pretense of being able to control the trusts by prosecution and 
to dissolve and reorganize them into their original elements to reduce 
the cost of living while the Money Trust controls the Goyernment 
would be too ridiculous to mention were it not for the fact that it 
diverts public attention from the real causes of our troubles. 

The dissolution of the trusts and the reorganization of each into 
several is on a plan of reducing the system from one of grand or 
wholesale . to several 8 trusts, aggregating greater 
steallngs from the people than the grand-larceny trust cooperative 
plan should continue. 


Since I made that statement some facts regarding the sub- 
ject have developed. I quote an article from the New York 
Journal of Commerce, as follows: 


HAS DISSOLUTION RAISED OIL PRICES?—IS INCREASE DUE TO GREATER 
COSTS OR RETALIATION ?—ADVANCES IN CRUDE OILS AVERAGE 3 TO 5 
CENTS PER BARREL—EXPORTS ALSO SERIOUSLY AFFECTED—OFFICIALS 
REFUSH TO EXPLAIN—OIL IMPORTS IN 1911 EXCEED THE PREVIOUS 
RECORDS. 


Recent E AS (neh in the prices of both crude and refined oils, as 
well as local deliveries of 8 point with considerable emphasis 
to entirely new conditions in the oil trade at the present time, as com- 
pared with the latter part of last year in the period immediately pre- 
ceding the date of the dissolution of the Standard Oil Co. into 33 com- 

es. In this connection it is nted out that for the greater part 
of 1911, during the existence of the so-called Oil Trust, prices of crude 
and refined oils maintained an average balance which the present price 


movement does not hold. 

The date set by the courts for the final dissolution of the Oil Trust 
was reached on ber 21 last. Previous to that date oil prices 
had been suffering from periodic — 1 85 Five days after the dissolu- 
tion, on December 26, the first upward price movement was witnessed, 
with advances averaging from 3 to 5 cents per barrel on three of the 
principal erude-oil productions formerly controlled by the Standard Oil 

o., the Pennsylvania Oil Co., Kansas and Oklahoma, Ragland, and 
des—from that time up to last Wednesday, at which time 
further advances were made, averaging 3 cents per barrel on Ohio, IIII- 
nois, and Indiana erude oils. Further strength was given to the up- 
ward movement in prices on the same day of this week, when there 
was an advance of 15 points in both “Standard white” and “ water 
white” refined oils for export; at the same time there was an advance 
of one-half cent per gallon on all grades of naphtha, gasoline, and 


benzine for export. 

While the many other eae! of crude oils haye yet to realize an 
advance in price, it is held by ig och that such an advance generally 
is not improbable. The upward d has led to considerable conjec- 
ture by the trade as well as the independent ofl concerns. Investiga- 

- tion at the local offices of the various companies formerly comprisin 
the Standard Oil Co. as to explanations for the higher prices met wi 
no success, the various officials exhibiting great reluctance to discuss 
the situation. No response was given to gueren as to whether the 
segregation of tke companies had resulted in a higher cost of main- 
tenance and operation which in turn had influenced a rise in prices of 
both erude and refined oils. The continuous rise and the latest con- 
firmation of the movement, which was given yesterday when the Pratt 
Oil Co., another subsidiary of the former Oil Trust, announced that 
the price of oil to the consumer was raised from 8 to 9 cents a gallon, 
has led to the question of whether the rise is substantially corrobo- 
rated by the new conditions or are the result of a desire on the part 
of oil interests to retaliate against the execution of dissolution plans. 
In this connection the question is also raised as to whether the higher 
prices of oil are the result of natural conditions which have now 
arisen or are part of a concerted movement among the oil producers 
and distributors of the country. 

Another advance of 1 cent per gallon on refined local ofl deliveries 
in barrel Jots for jobbers and the same rise for tank-wagon delivery 
were ‘Introduced yesterday. The former is now at 101 cents and the 
latter at 7 cents. 

Jobbers throughout the country are seriously affected by the advance 
of one-half cent per gallon on naphtha, gasoline, and benzine, many 
having only recently taken on large orders under the lower quotations, 
which were considered steady. In regen instances they have attempted 
to live up to their acceptances and still make a profit by demanding 
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ies “cover them up“ on such orders; in 
ey have been compelled to refuse the orders 


that the subsidiary com 
most of these instances 
on the old basis. 


Mein only lately we find the following press statement, which 
ue: 


Standard Oil attracted attention chiefiy as an exhibit of the results 
of trust busting. In 1901 the stock sold at 843, but not until to-day 
ãid it approach that price again. In the meantime it lhas been down to 
390, and since the Supreme Court's decision against it was handed 
down it has sold at 585. Insiders have made fortunes as a result of 
the splitting up of the concern. They alone have known which of 
the subsidiaries were valuable. They have refused to make any public 
statement of assets and have gone on quietly en we the valuable 
ones until now they seem to have rounded up the available supply. 


GAIN BY HOLDING ON. 


But those Standard Oil shareholders who held fast to all they re- 
ceived have gained song with the insiders, for the record high price 
is offered for the old stock plus all its subsidiaries. The warning issued 
in this column at the time of the difference 8 the probable mar- 
ket action that would be taken by insid and the suggestion that 
pana of the subsidiary interests be of, has been justified by 
events. 

The same thing will happen in Steel, and the insiders are fortunate 
in haying to face dissolution. The courts should = the subsidiary 
concerns of companies split up to make complete statements of opera- 
tions from organization to the date of dissolution, so that the o ary 
shareholders may know what they are getting. The Standard Oil Co. 
refuse to make such statements. 

Positive announcement from Washington in the afternoon that the 
Government would mobilize troops on the Mexican border again was no 
surprise. The action has been expected for weeks, and the only sur- 
prise is at the delay. 

* > * kd * > . 

Is it not rather strange that the people's alleged friend prosecutors 
of the trusts do not understand that the trusts are showing the value 
of the cooperation as an economic principle? The value of that plan 
is rather worth prese in some form for the ple, so they may 
get the products of their labor through economic cooperation. If we 
correct fhe money and credit system it will be easy to regulate the 
trusts. A new system will come about by economic evolution, forced 
by common necessity. 

All this talk about the trust problem adjusted in the first in- 
stance through special attorneys and the co is a farce. The proper 
adjustment will have to come through the people in Congress. e 
money and credit system is properly and logically the first great prob- 
lem requiring correction. Until that is done this side talk about trust 
busting is mockery. 

A greater farce than the suit against the Standard Oil Co. is not to 
be found, unless it is the final wind-up of the Tobacco Trust case. The 
decree, which is always the vital part of a case, is futile. On page 
191 of One hundred and seventy-third Federal Reporter the court finds : 

“The distribution of the stock among the various defendants ratably 
among the shareholders of the Stan Oil Co., and the conveyance of 
the physical property and business of the defendants to one of their 
number, to 8 the unlawful monopoly, must be and is prohibited 
by the decree herein.” 

The above is the language of the court in its opinion, but by a 
mystery, that to the pnblic may well-nigh seem incomprehensible with 
such eminent and well-paid counsel for the Government, the wind-up 
in that, like the Tobacco Trust case, came to naught for notice that the 
decree found in the same report, section 5, 199, practically re- 
yersed the finding. ‘The decree 8 to that reads: 

“But the defendants are not prohibited by this decree from distrib- 
uting ratably to the shareholders of the principal company the shares 
to which they are equitably entitled in the stocks of the defendant 
corporations that are parties to the combination.” 

he decree in practical effect is the opposite of the finding. On that 
case and its affirmance by the Supreme Court the true effect of the 
decree was never mentioned in the press nor by the trust busters. 
The trust busters were extolled for claiming to have done what the 
decree expressly and most emphatically shows they did not do. And 
it is the decree that counts. predicted the effect of that decree. M. 
prediction came true. A few days since, at 26 Broadway, the Stand- 
ard Oil did distribute ratably among its shareholders. I do not claim 
any prophetic sight, but it was all very plain on the decree, and that 
is 5 8 P stated n a speech in the House, June 13 last, the following: 

“It may be noted that the trusts are ſusting to the Supreme Court 
decisions under the Sherman Antitrust Act. The people are paying 
the ex of the litigation in order that the trusts may know where 
they stand. Some of them are dissolved by decree, but the decrees are 
mere form, for the trusts carry on the work they organized for, regard- 
less of that fact. What is the difference if they accomplish their pur- 

by a community of interest or under the management of the cor- 


poration? (Page 1996, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Ist sess. 62d Cong.)” 
Now, the Standard Oil and the Tobacco Trusts are legalized trusts. 
The Government paid the costs to make them so, and their stocks have 


since been booming on Wall Street. 

For the reserve requirements national banks are divided into three 
classes. The smaller towns and country districts are ostensibly re- 
quired to ea: 15 p: cent of thelr deposits in reserve; the reserve 
cities, ostensibly 25 per cent; and the central reserve cities—New 
York, Chicago, and St. Louis—25 per cent. 

The money kings were early in the game and concelved the Idea that 
they would use as much as possible of the reserves and deposits them- 
selves, so that in addition to the direct deposits made in the large 
cities they provided that the banks in country districts and the towns 
of least influence need hold only 6 per cent of their deposits in cash 
and that 9 per cent could be kept in reserve and in central reserve 
cities, where the money kings, financiers, and speculators reside, and 
could get more than three-quarters of it for speculation. 

New York had the par excellence of financiers and s lators, so 
it piaren over all the others, but for political reasons included Chica 
and St. Louis; and so the three cities are exclusive money centers in 
which to concentrate the cash belongings of the country folks and of 
small depositors in the cities, there to be used to exploit them and the 
general public. In plain language, the largest banks in the three 
cities, and more especially New York, are the promoters for the trusts. 

New York, Chicago, and St. Louis are authorized to hold all de- 
posits except 6 ~ cent of the country banks and 123 per cent of the 
reserve banks. It is not defined in those terms by law, for the law 
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speaks of reserves; but there is no limitation, except that required in 

cash in vaults, to any bank all its deposits to reserve and cen- 

Sa gg banks. As a matter of fact, they do keep much of their 
these banks. 

banks to maintain a part 

of their reserve in other banks, and most of their Sipon if they choose, 

t is on—and 


only those amounts would not look 
formidable. 


ted by 
the same principle as a farmer sowing 1 bush har- 
vest 20, kith the difference that the farmer has to 5 


N banks must keep 6 “cent of their deposits in cash, but 
deposit i 2 cent, and any greater amount of 


tion. But, notwithstanding, th 


marks, if I have consent to do so, three letters from banks 
of the units from which the Money Trust gets its support, and 
though the banks do not intend or desire to support the east 
LETTER NO. 1. 
(Capital, $500,000.) 


GERMAN-AMERICAN NATIONAL BANK, 
Little Falls, Minn., November , 1911. 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sin: Replying to your letter of the 11th instant, asking some 
facts regarding — 5 loans, in our report to the comptroller, under date 
of June 7, 1911, we reported: 


average amount of outside 
known as commercial paper, and $100,000 is local 
more than this — 5 Foes 

$200, on 


r cent eposi 

a times of panic it is almost impossible to realize ickly on com- 

farm loan can 

always be dis ex e for credit. A 

ik holding god farm Joans could, in cane ota panic,’ tum over any 

of them to d itors in lieu of cash wanted an we oar Sean be 

d be perfectly satisfied provided he knew there was 

Jand back of it. I have heard of several instances of this one, 

and J myself have heard people give excuses for out money in 
the bank in times of panic “ to buy land where it is safe.” 

We therefore are very much in favor of a law permitting national 
banks to loan on farm property, and you are at liberty to use this let- 
ee you ve Heaths further this end. 

‘ours, respectfully, 
7 á E. J. RICHIE, Cashier. 
JOHN WETZEL, Vice President. 


I see published for the same bank a statement, and the amount due 
from approved reserve agents to that bank on December 5 was 
$103,171.04, That fact applying to that and all other banks is an 
important consideration in connection with this whole question, because 
I expect to show that it is the reserves that we have in this banking 
system that give the Money Trust the control of the finances of ‘this 

the secret of their control rests a 


ness and loan them to borrowers, where the money does not 
serve the community in which it was presumably earned. 

Mr. Gannrrr. Why is that? Why are they compelled to do that? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. That is because our national banking laws, and our 
anks an pee aye § 

their own mids 
— those banks are taking 

nk writing letter No. 1 here amount, I believe, to 


about $300,000. That bank should be given the opportunity of loan- 
ing Sret part of its deposits witch are made on time. The 


deposits which are there for checking in the usual way should be 
liquid, liquid all the time, so as to carry on the commerce of the 
3 is a distinction between the two that we have to keep 


Mr. Lenroor. Are not time deposits subject to call at any time? 
Ms. Posmen. he aame as any oiher deposita, and they simply 1 
; j same as an ose 
the interest —that is z p ki J 


all? 
the interest. 
if all the depositors made a 
ts at the same 


oa al bak 
munity to keep its “dition — that ito ma 1 
condition su co „ ess 
it help from the outside. 2 7 
. WILSON. I know; but they have 7 received the deposit, have 


* eg of these — depositors 
. LINDBERGH. Yes. They received them to be handled in the usual 
safe way. ae that would receive deposits and leave them in the 


in which it did business. 

Mr. WILsox. There is no question about that. 

Mr. Foster. You understand that these foreign loans you speak of 
are many times commercial paper, sent out by corporations that 
Sont pare at certain times. that what you mean by that—foreign 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes, that is what I mean by foreign loans. 

Mr. Foster. You for instance, of Is it your idea, 
then, that there t to be a in the national banking law 
permitting them to on long-time paper? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes, a certain amount of their time deposits. 

Mr. Foster. How long a time? 

Mr. LINDBERGH., At least a 2 

Mr. Denver. Do you mean by that they should be allowed to take 


3 loans? 
Mr. NDBERGH. Mo: 


ec LINDBERGH. way? Yes; limited to a certain per cent of 
Mr, STER. Yes. 


Mr. LINDBERGH. There should be a limit to it, such as experi 
shows would be safe. I have letters from probably 100 bankers, and 
a to a unit a 
and better for the communities in 


farms. 

Mr. FOSTER. You co time deposits there, I think, because th 
are all deposits subject to call. sof 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I understand; but the 1 — ict effect is time, and 
it is its practical effect that I consider in these matters. 

Mr. Foster. They are all subject to be withdrawn at any time. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. ey are all subject to be withdrawn at any time, 
and this bank letter No. 1 that I have in the notes particularly defines 

conditions with reference to those. The bankers 


than they the comm z 
is my experience, too, in what I have observed. I have observed the 
times at pent to ant 
es ge 
safely 


Mr. 1 claim has been de 

3 The m made a great many times that 
independent organizations have been able to do business independen: 
only because of the opportunity to float their commercial loans thro 
these banks outside of the great money centers; that if it was not for 
them the trusts and combinations, the New York financiers, would be 
abie to bring them to time. I would like to hear what you have to say 
on that. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. The first consideration of a in the beginning of 
its business and throughout its continuance, should be to take care of 
the community from which it receives its deposits. I do not think 
anybody would question that. The ple who are there doing business, 
whether it is farming or whatever it may be, should be taken care of 
by the natural business of that community. I think the banks should 
have the right, when they have taken care of their local demands, to 

outside and buy commercial paper. I do not 2 that, and I 
hink there is force in the point that Mr. xROOT makes, and 
they should have en, when the circumstances of thelr own 
localities favor it or jus the investment of deposits in other localities. 

I continue by quoting: 

LETTER NO. 2. ` 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, 
St. Cloud, Minn., November E, 1911. 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: KOE AONE inquiry of the 11th relative to reserves in 
this bank at the time of the comptroller's call for statement of condi- 
tion, we are pleased to advise you, as follows: 


Cash reserves, June 7, 1911 DIS ahiets Sty ee 
With approved agents, June 7, 19114—üĩũ„«ĩ˖ĩ2 „707. 70 
With other agents (not — S , 580. 16 
Cash reserves, Sept. 1. 1911--__-_________E 73, 825. 15 
With approved agents, Sept. 1, 1911___________________ 154, 204. B4 

other agents (not approved). 7, 317. 95 


Our belief is that the privilege of making loans by national banks in 
rural districts on farm mortgages (not ae prey) would prove 
beneficial to the bank and the community. National banks in reserve 


eee Eni pe 55 id regulate thi t 
e pro onate percentage ou A e amoun 
to be loaned by the banks, the smal] banks having the larger mtage. 
For instance, 10 us should be the outside. ‘or smaller 
banks, with, oy: 200,000 deposits, 25 per cent would be about right. 
This question of distribution or proponon is the one that will take the 
careful thought. The principle gbt. It would save a lot of evasion 
of the present law, help the community, strengthen national banks in 
the minds of many depositors, and serve to keep funds in their own 


community. 
With the privilege we would not have to buy any commercial paper 
to speak of, unless for temporary surplus funds. 
You are at liberty to use the above as you see fit. 
Respectfull 


ma W. W. Surrn, Cashier. 
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mi LETTER NO. 3. 
(First National Bank of Sauk Center, Minn., capital $50,000.) 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: I am 
yours of the 10th, 
We believe that national banks should be permitted to make loans on 
unincumbered farm lands not to exceed 25 
bearing certificates of deposit, perea the has capital, surplus, 
and undivided profits equaling their capital after deducting the amount 
pug are carrying their real estate at. Many banks have nearly all of 
their investment as capita! stock tied up in bank building, furniture, 
and fixtures, and said investment is not available in case it ism 
ckiy to meet existing obligatiens. Our ex 


that a „ safe loan on farm land not o incu comes as 
near z a Hauid asset as any paper we are daily taking from the 
farmer with a signer or with chattel security. Of course this does not 


apply to the — 2 city banks, for they take such securities that they 
ean quickly realize on, provided funds are needed at ance. Certain 
listed bonds are perhaps more easily converted into cash than real 
estate securities, but they are no better under ordinary conditions. 

This is the statement you requested: 
June 7, 1911, due from banks (reserve) 
June 7, 1911, cash in bank 
June 7, 1911, on deposit with United States Treasurer 


Sept. 1, 1911, aue from banks (reserve 
Sept. 1, 1911, cash in bank- 
Sept. 1, 1911, on deposit with United States Treasury 


PP. d c A 


I am glad vou are taking this matter up, and I trust you may finally 
be successful in getting a bill passed that will help the people in the 
country towns, 

4 . 0 + * = * 
C. M. Spracue, President. 
On June 7 the reserve in the three hanks was: Cash, $130,253.35 ; 
with approved reserve banks, $271,627.70. On September 1 their cash 
reserve was $135,245.15; with approved reserve banks, 
At the same time they had about „000 with banks net reserve agen 
The latter is average of other banks answering, but the cash 
in banks and amount with reserve agents is a fair index to the banks 
generally as showing the relation of cash reserve to the reserve with 
1 agents. 


will be seen that more than two-thirds of the reserves carried 


were held by the reserve 


ee. About 75 per cent of that, when 
held by reserve hanks, and 87 


cent of it. when redeposited 


reserve in the central reserve | is av: to the mo. 
Pract: the same conditions as prevail in my district prevail in all 
sections ‘ly situated. 


All the banks that reported to me ask the privilege to loan on real) 
realized in 


estate, and firmly believe that pro real estate loans can be on 
more readily and are better in time of panic than commercial paper, 
n better than that taken from speculators and others from the 


Since exhibiting letters from different bankers and since I 
made the speech from which I am quoting, the National Mone- 
tary Commission has taken my suggestion and amended their 


plan so as to permit nonreserve banks to loan upon real estate. 


Other amendments were also made in accordance with sugges- 
tions made by my arguments. But the main defects in their 
plan still remain. 


It is well to bear in mind a distinction between money that is used 
as property—that is, a commodity—and money used as an agent 


ey t of 
exchange. Money used as a commodity, like that deposited by wage | 


earners, farmers, professional men, and others, who do not use 
deposits in commercial transactions,,shonld be treated 
in regard to their investment than commercial deposits that are su 
ject to check in the ordinary way. The true purpose of money is its 
‘commercial use nnd all notes and accounts u in commerce should be 
liquid and at all times kept so. The deposits made on time certificates 
and the like should be loaned 98 on securities, 

subject to the ordinary checking system, for commercial pw 
should only be loaned on short-time commercial paper. 
the two sses of d its should be separated só. far as practical. 
Notice the statement in letter No. 1. You will see that the savings 
deposits and time certifi 
held by the bank st makers from other locali ts 
used to carry the $300,000 paper taken from remote districts should be 
loaned to farmers and others in the 3 where the * sce originate. 
That would also give confidence to the savings and time de 

bank making that statement shows that the officers iy a 
the justice of responding to the legitimate demands of the 1 
which it gets W Sage and that is true of all banks doing business inde- 
pendent of the Money Trust. 

I commend for the study of Members letter No. 1 as giving a true 
state of conditions the country districts. The ether 
good on the facts they cover, and the study of the three is the A, B, C 
on which we can, in one base an amendment to banking 
laws that will save the country districts especially from some of the 
evil effects of panics, and it would lessen speculation in the cities. 

The deposits ef banks in other banks—that is, with each other—is the 


first pre for the Money 
Probably no banker in district has the slightest idea that he fur- 
the Money Trust n, but I shall 


es the seed from whi 


— that they and their fellow bankers there and elsewhere are doing 


at vi thing. 

Tre CHAIRMAN, On that point, then, you do not contend that the 
bankers throughout the country in the respective States and the bank- 
ers in these money centers are in agreement, and have organized a 
Money Trust? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No; they bave not. 5 

ae SEATER: In other words, you do not think there is any con- 
spiracy 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I ee 8 there is a conspiracy on the part of 


the banks in eral. there are a few banks in New York that 
backbone to a real Monsy Trust. 


| be charged with deliberately maintaining a M 
pleased to give you the information requested in | Habi. 


r cent of their interest- i 


uired | 


rience has taught us 


$275,112.34, 


5 


in a different way 

while deposits 

The accounts of | 

cates combined are a little in excess of paper | 
ties. The 


| then the payment of interest by banks to other 


tters are as | 


The CHama. I understand. I mean in general. 
Mr. LINDBERGH., Oh, no; not in the least can the a in general 
oney Trust. 
y the assets of the banks. The, 
but it is from these they hed rowed make their loans and 
profits. The accounts are due to the depositors, but the banks use the 
deposits to make loans. Consistently, the most of them er to loan 
in the locality from which they get their deposits. That would bring 
local repetition of deposits. 

Bankers generally are fair and accommodating in their business, as 
the business is done. But the banking laws make it impracticable for 
them to all their deposits in the localities of their origin. In large 
eities, where the money kings, gamblers, and ulators reside, it can 
be done. ‘These are heavy borrowers from the banks and take all they 


ean get. = 

Mr. Lunnoor. Right there, for information. Are what are termed as 
commercial loans loans of this character, commercial paper by stock 
gambiers, and so on? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. The country banks figure all short-time paper that 
they buy as commercial paper. 

Mr. Lexroor. I mean, as 2 matter of practice, are they that character 
of paper, or are they the paper of the large business houses, like Wana- 
maker and Marshall Field 
Mr. LINDBERGH. That is the real, true commercial paper. 

Mr. Lexroor. What is the fact? That is what I am asking for. 

Mr. LINDBERGH, The fact is, they use all kinds of paper they buy as 
paper, or short-time paper. 

Mr. LENROOT. I mean what do they buy? What is the character of 


the pa they do actually buy? 
Mr. pln Fou They 8 buy paper of the character of Wana- 
maker & Co. and other companies like that. A large part af the paper 


Deposits are substantial! term them 


is made by com es of t character. But iE gt paper that is 
made by eee rs—men of means, you know—who buy for a rise in 
the market. They are satisfied if they get good paper. 


Mr. GARRETT. In to reserves, your country bank is required to 
retain 15 per cent? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Six per cent in its vaults. 

Mr. GARRETT. EN cent in its vaults, and 9 cent of it they Po 
in a reserve. Then the bank in whieh it places that reserve is required 
to retain only 25 per cent of that 9 per cent? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. And if it is a reserve bank it may redeposit it in 
another reserve or central reserve bank. 

Mr. GARRETT. And so on; so that eventually it really works out to 
where there is almost only the 6 per cent that is really held? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Not very much more; not any more in the bank of 

al deposit. Farmers and wage earners can borrow but little from 
the banks, and especially from national banks, they not being allowed 
to loan on real estate nor make long-time loans. Some of the national 
banks in the country violate the law and do loan on real estate. They 
can better justify t than the New York banks can justify their con- 
tinuons vi on of the banking laws in other respects. 

Another practice of most banks outside of the speculative centers 
and of which little is known by the public or depositors is the buying 
of notes from brokers. These are the notes of 7 ese and o 

the large centers. This is another form of diverting moneys from 
the country to the centers. ‘There is no record of sums so diverted. 
The bank state include these in the item, “ Loans and discounts,” 
and as that item covers all loans, there is no way to separate them. 
The notes, as a rule, are rehased hy the banks that carry la 
deposits in reserve cities. It is simply an additional way to use 
deposits that can not be used in the locality of their origin because 
of the 3 mene seeks for Wall Street. Bankers are not to 
blame for this. It is apiy a condition to which they are com- 

us diverted from the channels of their 


pelled to adjust. Funds 
origin are large. 

It will be seen in letter No. 1 that this small country bank alone 
loaned $200,000 to parties outside of its district. Most coun- 
try banks have such loans. In my home county, covered by letter No. 1, 
there is now and has been at all times a demand within the county 
by borrowers who had first-elass security to give, for more than all the 
bank de ts in the county, These borrow through local agents, whe 
charge | a commission to get money from mortgage companies and 
individuals in other and usually distan 

The farmers, wage earners, and others who save and deposit money 


in the local banks would be benefited if the money were loaned in 


the localities where they live, and the borrowers would secure the 
same at less cost, but “No” has to be said to them, because, under 
our ba ws, tors are given a preference. There is no 
objection to banks m: safe loans in localities other than in which 
they do business when the lecal demands are not sufficient for safe 
loans. But the law should not obstruct loaning in a way most natural 
and desirable to those needing to borrow in the localities where de- 
paniis originate. That would encourage local enterprise, be a 2 
addition, and a mutual advantage to bankers and borrowers, 
not a breeder of panics. 

If hanks 8 to accommodate the community in which 
they do business, it would make a home outlet for their deposits, and 
banks could be pro- 
hibited, for that would make it practicable to reduce the deposits of 
banks with cach other to the amount required for exchange purposes. 


| It would remove some elements of danger in E apr and reduce the 


23 of the Money An act to accomplish that should postpone 

e taking effect until there could be a natural adjustment. 

„„ You treat that there as if they are loaning as specu- 
ors 

Mr. LINDBERGH. To speculators. 

Mr. Foster. That most banks are speculative centers. As was said 
by Mr. LENROOT, these commercial houses handle paper—that is, their 
brokers—and send out these netes, or a description of them, and the 
banks buy them, as I understand? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Foster. You do not treat them as speculative notes, do you? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Sometimes they are; not as a general rule. There 
is another class of loans that hanks make in which I include the term 
“broker.” For instance, a good many of the banks in Minnesota loan 
to parties in Dakota, or some other State, through other banks out 
there. I consider those bankers, through which they get such paper, 
when they act in that respect, as brokers. 

Mr. Denver. Is that for the purpose of stock speculation? 

Mr. LINDRERGH. Oh, no; it is not. 

F. are not ors? 
io; they are not speculators in the sense of bonds 
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Mr. LENROOT. Do you think, Mr. LINDBERGH, there is any substantial 
percentage of loans made by banks on speculators’ paper? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes; there is. 

Mr. Lenroor. I mean made direct by the banks? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Not a large per cent of their deposits are made in 
loans direct to speculators, except in the large cities. 

Mr. Lenroor. But a large percentage of what are known as com- 
mercial loans? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes; there is a considerable per cent of that. 

Mr. LENROOT. It would not be considered very safe banking, would it, 
in any community where a bank did that? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Perhaps I should give an explanation there. I con- 
sider a person who is buying a large quantity of timber out in Oregon, 
or any other State, a speculator in that timber. I do not mean that I 
confine the term “‘speculator ” to persons who deal in bonds and stocks, 
but any person who uses the money that he obtains to invest in prop- 
erty 50 which he expects to receive a profit by a resale of it is a 
speculator. 

Mr. Lenroor, Through its raising value? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes. Ile is a speculator, 

Mr. Witson. Then you would consider a man trying to corner the 
wheat market a speculator? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I certainly would. 

Mr. LENROOT. Most anybody would. 

Mr, Wivson. Is it not true there in Chicago that the board of trade 
men borrow great sums of money from the Chicago banks on their notes? 

Mr. Lenroor. I think they put up collateral for everything they get. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Most of those poopie put up collateral. 

Mr. WILsoN. Not all of them. think the character of the man has 
a great deal to do with that. I think many of the men there can 
borrow great sums of money. 

Mr, LINDRERGH. The bankers are practical men, of course, and they 
seek to accommodate any legal, legitimate business, and if a speculator 
is responsible they will accommodate him. 

Mr. Lenroor. But I think a pure speculator would have to put up 
collateral—a man who has not any other business. 

Mr. WILSON. A man who has not the reputation of pos a wealthy 
man could not go and borrow; but I think some of the wealthy men in 
Chicago who have the reputation, at any rate, of being wealthy men go 
in the banks there in Chicago and borrow large sums of money without 
5 5 security. 

r. LINDBERGH. Resuming my argument, the facts thus far con- 
sidered show where the initial original support is given to the Money 
Trust. It extends back to the small depositors and into the country 
districts. It is brought up from these and is placed in the control of 
the trust. Therefore it is necessary to consider the general stock of 
money and credits and deposits. 

é ney 3 I use the report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
‘or 5 

The volume of money in the United States June 30, 1910, was 

3,419,500,000. Of this, 83 17,200,000 was in the Treasury, $1,414,- 

0,000 in reporting banks, and $1,687,700,000 circulating among the 
pao le. The latter sum would be reduced by a small unknown fraction 

eld by banks not reporting. 

I call special attention to the $1,414,700,000 in reporting banks, and 
particularly to the fact that business as a whole is done on approxi- 
mately 95 per cent credit, money being used merely as a basis. 

Most credits and debits are balanced by checking on banks, Checks 
based on deposits serve as current exchange money in practice. Bank- 
ers settle by a clearing system with each other. 

Individual deposits in banks June 80, 1910, were $15,283,396,284. 
At the same time the cash in banks ($1,414,000,000) was less than 
one-tenth of the deposits. There was not a 10 per cent reserve for 
depositors. All the money in banks was less than two-thirds of 15 
a cent, the amount required as reserve for nonreserve national banks. 

herefore the reserve required for a large part of these deposits must 
have been less than that required by national and ordinary State com- 
mercial banks. The $15,283,396,254 included large deposits in savings 
and trust company associations, 

It is important to determine the amount of actual cash required as 
reserve, to find the margin left in the banks, on which the general busi- 
ness of the country is transacted. The small margin of free money 
easily enables the trust, through its banks, to control the money market. 
The cash reserve is dead capital. It can not be legally used except in 
the event of the banks being placed in receivership. But in a pinch 
the Wall Street banks violate the law by refusing to pay deposits except 
by clearing-house notes. 

The $1,687,700,000 cash circulating among the people is not available 
as a base for the credit system, and therefore figures very little in the 
95 per cent of business done on credit, but in the ordinary money ex- 
changes from hand to hand it performs more or less service. Otherwise 
more money would be withdrawn from the banks for that use. 

It will readily be seen that when there is only $1,414,600,000 cash 
in the banks to pay $15,283,996,254 of individual deposits, which does 
not include banks’ deposits with each other, that there will be some- 
thing of a panic when any unusual number of depositors at one time 
demand thelr money. The law does not permit the use of the reserve 
to pay them, though that is the ostensible purpose for which it is kept. 

eserve city banks violate the law and use clearing-house certificates 
to pay deposits, but other banks would be closed if they did that. That 
is one of the instances in which the money kings control the Govern- 
ment. It is in panics that the Money Trust gets in its deadly work of 
capturing the smaller concerns for its subsidiary trusts. 

Ir. GARRETT. It was a fact that 3 the fall of 1907 clearing- 
house certificates were used pretty generally over the country? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. In reserve cities; I mean they were used from 
ae cities. It is a fact, as you state, but they grew out of reserve 

es, 

Mr. Lenroor. That is, they started there? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes. 

Mr. WILsox. But they extended quite generally, did they not? 

Mr, LINDBERGH. They extended generally; yes. 

Mr, GARRETT. In other words, your idea is that clearing-house cer- 
tificates would not have been used in the country towns—the small 
agricultural districts like that which I represent? + 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No; they could not be used there. 

Mr. GARRETT. They would not be used there if they had not been 
started in the reserve cities? ; 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No. 

Mr. Foster. Where would you keep enough money to pay these 
deposits if they should be called for, as they were in 1907? uppose 
sue peo ie wanted their money; would you keep it in the vaults of 

e 8 


Mr. LINDBERGH. No. I would use the reserves in a panie to sto 
panic, in the place of piling up the reserves, as the s now do 


the 
as 
soon as a panic begins. In my district I know one bank that increased 


its reserves during a panic to a little over 60 per cent. You will 

readily see that when, instead of using those reserves for the purpose 

of their creation, you collect every cent you can from everybody and 

pe it up in the vaults of the banks, it is going to aggravate the panic 
stead of relieve it. 

Mr. Lennoor. Could you prohibit that in any way by law? 

Mr, LINDBERGH. Prohibit what? 

Mr. Lennoor. The piling up of the reserves. The bank certain! 
the right to call in the loans if it feels that the interests of the 
itors require it. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Exactly. I do not question that right. But the 
Government should not, in the time of panic, compel the banks to keep 
their reserves in the bank. They should then permit the reserves to 
be used. 

Mr. WILSsox, Is not that a selfish, you might say, a quite safe, thing 
for a bank to do in time of panic? 

Mr. LINDBERGH, What? 

Mr. WILSON. Get all the ready cash they can. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. They are forced to by the present system of banking. 

Mr. Wiuson. All banks do it, do they not? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. All banks do it, because the law practically compels 
them to do it. 

Mr. Witson. Is it the law that compels them to do it, or do they 
not do it for their own safety? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Certainly, they do it for their own safety: 

Mr. Wiison. That is the principal reason, is it not? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. It is a practical result of the law. 

Mr. Witson. They would do it whether or not there was a law com- 
pelling them to do it? 

Mr. LINDBERGH., To a certain extent they would. But we all know 
that the New York banks reduced the reserve below the legal require- 
ment during the panic of 1907, and yet there was no complaint on the 

art of the Government, and no attempt on the part of the Government 
o close the banks on account of the reserves being reduced below the 
legal requirement. 

r. Witson. Should the Government have done it? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. It should not do it, and likewise in the N it 
should not close the door of a bank for doing the same thing, as long 
as the bank is solvent. . 

Mr. Winson. Unless it is insolvent? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Unless it is insolvent. They should allow a bank to 
use its reserves, 

Mr. WiLson. There should be a latitude in the law? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Yes. 

Mr. Lenroor. That is, to use them upon express order in an emer- 
gency? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. That would be a matter of detail. Maybe that 
should be the case. But the reserves should be used for the purpose 
of stopping a panic; that is, in other words, the depositors should have 
the right o get the reserves. I do not think they should be used to 
make additional loans. à 

The small margin of money available for use in the panic of 1907, 
and the failure of the credit system to respond, enabled the Money 
Trust to force the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. to the financial death 
line, thereby giving the Steel Trust a chance to buy the Tennessee Coal 
& Iron Co. for a small fraction of its value. Because of that condition, 
I stated in the 1907 panic that the panic was due to a Money Trust 
manipulation. For that and other reasons that seemed to me in the 
public interests, I opposed and voted against the Aldrich-Vreeland 
emergency currency Dill, through which scheme the Aldrich plan now 
proposes to legislate a 50-year additional yoke on the public. 

he evil influence of such an act would extend generations beyond 
its expiration or repeal. The American Reserve’ Association is a name 
roposed to make the public believe that it is not a central bank. That 
i because there seems to be a public prejudice against a central bank. 
Any intelligent person who examines the plan will know that it is a 
central system, designed for the control of the banking business, and 
an rson with a little knowledge of the way finances are managed 
will Seow that the Wall Street Money Trust will dominate it. 

Considering our financial system on its own week and unjust basis, 
its weakest point is in the use of the reserves. It favors neither gen- 
eral banking nor the public, but favors Wall Street. Reserves are 
ostensibly for the safety of the depositors, but can not be used for that 
purpose until receivers are appointed. 

On August 15 the New York World published that the New York State 
banking Separtment reports show that on July 1, 1911, there was due 
to depositors from 141 savings banks $1,594,224,557.93, and included 
2,962,845 accounts. ‘The State banking department verified the figures 
to me. The New York World, commenting upon the report, said, Here 
we get a glimpse of the real money power,” intending, I suppose, to 
conyey the idea that the money power was in the 2,962,845 open- 
account owners, the majority of whom had earned their little accounts 
by the sweat of their brows. But if that was the intent of the World 
it could not have missed the truth any further, for the money power is 
not in the owners of little accounts, not even if they combine with the 
owners of like accounts in savings banks, trust companies, and banks 
elsewhere. 

Those who control these accounts and the credit based on them con- 
stitute the money power. They manipulate the money, stock, provisions, 
and general markets, and the owners of these little accounts and all the 
people are charged back with the interest the banks pay them and 
enough more to make it most profitable for the speculators to borrow 
the accounts and pay for them a larger rate of interest. The small 
depositors’ accounts draw 3, 33, and sometimes 4 per cent, and the 
banks reloaning them, of course, get a higher rate from the speculators. 
These have a system of gambling devices to control commerce, indus- 
tries, and commodities, and they charge on the goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, and other services the people buy enough to bay back all their 
expenses, including the highest rates of interest and dividends on 
watered stock. 

It is all a deception that the money kings and speculators work on 
the pe producers. Plain people earn and save a few dollars and de- 

sit them in the banks. The money kings attempt to make them 

lieve that because the aggregate of their small deposits makes one 
large sum that they are the masters of the bee situation, The 
only thing the small depositors can do to make their influence felt is to 
demand their money from the banks, which the banks can not pay 
until the speculators to whom phor ars loaned pay the banks. If the 
depositors make more than an ordinary demand it produces a panic. 


has 
epos- 
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That is a power to be sure, but ig worse than worthless to the depositor. 


It is ruination. to ö 

The deposits of the nonreserve banks mean all things to the Money 
Trust. In national-bank deposits alone, including 7,173 national banks, 
on September 1. 1910, there was due from these to other national 
banks $929,652.332.28, and to trust companies and sav anks 
$499,646,587.85, and to State banks and bankers $476,745,154.06. ‘There 
was due from those banks deposits, held as reserve ts alone, $688,- 
715,945.08. It is on the facts as they thus appear t we may 
to comprehend the meaning of the power held the Wall Street money 
kings and those in league with them. They control these great sums of 


money. 

It ts interesting to observe that approximately 400 national banks, in 
less than 50 reserve cities, authorized reserve agents, are law allowed 
to deposit half of their own 25 per cent reserves with the central re- 
serve banks in three cities. These redeposits are principally made in 
six Hanks. The growth of these deposits has been wonderful. I call 


your attention. They were— 

September: 88. 9998 210; 54 
September, 1899 — 154, 514, 691. 64 
September, 1900_ ~ 176, 731, 918. 08 
September, 1901_ = „763, 488. 34 
September, 1902 — 253, 515, 055. 97 
September, 1903_ ~ 227, 780, 147. 03 
September, 1904 — 258, 558, 149. 91 
August, 1905. si — 291, 732, 471. 82 
e x a 334, 560, 214. 13 
61 an hetero ate B00; HOO): Tobe DE 
September, 1908 ͤ . 311.490, 87T. 87 
r T ee 
. T 399, 658, 140. 85 
Senpamber: et .  A00; „817. 04 
Maot 109 tas so A arene 427, 767, 313, 91 


It will be seen by the rapid increase of these reserves deposited In 
central reserve banks from $94,394,210.10 to $427,767,313.91 in 15 
qeus that the money is being concentrated and fed out to speculators. 

the period covered the money in all banks doubled only, bat New 
York's control of the reserves more than quadrupled, and the Money 
Trust is bending every energy to pile up “ fixed reserves "—“ fixed” 
so it can use them. 

The business of the stock market and the creation of trusts increased 
in proportion to the concentration of the money in the Wall Street 
banks under this 8. But the increase thus mentioned is only a 
part of the Wall Street money 22 There are other deposits and 
reserves besides those last described. É 

The reserve in the three central reserve cities due to other national 
ary pmo that from nonreserve national banks, was, on March 


OD Ne. A Se aa -y 6 ae 
TO ne ieee . ans heey 0 BG, Oe DO 
CS Oe PD TS NEES Bh IEEE . a 
A total in the three cities of. ~-..—.--.. 606, 858, 037. 97 


These figures do not include the deposits of State banks and State 
institutions kept in these gentral reserve cities. Those, I shall show, 
greatly increase the total. But before doing that an idea may be 
obtained by considering the deposits of the six principal banks of New 
York City. These banks are controlled by the trus Individual de- 
posits in these banks are as follows: 


ATOE ee ep ar — $40, 795, TOS 
New-York City denen 1 10t, O10 
National Par — iat sate SS 44, 183, 799 
National Bank of Commerce.__._.-___-_-____-- ee 82, 819, 314 
Shes lates Se 2 49, , 183 
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371, 864, 459 
The amount due from these banks to other banks was as follows: 


BS fe Cp 
New York City National 
National Park 


Total amount of individual deposits 8 


National Bank of Commerce — 86, 741, 446 
First National __ — — 63,524,916 
Chase National SE — 70,353, 728 

The total due from these six banks is___________ 445, 104, 431 
Individual deposits for the six banks 871, 864, 545 
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It will be noted that the deposits due to other banks Is ter than 
the individual deposits. In the figures due to other banks are in- 
cluded some unimportant items which do not propels come under 
that heading. Due to other banks” means all banks, whether na- 
tional, State, trust, or savings banks. 

I now wish to insert in the record an instructive letter I received 
from a party in New York City, whose name is left out for reasons 
that appear in another letter of the same party. I insert only such 
Laer as bear on the points we are 8 Such of the figures as 

have had time to verify are correct and I think they are all approxi- 
mately correct: 

LETTER NO. 4, 


New YORK CITY, July 11, 1911. 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH. 


Drar Sm: For a long time past my attention has been aroused 
what seems to be a common belief in the great control of banking capi- 
tal and deposits of this country in the hands of a very few of the 
3 Private banking houses; and your speech the other day, re- 
port in the W of Sunday last, while not 2 upon 
— Kos point, has attracted my interest and has incited me to write 

s letter. 

In a very crude way I have been hie much thought to this topic 
and to allied subjects. My thoughts ave been focused upon it recen 
by the amendment of the constitution of the clearing house of this city, 
which permitted trust Dag er vrs, organized under the laws of t 
State, to become members of that clearing house, with the result that 
some 11 or 12 trust companies have now joined the clearing house. I 
have taken the trouble to gather together a few figures which seem 


appalling. Of course, substantially the total banking capital and de- 
its of all banking institutions in this State vitate toward tho 

arge banks and tru companies in this city, and if these are now to be 
absorbed in and swallowed up by the clearing house of this city, that 
rates “meres voluntary, peg ad oor stitution, which rumor 
has it is controlled pg a few men, will, addition to the funds of 
national banks, control the 3 capital of this State, Including that 
of State banks, savings banks, and trust com ý 

I find the following ag which are gh ig rea age correct, as 
3 — a various documents in the office of the State superintendent 
of banks: 
W in New York State savings banks Jan. 1, 


(a) Greater New Nork ES cee 
Db) | Balance: of State... 


$1, 065, 000, 000 
477 000 


1, 542, 000, 000 
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Total mes Sg in trust companies in Greater New York, 
repor 


DUT, AVE Reet ree ten cena eee Se 596, 000, 000 
Not reporting to clearing house 646, 000, 000 
Trust companies outside New Tork: Cie sa 158, 000, 000 


Pt fire ets ae RS Ure kA d 1. 400, 600, 000 
Total deposits in State banks in Greater New York, 


members of clearing house 248, 060, 000 
Deposits in other banks in Greater New York.. 103, 000, 000 
Deposits in banks not in Greater New Tork 102, 000, 000 


453, 000, 000 
——S——SSSSSSSSSS 


Building and loan associations, sa- 50, 000, 000 
Add by surplus of sav: ot ae A PONR = 152, 000, 000 
By surplus and eapital of trust companies 259, 000, 000 
By surplus and capital of banks 83, 000, 000 
Gay «| ERAT TA A A A ay ria EG 494, 000, 000 

mtis a total of banking capital governed by 

the laws of the State controlled by the clicar- 
ing house of__...--__.__________________...' 3, 939, 000, 000 

or abont one-fifth of the total banking power of the 

United States. 

The fact that New York Is a central reserve city, toward which 
naturally gravitate the deposits and Investments of national banks 


eae ge the country, we have at least $5,000,000,000 additional 
added to the power of the New York Clearing House. Of course these 
figures are not easily assimilated. They are so vast as to be almost 
meaningless, but the power which ean control this banking capital, sur- 
plus, and deposits can easily control the business affairs of the Nation. 

It was to direct your attention to this vast aggregation in the hands 
of a few that is the primary purpose of this letter. have in mind an- 
other purpose—the recent success of the prosecution of the Standard 
Oil Co. and the American Tobacco Co. It has been demonstrated that 
after 21 years the Sherman act is a powerful instrument for public 
benefit when honestly and resolutely enfor but behind the accumula- 
tion of corporate wealth and the thing w makes these vast aggre- 
gations possible is the control of money. 

Why, then, is not the clearing house of the city of New York an even 
ter offender against the spirit of the Sherman act than the Standard 
or the American Tobacco Co.? Does any reasonable b man in 

the United States to-day believe that the flotation of a corporation with 
$100,000,000 or more of capital can possibly have a successful outcome 
without the intervention of J. P. Morgan & Co., or the so-called First 
National Bank, or Rockefeller crowd, or one of the other powerful 
financial combinations in this city? 

It must be conceded that the functions of the clearing house are bene- 
ficial so long as the clear house confines its activity to the funda- 
mental purposes of its creation, to wit, that of a clearing house; but 
when that clearing house seeks to control the deposits of its members 
by directing where those deposits shall be made, how much of them 
shall be retained in cash, what the nature and character of their invest- 
ments shall be, and other similar details, being itself under no control, 
imagination need not be stretched to realize how all this power can be 
abused when vested in the hands of a few, nor is it beyond the clearing 
house of this city to use force to accomplish its purposes. 

It is actually rumored that the institutions which have refused to 
join it will be penalized by having a tax placed upon their checks under 
the of a collection charge, and: the newspapers of this city re- 
cently reported—within the past two or three weeks—that the clearing 
house had issued a new regulation that no member should clear the 
checks of a nonmember unlesa that nonmember maintained reserves of 
the same size as those required for members. If this condition could 
be legally imposed, the clearing house could equally impose upon non- 
members, as a condition for the privil of clearing their checks, in- 
vestment of their capital and surplus in designated securities or the 
deposit of their reserve funds in designated institutions, 

The subject, of course, is toe mighty to attempt to write in full about 
it, and with every temptation to extend, I feel that I have already im- 
posed npon your good nature beyond reasonable limitations, especially 
when I consider the hot weather in Washington; but the two main 
thoughts that I should like to direct your attention to, if you have not 
already considered them, which undoubtedly you have, are, first, the 
enormous. Basra possessed by a few men who control the New York 
Clearing House; and, second, the question of whether or not the clear- 
ing house is amenable to the Sherman Act, or if not now so amenable, 
could it not be made so by an amendment to that law or the enactment 
of a similar one? 


$ * * e * * 


+ 
Yours, truly, À ; i 


Mr. Witson. I see this letter here is not signed. Of course you hwve 
the name of the man; it was not an anonymous letter? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No. He is in business in New York City, and I 
have shown your the letter, and I have his pe sion to 
show it to any member of this committee. 

Mr. WILsoN. I do not care to know his name; only I wanted to know 
whether it was an N letter. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. No; it is not an anonymous letter. 
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I wrote the writer of that letter asking him if I ht use his name 
3 with a print of the letter, and he replied as shown by 
etter No. 5: 


LETTER NO. 5. 


Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sm: I have your letter of November 18. Since I wrote you in 
July last my time and all my efforts have been occupied in commencing 
the practice of law, having recently Fe my bar examinations. For 
this reason I have not further studied or considered the matters of 
which I wrote you, and for the same reason I fear harm might result 
to me if my name appeared in your brief, and I would much prefer that 
it did not. I am socere glad if my letter was in the smallest degree 
helpful, and am sufficiently repaid in the interest displayed by yon in 
the matter, and particularly in your recognition of my letter. shall 
follow your speeches with deep interest if you will put me on your 
mailing list, and will take the liberty from time to time of writing you 
if I run across any new facts which I think may interest you. 

Very truly, yours, < 

I have received more than a thousand other interesting and instruc- 
tive letters, coming from all parts of the country, giving information of 
wrongs practiced by the Money Trust. Many of them exp a fear 
that tuer might be harmed if it was known that they wrote, and asked 
that their names should not be disclosed. 

To show some of the advantages gotten from the use of the depositors’ 
money, I quote from an article written by John Moody and George 
Kibbe Turner in McClure’s Magazine: 

„MASTERS OF CAPITAL IN AMERICA—-THE SEVEN MEN. 
“ [By John Moody and George Kibbe Turner.] 


„ Seven men in Wall Street now control a great share of the funda- 
mental industries and resources of the United States. Every year they 
and their successors will control more. They dominate, with their 
allies and dependents, the national machinery for the making and hold- 
ing of great corporate monopolies, into which a greater and greater part 
of the capital and business of the country must inevitably be drawn. 

“Three of these seven men—J. Pierpont Morgan, James J. Hill, and 
George F. Baker, head of the First National Bank of New York—belong 
to the so-called Morgan group; four of them—John D. and William 
Rockefeller, James Stillman, head of the National City Ba and Jacob 
H. Schiff, of the private banking firm of Kuhn, Loeb & Co.—to the 
so-called Standard Oil-City Bank group. 

“Not one of these seven men ever invented a mechanical operation or 
created a great industry. They are one thing, and one only—makers 
and traders in monopoly, the oldest and most reliable makers of mono 
oly in America. They began work in widely separated fields when the 
movement toward monopoly began to shape itself, shortly before 1880; 
came together 10 or 15 years ago in the two famous groups of monopoly 
makers in Wall Street; and since 1907 have been drawn closer and 
closer into one central group by the irresistible moyement toward con- 
centration in our industries. $ 


NOVEMBER 21, 1911. 
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H A DOZEN BILLIONS IN RAILROADS. ó 
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„Aecording to the figures in Poor's Manual of Railroads for 1910 the 
securities of railroad companies actually in the hands of investors 
amount to nearly $15,000,000,000. The market value of these, calcu- 
lated on the prices of January, 1911, was about $14,500,000,000. About 

per cent of the railroads represented by these securities was under 
the direct and permanent control of the seven men and their nearest 
allies, About 25 per cent more is under a partial but still sufficient con- 
trol. The remaining 15 per cent of the railroads is made op of a few 
statement 


weak systems and small, unrelated scraps of road. A detail 
of this control fullows: 
Control of steam railways. 


y 1,013, 340, 000 
Outside interests 1,013, 299, 
TOE: coco tec esas scenes 100 | 14, 457, 676, 992 100 
Central 


p: Union Pacific, Southern Pacific, Illinois Central, Hill 
roads, St. Paul, New York Central, New Haven, Erie, Reading, South- 
ern, Rock Island, Atlantic Coast Line, ete. 

Alliances: Pennsylvania, Baltimore & Ohio, Atchison, Gould lines. 

Other Wall Street groups: Hawley roads; Yoakum-Hawley roads. 

“THE OWNERSHIP OF TRANS-MISSISSIPPI ROADS. 

“West of the Mississippi, Hill, Morgan, and Baker, with a little 
group of multimillionaire fortunes, hold ownership of 20 or 25 per cent 
of the commanding stocks in the billion anā a quarter dollar ‘ Hill 
system.’ William Rockefeller, Stillman, and Schiff, with a very few 
associates, own nearly a third of the commanding stock in the billion 
and three-quarters Union Pacific system. William Rockefeller and an- 
other group of muitimillionaires own a smaller but 8 control- 
i A interest in the half-million St. Paul system, and John D. Rocke- 
feller is the financial backer of the whole billion-dollar Gould system. 
It is now tending out of the Gould hands into Rockefeller’s exclusive 
control. ‘The eastern link, which bound the system to the Atlantic 
seaboard, has already fallen definitely into Rockefeller's ownership. 
The western end narrowly escaped going into Rockefeller’s and Schiff's 
hands last s nine. 

“The Rock Island system is controlled by the Moores, one of the 
closest subsidiary ae of the Baker-Morgan banking interests in 
Wall Street. The Atchison had from 15 to 20 per cent of its stock in 
the ownership of the Union Pacifie and its directors until a few years 
ago, when fear of suits for monopoly by the Government cau the 
sale of the railroad's holdings. But the Atchison still remains closely 
allied to the central group 115 members of its directorate and undoubt- 
edly by considerable stock holdings. In this trans-Mississippi terri- 
tory there is only one railroad system not directly controlled by the 
seven men or cort allied to them; that is the new system which 
Edwin Hawley and B. F. Yoakum—two outside Wall Street men—are 
working to build out of minor roads from Chicago to the Southwest. 
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“This three-fifths of the United States west of the Mississippi—col- 
lapsing financially in the nineties and ever since 8 in 8 


faster than any other section—created more wealth for railroads than 
any other part. <A great share of the power of four of the seven men— 
of Hill and Schiff and Stillman and William Rockefeller—came from 
the money accumulated here, and it is used Inside or outside of the 
district in extending their control. 

“The control in other districts, although along different lines, is not 
less complete. In the South Mor, holds the Southern Railway by a 
voting trust; the Atlantic Coast Line is owned by Henry Walters, one 
of Morgan's closest allies, and is tied closely S interownership of 
necessary terminals to the Southern Railway; the Union Pacific il- 
way holds the Illinois Central by stock ownership ; the Illinois Central 
the Georgia Central; and Henry M. Flagler, of the Standard Oil Co., 
the Florida East Coast Raiiroad. The only railwa stem of conse- 

sors not directly under control by the seven men is the Seaboard Air 
ne. 


“THE MONOPOLY IN THE CENTRAL DISTRICT. 


“Railroad monopoly in the great central railroad territory of the 
United States, between Chicago and St. Louis and the Atlantic seaboard. 
was established by tying bankrupt roads to the two commanding sys- 
tems—the Pennsylvania and the New York Central. Morgan brought 
this about very largely, with the assistance later of George F. Baker. 
The other men in the group of seven entered the control of this mo- 
nopoly still later. Together the seven men and their allies now con- 
trol all the prosperous roads in the section. Only one line controlled 
outside the group passes through the geet pp ae system that Edwin 
Hawley is now trying to piece together out of minor and discarded 
railroads from Chicago to Newport News, Va. 

“The dual railroad monopoly created by the New York Central and 
the Pennsylvania Railroads in the central territory of the country is 
the most important in the United States. It is in the control of the 
seven men. The New York Central is controlled by a stock ownership 
of over 20 per cent. The Union Pacific and the Vanderbilt family— 
Morgan's oldest alliance—each hold about 8 per cent; the rest is held 
by members of the Standard Oil and Morgan groups. 

“The Pennsylvania Railroad is always displayed as the one great 
independent railway system in the country. Theoretically this may be 
so. Actually it is tied up with the New York Central and Union Pacific 
in the common ownership of the large competing railroads of the dis- 
trict into practically one concern. And the seven men and their allies 
not only own a stock control of the Union Pacific and the New York 
Central, but they own or vote nearly all of the largest blocks of 
stock in the Pennsylvania itself. Out of the control of this dual monop- 
oly they have advanced to take control of the New England States. 


“HOW NEW ENGLAND IS SEALED UP. 


“New England is sealed up in an almost absolute transportation 
monopoly held by the New York Central and New Haven Tailroads. 
The New Haven is held by a stock ownership in the hands of the Penn- 
sylvania, the New York Central, and three institutions under the abso- 
lute control of the Morgan-Baker group of the seven men, the Adams 
and the American Express Cos., and the Mutual Life Insurance Co. of 
New York. These hold nearly 15 per cent of the New Haven's stock, and 
holdings of some half dozen individuals bring the group's ownership up 
to nearly 20 per cent. The New Haven and the New York Central own 
every steam railroad in New England except two spurs from Canadian 
systems to minor seaports and a small Mane road which gets most of 
ifs income from handling lumber. The New Haven Railroad also owns 
all the larger trolley lines in Connecticut, Rhode Island, and western 
Massachusetts and all the important coastwise steamers between New 
England and New York. 

$ $ 
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It was only about 8 or 10 years ago that the 8 possibilities 
of the express companies began to be understood by the central Wall 
Street group. In that time they have made them into the most in- 
genious and interesting tools for creating monopoly in the country. The 
greatest of the express companies—the Adams and the Amerfcan—are 
in form curious survivals of the time, 50 years ago, when they were 
created. ‘They are not corporations, but joint-stock associations. One 
of the peculiarities of this form is that the board of managers hold 
office and elect their own successors continuously, unless the sharehold- 
ers demand a special election and depose them. In practice the board 
of management is immortal. 

“The American Express Co. is tied to the central grou through 
ownership of its shares. A sixth of these are held by the Kie York 
Central Railroad; individuals have other large blocks of stock. The 
American absolutely owns the National Express Co. and holds stock con- 
trol of the Wells, Fargo Co.. the third largtst in the United States, by 
the ownership of one-fifth of its stock. 

“The Adams Express Co. has as the two most influential members 
of its board of management Charles Steele, a partner of J. P. Mo 5 
and George F. Baker. These managers could be changed only by ates: 
thirds vote of the stockholders, taken at a special meeting. 
meeting has been held in the 50 years of the concern’s history. 

“The Adams Express Co., with one old alliance, the Plant fortune, 
owns the Southern Express Co. With the American it owned a stock 
control of the United States. Because of fear of Government prosecu- 
tion on account of monopoly this was sold in 1909 to individual owner- 
ship in the central group, where it is now held. This holding completes 
the control of all the express companies of consequence in the United 
States by the seven men and their allies. 

* * $ > * 
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“The Pullman Co. has a 8 monopoly of the sleeping-car busi- 

ness in the United States outside of three lines, which operate their 

own cars. Since 1900, when it absorbed the Wagner Palace Car Co. by 

the exchange of stock, it has been under the domination of J. P. Morgan 

and the Vanderbilts, who together control the Wagner Co. x 
“THE ANTHRACITE COAL MONOPOLY. 


“These subsidiary railway corporations, outside of the value of the 
express companies as sick abiding concerns, are small affairs. Their 
total capitalization is not over $259,000,000, with a market value of 
under $350,000,000. The anthracite-coal monopoly created by Morga 
and Baker through the railroads is of more consequence. = 

„About $160, 000 worth of anthracite coal Is produced annuall 
in the United States. All of this comes from a small area of Pennsyl- 
vania. The railroads have been for 40 years buying control of these 
anthracite-coal lands. The first important work of Morgan as maker 
of monopoly was the eliminating of competition by buying control of a 
competing railroad line for the New York Central, The second was an 


o such 
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attempt to create an anthracite-coal monopoly through railroad com- 
bination. He worked at this for 20 years, George F. Baker atal as 
long, and 10 1 0 ago the monopoly was formed. The roads that hold 
it are now all in the control of the seven men. These roads now own 
lands containing about 95 per cent of the anthracite coal in the United 
States. They produce only 82 per cent. It is their policy to let the 
Independent operators work out their deposits. This will give them in 
the future a still greater control of this mineral. 

“It has been cult tö create any monopoly of the bituminous coal 
of the country; it covers so great an area. ut this, like anthracite, is 
naturally controlled by the railroads which take it to the consumer; 
and there are many effective local monopolies. Morgan has been very 
active in creating these in connection with eastern roads. West of 
the Mississippi a great share of the usable coal is controlled either by 
the Union Pacific, the Gould system, or the Hill lines. 

“87 PER CENT OF STEEL INDUSTRY. 


“The steel industry has been dominated by or closely connected with 
the railroad from its beginning in America. To-day one-third of its 
business is supplied directly by railroad companies, and still more in- 
directly. On the other hand, the rates that railroads give the steel 
business on its heavy low-grade materials and products can make or 
unmake its profits. The seven men in control of railroads would very 
naturally hold a strong influence on its affairs. But they have, in fact, 
taken a much more direct part in its affairs. It came into their hands 
in very much the same way that the railroads and other Industries 
have done—through actual or threatened collapse from competition— 
and was made into a monopoly. 

“The United States Steel Corporation, the greatest industrial cor- 
poration in the world, was formed by J. P. Morgan to avoid the im- 
mediate danger of ruinous competition. He has held the management 
of the concern from the first, and the operators of the company are his 
choice, and a good share of the directors are either members of his 
firm or his direct business associates. Nothing short of financial reyo- 
lution could take it from him. George F. er is now a director of 
the concern; John D. Rockefeller was at one time its largest stock- 
holder. 

“The Steel Corporation has always held to its announced gosum, 
never to control more than 60 per cent of the steel output of the coun- 
try. A much greater control of the industry, however, is held in the 
hands of the seven men and their allies. e Colorado Fuel & Iron 
Co. is directly under this control. The Pennsylvania and Cambria 
Steel companies are owned by the P. Ivania Railroad. Together 
with the United States Steel Corporation they had about 87 per cent 
of the capitalization of the steel business of the country, as given b 
Poor’s Manual for 1910; and they had nearly 80 per cent of the outpu 
But any statement of the present hold of the seven men and their 
allies upon the steel situation is inadequate. It is the future in which 
they are strongest. 

“THE ULTIMATE SUPPLY OF ORE. 

„Elbert H. Gary, the operating head of the United States Steel Cor- 
oration, appea Satna the Ways and Means Committee of Congress 
n the winter of 1909, made this statement concerning his company’s 

ore supply: 

“ Question. You practically do control the ore supply of the country? 

2 Ar. Gary. No nat now ; not for the immediate future. 

“ Question. Well, the ultimate supply? 

“Mr. Gary. Yes; I think so; that is, pretty nearly. 

“Mr. Gary's meaning was this: There is an indefinite amount of low- 
grade ore in this country. The Steel Corporation has never owned any 
great percentage of this whole. It does own a great proportion of the 
richer ores of the country. Mr. Gary estimates that it now holds about 
thr uarters of the richest ore in the country (that containing from 
55 to 60 per cent of iron) and nearly the same per cent of all the known 
ore of the country that is profitably workable under present prices. Its 
competitors are Map ran out their richest ores much faster than it is 
doing; ultimately it will have a great share of all of this highest type 
of ore that remains in this country. In the meanwhile its corps of 
trained engineers are continually searching the Western Hemisphere for 
new ore bodies. 

“ CONCENTRATION BY BANKRUPTCY. 

“The Steel Corporation was brought into Morgan’s hands by a threat 
of ruinous business competition. All of the best of these ore bodies 
pee it into the hands of the steel company, either directly or through 
members of the central group in Wall Street, to whom they gravitated, 
as the railroads had done, through bankruptcy. 

“ John D. Rockefeller secured the best of the wonderful Lake Superior 
ore deposits in the panic of 1893 by the foreclosure of a mortgage of a 
few million dollars on a small ore railroad. He invested a few million 
dollars more in improvements and transportation and transferred the 
ate 57 to the Steel Corporation at its foundation for $77,500,000 
n securities. 

“James J. Hill also secured his Lake Superior ore deposits—second 
only to Mr. Rockefeller’s—by the failure of a small railroad in the panic 
of 1893. He took it in the interest of the Great Northern Railroad, and 
after spending a few million dollars in the purchase of more lands, 
leased the mines of the Steel Corporation and distributed certificates 
representing them to his Great Northern shareholders. At present 
prices these certificates are worth nearly $100,000,000.” 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I call attention to the last two para- 
1 to show how the Rockefeller and Hill interests, by loaning a 
ew hundred thousand dollars to embarr men and then foreclos- 
ing and taking the properties and expending all told but a few million 
dollars, created so-called vested rights to the extent of $177,500,000, 
peddle out the certificates to so-called innocent purchasers who are 
now claiming the right to assess the public annual interest on the total 
sum. 

I continue quoting from the article: 

“The third great ore body, the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co.'s, was 
taken by the steel corporation direct, with the advice and assistance of 
Mr. Morgan, in the panic of 1907. The holders of the Tennessee Co.'s 
controlling stock were overextended by the panic, and the steel corpora- 
tion simply took over the stock of the company in exchange for an 
issue of bonds. 

“One after another—always through the same route to actual or 
threatened business ruin—the ircn resources passed from the weaker 
hands to the stronger monopoly. And. as in the railroads, it was the 
hands of the chief monopoly makers of the country who took them up 
and placed them there. Every year the steel corporation grows stronger. 
It holds the future not only by its raw materials, but by the strate 
of its position. With its plants in Pittsburgh, Chicago, Alabama, an 
now on the Pacific coast, it has so covered the country that there are 
great areas where it can make profits over its competitors by its savings 
of freight charges alone. 
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“The future of the steel business belongs to the great corporation. 
But more than that is coming to it. Like the railroads, the steel in- 
dustry is now extending into a control of other great industries which 
are bound to it by physical necessity. Two of these are now apparent. 


“GAS AND CEMENT, BY-PRODUCTS OF STEEL, 


“The first is the lighting of great cities. Until the last few years 
the gas produced in steel making was thrown away—umillions of dollars’ 
worth every year. In the steel corporation's new plants gas will 
be carefully saved. In the great new plant at Gary enough gas will be 

nerated, not only for its own use, but to light the whole city of 

hicago as well. is gas is a by-product; it lost entirely by the 
steel corporation’s competitors. It can be piped 25 miles to Chicago 
and sold at a price that is but a fraction of the cost of specially manu- 
factured gas. Sooner or later Chicago will be lighted by this gas, and 
sooner or later the other steel plants of the country will supply the 


cities about them with illuminating ý 
Est the present time putting the 


“The use of a second by-product 
steel corporation and Morgan in command of another new industry— 
the most remarkable. growth of the past 10 years—the manufacture of 


cement. The — — of this industry is now valued at some $60,000,000 


a year. In the last 10 years it has quadrupled; in the next year it 
will 5 double. 
“The steel corporation at its beginning inherited from the Federal 


Steel Co., one of its underlying corporations, a method of using the 
waste of its furnaces for making cement. A considerable part of its 
material in this way costs it nothing, and it has built up a cement busi- 
ness of its own with enormous rapidity. 

“In the past five years there has been murderous competition in the 
general cement business, in spite of the ee growth in demand. It 
culminated about a year ago. At that time J. Rogers Maxwell, a 
close associate of George F. Baker, who controlled the Atlas Co.— 
the largest producer in the country—found that he had overextended, 
and was forced to drop his controlling interest. It was taken up by 
Morgan and his close associates. With this company and the steel cor- 

ration pant Morgan now controls about a third of the cement 

usiness of the country. 
* * * . . . * 
“THE TIGHTENING HOLD ON OIL AND NATURAL GAS. 


“The greatest chain of monopoly control in the country started from 
the railroad ; but the second and scarcely less important one has grown 
out from the petroleum trade—the oldest of successful monopolies in 
the United States. For 35 yar this monopoly has never been broken. 
It was never stronger than it is to-day—after the order for its dissolu- 
tion from the United States Supreme Court. : 

“The Standard Oil monopoly, like all others, is built npon the prin- 
ciple of pro: ive bankruptcy in its trade. Never was that rineiple 
in more active operatlon than now. In the t five years there ha: 
been a tremendous h of petroleum. The Standard Oil, with its tens 
of millions of available money, has bought it at half price, stored it, 
and extended its pipe system for carrying 8 so that it delivers 
oil to the entire country at a minimum cost. Its system of distributing 
oll is now almost fect. 

“This same rusk of oll has started a trade war in petroleum which 
is covering the entire world. As a result of it competitors in the 
United States are being either wiped out or brought into working alli- 
ance with the Standard Oil. At the present time concerns in these 
alliances handle some 85 per cent of the petroleum of the United States; 
the Standard Oil concern itself handles all of the two-thirds. No situa- 
tion could be better for the Standard Oil Co. than the present condition 
in the oil trade. It is an exaggerated form of the very business condi- 
tions that created it. 

“Meanwhile, in the past two years the Standard Oil concern has 
been acquiring greater and greater contro! of another fleld—the light- 
ing of cities by natural gas. For years the Standard has been in this 
business, in competition with other companies, It is now bringing the 
advantages and — of monopoly to this by a readjustment and 
division of the field. In the one territory of the United States where 
natural-gas supplies are near a great market—in Ohio and West Vir- 
Ha and western Pennsylvania—the Standard has established a prac- 

ical working monopoly in which it controls, itself, a large share of the 
production of the and sells much of it direct to the consumer. The 
profits of this business, under its readjustment, will be immense. 

“So, between the Standard Oil Co. and the Steel Co., and the Con- 
solidated Gas Co. of New York (controlled by the central Wall Street 
group), a great new business is entering directly into the hands of the 
seven men—the lighting of the cities of the United States by gas. 


“LEAD, ALASKA, ARD COPPER. 


“The railroad and petroleum enterprises have brought in the chief 
assets of the seven men and their allies in the past. But other enter- 
prises, especially in the last few years, have been coming into their con- 

rol with equal rapidity. They come direct, seeking the aid of the only 
group in the United States that now has the apparatus to create suc- 
8 monopolies of the size that present conditions demand. 

“The monopoly of the lead output of the United States centers about 
the American Smelting & Refining Co. This handles 80 per cent of the 
lead produced from ores requiring smelting, and 60 per cent of the total 
lead of the country. By controlling the National Lead Co., the bi 
consumer of lead for paints, it holds a strong domination over the lea 
business of the country. 

“Men closely allied to the Standard Oil group were instrumental in 
starting this American Smelting & Refining Co. Soon afterwards it 
passed into the hands of a Hebrew family—the Guggenheims—who 
came into 3 trœn the lace business. 

The . ms have been very ambitious and have extended out 
of the smelting business into the general production of metals—into lead 
and silver and gold, and especially copper. They have become a nucleus 
for a centralization of the metal business. As they have extended they 
have sought the assistance and alliance of Morgan. 

“Alaska, the new mineral field of the United States, was opened up 
at just about the right time to come into the hands of the Guggenheim 
family. In developing it they joined themselves with Morgan in the 
Alaska syndicate. This now controls most of the steamers entering the 
district, all of the railroads of any consequence, and from time to time 
acquires the best of the mineral resources. Its general control of the 
district is assured by its control of railroad transportation. 

* $ . $ * * * 


“The monopoly of copper was first attempted by the Standard Oil- 
City Bank group of monopoly makers in the late nineties through the 
formation of the Amalgamated Copper Co. This was unsuccessful. 


Since then the Guggenheims have taken the central position In the 
copper business by the development of great low-grade copper deposits 
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which can be worked yery cheaply. These two interests, between them, 
control about 60 per cent of the copper production of the country. 

“Tn the meanwhile the 5 business has gone from bad to worse 
through over competition. usual conditions preceding combination 
exist, and for some time a general consolidation of copper’ companies 
has been under consideration by the Morgan house. 

* * kd s + * * 
“TAKING HOLD OF ELECTRICITY. : 


“Together with their plans for building the metal business into a 
working menopoly, the central group is now performing the same serv- 
ice for the electrical business. The largest consolidation now going on 
is the tying up ef the telephone and telegraph systems. 

“The American Telephone & Telegraph Co. is the largest electrical 
fare, In 1906 It bad bees en . 

n so ra no longer 
York Te 
t. 


deposits with banks, trust companies, life insurance inyestments, and 
80 fo! can do with those deposits. The people, in the first place, 

these men with the money that was taken from their de- 
posits in banks and sent to New Y to give the Money Trust the use 
Be to get a monopoly on all the agencies of production and distri- 


on. 

It is through the mg of concentration of the small depositors’ 
3 into the W. Street banks that Morgan, Rockefeller, and a 
few others, mainly controlling the New York banks, secure the use of 
a volume of money enn iE | to depositors in all parts of the country. 
They use it the same as it was their own; with it they control 
finances; commerce, industry, and practically all the products on the 
market. By system they drain the rest of the country of its free 
money and thereby destroy its local enterprise in the communities from 
which it comes, 

The system takes the money and credits out of the localities of their 


get enough money outside of New en made an arrangement 


Morgan and Schiff to finance origin and ownership and places them at the l of the Money 
2 s Trust, enabling that monster to pyramid financial dealings a tin 
It had not long been financed in New York when the Western Union | tens of billions of dollars ann and resulting in the esta bil — 


Telegraph service was joined to it. For 30 years control of this had 
been in the hands of the Gould family. In 1909 George Gould sold it 
to the telephone company. The combinatien of the two concerns was 


of the monopolies described in the article from which I quoted. On 
these the public is assessed interest and also. charged to pay dividends 


2 on watered stock. It is added to the cost of co es and the 
tt will make far economy and better service, oT | services of commerce that the people must buy. | o aoee pg 
‘Almost at the same time the American Telephone Co. began to ab- y permits itself to be ro of prac all its natural rights 


and a far greater part of its products from daily labor. It is all 


— was being worked out. The usual overextension followed. In 
1909 financial collapse came, and the largest and most ambitious of the 
5 —.— concerns were ready to pass through the usual route to 
conso. n: 

£ ae oe at first sold pring to the American Telephone & Tele- 


rbade them satisfactory to these pirates of commerce to take the cost of their fami- 
Sie tae oes of Lupe telephone concerns, located in the central and | Hes out of the principal, so, worst of all for us, cath is te pieun a 


called vested rights and property, the status of w 
made superior to personal ts. 


portan 

pendent tay 8 of the country. Since then the larger of 
these other 

eye for absorption into the central concern. The American Co. 
and Morgan now hold at least marters of the telephone business 
of the co The long-distance es are practically all in their 
hands, and all or most of the profitable business in the various larger 


On this vast accumulation of pro the principle of its tual 
in a few hands is fixed 8 born in the 7 


y the expenses of all, and then 7 per cent interest compounded 
88 until the princi and interest will swallow all their property. 
and the f to abject 
sla inevitable sequence of the rule. Chairman, will we 
stand for it, and will we give that as a heritage to the unborn gener- 
ations? Gan wo TOE oot miner childven in the thes aint de: nothing to 


liberate them from such prospects 
Aldrich pr as a final climax to hasten complete servitude to the 


Innocent depositors Sager greeny look on the statute books of the 
United States and those their States and assume that their deposits 
are supported by reserves held by the banks of deposit equal at least to 
15 per cent, whereas the truth that the greater part of the reserve 
has been concentrated in the control of the central reserve banks, and 
these being controlled by the trust have diverted more than 75 per cent 
of the reserves to its own use, thereby enabling it to monopolize the 
very things the people require in their daily lives. It is because of this 
system that we have become industrial slaves, a slavery even more 
dan us than the old human-chattel pins 

we were in possession of our and natural resources and 
could select the place we preferred to make home, go into nature, and, 
by the 3 —— of our energy, gather a living God's storehouse, 
we were free. 

Now, nature's supplies, the factories for their conversion into usable 
material, the transportation facilities for taking them from the pro- 
ducers to the consumers, and money, the agent of exchange, all have 
gone into the control of the Money e no longer can select the 
place of our abode. We are compelled to live and work for this great 
trust. We are, I repeat, industrial slaves, and I defy successful con- 


to a greater degree than ever before. Morgan the 
ani a large older i the 8 Co. from ae first; his 


resources of the follows. The percentages, 
ere not otherwise indicated, are calculated from the figures of capi- 
talization appearing in Poor's and Moody's Manuals: 3 

Percentage of industries and resources controlled. 


iginal ts, 
think, thereby to lessen the cost o They are attempting 
— 15 5 and cheaper cost in produc- 


“This table gives a eral idea of the control that the seven men 
and their allies have gained in certain specific industries. But it is, at 
rtial statement. 


the people and of the Geovernment, whether they are popularly known 
or not, and point out the remedies and by the force of truth, reason, 
and a better common understanding make corrections popular. 

The gradual absorption of the reserves by the banks of the reserve 
cities, and especially those in the three central reserve cities, and more 
especially New York, has been nothing less than a political crime to the 
Nation. All these, and particularly New York, Chicago and St. Louis, 
have been feeding the reserves out to the Money Trust. The New York 
banks, by their rt of March 7,.1911, are shown to have absorbed of 
the country’s holdings at that date more than ever. The Money Trust 
of Wall Street is systematically taking to itself the control every- 
thing. 

By the pyramiding system of the Money Trust, in the use of money 
and credit under their control, worked through stock and bond brokers, 
these sums have been made the basis for billions and billions of dollars 
in credits, om which to corner stocks and control the products of the 
country for the trusts. and whenever the trusts run short of monty 
they replenish by paarini watered stock and bonds out te so-call 

” who 


aly 
trusts controlled by them. And the list is always 
$ $ * 


= s 
A BILLION OF CORPORATE CASH. 


tions. How funds of this ve aggregated in 

shown ss ae following statement of the cash holdings 
aa in —— controlled in New York, taken from the figures given in 
r's Manual.“ 


Cash holdings of railroads and industrials under New York control. 


Erect Ste do not include the holdings of Standard Oil. 
The cle from which I have quoted had broad and extensive circu- 
lation. The truth of it, I believe, has not been denied. I ve it 


they rns ordinar 
supposed to be independent, so that they dare not act Independent of 
the trust. To illustrate the meaning of that I quote an editorial from 


I haye quoted from the article extensively for the purpose of 
attention to how much a few men in control of the 5 
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the Duluth Tribune of e 17, 1911. Many similar articles ap- 

red in the press in different States. People whom I do not know, 

rom different sections, took the trouble to mail many to me. This is 

— rib ers of the public interest in this question, The Duluth Tribune 
0 r- 


“IS THERE A MONEY TRUST? 


“Congressman LINDBERGH is of the opinion that there is a Money 
Trust. The average citizen will generally agree with him. Mr. LIND- 
BERGH wants this subject investigated, and again the average citizen 
adds his ‘Me, too.’ If for no other reason than to satisfy public 
opinion, the investigation should be made. 

“The concentration of the money power is generally recognized as 
far more dangerous than any or all the industrial trusts. If there is a 
Money Trust, it is the father of the entire brood 
grown ver suspicious, if not convinced through the seemin 

a 


“If Duluth or any other 5 undertake to buy its railroad 
movement, does anyone believe it could be financed? 
would seem to be gilt-edged. The railroads themselves would have prac- 
tically to 5 8 a the interest and the surplus. But who would take 
the bonds the face of their ‘No’? 

“If this country is to have any semblance of competition to its 
pen trusts, how could such a grouping of the presen led in- 

ependents ' be financed? It would necessitate the organization not only 
of these industries, but of a powerful financial combination. Even Mr. 
Rockefeller, in the days before the perfection of the combinations, found 
he must keep off Mr. Carnegie's preserves. 

“Some of the present conditions which to the man in the seat of 
the lowly seem pernicious are the control by the small financial group 
of the funds of the great insurance companies and the bulk of the de- 
posits of the largest banks, the support by banks of speculative enter- 
prises and stock manipulation, the underwriting of financial schemes 
of banks, and the alliance of speculative investment to the banks through 
subsidiary organizations. 

“ The same names are found in the directorates of the group of power- 
ful banks. Investigation will show these same men to be tors of 
the industrial corporations which are dubbed ‘trusts,’ of the great rail- 
mee systems, of insurance companies, steamship companies, and mining 
ventures, 

“It is not unusual for one man to be a director in from 20 to 50 
corporations. He does not himself know the names of all of them, and 
is there only 23 to assure that they will not get away or do 
obnoxious things. Such men are supposed, popularly, to represent not 
so much the stockholders as this more or less intangible Money Frust. 

“Speculation goes up or down; stocks become active or lie dormant; 
industry expands or contracts; prosperity moves steadily, sweeps along, 
or halts; chimneys smoke or stand sullen; machinery whirrs or wears 


a shroud; enterprise responds to ambition and energy or stalls; and, 


apparently, just as a few may will. 

We hear of the market being supported or allowed to go to the dogs, 
as these few think wise. We hear of a man 8 great wealth and 
having vast interests, only to learn later that, having grown ripe, he 
has been picked; or sometimes he is taken in to occupy a seat . the 
mighty, having given assurances of his willingness to be ‘ good.’ 

Maybe there is no Money Trust, but the people would like to know a 
few mon details before they mark Mr. Aldrich’s banking plan with their 
approval.” 

The little depositors in the banks everywhere should know how their 
money is being used as a means to corner everything they need in this 
world: and to boost the prices of all they must buy. In their right they 
should demand of their bankers where they deposit that the banks send 
not another cent except that necessary for current exchange to the 
reserve cities, and, further, that their balances now in those cities shall 
be withdrawn as rapidly as the same can be without creating financial 
disturbance. The bankers should be given reasonable time in which to 
make the adjustment, and from then on should he held to the financial 
support of the communities from which they get their deposits. 

But the Money Trust has foreseen what might happen, and so has 
made the country bankers helpless. It was arranged that commercial 
banks should not loan farmers and wage earners who might need money 
for a year or more. 

The money of farmers and wage earners and of small business men 
can not be loaned by the banks to farmers and wage earners who may 
need it for any considerable period of time. The money earned in the 
locality and deposited in the ks must be sent to reserve cities, to be 
mostly loaned on demand or short-time paper to speculators and sharks 
on the market. 

Mr. Witson. You say that the town ple can not get the loans 
from their own banks, which is the depositary of the townspeople; and, 
of course, when they want to borrow money, do they not pay a per- 
centage to some broker for borrowing it for them from some eastern 
9 or insurance company in your part of the country? 

fr. LINDBERGH. They do. cover that by my remarks. 

What a wonderful scheme this banking system is, and how helpless 
the country Dankers are to bring about a remedy. Without intending 
it, they have become a part of the system, and New York now com- 
mands the most of them, directly or indirectly. You can imagine de 75 
we would get if we leave the settlement of this financial problem to 
the bankers, because they know the business.” The trusts and their 
dupes advocate that we should do that. 

We might as well leave the trust problem to be settled by Rockefeller, 
Morgan, and others, as they know their business and would settle the 
trust problem in the same way as the bankers would settle this financial 
problem—for themselves, 

I will cite an example of how scared the bankers and others are of 
the trusts. I quote you an editorial from the Duluth Tribune of No- 
vember 23, 1911. By the way, the Duluth Tribune is owned by ties 
not in hostility to wealth nor the accumulators of wealth, but it is a 
live newspaper with an editorial writer who has a brain, a conscience, 
and a judgment enabling him to discriminate. The article is as follows: 


“MEAT FOR LINDBERGH. 


“If Congressman LinprerGH wants excellent evidence as to the ex- 
istence of a Money Trust, the transcontinental railroads seem deter- 
mined to furnish it. Also, if these railroads desire to force Govern- 
ment ownership of transportation, they appear to be taking the right 
course to bring it about. 

It is reported and vouched for by a special correspondent of the St. 
Paul Dispatch that Bernard N. Baker, who was to build an independent 
line of vessels to operate in the coastwise trade via the Panama Canal, 


has been balked 
finance the enterp 
He was to put on this line boats to meet the requirements of the 


— 9 8 transcontinental railroads in his efforts to 


Post Office Department as to the payment of postal subsidies, with the 
urpose of keeping the canal independent of railroad dominance. Evi- 
a this precaution was 8 

“Mr. Baker proposed to capitalize his company for $15,000,000. 
Several banks volunteered, so it is said, to underwrite this entire 
amount, and applied to take the whole or to be granted a part of these 
bonds. Later, one after the other recalled the offer. 

Baker then Sought rivate capital and had no difficulty in finding 
individuals willing to take the bonds. But the aftermath was the same, 
and these, one after the other, recalled their subscriptions. He was 
tagged by detectives, said to be in railroad employ, and it is said that 
subscribers to the fund have admitted that they withdrew because of 
railroad pressure. 

“If that is not in restraint of trade, what is it? If that does not 
indfate a Money Trust, what does it show? If that is not undue and 
unreasonable control of financial affairs, what is it? 

More than this, Congress has indicated that, if private capital did 
not put such a line of boats in ey the Government would do so. 
It is to be hoped that it will. Indeed, it must do so, or concede con- 
a Neg the canal and ownership of coastwise ocean traftic to the rail- 
1 Lon from 8 Aadatan Ee N 

zovernment ownership of lan ansportation wou easy an 

swift. Is this what the railroads want?“ 7 

‘here has been a recent gathering of the Monetary Commission in 
my State, Minnesota, and TRET ag > with the bankers and the men in 
control of [poe business. e farmer, the wage earner, and the 
thousands of small business interests were not consulted. 

What do we expect this Monetary Commission to learn in their 


Hapa pa around the world when they do not enter into and tell us 
the inside of the Wall Street and Money Trust es? That commis- 
sion is supposed to be getting facts for Congress, but it does not get the 
facts Congress needs the most. 


September 29, 1911, 84 trust companies of the State of New York 
had due to them from approved reserve depositories, less amount of 
offsets, $146,380,.135, and due from trust compania banks, and bank- 
ers, not included in the preceding item, $55,543,292. The 84 trust 
companies held $1,375,565,304 deposits. At the same time the New 
York State banks had total deposits of $523,432,606. In trust com- 

anies and State banks there were deposits $1,898,997,910 in the State 
nstitutions of New York alone. In connection therewith I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the 84 trust companies held public securiti 

$90,784,120; other securities, $356,258,586. These two are coun 

as stock and bond investments. Then they had loaned on collaterals in 
addition $541,991,508. The two latter items amount to $898,250,044. 
I call attention to these two items particularly, for they are evidence 
of Maporma facts, to wit, that the accounts of the depositors are being 
used by the speculators to exploit the le. The center of activity 
for staging these exploiting schemes is Wall Street. Therefore it is in- 
teresting to know that of the sums named that under control of the 
trust companies alone in two counties, New York and Kings, which 
are practically the city of New York, there was invested by these 84 
trust companies in stocks and bonds and on collaterals $504,179,029. 

Why did the National Monetary Commission fail to investigate and 
obtain the facts so as to give us a report on the community of interests 
existing between the stockholders of the different New York banks 
and of the trust companies, and also show us who controls the funds 
belonging to the life insurance companies? Morgan, Rockefeller, and 
their associates control more than one and one-half Dillions of assets 
of three life insurance companies. Why did not the commission show 
us the relations between the officers and directors of all these and 
their interest in the different monopolies controlled in New York and 
elsewhere and how these branch out and control the managing boards 
of directors of the Standard Oil, the Steel, the railways, and show us 


other trust management? 

Without giving us any of that data they offer us the Aldrich plan 
as a remedy. That Aldrich plan, I assert, is the Wall Street plan. 
One of the proponents of that plan, in a s h at Chicago November 
11, 1911, in the following language, issued his challenge: 

“I certainly welcome honest criticism. Of course, it takes peculiar 
forms at times. For instance, there are gentlemen who say the Gov- 
ernment of the United States ought to take this business and manage 
it. Do you think that men appointed by even so wise a President as 
we now have could manage better than men who own the banks and 
who haye spent their lives in learning how to run banks? Men who 
study history will find that every 20 years or so we have had men who 
wanted to put currency into the hands of the Government. We had 
the greenback craze and lots of other crazes.” 

And he continued as follows: . 

In the last analysis it is the management of the association that 
will mean everything. I will tell you, and you already know it, you 
can not legislate to give men who are manag ee institutions either 
ability or honesty. I am willing to trust the kers of this country. 

This plan will meet opposition from the men who think the 
ment should control the currency.” . 

He continued : 

I am glad to say that is where the contest is coming. Our predeces- 
sors all through the ages have fought it, and if we must fight it out we 
are ready for it. Let it come. 

“Every 20 years or so 

The same party 
“we have had men who wanted to put currency into the hands of the 
Government.” 

He tells the truth there, but each time the Money Trust has taken 
and controlled the Government. “Yes,” he added, “I am willing to 
trust the bankers of the country.” He may be willing to do that. We 
are all willing to trust them to look out for themselves, and I say that 
with full respect for the bankers, for I do not know better ple than 
my banker acquaintances, and those in my district, most of them, are 
as much 1 te to false monopoly as I am. But I am not, as a public 
servant, ling to trust the bankers to make a currency and banking 
system all by themselyes that involves their business with the public 
in general. The bankers will take care of their own end for the profit, 
and I do not condemn them for that, but we certainly have a right to 
and should condemn those who are dearly paid by the public for 
recommending that the settlement of the financial problem left to 
the bankers. œ 

I again quote the challenge of the proponent of the Aldrich plan: 

“Tam glad to say that is where the contest is coming. Our predeces- 


Govern- 


sors all through the ages have fought it, and if we must fight we are 
ready for it. Let it come.” 
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That is a broad challenge to the e ee pe ion of the 
Money Trust. It means another panic, if as ae te the 
3 oa it Borg means that we can not control —— us long as 

fare h paid b 6 Se gaye t th pl 

y the Government to represen e people, proposes a 

lan for the trusts instead. But he is not 1 for there are almost 

umerable others, some on the pay roll like him. Perhaps they think 

it a brave thing for the Money Trust that is in control and in possession 
of the Government to make this challenge. 

These men are probably not . wrong; it has been their 
education. Most of them have been from the cradle of wealth 
to the walking child and nursed b 5 mothers of wealth and schooled 
by its extravagance, and thus red into the 2 of A aney E kay 
without understanding the principles of a 
I do not make ‘that statement with any „ wealth, — 


the necessity of R their Seventies 
poet, to the speculative centers. No report from the National Mone- 
Commission is necessary for that. 
——5 need an entirely new money and banking s But first w 
must know some * the finan situation that the 
Monetary Commission Failed to furnish. We need some additional 
3 and can then build a permanent, honest money and bank- 
stem 
ple must know the ins and outs of the treatment they have 
at the hands of the Money Trust, in order to avoid its pitfalls. 
ae can not be bluffed out of an honest money just because of the 
oney Trust 


challenge. 
Why does the Money Trust 8 so hard for the Aldrich a now; 
e 


with the say so of those who drafted it. analyzed the > pin a, spear :before the people know what Money Trust has been do Has 
ago. Since then Aldrich has offered some 3 plan it not got the Aldrich-Vreeland emergen law, an act of S own 
part of the Money Trust scheme, we should er it concoction, that does not ex roe until 1914? It said, when it soe 


In the first place, it was by a very clever move that 4 the National 

Monetary Commission was created. 
It was in 1907 that nature renee so beautifully to the farmer's 
most bountiful crop it ever had. 


pee gr per yy us. rhea of = the cause all 8 
was wise, a knew we were deman a remedy against a 
recurrence of such a . unnatural tion. 


Most Senators and Members then fell into Wall Street's trap and 
passed the Aldrich-Vreeland emergency-currency bill. Its ostensible 
purpose was to provide an em currency, but the real sel rege 
ne ation, ft f ge d ts t br 8 

reposition for amendmen S 
wate the Money Trust, The “interests” are now, and have wt tor 
some time past, busy everywhere educating the people to favor the 
Aldrich plan. It is currently reported that a large sum of money ‘has 
‘been raised for this pu — 
speculation 7 t on the panic of 1907. Wall Street 

used the people's depos: n panic gamble with. 3 its 


‘had 
and liabilities had, b gs —— 1 Street pyramiding 
in until at that time they were vi — antes May 36 te 


creased 
8 liabilities were larger than ever ‘ore. 
ttle the depositors demanded some of Pang money, more 
the reserve banks had loaned it to the speculators an 
Stock gamblers. The banks in the coun districts, from which Apari 
of the deposits came, were not allowed to loan the reserves nor the 
5 good, honest, industrious, reliable farmers, laboring men 
or anybody, even on gilt-edge securities, unless they promised to pay it 
— | an sc pe ly short time 
reserve“ funds were sent to the reserve 
banks an these loaned to gamblers, speculators, and anybody the 
Money Trust wanted to favor. Then, when ‘the depositors wanted 
their money, the reserve banks did not have it. They had to call for 
ay from ogres and others who had gotten the reserve and other 
ts. e de Sei ease CODIE SECY AA ithioge ee 
pax. That made panie Some Wall Streeters profited by the panic 
and some failed, but the seven —S their allies — te in 
the article from which I quoted were ee gainers. 

All banks except eng oh 2 . the money kings were scared. 
These money kings, so it seemed necessary to them, took every- 
thing in mas Puang ti the e funds of the poroa They managed 
3 8 ‘The Government was impotent in their contol, except 

a — 

The New York Clearing House is an institution in the M Trust 
control, and that institution issued its certificates instead of money 
to pay depositors. The New York banks refused to pay the tet 
banks ‘the reserves due them. Some of these ad” bee deposit 
directly ni the coun oy and others indirec 1 25 the reserve 
banks. e New Y rom A f defied and satn e law. 

Ifa 1 5 bank * done that it would have been bank 


closed by a 
-examiner. -5 group of ag ait banks had attempted it, they would 
all be closed. But the New York Clearing House issued dleartig-house 


shad issued certificates to ‘help people in that time of stress 
Wall Street Money Trust would have vetoed it. It would have dated 
vernmen But tothe Government did not 


house system. 

The Money Trust did other things. It intimidated some of the 
country banks for which it acted as ore — 
eur 18 It ordered Ligon pe to 2 = 
Thro the ney reer 0 organ- ockefel er 
the more influential of the ci cities did resort to the New York . 
House system to pay d 

The Money Trust at fferent times has sent notices to certain of its 


ts and those in community of interest to tighten up the money 
marketeand raise the rates of interest. 


identify the parties, ‘for the reason to +e so, if 
testimony is later to be secured. The a inal iis in my office, and I 
will secure it i the inspection of any mem of the Rules Committee. 


NORTH DAKOTA, July 29, 1911. 
Hon. C. A. LINDBERGH, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: In the investigation of the Money Trust vou can get val- 
uable information from 
e + * * was invited to join 
e more than a Fear and a half ago to raise interest 
3 and the rates were raised, as you know. refused to go 


Some one should interview * * * without his knowing 

Eee te ee ee a ae ee 
followed up a which will open up a great many facts of value for 
tioned ta F EA a <> ket thin tater cee 
any way, r publicly , may, 
11 proper, be shown to the committee, and afterwards you 
3 retain i yourself. 


Respectfully, 
The first relief must be provided through the country banks. It is 
our duty to amend the banking laws so as 


* E = * 


Congress to pass that act, t it was a sure remedy for peat 


WHAT IS THE ALDRICH PLAN? 


The Aldrich os is the greatest monstrosity that was ever placed 
before the people. It proposes to create a corporation to include all 
the national and State banks and trust com: es. In one breath 
some of our — great men are hrani this Aldrich plan to 
ereate the greatest corporation in the world and the most complete 
| and in N Frati — 4 223 the works of 9 

e trusts. n cy, thou a el” needs a new language 
dress in view of such. 

It is proposed by ‘that monstrous 8 7 make all poar and national 
banks and trust companies into one. . —— it shall take 
from the community in which it is 9 — cash equal to 20 
per cent of its capital and hand it 2 — to the control of Wall Street. 

. proximately $2,000,000 000. whieh would pire the 

at ap ely „ W. wou ve 
Aldrici corporation approximates ly $4 ENEE 600 He says 2200 000,000" 
but my figures are nearer correct. 

The ne Aldrich plan is to be vested with numerous privileges : 

a Its first 225 will be to drain all the communities of cash h equal 


‘sane The Government of the ‘United ‘States -shall y 8 46 “cash 
with ithe Nationa 


„ 
at pay it no interest. If HE mo asked the Government to furnish 


charged b; 
erasers 18 plan that they were Socialists. Again, “ Consistency, 

ou a 

(è) cai reserve association shall take over the Government bonds 
held by the banks and have the currency privilege attached to the same 
and assume responsibility for the ‘redemption of the notes secured by 
‘the bonds. The reserve association shall issue its own »notes—that 
means money—on the terms — R and may issue other notes—money— 
‘from time to time to meet business requirements. 

(4) If the Government shall adopt the cone pene of issuing securities— 
bonds—at a higher rate of interest 2 cent, the reserve asso- 
ciation shall have the first chance to pond 

The stockholders, which are the corporations that will own the Na- 
tional 8 Association, are to = 5 per cent dividends. A ae 
th if we once breathe life into reserve association, which it is 
kn Tor. at the door of See its note-issue scheme. 


ks and deposited 
secure tion may issue 
its own notes instea: 


Then follows the open that it shall be the policy of the United 
States to retire as rapidi ossible the bank-secured circulation and 
substitute therefor ater: of the National Reserve Association, which 
may be issued from time to time to meet business requirements. The 
pro tion is to cover these notes to the a of one-third by gold 
awful money and the remaining portion to be bankable mee 
or be obligations of the United States. It could, for example, take 
17 000.000 law: err na $20,000,000 commercial paper and issue 
000 in notes be used as money) and 00,680 0 * oe that 
. over and oie 2 ne sum reached $900 000. 

IE use of othe 00,000 of = money it may issue not only the 


300,000,000 ts own a 1 $600. „000 2 addition, a privilege 
so reat poe a with a prone conception of the — ih fitness 
of 2 poe . of the proposition. It is an end- 


rby wai ing money zor the Money Trust. Here 
this association 1 1 to be ven 23 18 of makin g its own money, 
souzen by notes given for loans of same, and if after ‘issuing $900,- 
under this wonderful special 306 000,000 it still is not satisfied 
wath th the gift of that it may issue $ more on the small tax 
re 1% per cent per annum. If — e or design it becomes the desire 
eorner the commodities of all the world to help in that, it is pro- 
fee to give 45 unlimited pe to issue its notes, which are to 
as currency. If it issues in excess of $1,200,000,000, it must pay 
tax at The rate of 5 per cent per annum. Absolutely no linit 
to the . and yet there om} times wher on Wall Street there are 
skirmishes to secure possession of t properties when the payment of 
5 per cent interest apuld bs be a matter of minor importance to speculators. 
The commerce of the country could suffer unnoticed in one of those con- 


tests. 
(f) 1 185 — of that association shall be received at in the 
yment of excises, and other dues to the United States, and 
= and demands owing by the United States 
to individuals, corporations, or associations, except otras y of the 
Government which are by their terms specifically payable an gold. 
Note the last. That refers to the Government bonds that the reserve 
patas propose to hold. It is to take all of the money of the 
United States, a pay the United States in reserve association 
wean but the United 1 States must pay its bonds to the association a 


(g) The national reserve association and its branches and local asso- 
elatio — shall be exempt from State and local taxation except on real 
The special privileges mentioned are others 
in the plan. They want it to be 8 absclüte ADN arbiter € of th the future 
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finances of the people and of the country. They ask Congress to breathe 


corporate life into it. The people and the Government's finances would 
then be under its control. 

It is proposed to give it power to make money. The Constitution of 
the United States says; 

“The Congress shall have power to coin money, regulate the value 
thereof, and of foreign coin,” 

Now, it is proposed that a private concern shall issue notes (make 
rips ) and look after the finances of all banks and, incidentally, of 

of us. 

It is a question of first importance: Who is to govern it? That is an 
all-important matter that the proposed investigation of the Money Trust 
would reveal with a clearness that would leave none in doubt. None 
should be in doubt now if they will read and understand. It is easy to 
see that the Money Trust would govern it. 

I have shown that a few men already own most of the wealth, and 
that by the et Sipe 3 of the annual interest at even as low as 3 
per cent, and Judge Sanborn and his associates decided it should be 7 
per cent, that the few will soon own all the property. By computation, 
that is the inevitable result of the court's decision. There is no escape 
if the rule of the court is followed. The few men who own the wealth 
aoe ro the proposed Aldrich corporation. Take his plan and 
analyze it. 

There is first the father assoclation—that is. the National Reserve 
Association. That will rule. It will have 45 directors, and they will 
control it. Who will elect these? There are 15 branches of the reserve 
association, and 1 director is to be elected by each, which will make 15 
of the directors of the National Reserve Association. The units of a 
branch are the local associations, provided as follows: 

“ Bach local association shall be composed of not less than 10 banks, 
and the combined capital and surplus of the members of each local asso- 
ciation shall aggregate not less than $5,000,000.” 

The public was not expected to analyze what would happen to the 
units of a branch—that is, the local associations—nor the units of the 
reserve association—that is, the branches. It is very doubtful if under 
the nnit system propad that territory for a single branch association 
out of the 15 could by the most skillful management be so framed as to 
take it away from the Money Trust control. These branches, we must 
remember, elect 15 of the directors that run the whole scheme. 

We know that the controlling interests in the large cities are owned 
by the railroad officials, officials of other corporations and wealthy con- 
cerns, and by the stockholders and their friends, and that they are 
related to each other by a community of interests. All are tied up to 
8 Street, as they depend on Wall Street to market their stocks and 


nds. 

North Dakota, for instance, contains units enough only for 1 local 
association. That is because there are no large cities in that State. 
It takes many local associations to make a branch, because there are 
only 15 branches in all. Minnesota, Minneapolis and St. Paul alone 
contain units enough for 4 local associations and the State at large 
enough for 3 more, but 1 of the latter would include Duluth, which 
would dominate it. 

As a matter of fact, there would not likely be 7 local associa- 
tions in Minnesota; but whether there were or not, St. Paul, Minne- 
ae and Duluth would dominate in any financial scheme in that ter- 

tory, and Wall Street would control those cities on any financial =e. 
lem that would not be submitted to the people, for there are enough st 
interests in those cities to do that, without a shadow of a doubt. But 
even if these I have mentioned were not controlled by Wall Street, 
even the most hardened P cong would not deny that the cities of 
New York, C o, P phia, St. Louis, Boston, and still other 

each control the branch associations 


Mone: 
The community of interest in the present holdings of stock in the banks 
and trust companies would lead to that. The three ex officio members, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 

the Comptroller of the Currency, would have no power with the 
other directors opposed to them. 

The other three ex officio members are the governor of the National 
Reserve Association. who shall be chairman of the board, and two 
deputy governors. But the Aldrich plan does not leave these three to 
be named by the President of the United States as in the President's 
judgment might seem best. On the contrary, the plan proposes that 
the President shall select them from a list submitted by the board of 
directors, which board, I assert, would be under the control of the 
Money Trust. The list would contain none that the trust objected to. 
They might just as well be chosen by the Money 

The Aldrich plan, as proposed, is a most ous contrivance that 
in every way protects the Money Trust. The t could let the local 
organizations and the branch organizations and the election of the 
directors of the National Reserve Association all go on without the 
least attention if it chose. The trusts would control the directorate 
without effort, for the stock interests would vote and conserve trust 


trol. 

It is well known that 20 per cent holdings of stock centered in any 
active force ordinarily controls the management, and in the case of the 
National Reserve Association on the very start a majority of the stock 
would be owned by the interests at such places that they would hold 
the key to the whole. 

I have shown that enormous special privileges are proposed for the 
National Reserve Association. It is to get a nest egg to start with 
of over $300,000,000 by taking it from all the communities in the 
United States. It is to have all the cash of the United States de 
ited with it and is to pay no interest and be exempt fro 
it is to have all the Government bonds if it wants them; 
from the banks the privilege to circulate money; it is to have the right 
to make its own money and force the people and the Government to 
take it in payment of debts; and it is to have many other 


eges. 
After getting the people's mo! and the right to make its own, in 
addition to other 8 ien. TEIA 8 give it the following 
powers: 


To purchase and sell securities of foreign governments or of gold 
coin or bullion, 

To invest in short-term obligations of certain foreign governments, 
to be named in the act. 


To have power in other lands to deal in gold coin or bullion, to grant 
loans thereon, and to contract for loans of gold coin or bullion, giving, 
when necessary, acceptable security for their repayment. 

To have power to purchase from its depositors, and to sell, with or 
without its indorsement, checks or bills of exchange payable in Eng- 
land, France, or Germany and in such other foreign countries as the 
board of the reserve association way decide. 

To have power to 60 und maintain banking accounts in foreign 
countries and to establish agencies in foreign countries for the purpose 
of 3 and selling and collecting föreign bills of exchange and 
ers Sg authority to buy and sell through such agencies prime for- 
e s 


The association is to be a world-wide speculator, and at the same time 
it is proposed that it should be the financial an of the banks, the 
people, and the Nation, It is to be given unlimited powers to speculate 
not only at home, but abroad as 
A special provision is made in the Aldrich plan for organizing foreign 
banks, and these banks could be used in Europe as a base, like the New 
York banks are used in poset g a create Euro monopolies. And 
in one additional step we would confronted with world monopolies to 
deal in all thi that the people need to buy. 
Are we going to let this monstrous ition of the National Re- 
Associa to 


serye 
seriously before the ple and Congress without verifying 
age to base our Judgment; Are we to act upon it without these 

cts 

I have already discussed the use the Wall Street Money Trust makes 
of the po taneg d ped x sacred 5 tend 5 * bank 
reserves is the r on which prosperity may run at an e pro- 
duce a ic. Prosperity ran onto that reek in 1907. X 

The reseryes are the practical holdings of the Money Trust and 
they want to make them larger by the rules of the proposed National 
Reserve Association, for it is provided by that plan that all subscribing 


banks must conform as to the requirements as to reserves to be held 
against deposits of various classes, and that there shall be no change 
the percentage required by the law to be held demand deposits 


by national banks in the different localities, and that hereafter the same 
5 of reserve shall be required of all subscribing banks —mean- 

g the National Reserve Association —in the same localities. 

That is intended to comprehend State banks and trust companies, 
which under the latest Aldrich plan are eligible to subscribe to the Na- 
tional Reserve Association, 

No, the Wall Street Money Trust can not let go of the “sacred re- 
serves.“ There shall be no change,” but on the contrary it wants to 
increase them by adding more banks to follow the same rule. T 
always have had the use of the reserves. They never have been 
for the depositors except after actual insolvency. Insolvency of a bank 
brings loss to d itors, so the “sacred reserves“ are most sacred to 
the Wall Street sire Trust. 

A proper investigation of the trust will show the wrong that has been 
perpetrated on the poopie by this false fixed reserye—fixed—fixed—why, 
of course the Money rast wants fixed reserves so that it can abso- 
lutely depend on 5 them. The N ee on depositors, if 

insist on taking them away from the st, is insolvency of the 
that would have them to pay their depositors. 
The Money Trust for many years has had the use of practically a 
billion dollars fixed reserves—“ sacred reserves“ —to use in lation 
and to manipulate and secure corners in stocks, capture and control 
railways and industrial companies, and to buy and own the Nation's 
enterprises and its natural resources, making them vested rights in the 
trust, on which to fix fabulous values to issue bonds and watered stocks 
and annually compound interest as a fixed charge on this and future 
generations. That is what the “sacred fixed reserves” have done for 
the Money Trust. 

Fine and useful as the “sacred fixed reserves” have been to the 
Money Trust, still that monster has ever used them and has created 
and pyramided bonds and 3 stocks in such colossal amounts 
that the godfather of them, Morgan & Co., sees a mighty problem on 
his hands to cement all the world into one gigantic holding to forever 
secure the sacredness of “vested rights” to levy the full toll of the 
human capacity to respond with interest and dividends. That gigantic 
task is to be consummated in the adoption of the Aldrich plan for the 
National Reserve Association. ` 

Any honest, intelligent, and active committee appointed for the pur- 
pose, and given proper powers to investigate the actual conditions, can 
prepare an abstract of the facts that have taken place under our pres- 
ent financial system that will show to Congress and to the people the 
absurdity of fixed reserves for the use of the Money Trusts. Any com- 
petent committee can demonstrate from the actual facts, that are easily 
obtainable, that the methods of the Money Trust more any other 
one thing, are directly and indirectly msible for the cost of living 
being several times higher than it should be. 

New inventions and methods have increased production manyfold, 
and the cost of living should be correspondingly decreased, but the 
Money Trust has so manipulated the control of th ngs that the increased 
production has been practically all added to capital. 

The importance of the subject under consideration has necessitated 
a somewhat lengthy statement, and still the field is only partly covered. 
I could continue almost indefinitely showing conditions t lead me to 
charge the existence of a real Money Trust, but I think it is not neces- 
sary to add more to a iminary statement. An investigation, if 
ordered, will cover the field more y. 

I have omitted entirely any reference to some practices that I have 
been informed exist, which, if true, would be sensational. If these 
exist, it will be for a committee to find out. \ 

As of importance in the consideration of financial problems the House 
needs some information on the subjects I have d bed and on others. 
There is no source from which the information will come unless through 
a committee with proper authority to investigate. It will not be denied 
that the money and credit system is the most important consideration 
that will be before Congress for some time, and therefore the impor- 
tance of the facts. 

It is a matter of common knowledge, and judicial interpretation has 
established it as a legal fact, that we have within our social fabric 
preat monopolies and trusts that are in control of many of the indus- 

ies and much of the commerce of the country and are directing it in 
restraint of trade and for selfish ends. There has been some pretense 
to control these by prosecutions, but it is apparent that these prose- 
cutions can be of no substantial advantage to relieve the people of the 
burdens of monopoly prices on things they buy for their ce use. We 
can not relieve the . of excessive burdens as long as Wall Street 
controls the use of the money and credits. 

We know that a few men and their associates control, by stock- 
holdings and a community of interest, practically all the most important 
industries and also the transportation systems on which the products of 
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all industries must be carried from producers to consumers. These 
same few men control the finances of the country and may bring on a 
panic any day that such would suit their selfish ends. We need no 
evidence of that fact. 

The Aldrich plan -is offered as a remedy for panics. I have investi- 
ne enough to know already that the Aldrich plan is wrong and in the 

terests of the same few men who control generally; but most of the 
people have not investigated, and there are many who believe it is 
right and are seriously advocating its enactment into law, some because 
of personal selfish views and others because they have not analyzed it 
in full view of Wall Street finance. 

Therefore I would suggest that the committee called for by the reso- 
lution under consideration shall ascertain the ownership and manage- 
ment of the noe banks and trust companies that are eligible to 
hold the stock of the proposed National Reserve Association, and also 
ascertain the ownership and management of the principal trusts that 
control the industries, railway systems, and properties in general. 
Finding these facts will enable the public and Congress to determine 
whether or not there is a community of interest between the controllin 
banks and trust companies and the industries, railways, and other grea 

roperty interests that are in trust control. I contend, with the find- 
ng of the true facts in regard thereto, that these will show that the 
National Reserve A ation would be distinctly a Wall Street insti- 
tution and would give the Money Trust still greater powers. 

But it is not sufficient that this committee should establish the facts 
that will tear out from under the Aldrich plan its support, for that 

lan is the response of the interests to a demand by the people for an 

nest money and credit. The Money Trust is simply trying to ride in 
on that demand with a plan of its own in the hope that it will pass 
before its true purpose is discovered. The committee must keep in view 
the demand of the public and proceed to secure actual facts that are 
necessary to give a true understanding of the defects in our present 
money and banking system. 

The committee should find, as far as practical, the extent of the 
abuse of the spirit of the law in the capitalization of banks and trust 
8 through a practice of note kiting and by the use of dummy 
notes. : 

The committee should find, as near as practical, to what extent the 
funds of country banks are being used to purchase so-called commercial 
paper in the cities and, if practical, to obtain some information as to 
whether or not the funds secured on such paper is not, much of it, used 
in speculation, and therefore a breeder of panics. ‘ 

The committee should find, as near as practical—and this may. be 
done with practical accuracy—how much of the fixed reserves of the 
different banking institutions is concentrated in the reserve and the 
central reserve cities, and . part of that is kept in 
the three reserve cities, separating t which is deposited directly 
by the nonreservye banks and the reserve banks from that which comes 
by the indirect route from a nonreserye to a reserve and by the 
latter deposited in the central reserve. 

The committee should find how much cash is tied 117 in what are 
termed “fixed reserves” in (a) the country banks, (b) the reserve 
banks, and (c) the three central reserve city banks, separating the lat- 
ter, and from that determine the working-margin balance practical for 
business operations and practically its holding, and find separately if 
the country banks and the reserve banks generally keep greater deposits 
in other banks than are necessary for current exchange, and if the in- 
terest paid by banks to each other influences the amount of such bal- 
ances, and to what extent. 

The committee should, in a sort of a Bagel way, for it can not be 
done specifically, find to what extent the diversion of deposits from 
country banks, invested in commercial paper in the cities and their de- 
posits in the city banks, injure the localities from which these deposits 
are taken, and at the same time make suggestions as to how the de- 
posits of those banks may be authorized in safe loans in the localities of 


their origin. 

It should be the policy of the banking laws to give the banks in each 
community complete authority to take all safe loans, and banks should 
be stamped with disfavor whenever they loan funds in remote places 
when there is a local demand for safe loans in the territory from which 
they secure their deposits. When there is not sufficient local demand, 
the banks should be permitted to extend their loans into other safe 
channels. If each community is placed on its own resources to the 
greatest practical extent, there will be less loss and no serious 
of country-wide distress. Now the reverse policy is being followed. 
Everything is centered in New York, and a disturbance there creates 
general disturbance. The committee should inform itself on all these 

ints, and report. 

Po The committee should find whether or not the principal banks in New 
Ran and some other places conspire to raise the rates of interest to 
rrowers. 

The committee should find whether the life insurance companies are 
being manipulated by their management to contribute to the control 
5 ite few principal banks and financiers; and if so, by what means 
t is done, 

The committee should find whether or not any undue influences are 
used by certain of the New York banks that are in control of the 
trusts to concentrate with themselves the deposits of banks and trust 
companies in other localities. 

The committee should find if any unnatural and improper methods 
are being used by the New York Clearing House to concentrate 
deposits and business into the special banks t it favors, and as to 
whether the rules of exchange and charges for the same are used to 
give a unin, ee to jts special favorites. 

The committee should uire particularly into whether or not there 
is a real Money Trust existing by virtue of the community of interest 
in a few parties who have the power to practically regulate the 
finances and the business of the country. I claim there is such a 
trust and that the fact can easily be established, and that when 
established the settlement of the money and banking problem will be 
vem much simplified. 

here is one of two things that will have to take place in this 
country if we are to be relieved of made panics—either the Government 
must go into the business of managing the issues of money and con- 
trolling the finances or else the concentration of the moer belongin 
to the people into Wall Street will have to be stopped and the differen 
sections of the country be allowed to conserve their own resources, 
aided by such legislation as seem proper. The latter is, on 
condition of things as they now are, the first solution. Ultimately the 
other will come and compete with the first, and if it seems to the 
general public the most satisfactory it will replace the first; so, 

erefore, it is up to those who want the first to take more than a 
purely selfish interest in the adjustment of this great problem. 


anics 


The whole country is now tied up to the Wall Street fortunes—tied 
up because the money from every section of the country is centered 
there in the control of the speculators. It is fixed by the reserve laws 


there for them. . 

Mr. Chairman, I haye taken much of the committee’s time, but I 
think no apology is necessary, for no one, with a conception of the 
wrong that has been inflicted on humanity by reason of not having 
an honest money and credit exchange system, can doubt the importance 
of the proposed investigation. By it can be determined the true 
causes why the producers and consumers are burdened by existing 
extravagances. Vith a knowledge of their causes there will be 
awakened in the public conscience a sense of justice the response to 
which will be evidenced by a liberation of 12 factional, and party 
prejudices, and it will lead to a common demand for the adoption of a 
system that will give to all a square deal and an opportunity to suc- 
cessfully develop through faithful industry. It will point the way to 
a liberation from industrial and commercial slavery. Under honest, 
intelligent direction the work may be useful to the world and become 
a peace bearer to relieve from some of their troubles the unsettled and 
restless les of other nations. 

We still have with us a few veterans of the Civil War, some who 
fought for the emancipation of slavery and others who fought against 
it. On both sides there is now common agreement that tight pre: 
vailed, and personal and sectional prejudice has ceased. It is now our 
duty to show by our actions and appreciation of the victory that came 
to the Union soldiers at enormous sacrifice. We still stand for freedom, 
and if we preserve it their sacrifice was not in vain. This appreciation 
surely is seconded by those who fought in the other battle lines in the 
first great struggle and they now recognize the justice of the main- 
tenance of the principles settled in that struggle. We all join now in 
seeking to make those principles practical, We are of one heart and one 
soul, an inseparable natio brotherhood, and unite in the acknowledg- 
ment of the wisdom and prophetic foresight of the immortal Lincoln 
when, near the close of the war, he gave utterance to the following: 

“ Yes; we may all congratulate ourselves that this cruel war is near- 
ing its close. It has cost a vast amount of treasure and blood. The 
best blood of the flower of American youth has been freely offered upon 
our country’s altar that the Nation might live. It has been, indeed, a 
trying hour for the Republic; but I see in the future a crisis approach- 
ing that unnerves me and causes me to tremble for the safety of my 
country. As a result of the war, corporations have been enthroned and 
an era of corruption in high places will follow, and the money power 
of the country will endeavor to prolong its reign by working upon the 
3 of the people until wealth is aggregated in a few hands and 

e Republic is destroyed. I feel at this moment more anxiety for the 
safety of my country than ever before, even in the midst of war.“ 

Yes; corporations were enthroned and an era of corruption in high 
places followed, and the money power of the country has prolonged its 
reign by working upon the prejudices of the people, and now wealth is 
aggregated in a few hands; and a proponent of the Aldrich plan, a 
representative of the money power, has issued the challenge by stating, 
“The plan ”—meaning the new Aldrich plan—“ will meet with opposition 
from the men who think the Government should contro] the currency. 
I am glad,” he says, “that that is where the contest is coming. Our 

redecessors "—meaning the money kings all through the a have 
‘ought it, and if we must fight it out we are ready for it. Let it come,” 
That is the only open challenge that I know of coming from the mone 

wer. Its practice has been to do and not to challenge. This chal- 
enge is an evidence of impatience. In it I see a weakening of their 
forces. 0 e gi the money power industrial and commercial slavery 
was established. The place of its origin was in the North and it spread 
until it encompassed the Nation. and now the boards between the North 
and the South are the same. Each allowed slavery to originate in its 
territory, and now the plain people, North and South, everywhere, join 
by the law of reason and common sense and accept the money trust chal- 
lenge. The campaign is on. We are ready. 


In quoting my Rules Committee speech above, I have left out 
very little of it. I now desire to conclude by submitting, as an 
appendix to my remarks, a memorial to Congress from W. B. 
Fleming, of Louisville, Ky., formerly a law officer of the Treas- 
ury Department, I am informed. 


To the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Your petitioner, a citizen of the United States and of the State of 
Kentucky, respectfully represents that there is now pending before you 
House resolution 314, introduced by Congressman CHARLES A. LIND- 
RERGH, of Minnesota, “authorizing the appointment of a committee 
to investigate as to whether there are not combinations of financial and 
other concerns who control money and credits and operate in restraint 
of trade through that control.” 

Your petitioner humbly petitions your honorable body to act favorably 
on said resolution. 

„Because it is notorious that the combinations referred to in sald 
resolution exist. 

5 Because these combinations are dangerously inimical to the public 
welfare, 

3. Because it is of the utmost importance not only that the Congress 
but Yie ponie whose welfare is at stake be informed of the material 
facts ating to said combinations, including their existence, their 
methods, their aims, and their power. 

4. Because the necessary facts can in no other way be so well ascer- 
tained and given publicity, 

Your petitioner further represents that this investigation. is all the 
more urgent and necessary by reason of the fact that the Congress will 
soon be called upon to consider the report of the National Monetar: 
Commission, which is indorsed and being pushed by these same combi- 
nations who are raising a ve large sum of money to influence the 

ublic press and Congress itself. e scheme of the said commission 
i the most rtentous ever presented for adoption to Congress, and 
is fraught with infinite possibilities for eyil. If enacted into law, it 
will concentrate in a few hands a power greater than the Government 


If. 
Under the specious plea of providing against panies it is proposed to 
breathe the breath of life into a Frankenstein monster whie would 
turn upon and destroy its creator and enslave the people. 

The danger of a money monopoly was thus pointed out by John C. 
8 8255 in the United States Senate in a speech upon the United States 


ank: 
“If we turn our attention to the laws which govern the circulation 
we shall find one of the most important to be that, as the circulation is 
decreased or increased, the rest of the property will, all other circum- 
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jike 000. 
important fact e- itself which ee why the eurrency should 
be touched with such delicacy and why stability and uniformity are the 
essential qualities; I mean that a small absolute reduction of the cur- 
rency makes a great absolute reduction of the value of the entire prop- 
erty of the community. * * + If we suppose the entire currency 
to be in the hands of one portion of the community and the property in 
the hands of the other portion, the former, by ha the currency 
under their exclusive control might control the value of all the prop: 
erty in the e ni Maggy possess themselves of it at pleasure. * 

It results from this t there is a dangerous antagonistic — vg 
tween those who hold or command the currency and the rest of the 
community.“ 

President Garfield said: 

“Whoever controls the volume of currency is absolute master of the 
commerce and the industries of the country.” 

Mr. Chase, Lincoln’s ex-Seeretary of the Treasury, before he died, 
saw the Money Trust in its infancy and realized that it had its birth 
in the national bank act. He said 

“My age ray in 8 E the passage of the national bank act was 
the 9 1 mistake of my life. 1 7 has built up a monopoly 
that affects every sages ae in the country. It should be repealed.” 

Jefferson said: 

“Banks of issue are more dangerous than standing armies.” 

President Jackson said: 

“All money, whether of metal or paper, should be issued by the Gov- 
ernment, and bank issues should be abolished. 

If the Morgan-Aldrich Central Reserve Association be enacted into 
law we will have a colossal octopus with one head and many tentacles. 
The big Wall Street banks, controlled by Morgan and Rockefeller, would 
be the head and the local branches the tentacles. These arms and 
armlets, reaching out from the head at New York all over the land, are 
to gather the sustenance upon which the monster is to feed. From the 
center of Wall Street orders will go out as Nero’s orders went out from 
Rome—to the remotest bounds of the . to 5 Baton flow the 

of the Nation as the plunder o oe ured into the 

ernal City. This institution will be seal agent Peg the Govern- 

ment and do business all over the Cerise Its speculations will not be 

confined to Wall Street, but extend to London, Paris, Amsterdam, 

Berlin, and other rich cities. And the Government—that, is ie Povo 

poopie- ae pearance the payment of all the notes issued by all these 
5 0 e. 

The framework of this mighty strueture is already set up. 

The chief genius back of it is J. Pierpont Morgan, the great trust 
promoter. Some time ago this eraoro man, who has long exer- 
cised strange influence at Washington, both in Congress and at the 
Treasury Department of the ep ad took over the Equitable Life 


Assurance Society from Thomas F. R , payin two and a half million 
dollars for stock that can I itimately 8 0 $3,415 a 1887 so as 
to get control of the Equitable’s $400,000 000 assets and $80,600,000 | n 
r and lately his trust company h: as bought from his table 
Life Assurance Society its holdings in the Mercantile Trust Co., by 
which transaction the aggregate assets of the bank controlled by him are 


said to exceed $1,000,000,000. 

The Morgan and Rockefeller interests are allied, 7 0 their big bank is 
the National City Ban “The National City €o.” has been organized. 
This company is under “ihe absolute and eee control of three trus- 
tees, all officials of the National City It is to be the holding 
company of the stocks of other raed and to become to the other banks 
what the Standard Oil Co. has been to its subsidiary companies. 

The Money Trust has long been plotting to bring all the banks under 
the Onana ton nar one gigantic trust, and the het thet 
which has already cost people e nearly $250,000, is but instrument 
in Morgan's i to consummate is conspiracy. 

TTT 
cen zed power already organ a qu grow 
— oo ERSE of a t the 


the United N ah 
of the country a 
1 combat the present 
Bank 


and proper steps to save 
atened 5 to their liberties. 

To the end that the put public welfare be conserved, a thorough investiga- 
tion and report as to the eee accumulations of capital, where and 
how it is concentrated and used; the effect of such concentration upon 
business and the life of the people ; its connection with Wall Street; the 
names and motives of the great ates who are concerned 5 
binations ; what, if any, laws of the United States have contributed to 
the monopoly ; and the real scope and purpose of the Aldrich scheme 
are absolute y necessary. 

Notes of warning of the power and menace of the Money Mo l 
have been sounded by man 1 gonea, ang pa of abun 1 
have 8 $ ys e OREA ranks 5 3 themselves. 

ustr st has been underwritten the Money ‘Trust, 
whic I the keystone of the arch of trusts. 1 
Gov. Woodrow Wilson has said that “the great monopoly in this 
country is the money monopoly.” 

Confronted as we are with the reign of the monopolies, will the 

House of . fresh from the people, as it is, refuse to even 


investigate the worst of all the monopolies? 
The big financiers of the . have taken of the 
financial laws, passed at their own instigation, to organize Money 


An appendix is added as part of this memorial, that may see 
ata 3 how the Congress has been made to play zee the hank of 
those who control the currency and credits of the co’ 

To Federal legislation and money issues has Neath a the use of 
the credit of the Nation and of the great reserves of the United States 

ry Department. 

Behind these laws and administrative an ental 8 

powers the Money Trust is entrenched, bony it now boldly proposes to 


consummate its 
enactmen 
Congress alone can save us from the grip of the 2 


wer and add the capstone to the fortress it has built 
of the Aldrich scheme. 

monopol: 

g 


but even Congress may not be able to do this without bringing the 
aes of the money power into the light ef day, and 
ay Py the —— for re congressional investigation, an iavertigniion: 
h trying to block by threats ‘of another panic. 
2 e f themselves suffice to ve the existence of the 
onopoly and the menace it is to the pu welfare and the necessity 
for the the action eee to prevent. 
3 your petitioner humbly prays that House resolution 314 


adopt 
And your petitioner will ever pray, ete. 
. * W. B. FLEMING. 


APPENDIX. 


A REVIEW OF THE FINANCIAL LEGISLATION UPON WHICH THR MONEY 
MONOPOLY FATTENS AND WHICH THE ALDRICH SCHEME IS 3 CROWN, 


Early in the nineteenth century the financiers passed a law incor- 
porating the United States Bank, and py tias bank established” a bank- 
monogo, whieh was destroyed by the ħeroie Andrew Jackson. 

ot until the public mind was absorbed in the m ighty struggle of 
tħe Civil War was ede attempt thereafter made to again build 

Fania but in t struggle the money changers saw and took 
tage of their 6 pportunity. 

Ix) spite —5 its ravages and the vast destruction of property which 
that war entai the people of the United States were never so pros- 
perous as they were at the time it was drawing to a close and imme- 
diately thereafter. This was largely because the people were supplied 
with an — eireulating medium issued and controlled the Gov- 
ernment. le was that currency that the business the coun- 
try was ——— ly eondueted 1 1 a os basis. The population of 
the loyal States was some 24, and the amount of money in cir- 
. 1 3 197, LAT n or, $50 r el na FE The times were so 


good. th Mr. enous." Ee said 
his alen reper that the 8 


was rosperous.“ 
retary was the spokesman for the of —.— oe wanted to “ draw 
all wealth to themselves.“ What 


ved 
=o foundations of this had already been laid by the national- 
em adopted in 1864, under which the national banks were made 
5 — s of issue. But in that year less than $32,000,000 of these notes 
were. 


existence. 
On April 12, 1866, an act was passed under which all Treasury 
notes were convertible into bonds at the option of the owner. 
teeta and the a large po tiom of 23225 1 
e um thus greatly contrac Ax was 
put on State-bank 5 to force its retirement. The demand 
ate ry ee 
8 circulation, 
te of their retirement ex 
reduced to 


er the law w payable in Treasury 
The panie o of | 1873 necessarily follow: and under its shadows, 
ch 3 Meek resumption of specie payments, was passed, pro 14, 
187 or tħe resum specie mer was memes 

y the Secretary of ry should = 


that after January 1. 1879. 
ate tendo, matea” ae eee 
e was 


the currency continued 1 — 


and to pass the act of May 31, 1 
egal-tender 

The next step in te evolution was to cut off the supply of silver 
money by closing the mints to silver coinage. Under cover of a bill 
which provided for revising and amending the laws relative to the 
mints, the co of silver was covertly dropped. By the same 
surreptitious method, under an act to codify the statutes, the legal 
N quality of silver — for any sum in excess of $5 was taken 


aw: 
This v ht on the silver struggle. lar agitation for the re- 
of the mints and the recoinage Sy 5 r resulted in the partial 
restoration of silver coinage under the Bland-Allisen bill of 1878, which 
was r bullion to in 1890 by the law known as the Sherman bill, whereby 
se to the amount of 4, ounees per month was pur- 
st which were issued silver Treasury 


rene | the Government, again: 
Sey rays notes constitute a large part of the currency used in 


botines $ “stove HE 
in eens the Seere 
pln pa to redeem 


next step was to re 
bill. To oe this 


pen oa Cleveland the SR ng 5 
e Treasury su e option o e 
notes in silver and in having — 


I the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
w*Clovelond ¢ 1 — not hesitate to use all the 
including the use of the patron- 
was given “an object lesson.” The com 
Street that bank credits should be with: 
ic of 1893 ensued. Some 600 banks failed and thousands 
The 5 elass was made to cry out for the repeal 
of the Sherman law. The Money Trust succeeded in repealing the Sher- 
man law and in establishing the gora standard. Unfortunately in 2 
fight the real issue was obscured by a contention for the-ratio of 16 
1—an arbi ratio. The question of ratio is a mere incident. rhe 
vital question Involved, a aster supply of Federal money as 
private money, was lost of. 
The su and use of Stes thus curtailed, the trust busied itself 
ve the age bill (Hill-Fowler bill), which boldly ope to 3 
h bank 1 the 5 eg and silver 
d Treasury notes ting nearly a billion — — 
Gage bil, prepared prepared on the | plan of the Baltimore Bankers’ Con- 
tion, fa to pass. In 3809 the currency bill, a compromise meas- 
y the Indianapo ers’ Monetary Convention, was 
This was done in f AES of pledges made for enormous 


campaign con eae toe of 1904 and 1898. y this bill the Secretaries 
(commonly appointed at the dictation of the Money 
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Trust) were vested with unlimited 
national-bank notes was reduced one-half; on was 
issue of national-bank notes to the full amount of bonds deposited, in- 
stead of 90 per cent as previously provided; Treasury notes were to be 
cancelled ; short-term bonds were replaced with long-term bonds; and 
the greenbacks impounded. Treasury notes, including silver certificates, 
were made redeemable in Sept the gold dollar was made the standard 
unit of value; and thus the silver dollars themselves and all forms of 
indebtedness, private as well as public, were in effect made pr in 
gold or its equivalent, in spite of the Mathews resolution of 1878, which 

ssed both Houses of Congress, declarative of the law which vi et 

erminus provided that the obligations of the Government might be paid 

in silver as well as gold dollars, 

The panic of 1907 enabled the trust to take another step in its march 
toward the goal of arbitrary and complete control of the currency. 
The Aldrich-Vreeland bill, which authorizes national banks to issue asset 
currency to the extent of $500,000,000, was pasma. Under this law the 
banks may deposit railroad and other bonds and securities with the 
Secretary of the Treasury and receive national-bank notes for these 
pled 4 and while drawing interest on the securities loan out the money 
received. 

Of this law the Philadelphia North American said: 

“This law will mean the turning over of the Treasury of the United 
States to the gamblers of the New York Stock Exchange; the making 
of ‘good times’ and bad times’ a ‘bull’ market and ‘bear’ market, 
according to the pleasure of Rogers and Rockefeller, of the National Ci 
Bank, and J. P. Morgan, of the National Bank of Commerce; the gi 
to the chief enemies of the Nation of the power to issue or retire halt 
a billion dollars, „ or compelling disaster, according 

tting 


wer to issue bonds; the tax on 


ven for the 


to whatever suits their book.” 

The national bank act was designed to concentrate the currency of 
the country in the great cities. The “reserve” banks are there and 
the money of the country banks 8 In the reserve banks counts 
under the law as so much cash on d. By a premium offered in the 
way of interest the deposits of the country banks are thus drawn to 
the great cities, chiefly to New York. In that metropolis is gathered 
also the money of the great insurance companies. Here, too, are 
deposited vast sums from the National Treasury. This congestion of 
money in the big Wall Street banks serves to divert the currency from 
commercial to stock jobbing and speculative purposes and puts it in 
the power of the big financiers to dominate the country. The Wall 
Street banks have in alliance with them the big banks of Boston, 
Philadelphia, and Chicago. The principal owners of the stocks in 
these banks are the industrial trusts, and by an interlocking system 
of directorates, the railroads, the iron and steel and copper usiness, 
the telephones and telegraphs, the express companies, and the munya 
utility corporations are all largely brought under a common control— 
a control which, as shown by Senator FOLLETTE in the Senate, is 
now reduced to some 14 men. í 

This power overawes city councils, State legislatures, the Congress, 
and even the Supreme Court itself. Worse still, it overawes the people, 
who. are afraid to vote for a change of administration when this power 
is arrayed against them. When a fearless enemy of the system is 
nominated for the Presidency a panic is threatened by the Money Trust, 
and the voters know it is able to execute its threat. 

This trust is above the law. It defies all the laws against monopoly, 
including the law of its own being, the law of the banking act. nder 
the national bank act, whenever a national bank fails to pay a de- 
positor’s check, it is the duty of the comptroller to put the into 
the hands of a receiver. This law was utterly ignored in the panics 
of 1893 and 1907, which the bankers themselves instigated, and the 
banks were allowed to refuse payments of depositors’ checks and to 
issue and circulate as money clearing-house certificates, 

Potential as it now is, the Money Trust is actively engaged in the 
effort to legalize all the powers it is now exercising and make it even 
more despotic. To this end it secured the 8 Commission and 
its recommendation of the central reserve association, by which the 
trust would monopolize A ace rere authority over financial matters 
and in effect create a United States bank with 3 sovereign 

owers over the money, the credits, and the business of the country. 

ko have the scheme enacted into law, bankers’ conventions have been 
held all over the country and a stupendous fund is being raised to 
influence public opinion and control Congress. 


[Mr. FERRIS addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, how much time is remaining 
on the other side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has 18 minutes 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 16 min- 
utes left. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Norgrs]. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, when the true history of con- 
gressional action on the so-called Money Trust investigation is 
written it will be found that the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LINDBERGH] is entitled to more credit than any other Mem- 
ber of the House. It was this gentleman who introduced the 
first resolution demanding an investigation of the Money Trust. 
It was at the hearing before the Committee on Rules, on his 
resolution, that the argument made by the gentleman from 
Minnesota set the members of that committee, the Members of 
this House, and all the country to thinking. Considerable has 
been said in this debate of a partisan nature, in which it is 
claimed that the present Democratic majority is entitled to 
whatever credit may be due for the proposed investigation. It 
is not my desire to enter into any partisan discussion of the 
subject, but the real facts are that it was the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Linppercn], a Republican, who first put the 
wheels in motion, and if there is any partisan credit to be 
given it should be given to him. His resolution covered the 
subject fully, but after a discussion of his resolution and after 
the entire country became interested in the discussion, then, 
for the first time, appears the mailed hand of politics, and for 
the first time there is an attempt made to get a partisan ad- 


vantage. Then it was that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] introduced his resolution on the subject. It was like- 
wise a comprehensive resolution, and the gentleman from Texas 
is entitled to credit for its preparation and its introduction. I 
have no doubt of his sincerity and honesty of purpose as far 
as his attempt is concerned to get a real investigation. His 
resolution if adopted would bring about a real investigation. 
He provides in his resolution that the investigation shall be 
made by a special committee, but in his enthusiasm he seemed 
to forget that the emissaries of Wall Street were able to work 
within his party as well as within any other party, and as it 
became evident that it was his intention to make an attempt to 
have the Rules Committee report his resolution the leaders of 
the Democratic majority stepped in and called a Democratic 
caucus. This caucus seemed to be opposed to any real investi- 
gation. They decided that the Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee should be instructed by a harmless resolution to sit during 
the session and the recess of Congres and make such investiga- 
tion as they deemed necessary. It gave to them no additional 
power, no additional authority. On three different days this 
caucus resolution has been brought into the House. Every time, 
for fear of defeat, it has been withdrawn, and now it seems 
that the political machine has been so perfected that they feel 
confident that a real investigation can be smothered and this 
meaningless resolution passed through the House. 

Shorn of all legal verbiage, this resolution, if passed, would 
simply give the Committee on Banking and Curreney the right 
to sit during the sessions and the recess of this House. This 
resolution, which came in here to-day, practically means that 
and nothing more. 

Now, we passed the resolution providing for a special com- 
mittee for the investigation of the Sugar Trust, a special 
committee for the Steel Trust investigation, and when making 
an investigation of the greatest trust of all you simply refer it 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, whose jurisdiction, 
it is admitted, does not reach more than one-third of the matters 
involved in this proposition of a Money Trust. 

This resolution has been first in the Rules Committee, then 
to the Democratic caucus, then back to the Rules Committee, 
then to the House, back to the Rules Committee, back to the 
House, then the Rules Committee, and now here it is the third 
time, clothed in a little different garb, but it is just as impotent, 
just as worthless as it ever was, and if it could speak, it would 
offer its apologies to the Missouri poet, and then in the agony 
of its miserable existence say: 


gt Dye I come to town 

The boys — N kickin’ me all aroun’, 
It makes no difference if I am a clown, 
You've gotta quit kickin’ me all aroun’, 


[Laughter.] 

The Democratic caucus by a vote of 115 has smothered the 
real investigation that was proposed by the Lindbergh and 
Henry resolutions, Think of 115 men in a secret caucus con- 
trolling the official action of 393 Members. We have here a 
practical illustration of the evils of the caucus. Oh, yes, gentle- 
men, you did—you helped some of us to overthrow what you 
termed the czar; and then you have given your allegiance to 
and placed upon the throne King Caucus, and you kneel and 
bow and scrape before his throne like the slave crouches in the 
dust at the feet of his master. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

If you want a real investigation, why not pass the Henry 
or Lindbergh resolution? If you want to give to the people, 
to the public, to the country, and to this House the facts, then 
why conceal it and cover it up in this sham resolution that is 
now before the House by consent of Wall Street and by virtue of 
this Democratic caucus? [Applause on the Republican side.) 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to have a little more time. 

[The time of Mr. Norris was extended.] 

Mr. Speaker, it has been argued that there is no Money 
Trust and that an investigation would injure business. If 
there be no Money Trust, then no one can be burt by an 
honest investigation, no matter how thorough it may be. Hon- 
est business will not be hurt by publicity, and any business 
that can not exist in the light of day is not honest and does 
not need and ought not have protection. I have here a letter 
from Mr. A. E. Stilwell, the great railroad builder. I pre- 
sume every Member has a copy. It is an open letter, directed 
to Members of the Senate and the House of Representatives. 
In this letter Mr. Stilwell specifically charges that there is a 
Money Trust, and sets forth some its evil doings. He says 
that he has felt its power in his work. He has been delayed 
and halted, and at times it looked as though he must fail on 
account of enormous combinations of wealth controlled by men 


1912. 


who did not want to see his railroads constructed. It is com- 
mon knowledge that no man or set of men can finance any 
great institution or enterprise without they get the consent of 
a few men in Wall Street, and these men always demand their 
rake-off. In this letter Mr. Stilwell quotes from a speech deliv- 
ered by the president of the Continental Commercial Bank, of 
Chicago, at a meeting of financial men. He quotes this gentle- 
- man, as follows: 

I believe the money power now lies in the hands of a dozen men. I 
plead guilty to being one. 

Mr. Stilwell says that two or three banks in New York, two 
or three in Chicago, and two or three in St. Louis control the 
question of whether loans shall be made to correspondents 
throughout the entire country. The man or men who control 
the money of a country control everything there is in it, and 
there is a general understanding throughout the country that 
such a condition exists and that a very few of the great money 
kings absolutely have their grip upon every enterprise and upon 
every great undertaking. The American people from one end 
of the country to the other are demanding the truth. They 
want an honest, square investigation. It was the purpose .of 
the Lindbergh resolution and also of the Henry resolution to 
give such an investigation. -This money power can prevent rail- 
way construction. It prevents the development of States and 
Territories by the control of credit. It holds in its greedy 
hands the destinies of millions. We are importuned by people 
from all over the country to provide for an investigation that 
shall be honest and thorough. As I have said, it is admitted 
that the Banking and Currency Committee does not have juris- 
diction over more than a third of the matters controlled by the 
.Money Trust. It is understood and known throughout the coun- 
try that Wall Street has been laboring through those who can 
control the Democratic caucus for weeks and weeks, trying to 
squelch this investigation, or, failing in that, to haye the matter 
referred to the Banking and Currency Committee and not in- 
vestigated by a special committee, as provided in the Lindbergh 
and the Henry resolutions. There are many Democrats on that 
side of the House who, if uncoerced and uncontrolled by the 
silent but terrible power of the caucus, would gladly vote with 
us to defeat the previous question and then to pass an amend- 
ment that would make this a real investigation. The parlia- 
mentary situation is such that unless the previous question is 
defeated no amendment will be in order, so the yote on the pre- 
vious question is the test vote; and I want to call to witness, 
gentlemen, that the man who has thrice lead your party in the 
presidential contest has sounded the warning and called atten- 
tion to you and to the country that this investigation should be 
made, according to the Henry resolution, by a special committee, 
and to refer it to the Banking Committee is only to smother it. 
Mr. Bryan recently telegraphed Mr. Henry of Texas, chairman 
of the Rules Committee, as follows: 


I regard caucus on Money Trust investigation as crisis. Its result 
will largely affect our chances in comin, eee: Please say to any- 
one who values my judgment that I am heartily with you in demand for 
special committee. There are many objections to investigation by regu- 
lar committee, but it is enough to know that Wall Street prefers regular 
committee. We can not afford to allow accused parties to select this 
jury. Success to you. If our party is afraid to offend the powerful 
financial interests that have fought us since 1896 we can not expect 
public confidence. 

WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN. 


But, my Democratic friends, that is not the only warning you 
have received. The chairman of the Committee on Rules, the 
able gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], on the 2d day of 
February published a letter over his own signature in the Wash- 
ington Post. In this letter he calls your attention to the real 
situation. Mr. Henry says: 


The truth is that only one-third of the matters provided for in my 


resolution pertain to the duties and jurisdiction of that committee, and 
an equal third each goes respectively to the Judiciary and Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committees, should the facts and frauds be un- 


covered, which I have promised the American people will be done if we 
can have a real investigation and not a sham. 

These discoverable facts will belong with equal pertinency to the jur- 
isdiction of these three committees when we unearth them. Then why 
send my resolution to the Banking and Currency Committee? Why? 

These same men who are trying to do that were just as determined 
at first that there should be no investigation under any circumstances. 
They have now changed their tactics, 


In a communication from Mr. Samuel Untermyer he informs me: 


“I happen to know something of the desperate efforts that are being 

made from New York, through the local banks in every section of the 

country, to defeat this investigation or to send it to the Committee on 

Banking and Currency. You have a big fight on your hands, but the 
me is well worth the candle No more important or public-spirited 
ht was ever made.” 

Let me cave assurance that I know Mr. Untermyer is speaking the 
unvarnished truth. 

A careful reading of my resolution will demonstrate that if a real 
investigation can be had, facts will be uncovered and established that 
throw a flood of light on other propositions than a simple currency 
law, It will unearth conditions and a system that will show the 
American people not only how to legislate on the currency bill now 
pending, but the trust problem and interstate-commerce corporations and 

ways, ~ ? 
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A thorough examination of my resolution will show that we will 
also get at the methods of the Money Trust in manipulating the prices 
of cotton and other agricultural products, their power to make bull“ 
and “bear” markets, and their conspiracies to depress the pices of 
farm products, and thereby the cotton growers of the South, the grain 
growers of the West, and the farmers everywhere will have authentic 
information and a long-sought answer as to how Wall Street has been 
executing these deeds and conspiracies for many years. 

Therefore, I am fighting for a real investigation in a sane, deliberate, 
wise, and unsensational way. 

R. L. Henny. 


Now, the question arises: Are you going to permit the call of 
duty to be subservient to the dictates of the caucus? Why not 
declare your freedom on this occasion and help us to amend 
this resolution so it will be effective? If you will vote down 
the previous question we will offer as a substitute the provision 
of the Henry resolution, providing for a special committee, giv- 
ing to them full and ample powers to make the investigation 
thorough and complete. There are some of us over here who 
will not be shackled by the mandates of a secret party caucus. 
There are many of you over there who believe as we do. Why 
not, then, come out into the open; join with us; let us present 
a united front to a united enemy? ° 

How foolish this investigation would be, even if it were 
started by three separate committees of the House. The House 
of Representatives, as I have said before, has never taken 
such a course in any prior investigation. What would you 
have said to us when you proposed to investigate the Steel 
Trust if we had said, Let that part of the matters pertain- 
ing to the Steel Trust that is within the jurisdiction of the 
Judiciary Committee be investigated by that committee; let that 
part that is within the jurisdiction of the Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee be investigated by that committee; let 
that part of the investigation pertaining to banking and cur- 
rency be investigated by that committee; let that part which 
relates to the labor of its employees be investigated by the Com- 
mittee on Labor?” The very statement of the proposition dis- 
closes its foolishness. The only practical, honest, fair way 
to make this investigation is by some one committee having 
complete authority to investigate all the details and all the 
ramifications of this great trust, no matter whether it leads in 
the direction of the Judiciary, whether it leads to Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, or whether it leads to Banking. Every- 
body here knows and understands that this is only an attempt 
to avoid the real issue. You have been inveigled into it 
through the instrumentality of a caucus. Why not put our 
work here on the floor of the House, the place we haye sworn 
to perform our duty, above and beyond the control of an un- 
official organization held in secret, dominated and controlled by 
the political machine? 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, first offering my apologies to 
James Whitcomb Riley, I want to dedicate to the loyal subjects 
of King Caucus this little stanza: 

There was a little Democrat who wouldn't say his prayers, 
And so the caucas gobbled him and spanked him unawares. 
They threatened him, they pounded him, they rolled him thin and sleek, 
And when the job was finished there he was humble, sore, but meek. 
And the caucus ‘il git you if you don’t watch out. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 


There were some stalwart Democrats, who swore they saw a trust; 
With bulls and bears it boled there in Wall Street's dirty dust; 
But when the caucus finished them they saw ‘twas just a dream. 
They laid their heads in Wall Street's lap and slumbered on again. 
And the caucus ‘ll git you if you don't watch out. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


pired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, public opinion 
is so easily molded for right or wrong, as the promoters of pub- 
licity intend it shall be, that it is refreshing to observe how 
cheerfully the editorial brethren dwell together on certain prob- 
lems of political interest. Our friends of the Democratic Party 
have been discovering a great many mare’s-nests since they have 
been in control of this House, and some of these they have in- 
vestigated until the lead became too hot for comfort, as in the 
great Controller Bay exposé, which wound up in such a lament- 
able fiasco. As to the propriety of these proceedings, we have 
had both sides of the question; first, that the regular committees 
should make these investigations; second, that the work should 
be done by special committees with Representatives as ac- 
eusers, as in the case of the inquiry into the Army shoe con- 
tracts; and both methods have been held by the House to be 
justifiable. While cutting down the tariff and reducing expendi- 


tures in other directions, making it a serious question whether 
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both ends can be met during the next fiscal year, and whether 
great public improvements like rivers and harbors and public 
buildings can be continued, the publicity following in the trail 
of the investigators has been a sufficient inducement to en- 
courage and continue the investigations at much expense, not- 
withstanding the small returns and frequent failures resulting 
therefrom. 

The latest scheme to attract attention to the activity of the 
Democrats in the House and to secure the newspaper headlines, 
which are so valuable for campaign purposes, is the professed 
desire to discover and drive from its lair the Money Trust. I 
do not intend to enlarge upon this new sensation, except to lay 
before the House the views of three of the great newspapers of 
the city of Philadelphia, who “agree” most indifferently upon 
this subject. In fact, even the casual reader of the editorials, 
which I now present, will be able to understand not only how 
wicked are the malefactors of great wealth,” who put all the 
money of the country in their own strong boxes, and deprive 
every mortal son of the 92,000,000 of us, who are still doing 
business in the country, to obtain any spare change at all, but 
they also seem to suggest that this hydraheaded and multi- 
fingered octopus, the Money Trust, is as much a myth as the 
Cerberus of Dante. That there is something spectral, if not 
demagogic, about this frightful monster that so completely en- 
slaves us all is shown by the Philadelphia Record, our leading 
Democratic newspaper in Pennsylvania, in its issue of February 
8. The Record’s article is worth the reading, not only because 
it tersely presents its facts, but throws in a little classical his- 
tory that is satisfyingly illustrative. It follows: 


Of all the foolish tres conjured up by politicians and 88 
to frighten a free and inde ent people, that of the so-called 
Trust is 8 most absurd. le we hear more of it now than 
perhaps ever ‘ore, this bugaboo is y no means new, but has fre- 
been inyoked in days gone by for much the same purposes as 
now. Its history_is 8 traced by Prof. Joseph French John- 
son, dean of the New York University School of Commerce who deliv- 
sre adie petoro se Tania an estan eli 
‘a as su The ‘pro’ g and cur 3 
with expecial reference to monopolistic control of credits,” he had this 
to say of the appearance of this monster in past centuries : 
ka The so-called Money Trust is the same old bogey with which dema- 
pogues have frightened the Sim 


quen: 


Simons of all ages. Apparently its 
ood-sucking tentacles are no longer, nor more numero than when 

under the name of Julian, in the second century of the C ristian era, 

it bought the Roman Empire, or than when, under the disguise of a 

4 N Minkar it financed the Crusades in return for a first 

upon Christendom. 

Pare Scotch historian, Archibald Alison, discovered the monster at 
work in England nearly 100 years ago. He writes of the ‘common com- 
plaint that the money powerful, that its sway is 

ramount in the legislature, and that it is able to set all the other 
terests in the community at defiance.’ ” 


The people of the interior, who hate Wall Street, which is as 
much a hidden terror to most people of the East as it is to those 
of the South or West, might feel a sense of relief in the perusal 
of the Record’s editorial were it not for the widely circulated 
Philadelphia North American, which is pronouncedly active on 
progressive lines. The North American does not agree with its 
distinguished contemporary the Record, but thinks there is a 
Money Trust“ and an “oligarchy „» and a “conspiracy ” and a 
great many other things that are calculated to stir the political 
fighting blood of all its readers. This is what the North Ameri- 


can says in its editorial of February 9: 
DEMOCRATS SURRENDER TO WALL STREET. 


stand in the conflict between She 5 p 
eee 
rmanently when they su u a false-pre 0 eto 
jh 4 — the proposed thorough investigation of the centralized con- 
trol of money and credit, which is giving to the Morgan-Rockefeller-Wall 
Street combination the power of life and death over business and in- 


dustry. 

Oni; four days ago that Wall Street spokesman, the New York Sun, 
said frankly: An investigation of banking conditions carried on by the 
House Committee on Banking and Curreney, whose members are known 
to be conservative men, and for the purpose of supplementing the work 
of the Monetary Commission, would be looked upon with comparative 
indifference in financial circles.” And yesterday, while the Philadelphia 
and other Tory newspapers were deceiving their readers with such head- 
lines as “ Democrats order an investigation of Money Trust,” bor pro- 
duced new candor in the Sun, its headline reading truthfully, “No 
money hunt, says caucus.” 

Naturally, the Underwood-Fitzgerald-Clayton-Palmer-Adamson-Little- 
ton-Pujo crowd did not dare openly oppose an investigation. They 
still hope to delude the people in regard to their worthless subterfuge. 
And, in a parliamentary way, it must be admitted that they did their 
service to the masters of Wall Street with some skill. The bogeyman 
of Bryan was set up and may have angered a few Members into support 
of Uxperwoop. But the false pretense that the Henry resolution, which 
spoke the sentiment of all the progressives in both parties, represented 
only a desire by Mr. Bryan to run Congress did not blind many in 


out of Congress. 
Gore shrewd and more effective was the indignant plea that the ap- 
e standing com- 


pointment of a special committee would diseredit all 
mittees and impeach the honor of their personnel. 

Wall Street threats of a panic, the power of the House leaders, includ- 
ing Speaker CLARK, all the influence which could be brought to bear b 
banking institutions in the districts of the Members, all threats an 


public welfare. 


. which the commercial world looks forward to a 


promises which direct representatives of Wall Street could utter, and all 
the arguments in favor of party harmony and the wisdom of doing noth- 
ing to arouse the opposition of the great financial interests had more or 
less effect. And the Wall Street service was accomplished by a vote of 


115 to 66. 
The scheme thus successfully perpetrated was to save the Aldrich 
monet: plan from the exposure of its evils, which would have been 


certain in an honest and thorough investigation, and to do this by the 
Committee on king and Currency, of which Puso, of Louisiana, is 
the chairman. 

There is not in the entire list of House committees one so absolutely 
reactionary and special-privilege controlled as this. Most of the older 
members of the committee were appointed by CANNON, and were named 
by him to pack the committee against former Chairman Fowler, placing 
it In Hine with all the schemes of public exploitation which former Sena- 
tor Aldrich and the Morgan-Rockefeller combination, which he repre- 
sents, wished to force through the Congress. 

VREELAND, appointed chairman of the Cannon packed committee and 
now vice chairman of the Aldrich packed Monetary Commission, is the 
leading Republican member. Puzo and the two other leading Demo- 
crats are a members of the Aldrich commission and signed the Al- 
drich consolidated banking scheme. 

To refer a resolution affecting the direct interests of great and power- 
ful financial combinations to the present Banking and Currency Commit- 
tee of the House is exactly as would be its-reference to former Senator 
Aldrich or Cannon or to any one of the half dozen Democratic House 
Members, like UNDERWOOD or IArrLxrox, who are so obviously seeking 
to serve those interests for purposes of their own. 

The whole Democratic Party must bear the burden of the subservience 
of Unperwoop and CLank to the commands of the centralized Morgan- 
Rockefeller control of money and credit. But justice should be done to 
the Democrats who composed the surprisingly large minority in the 


caucus, ’ 

Only a little while ago Penrosp was declaring, in substance, that no 
one in or out of Washington was interested in the money question, and 
that only a select few 8 had a glimmer of understanding of it. 
The action of those 66 ocrats, standing’ firm against all outside 
pressure and the power of their House organization for a full, fair, frank 

resentation of facts to the American Pre le, was not, as the New York 

un ehastely and temperately terms it, “the act of a band of populist 
blatherskites and former free silverites,” but proof that understanding 
of the centralized control does exist and is swiftly spreading. 

UnpERwoop and CLARK stand self-exposed in their true colors as doers 
of Wall Street’s bidding. If there follows any investigation, it will be a 
ening Hon a Coe — 8 an ae reveal the facts that 

erican e to form an int 
Marien monetary scheme. peop elligent opinion of the 
one o e most important features of that caucus vote was its 
corroboration of Woodrow Wilson’s statement at Allentown: Parties 
are simply men who take sides, and there is no vitality in a party unless 
there is something to take sides about. One of the most dificult things 
in our time is for a man to determine what party he belongs to. It's 


Menak vote of the 66 and the 

vote o an 0 control assumed by Wall Stree 
of the Democratic machin and leadership in Congress ine the latest 
auguries of an inevitable b of a new party in this Nation, unless 


the reactionaries in either the Republi 
routed this year. publican or Democratic Party are 


But the Philadelphia Record, great newspaper that it is, still 
loyal to the Democratic Party notwithstanding its ridicule of 
the so-called Money Trust in its issue of February 8, comes 
back to the rescue of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] in its issue of February 9 with a further editorial, which 
is commended to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] who 
has in mind the very important question of continuing the 
search for the “hydra-headed monster.” In this second edi- 
torial, the Record says: 


THE HUNT FOR A MONEY TRUST. 


Mr. UnpErwoop remains leader of the House of Representatives de- 

ite the efforts of William Jennings Bryan to n him. The 

ouse has been organized in accordance with the general public inter- 
ests, and the standing committees are competent to perform any duties 
the House may ass to them. Mr. Bryan was anxious to have an in- 
vestigation of the alleged Money Trust by a special committee created 
for the purpose, presumably with Mr. Henry of Texas at its head, but 
the very reason why he wished this was a reason why it should not be 
done, and Mr. UNDERWOOD understood this and carried his point, that 
the several parts of the investigation, which many Members desired, 
should be assigned to the appropriate standing committees. 

There is no Mone t in any such sense as Mr. Henry of Texas 
uses the term, but the financial interests of the country are centralized 
to a great extent, and it is entirely proper for the House of Representa- 
tives to see how far this centralization has gone and what are the 
effects of it. ‘This work can very properly be done by the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. There is some demand for such an inguiry out- 
side of political circles. There are men of business who believe such an 
inquiry would disclose useful information. The inquiry will create no 
alarm or uneasiness anywhere, and Congress can secure the information 
it may need to guide its action without any disturbance of business. 

The project of a special investigating committee under the leadership 
of a man who believes that Wall Street has cornered the United States 
would be felt in all financial cireles as an expression of hostility on the 
part of Co , and it would add to the sense of uneasiness with 
residential campaign. 
Investigation by the standing committees will not get on the nerves of 
financial concerns, and it will yield all the useful results that could be 
looked for from a special inquest. 

The Democratic Party is opposed to monopolies of every sort, but it 
is not hostile to business, even big business, not even big financial busi- 
ness, and the efforts of Mr. Henry of Texas would have created an in- 
jurious misconception of the party’s purposes. 


Meanwhile, it is fair to observe that the stalwart Republican 
Inquirer, of Philadelphia, viewing with favor the Democratic 
Record of February 8, and differing from the Record of Feb- 
ruary 9, with sinister references to certain presidential pos- 
sibilities which might be affected by the outcome of the nation- 
wide excitement over the so-called Money Trust, hints that 


poem about. 
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the Democratic Party is itself a little perturbed over the con- 
sequences of its heroic mounting of St. George to slay the 
dragon. Indeed, the Inquirer is skeptical, as will be seen in 
the following extract from the issue of February 9: 

RUNNING AWAY FROM AN INVESTIGATION. 


Are the heavens falling? Are the clouds tumbling down about our 
heads? For at last the Democrats of the House of Representatives 
actually are running away from an investigation. They have investi- 
gated about everything under the sun except the cold weather of this 
winter. They have ordered committee after committee to make in- 
quiries. They have wasted tens of thousands of dollars on useless 
probings, and they have never seemed to learn wisdom. 

But at last something has broken in upon the serenity of their 
dreams. One of their number—Representative Henry—demanded still 
another committee—a special committee to be charged with the investi- 
gation of the Money st—and in caucus assembled, and in spite 
of the earnest advice of Mr. Bryan that the special committee be 
named, they have declared against the proposition and have buried the 
* inquiry in the pigeonholes of one of the standing committees. 

here will be various opinions concerning this action. They will 
be obliged to listen to charpie that they are under the thumb of the 
Money Trust—and Bryan himself will take that ground—that they 
don't dare to tackle Wall Street; that their professions of plety are 
loud but meant only for the ear, and that the interests“ have got 
‘em by the hair of the head. 

But, after all, the probability is that the bulk of the Democrats 
assembled in caucus concluded that if there is a Money Trust it is 
intangible and impossible to get at, and that any serious effort to 
chase it would be about as fruitless as a boy's pursuit of the will-o’- 


the-wisp. 
Nevertheless, between the Underwood and 15 sections of the 


i l 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, I have cited these important editorial 
comments upon a problem that seems to be setting the political 
pulse afire, because they serve to show that the great mass of 
the people are sometimes to be excused for drifting away from 
their fixed principles. They depend largely’ upon the great 
editors for political gospel, and according as they are swayed, 
they frequently lambaste their Members of Congress who do 
not incidentally kill off all the railroad presidents, corporation 
managers, manufacturers and other employers of labor, or pur- 
yeyors of wealth, as the restless and excited spirit dictates. To 
a large degree the Democratic Party thus far during this 
session of Congress has undertaken to destroy almost everybody 
and everything against which anybody has a grievance, and 
they have succeeded so well that business has been seriously af- 
fected, that revenues have been reduced, and that public improve- 
ments have been halted. There has been no let-up in the search 
for trouble, and there promises to be none so long as there is 
anything tangible to investigate or any constructive agency 
remains to be torn down. 

But, Mr. Speaker, while I am inclined to believe with both 
the Democratic Record and the Republican Inquirer that this 
resolution is practically an ordinance to investigate windmills 
and will-o’-the-wisps, I do not want to deny the majority the 
right to exercise its own free will in this instance. Indeed, it 
would be useless to oppose them. If you are ready to assume 
the responsibility and take the consequences of an investigation 
that is calculated to work injury in financial circles, and possi- 
bly to institutions wherein are kept the savings of the poor, 
without accomplishing any corresponding benefit to the people 
at large, it is your affair. I am satisfied under these circum- 
stances to have the matter go to the Committee on Currency 
and shall vote accordingly. It will be the simplest way of 
imposing the penalty and of allaying the agitation. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I have been amused by the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norkis]. He re- 
cited a little poem, saying there was a little Democrat, and so 
forth. The difference between the Democratic Party and the 
Republican Party is, the Democratic Party is sincere, harmo- 
nious, and militant, and the Republican Party is insincere, 
divided, and unreliable, and after the next election there will 
not be enough Republicans left in this House to write a little 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] has been called 
neurotic by a distinguished Republican, and since that last 
effusion of his I am inclined to the opinion that he has been 
taking narcotics. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen on the other side who are 
opposing this investigation base their opposition upon what 
they term a lack of sincerity on this side to make the investiga- 
tion. Will any Democrat in this House support them in this 
unwarranted contention? 

This resolution states that the committee has the power to 
propose to the House all legislation relating to banking and 
currency, and then it expresses the desire to secure full and 
complete information regarding the banking and currency con- 
ditions cf the country for the purpose of determining what 
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legislation is needed. And this resolution authorizes the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency to compel witnesses to come 
before it, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths 
to witnesses, to employ experts, ceunsel, and so forth; and not 
only that, the Speaker of this House is authorized to summon 
persons to appear before the committee. ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the most effective arguments made 
as to why we should baye this investigation was made by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. Every Democrat in 
this House should yote with his party upon this question, if for 
no other reason, because of the speech made by the gentleman 
from Kansas, The gentleman says that we have been talking 
about money trusts and other trusts for 16 years, when we were 
not in power in this House, and I desire to say to him that we 
are in power now in this House and we are going to make this 
investigation that you and your party have failed and refused to 
make for 16 years. [Applause on the Democrati side.] The 
gentleman from Kansas would have us repudiate the action 
of the Democratic caucus and reflect upon the sincerity of the 
men who represent this side of thè House on that committee. 
We propose to make this investigation, and we will not come 
back to the House with broken promises, as you have so fre- 
quently done. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This com- 
mittee will make a thorough and honest investigation, and we 
will report whatever we find to this House. We will not do 
as you did in 1904, when you pretended to have Mr. Cortelyou, 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, with the Bureau of Cor- 
porations in his hands, to investigate the trusts. He was chair- 
man of the Republican campaign committee and a trust investi- 
gator at one and the same time. He went out investigating 
trusts with one hand and showing his badge as chairman of 
the Republican campaign committee with the other, and the 
trusts said, “How much do you want?” [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Where are all the facts gath- 
ered by Cortelyou regarding the oppressive trusts? Where is 
his report upon his findings? They sleep some where in the 
cashed-in checks of the Republican Party. His was a farcical 
investigation, and you are so accustomed to farcical investiga- 
tions you can not believe that any other kind can be had. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] You stand to-day branded all 
over with broken promises to the people, and during your reign 
great evils haye sprung up in the Republic and this is the first 
time that the people have had an opportunity to get at these 
evils, and, by the eternal gods, we are going to get at them in 
spite of the Republican Party. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster]. 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman on the 
other side of the aisle complains of this resolution because it 
refers to only one-third of resolution 405. I want to say to those 
over there who believe in investigation of all subjects contained 
in resolution 405, if you will possess your souls in patience a 
little while we will start honest W. W. Rucker, of Missouri, 
after the investigation of the collection and expenditure of 
campaign funds used in elections. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And then, when it comes to the antitrust question, I am 
sure we will give the distinguished and able chairman, HENRY 
D. CLAYTON, the power to inyestigate what is necessary as to 
the trusts and the Jaws necessary to take care of them. Then, 
when we get through with him, we will turn to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and we will give that 
committee all the power that is necessary to take up under 
that resolution and investigate the subject relating to inter- 
state and foreign commerce, under the direction of the able 
chairman of the committee, Judge ApAMson, of Georgia. And 
so I am sure, gentlemen, if you will just hold on for a little 
while and stand here and vote for these resolutions as they 
come in, and as I know you will do for this one, we will give 
you an investigation of these subjects that the American people 
have asked for for so many years while you were in power, 
and which you failed to give to them. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield oxe minute to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, in order to still the impatience 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], and the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Lenroor], I beg to read to the House a resolution 
which I have to-day introduced: 


Resolved, That in order to obtain full and complete information in 
regard to proposed amendments of “An act to protect trade and com- 
merce against unlawful restraints and monopolies,” approved July 2, 
1890, for the purpose of determining what legislation is needed, the 


Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
[Applause on the 
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Committee on the Judiciary is authorized and directed to make a full 


investigation thereof, including all matters touched u House 
resolution No. 405 within the Jurisdletion of said committee, and said 
committee is authorized as a whole, or by subcommittee, to sit during 
sessions of the House and the recess of Congress, to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, to send for persons ps age to administer 

accountants, and 


oatlis to witnesses, and to employ experts, 
clerical and other assistants. 

The Speaker shall have authority to sign and the Clerk to attest 
subpenas during the sessions or recess of Congress. 

[Applause.] 

And, I think, under this resolution my friend from Nebraska 
[Mr. Norris], who is a member of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and I can get busy and do any necessary investigating. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, how does the time 
stand between the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAŁZELL] 
and myself? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has 10} min- 
utes remaining and the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 11 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. -I ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to use some of his time. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, my objection to this resolution 
is that it is a false pretense. It is an insult to the intelligence 
of this House. It is a pretended proclamation upon the part 
of the Democratic Party in this House that they will undertake 
an investigation of the so-called Money Trust, and it is at the 
same time a refusal to adopt the resolutions that they have 
already pending that would enable them to make such inyesti- 
gation. 

Now, what is this resolution? It is a substitute for House 
resolution 411. House resolution 411 is this: 

Whereas the Committee on Banking and Currency is vested with the 
power to rae to the House all legislation relating to banking and 
currency ; an 

Whereas said committee is desirous of securing full and complete in- 


formation regarding the banking and currency conditions of the country 
cag hoes purpose of determining what legislation is needed: Therefore 


Resolved, That the Committee on . and Currency, as a whole 
or by subcommittee, is authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House and the recess of Congress, to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses, to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths to wit- 
nesses, and to employ experts, counsel, accountants, and clerical and 
other assistants. = 

That is the original resolution. The substitute is the same 
exactly as the original resolution, with this exception: 

Including all matters touched upon in House resolution No, 405 
within the jurisdiction of said committee. 

Well, of course, I do not need to argue to an intelligent House 
that this supplementary resolution changes in no respect the 
original resolution, and adds nothing to the jurisdiction of the 
committee. If this resolution be passed to-day the committee 
will be authorized to investigate matters relating to banking and 
currency and to nothing else. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Now, then, will that investigation of matters relating to 
banking and currency be an inyestigation of the so-called 
Money Trust? i 

Let us see. We can find that out by going to resolution 405. 
That resolution No. 405—I can not undertake to go through it 
entirely—calls for the investigation of the financial operations 
of railroad corporations in the jurisdiction of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. It proposes an investigation of the 
issue and sale of securities and stocks, the control of deposits 
in various banks of the country, and the banking resources of 
the country. It proposes an investigation of the financial power 
or money power controlling the security and commodity mar- 
kets of the country. It proposes an investigation of the New 
York Stock Exchange. It proposes an investigation of the New 
York Clearing House Association. - 

These are the matters that are to be investigated in connec- 
tion with the investigation of the Money Trust, and not one of 
them is included in the resolution now before the House, brought 
here for the express purpose of trying to fool the House, of trying 
to fool the people, of trying to make the people believe that you 
are engaged in an investigation of the so-called Money Trust 
when you have not the courage to report resolutions which 
would have authorized you to investigate the Money Trust. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 81 7 

Gentlemen of the majority, you do not want to investigate 
the Money Trust. If you did want to, why did you not report 
the resolutions now pending, which have been pending before 
the Committee on Rules since December last? The first of these 
resolutions was introduced by the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LinppercH]. He proposes to investigate the combinations 
controlling money and credits, violations of the banking laws, 
combinations to control deposits and the bank reserves. And, 
not satisfied with that resolution, which was pending for many 


months in the Committee on Rules, he introduced a second 
resolution, which enlarged the scope of the original resolution 
and authorized investigations into the flotations of the Amalga- 
mated Copper Co.’s stock, the rise and fall of the prices of the 
stocks of the Central Railroad of New Jersey, and of the Read- 
ing Railroad Co.; investigations with respect to the Tennessee 
Coal & Iron Co., the New York Stock Exchange, the New York 
Clearing House Association, and all that sort of thing. 

Why did you not report that resolution? It indicates what 
you understand by the Money Trust. And while that resolu- 
tion was pending before the Committee on Rules the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry] introduced another resolution, from 
which I read a few moments ago. 

Mr, THAYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; I regret I have not the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. DALZELL. And in that resolution he proposed the crea- 
tion of a committee of seven, to be selected from the Committee 
on Ways and Means, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
from the Committee on Banking and Currency, from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, from the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress, and some outside Members. An investigation 
of the Money Trust, according to the gentleman from Texas, 
required the exercise of the jurisdiction of all these commit- 
tees. It extended far beyond the functions or power of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Now, do I need to stand here and argue that the measure of 
an investigation of the so-called Money Trust is to be found in 
the resolution presented by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry], the chairman of the Committee on Rules, which your 
caucus instructed you not to report? Why, the resolution be- 
fore the House to-day has been denounced in the public press 
as a fraud by the peerless leader of the Democratic Party, 
hap se J. Bryan. [Applause and laughter on the Republican 

rg j 

But, more than that, it has been denounced in the public 
press by the chairman of the Committee on Rules, the author of 
the Henry resolution himself. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Let me read his statement to you. In a signed article, 
published in the Washington Post on Sunday, February 3, of 
this present year, Mr, HENRY says, complaining of information 
which was given out to the effect that he wanted to be chairman 
of the investigating committee: 

This inspired information was given to the public for the 
pose of arousing the members of the Banking and Currency 
against me. 

Then he goes on to say: 

The truth is that only one-third of the matters provided for in m 
resolution pertains to the duties and jurisdiction of Phat committee an 
an ogun third each goes respectively to the Judiciary and Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce mmittees, should the facts and frauds be uncov- 
ered, which I have promised the American people will be done if we can 
have a real investigation and not a sham. 

{Applause on the Republican side.] 

These discoverable facts will belong with equal pertinency to the 
jurisdiction of these three committees when we un them. ‘Then, 
Ww 3 my resolution to the Banking and Curreney Committee 

Then he goes on: 

A careful reading of my resolution will demonstrate that if a real 
investigation can be had, facts will be uncovered and established that 
throw a flood of light on other propositions than a simple currency law. 
It will unearth conditions and a system that will show the American 
people not only how to legislate on the currency bill now pending, but 
the trust problem and interstate-commerce corporations and railways. 

So, I repeat, this resolution is on its face a sham, It has been 
denounced as a sham by your great leader, Mr. Bryan. It has 
been denounced as a sham by the chairman of the Committee 
on Rules, Mr. Henry of Texas, who introduced the resolution, 
The Henry resolution for a real investigation has been repudi- 
ated by a Democratic caucus. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

I want to say, before I surrender the floor, that I do not be- 
lieve there is any Money Trust. I should vote against a resolu- 
tion to investigate the Money Trust—an attack on business in- 
terests which would result in nothing but sensation—and, unlike 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. MANN], I shall vote against this 
resolution, first, because there is no necessity for it—the Mone- 
tary Commission has already made thorough investigation—and, 
secondly, because it is a humbug and a sham. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
from Indiana [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Speaker, the honorable minority leader [Mr. 
Mann] suggests that the people d this investigation are 
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pursuing a trust phantom. There was a time when men and 
parties could make the defense that there were no trusts; but 
the campaign slogan of Mark Hanna has been repudiated and 
the people have at last found out for themselves that there are 
trusts. [Applause on the Democratic side.] There was a time 
when men and parties could take an evasive position on public 
questions; but there is a change and a new order of things in 
politics to-day, and the people are demanding not only that their 
Representatives define their positions on measures, but they are 
holding over them the rule that he who is not for prompt legis- 
lation is against legislation. [Applause.] 

The Money Trust question is broader than the jurisdiction of 
any one standing committee. A full and complete investiga- 
tion of necessity involves more than the manipulation of money. 
It includes matters relating to industrial and commercial organi- 
zation, in the production, transportation, and sale of commodi- 
ties, and every branch of commerce and trade in which there 
is competition to be effected and restrained by the illegal use 
of finances. Such an investigation calls for a committee clothed 
with jurisdiction to comprehend the broad ramifications to 
which the illegal use of money is carried. The disadvantages 
of a division of jurisdiction is that it will be taken advantage 
of to halt the progress of any investigation undertaken when- 
ever valuable information is about to be disclosed, and the 
jurisdiction of another committee will be urged temporarily, 
not only for delay, but to prolong the proceedings and finally 
to defeat the investigation altogether. 

But the Democratic Party has seen fit to undertake the in- 
vestigation by subdivisions and in parts rather than by a com- 
prehensive proceeding embracing the whole question. If a full 
examination is made, and a complete disclosure of the facts 
relating to the use of money and credits in the creation of 
trusts and monopolies is obtained, and the same is followed with 
the initiation of proper legislation to correct the evils of which 
the country complains, the plan adopted will receive the ap- 
proyal of the public. But the people will not accept from the 
party an apology that the several committees could not agree 
on their respective jurisdictions, nor that the shifting pleas and 
defenses, going to the want of authority in the commitee seek- 
ing to obtain the testimony of witnesses or to compel the pro- 
duction of books and papers, frustrated and prevented a full 
examination and thereby made a,fruitful investigation impos- 
sible. 

I take issue with the statement of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency that the original committee 
resolution, No. 411, gives ample power for an investigation and 
is broader than the Henry resolution, No. 405. We promised 
the people if we were given power we would investigate the 
trusts and combinations in restraint of trade, and would initiate 
legislation to restore competition and remove the barriers against 
individual enterprise and equal opportunity. With this pledge 
to the people still echoing from the campaign the people were 
given resolution 411, which neither refers to trusts nor con- 
templates legislation to restrict combinations in restraint of 
trade, and which provides only that the Committee on Banking 
and Currency shall sit, without assigning an object or purpose 
for its sittings, It empowered this committee to do nothing. 
It authorized this committee to investigate nothing, and upon 
its very face was directed at nothing. If this resolution had 
been passed, it could have been well and truly said, Blessed are 
they who expect nothing, for they shall not be disappointed. 

The demands upon us is not that we proceed against illegal 
combinations in restraint of trade generally or indirectly, or 
without aim or purpose. The Republican Party pursued that 
policy and was recalled from power for insincerity of purpose. 
The demand upon us is that we investigate monopolies espe- 
cially, directly, and with the end in view of initiating legisla- 
tion to restore competition and remove the barriers against 
equal opportunity and freedom of enterprise and trade. The 
Henry resolution provided for all this and was a good-faith com- 
pliance with our party pledges to the people. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Stantey]. [Applause.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have witnessed many re- 
markable performances in this House, but the most unusual, 
the most novel spectacle upon which my eyes ever fell, was the 
spectacle of the.gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 
inveighing against the Democratic Party because it is not rad- 
ical and sincere enough in its war upon the trusts: [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] Has the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DaLzELL] forgotten how, when he was chairman of 
the Rules Committee, resolution after resolution was presented 
to him to investigate known manifest abuses, which are now 
undenied by Members on this side or the other side of the 


House, and every one of those resolutions went to its eternal 
tomb and was buried in silence? 

Has the gentleman from Pennsylyania [Mr. DALZELL] for- 
gotten how, when a resolution was offered both before the Ju- 
diciary Committee and before the Rules Committee, asking for 
an investigation of the affairs of the United States Steel Cor- 
poration, that resolution was reported over the objection of the 
President himself, over the objection of the Attorney General, 
by the Judiciary Committee, Republicans and Democrats, with- 
out a dissenting voice, saying there should be an investigation, 
saying that light should be thrown upon this question, saying 
that the Executive Department should tell the people the whole 
truth about this affair, and how the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] refused to report a resolution investigating 
the affairs of that concern? Yet now he rebukes and reproaches 
the Democratic Party for lack of sincerity. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] The test of this investigation will be the 
conduct of it, and I am confident that after this investigation is 
concluded by the able men in whose hands it is placed, results ` 
will speak louder than the empty clamor of those who condemn 
these men before they are heard, and who are willing to throw 
suspicion upon their motives before they have any opportunity 
to know what their action will be. When their empty criti- 
cisms are forgotten, their work will stand to the eternal glory 
of the men who made the investigation, and the honor and in- 
tegrity and patriotism of the great dominant party that ordered 
the investigation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. ADAIR]. 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, a good many crocodile tears 
have been shed, on one side of this aisle at least, over the 
Democratic harmony that prevails to-day on this resolution. I 
want to except from that statement the gentleman from Ti- 
nois [Mr. Mann], who has in a perfectly plain and candid way 
expressed his approyal of the action that the majority takes 
to-day and his concurrence therein. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the burden of complaint 
sung by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] and the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], when measured care- 
fully and boiled down, means insurgent discontent at Demo- 
cratic harmony. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] These gentlemen insist that the resolution that this 
House is asking to pass will not authorize a real investigation. 
I challenge the assertion. I question the sincerity of gentlemen 
who dare make such a statement on the floor of this House. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Not now. 

Mr. LENROOT. Then do not question the statement. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I will yield to the gentleman later, if I 
have time. This House can confer upon no committee, regular 
or special, any broader power than it possesses itself; and if 
this House has pot conferred upon this committee as broad a 
power as the House of Representatives itself possesses, then I 
stand confessed as a defeated’ champion in this cause. 

But what is the jurisdiction of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency? All legislation, the rule says, that relates to bank- 
ing and currency conditions in this country. What power is 
conferred by this resolution that the gentlemen so foolishly de- 
nounce as insincere? The power to investigate banking and cur- ' 
rency conditions in the United States of America? What 
broader power could we give our committee, what broader 
power would the law sustain if we undertook to give the com- 
mittee broader power? If gentlemen object, as they do, because 
it is plain that the procedure will necessitate the segregation of 
the Henry resolution into three or four parts, I want to say to 
gentlemen in perfect frankness, in perfect sincerity, that I know 
that there are many gentlemen who objected to this disposition 
of the matter in question on that ground. But it does not seem 
to me that the objection is well taken, if both sides of the argu- 
ment are carefully weighed. When we remember that if a 
select committee is appointed its work must be submitted to the 
standing committee haying jurisdiction of the subject matter, 
then the argument against unnecessary duplication of work is 
so strong that it ought not to be lightly disregarded or care- 
lessly set aside. For that reason, unless there is some reason 
to question either the integrity or intelligence of the Banking 
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and Currency Committee, I submit that the Banking and Cur- 8 N. Y. RONEN Ney. ree oe 8 
rency Committee ought to conduct this investigation. tetas Rouse Sparkie Vresland 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 8 eater Rtack e 

orter unders wee Filder 
. SPEAKER: i i f th Post Sells Switzer Wilson, N. Y. 
e The question is on the motion of the gen- | powers Sheppard Talbott, Md. Wilson, Pa. 

tleman from Texas to order the previous question. Prince Slem Thomas Wood, N. J. i 

Mr. DALZELL. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas | Riordan Smith, Saml. W. ‘Townsend 


and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 106, 
answered “ present“ 6, not voting 111, as follows: 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote: 

Mr. Remiy with Mr. KENDALL. 


YEAS—170. For the balance of day: 
Adair Davis, W. Va. Hensley Rauch Mr. Lintuicum with Mr. Powers. 
1 Dent a Betis Until February 24: 
N e ouston chardson. Mr. Greca of Pennsylvania with Mr. Focur. 
Allen Dickinson Howard Roddenbery . 
Anderson, Ohio ies Hughes, N. J. Rothermel Until February 26, noon: 
Reet 5 5 a; PUll ioys Miss. ae Colo. ri 5 with MT. DANFORTH, fP lyani 
Barnhart Driscoll, D. A. Jacoway ; Rucker, Mo. 5 8 5 of Skies with Mr, Moon of Pennsylvania. 
Bartlett Dupre Fohnson, Ky. Russell n ebruary 26: 
Bathrick Rewards Jon Scully Mr. Staypen with Mr. PLUMLEY. 
Beall, Tex. Ellerbe Kinkead, N. J. Shackleford Mr. Burke of Wisconsin with Mr. CALDER. 
Bell, Ga. Estopinal Konop Shar} Until Feb 98: 
„5 ae . Mr. Jaxes with Mr. MoCatr. 
enne “aison „La. 7 . 5 
Booher Fergusson Legare pa Until further notice: 
8 Pines Levy. Small Mr. Kirenix with Mr. HILL. 
Brown Fitzgerald wis Smith, Tex. Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. ANTHONY. 
nee 3 e repel Mr. ASHBROOK with Mr. BINGHAM. 
urgess ornes Lloy = 
Burleson Foster, III. Lobeck Stephens, Miss. Mr. Bortanp with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 
Burnett Gallagher MeCoy Stephens, Nebr. Mr. CARTER with Mr. Craco. 
8 Gae 5 S Tex. Mr. Dickson of Mississippi with Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
rns, denn, yar 1 
Calaway € Glass MceGillicuddy Sulzer Mr. DonoHor with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
ne Godwin, N.C. Maor 10 Taggart N. 1 ek 3 of ee 2 Mr. GILLETT. 
zannon joeke aguire, Nebr. r. FRANCIS W r. GRIEST. 
Carlin Goodwin, Ark. Maher Taylor Farts 
Clark, Fla. Gould Martin, Colo. Taylor, Colo. Mr. GorprocLre with Mr. HAWLEY, 
Claypool Gregg. Tex. Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ohio Mr. Gupcrr with Mr. HEAD. 
Clayton Hamill Morrison Tribble Mr. Jounson of South Carolina with Mr. Hucues of West 
Cline Hamilton, W. Va. Moss, Ind. Turnbull Virginia 
Collier Hamlin Murray Underhill gina. 
Connell Hammond Padgett Underwood Mr. KINDRED with Mr. LAFEAN. 
ca Hardy Ea eo wee Mr. Kornty with Mr. Kent. 
„Ind. Harrison, Miss. Pepper White Mr. McHenry with Mr. Lonewortu. 
aie DAA N. x: Fos Wickliffe Mr. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. Morr. 
ae Hed D i . — tick Mr. Parren of New York with Mr. OLMSTED, 
urley ayden : is ETER 
S Heim Randell, Tex. ae ee Mr. Porr e 
ugherty elm n A . . 0 
Davenport Henry, Tex. Ransdell, La. Mr. Rouse with Mr. PRINCE. 
NAYS—106. Mr. Saunpers with Mr. SELLS. 
Aine Foss La Follette Rees Mr. Surru of New York with Mr. SWITZER. 
Akim, N. Y. tidy Vt. 3 yd ia Mr. TowNsenp with Mr. VREELAND. 
* ay the : Mr. Turrrn with Mr. WILDER. 
i . Rodenber; < 
Anderson, . ee ia Simmons” Mr. WIIsOoN of New York with Mr. Woop of New Jersey. 
Barchfeld Green, Towa McGuire, Okla. Sloan Mr. Neecey with Mr. Ronrmrs of Nevada. 
Bartholdt Greene, Mass, McKenzie Smith, J. M. C. Mr. Konia with Mr. SLEMP. 
pe Hamilton Mekluns foen Mr. Smerrarp with Mr. HARTMAN 
Berger Hamilton, Mich. MeKinne. Steenerson 1 I i A 
Bowman Hanna McLaughlin Stephens, Cal Mr. Hosson with Mr. FAIRCHILÐ. 
Bradley Manip maan 3 Minn. Mr. McKerrar with Mr. BUTLER. 
row 
Burke, S Dak. Hayes Martin, S. Dak. Sulloway Mr. Lee of Georgia with Mr. MATTHEWS. 
Campbell Ilelgesen Niller Thayer Mr. Grawam with Mr. Dopps. 
ae Beaty Coan: peas ees Mr. Macon with Mr. Surru of California. 
Copley. Hings Morgan Towner Mr. Tarporr of Maryland with Mr. PARRAN. 
. 5 1 Mone Ta 8 Mr. „ e 
y Gen $ Mr. vith Mr. UTTER. 
Dalzell Humphrey, Wash, Needham > Wedemeyer a 5 T 15 Hund 
Davis, Minn. Jackson Nelson Weeks . ih M y 
De Forest Kahn Norris Willis Mr. Doventon with Mr. FRENCH. 
Difenderfer Kennedy . Nye Wilson, 1. Mr. Hucnes of Georgia with Mr. DRAPER. 
Driscoll, M. E. Kinkaid, Nebr. Patton, Pa. Woods, Iowa Mr. Firrps with Mr. LANGLEY 
Fach 5 rer a Rein Mr. Grondz with Mr. MALBY ; 
usc opp . Mr. 3 A 
Farr Lafferty Prouty 4 Mr. CANTRILLE with Mr. FORDNEY. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT™ Mr. Cox of Ohio with . W. SMITH; 
Davidson Kitchin Reilly Slayden Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr, DAVIDSON. 
French Langley Mr. Rriorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
NOT VOTING—111. The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Aiken, S. C. Donohoe Gudger Lindsay The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Andrus Doughton Hartman Linthicum Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on that question I de- 
1 Dwight Heald? Longworth mand the yeas and nays. 
Bingham Fairchild Hill McCall The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ober ue SE Fone ee The question was taken; and there were—yeas 268, nays 8, 
u e + * 4 . 
Burke, Pa. Focht Hughes, Ga. Macon answered “present” 5, not voting 112, as follows: 
eee eee ee, wre, e 
Calder Francis Johnson, S. C. Mays Adair Ansberry Berger 4 Browning 
Cantrill Gardner, Mass, Kendall Moon, Pa. Adamson Ay aad id ? 1 Bichanan 
85 Gardaer, ee Moge Tenne eee ee Booher purke 8. Dak 
Con. Ohio Gillett Koni, Neeley Alexander Bartholdt Sek pein Rusen 
Crago Goldfogle Korbly Oldfield Allen Bartlett radley urnett 
Per, Gath, ee Amon, Minn. Bonifer eee ee 
am Shaune nderson, Minn. eall, Tex. ussar rns, 
Bes am Grint 5 Lee. Ga. Parran 2 Anderson, Ohio Bell, Ga. Brown Callaway 
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Curry 
Daugherty 
Davenport 
Davis, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
De Forest 
Dent 


Denver 
Dickinson 


Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Doremus 


Gallagher 
Garner 
Garrett 
Glass 
Godwin, N. C. 


Austin 
Cannon 


Asbbrook 
Davidson 


Hamill 
Hamilton, Mich. 
Hamilton, W. Va. 
Hamlin 


Harrison, Miss, 


augen 


reary 
MeDermott 
wg Asad 
McKenzie 
McKinney 
McLaughlin 
McMorran 


Madden 
Maguire, Nebr, 
Maher 


aimer 


H 
Humphrey, Wash. PLOR 
Humph: reys, Miss. Sel 


Jacoway 
Johnson, Ky. Pou 
Johnson, S. C. Pray 
Jones Prouty 
o 
Kendall —.— 
Kenned Raker 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Randell, Tex. 
Kinkead, N. J. Ransdell, La. 
Knowland Rauch 
Konop R d 
Ko Rees 
Laffert: Reilly 
La Follette Reyburn 
Lawrence Richardson 
Lee, Pa. Roberts, Mass 
Roddenbery 
NAYS—8. 
Dalzell Henry, Conn. 
Gillett Higgins 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "— 
French Kitchin 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Fordney Linthicum 
Fowler Littleton 
Francis Longworth 
Gardner, Mass. Lou 
r, Meal 
orge McGuire, Okla, 
Goldfogle MeHenry 
Gregs Pa McKinley 
f c ey 
on Macon 
udger 
en Matthews 
Hobson —— Pa 
Hubbard Moon, Tenn. 
Hughes, Ga. Mott 
Hughes, W. Va. Neeley 
Jackson ldfield 
James Imsted 
Kent O'Snaunessy 
Parran 
Koni Patten, N. Y. 
Korbly Payne 
Lafean Peters 
Lamb Plumley 
Langham rter 
Lee, Ga. Post 
Lindsay Powers 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cox of Indiana with Mr. JACKSON. 
Mr. Snrrran with Mr. Bares. 

Mr. Froop of Virginia with Mr. Huemes of West Virginia. 
Mr. Gupcer with Mr. Loup. 
Mr. TowNsenp with Mr. MCKINLEY. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask if Mr. DOUGHTON 


is recorded? 
The SPEAKER. Heis not. 
Mr. FRENCH. I voted 


Towner 


Young, Tex. 


Thistlewood 
Tilson 


Langley 


“aye,” and I wish to withdraw the 


yote, as I have a pair with the gentleman, and vote “ present.” 
The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 


REPRINT OF BILLS. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the reprint of two short bills, the supply of which is 
exhausted. They are H. R. 12810 and H. R. 12811. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] 
asks unanimous consent for the reprint of the bills which he 
has mentioned. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural 
Department may sit during sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss], 
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural 
Department, asks unanimous consent that the committee may 
sit during the sessions of the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I will 
say, if the gentleman will permit, I shall not object to this 
request, but if a few more committees are given authority to 
sit during the sessions of the House, and exercise that authority, 
I am going to break up the practice by asking for a quorum in 
the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE FOR SUNDAY. 


The SPEAKER designated Mr. ROTHERMEL to act as Speaker 
pro tempore of the House on Sunday, February 25, 1912, 


ADDITIONAL MEMBERS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, on account of the election 
of some new Members to the House, and the committees being 
filled, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and myself have 
agreed that it would be well to add a Democratic Member to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and a Republican Member to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, so as to take care 
of these new Members, as they can not be taken care of other- 
wise. And to carry that out, I ask unanimous consent that the 
rules of the House be changed so there may be an additional 
Member appointed to the Committee on Indian Affairs from 
the Democratic side of the House and an additional Member to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands from the Republican 
side of the House, just for this Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent that the rules of the House be 
so modified as to add an additional Democratic Member to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and an additional Republican 
Member to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, to ex- 
tend only during this Congress. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I have no intention to object, but 
if the consent goes through the way the gentleman asks it, if 
the next Congress should adopt the rules of this Congress—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I asked that it apply only to this Con- 
gress, 

Mr. MANN. I know it could only apply to this Congress, 
anyhow. But there would be the additional number in the next 
Congress. Why does not the gentleman just make the request 
and omit the reference to the rule? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It takes a change of the rules, but I 
will comply with the gentleman’s request. 


The SPEAKER. To leave out the rule part of that request? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union to consider the bill (H. R. 20111) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes; and, pending that, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] if 
we can agree on the amount of time to be allowed for general 
debate. 

Mr. HARDWICK rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to raise the question of considera- 
tion on the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The question of consideration comes on the 
motion itself. The House can vote it either up or down. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest, in response to 
the inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], that 
two and one-half hours on a side would be satisfactory. We may 
not use that amount of time, but there have been several requests 
for time on this side. Possibly some Members may not use it all. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. I would say to the gentleman, frankly, that 


I will not agree to five hours’ debate. I would be willing to 
agree to two hours to a side. 

Mr. GOOD. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky whether he is 
willing on Saturday night, at 20 minutes after 5, to quit as soon 
as he gets his bill up under his motion? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly, I would state to the gentleman that 
if I consulted my own preference I would be willing to stop, 
but at the instance of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Netson], on that side of the House, I have agreed to yield time 
to him for the discussion of a subject in which he is interested. 
He is desirous of addressing the House on a matter of some 
interest to the membership, a matter that will shortly be taken 
up before one of the committees, and he asked that he might be 
permitted to speak to-night. I understand he will not take 
more than 20 minutes’ time. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to hear the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. NreLson] on that question. It is a rather inter- 
esting question. But, to be frank with the gentleman, I do not 
desire to stay here longer this evening, and I do not think 
anyone else will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ilinois 
that 20 minutes will not be a long time. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a moment’s time of 
the gentleman from Kentucky in which to explain my purpose 
in desiring to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? : 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I bad an arrangement with the gentleman 
from Kentucky, who is in charge of the fortification bill, for 
time since Friday, but this filibuster of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Roppenpery] and this extended debate on the 
resolution to investigate the Money Trust has taken up the 
entire time of two days. 

I shall now merely make announcement of important hear- 
ings on my bill (H. R. 18720) to establish a legislative refer- 


ence bureau in the Library of Congress. 


Hearings on this very important measure will begin next 
Monday before the House Library Committee, at which there 
will appear such leading university men as Prof. Roscoe Pound, 
of Harvard University, and Dean William Draper Lewis, of 
the University of Pennsylvania Law School, who lave given 
this legislative agency scientific study; such leading chiefs of 
legislative reference bureaus as Dr. Charles McCarthy, of Wis- 
consin, and Mr. Ernest Bruncken, -former legislative reference 
librarian of the State of California, who have had years of 
experience with its practical operation; such heads of bureaus 
and departments of government in this city as Hon. E. Dana 
Durand, Director of the Census; Hon. C. P. Neil, Commissioner 
of Labor; and Dr. Frederick A. Cleveland, chairman President's 
Commission on Economy and Efficiency, who realize how ef- 
fective this agency will be in making more available for our 
needs the vast stores of information that these bureaus and 
departments contain; the Librarian of Congress, who will ex- 
plain how this bureau will focus the vast resources of that 
magnificent library, with its millions of volumes, magazines, 
and periodicals, upon the questions -before us; the leaders of 
all political parties in this House, Speaker CHAur CLARK, Hon. 
James R. Maxx, and Hon. Vicror BERGER, who will explain 
our utter lack of present facilities for legislative efficiency. 
And I am very glad to say that at my request and upon the 
direct invitation of the committee the British Ambassador, the 
Right Hon. James Bryce, has consented, as a matter of courtesy 
to the committee and to me, to appear and explain how the 
British Parliament avails itself of a similar agency in the 
preparation of the substance and the form of the statutes of 
Great Britain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, for his own information, where this hearing is to 
be held on Monday morning? 

Mr. NELSON. I am very glad to inform the Speaker, inas- 
much as he has consented to appear in behalf of the measure, 
that the hearing will be held in the minority room in the 
House Office Building, beginning at 10 o'clock Monday morning. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will renew my motion and 
ask unanimous consent that the general debate last for four 
hours, two hours to be controlled by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Goon] and two hours to be controlled by myself. As I 
stated before, I do not expect to hold the committee for any 
considerable length of time. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] if 


he will agree that this shall be the only thing to come up here 
to-night? ; 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will say to the gentleman frankly that I 
do not expect to hold the committee for any length of time, but 
the limitation of time for general debate is a matter for the 
House to decide, and I am perfectly indifferent as to whethe: 
unanimous consent is given on that proposition or not. : 

Mr. HARDWICK. I am simply asking the gentleman a ques- 
tion for information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of House bill 
20111, the fortifications appropriation bill; and pending that 


he asks unanimous consent that general debate be limited to 


four hours, one half to be controlled by himself and the other 
half by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goon]. Is there objec- 
tion to this request? 

There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. SHERLEY was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 20111) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. Houston in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Houston, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 20111) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon, 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House, 
under the order heretofore agreed to, adjourned until Sunday, 
February 25, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting estimate of appropriation for care, pretection, and mainte- 
nance of Confederate burial plats owned by the United States 
(H. Doc. No. 565); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordeved to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Palmas Altas Harbor, P. R. (H. Doc. No. 568); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Western Branch of Elizabeth River, Va. (H. Doc. No. 
566); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of W. N. Talley, administrator of the estate of Beverly Tomp- 
kins, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 567); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. ` 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. JACOWAY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19863) authorizing the Secre- 
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tary of the Interior to subdivide and extend the def red pay- 
ments of settlers in the Kiowa-Comanche and Ap iche ceded 
lands in Oklahoma, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 353), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr, PEPPER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Jackson, Miss., two bronze 
or brass cannon or fieldpieces, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 354), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ESTOPINAL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20114) granting school 
lands to the State of Louisiana, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 355), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18582) granting a pension to Delia Johnson; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17404) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
shall D. Watson; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 20549) granting a pension to Robert Strong; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20736) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to expend the proceeds arising 
from the sale of town sites on the Yuma Reservation in Cali- 
fornia and the Colorado River Reservation in Arizona and 
California; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20787) to amend the food and 
drugs act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 20738) for the transfer of 
the so-called Olmstead lands, in the State of North Carolina, 
from the Solicitor of the Treasury to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 20789) providing for 
the issue of patents to allotments on White Earth Reservation 
in certain uncontested cases; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 20740) for the relief of 
settlers in township 32 north, range 66 west, of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLETON: A bill (H. R. 20741) to approve of the 
celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the treaty of 
Ghent; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Resolution (H. Res. 424) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to employ a mechanic to repair typewriters; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 
`~ By Mr. HARDY: Resolution (H. Res. 425) authorizing the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries to investigate 
methods and practices of the various lines of ships, both of the 
United States and foreign countries, etc.; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska : Resolution (H. Res. 426) 
authorizing an investigation of the Indian Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: Resolution (H. Res. 427) authorizing the 
Committee on the Judiciary to investigate and ascertain what 
legislation is needed to protect trade and commerce against 
unlawful restraints and monopolies; to the Committee on 
Rules, 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolution (H. Res. 428) authorizing 
and directing the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to investigate certain alleged conditions affecting the 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Resolution (H. Res. 430) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce to make a full investigation of industrial and trans- 
portation corporations; to the Committee on Rules. 8 7 


By Mr. SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 251) providing 
for the participation of the United States in the councils of the 
ODREDA Prison Commission; to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, 

By Mr. HOBSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 252) directing 
the War Department to send papers relating to conditions sur- 
rounding Army posts; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 


War Department. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 20742) granting a pension to 
George B. Hartley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 20743) granting a 
pension to Henrietta Bartlett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20744) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20745) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Stubbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20746) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Schenkenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20747) granting an increase of pension to 
George Foote; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 20748) granting a pension to 
Charles N. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20749) for the relief of La Fayette McFar- 
land; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 20750) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George D. Townsley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20751) for the relief 
of S. S. Shaddox; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20752) for the relief of the heirs of Susan 
Gregory, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( HI. R. 20753) for the relief of heirs at law of 
Jonathan Poe, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 20754) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 20755) for the relief of 


the estate of Leandre Campo & Co.; to the Committee on War ` 


Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 20756) granting a pension to 
Lucien D. Copin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20757) granting a pension to Ulysses G. 
Duvall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20758) for the relief of the heirs of Susan 
M. Pendleton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20759) for the relief of Stephen 
S. Staring; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 20760) granting an increase 
of pension to James E. Depew; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 20761) for the relief of Bruce 
C. Payne; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 20762) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. T. and Isabella Mitchell, deceased ; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20763) for the relfef of 
the heirs of Jonathan Wilson, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 20764) for the 
relief of J. P. J. Johnston; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 20765) for the relief of heirs 
of Francis M. Fisk; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 20766) granting a pension to 
Marcia J. Dewey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 20767) for the relief of 
heirs of Patrick McCormack; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 20768) granting an 
increase of pension to Homer D. Snediker; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20769) 
for the relief of estate of Winston Morris; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20770) for the relief of estate of Mary 
Phillips; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 20771) for the relief 
of the heirs of Eli Frasuer, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 20772) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry A. Folk; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 20773) granting a pension to 
Marie E. Tilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20774) granting a pension to Stephen P. 
Libby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20775) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie U. Ricker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 20776) granting a pension to 
J. M. Luck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20777) for the 
relief of Isaac M. Bennett; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20778) granting an increase 
of pension to William J. Letts; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 20779) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Sword; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 20780) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 20781) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Sands; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 20782) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin A. Elliott; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20783) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Bartholomew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 20784) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20785) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Kaiser; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20786) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Glessner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20787) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20788) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOY: A bill (H. R. 20789) granting a pension to 
Margaret Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 20790) granting a 
pension to Charles H. Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

: By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 20791) granting a 
increase of pension to Moses P. Jewett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 20792) granting a pension 
to Judson G. Fullerton; to the Committee on Per: ^s. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20793) granting a pension to William M. J. 
Manning; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20794) granting a pension to John Mans- 
field; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20795) granting a pension to Russell M. 
Zuver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20796) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Forbes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20797) granting a pension to Margaret 
Dillon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 20798) granting a pension to 
Susan M. Batman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20799) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Rudd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 20800) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

By Mr. PEPPER: A bill (H. R. 20801) for the relief of Ella 
G. Richter, daughter of Henry W. Richter; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 20802) granting a pension 
to Susan Murphy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 20803) granting a pension to 
Ada A. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 20804) for 
the relief of Martha B. King; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20805) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Mary, A. Meredith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20806) for the relief of heirs of Wilford C. 
Jackson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20807) for the relief of heirs of George 
Farris; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 20808) for the relief of heirs of Laura Lane 
Gibson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20809) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 20810) to correct the military 
record of James M. Johnson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 20811) granting a pen- 
sion to Joel H. Peter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 20812) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Corbin; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 20813) for the relief of the 
estate of Phereby R. Sheppard, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 20814) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick C. Wickham; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20815) for the relief of Joseph Kahn- 
heimer; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 20816) granting an increase 
of pension to William Hastings; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 20817) for the relief of William 
K. Buchanan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: A bill (H. R. 20818) granting a 
pension to Lizzie E. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 20819) for the relief of 
James Goodwin; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20820) for the relief of heirs of Henry J. 
Heard, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20821) for the relief of heirs of Francis 
Alleman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20822) for the relief of heirs of E. J. 
Penny, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20823) for the relief of heirs of R. J. 
and Mrs. R. V. Packer, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20824) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Adolph Dupuy, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 20825) granting an increase 
2 ee to William T. Young; to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: i 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Missouri, for regula- 
tion of express rates and classifications; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of Julsrud Bros. 
and others, of Rushford, Minn., against parcel-post legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of special convention of the 
National Progresista Party of the Philippine Islands, for estab- 
lishment in the islands of an independent Filipino government; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Levi Hirschberg and other 
merchants of Newark, Ohio, protesting against parcel-post leg- 
islation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance, of Chillicothe, 
Ohio, protesting against passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ministerial Association of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, for passage of legislation forbidding interstate transmis- 
sion of race-gambling odds and bets; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Commercial Association and Business Men’s 
Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, urging passage of House bill 18981; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By, Mr, AYRES: Memorial of the General Fishermen’s Asso- 
ciation, in favor of House bill 18788; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Rochester (N. X.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of House bill 17936; to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of the National Progresista Party of the Phil- 
ippines, with regard to independence; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, memorial of citizens of the Bronx, relative to the parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Ham & Carter Co, and 
others, of Jackson, Ga., against extension of parcel-post service 
beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of citizens of Springboro, Pa., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petition of Dawson Bros., of Corry, Pa., for 1-cent 
letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture. for 
Federal support of State agricultural colleges; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of George McCullough, of Cambridge Springs, 
Pa., for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. : 

Also, petition of Erie (Pa.) Central Labor Union, praying 
that civil-service employees may have the right of petition to Con- 
gress, etc.; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Harry Whipple, of Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., for militia pay bill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, petition of A. L. Darrow, of Sacramento, Cal., for cer- 
tain changes in the banking and currency laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of Friends’ First Day School, 
of Mickleton, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petitions of citizens of 
South Dakota, in favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Dakota, protesting against 
exension of parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Orient, S. Dak., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolutions of the Lake Seamen’s Union, Mil- 
waukee, Wis., indorsing House bill 11872; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of E. E. Dodge and 
numerous other citizens of Florida, for the erection of an Amer- 
ican Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. f 

Also, petitions of various Methodist Episcopal Churches and 
numerous citizens of the State of Florida, for legislation to pre- 
vent shipment of intoxicating liquors into prohibition territory; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Daughters of the American Revolution, 
for a suitable reservation in thè State of Florida for the Semi- 
nole Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Oswego, Kans., 
against House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in post 
offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRAVENS: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, in favor 
of House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of John Schaap & Sons Drug Co. and others, of 
Arkansas, protesting against extension of parcel-post service be- 
yond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. f 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of citizens of Claremont and 
Peterboro, N. H., for an American fndian memorial and museum 
building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. a 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of heirs of Jonathan Wilson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petition of the Minnesota So- 
ciety Dames of the Loyal Legion, in favor of the Sherwood pen- 
sion bill; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of Tabernacle Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, of Binghamton; Methodist Episcopal Church of En- 
dicott; and Methodist Episcopal Church of Freeville, N. Y., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of the State of Wisconsin, 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Marcia J. 
Dewey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitions of Albert M. Day, of Lake Forest, 
III., and James Gamble Rogers, of New York, N. Y., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Central Federated Union, op- 
posing replacing of civilian employees by enlisted men in the 
Boston Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Model License League, protesting 
against passage of interstate liquor legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of Hodgman Rubber Co., of New York, relative 
1 import duty on rubber; to the Committee on Ways and 
Jeans. 

Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., of New York, N. Y., for 
specific duty of 15 cents per pound on caviar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Omaha, Nebr., 
and George G. Brown, of Louisville, Ky., protesting against 
House bill 17593; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, in 
favor of the Page bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
legislation relative to the public lands; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of W. D. Allen Manufacturing Co., 
of Chicago, Ill, favoring the passage of the Esch phosphorus 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Nebraska, pro- 
testing against the passage of the Kenyon-Webb bill (S. 4043 
and H. R. 17593) concerning the interstate shipment of liquors, 
ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of the Retail Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Houston, Tex., in favor of 1-cent letter postage; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of merchants of Mount Olive, Ill., 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Papers to accompany bill for the rélief 
of heirs of Eli Frasuer; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions, churches, and citizens of Oregon, for the pas- 
sage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. = 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, in favor of reduction of 
duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber 
of Commerce, for Lincoln memorial as recommended by the 
Aire os Fine Arts Commission; to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and others, of Los Angeles, Cal., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petitions of Young’ People’s Christian Union 
of Bethel and of the Second Advent Church of Old Orchard, 
Me., for passage of an effective interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Lincoln County, 
Tenn., to prevent the shipment of liquors into dry territory; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 15848, for the relief of 
Soule College; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Louisa Frost and other citi- 
zens of Ephraim, Utah, protesting against the shipment of liquor 
into dry territory; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Tre- 
monton, Utah, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Pompton, N. J., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitions of W. H. Jones and other citizens of 
Lancing, Tenn., and of S. W. Brown and other citizens of West- 
moreland, Tenn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petitions of Corliss Gas Engine Co., J. F. 
Palmer, and Henry C. Peterson, of San Francisco, Cal., opposing 
proposed legislation requiring all boats over 40 feet in length 
to be in charge of two licensed pilots; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Holbrook, Merrill & Stetson Co., of Sar 
Francisco, Cal., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of 200 citizens of Jefferson and 
Clarion Counties, Pa., in favor of reduction of duty on raw and 
refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of Berge’ 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Petitions of members of Improved Order 
of Red Men of tenth congressional district of Kentucky, for an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Westfield, Mass., 
in favor of old-age pension legislation; to the Committee on 
Pensions. b 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Wash- 
ington Township, Pa., in favor of House bill 14, for extension 
ot parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

ds, 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petitions of the board of directors of the 
Frederick City Young Men's Christian Association, the Enter- 
prise Farmers’ Club, and the Ministerial Association, all of 
Frederick, Md., praying the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 19589, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mollie C. Zimmerman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John W. Lynch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Daniel Marma- 
duke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Maple Lake, 
Minn., protesting against the enactment of legislation for the 
extension of parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of St. Michael’s Society, of Buckman; of St. 
Anthony Aid Society, of Delano; of St. Joseph’s Maenner und 
Unterstützungs Verein, of Albany; of St. Joseph's Society, of 


Melrose; and of St. John’s Society, of Long Prairie, all in the’ 


State of Minnesota, in regard to measures relating to Catholic 
Indian mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of St. Anthony Aid Society, of Delano, Minn., 
in favor of House bill 2896, to provide for a tax upon white 
phosphorus matches, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Garfield, Minn., in favor of House 
bill 14, for the extension of parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition. of business firms and business men of St. 
Cloud, Minn., protesting against extension of parcel-post service 
beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade of Winona, Minn., 


urging some adjustment to avoid a crisis in the coal business in - 


the Northwest; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of George G. Brown, of Louis- 
ville, Ky., protesting agaſust passage of House bill 17593; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of William Greilich Shoe Co., of Brooklyn, N. X., 
protesting against passage of House bills 11380 and 11381; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
William J. Letts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. T. B. McGee and other residents of 
Bay City, Mich., urging passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Resolutions of the Board of Trade 
of Lewiston, Me., advocating 1-cent letter postage; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the First Baptist Church of Augusta; the 
Grace Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bangor; the Ministers’ 
Association of Bath; the Foss Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Biddeford; Grange No. 300, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Buckfield; the Men's League of Baptist Church of Damaris- 
cotta; of H. M. Ives et al., of Eastport; Grange No. 369, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Nobleboro; the First Congregational 
Chureh of Waterville; Friends’ Church of Winthrop; Franklin 
Grange, No. 124, Patrons of Husbandry, of Woodstock; and the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Union, all in the 
State of Maine, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill;*to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of citizens of Monmouth, III., 
against the establishment of a system of parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of the Ardmore 
Commercial Club, indorsing a domestic immigration policy; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of White 
County, Tenn., for passage of an effective interstate liquor law; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, MORSE of Wisconsin: Memorial of the merchants 
of Tripoli, Wis.. protesting against any bill favoring the exten- 
sion of the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. À 

By Mr. NELSON: Petitions of residents of Endeavor, Wis., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. F. Goldspohn and 18 other citizens of 
Arlington, Wis., protesting against the extension of parcel- 


post service beyond its present limitations; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island, for reduction in duties on raw and refined sugars; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Camps Nos. 1, 3, 6, and 7, United Spanish 
War Veterans, for passage of Senate bill 291 and House bill 
1235; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Camps Nos. 1, 3, 6, and 7, United Spanish 
War Veterans, for passage of House bill 17470; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Henry W. Burnett, of Providence, R. I., for 
legislation granting retirement and longevity pay to the officers 
2 ue Medical Reserve Corps; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for an 
neers interstate liquor law; to the Committee on the Judi- 

ary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: Petition of the McClellan Heights United 
Presbyterian Church, of Davenport, Iowa, for passage of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Clinton, Iowa, protesting against 
extension of parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of members of the Improved 
Order of Red Men and citizens generally residing in the eleventh 
congressional district of Kentucky, favoring the erection of an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Sacramento Valley Development 
Association, of Sacramento, Cal., indorsing House bill 18431; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill 
for the relief of Thomas Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for the relief of estates of 
Wilford C. Jackson, George Farris, and Laura Lane Gibson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: Petition of the Brooklyn Institute of 
Arts and Sciences, for Lincoln memorial as recommended by the 
National Art Commission; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the special convention of the 
National Progresista Party of the Philippine Islands, for estab- 
lishment in the islands of an independent Filipino government; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

Also, petitions of the German-American Alliances of Meriden 
and Torrington, Conn., protesting against prohibition and inter- 
state liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Connecticut, for 
passage of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Galveston (Tex.) Com- 
mercial Association, in favor of House joint resolution 217, 
relating to the Shipping Trust; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHARP: Resolution adopted by Henry B. Banning 
Camp, No. 207, Sons of Veterans, of Mount Vernon, Ohio, favor- 
ing such pension legislation as will enable all Civil War vet- 
erans to spend their few. remaining days in peace and happiness 
and allowing increased pensions commensurate with their loy- 
alty and service to our country; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the German-Alliance of Chillicothe, Ohio, 
against the enactment into law of any prohibition or interstate- 
commerce liquor measure now pending; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Norwalk, 
Ohio, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Farmers’ Institute at Greenwich, Ohio, 
favoring national aid for building and maintaining of public 
highways; also the establishment of a parcels post; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. E 

Also, petitions of citizens of Fredericktown and Mansfield, 
Ohio, protesting against extension of parcel-post system beyond 
its present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petitions of Congregational and Presby- 
terian Churches of Warsaw, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Common Council of Niagara Falls, N. Y., 
favoring the diversion of additional water from the Niagara 
River; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPEER: Petition of citizens of borough of Emlenton, 
Pa., for construction of five slack watering dams on the Alle- 
gheny River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial of the Associated Com- 
mercial Clubs of Becker and Mahnomen Counties, Minn., for 
legislation relative to the White Earth Indian Reservation; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SULZER: Petitions of citizens of Brooklyn and New 
York City, asking that duties on raw and refined sugars be re- 
duced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the American Chamber of Commerce for Tur- 
key, in favor of permanent imprevement of the Consular and 
Diplomatic Service; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
legislation relative to public lands; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of John B. White, of Kansas City, Mo., for ap- 
propriation for fighting forest fires as recommended by the 
Forester; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and the Men and Religion Forward Movement of 
Tola, Kans., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee en the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of various citizens 
throughout Ohio, urging enactment into law of bill introduced 
by Hon. Victron L. Brrerr, providing old-age pensions for de- 
serving men and women over 60 years of age; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of citizens of Norwich, Conn., in 
favor of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance, of Meriden, 
Conn., against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ‘TOWNER: Petitions of citizens of Corydon and 
Numa, Iowa, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of C. P. Davis and 5 other citizens 
of Charlotte, N. C., asking that the duty on raw and refined 
sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: Papers to accompany bill in support 
of Lizzie E. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: Papers to accompany bills for the re- 
lief of estates of Adolph Dupuy and Francis Alleman; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Suxnar, February 25, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was called to order by 
the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ROTHERMEL. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we lift up our hearts in gratitude to 
Thee for the spark of divinity which Thou hast implanted in the 
breast of man which lifts him above the brute creation, binds 
him indissolubly to Thee, insures the immortality of the soul, 
and points the way to eternal bliss; hence “in the night of 
death hope sees a star and listening love catches the rustle of 
wings.” “ We live in deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths; 
in feelings, not in figures on a dial; we should count time by 
heart throbs. He most lives who thinks most, feels the noblest, 
acts the best.” 

We are met in memory of one who made his mark in the 
business world, served his country on the floor of this House, 
and has passed on to the larger life, leaving a void in the hearts 
of those who knew him best and will cherish his memory for 
what he was—a lover of men and ever ready to assist those who 
sought his aid and counsel. Comfort those, we beseech Thee, 
who mourn him, help them to copy his virtues, and especially 
be near to those who are near and dear in the bonds of kinship. 

Prepare us all for the change that waits upon us, that we 
may go forward with brave and manly hearts. 

We know not what the future hath 
Of marvel or sw 


rprise, 
Assured alone that ! life and death 
His merey underlies. 


Thus we believe, thus we trust in Thee, O God our heavenly 
Father, through Him who is the resurrection and the life. Amen. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the Journal. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the Journal may be dispensed 


with. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 


pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. 

mous consent that Members have leaye to print for 10 days in 

connection with these ceremonies. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GEORGE WASHINGTON KIPP, 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I submit the 
following resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
Ta SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 431. 


Resolved, That in pursuance with the special order heretofore adopted 
the House proceed eg pay tribute to the memory of Hon. Grornce WAsH- 
INGTON Kipp, late a epresentative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, ar as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the 

and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a faithful and 
distinguished publie servant, the House at the conclusion of the memo- 
rial proceedings of this or shall stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, instructed to send a 
copy of th resolutions to the family of the deceased. 


The resolution was unanimously agreed to, 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, Gronen WASH- 
INGTON Kier was born in Green Township, Pike County, Pa., on 
March 28, 1847, and was consequently in the sixty-fifth year of 
his age at the time of his death. Like many men who have 
risen to prominence in the affairs of our country, his youth was 
spent in struggles and hardships through which was laid the 
foundation for his future, He was successful in business, not 
as some haye been because they have risen upon the failures of 
others, but because of the strength of his own character, the 
keenness of his own perceptions, and the strictness of his in- 
tegrity. He was a man of the highest honor. I can recall an 
instance within a year when he and some of his associates were 
considering the advisability of making a certain political move, 
when he said to his associates: 

I know your purpu — * right—I 5 in hearty aceord with it —but 
I have made some pled: e and I do not know whether or 
not they will view gr nek ya my peopl in violation of those pledges, and 
until I have consulted them and found what their viewpoint is relative 
to my pledges I can not go with you. 

I cite that as an illustration of his strict construction of 
honorable action. To him was not given the gift of oratory. He 
could not sway the multitude with the elegance of his diction, 
the beauty of his rhetoric, the logical sequence of his conelusions 
from an accepted premise, or by the keenness of his repartee, 
but what is of more importance to mankind he knew how to 
work in a systematic and effective way to secure the objects he 
sought to attain. 


To each mane. life there comes a time supreme 
One day, one t, one morning, or one noon, 


One rift tareus which sublime fulfillments ’ gleam, 
One freighted hour, one moment o 9 8 1 
One once when fate goes floating with the stream, 


One time between too late too soon. 
Ah, happy he who knowing how to wait 
Knows also how to work and watch, and end 
On life’s broad deck alert and at the 
2 — the passing moment big. wi fate 
tunity’s extended hand 
e great clock of destiny strikes now! 

1 ai 5 was one of those men who stood on life's 
broad deck, alert and at the prow. He knew how to wait and 
work and watch w.ih consummate patience to seize the passing 
moment big with fate from opportunity’s extended hand, not 
for the selfish purpose of personal aggrandizement, but with 
purer object of promoting the public weal. Those who know the 
work of the House of Represeutatives and the enormous amount 
of detail that must be done in the committee rooms in perfecting 
measures for presentation to the House realize the importance 
of such men as Mr. Kipp in securing effective legislation. There 
his business training and his knowledge of men and affairs were 
invaluable. 

None knew him but to love him, 
None knew him but to praise. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, it is in the committee rooms of the 
House that we make the closest acquaintances and form the 
nearest friendships. I would have had perhaps only a speaking 
acquaintance with Hon. Grorce W. Kipp, of Pennsylvania, save 
that in the Sixty-second Congress he became a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture. From the first he manifested great 
interest in the work and asked ine a number of questions touch- 
ing the seope and usefulness thereof. 

A day or two before his untimely death I received a letter 
from him, and I have thought that perhaps this was the last 
business letter he wrote. He impressed me from the first as a 
plain, unpretentious, unassuming business man, generous to a 
degree, and full of the milk of human kindness. 

It happened that I was one of the several Members of this 
House selected to meet his remains at Towanda, his home town 
in Pennsylvania. The impressive ceremonies, conducted in part 
by the fraternity of Masons, the solemn pageant winding its way 
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to the last resting place near the banks of the Susquehanna, 
the sad mourners of every degree and walk in life, impressed a 
stranger like myself and caused me to inquire what were the 
sources of this man’s influence and from whence came his power 
to invoke the reverence, confidence, and love of that people. 

During the ceremonies at his funeral a striking impressive 
and pathetic prayer was offered by a minister of some church. 
That prayer revealed to me the secret of the man’s life. I car- 
ried the keynote of the prayer in my mind for days and said to 
myself, Grorce W. Krier was strong with these people because 
he loved them and was frank in all of his dealings with them. 
One of our colleagues from Pennsylvania confirmed this judg- 
ment a few days ago, when he said to me, Gronen W. KIPP 
helped his people regardless of their politics. This was the 
source of his popularity.” 

Feeling that good taste required that I leave to those closer to 
him to tell of his life and character and services to his people, 
I thought it would be well to secure a copy of the prayer offered 
at his funeral. It is a reverential tribute to the dead and a 
touching expression of sympathy for the living. 


PRAYER OFFERED AT THE FUNERAL SERVICES OF HON. G. W. KIPP, AUGUST 
8, 1911, BY REV. J. M. JOHNSTON, 


O Thou who driest the mourner’s tear, 
How dark this world would be 

If, when deceived and wounded here, 
We could not fly to Thee! 


The friends who in our sunshine live, 
When winter comes are flown; 

And he who has but tears to give, 
Must weep those tears alone. 


But Thou wilt heal that broken heart, 
Which, like the plants that throw 
Their fragrance from the wounded part, 

Breathes sweetness out of woe. 


Oh who could bear life’s stormy doom 
Did not Thy wing of love 

Come brightly wafting through the gloom, 
Our peace branch from above? 


Then sorrow, touched by Thee, grows bright 
With more than rapture’s ray, 

As darkness shows us worlds of light 
We never saw by day. 


Yes, there are friends who when winter comes “are flown,” but we 
thank Thee for the human friends who remain for such a time as this; 
and we feel that in this sorrow-stricken home they are in evidence, 
as is manifest in their expressions of sympathy, in their presence, in 
their floral tributes, in their tears, and their prayers. ut we also 
feel that after they have done the best that sincere and loving hearts 
ean do, there is still the aching void which only Thou canst ; hence 
in this hour of mystery and grief we turn to Thee. 

We thank Thee for the life of this man, for the place he filled in 
society, in business, in politics, and in home. We thank Thee for the 
endearing home ties that bound him and his loved ones together. We 
thank Thee for the long and busy life he led, for his acknowledged 
business abilities, for the generous, benevolent, and human feelings 
which characterized him, that no one whom he could favor was turned 
empty away. 

ve thank Thee for the stand he took for civic righteousness and for 
the public-spirited man he was. We pray that these many good traits 
we may emulate and what faults there were we may bury in the sea of 
forgetfulness. We further ask that Thou wilt honor us with Thy bless- 
ing this day in these services. 

We bespeak for the friends and neighbors whose presence and 
thoughtfulness have done much to alleviate our sorrows Thy friendly 
recognition. Give Thy blessing also to the men with whom in organiza- 
tions, in social, in business, and in political life the deceased associated ; 
write it on their hearts that they, too, must die. 

Bless, O God, the Nation which we all so dearly love and for whose 
principles this man stood so org Make it a Nation noted for right- 
eousness, that it may be exalted. Bless our President, his Cabinet, those 
who make and exécute our laws, and may these men in high places 
deal fairly with their constituents, their country, and their God. Bless 
this town and vicinity on which this t sorrow has fallen, and may 
the community rise to the high ideal this man had in view for it and to 
which end he planned and contributed. 

God bless those who are so near to this man by the ties of kin and 
haye been so suddenly touched by this dispensation of Providence; be 
strength to the brothers and sisters, the circle of which death has not 
invaded for many years; may they be made to feel their days, too, are 
numbered. Bless these dear little grandchildren; they may not realize 
their loss now, but who sooner or later will miss the kindnesses 
lavished upon them by a grandfather's love and indulgence. And espe- 
cially wo we bring in our arms of faith these the daughters of the 
deceased and lay them at Thy feet for Thy 8 and help. They 
are indeed bereft; doubly so, as so recently their dear mother was 
taken ; but, commensurate with their sorrow, be Thou their comfort and 
stay. In the absence of the earthly father, may they lean all the more 
on the everlasting arms of the heavenly Father. 

Bless Thy seryant in the m e of admonition and consolation he 
will bring to us, and prepare our hearts to receive it. Go with us to 
the resting place of the dead, and on the return meet these sorrow- 
ing ones at the portal, and with Thine own hallowed presence fill the 
vacancy caused by the demise of this father. And to the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghost we will give thanks, praise, and ourselves forever. Amen. 


There are two assets in life that men enjoy and through 
which they impress their fellows and win success. One is 
wealth; the other, friends. Our deceased colleague 
both. A man possessing wealth without friends is poor indeed, 
while possessing good friends with little wealth he may be 
counted rich. When a youth I heard a man of large posses- 
sions say to a neighbor, “Make money and you will have 


friends.” I lived to see this man count bis friends on the fingers 
of one hand. He heaped up riches and lost his friends. 

I do not know what estate our colleague left, but do know 
from what I saw and heard at Towanda that he died rich in 
friends. 

In the hour of distress and misery the eye of every mortal turns to 
peep g the hour of gladness and conviviality, what is your 
want? It is friendship. When the heart overflows with gratitude or 
with any other sweet and sacred sentiment, what is the word to which 
it would give utterance? A friend. 

Everything I observed and learned during my short stay in 
Towanda impressed me with the fact that a spirit of friendli- 
ness prevailed there. All party spirit seemed dead in the awful 
mystery we call death. The greater mystery of life I noted in 
strange faces and new scenery. Art and architecture gave an 
interest. A splendid county building, in front of which stood 
a statue on which was engraved emblems dedicated to truth 
and justice, attracted my attention. I examined the records and 
archives within. 

Men whom I met in conflict 50 years ago welcomed me as a 
friend and brother. One high in authority spoke admiringly 
of Robert E. Lee even as I had heard Pennsylvanians speak in 
1863. A week later I had the pleasure of sending him a life 
of Lee which he expressed a desire to read. 

While it was a sad duty I was commissioned with my col- 
leagues to perform, I was glad to meet the friends who had sent 
him here and learn that they trusted him because he was hon- 
est, loved him because he was faithful and true, and honored 
his memory because he was generous and benevolent and never 
turned empty away a worthy applicant for his favor. 

It is the spirit in which we act that is the highest matter. 
It is the spirit of a man that gives him tone and character. 

A spirit of friendliness was the leading trait in the character 
of Mr. Kier. For the most part, it is the American spirit 
to-day—cultivated and encouraged through every available 
source it will save our civilization, neglected some Gibbon will 
write our decline and fall. 1 


WHAT MIGHT BE DONB. 
By Charles Mackay. 


What might be done if men were wise— 
What glorious deeds, my suffering brother, 
Would they unite 
In love and right, 
And cease their scorn of one another? 
ee can heart might be imbued 
ith 2 drops of loving kindness; 
And knowledge pour 
From shore to shore 
Light on the eyes of mental blindness. 


All slavery, warfare, lies, and wrongs, 
All yice and crime, might die together; 
And wine and corn, 
To each man born, 
Be free as warmth in summer weather. 


The meanest wretch that ever trod, 
The deepest sunk in guilt and sorrow, 
Might stand erect 
In self-respect 
And share the teeming world to-morrow. * 
What might be done? This might be done, 
And more than this, my suffering brother 
More than the tongue 
E'er said or sung, 
If men were wise and loved each other. 


Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, it was my good fortune upon 
entering Congress last April to find that the late Grorce WasH- 
INGTON Kipp, of Pennsylvania, and myself had many mutual 
friends. Representing adjoining districts, although living in 
different States, we found that we had many interests in com- 
mon, and thus began an acquaintance which I had learned to 
value highly before he started on that western trip from which 
he never returned alive. 

Mr. Klrr was preeminently a representative of the people. He 
had not the advantages of a college education, but he was a 
graduate of the school of experience, and he learned to so handle 
matters through this training that he was a very successful 
man in this world’s affairs. He was an excellent type of an 
American. Of the advantages that came to him from environ- 
ment he made the best of use. His services in both public and 
private life were considerable and proved that he was a fitting 
representative of the people. He was twice elected a Member 
of this House in a district normally opposed to him politically, 
demonstrating the worth in which he was held by the community 
in which he lived. 

In his death the State of Pennsylvania has lost a representa- 
tive worthy of her best traditions, the House of Representatives 
a man of sterling character and highest integrity, while we, his 
friends, have lost a valued companion and counselor. 

He was faithful and earnest in the discharge of his official 
duties. He was disposed to be fair and independent in all im- 
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portant matters and rose to the full standard of a man. His 
career demonstrates what a man of energy and industry can 
accomplish and how he can climb the ladder in this favored 
land of ours. 

It was my privilege to be one of the committee appointed by 
the Speaker to represent this House at the last sad rites said 
over our departed colleague. The services were largely attended 
by friends for miles around, not only from the counties of his 
immediate district, but adjoining ones, and the neighboring 
State of New York was well represented. The regret was deep 
and sincere, and the general expression was that he was an 
unusual man and that it had been a privilege to have known 
him as a friend. 


Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, it is an undis- 
puted fact that all men are born to die. The sacred pages of 
God's Book, the Holy Bible, declare that “it is appointed unto 
man once to die”; that “man that is born of a woman is of 
a few days and full of trouble; he cometh forth like a flower 
and is cut down; he fleeth also as a shadow and continueth 
not.“ We need only look around us, on every hand, to see the 
work of death. Observation has taught us that even the long- 
lived and towering oak will eventually fall and decay. The 
sweet-smelling and many-colored flowers at our feet flourish 
for a time, then wither and die. One season in this changeful 
climate of ours will teach us that the life of everything in 
nature can be extinguished by one cold breath from the lungs 
of that unwelcome visitor, death. And so it is with the life of 
human kind. The hallowed graveyards on the hills and in the 
vales, the crowded cemeteries in the cities and in the towns, 
go to proye but one mournful truth, that “life is even a vapor 
that appeareth for a little time, then vanisheth away.” And it 
is to be observed in this day and generation that “ pale death, 
with impartial footsteps, knocks alike at the poor man’s hut 
and the palace of kings.” 

To-day we see a multitude of sorrowing friends follow the 
remains of a beloved one to the grave, and scarcely have the 
echoes of the funeral march that sounded his dirge died away 
till we see another and another and still another being borne to 
his last resting place. 

There were two particular things in the life of Gronan W. 
Kırr that impressed me. My acquaintance with him was not 
long. My office number is 356 and his was 354, and it gave me 
an opportunity to see something of his life. One thing that 
impressed me more than anything else, and which I know most 
impressed every other man who knew him, was his wonderful 
regard, his wonderful kindness, to the boys—to the little fel- 
lows. My son visited me during last summer, and Mr. KIPP was 
the one person more than myself who looked after that boy of 
mine. He among others was the one particular person who 
thought that a child amounted to something in this world. And 
whenever you can find a man who has some feeling, some re- 
gard, for a child, you find in him something that is a little bit 
bigger than you find in the ordinary man. 

The other thing about Mr. Kier which impressed me was his 
conception of responsibility in life. He thought that he was a 
man. He actually believed in himself, and the very fact that 
he did believe in himself was the very thing that made him 
great, and big, and strong, just as the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. UNDERHILL] has described him. That is the thing 
that amounted to something up in his congressional district; 
that is the thing that made him big there, and that will always 
make a man big wherever he happens to be. He was a man 
among men, and his reelection in a strong Republican district 
testifies that fact. 


Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay my last tribute 
to the memory of my friend GEORGE WASHINGTON Kipp, who has 
solved the great mystery, who has been called to the bar of 
eternity to give the record of his life. And these few brief 
words of mine are the garlands of flowers that I place at his 
tomb. I first met Grorce W. Kipp when sitting as a member of 
the Invalid Pensions Committee of the Sixtieth Congress. I 
found him to be my nearest neighbor, and his participation in 
the work of the committee discovered to me his hard common 
sense as well as the softer side of his nature, for he was always 
interested in forwarding the interests of those men, women, and 
children whom he styled “the Nation’s wards.” The acquaint- 
ance thus begun ripened into a friendship which I shall always 
cherish and which continued until his death. In the language of 
the phrase maker, he was essentially a man’s man, and his 
society was always sought by a large company of his colleagues 
who had learned as I had to love him for his sterling qualities 
of mind and heart. I was proud of the fact known to many 
that I possessed in a great degree the affection and esteem of 
my dead friend, and because of this an intimacy grew up be- 


tween us which I shall always preserve as one of the benefits I 
enjoyed as a Member of this House. 

GEORGE WASHINGTON Kirr came up from the soil. He was 
one of and always in intimate touch with the common people, 
He was educated in the great university of the common people— 


the public school. He was a self-made man.. Compelled to 
make his own way in life, he started as a lumberman and mas- 
tered every detail of that business. He prospered, grew rich, 
and soon branched out into other fields of endeayor, and in each 
he was an unqualified success: Always a Democrat and always 
manifesting an interest in public affairs, he on more than one 
occasion was his party’s standard bearer, and invariably led it 
to suecess despite the fact of his party being in the minority. 
In 1906 his Democratic neighbors nominated him for Congress, 
and he succeeded in defeating a strong and popular adversary, 
and I am glad to say his greatest majority came from his home 
county, strongly Republican, where he was best known. The 
presidential tide ran strong against the Democrats in Pennsyl- 
vania in 1908 and Mr. Kr was defeated for his second term 
by a narrow majority. Renominated in 1910, it was my pleasure 
to spend a brief week campaigning on his behalf, and in going 
up and down his district I soon learned that his constituents 
knew and appreciated the rugged honesty and strong character 
of the Democratic candidate, and I was assured on every side 
by men of every shade of political opinion that my friend would 
once more receive at the hands of his neighbors a trust to exe- 
cute in the Nation’s capital as their representative. He was 
elected by a substantial majority, and was but fairly launched 
upon his second term when death beckoned his gaunt finger and 
he was gone. 

Many men of many minds, of varied accomplishments, come 
into this House as Representatives, some of whom are preceded 
by the bubbles “reputation,” “fame.” Some come from high 
offices in their native States, some from strong positions in the 
business world. All play their part—pass on, some to greater 
reputations, others to oblivion. My dead friend came into this 
House as a business man of large experience, the possessor of 
a fortune honestly won. He was plain, unostentatious, abso- 
lutely without pretense. Unknown to him was the desire to 
bask in the spotlight of notoriety. He was desirous only of 
doing well and thoroughly the task that lay at hand, be it great 
or small, and in passing he left behind a reputation for that 
greatest of all good qualities—common sense. It would be folly 
to talk of him as brilliant or as eloquent, and none would 
sooner reject such fulsome praise than he. It was my privilege 
to know my friend in his comfortable home, in the beautiful 
little city of Towanda, tucked away in the Pennsylvania hills. 
He was a kind father and an indulgent and loving husband to 
a wife who was log an invalid. I spent several days with 
him in his native town, and could not help but note that he was 
known and admired by every man, woman, and child within 
its confines, and he was never too busy to exchange kindly greet- 
ings with the laborer upon the street, nor was it the fawning 
smile or fulsome speech of the politician, but the kindly, neigh- 
borly salute which bespoke a large and generous heart. He 
died suddenly when far from home. I was not permitted the 
sad privilege of attending his funeral, but I recall him now in 
my mind’s eye when last I saw him, the picture of a man in 
full health as he came into my office one day last summer to 
say good-by, as he was starting then on what proved to be the 
journey from whence he never returned. Although past 60, he 
looked in the prime of life. I never saw him again. God rest 
his brave soul. 


Green be the turf above thee, 
Friend of my better days; 

None knew thee but to love thee, 
None named thee but to praise. 


Mr. AINEY. Mr. Speaker, I am sure I would do violence to 
my feelings and sentiments if I did not say a word in this place 
where we are gathered to pay our tribute to the memory of my 
distinguished predecessor. 

I am at a loss for words with which to clothe my thoughts. 
Paradoxical though it may seem, we were drawn together by 
the laws of disassociation. We were of opposite political views 
and we came in close contact at no point, either in our business 
or political affairs, yet I knew him well and admired him 
greatly. 

Many times since his decease, as I thought of him and of the 
influences of his life, I have wondered whether we are not 
placing a wrong emphasis upon what we call disagreements, 

No longer is it safe to say that men traveling in opposite 
directions may not reach the same destination. In the material 
realm Galileo forced us to accept this apparently contradictory 
truth. Yet in the rush and stress of this life we give tardy 
recognition to the same principle when there are differences of 
opinion in the moral or political realm. 
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It is on occasions like this, where the prejudices and passions 
are stilled and our minds and hearts unite in sympathetic har- 
mony, that we weigh thipgs as they really are, and we find that 
- after all our so-called differences, which too frequently stir the 
head and embitter the tongue, are merely the eastward or west- 
ward journeyings we elect to take, whereby we encompass the 
circle of honest effort to find that either way may bring us to 
a common goal. $ 

I was curious to know and took great pains to ascertain, not 
in anticipation of this memorial gathering, but because I like to 
understand the real sources of the power underlying the suc- 
cesses of such a life and its activities, what were the personal 
factors which upon two occasions wrested the old Wilmot-Grow 
congressional district from its strongly tied party moorings and 
carried it into the harbor of the party to which he belonged. 

I found that Mr. Kr realized in his life the solution of the 
great problem of personal influence—sympathy—and yet he 
probably never gave a moment’s thought to it; it was spon- 
taneous, it was a part of the man himself, for there can be no 
counterfeit of this, it must be inwrought. He liked men. 

The genuinely humanitarian spirit, outwardly manifested in 
the kindly handshake and sympathetic expression, was his. The 
bluff, but hearty, helpfulness with which he aided many a man 
over the last lift of the hill brought him a host of friends. As 
these kindly offices were without political thought or limitation 
the result was inevitable. There is more potency in a real hand- 
shake than in a great law. These men with whom he came in 
contact believed in the man; they relied upon his honesty of 
purpose, and because thereof they followed him, irrespective of 
any political differences. 

Grorse W. Krep had great interest in mankind, and for them 
he had great purposes. He was a man of the people, desiring to 
serve the interests of the common people, and my last tribute to 
his memory is that he reached the goal of that ambition. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I realize that it is futile to pay 
tribute to the dead, for we all know the answer to the query 
of the poet Gray: 

Can storied urn or animated bust z 

Back to its mansion call the fleeting breath? 
Can honor’s voice provoke the silent dust, 

Or flattery soothe the dull, cold ear of death? 

And yet it is altogether fitting and proper, it seems to me, 
that we should pause in the day's occupation to lay upon the 
closed grave of one of our colleagues the wreaths of love and 
honor gathered from the garlands of memory, and in any 
meeting, Mr. Speaker, called to do honor to Grorce W. KIPP 
I could not sit silent, however inadequate my tribute might be. 

He was my lifelong friend, and before me my father claimed 
his friendship for many years. He was born in the district 
which I now have the honor to represent upon this floor, within 
20 miles of my own home, for he first saw the light of day in 
Green Township, Pike County, Pa. There the old Kipp home- 
stead has fallen to decay, but beside its ruins there still stands 
the old-fashioned stone chimney, which years and years ago 
crept up the outside of the house to the gabled roof, and which 
is to-day pointed out by the old neighbors of the family to 
strangers and travelers as a sort of monument to him who 
lived to be known as the county's foremost and favorite son. 

And he was properly known as such, Mr. Speaker, for any 
man who would observe the humble surroundings of his birth 
and his early life must be struck with the contrast between 
what they presented and this scene where he spent his last 
days, here in the Capital of the Nation, in the most important 
parliamentary body on earth, where he represented a constitu- 
ency as intelligent as any upon our American soil, and sat in a 
seat which had once been honored by the great David Wilmot, 
author of the Wilmot Proviso, and by Galusha A. Grow, a 
former Speaker of this House. That contrast illustrates a sum 
of human achievement in which any community might well take 
pride. 

There, in Pike County, amid humble surroundings and with 
limited and restricted opportunities for intellectual advance- 
ment and education along any line, Mr. Kier grew to manhood's 
estate. Recognizing the limitations of the neighborhood, with a 
laudable ambition to succeed in large endeavors, he soon moved 
where present opportunities seemed to be greater and for some 
years lived in Wayne County, where he was honored by his 
fellow citizens by being chosen to fill various important posi- 
tions in the local government. But again opportunity beckoned 
and the way was opened for him to move elsewhere, and he 
finally became a citizen of the thriving town of Towanda, in 
Bradford County, Pa. There, Mr. Speaker, he spent the last 30 
years of his life, and lived to be known as the first citizen of 
the place. 

My observation bas been that in country communities such 
as that, if a visitor would find the man who possesses in largest 


degree the confidence and trust of his fellow citizens he must 
look to the leading banking institution of the community and 
inquire for its head or its most influential member or officer. 
The success of a bank, especially in the country districts, de- 
pends entirely upon the character of the men who are in charge 
of the institution, and their reputation for honesty, fidelity, and 
integrity is the very best asset of any such bank. Mr. Kr 
naturally moved forward to such a position in that community, 
and the institution of which he was for many years the chief 
and directing official acquired a reputation throughout all that 
section of the State largely because of the universal confidence 
and trust which were placed in him by the people of that entire 
community. t 

I haye said that Mr. Krier represented the same constituency 
that for years in the early days was represented here by two 
such great men as Wilmot and Grow. Mr. Kirr never reached 
the important place upon the stage of public life which was 
held by those, his distinguished predecessors. He was not a 
great man. He was not a great statesman. He laid no claim 
to being either. He made no false pretense for his work in 
public or private station. But he was a loyal, faithful public 
servant, ever mindful of his people's best interests, ever devoted 
to the principles of the political party to which he owed al- 
legiance, and ever careful of the welfare of our common country. 

It is undoubtedly true, Mr. Speaker, that some of the best 
work in this body has been done by men who have never been 
known as statesmen. The longer I liye, the more I come in con- 
tact with men of affairs, the more I see of the workings of gov- 
ernment, the more convinced I am that, after all, the man is the 
thing. There is no influence so potent in this House as the 
character of men. There is no engine for good or for ill which 
exerts anything like the influence upon public affairs in the 
legislative and executive departments of the Government as 
that force which we know as the “ personal equation.” We have 
seen many a good measure go down to defeat because it was 
managed or fathered by bad men, in whom others failed to have 
confidence. We have seen bad measures become laws because 
good men, in mistaken zeal, have taken them up and pushed 
them through to their final fruition. We have seen governments 
go wrong when bent upon proper quests because they were led 
by men of selfish designs; and the safety of our country in its 
future and the happiness and welfare of our children, the very 
salvation of the Republic, are more dependent upon the char- 
acter of the men who are now being reared to manhood and are 
taking an interest in public affairs ont in the country than upon 
the solution of the problems with which we are dealing here 
to-day. Our efforts here are but temporary and transitory, and 
will solve the problems which now beckon for solution with 
compelling force, only for a day, or a month, or a year. But 
back home, amongst the hills, throughout the length and breadth 
of the land, is being reared the citizenship which must perma- 
nently solve these problems in the future, and it will be de- 
pendent upon the character of that citizenship as to how they 
shall be solved and as to how our Republic shall go on to its 
destiny. 

I have digressed thus far to comment upon what I conceive 
to be the paramount influence in this body in order to lead up 
to this statement, that in Mr. Krier his people possessed a Rep- 
resentative who measured up to everything that could be ex- 
pected of a man when he throws the weight of his personal 
influence into legislative matters in this Congress. He reached 
the standard of usefulness; he filled the true measure of con- 
scientious, patriotic effort. His ideals were high, his purposes 
were noble, his plans absolutely unselfish and disinterested ; and 
in his death not alone his people, but his State and his country, 
have lost a valued public servant. : 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Arney). The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ROTRHERMEL] is recognized. 

Mr. ROTHERMEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay a tribute 
of affection to the late GrondE WASHINGTON Krrp, formerly a 
Representative from Pennsylvania. On July 26, 1911, it became 
my painful duty to announce to the House his sudden and unex- 
pected death, which had occurred on Vanconver Island, in 
British Columbia, on the 24th. On January 19, by special order, 
the 25th day of February, 1912, was set apart for these memo- 
rial services. 

Congressman Krier was born in Pike County, Pa., March 28, 
1847, where he continued to live with his parents until he 
reached his majority, working on the farm, and where he began 
the manufacturing of lumber. His life from the beginning was 
a strenuous one; his means of education were limited. I know 
of no school from which he graduated except the university of 
nature. i 

My personal acquaintance with him commenced with his sery- 
ices in the House of Representatives in December, 1907. I had 
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known him prior thereto by reputation as one of the noble sons 
of the great State of Pennsylvania. He was known as one of 
the successful business men of that State, who was fair in 
all his dealings between man and man and who dearly loved 
the common people, whose respect and confidence he enjoyed 
throughout his entire life. 

When I first became acquainted with him I was impressed 
with his genial good nature, his wonderful business capacity, 
combined with good common sense, and his honesty and sin- 
cerity of purpose. His keen sense of justice endeared him to 
the people far beyond the confines of the district which he had 
the honor to represent in the House. His reputation was State 
wide before he came to Congress, and he soon became prominent 
as a national figure. 

I feel that I have lost a friend, and I know the Members of 
this House and the people of the country have lost a friend. 
My friendship with him became so pronounced that it almost 
ripened into inseparable companionship during the sessions of 
Congress. It may well be said of him he was “a friend that 
sticketh closer than a brother.” 

He believed that the two great factors which rule the business 
world are capital and labor, and that labor is the more im- 
portant of the two. 

After his election to the Sixty-second Congress I asked him 
how he had overcome such an overwhelming Republican major- 
ity in his district, and he replied: “I have been in business in 
that part of the State for many years and employed a great 
many people, and I don’t believe I could find one that voted 
against me. They have confidence in me and I had in them.” 

His love of justice, which he put into practice, endeared him 
to his fellow men. 

He was just and true to labor, and always maintained that 
that is the only way to restore confidence between employer 
and employee. 

As a legislator he was a success. He was proud of his con- 
stituents and attended to their wants in the minutest detail. 
He carefully guarded the interest of his State, and above all he 
loved his country and believed it was destined to become the 
greatest in the world, if the rights of the common people were 
properly guarded. He believed in the unwritten law of manifest 
destiny. He believed that in goyernments as in nature nothing 
is stationary, but that there is an onward movement in the 
course of evolution. In short, he was a wise, patriotic, and con- 
structive statesman. 

He was a devoted husband and often affectionately referred to 
his beloved wife, who had passed to the great beyond about a 
year before his death. He was an indulgent father. He was 
a public-spirited and progressive citizen. Of him it may be said: 
“Well done, thou good and faithful servant.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ROTHERMEL). In accord- 
ance with the resolutions heretofore adopted, and as a further 
mark of respect to the memory of the late Congressman KIPP, 
the House will stand adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. 

Thereupon (at 1 o'clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed to meet to-morrow, February 26, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, February 26, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read 
and approved, 
. SENATOR FROM MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the credentials of JAMES KIMBALL 
VARDAMAN, chosen by the Legislature of the State of Missis- 
sippi a Senator from that State for the term beginning March 
4, 1913, which were read and ordered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

S. 238. An act to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia; and 

S. 4475. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to simplify 
3 of enroliments and licenses of vessels of the United 

es.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: ; 

S. 405. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
clas ‘fy and appraise unallotted Indian lands; 
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S. 3776. An act granting the consent of Congress to the board 
of county commissioners of Lincoln County, State of Montana, 
to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges across the 
Kootenai River, in the State of Montana; and 

S. 4551. An act to extend the time for completion of a dam 
across the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens 
Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga., authorized by an act approved August 5, 1909. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 7711. An act to amend section 4889 of the Revised 
Statutes; 

H. R. 8784. An act to supplement the act of June 22, 1910, 
me “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal 

nds”; 

H. R. 13679. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the receipt of certified checks drawn on National and 
State banks for duties on imports and internal-taxes, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1911; 

H. R. 16680. An act to authorize the board of county commis- 
sioners of Baxter County and the board of county commission- 
ers of Marion County, in the State of Arkansas, acting together 
for the two counties as bridge commissioners, to construct a 
5 across the White River at or near the town of Cotter, 

H. R. 16837. An act authorizing the Minnesota & International 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at Bemidji, Minn. ; 

H. R. 17242. An act to authorize the Northern Pacific Railway 
Co. to cross the Government right of way along and adjacent to 
the canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake 
Washington, at Seattle, in the State of Washington; 

H. R. 17887. An act to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, 
entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes“; 

H. R. 18155. An act authorizing the town of Grand Rapids to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, 
State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 18792. An act for the relief of homestead entrymen un- 
der the reclamation projects in the United States; 

H. R. 19238. An act to amend section 90 of the act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; 

H. R. 19342. An act to amend section 2455 of the Revised 
pataa of the United States relating to isolated tracts of pub- 
ic lands; 

H. R. 20287. An act to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An 
ge to incorporate the American Red Cross,” approved January 

1905; 

H. R. 20585. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; 

H. R. 20586. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; 

H. R. 20628. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
Civil War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors; 

H. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- 
yestigate and report on the advisability of the establishment 
of a permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle 
and artillery ranges for troops of the United States at or near 
the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, pro- 
posed to be donated fo the United States for said purposes; 
and 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution extending the operation of the 
act for the control and regulation of the waters of the Niagara 
River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other pur- 
poses. 

_ The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions on the 
life, character, and public services of Hon. GEORGE WASHINGTON 
Kipp, late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution (No. 32) authorizing the printing of 
20,000 additional copies of House Document No. 342, being the 
message of the President of the United States transmitting the 
report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K of the tariff law, ete., 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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HOUSE BILIS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

H. R. 20585. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; 

H. R. 20586. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; and 

H. R. 20628. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the 
Civil War, and to widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

H. R. 19288. An act to amend section 90 of the act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi- 
ciary,” approved March 8, 1911; and 

H. R. 20287. An act to amend section 5 of the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the American Red Cross,” approved Janu- 
‘ary 5, 1905. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

H. R. 8784. An act to supplement the act of June 22, 1910, en- 
titled “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands“; 

H. R. 18792. An act for the relief of homestead entrymen un- 
der the reclamation projects in the United States; and 

H. R. 19342. An act te amend section 2455 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to isolated tracts of public | 
lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: i 

H. R. 16680. An act to authorize the board of county com- 
missioners of Baxter County and the board of county commis- 
sioners of Marion County, in the State of Arkansas, acting 
together for the two counties as bridge commissioners, to con- 
struct a bridge across the White River at or near the town of 
Cotter, Ark.; 

II. R. 16837. An act authorizing the Minnesota & Interna- 
tienal Railway Oo. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi | 
River at Bemidji, Minn. ; | 
H. R. 17242. An act to authorize the Northern Pacific Railway’ 
Co. to cross the Government right of way along and adjacent 
to the canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake 
Washington at Seattle, in the State of Washington; and 

H. R. 18155. An act authorizing the town of Grand Rapids to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, | 
State of Minnesota. | 

H. R. 7711. An act to amend section 4889 of the Revised Stat- | 
utes was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee | 
on Patents. 

H. R. 17837. An act to amend an act approved July 1, 1902, 
entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the administration 
of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and 
for other purposes,” was read twice by its title and referred to | 
the Committee on the Philippines. ' 

II. R. 13679. An act to amend an act entitled An act to au- 
thorize the receipt of certified checks drawn on national and | 
State banks for duties on imports and internal taxes, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1911, was read twice by its | 
title and referred to the Committee on Finance. | 

HI. J. Res. 178. Joint resolution creating a commission to in- 
vestigate and report on the advisability of the establishment of | 
a permanent maneuvering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and | 
artillery ranges for troops of the United States at or near the 
city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, proposed 
to be donated to the United States for said purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Military | 
Affairs. 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution extending the operation of the 
act for the control and regulation of the waters of Niagara | 
River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, 

SUBSISTENCE AND QUARTERMASTERS’ DEPARTMENTS (S. DOC. 

NO. 348). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a memorial signed 
by sundry clerks employed in the subsistence and quartermas- 
ters’ departments at large, remonstrating against the adoption | 
of section 5 of H. R. 18956, making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, pro- 


posing to create a service corps to replace civilian employees 
now in service in those departments, which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. > : 


SAN CARLOS RESERVOIR SITE, ARIZONA (B. DOC. No. 347). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of 
department decision of February 17, 1912, in the matter of 
rights of way applied for by the Arizona Eastern Railroad Co., 
J. M. Jamison, and the Gila River Water Co., involving or 
affecting the use of the San Carlos reservoir site, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 

OCTAVIA Z. BOND AND OTHERS (S. DOC. NO. 346). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law filed by the court in the cause of Octavia Z. Bond, Vir- 
ginia Z. Wilson, Felicia Z. Metcalf, Louisa Z. Sansom, and 
Felix Z. Gaither, heirs of Louisa G. Zollicoffer, deceased, v. 
United States, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted at a 
mass meeting of citizens of Valdez, Alaska, February 12, 1912, 
favoring the enactment of legislation previding for the building 
of a trunk-line railway from tidewater on the North Pacific 
Ocean to the Yukon watershed, and also for the opening of the 
Matanuska coal fields, which were referred to the Committee on 
‘Territories. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Titonka, 
Iowa, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of TIH- 
nois, Rhode Island, and New York, praying for the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
apie — Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on 

He also presented a petition of members of the Board of 
Trade of Newark, N. J., praying that an appropriation of 
850,000 be made to defray expenses incident to the entertain- 
ment of foreign delegates to the Fifth International Congress of 
‘Chambers of Commerce, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, k 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Monmouth, 
Strawn, Lake Forest, Mount Olive, and Galesburg, all in the 
State of Illinois, remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Bond County Woman's 


| Christian Temperance Union, of Illinois, remonstrating against 


the repeal of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. A 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Coun- 
cil of Danville, III., remonstrating against the Navy Depart- 
ment compelling enlisted men to perform wayk formerly done by 
civilian employees, which was referred to the Committee on 
Nayal Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry veterans of the Spanish- 
American War, residents of Galesburg, III., and Denver, Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation proyiding for the pay- 
ment of travel allowance due volunteer soldiers of the Philip- 
pine Islands, which were referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented a petition of the Retail Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Mount Olive, III., and a petition of Sarah Greene- 
baum Lodge, No. 16, of Chicago, III., praying for the repeal of 
the oleomargarine law, which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. È 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Murphys- 
boro, III., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee ‘on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of Sylvia Golton 
Springer Fortress, No. 1, Daughters of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Chicago, III., praying for the passage of the so- 
called dollar-a-day pension bill, which wis ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Epworth 
Methodist Episcopal Church, the Free Methodist Church, the Pres- 
byterian Church, and the United Evangelical Church, of Elgin; 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2431 


of the Sheridan Road Methodist Episcopal Church, of Chicago; 
of the First Congregational Church of Dundee; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Unions of Henry and Robinson; and of 
sundry citizens of Forreston, all in the State of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the German- 
American National Alliance, of East St. Louis, III., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I submit a resolution which I ask 
to have read for the information of the Senate, printed in the 
Recorp, and lie on the table subject to call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A Senate resolution? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not be in order for a few 
moments, not until after we pass through the order of petitions 
and memorials, and so forth. 

Mr. REED. I understood the call was made for resolutions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; for petitions and memorials. 

Mr. KERN presented a petition of isham Keith Post, No. 13, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Colum- 
bus, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day 
pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of McPherson Post, No. 7, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., remonstrating against the incorporation of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kokomo, 
Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Odon, Ind., 
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of Berry Camp, No. 
89, United Spanish War Veterans of Indiana, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to pension widow 
and minor children of any officer or enlisted man who served in 
the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hunt County, Tex., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Hearne, 
Cisco, and Bastrop, all in the State of Texas, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its 
present limitations, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of sundry members of 
the Improved Order of Red Men of Palatka, and Fairview, in 
the State of Florida, praying that an appropriation be made for 
the erection of an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. f 

He also presented a memorial of Local Council No. 376, 
United Commercial Travelers of America, of Tampa, Fla., re- 
monstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of Local Union No. 325, 
Metal, Polishers, Buffers, Brass, and Silver Workers, of Eyans- 
ville, and of Union No. 5, National Brotherhood of Operative 
Potters, of Evansville, in the State of Indiana, and of Local 
Union No. 68, International Association of Machinists, of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill, which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. ; 

He also presented a petition of Isham Keith Post, No. 13, De- 
partment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Columbus, 
Ind., and a petition of Post No. 571, Department of Indiana, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of North Judson, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension bill, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Civic Club of 
Plymouth, Ind., praying for the establishment of a national 
department of public health, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented a memorial of McPherson Post, No. 7, De- 
partment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Craw- 
fordsville, Ind., remonstrating against the incorporation of the 


Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 5, National 
Brotherhood of Potters, of Evansville, Ind, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation granting to civil-service employees their 
inherent rights as citizens to the freedom of speech, which was ~ 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elkhart, 
Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post sys- 
tem beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Loogootee, 
Odon, and Montgomery, all in the State of Indiana, praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of Berry Camp, No. 
39, United Spanish War Veterans, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to pension the widows and 
minor children of officers and enlisted men who served in the 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Al- 
bany, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
from thefts interstate shipments on railways of freight, express, 
and baggage; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 2 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Friends’ Church, of Portland, Oreg., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the manufacture, sale, and 
importation of intoxicating liquors, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Gresham, the City Council of Ashland, the 
Young People’s Union of Ashland, and of sundry citizens of 
Ashland,;and Gresham, all in the State of Oregon, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARDNER presented petitions of Local Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Burnham; of the congregations of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hampden, the Universalist 
Church of Bethel, and the Fairfield Quarterly Meeting of Friends 
Chureh, of Winthrop; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Unions of Knox Center, Rumford Center, Caribou, and Paris, 
all in the State ofeMaine, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Skowhegan, Me., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THORNTON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of St. Francisville, La., 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. I present resolutions adopted by the New 
York State Senate, favoring Federal protection of migratory 
game birds. I ask that the resolutions be printed in the Recorp 
and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Game and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

State of New York, in Senate. 


Whereas there have been introduced in Congress three bills (Nos. 
H. R. 36, H. R. 4428, S. 2367) to afford Federal protection to migra- 
tory game birds; and 

hereas there is a general sentiment in this State in favor of such 
rotection, and an urgent request for the enactment of such a law has 

m made as appears by numerous petitions received: Now therefore 

Resolved (if the assembly concurs), That Congress be, and hereby is, 
aa to enact a law giving ample protection to migratory game 

8. 

Resolved, That the legislatures of all other States of the United 
States now in session or when next convened be, and hereby are, respect- 
fully requested to join in this request by the adoption of this or an 
equivalent resolution. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to transmit copies of this resolution to the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States and to the several Members of said 

ies representing this State therein, also to transmit copies hereof 
to the legislatures of all other States of the United States. 


Mr. O’GORMAN presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church and the Calvary Presby- 
terian Church, of West New Brighton, New York City, and of 
the First Baptist Church of Cobleskill; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Westerleigh and Bloomfield; and of 
sundry citizens of Prince Bay and Bloomfield, all in the State of 
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New York, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the Woman’s 
. Club of Hastings, Nebr., favoring the ratification of the pro- 

posed treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, which were ordered to He on the table. 

Mr. JONES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Aber- 
deen, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the pay of the National Guard, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reynolds, 
Wash., remonstrating against the establishnient of a parcel- 
post system, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. ; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Arlington, 
Zellah, Tacoma, Olema, Seattle, Everett, Vishon, Lake Shore, 
Olympia, Farris, Port Gamble, Hudson, Boundary, Prosser, 
and South Bend, all in the State of Washington, praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ferndale, 
Ariel, Carrollton, North Yakima, Spokane, Bellingham, Oak- 
ville, Olympia, Aberdeen, Bakville, Battleground, Loganton, and 
Auburn, all in the State of Washington, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sun- 
day in the District of Columbia and in the post offices of the 
country, which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Seattle, 
North Yakima, Omak, Ephrata, Raymond, Newport, Colfax, 
Spokane, Newman Lake, Snohomish, King County, Sunnyside, 
Pullman, Walla Walla, Tacoma, Cashmere, Hatton, Olympia, 
and Nile, all in the State of Washington, and of sundry citizens 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Aurora, 
II., praying for the enactment of legislation to grant pensions 
to certain defined veterans of the Civil War and the War with 
Mexico, etc., which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Morland, Howard, and Columbus, all in the State of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the establishment of a parcel-post sys- 
tem. which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ashland, 
Kans., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newton, 
Waldo, Bluff City, Chanute, and Nemaha County, all in the 
State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Beardsley 
and Council Grove, in the State of Kansas, praying for the 
-establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro- 
yiding for the abolishment of the United States pension agencies 
and their concentration in Washington, D. C., whieh was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Garden 
City, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
strengthen the Federal banking system, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City, Kans., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the Missouri River, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
and Manufacturers’ Club, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit any railroad or common 
carrier from having any interest in any common carrier by 
water with which it may compete, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wil- 
lits, Berkeley, San Leandro, San Jose, Petaluma, Melsroe, 
Stockton, San Diego, Santa Ana, and Los Gatos, all in the State 
of California, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the St. Johns Consolidated 
Quicksilver Mining Co., of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating 


against any reduction of the duty on quicksilver, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that the site in the Mall in the 
District of Columbia recommended by the Fine Arts Commis- 
sion be selected on which to erect the proposed memorial to 
Abraham Lincoln, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. P 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Yankee 
Hill, Cal., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post sys- . 
tem, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chico, 
Stockton, Redding, Oroville, Napa, and San Francisco, all in 
the State of California, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation requiring two licensed men to run 40-foot power 
launches, which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Oakland, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation proposing to abolish the Revenue-Cutter Service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Olive Growers’ Associa- 
tion of Los Angeles, Cal, remonstrating against the proposed 
reduction of the duty on olive oil, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Drayton, N. Dak., and a petition 
of sundry citizens of Dale, N. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to preyent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Deering, 
De Lamere, and Napoleon, in the State of North Dakota, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of John B. Raymond Post, No. 
17, Department of North Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Tower City, N. Dak., remonstrating against the incorporation 
of the Grand Army of the Republie, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Woman’s 
Study Club, of Wimbledon, N. Dak., praying that an investiga- 
tion be made into the condition of dairy products for the pre- 
vention and spread of tuberculosis, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Common Council of 
Duluth, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the coinage of 3-cent pieces, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rushford, 
Minneapolis, and Pennock, all in the State of Minnesota, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system be- 
yond its present limitations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Minnesota 
Society, Dames of the Loyal Legion, praying for the passage of 
the so-called dollar-a-day pension bill, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Presbyterian Ministers’ 
Association of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the ratification of the 
proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Con- 
gregational Church of Ada and the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Blue Earth; of the Prohibition Club of Cherry Grove; the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Hendrum ; and of sun- 
dry citizens of Erskine, Hanley Falls, Minneapolis, and Hen- 
ning, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Winona, Minn., favoring intercession by some method of arbi- 
tration in the threatened coal strike in the Central West, which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Vivian, S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Reads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hoven, 
S. Dak., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Ardmore, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
furnish immigrants with full information concerning industrial 
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opportunities in Western States, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. OLIVER presented petitions of sundry granges, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Tioga County, Allegheny County, Calkins, 
Vernon, Woodbury, Linesville, Wallingford, Warriors Mark, and 
Lutzville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the oleomargarine law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. = 

He also presented memorials of Local Division No. 17, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Wilmerding; of the Independent 
Citizens’ Club, of Hazelwood; and of the Central Turnverein, 
of Pittsburgh, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Patton, Pa., praying for establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Cortland Saunders Post, No. 
21, of Philadelphia; Captain C. G. Johnson Post, No. 159, of 
Berwick; General S. K. Zook Post, No. 11, of Norristown; and 
General George A. McCall Post, No. 31, of West Chester, all of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the proposed abolishment of United 
States pension agencies and their concentration in Washington, 
D. C., which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lancaster, 
Beaver Falls, Darlington, Sharon, Springfield, East Mahoning 
Township, McKeesport, Big Run, Mount Joy, Pittsburgh, Kittan- 
ning, Monongahela, Clarendon, Wilkinsburg, Duquesne Heights, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of members of Consti- 
tution Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that an appropriation of $60,000 be 
made for a heating plant and building for the Girls’ Reform 
School in the District, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Takoma Park 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, favoring the 
enactment of legislation providing for the extension of New 
Hampshire Avenue in a straight line, which were referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a petition of the New Jersey State Federa- 
tion of Women’s Clubs, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the extension of the work of the Bureau of Education, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of the Common Council 
of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the coinage of 3-cent pieces, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Deal Buggy Co. of 
Jonesville, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called eight-hour bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 
` He also presented a petition of River Side Grange, No. 178, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of St. Joseph County, Mich, praying 
for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Reads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Portland 
and Croswell, in the State of Michigan, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a free mail delivery in towns, cities, and villages 
with a population of over 1,000, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 153, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, of Escanaba, 
Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a memorial of Local Council No. 43, United 
Commercial Travelers of America, of Saginaw, Mich., and a 
memorial of sundry citizens of Saginaw, Mich., remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its pres- 
ent limitations, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Ayerhill; of Local Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Stockbridge; and of sundry citizens of Walled Lake 
and East Leroy, all in the State of Michigan, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


. 


Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of members of Village 
Board and the Preston Club, of Preston, Idaho, praying for the 
establishment of free mail delivery in towns, cities, and villages 
with a population of over 1,000; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Reads. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Minocqua, Wis., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of George Leland Edgerton 
Camp, No. 32, United Spanish War Veterans, of Beaver Dam, 
Wis., and a petition of Casberg Camp, No. 11, United Spanish 
War Veterans, of La Crosse, Wis, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to pension widow and minor children of any 
officer or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or 
the Philippine insurrection, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Alexis Tallman Post, No. 70, 
Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of Clin- 
ton, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day 
pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of T. J. Hungerford Post, No. 
36, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Spring Green, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Smoot pension bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Branch, Lake Seamen's 
Union, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to better the condition of American seamen, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the board of trus- 
tees of St. Croix Falls, Minn., favoring the enactment of legis- 
lation granting permission to the St. Croix River Navigation & 
Improvement Co., of Minnesota, and the St. Croix Lumbermen's 
Dam & Boom Co., of Wisconsin, to replace the old Nevers Dam 
as now existing in the counties of Polk and Chisago with a 
modern concrete dam, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of members of the First Uni- 
tarian Society of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the manufacture of phosphorus 
matches, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Wisconsin State 
Horticultural Society, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the importation of Irish potatoes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Live Stock 
Breeders’ Association and a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the proper inspection of the agricultural 
colleges of the country, which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of Duxby, 
Roso, Homestead, Blowers, Cambridge, Harris, Blue Earth, 
Little Falls, Ada, and Cloquet, all in the State of Minnesota, 
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also (for Mr. La FOLLETTE) presented a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, 
nea was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

ds. 

He also (for Mr. La Fotterre) presented petitions of 
sundry citizens of Endeavor and Elkhorn, in the State of Wis- 
consin, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkhorn, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the 
interstate transmission of race gambling odds and bets, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a memorial of members of the Ger- 
man-American Alliance, of Torrington, Conn., remonstrating 
against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Windsorville, the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of East Windsor, and of the Trinity Methodist Episco- 
pal Church, of New Britain, and of sundry citizens of Windsor- 
ville, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Tremonton, Utah, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Camp- 
ville, Vestal, and Union, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Bap- 
tist Church, the Methodist Church, and the First Presbyterian 
Church of Clyde; of the Methodist Episcopal, the Presbyterian, 
and First Congregational Churches of Spencerport and Ogden; 
of the Baptist Church of Dryden; and of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Champlain, all in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
yent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island 
Business Men's Association, praying for the ratification of the 
proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, whieh was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Sauford, N. C., remonstrating against the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Charlotte, 
N. ©., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the punishment of persons found guilty of breaking the seals of 
railroad cars containing interstate shipments, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of Local Council No. 46, 
United Commercial Travelers of America, of Lawrence, and of 
sundry citizens of Leavenworth, Council Grove, Leona, Ellis, 
and Soldier, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Kansas 
City, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
compelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Iola, Kans.; and a petition of the United 
Presbyterian Church, of Newton, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented petitions of sundry citizens of New- 
port and Louisville, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the 
ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, with the so-called 
Root amendment, and also for the ratification of a similar 
treaty with Germany, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr., RAYNER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mary- 
land, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 8) to cooperate with the 
States in encouraging instruction in agriculture, the trades, and 
industries and home economics in secondary schools; in main- 
taining instruction in these vocational subjects in State normal 
schools; in maintaining extension departments in State colleges 
of agriculture and mechanic arts; and to appropriate money and 
regulate its expenditure, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 405) thereon. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 4839) for the relief of Mary J. 
Webster, reported it with an amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 406) thereon. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 4470) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Wenatchee, Wash., re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 408) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 2347) increasing the cost of erecting a post-office and 
courthouse building at Walla Walla, Wash., reported it with an 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 409) thereon. 

Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 232) extend- 
ing the operation of the act for the control and regulation of 
the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara 


Falls, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 407) thereon. 


FURNITURE, ETC., FOR GOVERNOR OF NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. From the Committee on Territories I 
report back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 18794) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Attorney General to deliver to the governor 
of the State of New Mexico, for the use of the State, certain 
furniture and furnishings, law books, and typewriters, and I 
submit a report (No. 403) thereon. I ask for the immediate 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. THORNTON. By direction of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I report back favorably with an amendment the bill 
(S. 5059) granting school lands to the State of Louisiana, and 
I submit a report (No. 404) thereon. I request the present 
consideration of the bill 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee on the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendment was, on page 1, line 6, to strike out the word 
“rectangular” before the word “sections,” so as to make the 
bill read: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the unsurveyed lands in the State of 
Louisiana which are shown by official protraction of the Government 
surveys heretofore made to be embra within sections numbered 16 
and which lie in the same 98 as lands which have been certified 
or patented in that State under the act approved March 2, 1849, en- 
titled “An act to aid the State of Louisiana in draining swamp lands 
therein,” and the act approved September 28, 1850, entitled “An act to 
enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim swamp lands 
within their limits,” be, and the same are hereby, fixed, reserved, and 
confirmed to that State as though the official surveys had been regu- 
larly extended over such townships. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. s 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 5451) to further regulate commerce among the 
States and with foreign nations, to create a trade commission, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 5452) granting a pension to James Rogers; 

A bill (S. 5453) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
A. Brockway; and 

A bill (S. 5454) granting an increase of pension to Spear S. 
Zenor; to the Committee on Pensions. r 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 5455) to establish a system of wireless telegraphy 
in the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on the Philippines. 

A bill (S. 5456) for the relief of the estate of Philip Halsey 
Remington; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5457) granting a pension to John Lehr (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5458) to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Delaware River south of Trenton, N. J., by 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the Pennsylvania & Newark 
Railroad Co., or their successors; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill (S. 5459) for the relief of the Philadelphia & Reading 
Coal & Iron Co, and Walston H. Brown, sole surviving partner 
of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5460) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Beckhorn (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 5461) governing the granting of licenses for bar- 
rooms in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 5491) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon of a public building at Corvallis, Oreg.; to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5492) to provide for the formation of banking cor- 
porations for carrying on the business of banking in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Committee op 
Territories. 

By Mr. BORAH: \ 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 80) extending the time for can- 
cellation of entries of land upon Minidoka project, State of 
Idaho; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 


By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5462) for the relief of Mary C. Mayers; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 5463) granting an increase of pension to Modest 
Dufrane (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5464) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Miller (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5465) for the relief of holders and claimants of 
preference rights on public lands; and 

A bill (S. 5466) in aid of irrigation and creating a lien on 
public lands in the State of Washington situated within the 
boundaries of any irrigation district organized or heretofore 
organized under the laws of said State, and providing a mode 
of enforcing such lien by contest proceedings; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5467) granting a pension to Virginia C. Crawford; 

A bill (S. 5468) granting an increase of pension to Eldridge 
Morse; 

A bill (S. 5469) granting a pension to Thomas Baxter; and 

A bill (S. 5470) granting an increase of pension to Brazil 
Van Dusen; to- the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5471) for the relief of the Victor Land Co., a cor- 
poration; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (by request) : 

A bill (S. 5472) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Murray Tolman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 5473) for the relief of Jennie R. W. Vollmer; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

A bill (S. 5474) to provide for the general welfare and to 
regulate commerce with foreign countries and between the 
several States and to increase and enlarge the facilities. and 
efficiency of the Post Office Department; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. THORNTON: 

A bill (S. 5475) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Eliza 
M. Parrott, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 5476) granting an increase of pension to Willson G. 
Nowers (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP (for Mr. La Forterre) : 

A bill (S. 5477) granting a pension to Lydia A. Flack (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5478) appropriating $10,000 to be used by the 
Forest Service in the construction of a highway through the 
Battlement National Forest, in Colorado; 

A bill (S. 5479) appropriating $15,000 to be used by the 
Forest Service in the construction of a highway from Wagon 
Wheel Gap to the Wheeler National Monument, in the Rio 
Grande National Forest, in Colorado; 

A bill (S. 5480) appropriating $5,000 to be used by the Forest 
Service in the improvement of the highway over Cochetopa 
Pass and through the Cochetopa Forest Reserve, in Colorado; 

A bill (S. 5481) appropriating $5,000 to be used by the Forest 
Service in the improvement of the highway over Monarch Pass 
and through the Leadville and Gunnison Forest Reserves, in 
Colorado; 

A bill (S. 5482) appropriating $5,000 to be used by the Forest 
Service in the improvement of the highway over Tennessee 
Pass and through the forest reserve of the Leadville National 
Forest, in Colorado; 

A bill (S. 5483) appropriating $15,000 to be used by the For- 
est Service in the construction of a road from Twin Lakes to 
Aspen, in the Leadville and Holy Cross Forest Reserves, in 
Colorado; and s 

A bill (S. 5484) appropriating $25,000 to be used by the For- 
est Service in the construction of a wagon road in the San 
Juan National Forest, in La Plata County, Colo. (with accom- 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CLAPP (by request): 

A bill (S. 5487) for the relief of Frank Goins, a Choctaw 
Indian; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 5488) granting an increase of pension to Adeline 
Summerville; and 

A bill (S. 5489) granting an increase of pension to John 
Walton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 5490) for the relief of Frances Arbogast; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


INTERSTATE TRADE COMMISSION. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I desire to introduce a bill, which is an 
enlargement of the interstate trade commission bill which I in- 
troduced at the last session. 

It provides, not only as that bill did, for the change of the 
Bureau of Corporations into an interstate trade commission 
with three commissioners, of whom the Commissioner of Cor- 
porations shall be one, with powers of visitation, examination, 
investigation, and publicity similar to those of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, but also makes the commission an aid 
to the court in carrying out its decrees under the Sherman anti- 
trust law and in the dissolution and reorganization of con- 
demned corporations. It also enables the commission to act 
upon its own initiative, or the complaint of any person, or at 
the request of the Attorney General in investigating any corpo- 
ration charged with the violation of the act creating the com- 
mission or the antitrust act, and gives the condemned corporation 
60 days within which to readjust itself to the requirements of 
the law. It expressly provides, however, that nothing in the 
bill shall interfere with the Attorney General in enforcing the 
antitrust act. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill (S. 5485) to create an interstate trade commission, 
to define its powers and duties, and for other purposes, was 
3 the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
‘ollows: 


A bill (S. 5485) to create an interstate trade commission, to define its 
powers and duties, and for other purposes. 


terms of this act are referred to 
or owning corporation. 

Sec. 2. That on and after the — day of 1912, the Bureau of 
Corporations shall be separated from the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, and shall be thereafter known as the interstate trade commis- 
sion, and all of the powers, duties, and funds belo or pertaining 
to the Bureau of Corporations shall thereafter belong 
r trade commission. And all the officials and 8 of said 


and such other and additional employees as shall be vided by law. 
Sac. 3. That the interstate trade commission 1 consist of three 


chairman shall be selected annually by the commission from its mem- 
Rosai and the then ty Commiaboner of Corporations shall be 


na y poon ents; and theregfter 
all the commissioners shall hold office for the term of nine years, and 
shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. Each member of said commission shall receive a 
6 The secretary shall receive a salary of —— 


Sec. 4. That every corporation heretofore or hereafter organized 
within the United States or doing business therein whose annual gross 
ts, inclusive of annual gross receipts of its subsidiaries, if 
any, exceed $5,000,000, and engaged in commerce among the several 
States or with foreign nations, gece corporations subject to the 
act to regulate commerce, approved February Piss as amended, and 
ex: and trust companies, but including pipe-line com- 
shall, wi four months after this act takes effect, or, if 
0 or otherwise becoming subject to this act subsequent to such 
8 effect hereof, then within two months after so becoming subject 
to act, furnish to the commission in writing statements showing 
such facts as to its organization, financial condition, and operations 
as may be prescribed by the commission to be made in pursuance of 
this act. Similar statements shall be made by its subsidiaries. Such 
statements shall be made as of such date as may 8 by the 
commission and shall be yerified under oath by such officers of such cor- 
poration as may be prescribed by the said lations. 

Sec. 5. That all corporations subject to t act, and their respective 
subsidiaries, shall from time to time furnish to the commission such 
information, statement, and records of their organization, business, 
financial condition, conduct, and management at such time, to such 
degree and extent, and in such form as may be prescribed by the com- 
mission; and the commission at all reasonable times, or its duly author- 
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ized agent or agents, shall have complete access to all records, accounts, 
minutes, books, and papers of such corporations, including the records 
of any of their executive or other coi ttees. Failure or neglect on 
the part of any corporation subject to this act, or of any of its sub- 
sidiaries, to comply with the terms of this section or of section 4 
within 60 days after written demand shall have been made upon such 
corporation by the commission requiring such complian all con- 
stitute a misdemeanor, and upon conviction such corporation shall be 
— 5 o a fine of not more than $1,000 for every day of such failure 
or neglect. > 

Sec. 6. That the commission shall from time to time make publie the 
information received under this act in such form and to such extent 
as shall be prescribed by the commission: Provided, however, That the 
commission shall, so far as possible, distinguish between information 
which is purely private and the publication of which can serve no public 
interest and such information as is not so private and is of impor- 
tance to the public. 

Sec. 7. That the district courts of the United States, upon the appli- 
cation of the commission alleging a failure to comply with such order 
of the commission or alleging a failure to comply with or a violation of 
any of ‘the provisions of this act by any corporation subject thereto, 
shall have jurisdiction to issue a writ or writs of mandamus or in- 
junction or other order enforcing such order of the commission or com- 
manding such corporation to comply with the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That the said commission may at any time, if in the opinion 
of the commission public necessity requires such action, order and 
require any corporation engaged in commerce among the several States 
or with foreign nations, except corporations subject to the act to rogo 
late commerce, approved February 4, 1887, as amended, and excepting 
banking and trust companies, but including pipe-line companies, to 
make such statements and give such information as is prescribed in 
sections 4 ond 5 of this act, which information shall be published in 
accordance with the provisions of section 9 hereof, The commission 
may also obtain from any such corporation, through the powers granted 
in section 8 hereof, such information as shall enable said commission 
to determine whether such corporation is subject to the terms of this 
act, The decisions of the said commission made under the powers con- 
ferred upon it in this act shall be final, except as to matters involving 
the taking of private property without due process of law and involving 
the question whether the order is within the scope of the authority 
under which it purports to have been made. 

Sec. 9. That in order to accomplish the p declared in sections 
5 and 8 of this act the said commission shall have and exercise the 
same power and authority in respect to corporations subject to this act 
as is conferred on the Interstate Commerce Commission in said act to 
regulate commerce and the amendments thereto in respect to common 
carriers, so far as the same may be 9 including the right to 
ee and compel the attendance an er: of witnesses and the 
production of decumentary evidence and to administer oaths, All the 
requirements, obligations, liabilities, and immunities imposed or con- 
ferred by said act to regulate commerce and by_an act relation to 
testimony before the Interstate Commerce Commission, etc., ap- 
proved February 11, 1893, 1 to said act to regulate com- 
merce; and the act defining immunity, approved June 30, 1906, shall 
also apply to all persons who may be subpenaed to testify as witnesses 
or to produce 9 evidence in pursuance of the authority con- 
ferred by sections 5 and 8 hereof. 

Sec. 10. That the said commission shall, on or before the — day of 
in each year, make a report, which shall be transmitted to Con- 
8 This report shall contain such information and data collected by 

he commission as it may deem of value in the determination of ques- 
tions connected with the regulation of commerce, together with such 
recommendations as to additional legislation relating thereto as the 
commission may deem necessary. 

Sec. 11. That any person willfully making or furnishing to said 
commission any statement, return, or record required by this act, when 
seeing such statement, return, or record to be false in any material 

rticular, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall 
Se neg not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year, or 

Sec, 12. That in case a final decree shall be issued against any cor- 
poration under the act entitled “An act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and ge ery 2 approved July 2, 1890, or 
under sections 73 to 77, inclusive, of “An act to reduce taxation, to 

rovide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes,“ which 
dene a law August 27, 1894, the court entering such decree or the 
Attorney General may intrust the enforcement of such decree and the 
prescribing of all necessary details thereunder to said commission, 
which shall have power to so enforce such decree and provide for all 
arran; ents, transactions, and organizations necessary to carry out to 
the full extent the said decree: Provided, That such court may, in its 
discretion, refer to the commission its decree, with instructions to take 
Buch evidence, consider such facts, and report such findings as to method 
of dissolution and reorganization as the commission shall consider best 
fitted to completely carry out such decree, and report the same back to 
such court for its action. g 

Src. 13. That the said commission may at any time, upon complaint 
of any person, corporation, or body, or upon its own initiative, or upon 
the range of the Attorney General, investigate any corporation en- 
gaged in interstate trade for the purpose of determining whether such 
corporation has been guilty of a violation of the act entitled “An act 
to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopo- 
lies,” approved July 2, 1890, or under sections 73 to 77, . of 
“An act to reduce taxation,” etc., which became a law August 27, 1894, 
or of any of the provisions of this act, and may hold such hearings and 
take such evidence as it may deem necessary; and in case the commis- 
sion shall find that such corporation has been guilty of a violation of 
the provisions of said acts or of this act it shall make a finding, stat- 
ing the facts, and gene | the acts, transactions, and readjustments 
necessary in order that sald corporation may thereafter comply with 
the terms of said acts and of this act, and shall transmit a copy of the 


said finding in full to such corporation. If within 60 days after trans- 
mitting said finding, or such extension thereof as shall be given by the 
commission, the corporation shall not haye complied with the terms of 


the finding, and shall not have performed the acts prescribed as neces- 
sary to make It ome with the said acts or with this act, the com- 
mission shall report the fact of noncompliance to the Attorney General, 


together with a copy of such finding, for his action under the said acts 
or of this act. But the commission may, if it deems it pro 
the facts to the Attorney General without calling upon su 
tion for compliance with said acts or with this act. 


r, report 
corpora- 


Nothing contained in this act shall be construed to prevent or inter- 
fere with the Attorney General in enforcing the provides of the act to 
protect commerce, etc., approved July 2, 1890. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I also introduce a bill, which was drawn 
by Edgar H. Farrar, of New Orleans, late president of the 
American Bar Association, at the suggestion of the Interstate 
Commerce Committee, before which he recently appeared. This 
bill prescribes the conditions upon which State corporations 
may engage in interstate commerce. These prohibitions apply 
to holding companies, to corporations with interlocking direc- 
tors, to corporations whose stocks or securities have been 
watered, to corporations which control an undue proportion 
of any business, and to corporations which seek to stifle compe- 
tition by unfair practices, 

This bill is on lines similar to those of the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wirxtams] and other pro- 
posals before the committee looking to the reformation of the 
loose corporation laws of the States, by preventing corpora- 
tions organized under them from engaging in interstate com- 
merce unless the State charters or the organization of the 
companies under them conform to the conditions laid down by 
national law. 

The looseness of the State corporation laws is most effectively 
exposed in the address of Mr. Farrar before the American Bar 
Association. It will be found, together with his very clear and 
comprehensive statement, in the recent hearing of the Senate 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

I ask that the bill be read in full. 

The bill (S. 5486) to further protect commerce among the 
States and with foreign nations from unlawful combinations in 
restraint of trade and from monopolies by regulating the kinds 
of corporations and incorporated partnerships that may take 
part in such commerce was read the first time by its title and 
the second time at length, as follows: 


A bill (S. 5486) to further protect commerce among the States and 
with foreign nations from unlawful combinations in restraint of trade 
and from monopolies by regulating the kinds of corporations and in- 
corporated partnerships that may take part in such commerce. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of this act shall not apply to 
railroads, steamship or steamboat or other water-transportation com- 
panies, pipe-line companies, express companies, or banking corporations 
or trust companies, unless such corporations shall contain, in their char- 
ters, powers and faculties authorizing them to buy and to sell or trade 
in the objects and articles of commerce otherwise than for their own 
use and consumption. 

Sec. 2. That the provisions of this act shall apply to every corpora- 
tion or spines Siena partnership, both hereinafter called organizations, 
engaged in whole or in part in commerce in its own behalf or as agents 
factors, or commission merchants for others, whose capir stock shali 
equal $25,000 or whose capital stock, being less than $25,000, conducts 
a business whose annual gross receipts are $100,000, 10 per cent in 
amount of whose annual gross business in either case shall consist of 
transactions in commerce among the States or with foreign nations, or 
in both combined, 

Sec. 3. That every organization, within the purview of this act, 
shall keep books, records, and accounts, so as to show clearly and in- 
telligently all the business and transactions of the organization. A 
failure to op such books, records, and accounts, or the willful conceal- 
ment, or willful destruction of any material part of such books, records, 
and accounts, unless the same shall be more than 10 years old, shall 
debar such rod rigger from the right to participate in commerce 
among the States or with foreign nations. The Bureau of Corporations 
shall have power to fix the kind and method of such bookkeeping and 


records. 

Src. 4. That every organization, by the 85 fact of engaging in com- 
merce among the States or with foreign nations, or both combined, to 
the extent hereinabove specified, shall subject itself to the pe 
of this act, and subject itself to the 5 5 of visitation by the United 
States, to be exercised by the Bureau of Corporations, either in its dis- 
cretion or under the direction of the President of the United States, or 
by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, or of the Attorney General 
of the United States, or of any committee of the Senate or of the House 
of Representatives of the United States. This right of visitation shall 
include the right to examine all the books, records, stock books, letters, 
papers, telegrams, and contracts of the organization, and the letters, 
aperi and contracts, etc., of the officers, directors, agents, or stock- 
olders of the organization that pertain to the affairs, contracts, and 
business of the organization itself, and the right to examine under oath, 
in respect to the business or acts of the organization any officer, di- 
rector, stockholder, agent, employee, or contractee of the organization. 
No person so examined under oath shall refuse to answer any question 
ut to him ay eny. authorized officer of said Bureau of Corporations on 
the ground t his answers might subject him to a criminal prosecu- 
tion, but not such incriminating answers shall ever be used, directly or 
indirectly, in any criminal prosecution against the peat answering, 
but such incriminating answers may be used st the organization 
itself or against any third person; nor shall the answering of such 
et Taco wey | questions give the person answering any immunity from 
prosecution by the Governmen the Government can institute and 
conduct such prosecution on evidence other and distinct from said in- 
criminating answers. This right of visitation if denied, hindered, or 
obstructed shall be enforced by summary rule, in the nature of a rule 
for contempt, taken in the name of the United States in the district 
court of the United States having jurisdiction over the organization, 
or the person to be examined and tried before a jury, and no writ of 
error or sre shall be allowed from any verdict, judgment, or decre» 
on such rule, except to the United States. No information of any kin“ 
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or nature in respect to the business or affairs of any 1 ob- 
8 by the Bureau of Corporations under this act shall be disclosed 

any 
Attorney General, the President of the United States, or either of the 
Houses of the Congress of the United States upon its demand to that 
end, or to a grand or petit jury of the United States in a criminal or 
civil prosecution conducted by the United States. 


person except to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, the 


SEC. 5. That the following organizations are hereby declared to be 
hostile to the public policy of the United States, and are hereby abso- 
lutely excluded from and prohibited from participation to any extent in 
commerce among the States or with Poren nations, to wit: 

First. Any organization, popularly called a holding company, that is, 
organized to acquire and hold the stocks of one or more organizations 
engaged in commerce among thé States or with foreign nations in sub- 
stantially the same kind of business, or in kinds of business cognate 
to or auxiliary to, or ancillary to each other. 

Second. Any organization any of whose stock is held, owned, or con- 
trolled, directly or Indirectly, by any holding company, or by any other 
organization engaged in commerce anoni the States or with foreign 
nations in substantially the same kind or kinds of business. 

Third. Any organization that holds, owns, or controls, directly or 
indirectly, any of the stock of any other organization engaged in com- 
merce among the States or with forel nations in substantially the 
same kind of business or businesses as its own business or businesses. 

Fourth, Any or; zation which has issued or shall issue fictitious 
or watered securities, whether in the form of stocks, bonds, debentures, 
certificates, or of any other form or device whatever. Fictitious or 
watered securities are hereby declared to be securities, as above de- 
fined, issued, or assumed by the organization, without the actual re- 
ore by the organization of money, or property, or franchises, or good 
will, or patents, or trade-marks, or labor, or service, which bear a 
fair and substantial ratio in their actual value to the par value of the 
securities issued therefor. Subject to the control of the courts, the 
Bureau of Corporations shall on the facts of each case determine what 
ma fair ont substantial ratio is, but in no case shall it be less than 

r cent. 

Firth. ane . formed for the conduct of any kind or kinds 
of business by the consolidation or amalgamation by purchase or other- 
wise of other organizations, or of the property or business of other 
organizations, or of the business or gi will of individuals or firms, 
engaged in substantially the same kind or kinds of business, where at 
the time of the formation of such organization the aggregate of the 
business or businesses done in commerce between the States or with 
forei nations, or in both combined, by the organizations, firms, or 
individuals transferring their business to the new organization, shall 
exceed 25 per cent of such kind or kinds of business annually done in 
the United States in such commerce. 

Sixth. Any organization formed as ae in section 5, but not at 
the time of its formation coming within the purview of that section, 
which shall have increased its business in commerce among the States 
or with foreign nations by the subsequent acquisition of the business or 
property or good will of other corporations, firms, or individuals en- 
gaged in substantially the same kind of business or businesses in such 
commerce until its business or businesses annually done in such com- 
merce shall exceed 25 per cent of such kind or kinds of business annu- 
ally done in the United States in such commerce. 

eventh. Any o ization formed as provided in section 5, but not 
at the time of its formation coming within the purview of that section, 
which shall have increased its business in commerce among the States 
or with foreign nations until its business or businesses in such com- 
merce shall exceed 50 per cent of such kind or kinds of business annually 
done in the United States in such commerce. 

Eighth. Any organization whose capital stock at the time of its 
organization, or whose capital stock and surplus established at the time 
of its organization, or by subsequent contributions of its stockholders, 
shall exceed 25 per cent of the sound actual capital of the organizations, 
individuals, and firms domiciled in the United States at that time 
engaged in substantially the same kind or kinds of businesses in com- 
merce among the States or with foreign nations. The funds received by 
such a corporation from securities other than stock issued by it at the 
time of its organization, or within five years thereafter, shall be con- 
sidered as part of its capital stock for the purposes of s act. This 
clause shall not appl o an organization formed to exploit a new 
industry or the manufacture and sale of a new article of commerce. 

Ninth. Any organization, the majority of whose stock is owned or 
controlled by the same persons who own or control the majority of the 
stock in any other organization, engaged in commerce among the States 
— m foreign nations in substantially the same kind of business or 

usinesses. 

Tenth. Any organization which-has the majority of its directors the 
same as the majority of the directors of any other 5 sae 
in commerce among the States or with foreign nations or in both in 
substantially the same kind of business or businesses. 

Sec. 6. That any organization engaged or about to engage, as herein 

rovided, in commerce among the States or with foreign nations, or 
In both, shall have the right to cause itself and its affairs to be 
examined pr the Bureau of Corporations for the purpose of determining 
whether it has the power under section 5 to engage, or to continue to 
engage, in such commerce, and the decision of such bureau shall be 
prima facie correct, subject to the revision and control of the courts; 
and as long as the facts remain the same as they existed at the time 
of such examination, if they were then fully and truthfully disclosed 
to the Bureau of Corporations, the decision of the Bureau of Corpora- 
tions in favor of such organization shall relieve such organization, its 
officers, agents, and employees from the fines and penalties herein 
imposed. but shall not relieve the organization from an injunction from 

rohibiting it from continuing to participate in commerce among the 

tates or with foreign nations, or rg 

Sec. 7. That if any organization within the purview of this act shall 
violate any of its provisions every officer, director, stockholder, em- 
ployee, or agent of such organization responsible for such violation or 
participating therein shall be guilty of a misdemeanor of the highest 

ade, and shall on conviction be fined not less than $2,000 and not more 
han $25,000, and shall be imprisoned for not less than one and not 
more than five years. Where several of the officers, directors, stock- 
holders, employees, or agents of a corporation shall be included in 
one indictment or information the right of severance in the trial of 
such indictment or information shall not exist, except on the demand 
of the United States. In all prosecutions under this act the organiza- 
tion which has violated its provisions shall be served with a copy of 
the indictment, and shall be considered a defendant in such action, and 
shall be permitted to appear and defend on its own account, but it shall 
not be called upon to pay. the fines assessed against its officers, directors, 
stockholders, empleyees, or agents, unless they fail to pay the same and 


until there is a return of nulla bona on any execution under a judg- 
ment for fines imposed on such individual defendants, whereupon execu- 
tion may issue for such fines against the org: tion, which on pay- 
ment of such fines and costs shall be subrogated to the rights of the 
United States against such defendants. 

Sec. 8. That this act may be enforced by injunction spuna the 
8 or by criminal proceedings against individuals, or by 
both, separately or simultaneously; and no action or prosecution under 
this act shall be barred, except by the lapse of five years from the date 
of the offense or from the date when- knowledge of it came to an 
officer of the United States authorized to prosecute. 

Sec. 9. That this act shall go into effect one year from the date when 
it shall become a law, in order that all corporations may adjust them- 
selves to its provisions. 

Sec. 10. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are 
hereby repealed, but this act shall not be construed as a repeal of sec- 
tion 1 of the act approved June 29, 1906, known as the Hepburn Act, 
nor of the act approved July 2, 1890, known as the Sherman antitrust 
lai, but it shal construed as in aid of and in furtherance of said 
acts. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay Cora B. Thomas her salary as 
clerk of Class 3, Treasury Department, for the year 1912 at 
$1,600 per annum, deducting therefrom any salary paid her dur- 
ing the year as a clerk at $600, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was ordered 
to be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURTON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5,900 for expenses at the International Radiotelegraphic 
Conference, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 for the construction of a septic tank and sewer 
main at the Indian school at Genoa, Nebr., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,000 for the erection of a cottage for the use of the gardener 
at the Indian school, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$6,000 for the erection of a cottage for the use of the superin- 
tendent of the Indian school, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was re- 
3 to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
Printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$3,500 for additions to the hospital and office at the Indian 
school, Genoa, Nebr., intended to be proposed br him to the 
Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for general repairs and improvements at the 
Indian school, Genoa, Nebr., from $3,000 to $6,000, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to construct one or more demonstration 
plants on or near the west line of the State of Kansas, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Agricultura] appropria- 
tion bill, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$20,000 for the erection of a school building for the post at 
Leavenworth, Kans., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $10,000 for cooperation by the Forest Service with 
the University of Washington for the discovery of valuable 
products by distillation of woods, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Agricultural appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10,000 to enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase lands 
for a school site to promote the well-being and civilization of 
the Indians residing among the Kalispel Indians, in Pend 
d'Oreille County, Wash., etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $50,000 for the acquisition of a site near the town of Pem- 
broke, N. C., for a school for the Indians of Robeson County, 
N. C., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBYS CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. NELSON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation 
for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of 
the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

THE STEEL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. GRONNA submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 5, 1909, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed. 


ADDRESS BY JUSTICE STAFFORD (S. DOC. NO. 344). 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I send to the desk a copy of an ad- 
dress delivered by Justice Wendell Phillips Stafford of the Su- 
preme Court of the District of Columbia before the New York 
County Lawyers’ Association at its annual banquet, February 
17, 1912, on the subject of The new despotism.” I move that 
the address be printed as a Senate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STANDARD’ OF LIVING AMONG COTTON-MILL FAMILIES, 


Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, I send to the desk an article 
taken from the Washington Herald of the 24th instant, and ask 
the Secretary to read the head lines and the paragraph marked ; 
and I also ask that the remainder of the article be published in 
the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Herald, February 24, 1912.] 
“ SOUTHERN MILLS BAD AS PRISONS” (BUREAU OF LABOR REPORT)—¥FAMI- 

LIES ILL FED, POORLY CLAD, AND IGNORED BY EVERY CLASS OF SOCIETX— 


CHILDREN ALL DRUDGES. 
* Ka * * . * a 


TWENTY-ONE HOMES DESCRIBED, 

The bureau selected 21 typical southern cotton-mill families, 10 of 
them living in or near Atlanta, 6 just outside of Greensboro, N. C., and 
5 living at Burlington, N. C., and the 1 states that a comparison 
studied with the dietary of the 


of the menus of the families eral 
prison at Atlanta shows that for breakfast and dinner the quantity and 
of food of the families li fairly well is not far different 


om the prison diet. They have a li more variety perhaps. 
The remainder of the article is as follows: 


The Bureau of Labor completed and made public yesterday a report 
on southern cotton-mill workers, which is likely to arouse the southern 
Congressmen considerably. In recent debates in Co! the Con- 
gressmen from southern States seemed sensitive on the subject of 
southern woman and child labor, and the report made public tells in 


a striking way the 5 dispirited conditions under which southern 
cotton-mill workers live, of scanty pay, scanty food, crowded homes, 
company stores, and of but little hope for the future. 


+ 5 * — + = * 


Tanne ore pee ot ore 8 a hundred families studied in the 
southern cotton e report says: 
“The minimum standard is a sandard of living so low that one 
8 — 5 to Hro on it.” 

eir soci 2 e report says: 

“In the first place, they are looked down upon by the other 
of the South. ‘There is no attempt to make them a part of 
community into which they have recen come. The old 
know little about them and care less. In the second pe certain 

isolation. e whole 
same industry 


conditions of the new industrial life forces this 
family—men, women, and children—are e 
in which every other 3 their community is Cay ao 

The report says that with few exceptions they live houses owned 
by the : company and in many cases buy their provisions from the 
company store. 

“In . — Industries,“ adds the report, the father may feel that he 
hope for an more for himself, but he can at least plan 

mill demands 


and struggle for a better life for his children. Here the 
the children as well as the fathers.” 


le 


chin report says the 2 3 8 with z ra 
dren ding upon him port—is not found am e 
typical sou cotton mills es studied, and that most of the 


poorest, were supported by the earnings of 
wage the rity had the benefit of an 
from boarders. The average number of wage earners per 
the 21 families was 3.6. 

PORK THEIR MAINSTAY. 

“The menus which appear with the family studies show better than any 
ae the character of the food eaten by the cotton-mill operators, 
sa; e report. “It will be seen that corn . pork, and 
coffee form a large of the diet of all families. No tea is and 
one family had a substitute for coffee. When pork is mentioned without 
qualification it means fat pork, dry salted. kind of meat contains 
very little lean. Other kinds of pork are always specified. 

“Supper with most of the families is a light meal. Frequently it is 
nothing more than what is left from dinner, warmed over or eaten cold. 


several 
income 
for 


In many other cases it is bread, meat (fatback), and coffi Breakfast 
consists of coffee, bread, sirup, and pork in oth form.” ses 
MOTHER IN DISCARDED GARB. 
The report shows that the earning of a family where five were em- 


loyed in the mill was something between $800 and $900 a year, 
Phat the r e spent by the father of tite family on — 


thing was $38.97. 
it is stated, spent less for her clothing than did the older 


clo 
The mother, 
daughters, and that in some instances the amount spent by them for 


clothing was wholly inadequate. In one instance one mother reported 
as clo for the 3 98 cents,” she wearing the clothing 
oy ei gig Sy ea 
is stated, the families end the year slightly in debt. sti 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, after reading that state- 
ment in the Washington Herald, my first impulse was to ask 
for an investigating committee on the part of the Senate to 
inquire whether or not those statements are true. I knew they 
were misleading and that they were not true. I went to see 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, whom I have always 
found to be a splendid gentleman, and I knew, together with 
his great ability, he was a man of justice and fairness. He 
called in the Commissioner of Labor, and, in response to what 
occurred at our conference, the commissioner has written me a 
letter, which I ask to have read at the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the letter, as requested by the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
Washington, February 2h, 1912. 
Hon. Ler S. O AN, ax, z sibs 


VERM. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


My Dear SENATOR OVERMAN: Ref to our conversation this 
morning in 9 office praia Be 
w. is quo 


the morning as 
ern mills bad as prisons,” and to 8 5 request that I 
to you in the con- 


ven out by me nor, so far as I can learn, by anyone in the Burea 
th this volame. a * 


an investigation of what standard of liv- 
rmit them to maintain. A 


however, that the dietary of the Federal prison a 


tlanta corresponded 
very closely in its totals with the food 5 


ments of the Agricultural 
Department standard, and, in addition, it furnished all the items in 
detail upon which the totals were is was taken as a mini- 
mum food standard for an adult male in full vigor at moderate muscular 
work. Allowances were then made, u a basis arrived at by the De- 
a of Agriculture, for age and sex, and the food requirements 
us deduced were taken as a m um standard. The actual 
of living found amongst typical cotton-mill families in several southern 
cities and in Fall River, Mass., were then compared with this minimum 
standard, and also with a higher standard, which was given as a “ fair” 
aaa as actuall 1 rage = the families stu P 
e study -does show that in a considerable percentage of the cases 
studied the individual families were not able, through the combined 
income of the wa ing members, to maintain a standard of living 
equal to the minimum standard in which the food requirements were 
ted by the dietary of the Federal penitentiary. 
ou were given a copy of the report in question this morning and can 
see by reading it what basis there is for the headlines to which you 
took exception and for which neither myself nor anyone connected with 
this bureau is in the slightest degree responsible. 


I am, lly, yours, 
É i Cuas, P. NEILL, Commissioner. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, why he should have com- 
pared these free-born American citizens who work in the cotton 
mills with penitentiary convicts I do not know. Such a com- 
parison is odious and will enable some of these fanatical people 
to go up and down this country and charge that these cotton- 
mill hands are treated like convicts. And without the full 
report and the truth it would astonish and outrage the public. 
I remind the Senate that the penitentiary referred to is a Fed- 
eral penitentiary at Atlanta, and that the prisoners are fed out 
of the bountiful funds of the Treasury of the United States. 
I want to read just two menus of two days of the penitentiary 
to show that those convicts live about as well as the ordinary 
man in this country. I know it to be a fact that no later than 
yesterday I was told by a distinguished lawyer from my State 
that when a man is convicted in a Federal court for a felony 
he always requests to be sent to the penitentiary at Atlanta 
rather than to jail. The following are some of the daily menus 
these convicts had set before them: 

SUNDAY. 


Breakfast: Oatmeal, milk, bread, butter, 
Dinner: Beef, sweet potatoes, tomatoes, 
Supper: Bread, butter, coffee. 

MONDAY. 


Breakfast: Wieners, grits, bread, butter, coffee. 
Dinner: Pork and beans, raw onions, bread, water. 
Supper: Sweet potatoes, bread, butter, coffee. 


coffee. 
bread, butter, coffee, 


1912. 


TUESDAY, 
Breakfast: Potatoes, bread, butter, coffee, 
Dinner: Beef, collards, bread, water. 
Supper: Prunes, bread, butter, coffee. 

WEDNESDAY. 
Breakfast: Hash, bread, butter, coffee. 
Dinner: Soup, sweet potatoes, bread, water. 
Supper: Pie, bread, butter, tea. 

THURSDAY. 
Breakfast: Grits, bread, butter, coffee. 
Dinner: Fresh pork, sweet potatoes, collards, bread, water. 
Supper: Crackling bread, sirup, coffee. 

FRIDAY. 

Breakfast: Beef, bread, butter, coffee. 
Dinner: Fish, sweet potatoes, bread, water. 
Supper: Sauce, bread, buttér, coffee. 

SATURDAY, 
Breakfast: Liver, bread, butter, coffee. 
Dinner: Stew, bread, water. 
Supper: Graham cookies, coffee. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] suggests to me that 
he does not suppose that some Senators know what “ crackling 
bread ” is, but some of us do, and it is pretty good food. 

I have gone indiscriminately through this report, which is 
Volume XVI of the report of the bureau, On page 26 it is 
stated: 

Families 1 to 8 live in Atlanta, Ga.; 12 to 15 in Greensboro, N. C.; 
and 17 to 21 at the country mill near Burlington. 


Now, I ask the Senate to listen and see whether the commis- 
sion was justified in drawing that comparison when I read the 
menu of family No. 11 at Greensboro, N. C., and others at Bur- 


lington, N. C.: 
FAMILY NO. 11. 


This family has a cow which furnishes them with plenty of milk and 
butter, and enables them sometimes to increase their income by selling 
milk to their neighbors. 

The membership of the family and the age, occupation, and earnings 
ef the members are shown in the following table: 


Membership and income of family No. 11, 1908. 


Relationship. 


Second child... 
Third child. 
Fourth child.. 
Fifth child. 
Sixth child. 


1 Deceased. Board for 4 months. 


The eldest girl was married during the year, but she came home to 
keep house for her father. Her husband pays board to the family. 
The 15 and 13 9 7 5 old boys attended school for a part of the year. 
The araar oa oy had pneumonia and was unable to work for three 
months, 

The family occupies a four-room house and pays $3 per month rent. 
They have none but the most necessary furniture, and no carpets, cur- 
as or rugs. Their chief diversion is going to preaching and Sunday 
se 


ool. 
The annual expenditures of the family are as follows: 
Expenditures of family No. 11, 1908. 


ITEMS, 

Lf) SU nh ec BEE ia ß ̃ĩͤ nk . $306. 80 
be nati ROBE oA RN Ok IR sae BP aI OC PRA OREO Wa Cs Cane EEE 86. 00 
Ser ũoůöö0 n K 
tt lela& 2 Cal BERS Ten ee A aa A 31. 00 
BE Pg E ee SEN AAE Ace ey TNC Otten S Ripe SR AE ROAR PELE Rie 13. 00 
SG C000 on sa A E mates peat es Dri AOR RIN E EATA LAA S 4. 00 
ee 6 SS SS SSS 16. 80 
Doctor's bl ðâĩ1«'u 10O 
eh en ee RAE RE A ea SG TG EIST EE - 81.20 
. OD ane on em A A A 5. 20 
Cow feed 50. 00 
Washing 26. 00 
Sundries____ 5. 72 
Miscellaneous 30. 26 

ell!!! ee E 701. 98 


No details for clothing purchased for each member of the family are 
given, but the Items for clothing included in the store account show an 
expenditure of $60.66 for 24 weeks; from this an estimate was made 
for the year. It was learned from the family that each member wore 
out 4 pairs of shoes during the year. For 1 one-half of 
the year 17 pairs of shoes were bought for the 8 members in the family. 
the total expenditure for which was $33.05, a little more than half of 
the total outlay for clothing. The father mends all of the shoes, buy- 
ing the leather and nails at the company store. 

All minor illnesses are treated by the family, as can be seen from the 
expendlture for medicine in the analysis of the account, 
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The av value of food consumed per week per man unit (includ- 
ing milk and butter from cow) for the year covered was $1.19. Fol- 
lowing is the menu of this family for three days: 

Menu or FAMILY No. 11 For 3 DAYS. 
APRIL 13. 

Breakfast: Eggs, coffee (with sugar and milk), biscuit, butter. 

x Denes Pork and beans, corn bread, biscuit, onions, coffee, milk, 
utter. 

Supper: Sausage, biscuit, butter, milk. 

APRIL 14. 


Breakfast: Ham, coffee (with sugar and milk), biscuit, butter. 

a per A Turnip greens with meat, sausage, biscuit, corn bread, coffee, 
milk, butter. 

Supper: Fried shoulder, biscuit, butter, coffee, milk. 


APRIL 15, 


3 Eggs, fried shoulder, coffee (with sugar and milk), bis- 
eu utter. 

Dinner: Liver and onions, cheese, sweet-potato pie, corn bread, bis- 
cuit, coffee, milk, butter, 

This a did practically all of their trading at thè company store 
and a complete itemized account for 24 weeks was obtained. This 
includes their expenditures for food, clothing, light, tobacco, medicine, 
sundries, candy, and gum, 


Do not your mouths water and do you not long for the good, 
old-fashioned home cooking, eyen of these poor cotton-mill fami- 
lies? That isa family whose living he compares with the peni- 
tentiary convicts of this country. What is the Government go- 
ing to do about it? Do you propose to feed these people? Do 
you propose to clothe them? Do you propose to give them 
better wages? Now I will read from the report of a family 
living at Burlington, N. C.: 


FAMILY NO. 16. 

The father in this family is an itinerant preacher. The family 
represents a standard of living very high among cotton-mill workers, 
The following gives the membership of the family, with the age, occu- 
pations, and earnings of the members: 


Membership and income of family No. 16, 1908. 


1 Board and lodging for 6 months. 


Income from milk and butter amounted to $20, making a total cash 
income of $961.96. The family also consumed garden vegetables of 
their own raising valued at $20, and they keep a cow. 
The 2 live in a 6-room house, for which they pa 
rent. Tbe house is exceedingly well cared for and well furnished. 
They have an organ, 


There are carpets on the floors of two rooms. 
center table, pictures, rocking chairs, high bedsteads, and lace cur- 
ing indicates a high degree of comfort. The two older 


y $5 per month 


tains. Everyth 
children are allowed to keep their wages, but are charged for their 
board. They buy their own clothes and do with their money as they 
see fit. The 14-year-old boy came in from school while a part of the 
information for the study was being obtained. His clothes fitted well 
and were in good taste, and he wore a white negligee shirt with stand- 
me aes collar, a necktie, and gloves. He appeared bright and intelli- 
gent. 

The diversions and amusements of the famil 


are going to church, 
church sociables, parti 


entertainments, and picnics. 


The following shows the expenditures of the family during the year: 
Eependitures of family No. 16, 1908. 
ITEM. 


TTT... .... 962. 52 


Nothing appears to have been spent on drinks or tobacco, but a large 
amount was giyen to the church and charity. 
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On page 123 is the following statement as to family No. 20: 
FAMILY NO, 20. 
This samay consists of the father, mother, and six children. 
e 


The 


following table shows the membership of the family, and the age, occu- 


pation, and earnings of the different members: 
Membership and income of family No. 20, 1908. 


eeper 
15 | Spinner 
14 | Doffer......|...do... 

do do. 


The family also had a cash income from milk and butter sold of $5.20. 
making the total income $705.61. They kept a cow and also consumed 
pork of their own raising valued at $90 and garden vegetables valued 


at $7. 

The family occupy a four-room house and pay $2.60 per month rent. 
The house is neat and clean and the mother appeared to be an Intelli- 
gent woman and a good manager. One room was used as the spare bed- 
room, It was furnished with a bed and bedding, washstand, dresser. 
table, chairs, a few pictures, window shades, and curtains. The bed 
was covered with a spread and pillow shams. The other rooms had the 
usual beds and bedding, a sewing machine, tables, and lamps. The 
kitchen, which is also the dining room, was furnished with table and 
chairs, a new six-hole range, and a good supply of cooking utensils. 

The family had considerable sickness dur the year. The husband 
lost nine weeks because of illness from malarial fever. All of the chil- 
dren had the measles. ‘The amusements are simple. The family go to 
church and Sunday school, but this is only about once in four weeks, for 
there is no church at the mill. About once a month there is preaching 


In a schoolhouse which is some distance away. 
he annual expenditures are as follows: 


Brpenditures of family No. 20, 1908. 


pi Shand 


PREET aeit: 
SRSSSSSSSSS 


a OSSEE S 654. 39 


The family have saved practically nothing. The mother said that 
they would save up a little money and then they would find somethin 
they wanted, and it would be spent for that. e gave the instance o 
buying their stove. She said that at that time they had saved $40. 
They went to town and spent it all for the stove, some furniture, and 
other things they needed. 

The following, taken from page 129 of the report prepared 
under the direction of the Commissioner of Labor, gives the 
menu for one week of “Family No. 21,” residing at Burling- 
ton, N. C.: 

Mexv ron FAMILY No. 21, Werk ENDING Mar 8, 1909. 
SUNDAY. 


Breakfast: Fried meat, fried eggs, butter, preserves, coffee, biscuit. 
Dinner: Fried chicken, chicken stew, bu ter, 9 bread, 


biscult. 

No supper; just ate anything that was left from dinner, 
MONDAY. 

. Fried meat, fried eggs, butter, preserves, jelly, coffee, 
enit, ‘ 
Dinner: Beans with meat, canned corn, sweet potato pie, butter, pre- 

serves, biscuit. 

Supper: Corn bread, butter, milk, preserves. 
TUESDAY. 


Breakfast: Butter, preserves, biscuit, fried meat, coffee. 
ea Stewed en, sweet potato pie, butter, preserves, wheat 


Supper: Wheat bread (biscuit), corn bread, butter, jelly, milk. 
WEDNESDAY. 
Breakfast: Biscuit, coffee, fried ham, , preserves, „ butter. 
Dinner; Biscuit, beans with pork, sweet potato pie, jelly, Gotten 
Supper: Corn bread, milk, butter, beans, pie. 
THURSDAY. 


Breakfast: Biscuit, ham, butter, jelly, coffee. 
Dinner: Wheat 3 ham, 5 bacon, butter, jelly, beans, 


t 3 
Supper: Biscuit, cabbage, beans, butter, jelly, milk. 
FRIDAY. 
Breakfast: Biscuit, ham, eggs, butter, y, coffee. 
Dinner: Biscuit, bread, slaw, cabbage, ad butter, jelly. 
Supper: Biscuit, butter, jelly, ham, milk. 


SATURDAY. 
Breakfast: Biscuit, fried ham, butter, jelly, coffee. 
er: B t, beans and meat, sweet potato pie, apple pie, butter, 


elly. 
j e Dinner warmed over. 

Now I take the report on a family in Fall River, Mass.; 
they are haying a strike to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No, the strike is at Lawrence. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; it is Lawrence; but I believe Fall 
River is a cotton-mill town, is it not? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Les. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And there are 27 different languages spoken 
there by the operatives, if the papers tell the truth about it. 

FAMILY NO. 103, 


This family is Portuguese. They came from the Azores and had been 
in this country seven years. The children can speak English, but the 
parents can not. The family consists of the father, mother, and four 
children. The table following shows the age, occupation, and earnings 
of the different members: 


Membership and income of family No. 103, 1908-9. 


Third child. 
Fourth child 


The father's earnings are estimated because his name could not be 


identified on the pay roll of the company for which he worked. 

They live on the first floor of a tenement in which there are eight 
families. They occupy four rooms, one of which is used for kitchen, 
dining room, and sitting room. The other three are used for sleeping 
rooms. The kitchen stove furnishes the heat for all the rooms in the 
winter. The house is very dirty and is poorly taken care of. The 
furnishings consist of absolute necessities only, such as table, chairs, 


stove, and 
The mother and younger children are poorly clothed and very dirty. 


The mother had typhoid fever during the year and a baby died of pneu- 

monia. The health of the other members of the family was good. 
The diversions of the family are simple—street car rides and moving- 

picture shows occasionally for the older members, and church. 

The expenditures are as follows: 


Expenditures of family No. 103, 1908-9, 


annual 


Food. $383. 24 
R 84. 00 
77. 84 

28. 00 

7. 28 

5. 20 

10. 00 

on 7.00 

ey BNL Peer te eS Se SS — 30. 00 
CPTTTTTT—T—T—T—V＋T—T—V—T————— Srey SE its 1. 00 
Church contributions 31. 20 
Amusements 5. 00 
Funeral expenses 35. 00 
und — 7. 80 
LI 2. 00 
go) ae a ES ed ten ee eee ns Ste cose eevee fener ee =- 714.56 


The difference between the expenses for the year and the income 
shows that there may haye been some savi 7 e mother said, bow- 
ever, that they had not saved any money. It may be that she was not 
telling the truth, though the grocery book showed that they were in 


ebt to the store $25.8 

The family lived very poorly and it would seem that they spent as 
little money as they could. The underclothing for most of the children 
and nearly all of the clothes for the youngest child are made by the 
mother from the flour sacks in which she buys her flour. 

s e + * * E $ 

The average value of food consumed per week per man unit for the 
year covered was $1.60. 
The menu for two days—May 23 and 24, 1909—was obtained and 18 


as follows: 
SUNDAY. 


Breakfast: Pork steak, bread, coffee, condensed milk. 
Dinner: Soup (made of meat, potatoes, cabbage, and bologna), bread, 
coffee, condensed milk. 
Supper: Soup left from dinner. 
MONDAY. 
Breakfast: Bread, coffee, condensed milk, soup from day before. 
Dinner : Bread, coffee, condensed milk. 
r: Soup from the day before. 
ch entered so Jargely into the diet was made in a large 
is the custom to make enough to last several days, and 
pot becomes empty. All kinds of meats 
to it. The bread is a very soggy composition 
oes Up, more corn 
the visits to the 


` 


dinner. 
and his dinner co 

Now, Mr. President, I wish the country could read this re- 
port and see how these families live. I want to show to the 


country—and it can be shown from this report—that the North 
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Mr. OVERMAN. And reading from his own report. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Cusormys]) gave notice 

Mr. OVERMAN. I beg the Senator's pardon. I will yield 
to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wanted to say that the Senator from 
Iowa is obliged to leave the city at 40 minutes past 3 o'clock, 
and if he could be allowed to make his speech now, I know that 
he would greatly appreciate the courtesy. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I yield to the Senator from Iowa very 
gladly. I thank him for giving me this much of his time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As the Chair understands the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts, it is that morning 
business be suspended until the Senator from Iowa shall have 
concluded. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the Senator from Iowa be permitted 
to proceed at this time, morning business meanwhile being 
suspended. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 


Carolina cotton-mill operatives live as well as any laboring 
people in the world, and yet the Commissioner of Labor in the 
Department of Commerce and Labor sends out to the country, 
not the report as put in the papers, because that is exaggerated 
and untrue, but he does compare their method of living with 
that of the convicts in the penitentiaries of this country—these |’ 
good people who live in my State and in Atlanta, Ga., and in 
Massachusetts. If the Senator from Georgia would read it he 
would see that the mill operatives in his State live just as well 
as do those in North Carolina. They are a happy people; they 
are a good people; they are American citizens; and I protest 
against this great Government of ours, to which they pay 
taxes 

Mr. TILLMAN. And they speak the English language, too. 

Mr. OVERMAN, And they speak the English language I 
protest against their being slandered in the way they have 
been by a great department of this Government. In passing, I 
want to say that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor told 
me that he did not recommend the establishment of a new bu- 
reau to gather such information as this, but reported against it; 
and yet the Senate has passed a bill establishing a bureau to 
get just such stuff as this, which it has been stated costs the 
Government the immense sum of $300,000. I do not know what 
the purpose of making such a report is. Mr. President, why | of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none. 
men should be guilty of such conduct, unless it is to create | The Senator from Iowa will proceed. 
prejudice against as glorious a section as there is in this coun- | PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION. 


try and against as fine a people as live, I do not know. When MMI Presi 
he says that the people of the South look down upon the mill 5 1 Hat 3 2 oe hie 3 e 
operatives, I deny it. They sympathize, encourage, and help subject of pension legislation. Upon this occasion I do not 
them in every way possible under the circumstances of their | inteng to discuss in detail the relative merits of the several 
living and environment. They build them schools, churches, bills and the various suggestions that have been debated before 
and in some instances elub houses, gymnasiums, reading rooms, the committee. I pause only long enough to say that the most 
and places of amusement. liberal of them, if enacted by Congress and approved by the 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President President, will still leave the people of the United States under 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North | an unpaid and unpayable obligation to the Union soldiers of the 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? Civil War, so great that it will only be recognized in that far- 
Mr. OVERMAN. I yield to the Senator with pleasure, off day when the value of the Union which they preserved is 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the men who are sent out on these more fully appreciated and more completely understood than it 
errands of supposed philanthropy did not find this sort of ma- | is possible to appreciate it or understand it now. At this mo- 
terial in their minds, there would not be any use for them in | ment I am speaking chiefly in the hope that I can hasten what- 
ee 6 ever action we are to take. It seems to me that the highest 
, OVERMAN. rrect. considerations which can move a legislative assembly command 
Mr. GALLINGER. If they should go out and report that the ys to do whatever we intend to do immediately. Whatever en- 
people employed in the mills in North Carolina, in Massachu- largement of pensions we are willing to grant we ought to grant 
setts, and in New Hampshire as well, are earning fair wages | at pnce. Whatever debate is to ensue ought to begin now and 
and living in a comfortable way, we would not make appro- | be continued without cessation until we reach the end. What 
priations of four or five hundred thousand dollars for this| stands in the way? Nothing. The sessions of the Senate have 
bureau to gather information of this kind. It would come to been, and still are, well-nigh barren of important matters, and 
an end. So, to perpetuate their own salaries, it is rather im- | there can be no sufficient reason for not giving a few hours to 
portant that these men should find just this kind of thing that | the men who, loving their country, imperiled their lives for it 
is being reported: here, which looks to me to be utterly scan- | and for us through four years of march and camp and battle. 
dalous, and something that ought to be stopped in some way if | We convene at 2, adjourn an hour or two or three later, and 
we can stop it. meet again next day at 2. We are comfortable, have plenty 
Mr. OVERMAN. And furthermore—— to eat, enough to wear, and the day for us goes quickly and 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— happily by; but on each of these days in which we have done 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Car- | little and suffered none two or three companies of these Union 
olina yield? x veterans die and enter into their reward upon the other shore. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I read from this report to show that the | Seme of them, indeed many of them, are dying in want and 
conclusions of the report are wrong, and that these people live | misery. If we are going to do something for these heroes let 
as well and are clothed as well as any people in the United | us, for the sake of humanity, do it so that they may die in 
States similarly situated. peace and carry into the life beyond the recollection that their 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President country was a grateful country and did what it could to make 
Mr. OVERMAN. I again say that some of these menus men- their old age comfortable and happy. 
tioned in this document are as good as the Senator from Idaho] Moreover, of the half million or more who still bless us with 
[Mr. Bora], the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- | their presence there are many, very many, who are living in 
on], or I have on our tables in our humble homes in our States. | poverty and distress—a poverty and distress which in a few 
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, if that be true instances may be justly attributed to idleness or improyidence 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- | or incompetence, but which in by far the greater number are 
fina yield to the Senator from Idaho? the direct or indirect results of disabilities which were fastened 
Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. upon them somewhere and somehow as they struggled along 
Mr. BORAH. If it be true that this report discloses that | the weary way that lies between Sumter and Appomattox. If 
these people are living in the luxurious manner suggested by | we intend to ease their burdens a little, if we intend to lift a 
the Senator, what is the fault with reference to the report? little the hard hand of penury, for the sake of justice let us do 
Mr. OVERMAN. Why do you want to spend a million dollars | it quickly. 
to get out such reports as this? I have heard and read much about the character of the obli- 
Mr. BORAH. The expenditure has already been made; but, | gation the country owes to these old men. I have heard it as- 
as I understand, now the Senator is objecting to something that | serted with much emphasis that we owe them nothing at all. 
is in the report. There are some who look upon these pensions as a charity, 
Mr. OVERMAN. I am objecting to the commissioner’s con- | seme as the payment of a debt of gratitude. To me all this is 
clusions, based upon the statistics for 21 families, Nos. 1 to 11 | vain speculation. It is more—it is profanation. Our relation 
living in Atlanta, 12 to 21 in Greensboro and Burlington, N. C., | to these old soldiers defies classification or analysis. It is too 
and a certain number in Massachusetts. I am objecting to his | high, too holy. too sacred to find expression in the language of 
conclusions, and from what I have shown here from the menus | commerce or even of sentiment. If you will tell me what im- 
of those people the conclusions are misleading and wrong. pels a civilized man whose life or honor has been saved by 
Mr. WILLIAMS. And reading from his own report. another, who has risked his own life to save it, to feed that 


other when he is hungry, to give him water when he is thirsty, 
and to clothe him when he is naked, and to feel in doing these 
things an exaltation of spirit experienced in ne other act of 
life, you will at the same time tell me why the United States 
ought to make the last days of these brave fighters for the 
Union as restful and as content as human help can make them. 

There has been much conflict of opinion as to whether we 
ought to expend in pensions, twenty millions, forty millions, or 
seventy millions more than we are now spending, and the 
merits of these bills with some people seem to rest upon the 
extent to which they go in an increase in the annual expenses 
of the Nation. I have not looked upon the subject from that 
standpoint. We are able to do what we ought to do, whether 
in doing it we add to our appropriations twenty millions, forty 
millions, or seventy millions. The inquiry always ought to be, 
What amount is necessary to drive want and misery away from 
these old men during the remaining years of their lives? The 
greatest allowance that has been suggested will not give the 
beneficiaries of the pension system the least luxury and will 
barely suffice to maintain them with their own incomes in the 
way that people of the most moderate means must live. 

Why, then, should we hesitate to do our duty and to respond 
to the most creditable and patriotic sentiments that are known 
to human nature? There are some of these soldiers who need 
no assistance. It may be that there are some who are un- 
worthy of recognition, but there is no practicable way of sepa- 
rating those who are in the enjoyment of good incomes from 
those who are not, nor is there any practicable way of distin- 
guishing the few who are unworthy from the many who are 
worthy. Therefore what we do we must do for all, and it would 
be a crime against the most laudable instincts of civilized man 
to refuse help to the needy because there are some who are not 
needy, or to refuse to assist the good because some who are not 
good will share the benefaction. 

I am not one of those who feel that this Government is pow- 
erless to do that which its patriotic citizenship knows that it 
ought to do, even though the expenses of the Government are 
substantially enhanced. I believe in economy, but to me econ- 
omy does not mean the abdication of duty in order to reduce 
expenses. It means that every dollar which we appropriate 
shall be appropriated for an honest and proper purpose; that is 
to say, in order to carry out the policies which the Government 
ought to pursue. It means that every dollar, when appropri- 
ated, shall be efficiently expended, and within human limitations 
shall accomplish all that a dollar can accomplish in the affairs 
of men, z, 

I am not in favor of omitting any appropriation for Govern- 
ment needs in order that we may increase pensions, but I am 
in favor of adding to our revenue whatever amount we find it 
necessary to add, to the end that the Government can perform 
in the most efficient way all the functions which it ought to 
assume and discharge. If I believed that to increase pensions 
or to add to the expenditures of any other field of governmental 
activity would, as a consequence, require us to still further tax 
the consumption of the people, and especially of poor people, I 
would hesitate long before giving my assent to any increase in 
appropriations. There is a way, however, in which the Govern- 
ment can add to its revenue and do justice to all its citizens. 
The time has come when the wealth of the country must bear 
a larger proportion of the taxes of the country than it now 
bears. Putting aside the revenue from the postal service, the 
three-quarters of a billion dollars which we annually collect to 
sustain the Government is substantially all laid upon the con- 
sumption of the people. 

Wealth has multiplied enormously. It has not only multiplied 
almost beyond the power of intelligent comprehension, but the 
process of concentration is the most alarming feature of modern 
times. There is a way to tax this wealth reasonably and fairly, 
so that the hand of the Government will take from no man a 
farthing that he needs for his own subsistence. There is a way 
to tax it so that not only will the poor be untouched, but the 
rich from whom the contribution is enforced will be better 
citizens for the contribution which they make. The way is open 
to us. No constitutional amendment is necessary to authorize 
Congress to act. These rich and powerful persons and corpo- 
rations owe their fortunes and their incomes, vast as they are, 
to the soldiers whose valor and patriotism preserved the Union 
in its hour of peril. They are the direct beneficiaries of the 
struggle and hardships, the consequences of which we now 
desire to alleviate. Commerce has been profitable beyond the 
dreams of ayarice, and it has been profitable largely because the 

. Union was sayed, and the Union was saved because these men, 
whose last days are clouded with suffering, were willing to fight 
for it and to die for it. It is divine justice to now require the 
wealth of the country to recognize its obligation to the men 
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whose heroic efforts made a great and prosperous country pos- 
sible. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Applause in the galleries must 
cease and must not be repeated. 


INQUIRY CONCERNING APACHE INDIANS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. On February 21 I submitted a resolution 
which went to the table. It appears that there was one sheet 
missing. I withdraw Senate resolution 228, and introduce a 
new resolution covering the subject, for which I ask present 
consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 232) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate with the following information : j 

First. How many Apache Indians are now beld as prisoners of war 
at the Fort Sill (Okla.) Reservation. 4 
PEN ona How many of said Indians are males and how many are 

Third. How many of sald male Indians are under 40 years of age. 

Fourth. How many of said Indians are known, at any time prior to 
their capture, to haye been engaged in hostilities against the United 
States or to have committed acts of violence against citizens or resi- 
dents of the United States. 

Fifth. The names, ages, present condition of health, and general con- 
duct of the Indians coming under the terms of the last paragraph. 

Sixth. The military necessity, if any, for continuing to hold said 
Apache Indians as prisoners of war. 

Seventh. By what authority the said Apache Indians are now held 
as prisoners of war, and, particularly, by what authority those of said 
Indians who were born in captivity and who have come of age while 
still in captivity are so held. 


MINIDOKA RECLAMATION PROJECT IN IDAHO. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
233), which was read, considered by unanimous censent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to report to the Senate the number of homestead settlers upon 
the Minidoka reclamation project in Idaho, stating separately those 
who have made payment under the provisions of sections 4 and 5 of the 
act of Congress of June 17, 1902, being an act providing for 1 77 75 
priating the receipts from the sale and disposal of public lands in 
certain States and Territories to the construction of irrigation works 
for the reclamation of arid lands. and those who have not made pay- 
ment or are in default in making yments, stating the names of 
those who are in default, together with the amounts and the reasons 
for such default. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND 


GROUNDS. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 234), which was read and referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or 
any subscommittee thereof, is hereby authorized during the Sixty-second 
Congress to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to emplo: 
stenographers from time to time to report such hearings as may be had 
in connection with any subject that may be pending before said com- 
mittee, and to have the nee, and proceedings of such hearings 
printed for the use of the committee. he expense of such hearings 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and said com- 
a and subcommittee thereof may sit during the sessions of the 

nate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had, on the 
15th instant, approved and signed the following act: 

S. 4109. An act to restore the name of Oregon Avenue, in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: è 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
twelfth annual report of the Philippine Commission for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1911. 

Wma. H. Tarr. 

THE WHITE House, February 26, 1912. 


DAM ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER, GA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4551) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of a 
dam across the Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens 
Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. O., and Columbia, 
Ga.” approved August 5, 1909. 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and request a confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be appointed 
by the Chair. 


1912. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr Nrrsox, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. Martin of Virginia con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 


THE WOOL SCHEDULE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution (No. 32) of the House of Representatives, 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resotved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of House Document No. 
342, being the message of the President of the United States transmit- 
ting a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K of the tariff law, 
12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives and 8,006 
copies for the use of the Senate. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. REED. I ask that the resolution I offered be read now 
for the information of the Senate, and that it be printed in the 
Recorp and lie on the table, subject to my call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 230), as follows: 


Whereas the President of the United States, on the 22d day of Janu- 
ary, 1912, appointed Cornelius P. Swain United States marshal for the 
State of Delaware, and sent said appointment to the Senate of the 
United States for confirmation, and said appointment was in due course 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate for proper 
action in the premises; and 

Whereas certain prominent citizens of the State of Delaware caused 
It to be made known to said committee that they desired to protest 

ainst the confirmation of the appointment of the said Swain, — 

ground that be was an unfit person to hold the office of United 
States marshal fcr the said State of Delaware; and 

Whereas the Committee on the Ju liciary of the Senate of the United 
States designated two of its members, Senators SuTHERLAND and 
OVERMAN, to act as a subcommittee, authorized to investigate the 


* 

3 of February, 1912, there appeared 
before said subcommittee Hon. Willard Saulsbury, of Wilmington, Del., 
representing certain objectors te the confirmation of the appointment 
of the said Cornelius F. Swain, and there also a red the said Cor- 
re P. Swain in person and by his counsel, 1 O. Hastings, Bsq. ; 
an 


effect charged: 

1. That the said Cornelius P. Swain was unfit to occupy any place 
connected with or near the courts of the United States for the district 
of Delaware, because the said Cornelius P. Swain bore the common and 
general reputation of a persistent violator of the criminal provisions 
be — 75 eee of the State of Delaware intended to secure purity 

elections” 

2. That the said Cornelius P. Swain had notoriously been a vote 
buyer in the second representative district of Sussex Connty (New 
Fork Hundred) for many 8 

8. ee the 9 e e oe — procured * ö 
sums of money 0 p or the purpose corrup e 
voters of said district, and in the year 1908 was the assistant cashier 
of the corruption fund, and in substance charged that all of the above 
facts were notorious ; 

Whereas the testimony of certain witnesses produced before said 


subcommittee and certain affidavits there read in evidence tended to | 


rove: 

N (a) That at the election held in the State of Delaware in the year 

1904 members of the legislature were being selected who would there- 

after have the right to elect a United States Senator, and who did, in 

gh 7 — the said Henry ALGERNON DU Pont Senator from the State 
aware; 

(b) That oy, pe to said election a 1 sum of money, to wit, 
a sum in excess of $25,000, and claimed to be in excess of $58,000, was 
contributed by the said Henry ALGERNON DU PONT; 

(c) That said sum of money was distributed among various corrupt 
agents working in the interest of the said HENRY ALGERNON pu Pont; 

(%) That said distribution took place in the office of the said HENRY 
ALGERNON DU Pont, and with his knowledge ; 

(e) That $8,000 of the money so contributed was in the office of the 
said HENRY ALGERNON DU Pont delivered to be used ~~ the purpose of 
corrupting the voters of the second representative district of Sussex 
3 a —. hir? i Te 80 pa wey Mir Re sn of the ao 

ornelius P. Swain, an was admitted by the attorney representing 
said Swain that said $3,000 was so received by him; and 

Whereas the evidence tended further to show that not only at the 
election held in the year 1904, but in the elections held in the years 
1906, 1908, and 1910 similar corrupt practices were employed, and 
said evidence tended further to show that said corrupt practices did 
affect the election of the members of the legislature who in the year 
gas cue the said HEX” ALGERNON DU Pont to a seat in this 
body; an x 

Whereas said subcommittee construed its duties to be confined to an 
investigation of the corrupt practices with which the said Cornelius P. 
Swain could be shown to be directly connected, and did not therefore 
investigate 8 into the conditions surrounding said election, so 
that there has, in fact, been no investigation of the connection of the 
said HENRY ALGERNON DU Pont with said alleged corrupt practices, 
except in so far as the same was made to appear as an incident to the 
investigation of the said Swain; and 

Whereas the said Cornelius P. Swain was appointed to said office at 
the request of the said HENRY ALGERNON DU PONT, notwithstanding the 
evidence tends to show his sect practices and general reputation as 
an election corruptionist : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorised and directed to investigate and to 
report to the Senate, whether, in fact, corrupt methods and practices 
were employed by the said HENRY ALGERNON DU PonT to secure the 
election of members of the legislature, who thereafter elected him to a 
eneral election ef 1910, or to his elec by 
ture selected at said elections; and 98 


t in this body; whether said corrupt practices related to the 
ection of 1904, or the 

the members of the legis 

the said HENRY ALGERNON DU Pont is a proper person to retain 


Whereas said objectors, before said subcommittee, in substance and | 


seat, or ought to retain his seat, in this body as a Senator from the 
State of Delaware. 
Said Committee 


panon and to admin- 
paid 


e expenses of the sany shall from the con- 


tingent fund of the on vouchers to be approved by the chair- 
man of the committee or chairman of the subco ttee. 
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evidence, at the earliest ponetble date. y E 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withont objection, the resolution 
will be printed and lie upon the table subject to call. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask why, under the regular order of 
proceeding, the resolution does not go to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution be printed and lie on 
the table subject to call, intending to speak upon it prior to 
reference, as the Chair understood. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not believe that menaces against a 
man's character, such as we gather from the reading of the 
resolution, ought to lie on the table or be subject to any man’s 
call. When the integrity of the right to hold the office of 
Senator is challenged in this body it is everybody's business, 
and the party challenged has some rights. He has the right to 
prompt action, and every other Senator has the same right. I 
do not believe there is any rule under which the resolution can 
lie on the table subject to call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is quite unnecessary to move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
because that is where it would naturally go. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I can not hear what the Senator is saying. 

Mr. REED. I will try to make the Senator from Idaho hear. 
I asked to have the resolution lie on the table temporarily, be- 
cause I desire to make some remarks upon it. I was not pre- 
pared to make those remarks to-day, but I intended to give 
notice that on day after to-morrow, at such hour as would be 
convenient, I would desire to address the Senate upon this 
resolution. My und is that a resolution lying upon 
the table and subject to call is subject to the call of any Senator, 
and that therefore there will be no delay worked, no hardship 
imposed, by virtue of the fact that this resolution does not im- 
mediately go to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me 

Mr. REED. Certainly, for a question. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A question of this kind can not, under the 
rules of the Senate, be discussed except upon the report of a 


| committee, because the rules of the Senate provide that no 


personal reference shall be made to a Member of the Senate, 
except upon the report of a committee. 

It is only proper after a committee of the Senate has reported 
to discuss upon this floor the character or personal acts of any 
Member of this body. This does not come within the rule of 
resolutions that may lie on the table to be discussed. That 
can not be done until after it has been reported upon. It was 
a wise provision, and it should be respected. I have asked for 
a reference. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, to what rule does the Senator 
refer as the basis for his statement? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have objected to it. 

Mr. REED. I made the inquiry as to what rule the Senator 
stood upon. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let my objection be stated. My objection 
is to the resolution lying on the table. My objection is to the 
request, because I say it must go to a committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call the Senator’s attention to section 
2 of Rule XIX, which I think is clear. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read paragraph 2 of Rule XTX. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


RULD XIX. 
* * + * * s 


$ 

2. No Senator in debate shall, directly or indirectly, by any form of 
words impute to another Senator or to other Senators any conduct or 
motive unworthy or unbecoming a Senator. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am entirely familiar with that 
rule, although I have mot had the extensive experience in this 
body that the Senator from Idaho and other Senators have had. 
I understand, I think, what that rule means. That rule is 
intended to place a limitation in debate upon the remarks of 
Senators, so that they shall not get into personal controversy 
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and make personal reflections upon other Senators. This is not 
that kind of a question. This is a question which challenges 
the right of a man to sit in this body as a Senator. It raises a 
question not personal in its nature, but of the highest public 
importance and the highest public character 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. REED. When I conclude my sentence. And although it 
may concern an individual, it is not a personal matter in the 
sense that the language of the rule was intended to be employed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. May I suggest that the resolution, as I 
heard it read, in express terms charges a Member of this body 
with being guilty of bribery and corruption? 7 

Mr. REED. The Senator heard the resolution, and it will 
speak for itself with some clearness. It is a resolution similar 
in its nature to other resolutions. There is a preamble to it, 
based upon testimony that was given in this investigation. 

I say again that the rule which was read has no application 
to a matter of this kind. The rule that was read was intended 
to apply to personal remarks between Senators reflecting upon 
each other and not to the investigation of public matters. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Idaho that I desire 
that this matter shall be investigated in the right way, that it 
shall be investigated calmly and judicially and properly; but 
before the Senate votes upon the question whether it will pass 
the resolution it is proper that the Senate should be advised 
as to whether there are any reasonable grounds upon which to 
base it, and those reasonable grounds I had intended, with the 
permission of the Senate, to present within the next two days 
of time. 

I will not submit, unless compelled to do so, to any rule, which 
undertakes to say that in a matter of this importance and of 
this character no word can be uttered upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate until a committee has seen fit to make its report. That 
sort of construction is not consistent.with the previous record 
in the Senate. When the resolution was offered to reinvestigate 
the question of the election of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Lorrmer] it was a matter of debate here for two days, and the 
debate went unchallenged, and properly went unchallenged. 

There have been disclosures made, Mr. President, in the tak- 
ing of this testimony of such a character that the Members of 
the Senate ought to know what they are, and they ought to know 
before they cast their votes upon this matter. 

Whether the resolution goes to the committee under the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Idaho against its lying on the table 
or not, I shall insist upon my right to speak upon this question 
and to lay these matters before the Senate. I do not think that 
friends of the Senator from Delaware will gain anything by 
an attempt to shut off freedom of speech and debate in regard 
to this matter. 

I renew my request that the resolution may lie on the table 
until the day after to-morrow, at which time I desire to submit 
some remarks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Senator 
from Idaho moves that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. REED. I move a substitute. The Senator has not had 
the floor. I make the motion direct—that the resolution lie 
on the table subject to call for two days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to refer is not an 
amendable motion. 

Mr. REED. But the Senator from Idaho did not have the 
floor. I had the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho had made 
the motion some little time ago, when he did have the floor. 

Mr. REED. Not as I recollect it. I move as a substitute 
that the resolution be laid upon the table for two days’ time, 
subject to call. — 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not in order. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate should dispose of this 
proposition. Here is a motion to lay on the table, which is not 
a debatable subject. It can not be considered as an amend- 
ment to the motion made by the Senator from Idaho, but it is a 
preferential motion and should be disposed of first. 

Mr. STONE. May I make an inquiry? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator certainly can. 

Mr. STONE: The motion is to lay what on the table? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to lay upon the table the resolution which he has submitted. 

Mr. LODGE. But under the rule, Mr. President, that is a 
motion of final disposition. 2 

The VICH PRESIDENT. That is what it is. 
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Mr. LODGE. The other is a request that the resolution lie 
on oe subject to the call of a Senator. That is merely a 
reque 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request has been disposed of. 
That required unanimous consent. Following that request, the 
Senator from Idaho moved to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee.on Privileges and Elections, and the Senator from Mis-’ 
souri moved to lay it on the table subject to call. 

Mr. LODGE. Subject to call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not a preferential motion. 

Mr. REED. That is the motion I made. 

Mr. LODGE. That is not a possible motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in order. 

Mr. STONE. I ask a question for information. I speak 
hesitatingly, for it occurred before I came into the Chamber this 
afternoon, and I know only what I have been told about it, but 
I should like to inquire of the Chair if it be a fact that when 
my colleague offered his resolution soon after the Senate as- 
sembled he made a request that it lie upon the table, and that 
that request by announcement of the Chair was acceded to by 
the Senate without objection. 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has been misinformed 
as to the facts. When the Senator from Missouri first presented 
his resolution, soon after the Senate convened, it was announced 
to the Senator from Missouri that the Senate had not reached 
the order of the presentation of resolutions. So the resolution 
was laid on the desk informally until the order of Senate resolu- 
tions was reached. Then, some little time later—possibly an 
hour or more—the Senator offered his resolution with the re- 
quest as stated by the Senator from Missouri, to which request 
the Senator from Idaho objected and at once made his motion 
that it be referred to a standing committee. Before that motion 
was put the Senator from Missouri discussed it. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, if I may have the indulgence 
of the Chair and of the Senate for a very few minutes, before 
the Chair rules and before the matter is disposed of, I should 
like to say a word. 

Without reference to the wisdom or the unwisdom or the 
advisability of this proposed proceeding, it seems to me that 
the Senate ought to proceed in one case as it proceeds in all 
eases. I see no reason for an exceptional proceeding in this 
instance. If by a vote of the Senate this resolution is referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, it can be but for 
one purpose, and that purpose must be from hope or expectation 
of shutting off debate, of depriving the junior Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. REED] of the opportunity of speaking to the reso- 
lution, as he has announced his intention of doing. As he says, I 
well recall, and as eyery Senator sitting in this body at that time 
must recall, the circumstance, when it was proposed on the reso- 
lution of the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] 
to reopen the so-called Lorimer case, that it was debated here at 
considerable length before it went to any committee. The ques- 
tion was what kind of committee should be appointed or to what 
committee the subject should be referred for investigation. I see 
no reason for departing from the practice of the Senate. But, 
after all, Mr. President, if the purpose is to deny to a Senator 
the right to speak, to say what he has a right to say on the floor 
of the Senate, it is, thank Heaven, a pretty kard thing to de- 
prive him of that right by any kind of parliamentary legerde- 
main. He will find the opportunity to do it, and so nothing is 
gained. ; 

I am not speaking now of the merits of the proposition to 
make this investigation; I am not referring to that. I am 
referring simply to this proceeding now that seeks to deprive 
my colleague of the right to say what he thinks he ought to 
say in respect to this resolution. If he speaks out of order, im- 
properly, in violation of the rules of the Senate, he can be 
called to account here; but to undertake to deny him the right 


‘| to speak at all is something that the Senate, in my judgment, 


ought not to attempt to do. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I call the attention of the Chair to subdivision 
5 of Rule XIV, which reads as follows: 

5. All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by 
unanimous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

As the Senator from Idaho interposed his objection, the effect 
of that was to remove the resolution from the consideration of 
the Senate for this day. No motion could be made with refer- 
ence to it, either to refer it or to lay it upon the table, or 
otherwise dispose of it. I submit that that disposed of it until 
to-morrow. < p 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is reasonably well un- 
derstood that this is to be a session deyoted to playing politics. 
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Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr, President, would I still be 
within my rights if I asked for a ruling by the Chair before 
this matter is disposed of, because if the point of order is well 
taken it cuts off debate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire desires to discuss the point of order, the Chair certainly 
would not refuse to hear him. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, I so understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not intend to discuss the point of 
order that was raised. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the point of order 
raised by the Senator from Arkansas is well taken, and the 
resolution goes over. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, that being the case, 
I will withhold what I intended to say until the resolution 
appears again. 


REPRINT OF JUDICIAL CODE, 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask that a reprint of the judicial code shall 
be ordered by the Senate. Copies of that publication have been 
exhausted and there are numerous calls for it. I would really 
like to ask that a very much larger number might be printed 
than can be printed under the rule, and as the chairman of the 
Joint Committee on Printing is on the floor perhaps he will 
help me to have a larger number printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
as chairman of the Joint Committee on Printing I have ordered 
all the copies of the codes printed that it is possible to print 
under the law. I ask the Senator if he desires the reprint for 
the use of the Senate only or for the House of Representatives 
as well? 

Mr. BAILEY. My request contemplated copies only for the 
use of the Senate, assuming that the House, if it so desired, 
would order it printed; but if the Senator from Utah has al- 
ready this reprint in progress 

Mr. SMOOT. No; but I have already had the Committee on 
Printing to order as many copies printed as the law will allow 
me to do as chairman of the Joint Committee on Printing. I 
will therefore suggest to the Senator that in his request he 
name the number to be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood there was a limitation upon the 
cost. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is. 

Mr. BAILEY. And without knowing what the cost would be 
I did not think it was safe to name the number. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is so. 

Mr. BAILEY. The chairman of the committee suggests that 
it would be possible for us to print 3,000. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I would ask, for information, is that the 
judiciary code? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think I can throw a little light on the 
matter. The code is being annotated. Senators will observe 
that they just put bodily in the references of the old Revised 
Statutes, and with the division and subdivision under the reor- 
ganization of those sections the references are utterly without 
application. I am now haying that reannotated and conformed 
to the present form of the code, and I think it would be a mis- 
fortune to print it as it is. 

Mr. BAILEY. It undoubtedly would be a waste of public 
money to reprint it, as the Senator from Idaho is having the 
better arrangement made. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In this connection I will say to the Senator 
that I should like to have some cooperation to devise a method 
of paying for it. It is being done now at my own expense. 
There is no fund out of which that work can be paid for, inas- 
much as the committee has lapsed by reason of the failure of 
the other House to provide for that end of the joint committee. 
There is no fund against which to draw for this work. I simply 
entered into an arrangement with a competent person to work 
in cooperation with me to do that without any prospect of pay, 
but there should be some prospect of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘The Senator from Idaho will find no diff- 
culty when he brings that work into the Senate to have it 
printed. If he will bring with it a resolution to pay for the 
fair value of the services performed, the Senate will make no 
objection to it, because it is a work that ought to be done. I 
withdraw the request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas withdraws 
his request. 

PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if permissible, I desire to ask 
the chairman of the Committee on Pensions when it is his in- 
tention to call up the general pension bill, and also when it is 
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his intention to call up the various omnibus pension bills now 
on the calendar? 3 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it had been my hope and 
expectation to have disposed of the private pension bills to-day. 
The junior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Surrn] indicated to me 
some time ago his desire to speak to the private pension bills, 
and asked me to delay action upon them until-he could be pre- 
pared to express his views upon them generally. I have from 
day to day allowed them to go over with that understanding. 
I had also from recent talks with the Senator from Georgia 
assumed that he would be able to take the matter up at the 
beginning of this week, but he sends up word to-day that he is 
not well, and therefore, during his absence and while he is un- 
well, I certainly do not wish to press the bills for consideration. 
I only desire to say that if the junior Senator from Georgia 
shall be able to speak to them in the early part of the week, 
I shall ask the Senate not only to take up and dispose of the 
private pension bills, but I shall ask, as soon as he is able, as 
he has indicated his desire possibly to oppose the general pen- 
sion bill, that that bill also be taken up for consideration at the 
earliest possible moment. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I simply desire to state, in order 
that the matter may be definitely presented, that my colleague 
[Mr. Saru of Georgia] is confined at home by illness at this 
time.. He is not simply indisposed, but is not able to be in the 
Senate on account of personal illness. 

LAWRENCE (MASS.) LABOR STRIKE, 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 
aee VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
ution. 

The Secretary read the resoluton (S. Res. 231), as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, 
and he is hereby, requested to obtain and report to the Senate, through 
the Bureau of Labor, full information concerning the condition of the 
mill workers in Lawrence, Mass., and cially those now engaged in 
strike—their wages and conditions of living; also what approximate 
percentage of these employees are subjects of foreign countries and of 
what foreign countries; also what action has been taken by the local 
authorities at Lawrence to forcibly interfere with the free paneres of 
said aliens or others from the city of Lawrence and State of Massachu- 
setts to other States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object to the present consideration of 
the resolution. Let it go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
objection. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I desire to say, in con- 
nection with the resolution, that a condition has arisen, grow- 
ing out of this strike in the city of Lawrence, which immediately 
involves the responsibility of the Federal Government. The 
local authorities have absolutely failed in the function, which 
they are obliged to perform, of guaranteeing the people who are 
involved in this strike the privileges and immunities of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

A large number of these people are citizens of foreign coun- 
tries. The fact that those people have been denied the privilege 
of free travel and free passage from one State to another 
State raises a situation which may at any moment become an 
international question, and with respect to which a foreign 
country can deal only with the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Washington permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the Senator to say that the local 
authorities have shown themselves incapable of dealing with the 
situation. I desire to ask if the executive of that State—I 
believe the legislature is not in session 

Mr. LODGE. It is in session. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is in session. - 

Mr. BAILEY. I am told by the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it is in session. Then I desire to ask the Senator from 
Washington if the Legislature of Massachusetts has asked Fed- 
eral assistance in dealing with the situation? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not understand that the legislature 
has asked for Federal assistance, and this resolution does not 
intend or provide that the Federal Government shall supplant 
the authorities of Massachusetts. It calls for information as 
to the percentage of aliens, whether or not these people are 
aliens, and as to what has been done, what action has been 
taken by the local authorities representing the government of 
Massachusetts in prohibiting them from passing from one State 
to another—from the State of Massachusetts into another State. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was attracted more by the Senator's argu- 
ment upon which he seeks to support the resolution than by 
the language of the resolution itself. I thought it rather a 
novel doctrine to be advanced that, without any request from 
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the legislature, if it is in session, or if it is not in session, with- 
out any request from the governor, the Federal Government 
shall take notice of the fact that the local authorities are un- 
able to deal with a violent situation in Massachusetts, for at 
last it could be nothing more, according to the Senator’s state- 
ment, than a scene of domestic violence; and if the State of 
Massachusetts chooses to suffer under that condition without 
an appeal through her constituted authorities to the General 
Government, I think we have no jurisdiction over it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rose a moment ago to say that Massa- 
chusetts seems to be taking care of this matter in a perfectly 
competent way. The governor has interyened; the legislature 
is now in session; and it occurs to me that if Congress is to take 
cognizance of every strike that occurs in this country, and if an 
appeal is to be made to the Government of the United States 
to take a hand in such controversies, we are getting on rather 
dangerous ground. 

Of course, the resolution goes oyer, and I presume it will be 
debated to-morrow; and when it is debated some of us will 
have a word to say on the subject. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I desire to ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. ROOT. May I ask the Senator from Washington a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. ROOT. The question I desire to ask is whether any for- 
eign government has made any complaint to the Government of 
the United States of the denial of treaty rights to any of the 
people who are concerned in Lawrence? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Not that I know of. 

Mr. ROOT. If so, what government and under what treaties? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am not aware of any application 
made by a foreign government for action by the United States, 

This is the situation which exists in Lawrence: The authori- 
ties are absolutely ignoring the privileges to which the resi- 
dents of Lawrence are entitled as residents of the United States; 
some of them are citizens of the United States. They have 
been prevented from leaving the city of Lawrence with the 
intention of going outside of the State of Massachusetts and 
into another State. There is no pretense on the part of the local 
authorities that these people were violating any law. There 
is no charge against them of having committed any crime. But 
large numbers of them, by military force; apparently without 
any authority except that of the commander of the militia 
and the chief of police of the city, have been seized and vio- 
lently handled, put into patrol wagons, incarcerated in jails, 
because they were attempting to get on a train and leave the 
State of Massachusetts. 

Of course the jurisdiction of the United States is involved. 
That jurisdiction is usually exercised through the courts. It 
may be inquired into by the Department of Justice. Various 
situations may arise which may call for congressional action. 

I do not know that any foreign government has taken cogni- 
zance of this situation up to the present time. I do not know 
that the authorities of the State of Massachusetts have con- 
sidered the question of appealing to the United States Gov- 
ernment. But when an unprecedented situation arises—not, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire says, like any of the frequent 
strikes which have taken place, but under conditions which 
never existed before in the case of any strike in the United 
States—when the hand of the military authorities, without 
eyen going through the form of declaring martial law, is put 
in the place of the guaranties of the Constitution, so far as per- 
sonal rights are concerned, it seems to me perfectly pertinent 
and appropriate for the Senate of the United States to call for 
particular information on that subject from one of the bureaus 
of the executive department which is equipped with the ma- 
chinery to get that information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an impression that if the Senator 
from Washington had taken a little more time and deliberation 
to inquire into the facts in this case he would not treat this 
question as broadly as he does. I do not believe that the au- 
thorities of Massachusetts have done violence to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States or have deprived anybody of his con: 
stitutional or legal rights; but that will appear in due time. 


The Senator from Washington is altogether too impetuous in 
this matter. He wants to take care of the citizens of foreign 
governments without being asked to do so, and he wants to 
impeach the integrity of a sovereign State, and he is doing it 
upon inadequate information. I think if the Senator will pos- 
sess his soul in patience a few days longer the authorities of 
Massachusetts will vindicate what they have done. I have no 
doubt of it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am not impatient, and I am perfectly 
willing to assume the responsibility for my action upon the in- 
formation which I already have. I bave some particular in- 
formation which I think is sufficient to substantiate the state- 
ments I haye made as to the conditions existing there, and I 
can not agree with the Senator from New Hampshire that only 
foreign Governments are interested in this fight, or that only 
the people residing in the city of Lawrence are interested in this 
question. The Constitution of the United States can not be 
held to apply to some people in our land and not to others. It 
has to work as to all alike or it will not work at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say that only citizens of foreign 
Governments are involved in this matter. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understood the Senator to say that 
I was undertaking to interfere on behalf of foreign countries, 
I am not undertaking to interfere on behalf of foreign coun- 
tries. I am not undertaking to interfere on behalf of the citi- 
zens of Lawrence or the State of Massachusetts. I consider 
that every citizen of the United States who has any regard for 
American institutions and for the American Constitution, which 
we hear so much about these days, is deeply interested in this 
question. It is simply a matter of substituting the irresponsible 
rule of a temporary local autocrat for the law. That is the 
situation which exists there to-day, and as to which this reso- 
lution calls for information. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that some of 
the people who have been making a good deal of trouble in the 
city of Lawrence, and for whose constitutional rights the Sen- 
ator from Washington is appealing, are in jail at the present 
time, and properly so. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. A great many of them are in jail, and 
they are in jail without having committed any offense against 
the laws of the United States. They are in jail without being 
charged with any offense against the laws of the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Have they committed any offense against the 
aws of the State? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. They have committed no offense against 
the laws of the city or of the State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then a writ of habeas corpus will release them 
from imprisonment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It has not. 

Mr. BAILEY. Has it been sued out? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not think these people are capable 
of suing out a writ of habeas corpus. I doubt if they have the 
ability to employ a lawyer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do you refer to Mr. Ettor? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I was not referring to Mr. Ettor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not be willing to impeach the authori- 
ties of Massachusetts and its people like that. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I would. I am willing to impeach the 
authorities in that part of the State. I suppose ultimately 
these people will find a means to assert their rights. At present 
they are in jail, as the Senator from New Hampshire says, and 
they are in jail because they undertook to send a portion of 
their families from Massachusetts to Pennsylvania. That is 
the offense for which they are in jail, and the only offense. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say those people are in jail. 
They are not the ones I had reference to. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator referred to Mr. Ettor. I. 
am not referring to Mr. Ettor. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator's statement is rather interesting, 
if he is well informed. I must confess that I am utterly un- 
able to believe that there is a statute in the State of Massa- 
chusetts which allows the imprisonment of a man because he 
chooses to send a part of his family to some other State; and 
if that is the offense for which these people are imprisoned, 
then, there being no law of that kind on the books, as I am 
compelled to believe, in the absence of special knowledge to the 
contrary, obviously this imprisonment is unlawful; and if any 
man in Massachusetts, without taking the time to come down 
to Washington and lay the matter before a Senator from 
another State, would go to the governor of that Commonwealth, 
who, I understand, is a great friend of the people, especially 
of the oppressed and the downtrodden, I am sure he would 
employ counsel. He would order the attorney general for the 
State, if necessary. to institute habeas corpus proceedings to 
release these people from such an unlawful and outrageous 
imprisonment. 
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I am curious to hear what the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope] is going to say about the manner in which they 
execute the Jaws in his State. 

Mr. LODGE. The exact facts have not been stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator. 
perfectly willing to wait until he shall have concluded. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am perfectly willing, if the Senator 
desires to interrupt me, to have him proceed. I am not quite 
through, however. 

Mr. LODGE. I will wait until the Senator is through, and 
then I will say what I have to say. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I desire to say in con- 
clusion, however unwilling the Senator from Texas is to believe 
that people can be imprisoned because they are attempting to 
send a portion of their families out of the State, nevertheless 
that is the condition existing in Lawrence at this time. Of 
course, there is no statute prohibiting their going. Conse- 
quently the imprisonment is invalid and unlawful. It is simply 
a forcible imprisonment. It is the substitution of military 
force for the civil law. 

This resolution simply calls for information upon the subject. 
A number of women, with their children, went to the train for 
the purpose of putting those children in the care of certain 
friends, to send them into another State. They were confronted 
by a cordon of police. The police were backed up by a cordon 
of militia. They were seized, screaming and resisting, and by 
force carried by the military authorities from the depot to the 
jail and incarcerated there. 

Then, after having taken their children from them, the par- 
ents were charged with neglecting their children. The children 
were incarcerated in a house of detention for the destitute and 
poor, after they had been seized, taken from parents who were 
attempting to provide and were providing means for their care 
and support. 

The resolution calls for no action on the part of the Federal 
Government. It calls for information. 

Mr. BAILEY. One more question, and then I will not in- 
terrupt the Senator further. I understood the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that the legislature of that State is now 
in session. 

Mr. LODGE. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. And I assume, therefore, that the executive 
of that State is in his office. 

Mr. LODGE. He is. 

Mr. BAILEY. I repeat, it is impossible for me to believe 
that a condition such as the Senator describes could exist in 
that ancient and honorable Commonwealth without there being 
a man in the legislature to raise his voice against it—I under- 
stand the majority there are Republicans—— 

Mr LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. And without the Democratic governor of that 
Commonwealth making a protest. But even if the Senator 
from Washington is right in what he says, which discloses a 
deplorable condition, it is still a Massachusetts condition with 
which we haye nothing to do. But I hardly think such a condi- 
tion could exist in any American Commonwealth. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I wish to read very briefly from the 
report of the Bureau of Labor, which was referred to a moment 
ago by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overman], relat- 
ing to conditions of people not in Lawrence, but in other mill 
towns similarly situated. The mills in Lawrence are woolen 
mills. But the conditions under which labor is employed are 
similar: 

The history of the cotton industry in Fall River is the same as that 
in other New England towns. In the beginning the employees were all 
Americans. These were replaced by the English and Irish immigrants, 

The English and Irish have been in a large measure replaced by the 
French Canadians, and now the French Canadians are being replaced by 
the Italians, Poles, and Portuguese. In each case the story has been 
the same. ‘The newcomers, fill at first the positions demanding un- 
skilled labor, gradually work thelr way into the more skilled positions 
until they dominate the whole industry. 

Each succeeding race has come in with a standard of living lower 
than the prevailing one. This is phically represented in Fall River. 
The workers of the different races live in different sections and quarters 
of the city. The standard of living that prevails among them can be 
told by even a cursory visit to the different sections. The Americans 
are so few as to be practically eliminated. The English and Irish no 
longer constitute distinct communities. The French Canadians are in 
communities and still dominate the occupations demanding skill, al- 
though many Italians, Poles, and Portuguese are now found among the 
weavers. 

As the various newcomers rise in the industrial scale, their standard 
of living will no doubt gradually rise also. The test of their present 
condition is not whether their income permits them to live as well as 
they now desire, but whether it appears to offer any possibility of their 
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Mr. BAILEY. All this happened under the Republican pro- 
tective tariff. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of 
a public-utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the situation in the city of Law- 
rence is one of yery great seriousness, and it is a very severe 
misfortune both to the State and to the community in which 
the strike has occurred. . 

The point to which the Senator from Washington refers is 
in relation to the removal of children. Early in the strike a 
large number of children were sent from Lawrence to the city 
of New York, where they were made the subjects of a great 
Socialist demonstration, and it was supposed that they were sent 
there for that purpose. They have now begun to send children 
again to other points in the country. The local authorities, for 
reasons unknown to me, have taken what seems to me the ex- 
traordinary step of interfering with the dispatch of these chil- 
dren from the city. There was an attempt, as I am informed, 
to send the children to Philadelphia or elsewhere. Why the 
authorities have stopped it I do not know. As I said, it seems 
to me an extraordinary step. It is done, I think, under the stat- 
ute in regard to abandoned children, which makes provision for 
the public care of children abandoned by their parents. If 
arrests haye been made they have been made, I suppose, under 
the statute which provides for dealing with parents who neglect 
their children. 

The State government is in full operation. The governor, the 
legislature, and the attorney general are, I believe, entirely com- 
petent to deal with tke situation in Lawrence. 

It is a very grievous situation, as I have said, but I do not 
know why this particular step has been taken. I should be 
glad to learn what the reasons of the local authorities were for 
taking that step, and on that I have no information. But it 
seems to me that the State is perfectly able to deal with the 
situation. ‘There is no reason that I know of to suppose that 
the State is not able to deal with it. If wrong is being done in 
the treatment of these people, the governor and the State au- 
thorities can stop it in a moment. The wrong, if it has been 
done, has been done simply by the local police. 

I think, Mr. President, in justice to the State, the State might 
be allowed to deal with this situation until it is apparent that 
it requires the interference of the United States Government. 
Reference has been made to the guaranty of a republican form 
of government, but Mr. President, there is no suggestion what- 
ever of anything of that sort. There is no disorder with which 
the State has not been able to cope. Order has been maintained 
there by the usual authorities. The question is solely the one 
I have pointed out—that of the dispatch of these children to 
other cities and to other States. As I said, I can not explain 
why that step has been taken by the local authorities, but noth- 
ing should be done until all facts are known, and I see nothing 
that warrants action by the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The parents remaining behind. 

Mr. LODGE. The parents of the children remaining be- 
hind, of course. 

Mr. President, I have no objection in the world to having 
the Commissioner of Labor, if it is desired, make a report upon 
labor conditions. I have no desire to conceal anything there 
or have anything concealed. If there is wrong I want to have 
it brought out and brought to the light, and I have no objection 
to the Commissioner of Labor doing it, but he has no right to 
interfere or to investigate the State authorities. I think that 
on every ground we should refrain from calling on the United 
States to interfere in a State where the legislature is in session 
and the governor is active, and when no representation on the 
matter has been made to the executive authorities or to the 
Senators or the Representatives from the State. 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask a question? Is there any pre- 
tense that the State of Massachusetts or the local authorities 
can not maintain order, or at any rate do they confess that 
they can not? 

Mr. LODGE. Not the slightest. The whole question is the 
removal or the dispatch of these children by their parents to 
other cities outside the Commonwealth, and in one case to a 
town in Massachusetts. 
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Mr. OVERMAN. What is the ground upon which it is urged 
that the Federal Government should interpose itself in this 
affair? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not understand precisely what the ground 
is on which the Federal Government is asked to interpose. 

Mr. POINDEXTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The course of this discussion leads me to 
belieye that I have misunderstood the resolution or else other 
Senators haye done so. I wish to be corrected if I am in error. 
As I understand the resolution, it does not contemplate in any 
degree any interference whatever with the situation in the 
State of Massachusetts either with the functions that we would 
expect the legislature or the governor to exercise, but it simply 
provides for an inquiry into the conditions there and a report of 
those conditions to the Senate, If that be true, I fail to see 
where there is anything improper in the resolution. The situa- 
tion is certainly an extraordinary one. The conditions of labor 
in a great manufacturing industry are of interest to the Senate, 
and information of that kind will be of value to the Senate 
whether it contemplates any interference in the situation in 
Massachusetts or not. So much was said about the imminent 
danger of interfering with the strong arm of the Government 
there that I thought possibly I was mistaken as to the purpose 
of the resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator from South Dakota has 
very accurately stated the purpose of the resolution. Both the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself may be mistaken as 
to the exact particulars of the situation, but I think we are 
agreed as to the general features of it, and that situation is 
not that the governor of Massachusetts or the legislature of 
Massachusetts have failed to take notice of the situation exist- 
ing in Lawrence, but that through the governor they are par- 
ticipating in that situation. It is not simply the local police. 
The militia of the State are there. They have their ball car- 
tridges and their fixed bayonets. It is true that in a sense by 
that means they are preserving order, if Senators consider 
that that is the kind of order that our Government was formed 
to maintain. There is no disorder in a number of families go- 
ing to a railroad train, a common carrier, for the purpose of 
getting on board a train to travel to another State. But I say 
that when they are confronted by a cordon of police, backed up 
by militia whose colonel has set himself up apparently as the 
autocrat of the situation, the presumption is that he is acting 
under the authority of the governor of the State. In restrain- 
ing these women and forcibly carrying them away they are cre- 
ating a state of disorder. If there is disorder there, it is 
created by the authorities of the State. Nobody cares anything 
for order that is maintained by force at the point of the bayonet 
unless it is under the authority of the law. That is the situa- 
tion which exists in Lawrence. 

Now, as to the seriousness of it, allow me to say a word. It 
is very readily understood what the result will be if that policy 
can be maintained. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washingto: 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? ? 

Mr. POINDEXTER, I yield. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has just been describing the mat- 
ter of the children, I hold in my hand a telegram which has 
just come from John Golden, who is general president of the 
United Textile Workers of America, addressed to Hon. WILLIAM 
B. Witson, chairman of the Committee on Labor of the House 
of Representatives. I did not attempt to go into details about 
the removal of the children, because I did not know; but I think 
his telegram will at least convince the Senate that there is 
more than one aspect to the case. It says: 

FALL River, Mass., February 25, 1912. 
Hon. WILLIAM B. WILSON, 


Chairman Committee on Labor, House of Representatives, 
Washington. 


D. C. 
Dran Sm AND Brorner: In answer to your tel asking for infor- 
Lawrence, Mass., permit me to my that o ized labor 
stamp of disapproval upon this inhuman act Immediately 
known, being firmly convinced from the beginning it was nothing more 
nor less than a bolical scheme on the part of the officers of the 
Industrial Workers of the World to raise funds for the further propaga- 
tion of their unholy war of class hatred and social revolution. 

Many of these dren do not belong to parents who are on strike 


and many others have been secured either by intimidating the parents 
or by the grossest misrepresentation. The sum of money spent 
in Seating ese little children long distances from home could be Baa 
to far better leaving the - 


use by sharing it 8 needy 
dren to their mother’s care. No mother with a of 

wants to part with her 225 5 if she can help it. Unacquainted 
our American customs, unable to ey fall 


to the unprincipled tactics of such men as Ha tman, 
fad others of fike character, who, finding it im me carry out 


eir evil designs and wrought up to the pitch of desperation as the 
realize the a collapse of their efforts to prevent an ‘amicable 
setlement of dispute in Lawrence, do not hesitate to use little 
children even to extent of tearing them away from their parents. 

If any unnecessary violence was used by the officers of the law in 
preventing these children from being taken away a searching investi- 
guon should be made and the offenders punished. If any constitu- 

nal law has been yiolated our courts must decide that question, and 
decide quickly; but in the final analysis the real ones who deserve to 
be punished are those who made such an occurrence as the one in the 
city of Lawrence last Saturday possible and who, when the clash came, 
sneaked into the train or around a street corner, leaving the mothers 
and their little ones to their own fate. 

JOHN GOLDEN, 


General President United Tertile Workers of America. 


I read that, Mr. President, simply to show that there is an- 
other side of this question and that the Senate knowing as 
little as it does ought not to undertake to pass upon it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the resolution introduced 
does not ask the Senate to pass upon it, but for the very reason 
of knowing as little about it as it does it seeks means of obtain- 
ing information. It makes no difference, Mr. President, whether 
the assumption 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator 

Mr. POINDEXTER. In just a moment. Whether the auto- 
cratic authority to seize people and carry them away by vio- 
lence when they are not violating any law is concurred in by 
Mr. Golden, who has written the telegram which the Senator 
has just read, or whether it is the sole act of the local authori- 
ties of Massachusetts, in either case it is a violation of every 
principle of our laws and insfitutions and the rights of the 
citizens of this country. 

The fact that Mr. Golden casts some aspersion upon some un- 
known persons—I do not know and I do not care who they 
are—because he says they went around and got on board trains 
and went away and left these women and children to face the 
situation by themselves indicates the character of that tele- 
gram. What does he mean by that? That the people he refers 
to ought to have stayed there with the women and children 
and faced the militia and police and fought out the situation? 

Mr. LODGH. What he means is that the agitators he refers 
to by name—Haywood, Tantam, and others—got all these chil- 
dren together with a view of deporting them somewhere. Then 
when they found they were not going to be allowed to do it 
they sneaked off and left the mothers and children. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That was a horrible situation to leave 
them in under the circumstances, but I scarcely see how these 
people could haye combatted with the police. I do not know 
what would have come from an attempt on their part to fight 
with the police and militia. That indicates the evil of this 
situation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the Senator to refer, and it 
seemed to me in a rather contemptuous tone, to the fact that 
the State authorities had made themselyes autocrats of the 
situation there. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not mean all the State authorities; 
I mean those who are in charge of the situation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the Senator to say that a 
colonel in command of he troops had rendered himself an auto- 
crat. - 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And that this seemingly was with the ap- 
proval of the governor of the State of Massachusetts and the 
authorities of the State of Massachusetts. I understand that 
that constitutes the gravamen of his complaint. I want to ask 
him if Massachusetts is not constitutionally the autocrat of the 
situation, and ought not to remain the autocrat of the situation? 
Now, the Senator has just said 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator has asked his question. 
Now allow me to answer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I say that the State of Massachusetts, 
assuming to be an autocrat in defiance of the Constitution of 
the United States, it ought not to be allowed to remain in that 
position. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, then, Mr. President, the Senator tells 
me that the State of Massachusetts ought not to remain an 
autocrat in defiance of the Constitution of the United States, 
and to that I subscribe. No State has the right to do that, 


Tan 


and nobody has contended since Calhoun urged nullification 
that any State had the right. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Then the Senator ought to have no 
objection to the resolution. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to ask the Senator this question: 
In what respect have the authorities of the State of Massachu- 
setts, through this colonel receiving the approbation of the Mas- 
sachusetts authorities, violated the Constitution of the United 
States, and why, therefore, can we as a Federal Government 
interpose in a matter of police regulation in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. We are not interposing in a matter of 
police regulation. We are not asking leave to exercise military 
authority or military force in the State of Massachusetts We 
are asking for information, which may be valuable in various 
actions which the Senate will have to take. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me a moment 
more—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator asks a great number of 
questions, and then proceeds with other questions without giv- 
ing me an opportunity to answer them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I thought I 
had given the opportunity to answer. 5 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator asks me in what re- 
spect—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I thought the Senator had answered that 
by saying he was merely seeking information. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will 
state it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. A demand that the resolution go over for 
one day having been made, I submit the question of order that 
it is not debatable, and that we shall proceed with the regular 
order of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution has gone over. 
The resolution is not here; the subject seems to be. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. LODGE. And the unfinished business was temporarily 
laid aside. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. It was temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. LODGE. But, Mr. President, if the Senate chooses to 
discuss this question in connection with anything before it, of 
course, it can do so. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair knows of no method 
by which a Senator can be taken off his feet, no matter on 
what subject he desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I did not desire that, but I wanted to 
know whether the resolution had gone over. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution has gone over.. 


The resolution is not here. 

Mr. HEYBURN. And the echo remains. 

Mr: LODGE. The echo remains. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not now a question in connection with 
some one inquiry. Inquiry and action are mot far apart. It 
seems to me that under the rule we can not demand informa- 
tion except upon a subject matter concerning which we propose 
later to act. Therefore I asked the Senator from Washington 
the main question, which, was where the Federal Constitution 
had been violated, and where the authority of the Federal Gov- 
ernment could be asked to interpose itself in a matter which, 
as I understand it, is a question of police regulation and the 
conservation of peace in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The privileges of the Constitution have 
been suspended by the military authorities preventing families 
or parts of families from going from one State to another. The 
Senator can readily understand, if this policy is to be sustained 
and continued, the people who engage in this strike or this con- 
troversy, or whatever it may be, can very easily be starved out. 
They are not working. When they were working they were 
getting something like $7.50 a week in these mills, and a great 
many families were supported on wages of $8 or $8.50 a week. 
Now they are not working. If the mill owners can prevent 
them from leaving the town, and they can not go from one State 
to another, and they do it by violence, without any complaint 
being made in any court against it—— 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Starvation will be the result. I yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Suppose the resolution is passed and we get 
the testimony the Senator desires, what is the Senate or Con- 
gress going to do about it? What can we do? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Congress may instruct the Attorney- 
General of the United States to begin proceedings in the courts 
of the United States. 

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator thinks that Congress has the 
right to instruct the Attorney General? 


Mr. POINDEXTER. I think it has a right to request execu- 
tive action. It is a very common practice on the part of Con- 
gress to pass resolutions and call for various branches of the 
executive departments to take this, that, or the other action. 
Congress may use this information in the consideration of the 
tariff bill which comes before this body. It is maintained that 
an exorbitant tariff on wool is necessary to insure a high 
standard of labor in the woolen mills. It may be valuable for 
that purpose. It may be valuable in case some foreign govern- 
ment should take action such as the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Roor] referred to a few moments ago, in making an in- 
quiry about the treatment of its subjects and the denial to them 
of the immunities of the law. That is what has happened. I 
said a military autocrat—I happened to use that word. The 
military authority assuming complete power, attempting to regu- 
late the domestic affairs of private families in this community, 
issuing military orders, instructing them when they can not 
send their children away, and under what condition they may 
send them away. I assume that the colonel commanding the 
militia is a subordinate officer to the governor of the State. I 
do not know to what extent the governor supervises. the orders 
which he makes, but he is acting under the general authority of 
the governor of the State and is setting himself up in place of 
the government preseribed by the law. 

I say it is perfectly proper and pertinent for the Senate of the 
United States to call for that information. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to ask the Senator from Washington a 
question, with his permission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield. 

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator to say that these 
mills at Lawrence, Mass., began operating with American work- 
ing men and women. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I read from a report to that effect. 

Mr. STONE. And that they proceeded on a descending scale 
in the employment of labor so far as wages went and the 
quality of the labor, until now they are operated by a lot of 
people from southeastern Europe who do not speak the Eng- 
lish language, who do not, as has been suggested to me, have 
a sufficient knowledge of our institutions and of their rights to 
apply for a writ of habeas corpus, and that now people are 
working there for about $7 a week, or about a dollar a day. Does 
the Senator know, and if so I would be glad to have him tell 
me, whether the owners and operators of these mills are now 
clamoring for the maintenance of the high-tariff rates pre- 
scribed under the Payne-Aldrich Act for the protection of 
American labor? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I can not speak from first-hand knowl- 
edge as to the attitude of these particular mill owners, but I 
can hazard a guess that they are, 

Mr. CHILTON and Mr. GALLINGER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from West Vir- 


a. 
Mr. CHILTON. I wanted to ask the Senator a question be- 
fore he sat down. In looking over the act of 1888, creating the 
Bureau of Labor, I find among the powers of the Commissioner 
of Labor the following: 
22 ee as 
tween employers and employees as they may occur and which may tend 
to interfere with the we of the people of the different States, and 
report thereon to Congress. 

Is the Senator’s resolution any broader than that language of 
the act of Congress, which is still in force and which imposes 
that duty upon the Commissioner of Labor? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not think it is any broader. That 
is the ground upon which I framed this resolution, directing it 
to a particular bureau that is authorized by law to do this par- 
ticular thing: 

Mr. CHILTON. 
pardon me. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. Why should we again ask him to do his duty 
under an act of Congress? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. We may ask him for information os 
this particular case, because it is a situation which has arisen. 
It is a new situation, and we simply ask him, by resolution, to 
investigate a particular situation, which investigation is within 
his general authority. 

Mr. CHILTON. But the act says that he shall make this 
investigation and make the report upon each instance as it may 
occur, 


Now, one more word, if the Senator will 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
West Virginia a question? Will he read the portion of the 
statute which authorizes him to investigate the operations of 
State authorities? 

Mr. CHILTON. I hope there is no such statute in existence. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the point which is to be investigated. 
It is whether the authorities of Massachusetts have been doing 


their duty and whether the police regulations are proper. That 
is the question. It is not a resolution to investigate the merits 
of the controversy between the employers of labor and the 
employees; it is to investigate the action of the local authorities. 
I did not catch anything in the statute relating to that. 

Mr. CHILTON. It is not there, of course. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, there is authority in 
the statute which was read by the Senator from West Virginia 
which would authorize the Commissioner of Labor to investi- 
gate the action of the local authorities. The statute directs 
him to investigate the conditions of labor, and where those 
conditions are affected in any way by the action of the local 
authorities it is his business to investigate to some extent the 
local authorities. He certainly does investigate—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. In just a moment. 

The Commissioner of Labor constantly investigates the action 
of local authorities and includes that in his report. His report 
refers to local regulations and to the action of local authorities 
as affecting the conditions of labor and the relations of laborers 
to their employers. This statute was passed in 1888, and, of 
course, those who framed it could not have foreseen at that 
time the condition arising in Lawrence, Mass. As the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] has suggested, the Com- 
missioner of Labor may already have this information. The 
resolution simply calls upon him to report it to the Senate, if 
he has it, and then it will not be necessary for him to make any 
further investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Ph POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
re. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is one thing that the passage of the 
resolution would bring about, and that would be an additional 
appropriation of public moneys to this bureau. There is no 
doubt about that. 

Mr. President, it is an easy matter for Senators to say that 
in the industrial centers of New England men are working for 
seven or eight dollars a week, intimating that that is the usual 
wage. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think that is close to the average 
I know it is—leaving out the mechanics. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not know what he 
asserts. 

Again, Mr. President, it is easy for the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stone] to indulge in a fling at the advocates of 
protection. We are accustomed to that; but if the Senator from 
Washington will take the trouble to inquire as to the amount of 
money that is in the savings banks of New Hampshire to the 
credit of the operatives in the woolen, cotton, and other mills 
of that State it will be illuminating to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. We are not talking about New Hampshire 
now, but about Massachusetts. ‘ 

Mr. GALLINGER. If I said “New Hampshire,” I meant 


Massachusetts; but it applies to New Hampshire as well as to 


Massachusetts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I should like very much to have the in- 
formation, and consequently have introduced the resolution 
ealling for it. I think it would be very illuminating. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think the resolution calls for 
the information which I suggest at all. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It certainly does call for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I said that if the Senator would inquire 
and ascertain the amount of money to the credit of those people 
in the savings banks of New England it would be a matter 
that would interest him very much and it would give him in- 
formation that I think would be valuable. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It would be extremely interesting to 
me if it could be shown that people working for an average of 
$7 or $7.50 a week had savings-bank accounts, ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would be still more interesting to me 
to have the Senator establish as a fact what is a mere asser- 
tion on his part. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am perfectly willing to rely on re- 
ports based on the resolution which I have introduced. If the 


Senator wants the information he certainly will not object 
to the resolution. 

Mr. r I do not need it, because I know it is not 
correc’ 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think that I know that it is correct; 
but I do not care to bandy words with the Senator from New 
Hampshire in regard to that matter. I have very accurate 
and, I consider, very reliable information as to the average 
wage of the millworkers. It is true there is a class of skilled 
mechanics—machinists—who get a higher wage; but, leaving 
those out of consideration and taking the millworkers alone, 
$7.50— . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Women and those under age included. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Certainly. Seven dollars and fifty cents 
a week is approximately the average wage. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is below the average wage, and that 
includes women, who constitute a very considerable part of the 
operatives in the mills in New England, and some children. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Comparatively speaking, there are few 
skilled machinists included among these mill workers. Most of 
them are outside of that class entirely. 

Mr. President, anything which affects a large number of 
people in Massachusetts—I do not care whether they are Poles, 
Slavs, Canadians, French, or Portuguese; and I understand 
there are 31 different languages spoken by the mill workers in 
the town of Lawrence—it makes no difference to what nation- 
ality they belong, anything that degrades those people, any- 
thing that grinds them down to a condition of absolute penury, 
any situation which allows the authorities, when they are in 
that condition, to prevent them from leaying the town and leav- 
ing the State for the purpose of bettering themselves, degrades 
the average citizenship of the United States. It is a circum- 
stance in which everyone is interested. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator any evidence that there 
has been any restraint put upon men who want to leave that 
State to better their condition? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. There is most conclusive evidence that 
there has been restraint used upon men and restraint used upon 
grown women, the mothers of families, to prevent them from 
taking their own children out of the State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; to prevent them sending their own 
children out of the State, abandoning them, making them ob- 
jects of charity 

Mr. POINDEXTER. My information is not that they aban- 
doned them. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. And clearing the decks in Lawrence for 
what may follow; and, in view of what has happened, the Sen- 
ator can imagine what may follow. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Well, there is a difference of opinion 
about what has happened; but I want to say that the assertion 
of force in the place of law against these mill workers is the 
greatest incentive in the world to encourage the adoption of 
forcible measures on their part against the mill owners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But did not these men leave their work 
and then refuse to allow others to take their places? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will not inquire—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Haye not tlfe leaders, who came from 
other States, instigated and advised violence and committed 
murder? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am informed not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, well—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. But if they did, it is no excuse or jus- 
tification for the assertion of violence, or of force, or unlawful 
arrest on the part of the authorities. I do not think any such 
violence has occurred on the part of the mill workers. If it 
did, it ought to be put down. The same law ought to be ex- 
erted against them as ought to be exerted in their favor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. S 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash- 
ington a question. It is stated in the telegram which has been 
read, and I know it as a fact of general repute, that the violence 
which occurred on certain occasions during the trouble in Law- 
rence was largely due to an organization known as the Indus- 
trial Workers of the World. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Washington whether that organization has ever appeared 
in his State? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think so. 

Mr. LODGE. And whether anything has ever been done 
about it by city authorities in the State of Washington? I am 
told that in Aberdeen,“ Wash., the Industrial Workers of the 
World were deprived by the city authorities of entry within 
the city limits. Is that true? 
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Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not know that the city authorities 
ever deprived them of entry within the city limits. If they did, 
I would not consider it as reprehensible as preventing them 
from leaving the city limits after they got in. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it true that in the city of Spokane the In- 
dustrial Workers of the World were prevented from making 
— and were arrested under the order of the city author- 

es? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I can not answer in detail the catechism 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, but I will say in general 
answer to him 

Mr. LODGE. Well, I was told by citizens of Washington that 
those instances both occurred. I have not gone into the State 
of the Senator from Washington and, without reference to him, 
undertaken to deal with matters there as he has kindly done in 
the case of my State; but I wanted to call attention to the fact 
that the Industrial Workers of the World have been treated 
with some severity in the State of Washington. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understand 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is it an anarchistic organization? 

Mr. LODGE. No. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I know that there was difficulty be- 
tween the city of Spokane, my home city, and the Industrial 
Workers of the World. The only force, so far as I know, that 
we used on that occasion was in stopping their meetings. 
There was considerable opposition to that action of the police 
by the people of the city. There never was, in the city of 
Spokane, in connection with that organization, any such action; 
and, so far as I know, there has never been in the United 
States, in connection with that or any other organization, any 
such unprecedented, extraordinary procedure as has taken 
place in the city of Lawrence. 

I am not undertaking to interfere in any way with what is 
exclusively a matter of importance to Massachusetts. This is 
a matter of Federal importance; it is a matter of national im- 
portance; it is a matter in which everyone in this country is 
interested; and, assuming that such occurrences took place 
in the city of Spokane as the Senator from Massachusetts 
asserts, that the Industrial Workers of the World violated 
the law, that the authorities stopped them from violating the 
law and enforced order, by the same token when the mill owners 
and the local authorities undertake to exercise force and 
violence against the mill workers, the same law ought to be 
invoked in their behalf that is invoked against them. The law 
should not operate in one direction only. If it is going to 
operate at all, it must operate both ways and be an equal pro- 
tection to both parties to the controversy The fact that it has 
not done so is the obnoxious feature of the action of the local 
authorities at Lawrence, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the so-called Industrial 
Workers of the World have exploited themselves in the State of 
Washington, as I am informed, as they have in other parts of 
the country. Mr. Ettor, who is at the head of that organiza- 
tion, is in command at Lawrence, aided by Mr. Haywood, of 
unsavory fame. They have taken possession there. If the Sen- 
ator would read some of the declarations made by those two 
men in Lawrence, I do not think he would be so sure that it 
was not necessary for the authorities to take some summary 
action to protect the people and the property of that city. 

Mr. President, I thank the Senator for permitting me to inter- 
rupt him. I now want to offer an amendment to the resolution 
and to have it read, printed, and lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the proposed amendment to the resolution. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the words “concerning the, 
it is proposed to insert: 

persons not residents of the ra Agea nie —— acts of lo- 

nce and intimidation have been committed, and by whom. 

8 VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie upon the table. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will say that, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have no objection whatever to that amendment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not surprised 

Mr. HEYBURN. Can we have the regular order? 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not surprised that a Senator who is in 
favor of the origihal resolution would agree to that amendment, 
but I would like to know what authority the Senate of the 
United States has to inquire about acts of violence in the State 
of Massachusetts? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, as I listened to the two Sen- 
ators each expressing his opinion with respect to what oc- 
curred in the State of the other, I was impressed with the view 
that one knows just about as much of what happened to In- 
dustrial Workers of the World in Washington as the other 
knows about what happened through the Industrial Workers of 
the World in Massachusetts; all of which persuades me that 
the Constitution was wise in leaving to each State the matters 
which affect it and its people. 

— GALLINGER. Mr. President, in offering the amend- 
ment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator froth New Hamp- 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in offering the amend- 
ment I, of course, do not commit myself to the resolution. 
Whether it is amended or not, I shall vote against it, but in 
response to the Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] I will say 
that we do know something of what has happened in Massa- 
chusetts, because we know that some men have been arrested 
in their mad career there who bad 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not say that the Senator from New 
Hampshire did not know what had happened in Massachusetts; 
I credited him with knowing that; but I expressed a doubt re- 
garding the information of the Senator from Washingtou about 
Massachusetts and an equal doubt about the information of 
— Senator from New Hampshire regarding the State of Wash- 

on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a little information that I will 
communicate in private to the Senator from Texas, if he de- 
sires. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, Mr. President, if it is worse than we 
have already heard, I commend the Senator for wanting to 
communicate it in private. [Laughter.] But, so far as I am 
concerned, I daily witness an illustration of the wisdom of our 
fathers in ordaining a Government which left to each State 
the settlement of every subject which immediately and only 
concerns the people of that State. Whether or not there has 
been violence, either with or without justification, in the State 
of Massachusetts, I think it affects them, and I am not able to 
believe that the people of Texas—I will not say the people of 
Washington, but the people of Texas—at least, are interested 
in that except in a neighborly way. 

We learn something, however—and our friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stoxx], with his customary alertness, has not failed 
to emphasize what we have been learning—about the opera- 
tions of the tariff law. My distinguished friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], who sits by me here, has continually 
reminded me through all this debate that the industrial condi- 
tions now existing in Massachusetts are as bad as, if not worse 
than, the conditions which existed in the South before the war. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have substituted industrial slavery for 
chattel slavery. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They are not as bad as they were under 
the operation of the Democratic tariff law of 1894. 

Mr. BAILEY. “Still harping on my daughter.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator surely does not like to hear 
about that tariff law. The operatives have some wages now; 
they did not have any then. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, for the last 15 years no refer- 
ence has ever been made to conditions when some of our friends 
on the other side have not referred to those bitter days from 1892 
to 1897, days the bitterness of which began under a Republican 
administration and ended under a Democratic administration. 
I have often wondered what would become of our Republican 
friends if, in the providence of God and with the sanction of 
the American people, that tariff act of 1894 had not been passed. 
Some of them would be speechless whenever the tariff or any 
related subject was mentioned, because it is the burden of all 
they say, and sometimes they make it a burden without saying 
it, because they exhibit placards and posters and other appeals 
to people who can see without reasoning as to the effect of that 
law. I think it demonstrable—although this is not the time to 
demonstrate it—that our friends exaggerate the bad effects of 
that law, and I am almost persuaded that when the tariff question 
comes before the Senate again I shall attempt to convince the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and that other 
sturdy champion of high tariff, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Ssarn]—although just exactly how sturdy he is in these days 
of division and discord in the Republican Party I am not able 
to say—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. And of harmony in the Democratic Party. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I do not care to stop 
the Senator’s speech, but, if the Senator will allow me, I shall 
conclude in a moment. 3 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. No; I had not. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington had 
the floor and yielded to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not abuse the Senator’s courtesy by 
making a Democratic speech even in an insurgent Republican’s 
time. That would not be exactly courteous, and I beg the 
Senator’s pardon. When I say “insurgent Republican,” I want 
it understood that I do not mean any offense; neither do I 
mean any offense when I say “a progressive Democrat.” I 
have in my own mind a well-defined idea of the difference. A 
“ progressive Democrat” is a Democrat who does not believe in 
the old principles of his party, and an “insurgent Republican” 
is a Republican who does not believe in the present leaders of 
his party. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the ‘insurgent Repub- 
licans“ have no greater distrust of the present-time leaders of 
the Republican Party than they have of the present-time lead- 
ers of the Democratic Party. This resolution, however, was not 
intended to settle the relative merits of the Democratic and 
Republican Parties, nor to determine who caused the hard times 
of 1907. The objection of the Senator from Texas to this reso- 
lution was to be expected. It is perfectly in line, perfectly con- 
sistent with the objections which I haye heard him make ou 
various occasions in the Senate to attempts to secure action by 
some agency of the Federal Government. I am familiar with 
the tendency of the Senator from Texas to hark back to the 
founders of the Constitution and to their times, and to object 
to every attempt that is made to devise some new agency which 
the people need under the new conditions which have grown up 
since the Constitution was framed; but at the same time I have 
seen the country progress; I have seen the Senate and the 
other House of Congress create new agencies, not in conflict 
with the Constitution, but in perfect harmony with it, for the 
purpose of developing the principles of the Constitution and 
applying them to these new conditions, notwithstanding the ob- 
jections of the Senator from Texas. I have seen the activities 
of the Federal Government which resulted in the report which 
was read by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], 
to which he objects and to which I do not object. I have no 
objection to publicity as to conditions in my State. The people 
of my State have no objection to any light that may be turned 
on by the Bureau of Labor, or by any other bureau of the Fed- 
eral Goyernment, affecting manufacturing conditions or any 
other conditions within its borders. $ 

Mr. OVERMAN. Neither have I, Mr. President, but I want 
the conclusions to be just, and I want the truth to be reported 
by the agents. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Of course, we all have the privilege of 
objecting to the conclusions. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield. 

Mr. RAYNER. Without delaying the Senator, I want to give 
notice that at the earliest opportunity I desire to address the 
Senate upon the “Charter of the new Democracy,” as ex- 
pounded by ex-President Roosevelt at Columbus, Ohio, within 
the last few days. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am sure that will be very delightful. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, in that connection I desire 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask to have the address of Hon. Theodore 
Roosevelt, made at Columbus February 21, printed as a Senate 
document (S. Doc. No. 348). 

Mr. BAILEY. Would it be in order to ask that it be read 
and printed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the request, Mr. President? 

Mr. RAYNER. What is the proposition? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is that the address of 
former President Roosevelt at Columbus, Ohio, be printed as a 
Senate document. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
from Washington has the floor. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I will conclude in just 
one word. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
attempted to cast some aspersions upon this resolution by refer- 
ence to Haywood and his activities and to the Industrial 


The Senator 


Workers of the World and their activities in the State of Wash- 
ington and in the State of Idaho. If Haywood or the Industrial 
Workers of the World entertain principles not in harmony with 
the Constitution and not in harmony with the equal operation 
of the law there is no Member of this body who would go fur- 
ther than I would go to see that they are subjected to the law. 
It is because I believe in that, because it is necessary that the 
law should operate equally, because I am opposed to force and 
violence, whether advocated by Haywood, or the Industrial 
Workers of the World, or the mill owners of Massachusetts, or 
the commanders of the militia of Massachusetts, or the chief 
of police of Lawrence, acting without warrant of law, that I 
offer this resolution. 

Mr. STONE, Mr. WILLIAMS, and Mr. HEYBURN addressed 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
Washington yield? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I merely desire to ask a question of the 
Senator. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Stone], who was first on his feet. 

Mr. STONE. I do not rise except to ask permission, if it is 
in order, to make an announcement. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to leave the Chamber. I had in- 
tended to make some observations to-day on Senate resolution 
19 relative to affairs in Mexico, but the time has been other- 
wise occupied. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, im- 
mediately after the routine morning business, if I can have the 
eonsent of the Senate, I shall address the Senate for a few 
moments on that resolution. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, in regard to these announce- 
ments, I desire to give notice that after to-day, on each day 
after the expiration of the morning hour, I shall ask considera- 
tion for a matter of the highest privilege—that is, Order of 
Business No. 299, in relation to the right of the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSON] to a seat in the Senate—and I 
shall ask the Senate to continue the consideration of that 
question until it is disposed of. I give notice of that now. I 
repent it is a question of the highest privilege, and I shall 
press it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just for a moment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A moment ago I made objection to a re- 
quest made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP], which, 
upon more exact information concerning its character, I wish 
to withdraw. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi 
withdraws his objection to the request of the Senator from 
Minnesota for the printing of the speech delivered by ex-Presi- 
dent Roosevelt at Columbus. Is there other objection? If not, 
the order is entered as requested. r 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, with the reminder 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
merely to suggest that I think the ex-President's letter to the 
governors ought also to be made a part of that speech. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I have no objection, as it em- 
phasizes the issue which the ex-President made at Columbus. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the letter of the ex-President to the governors be 
printed on the front page of that speech. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is a violation of the rules. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Under the existing rules nothing can be 
ee on the first page except the regular proceedings of the 

enate. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not mean the front page of the RECORD, 
but the front page of the document. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Not on the front page of the RECORD. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington still 
has the floor. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield the floor. I have concluded. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I wanted to object to that part of the re- 
quest of the Senator from Texas [Mr. Bax] that the letter 
referred to be made a part of the speech. I-am perfectly will- 
ing that it should be printed as a public document, but I do not 
think it is proper that 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand the 
request was that it be made a part of the speech, but that it 
be printed preceding the speech as part of the document. 
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Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I object to its being printed 
in that way. I am perfectly willing that the letter should be 
printed as an independent document, but do not think it ought 
to be made a part of the speech, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; both together or not at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas objects, 
then, to printing the document in the manner requested by the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Only in the manner. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will ask, then, instead of printing it first 
that it be printed as an appendix to the speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only want to say a word to 
make my own position and that of my colleague clear. We 
have not the slightest objection to publicity or to the fullest 
examination of all the facts that can be made, but what I do 
object to is inquiring into the action of the State authorities 
without any warrant, so far as I can see. I believe that the 
local authorities exceeded their power, and I haye just been 
informed by my colleague, from whom word has come, that the 
local police exceeded their authority, and the State authorities 
are now taking steps to deal with and to remedy the conditions. 
I think they are the proper persons to do so. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in order that the Recorp may 
be complete, I ask unanimous consent that the document which 
we have just authorized to be printed may also contain the 
statement that the former Vice President made—I have forgot- 
ten the exact date, but I think in 1904—to the effect that he 
would never again accept a nomination. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent that the statement of the former Vice Presi- 
dent 

Mr. BACON. The former President. I may have said “ Vice 
President,” but I meant President, although he was Vice Presi- 
dent before he became President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
to mean the statement of the former President. 

Mr. BACON. The statement made in 1904 and also the one 
made in 1907, which are practically to the same effect. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, in that connection, if the 
Senator from Georgia will permit me, I would suggest that 
the remarks made by the present Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lopce] and by the former Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows] at the National Republican Convention of that year, 
upon the same subject, be included in the same document. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I understood the objection was 
made to the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi 
and not to my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing- 
ton object to the request of the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I object to both requests. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. BACON. In order that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD may 
be complete, I wish to have inserted as a part of my remarks 
the words of the two paragraphs which I asked unanimous con- 
sent to have printed as a document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

“On March 4 next I shall have served three and a half years, 
and this three and a half years constitute my first term. The 
wise custom which limits the President to two terms regards 
the substance and not the form, and under no circumstances 
will I be a candidate for or accept another nomination.—Theo- 
dore Roosevelt, November 8, 1904.” 


+ + $ * + * + 


“T bave not changed and shall not change that decision thus 
announced.—Theodore Roosevelt, December 11, 1907.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Following up what the Senator from 
Georgia said, in order that the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp may be 
still more full and perfect, I wish to have inserted the speeches 
to which I referred as the subject of my request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. What is the request? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will 
please state more specifically his request. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is that there be printed in the RECORD 
the remarks made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Loben] at the Republican national convention during that year 
upon the subject of the good faith of the then President in not 
seeking a renomination and the remarks made at the same time 


by the temporary chairman, the then Senator Burrows, upon 
the same subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

“Nothing has added so much to his (Roosevelt's) just fame 
as his persistent and irrevocable refusal to break the unwritten 
law of the Republic by accepting a nomination for a third term. 
By this act of self-abnegation he places his name and fame in 
the secure keeping of history by the side of that of the im- 
mortal Washington.” [Applause.] 

Speech of Julius ©. Burrows, temporary chairman of the 
Republican national convention, 1908. 

“His refusal of a renomination, dictated by the loftiest mo- 
tives and by a noble loyalty to American traditions, is final and 
irrevocable. [Applause.] Anyone who attempts to use his name 
as a candidate for the Presidency impugns both his sincerity 
and his good faith, two of the President's greatest and most 
conspicuous qualities upon which no shadow has ever been cast. 
[Applause.] That man is no friend of Theodore Roosevelt, and 
does not cherish his name and fame, who now from any motive 
seeks to urge him for the great office which he has finally 
declined.” 

Speech of Senator Lopcr, permanent chairman of the Repub- 
lican convention of 1908. 


PUGET SOUND BRIDGE, WASHINGTON. 


Mr. JONES. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17242) to authorize the 
Northern Pacific Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the 
canal connecting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake Wasb- 
ington at Seattle, in the State of Washington, to report it with- 
out amendment. , 

There is on the calendar a similar bill reported from the 
Senate committee, and I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be substituted on the calendar for the Senate bill and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the House bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the House 
oy which the Secretary will read for the information of the 

enate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. In the interest of other business waiting, 
I shall object to taking up matters out of their order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. JONES. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill on 
the calendar, being the bill (S. 4846) to authorize the Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the canal con- 
necting the waters of Puget Sound with Lake Washington at 
Seattle, in the State of Washington, be taken from the calendar 
and indefinitely postponed, and that the House bill just re- 
ported by me take its place on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate bill 
will be indefinitely postponed and the House bill just reported 
by the Senator from Washington will take its place on the 
calendar. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


CALL OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Bacon 


aming N.J. Shively 


Baile Crawford yers Simmons 
Bora Fletcher Nelson Smoot 
Bourne Foster Nixon Stephenson 
Bradley Gallinger O’Gorman tone 
Brandegee ardner liver Sutherland 
Bristow Guggenheim Overman Swanson 
Brown Heyburn age Thornton 
Bryan Jones Paynter Townsend 
Burton Kenyon Perkins Warren 
Chamberlain Kern Poindexter Wetmore 
Chilton ree H Pomerene Williams 
Clapp Martin, Va. Root Works 


Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CLARK] is detained from the Chamber by illness. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-two Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the calendar under Rule VIII. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The first bill on the calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 2518) to provide for raising the Volunteer forces 
of the United States in time of actual or threatened war was 
announced as the first bill in order on the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the bill go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over. 
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CONFEDERATE NAVAL MONUMENT AT VICKSBURG NATIONAL PARK. 


The bill (S. 2925) providing for a Confederate naval monu- 
ment in the Vicksburg National Military Park was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Mississippi that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill, the objection of the Senator 
from Idaho to the contrary notwithstanding. [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I now ask to have the bill put at the end 
of the calendar, under Rule IX, the Senate having expressed 
itself upon the subject. I merely wanted to find out whether 
we are bridging the bloody chasm with lip service or heart 
religion. 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the transfer 
of the bill to the calendar, under Rule IX? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. The hour is growing late, and I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, February 27, 1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 1912. 
COLLECTOR or CUSTOMS. 

Fred W. Wight, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Waldoborough, in the State of Maine. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1911, to fill 
vacancies : 

Ray S. McDonald, and 

Frank J, Fletcher. 

Machinist Paul R. Fox to be a chief machinist in the Navy 
from the 27th day of December, 1911, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as a machinist. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 

Charles A. Overlock, of Arizona, to be United States marshal, 
district of Arizona, under the provisions of section 81 of the 
act of Congress approved June 20, 1910. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Cornelius N. Van Hosen, of Missouri, to be register of the 
land office at Springfield, Mo., his term haying expired January 
18, 1912. (Reappointment.) 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 

To be first lieutenants with rank from February 21, 1912. 

Raymond Cooley Bull, of Idaho. 

Gordon Fay Willey, of Michigan. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 

Second Lieut. Francis P. Hardaway, Coast Artillery Corps, 
to be first lieutenant from February 22, 1912, vice First Lieut. 
Robert P. Glassburn, detached from his proper command. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


Second Lieut. Alexander W. Maish, Infantry (detailed first 
lieutenant in the Ordnance Department), to be first lieutenant 
from February 20, 1912, vice First Lieut. Samuel C. Orchard, 
Third Infantry, dismissed February 19, 1912. 

Second Lieut. William J. McCaughey, Infantry (detailed first 
lieutenant in the Ordnance Department), to be first lieutenant 
from February 20, 1912, vice First Lieut. Alexander W. Maish, 
whose detail in the Ordnance Department is continued from that 
date. 

Second Lieut. Eugene R. Householder, Twenty-sixth Infantry, 
to be first lieutenant from February 20, 1912, vice First Lieut. 
William J. McCaughey, whose detail in the Ordnance Depart- 
ment is continued from that date. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 


George C. Brown to be postmaster at Citronelle, Ala., in place 
of Albert W, Ellyson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
27, 1912. 

CALIFORNIA, 


Lucien ©. Edwards to be postmaster at Fullerton, Cal., in 
place of Lucien ©. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 10, 1911. 

Theodore W. Leydecker to be postmaster at Alameda, Cal., in 
place of Theodore W. Leydecker. Incumbent's commission 
expired January 18, 1912. 

COLOBADO, 


Edward H. Albertson to be postmaster at Littleton, Colo., in 
place of Jessie L. Cozens. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 11, 1912. 

Joseph M. Cravens to be postmaster at Sugar City, Colo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Frank M. Goodykoontz to be postmaster at Cortez, Colo., in 
place of Davis H. Sayler, resigned. 


IDAHO. 


Watson N. Shilling to be postmaster at Rupert, Idaho, in 
place of Watson N. Shilling. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 9, 1912. 

ILLINOIS. 


John W. Foutch to be postmaster at New Berlin, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Frank Nickerl to be postmaster at Collinsville, Ill., in place 

16 77% Nickerl. Incumbent's commission expired February 

John R. Snook to be postmaster at Altamont, III., in place of 

sa R. Snook. Incumbent's commission expired February 12, 
INDIANA. 


Edward L. Maudlin to be postmaster at New Carlisle, Ind., in 
place of Edward L. Maudlin. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 11, 1911. 

KANSAS. 


Robert T. Jellison to be postmaster at Belleville, Kans., in 
place of Robert T. Jellison. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1911. 

James H. Large to be postmaster at Belle Plaine, Kans., in 
place of James H. Large. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

LOUISIANA. 


John T. Charnley to be postmaster at Alexandria, La., in 
place of John T. Charnley. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 20, 1912. 

MAINE, 


Melville J. Allen to be postmaster at Cherryfield, Me., in 
place of Melville J. Allen. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 12, 1912. 

John Harkness to be postmaster at Rockport, Me., in place of 
coe Harkness, Incumbent’s commission expires March 12, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


Willis A. Taft to be postmaster at Oxford, Mass., in place 
of Willis A. Taft. Incumbent’s commission expires March 30, 
1912. 

MICHIGAN. 


Leander D. Chapple to be postmaster at Wayland, Mich., in 
place of Leander D. Chapple. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

Lewis E. Churchill to be postmaster at Gobleville, Mich., in 
place of Lewis E. Churchill. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

MINNESOTA, 


William B. Strom to be postmaster at Hector, Minn., in place 
of William B. Strom. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
29, 1912. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Harry B. Brooks to be postmaster at Merigold, Miss. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

William H. Gardner to be postmaster at Magee, Miss., in place 
of William H. Gardner. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
20, 1912. 

John W. Lockhart to be postmaster at Durant, Miss., in place 
of John W. Lockhart. Incumbent's commission expires March 
11, 1912. 


1912. 
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MISSOURI. 


Frank L. Wilson to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Mo., in 
place of Frank L. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 13, 1912. y 

MONTANA. 


Lorn D. Bates to be postmaster at Columbia Falls, Mont., in 
place of Lorn D. Bates. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
10, 1912. 

NEBRASKA. 


Ben F. Sailor to be postmaster at Elm Creek, Nebr., in place 
of Mark J. Jones. Incumbent's commission expired February 
12, 1912. 

NEW JERSEY. 


George B. Jacobus to be postmaster at Caldwell, N. J., in 
place of George B. Jacobus. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 6, 1912. 7a 

NEW YORK. 


“Mare D. Johnson to be postmaster at Randolph, N. Y., in 
place of Mare D. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1912. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 


James Power to be postmaster at Portland, N. Dak., in place 
of James Power. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
4, 1912. 

OREGON. 

Jared W. Moore to be postmaster at Redmond, Oreg. Office 

became presidential October 1, 1911. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Frank Barrett to be postmaster at Coaldale, Pa. 
came presidential July 1, 1910. 

Joseph A. Fenner to be postmaster at Weissport, Pa., in place 
of Joseph A. Fenner. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 10, 1912. 

Maleolm H. Shick to be postmaster at Sheffield, Pa., in place 
of Albert Secor. Incumbent's commission expires February 28, 
1912. 

J. Victor Wambaugh to be postmaster at Glen Rock, Pa., in 
place of Granville F. Heathcote, resigned. 

Hugh T. Williams to be postmaster at Union Dale, Pa., in 
place of John E. Thomas, resigned. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Arthur A. Blomquist to be postmaster at Milbank, S. Dak., in 
place of Allen M, Nixon. Iucumbent's commission expired Jan- 
uary 13, 1912. 

John W. Jordan to be postmaster at Presho, S. Dak., in place 
of John W. Jordan. Incumbent's commission expired January 
13, 1912. 


Office be- 


VERMONT. 


Henry G. Blanchard to be postmaster at Newport, Vt., in place 
of Henry G. Blanchard. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 9, 1912. 

WASHINGTON. 


James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, Wash., in place of 
James Lane. Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1912. 
Frank L. Turner to be postmaster at Raymond, Wash., in 
place of Frederick B. Sturgis. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 23, 1912. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


Emerson E. Deitz to be postmaster at Richwood, W. Va., in 
place of Emerson E. Deitz. Incumbents commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

Herbert P. Graham to be postmaster at Keystone, W. Va., in 
place of Herbert P. Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1912. 

Claude Shinn Randall to be postmaster at Shinnston, W. Va., 
in place of James N. Knox. Incambent's commission expired 
January 12, 1911. 

WISCONSIN. e 


Walter C. Crocker to be postmaster at Spooner, Wis., in place 


of Walter C. Crocker. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 26, 1912. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Hæecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1912. 
CONSUL. 
Lewis W. Haskell to be consul at Hull, England. 
JUDGE. 


Julius M. Mayer to be United States district judge, southern 
district of New York. 


UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


William O. Ligon to be United States marshal, southern dis- 
trict of Mississippi. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


Joseph M. Weiss to be appraiser of merchandise in the dis- 
trict of Detroit, Mich. - 


PosTMASTERS. 
ALASKA, 
Richard McCormick, Douglas. 
IOWA, 
Frank E. Lundell, Stratford. 
Edward Madigan, Clarksyille. 


KENTUCKY, 
Eugene C. Stockwell, Trenton. 

NEBRASKA, 
Ben F. Sailor, Elm Creek. 


1 r 2 
| HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monpay, February 26, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

God of the ages, everywhere present to uphold, sustain, and 
guide Thy children in right living, be with us lest we forget 
and wander from the paths of rectitude and duty and prove 
ourselves recreant to the trust Thou hast reposed in us as 
rational beings, gifted with the power of choice, for Thine is 
the kingdom, and the power, and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Sunday, February 25, 1912, 
was read and approved. r 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This is District of Columbia day. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of disposing of legis- 
lation relative to the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JoHN- 
SON] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of District of Columbia bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
aoe of District of Columbia business, with Mr. LLoxp in the 
chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
up the bill S. 238, an act to authorize the extension of Lamont 
Street NW., in the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

An act (S. 238) to authorize the extension of Lamont Street NW., in 
the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That under and in accordance with the provisions 
of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of the Code of Law for the District ot 
Columbia, within six months after the passage of this act, the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, author- 
ized and directed to institute in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia a proceeding in rem to condemn the land that may be neces- 
sary to extend Lamont Street NW. through squares Nos. 2604 and 2605, 
with a width of 90 feet, said extension to be a direct prolongation of 
Lamont Street as now existing east of Nineteenth Street: Provided, 
however, That the entire amount found to be due and awarded by the 
jury in said proceeding as dama for and in respect of the land to be 
condemned for said extension, plus the costs and expenses of said pro- 
ceeding, shall be assessed by the jury as benefits. 

Sec, 2. That there is hereby appro riated, out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia, an amount sufficient to pay the necessary costs 
and expenses of the said condemnation proceeding taken pursuant 
hereto, and for the payments of the amounts awarded ns damages, to 
be repaid to the District of Columbia from the assessments for benefits 
and covered into the Treasury to the credit of the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call 
up the bill (H. R. 17238) to provide for an investigation of the 
collection and disposal of garbage, ashes, refuse, dead animals, 
and night soil in the District of Columbia and employment of a 
competent sanitary engineer to report the latest approved meth- 
ods for disposal of the same. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
Iumbia are hereby authorized and directed to employ a competent sani- 
3 of recognized ability and experience in all systems of 
ultimate disposal of municipal waste to investigate the collection and 
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f ba, ashen, retaso, deed animals and night soll origi- 
ie District of Columbia, 


disposal o 

nating in th „ said money engineer to ee 
and submit to Commissioners of the District of Columbia and to 
Congress on or before December 4, 1912, a complete report upon the 
most sanitary and economical methods of collec ng and disposing of 
said waste material. 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated the sum of $10,000, to be 
immediately available, half from the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the other half from any money in the United States Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for said purpose, which appropriation 
shall include the employment of a competent sanitary engineer of 
recognized ability and experience and such other incidental expenses as 
may be necessary to carry out the purposes of this appropriation. 


With the following committee amendments: 


re one out, of page 1, line 5, the word “all” and substitute the word 

. line 7, pase 1, after the word “ disposal,” the words “ with- 
in the District of Columbia.” 

Strike out, of page 1, line 11, the word “fourth” and substitute the 
word “ second.” 

Insert, in line 2, page 2, after the word “material,” the words 
“within the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LOBECK }. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of the 
appropriation bill for the District of Columbia, an appropriation 
was asked for and an amount stated for the purpose of investi- 
gating the amount of garbage and the disposal of it within the 
District of Columbia. It was stricken out of the appropriation 
bill on a point of order. Anticipating this, I had introduced 
this bill that is before us to-day. I introduced it to investigate 
the various systems of gathering and disposal of garbage. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Oartin] was very much op- 
posed to having a reduction plant located within the State of 
Virginia, and he asked for an amendment authorizing the in- 
vestigation of the collection and disposal of garbage within the 
District of Columbia, which the committee approved and is 
contained in this bill, H. R. 17238. 

It has been stated on this floor that there would be no bad 
odors arising from the location of such a plant. The gentleman 
from Virginia claimed if that was so he desired that if the 
garbage plant was built at all it should be located within the 
District of Columbia. That amendment, by him was offered to 
the committee and adopted. The sum of $10,000 for investiga- 
tion was considered to be too large, and an amendment was 
offered, although I do not see it in the bill, in section 2, to 
make it $5,000 instead of $10,000. This bill only contemplates 
the gathering of information and recommendations for gather- 
ing and disposal of garbage, etc., and that sum was thought to 
be all that would be necessary. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Nebraska whether he feels at all confident that the 
sanitary engineer would be able to make a report of much value 
within the time provided for in this bill? 

Mr. LOBECK. I think there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that all over the United 
States municipalities are considering this subject. A great 
many sanitation engineers in cities are giving careful attention 
to the subject. Does the gentleman have any anticipation that 
one sanitary engineer employed by the District Commissioners 
can, within the course of a few months, settle a problem like 
this? 

Mr. LOBECK. I do not think there is any doubt about that. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to the gathering of informa- 
tion or to the appointment of a sanitary engineer, but I am very 
confident that the man does not yet live that can settle that 
problem in three or four months. 

Mr. LOBECK. I will agree that it is a subject that has been 
under discussion for a good many years. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOBECK. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. Quite a number of large cities in this country 
have sanitary reduction works that are already in operation, 
and most of them have worked very satisfactorily. 

Mr. MANN. I have given a good deal of study to this sub- 
ject for some years. I was at one time, in a way, connected 
with a reduction plant in the city of Chicago. There is no 
satisfactory solution yet reached, in my judgment, and will not 
be after the sanitary engineer reports, if he does, in a few 
months. All the information that is available is easily obtained 
now. 

Mr. KAHN. Of course there may be no sanitary reduction 
plant that is entirely perfect, but I know of several that are 
working quite well and are giving considerable satisfaction 
to the municipalities where they have been installed. I dare 
say that under this bill all that the sanitary engineer of the 
District could get would be the information as to how these 
yarious plants are working. 


Mr. LOBECK. He could report the latest improved methods. 

Mr. MANN. These reports are obtainable now without the 
aid of a sanitary engineer, as far as that is concerned; it is a 
very live subject in many places. 

Mr. KAHN, It may be advisable for the sanitary engineer, 
to make a trip to some of these cities and investigate these 
plants personally. As the gentleman from Illinois says, he 
could easily get the reports that are published by the various 
municipalities where they have been installed. However, that 
might not be as satisfactory as a personal visit to the plants. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman is aware that the sani- 


4 tary engineer appointed under this bill will not be the first one 


that has visited these different works throughout the country. 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. And that there are different opinions on the 
part of the people who have visited them. 

Mr. KAHN. I believe in getting all the information we can 
on this subject. -iag a 

Mr. MADDEN. Is this bill up for consideration now? è 

Mr. LOBECK. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LOBECK. I do. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the Committee on the District of 
Columbia think it is necessary to spend $10,000 to get informa- 
tion on this subject? 

Mr. LOBECK. The amendment was made to $5,000. 

Mr. MADDEN. Do you think it is necessary to spend $5,000 
or $1,000? 

Mr. LOBECK. I think so, to get the services of a competent 
sanitary engineer; and, with necessary incidental expenses, 
$5,000 is not an excessive amount. 

Mr. MADDEN. I want to say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, as well as to the gentleman from California, that the 
great city of Chicago has made all the investigations which were 
necessary to be made to ascertain the best method of disposing 
of garbage in every form, and it sent to every city in the United 
States to see the methods by which they made disposition of 
their garbage, and such investigations were made without cost 
to the city. I do not see any reason why there should be any. 
such sum of money expended as this bill provides. It would not 
cost $1,000 to travel to every city in the United States where 
such disposition is being made of garbage as is proposed in this 
city. Personally I desire to say, if the gentleman will allow me, 
that while I was chairman of the finance committee of Chicago 
for a number of years we were given authority by the city coun- 
cil not only to make investigations but to make any expenditure 
we pleased for the disposition of garbage, either by incineration 
or reduction, and after all the investigations which we made, 
and as thorough as they were, we could not bring ourselves to 
the conclusion that we ought to spend any part of the public 
money for the disposition of garbage by any such method as is 
proposed by the Committee on the District of Columbia. We 
had all kinds of patentees with all kinds of schemes for the 
disposition of garbage submit their propositions to the city. We 
said to them, “If you have a good scheme, we will give you 
ground upon which to erect a plant; we will furnish you the 
material to consume; we will pay so much a ton for consuming 
it while the plant is in operation. If you are willing to make 
this kind of a test of your plant at your own cost, go ahead.” 
We had a dozen people who believed their schemes were good. 
They each said theirs was the best in existence, and they erected 
them. We furnished them with the garbage, and we found that 
every one of them were failures, and you will find the same 
thing. If you want to test this thing, notify the men who think 
they have got something by which they can dispose of garbage 
to come here and put up the plants at their own expense, but 
the investigation you may make at the expense of the Public 
Treasury will result in nothing whatever. The only way you 
ean get any actual results is by practical test. Select a lot 
somewhere along the river, let the garbage-reduction patentees 
erect plants on it, and test it in a practical way. What is the 
use of sending a Member of Congress or a member of the Board 
of Engineers or a member of the board of commissioners to see, 
what is being done in Pittsburgh or Allegheny City or New, 
York or Philadelphia or Chicago? They could at most make a, 
report. The way to get information of any value is to let some 
one build a plant and test it. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. With pleasure. 

Mr. KAHN. It costs probably $100,000 to put up a proper 
plant; at least it cost that much to put up one at San Fran- 


cisco. 

Mr. MADDEN. Well, let the men who think that they have 
the best plants come here and put them up. 

Mr. KAHN. Do you think you can get anybody to put up 
such an expensive plant here in Washington for the purpose of 
testing it? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. MADDEN. I can say only this to the gentleman: That 
in the large city of Chicago, one of the great cities of the Union, 
we were able to get men who pretended to have schemes for 
the disposition of garbage to put their money into plants for the 
purpose of giving Chicago the opportunity to test them, and 
it never cost the city of Chicago one cent—not a cent—and 
there is no reason why it should cost the city of Washington 
one cent. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MADDEN. Surely I will. 

Mr. DYER. How do they dispose of the garbage there now? 

Mr. MADDEN, They haul it out of the city and dump it at 
any place that they can dump it. I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Dyer] that I went to New York to 
inyestigate the manner in which they dispose of their garbage. 
They said they were disposing of it by incineration, and that 
they were paying so much per ton in order to dispose of it by 
that method. What did I find? I found that they had an in- 
cineration plant or a reduction plant—I do not recall now. 

Mr. LOBECK. A reduction plant. 

Mr. MADDEN. Here is what happened: When the inspector 
was not watching them they took the garbage, put it on scows, 
and hauled it out to sea and charged the city of New York for 
disposing of it by incineration or reduction. That is what 
happened. I went to Allegheny City, now a part of Pittsburgh, 
and I found there that they had the best plant in existence 
anywhere; but it did not do the work. None of them ever do 
the work. You can not dispose of garbage anywhere by incin- 
eration or reduction unless you have three methods of separa- 
tion, namely, one to dispose of the tin cans and bottles, the other 
for the ashes, and the other for the garbage, and put each one 
of those commodities in separate receptacles; and if you do 
that you can dispose of the garbage in any way you please. 
But you ean not do it and you will not do it, and they do not 
do it anywhere. There is not a municipality on the face of the 
American Continent that would dare to enforce a law that 


tion here by men who have made.the subject a life study and 
who are competent men, something can be done in that line 
for the small sum of $5,000. It will be money well spent for 
the health of the city of Washington and the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Will he yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. LOBECK. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. I would like to ask the gentleman to state if he 
has talked with any engineers upon this matter as to whether 
or not this investigation can be made for this sum of money? 

Mr. LOBECK. No. My idea was that there ought to have 
been $10,000 appropriated. That is what the commissioners 
thought. But the committee believed $5,000 would be enough, 
because the enginéer will not make building specifications. The 
contractors can furnish the plans and specifications for the 
works for consideration, either for reduction or incineration—— 

Mr. MANN. This is for $10,000. 

Mr. LOBECK. I will offer an amendment to that section. 


ment to the bill? 

Mr. LOBECK. These men who construct these plants, either 
for incineration or reduction, will furnish all the plans for 
consideration that are necessary and will do it through their 
own engineers. It takes a mechanical engineer to do this. The 
sanitary engineers do not prepare the plans. But they will get 
together the information and recommend systems that are so 
mueh needed in this city, and I think it can be done for $5,000 
An amendment to that effect will be offered here which the com- 
mittee will accept. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill under the 
five-minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


bia are Bhd authorized and direeted to employ a competent sanita: 
would compel the people to do those things. eng a ability and enai Taani s ee of ultimate 
Mr. COOPER. Does the gentleman know how Berlin, Ger- — of municipal waste to inv he 5 —— and d 
many, does it? of gar ashes, refuse, dead animals, 1 nigh originating in 
* -i the t of Columbia, said sanitary eer to prepare and mit 
Mr. MADDEN. I do not. I am not opposed to doing this | to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and to Congress on 


or before December 3 a complete report upon the most sanitary 
— economical eli f collecting and disposing of said waste 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. AN aioe I move to amend the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. committee amendments will first be 
considered. The Clerk will report the committee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
* — om of page 1, line 5, the word all“ and substitute the word 

yari 

The ERN, The question is on the adoption of the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, I move its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next committee 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 7, 1, after the word “ disposal,” the words “ within 
the District of Colum ia.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, I move its adoption. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman expressed himself 
as being in doubt. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to have 
one minute in which to explain what this amendment is. 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. KAHN. Wait until the committee has divided. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 4. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike vase of page 1, Une 11, the word “fourth” and substitute the 
word “second. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Chairman, I moye its adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in Hine 2, page 2, after the word “material,” the words 
„Within the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 


thing. What I am opposed to is spending money without get- 
ting information. I am asking this committee to recommend a 
plan by which men who have schemes ean be invited here and 
test them at their own expense, and not ask somebody to go 
out and get information on the subject which when you get it 
will not amount to anything. 

Mr. COOPER. I understand that Berlin, Germany, has to- 
day a municipal plant that is profitable financially. 

Mr. MADDEN. Maybe they have. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is it your idea that we ought to 
have people who put up plants of this kind come here and show 
what they can do? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Instead of spending this money? 

Mr. MADDEN. That is the only practical way to do it. 
They think the have something and are willing to test it, but 
when they have tested it you will find that they have not any- 
thing in 9 cases out of 10. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. DYER. I wanted to ask the gentleman if in Chicago 
they dump the garbage in the river now? 

Mr. MADDEN. They never did dump it in the river. I want 
to say that since sewerage was let into the Sanitary District 
Channel and sent down to St. Lonis diluted by the waters of 
Lake Michigan, the drinking water of St. Louis is purer than 
it ever was before. 

Mr. LOBECK. I wish to say that the engagement of a sani- 
tary engineer to do this work at $5,000 instead of $10,000 is 
to recommend new methods of gathering and disposal of gar- 
bage of this city, which is done in three different ways to-day, 
and which cost this city a great deal more money than it 
ought to cost the city. It is disposed of in an expensive 
manner. ‘There are private garbage plants that take garbage 
from the city to-day, over in Virginia. The plan is not satis- 
factory. But plants are now constructed and in use in large 
cities, both in this country, in Canada, and in Europe, that 
dispose of garbage in a cleanly and first-class manner. ‘The 
same can be done here. And if such gentlemen be engaged, 
as was spoken of here on this floor by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Burteson], the man that devised the systems for 
Milwaukee and the systems for Toronto, two entirely different 
plans, something satisfactory can be found. The garbage situa- 
tion in Washington is not satisfactory to-day. It is not satis- 
factory to the commissioners. It is not satisfactory to the 
people. If any plan can be arrived at by a study of the situa- 


Mr. MANN. Why does not the committee report the amend- . 


The effect of this amendment, if it is adopted, will be that 
the plant, if one is found feasible and practicable by this com- 
mission, must be established within the District of Columbia. 
Now, we have considered heretofore the establishment of this 
plant in other places. So far as I am concerned, I would prefer 
that it should be established in the District of Columbia if it is 
found to be for the best interests of all concerned. But I do 
not believe we should limit it. We should leave it to this com- 
mission to make its report, and afterwards we can legislate 
upon the location at which the plant shall be established. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DYER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman say that in his opinion the 
words “within the District of Columbia” would locate the 
place of the disposal of the garbage or thé waste material 
within the District of Columbia? 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the question of the 
gentleman I will say that it is my understanding of the read- 
ing of the bill and the statement of the gentleman in charge of 

. the bill that it is put there with the express purpose of pro- 
viding that this material shall be disposed of within the District 
of Columbin. 

Mr. MANN. That is not what it says. Without that qualifi- 
cation it would apply to the disposition of waste material in 
any city of the country, and would require this engineer to re- 
port upon the general subject of the disposition of garbage any- 
where. This requirement is that he shall report upon the dis- 
position of waste material within the District of Columbia, 
and not waste material in Baltimore, New York, or Chicago. 

Mr. DYER. ‘The technical reading of it is as the gentleman 
from Illinois has explained; but it was the intention to pro- 
vide that this plant must be located in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANN. After all, the sanitary engineer reports upon a 
method. His report upon the place where it should be located 
would not cut any figure with Congress. 

Mr. DYER. I will say to the gentleman that when he is 
appointed, if this bill becomes a law, he will be instructed that 
he must report upon a place for the disposition of garbage, 
located within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LOBECK. I move the adoption of the amendment. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that he 
was in doubt; and on a division there were—ayes 27, noes 0. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That there is hereby pf pkg acne the sum of $10,000, to be 
immediately available, half from the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia and the other half from any money in the United States Treasu 
not otherwise appropriated, for said purpose, which appropriation shall 
include the employment of a competent sanitary engineer of recognized 


ability and experience and such other incidental expenses as may be 
necessary to carry out the purposes of this appropriation. 


Mr. LOBECK. I move an amendment, in line 9, in section 2, 
to strike out the word “ten” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “five,” so that it will read “five thousand dollars” in- 
stead of “ten thousand dollars.” The committee have agreed 
to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, in line 9, strike out the word “ten” and insert the 
word “ five.” 

Mr. MADDEN. I moye to amend the amendment by insert- 
ing the word “two” instead of the word “ five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by striking out “five” and inserting “ two,” 

The question being taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, on a division (demanded by Mr. Loseck) there were 
ayes 19, noes 33. : 

Accordingly the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Losrck], to strike out “ten” 
and insert “ five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 16, 


on page 2, the word “appropriation ” and insert the word “act.” 
Mr. LOBECK. I accept that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2. in line 16, strike out the word “appropriation” and 
Insert in lieu thereof the word “ act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move, in line 13, to strike out 
the word “employment” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“payment,” so that it will read: 
maine ep 8 shall include the payment of a competent 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On a; 2 5 “ ” 
insert fies herent tie 9 ir 3 e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
committee do now rise and report favorably to the House the 
two bills which have been under consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. Lroyp, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had bad under consideration the bill (S. 288) to author- 
ize the extension of Lamont Street NW., in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and had directed him to report the same to the House 
with the recommendation that the bill do pass; and also that 
the committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
17238) to provide for an investigation of the collection and dis- 
posal of garbage, ashes, refuse, dead animals, and night soil 
in the District of Columbia, and employment of a competent 
sanitary engineer to report the latest approved methods for dis- 
posal of the same, and had directed him to report the same to 
the House with sundry amendments and with the recommenda- 
tion that the bill as amended do pass, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on Senate bill 238. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill (S. 238) to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia, was ordered to a third read- 
ing, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jounson of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17238) to provide for an investigation of the collection 
and dis 1 of e, ashes, refuse, dead animals, and night soil in 
the District of Columbia, and employment of a competent sanitary engi- 
neer to report the latest approved methods for disposal of the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross, 

There was no demand for a separate amendment. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was read the third time. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with instructions to 
report a bill inviting bids from various people who haye plants 
or means of disposing of garbage, to erect a plant in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia at their own expense, and that investigation 
be made in that manner. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to recommit, with instructions, which is that 
the committee report a bill inviting bids to do this work. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mapprn) there were 11 ayes and 63 noes, 

So the motion to recommit was lost. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jonnson of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 20111, the 
fortification bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union with Mr. Houston in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, by agreement, 
four hours is given for general debate, two hours of which is to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.-SHertry] 
and two hours by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GooD]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] desires to yield certain time, and 
I will now yield to him. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. NELSON]. 
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Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to direct the attention 
of the House to H. R. 18720, a bill to establish a legislative 
reference bureau in the Library of Congress, which, when it 
shall be established, will serve as our collective secretary and 
greatly enlarge our individual and collective capacity for legis- 
lative service. 

What is the watchword to-day in the business world? It is 
efficiency, efficiency, efficiency. We see in every line of business, 
especially big business, successful managers install, seemingly 
regardless of cost, labor, time, money saving, and multiplying 
machinery, devices and methods to attain the maximum of effi- 
ciency. They know from common sense and experience that it 
will pay, and pay well. They see in this investment for effi- 
ciency the difference between business bankruptcy and business 
success. They see in it the difference between the ruin of any 
business and its increased life. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not reasonable to suppose that if 
business efficiency is not only possible, but highly profitable, 
political and legislative efficiency should be equally so? We 
know from common sense and we may know from the expe- 
rience of other States and countries that it does pay, and pay 
equally well, not merely in the saving of money to the people but 
also in the conservation of opportunities, rights, and freedom un- 
der our form of government. Why should we, as shrewd and 
thoughtful men hesitate to install, at a nominal cost, labor, time, 
and money saving facilities, methods, and machinery that will 
enable us to attain the maximum of legislative efficiency? May 
not this investment in efficiency mean to Congress in the future 
the difference between failure and suecess? Are there not 
signs to-day that indicate that it may mean the difference 
between the ruin of the representative institution and its con- 
tinued and increased life in the confidence and good will of the 
people? Why not, therefore, throw off the remnant of our 
Chinese conservatism, permit our pigtails of legislative pride 
to go, and we, too, join the army of efficiency and progress 
with one-half of the States of the Union and the leading coun- 
tries of Europe? Mr. Chairman, I respect the membership of 
this House. I realize that it is composed of very able and com- 
petent legislators, but I submit that in availing ourselves of 
helpful facilities so as to increase our individual and collective 
capacity for legislative service we may learn a timely lesson in 
the science and art of efficiency from a successful business world. 

Our critics, and they are legion, go so far as to assert that 
we may not only learn a lesson or two, but that we might well 
take an entire course in the university of efficiency from suc- 
cessful business managers. Whether that is true or not, I do 
not believe that any Member of this House is likely to rise to a 
question of personal privilege, if some one should mildly suggest 
that even Members of Congress may be made more efficient, or, 
shall I say less inefficient, as lawmakers. We know well that 
with helpful facilities, up-to-date methods, and improved ma- 
chinery even the Congress of the United States can be made a 
more efficient lawmaking body. We know well, too, that the 
law, our finished product, now so criticized for crudé and care- 
less preparation, might, under other conditions, be made more 
efficient in carrying out the ends of popular government, which 
expresses the collective will through law, by making the law 
less the embodiment of force for self-interest and more the 
expression of principle for the public good. For, in the ideal 
state of which the fathers dreamed when they laid the founda- 
tion of this Republic, the end of law is justice, the direction 
righteousness, and the effect equity among the people. When 
these cardinal principles shall be more efficiently embodied in 
the substance and expressed in the form of law, Congress will 
be vastly more efficient in promoting the life, the opportunities, 
the development, the welfare, and the well-being of life of the 
people of this country, 93,000,000 of human beings, our coun- 
trymen, who now so confidently intrust us, less than 500 of 
their number, with all their legislative power for their protec- 
tion, peace, and happiness. Mr. Chairman, when we contem- 
plate this trust in the light of the magnitude of the work be- 
fore us, the work we do, and the way we do it, surely we should 
not hesitate to increase our efficiency so as to make ourselves 
worthy, more worthy, of the confidence of our constituents and 
of the good will of our country. 

Ka TILSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
5 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILSON. Do I understand correctly that the State of 
Wisconsin has something of this kind that has proved helpful 
to the Legislature of Wisconsin? ` 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, replying to the gentleman’s in- 
quiry, I will say that Wisconsin has a very efficient legislative 
reference bureau, and that after observing its practical utility 
there for 10 years, the way it has increased legislative efficiency 
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and enlazged the individual and collective capacity of the State 
legislature; then realizing, as I have for six years in this 
House, how utterly we lack those helpful facilities and how 
very much they are needed, I have made this the object of my 
service in the House during this session to secure, if possible, 
— B helpful ageney for the Congress of the United 

Nobody expects Congress to attain the ideal. Such utopiar 
thoughts are not entertained. But is that any reason why the 
Congress should not be keenly interested in the progress that 
has been and is being made by a score of States of the Union 
and the leading countries of the world in legislative efficiency? 
Surely, what they have done we can do. Mr. Chairman, I 
am confident that when the membership of this House under- 
stands the necessity, the value, and the practical utility of the 
legislative reference bureau, it will establish it without un- 
reasonable delay, for in this twentieth century, in this great 
country, in this experiment of self-government, with its ever- 
increasing burden of legislation, with a multiplicity of problems 
pressing upon us for solution due to complex and changing 
economic, social, and political conditions, problems of the utmost 
importance to the life and well-being of this people, the question 
of increased legislative efficiency in this body is well worth our 
eareful and conscientious consideration. 

I have heretofore referred to the business world, because 
what private gain is to business the public good is to legis- 
lative efficiency. But this expressive term “efficiency,” when 
applied to lawmaking, must be considered from three sides. 
First, we must look at the substance; then the form; snd, 
finally, at the effect of law upon the business and the other 
activities of life of the people of this country. 

Looking at the substance, we shall see how the legislative 
reference bureau has sssisted State legislators, will assist us, 
to exact knowledge of conditions, relations, and circumstances 
with which we have to deal in any given field of activity and 
apply to them correct economic, social, sociological, and political 
principles. In other words, the reference bureau will facilitate 
our efforts to eliminate error and, consequently, to secure the 
refinement of truth, for truth, not error, should be the sub- 
stance of our laws. 

Looking at the form, we shall see how the legislative refer- 
ence bureau has assisted legislators, will assist us, in approxi- 
mating perfection of expression of law in language, by substi- 
tuting for the vague and indefinite the certain and definite, by 
substituting for the inconsistent and ambiguous the consistent 
and the clear, by substituting for the loose, lengthy, and in- 
effective the concise, brief, and effective expression of the sub- 
stance, the principle, the truth, in the statutory form of the law. 

And, finally, looking at the effect, we shall see how the more 
we approximate purity of substance, conjoined with perfection 
of form, the greater will be the power of law to promote the 
public welfare. Perhaps I may here draw an analogy from 
nature. We know that there is a principle, an invisible fluid, 
in nature known as electricity. When acting as a blind force 
or in broken form it goes forth to do harm, to devastate, and 
destroy property and life; but when this natural principle is 
formulated into law and given expression in fitting form it be- 
comes a tremendous power for good, pulling the cars laden 
with humanity up the steepest hills with ease. And so I think 
of this invisible force in human nature, the collective will, 
which, when it acts upon erroneous premises or in a broken, 
blind, or haphazard form, also goes forth to de harm, to. 
devastate and destroy opportunities, rights, and freedom among 
the people; but when formulated in principles that are just, 
true, and equitable, principles expressed in fitting form, the 
strength of law is an immeasurable power for promoting the 
public good, pulling the cars of human progress up the heights 
of an advanced civilization for the enlarged welfare and well- 
being of mankind. s 

Mr. Chairman, from the sublime conception of law, as stated 
by Hooker, philosopher and poet, 400 years ago, “ Of law there 
can be no less acknowledged than that her seat is the bosom of 
God, her voice the harmony of the world. All things in heaven 
and earth do her homage—the very least as feeling her care and 
the greatest as not exempt from her power,” to this comment 
upon our methods of lawmaking by a foreign official, a China- 
man, “You proceed from premises not examined to conse- 
quences neither foreseen nor willed,” surely there is room for 
improvement and progress, if we will but avail ourselves of the 
means at hand. 

At this time it is my purpose merely to call attention to and 
arouse interest in this helpful legislative agency by pointing out 
in general terms its object, the increase of legtslative efficiency, 
by referring to its fundamental functions, the approximation of 
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purity of substance and the perfection of form in lawmaking, 
and to indicate the resultant power for the publie service. 

At another time I hope to give a more detailed demonstration 
of its practical value and utility. 

Objections may readily arise in any fair Member’s mind, 
objections may be urged against any beneficial institution, ob- 
jections may be urged against the legislative reference bureau, 
but these are trivial or untrue and may be easily overcome. I 
may here state and point out the fallacy of a few of them. 

It is clearly to contradict the logic of events, the principle 
of progress, to say that Congress can get along without this 
legislative agency in the face of the fact that half of the States 
of the Union have now established it and the leading countries 
of Europe have long availed themselves of its invaluable aid 
and assistance. 

It is to save pennies and lose pounds to make complaint of 
its cost in the light of the appropriations for it that are being 
made by hard-headed, closefisted State legislatures, who, after 
a fair and extended trial, have seen the economy that it effects 
in public expenditures by enabling committees to detect the 
needless, the useless, the wasteful, and the extravagant in legis- 
lative projects. $ 

It is to deny self-evident conditions known to us all for any- 
one to assert that it is unnecessary for Congress to establish 
this legislative agency, when it is so clear that it is needed to 
focus the resources of the Library, with its millions of volumes, 
upon the problems before us, and to make more available for 
our needs all the resources of the bureaus and departments of 
government. 

It is a false pride, at public expense, for any Member to fear 
that it will encroach upon his legislative right to prepare the 
form of legislation as he pleases; for surely he must know 
of the criticism now justly passed upon the laws of Congress 
for crude and careless preparation; he must know something 
of the endless litigation that this entails upon the people; he 
must know how jurists have praised State laws that have been 
prepared by experts of legislative reference bureaus, and that 
for years the leading countries of Europe have employed 
skilled draftsmen in the preparation of their great national 
statutes. 

It is to reverse cause and effect to say that a legislative 
reference bureau with expert draftsmen will increase legisla- 
tion; the multitudinous laws now being placed upon our stat- 
ute books are, in large part, due to crude, careless, and hasty 
methods of lawmaking; and surely with better laws, scien- 
tifically prepared, statutes will be more permanent, and conse- 
quently the need of repeal, amendment, or change in substance 
or in form will gradually diminish in State and national legis- 
latures. ' 

While all such objections are found upon examination either 
trivial or untrue, the positive advantages of the legislative ref- 
erence bureau are so clear and convincing that there can be no 
question as to what Congress will do when it rightly under- 
stands the helpfulness of this legislative agency wherever estab- 
lished. : 

As legislators we assuredly see the need of conserving our 
valuable time, our physical and mental energies. 

We surely realize that the day is fast approaching when we 
must concentrate upon the great principles and policies of gov- 
ernment and be relieved of the clerical drudgery that now 
exhausts our physical and mental strength. 

We truly wish to lift legislation from the lower level of petty 
wrangling and partisanship to the higher level of patriotism and 
statesmanship. 

Surely we desire to prevent a breakdown of the representative 
institution and to give it renewed life in the confidence and the 
good will of the people. 

We wish to facilitate the elimination of the evils of legisla- 
tion—the joker, the lobbyist, the special pleader, self-interest in 
all its varied legislative forms. 

We see clearly the need of improving the substance and the 
form of legislation so as to reduce the necessity for judicial 
interpretation to the minimum, in order to prevent the danger- 
ous encroachment of the courts upon the legislative domain. 

Most certainly we wish to so enlarge legislative power, by 
every possible means, that it may keep pace with the complex 
and ever-changing social, political, and economic conditions of 
the country. 

And assuredly we desire to so increase our individual and 
collective capacity that we may wisely solve the great problems 
that press upon us for solution on every hand—measures of the 
utmost moment to the life and happiness of the American 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given the House this general outline of 
the legislative reference bureau so that the Congress may know 


that it is neither a visionary hope nor a Utopian dream, but a 
helpful, substantial, and practical reality; and let me add that 
after my personal observation of the practical operation of this 
helpful legislative agency in my own State, during a period of 
more than 10 years, and after my study of what is being done by 
a score of other States of the Union and by the leading countries 
of the world, I have become convinced, as I believe this House 
will be persuaded, that the legislative reference bureau is a prac- 
tical, necessary, desirable, positive, constructive, powerful, and 
indispensable part of the legislative branch of popular govern- 
ment for the promotion of our country’s prosperity, peace, and 
lasting welfare. [Applause.] 

For the benefit of those who are interested in this subject, I 
will also state that this morning Ambassador Bryce and Libra- 
rian Putnam spoke to us before the Committee on the Library; 
also Dr. Cleveland, of the President's Economy and Efficiency 
Commission, and that this afternoon and to-morrow we will 
have 10 or 12 other experts. Among the Members of the House 
who haye kindly consented to appear and speak are the Speaker 
of the House, the minority leader, Mr. Mann, and Mr. SHER- 
LEY, who has had a resolution pending in the House for 
years to reform the processes of legislation, because, as a codi- 
fier, he has seen the great need of it, and Mr. BERGER, the repre- 
sentative of the Socialist Party here. Mr. Tawney, the former 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, has also prom- 
ised to speak, and I think he will be here. If you are interested 
in this matter, I think you will also be interested in these 
hearings. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Where will the meeting be held? 

Mr. NELSON. In the minority room of the House Office 
Building. 

Mr. MANN. 
Building. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
is recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, on Tuesday last, under the 
five-minute rule, I offered a few observations on the subject of 
oleomargarine legislation, not particularly with a view of dis- 
cussing the merits or demerits of that proposition, but with a 
view to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp a number of 
letters, resolutions, and a statement prepared by the representa- 
tives of the dairy people who met here in Washington recently, 
and also to have printed extracts from statements made by 
scientists and experts of the Department of Agriculture and 
others before the Committee on Agriculture. 

Under the rules of the House I had but five minutes, and in- 
asmuch as letters had been sent out by the thousand, as I un- 
derstand, questioning the wholesomeness of butter and bolster- 
ing up oleo, or this counterfeit, and appealing to the various 
organizations throughout this country for further support in 
securing the repeal or to modify and to make ineffective the 
present laws, I felt that in justice to all concerned certain 
correspondence, resolutions, extracts from testimony given by 
scientists and experts should be printed in the Recorp, so that 
Members of the House and the people who care for that infor- 
mation could have it; and as the time given me did not permit 
my reading all the letters, resolutions, and extracts, I asked 
the privilege of extending my remarks by having the letters, 
resolutions, and extracts printed in the Rxconb, a privilege gen- 
erally extended on other subjects under consideration. Objec- 
tions were made to the exercise of this privilege, but why this 
House and the country should be denied this information, and 
especially after agreeing to have printed only extracts from 
testimony given by witnesses presented to the committee by 
those friendly to modifying or repealing the present law, I know 
not; but I leave it to those objecting to answer that question. 
Through the courtesy of the distinguished gentleman from 
Towa, my colleague [Mr. Goop], I have been given time to read 
into the Recorp some of this testimony; but I have been ac- 
corded only 20 minutes, and I will now ask unanimous consent 
that I may have printed in the Recorp a statement prepared 
by the representatives of the dairy people, which has the head- 
line, “ Where the dairy interests stand in relation to oleomarga- 
rine legislation.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
asks unanimous consent to have a certain paper printed in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 


It is the caucus room in the House Office 
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Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object, I should like to have the gentleman give the date of the 
communication he asks to be printed. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Washington, D. C., January 26, 1912. 

Mr. BURLESON. I haye no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN, This is a statement prepared and submitted 
to the subcommittee having that subject under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The document referred to is as follows: 

WHERE THE DAIRY INTERESTS STAND IN RELATION TO OLEOMARGARINE 

À LEGISLATION. 

The representatives of several leading agricultural organizations met in 
Washington, D. C., Friday, January 26, and considered the Lever bill, 
so called, which had been drafted by a subcommittee of the congres- 
sional committee on agriculture as a substitute for the Burleson bill, 
The following statement was eee. and presented to the sub- 
committee of the Agricultural Committee: 

Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: 

We, the undersigned representatives of different dairy and agricul- 
tural interests of the United States, hereby respectfully present our 
views in relation to H. R. 18493, which we have earefully examined. 
We find that there are many minor propositions in the bill with which 
we agree and some with which we disagree, but there are three vital 
objections to the measure as it stands, and we hereby call attention 
specifically to them, to wit: 

1. It is desired that section 1 of the act approved May 9, 1902, which 
provides that the goods when going into any State or Territory from 
another State or Territory shall immediately become subject to the 
laws of the State be retained in the law. It seems to be somewhat of 
a question whether your bill eliminates that section. The doubt upon 
this point creates a strong and valid objection to the bill. 

2. The bill is further objected to on the ground that the clause to 
call the one-half and 1-pound packages original packa and the 
larger package a shipping package distinguishes between them in such 
a way as to make it possible, if not probable, for the courts to decide 
that the smaller package becomes, by statutory enactment, the original 
5 all the rights of such a package, under the decisions of 

e courts, 

3. A further objection to the bill is that it omits all distinction be- 
tween 1721 that are in their natural, uncolored state and goods that 
are in imitation or semblance of butter. 

We stand for and shall advocate a bill which shall embody the fol- 
cals fundamental principle, to wit: 

1. That shall make it impossible for oleomargarine to be imposed 
upon either purchaser or consumer as and for butter, the product of 
the at and as the best and only practicable means to this end we 
are of the opinion that the statutes should not permit oleomargarine 
to be manufactured in semblance of butter of any shade of yellow. 

2. In view of the fact that the present tax is assumed to add to 
the prices of butter and oleomargarine, we are ne to concede the 
reduction of all taxes to a nominal sum, providing that a bill is passed 
prohibiting the imitation or semblance above referred to. 

The bone of contention is the color question. For twenty-six years 
the dairymen of the Nation have been contending against the imitation 
of butter. The oleomargarine interests have repeatedly come to Con- 
gress, as in this instance, asking in substance for nothing else than the 
privilege of coloring their product in imitation of natural butter. We 
contend that it is due the consumers of this country, as well as the prp- 
ducers, that the line of demarcation between these products be made so 
clear that each will sell upon its true merits and for a price b: 
upon its commercial value. One should not be sold in imitation of the 
other, at an advanced price, thus 1 . 5 tremendous profits for coun- 
terfeiting. There is a widespread misunderstanding in the belief that 
this counterfeiting is due to the difference between the tax of one- 
quarter cent per pound on uncolored and 10 cents a pound on colored 
oleomargarine. he 3 and fraud are wholly because of the 
widespread difference in the cost of producing oleomargarine and butter. 
You have evidence of this in the statement of the Internal Revenue De- 
3 that, in its opinion, 50 per cent of the oleomargarine colored 

sold for and as butter at a price nearly as great as butter. 

G. L. Flanders, President National Dairy Union; J. A. 
Walker, president American Creamery Butter Manu- 
facturers’ Association; G. L. McKay, secretary Ameri- 
can Creamery Butter Manufacturers’ Association; N, P. 
Hull, president American Dairy Farmers’ Association ; 
H. E. Van Norman, Cent ational Dairy Show As- 
sociation; Geo. M. itaker, president Farmers’ Na- 
tional Congress; F. N. Godfrey, chairman; C. O. Raine, 
secretary; S. H. Messick, Oliver Wilson, master; N. P. 
Hull, legislative committee, National Grange. 

S. B. Shilling, secretary National Butter Makers’ Association, though 
not. 8 present, indorsed by letter the sentiments in the above 
statemen 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, this expresses the sentiment 
of the dairy people. They ask for a square deal; nothing more, 
nothing less. And that means that the present law, if amended, 
should be strengthened and not weakened; or a law that will 
prevent fraud, counterfeiting, and deception, and not a law to 
make its fraudulent sale more easy. 

Mr. Chairman, I also ask to have printed in the Rxconp state- 
ments made by scientists and witnesses introduced by those 
who favor the repeal of the present Jaw or its modification. 
These are extracts from statements and testimony given before 
the committee in the Sixty-first Congress. : 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa also asks unani- 
mous consent to have other statements printed in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I will ask the gentleman if the dates of these hearings are 
made plain on the face of the paper that he proposes to insert 
in the Recorp? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to state to the gentleman that the 
extracts which I now offer are taken from the hearings before 
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the Committee on Agriculture during the Sixty-first Congress. 
I also have extracts from the hearings of 1900, but I do not 
offer them at this time, 

Mr. BURLESON. I do not object to the excerpts from hear- 
ings held during the Sixty-first Congress, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman state in this connection whether he has any 
statements or extracts from the grangers’ and the farmers’ unions 
throughout the country upon this subject, because, as I under- 
stand, they have taken action in the direction of the claims 
made by the gentleman? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would state to the gentleman that repre- 
sentatives of the National Grange concurred in the views ex- 
pressed in the statements prepared by the representatives of 
the dairy people who met here in Washington recently, and, as 
I understand it, their views are expressed in the circular which 
I haye already presented to be printed in the Rxconb. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The matter is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF MR. S. B. BENNETT, INSPECTOR, BUREAU OF ANIMAL 
INDUSTRY, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The PATEA Dr. Bennett, will you state your full name to the 

reporter $ 
r. BENNETT. My name is S. E. Bennett; I am inspector in charge of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry work at Chicago. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would it be possible to manufacture a clean, sound 
oil, by any process of refining, out of filthy, rancid raw material? 

Mr, BENNETT, No; you could not make a sound product from a sour, 
filthy fat. 

* $. * * * * +*+ 

The CHAIRMAN. I have another letter, written by a man who signs 
himself “A packing-house employee.“ It is addressed to the Committee 
on Agriculture, from New York City, and he says: 

“I know that if you saw the shop fat from which oleo oil—its chief 
constituent—is made, you would never relish it nor soon care to eat it 
again. About one-third of all the oleo oil made is extracted from this 
shop fat, which is gathered promiscuously from the numberless little 
butcher shops throughout the city or country. 

“This shop fat—or, more properly speaking, mixture—is mingled 
with the sawdust, chicken feathers, heads, entrails, bits of old rags, and 
almost everything else imaginable, as it is ee in wagons to the 
rendering establishments controlled and operated by the ig packing 
bouses. This 982 be seen most any afternoon as it is brought in to a 
rendering establishment at the foot of East Forty-fifth Street and at the 
foot of West Fortieth Street, in this city, although there are several 
other places as well; and I suggest that if convenient you take a look 
for yourself some time, but be careful and don't let them know who you 
are or what you are looking for. 

* * kd * * * s 

“Another great abuse in this business is in the handling of grease 
from dead hogs and cattle and diseased animals (condemned). This 
vile grease and tallow is not colored or denatured as it should be, but is 
placed in containers or casks and simply marked ‘inedible,’ a word 
that is easy changed to edible. Some time ago the Government ordered 
that all inedible grease, etc., be colored or denatured to prevent its 
use as food, but the American Packers’ Association lost no time in 
having the order recalled and simply require now that this stuff be 
marked ‘ inedible.’ 

“Certain firms not connected with the packing houses cart this stuff 
away and refine it or bleach it. This is done by cooking it with bicar- 
bonated soda and, then ree arma it, or, rather, filtering it, through 
fuller’s earth, after which it is deodorized by forcing air through the 
mixture while heated to carry off the odor, and it comes out as white 
as Snow. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will tell you our experience with shop fat. Of course 
in New York City they have carrera more business in the shop-fat 
line than we have in Chicago, I think they have 7,000 shops that they 
collect fat from in New York, while we have ery, few in 
Chicago. But at the same time, while we may get what they call shop 
fat, which may come in mixed with chicken feathers and chicken heads 
and all that kind of thing, and it is not an edible product, it is put 
into a tank and rendered into an inedible grease, and everything we 
receive in Chicago is absolutely pure and wholesome and bears the mark 
of inspection on it. 

* * 0 > * $ 0 

Mr. BENNETT. In the shops we have in Chicago they gather the shop 
fat, and I have a man that goes around there constantly from place to 
place to see that those shops are in good condition—are kept in sanitary 
condition—and we require them to have galvanized-iron containers to 
put this fat in, and we see that they are kept clean. It depends alto- 
bea on tlie weather how often it is collected. In the summer time 

ey collect it and render it every day, but in the winter time they 
collect it and put it in their coolers, so that there is no danger of its 
getting in a bad condition. In the summer time it may become sour, 
and if it arrives at the plant in a sour condition we throw it into the 
grease plant. 

The CHAIRMAN. What precautions do you take to make sure that the 
rs Baen mark “inedible” do not finally get in with those that are 
edible 

Mr. BENNETT. No more than the precaution of marking it on the end 
of the package. We mark it “inedible.” We mark it “grease” or 
“ inedible grease,” and some of them use a stencil; and if the product 
comes from what is termed the “ black gut“ in hogs, that makes a dark- 
colored grease. 

$ 4 


* * $ * $ 


Mr. Bennert. There is no doubt about it. You can not make a No. 1 
oleo oil from shop fat. I have known cases where they took a shop fat, 
apparently clean and wholesome in every way, and manufactured it Into 
a No. 4 oleo oil. If you put shop fat into oleomargarine, you can 
detect it in the flavor right away. 

* $ * * * * * 


Mr. BENNETT. Oh, I have known of cases where they have manufac- 
tured oleo oil from shop fat, but not from the kind of shop fat that he 
re there. It was shop fat that came in marred like kidney fat 
and cod fat. We do not permit any of the fat of that kind to enter into 
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Mr. Lever. So that an unwholesome meat food product could not go 
into the manufacture of oleo: e? 
Mr. BENNETT. I think it would be es impossible. I do not 


see how it could pomni gpt into a food product—any unsound, un- 
clean, or unwholesome product—without the connivance, as I say, of 
some employee. 

+ + e * * * * 


Mr. Havcey. I supposed this ion of wholesomeness was settled. 
I want to read to you from Dr. Schweinitz, of the Agricultural De- 
partment. Do Nou happen to know him? 

Dr. MuLvIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Havcex, Is he not in the department now? I should like to 
read from his testimony. 

Mr. BunLxsox. At what date? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Before the committee, 8 or 9 years ago. 

Mr. BURLESON. That was before there was any inspection. 

Mr. HavGen. Let us see about it. 

Mr. BURLESON. I do not think it is. material at all. 

Mr. Havcey. Well, I should like to read it, right on this question of 
wholesomeness. 

Mr. Burtesoy. I submit to the committee that ft 18 — a bur- 
dening of the record with the testimony of a man who of con- 
ditions before Government inspection; and it has absolutely nothing 
whatever to do with this matter. 


fat 5 collected from the ho 
which pile gave out such an odor that it was sickening, and the makers 
admitted it was being made into oleomargarine. 


s hd * * * . 


* 

Mr. FLANDERS, Tes. Then you do not mean by that statement that 
oleomargarine mace of these other fats, while it is wholesome and nu- 
tritious, necessarily has the same of wholesomeness and nutri- 
tion that butter and other fats have 

Dr. Winey. In ovr examinations we found they were about the same. 
There was scarcely any difference between them. 

Mr. Fraxbnns. But answer my question, if you will. You do not 
mean by that answer that they haye the same degree of wholesomeness 
a“ ition—by your answer itself? 

. Fraypers. You said that butter, as 8 
amount of — you did not use the word “ butyric,” but you the word 
“volatile” acids, did you? 

Dr. Winey. Volatile acids; yes. 

Mr, FLANDERS. In greater amount than oleomargarine had? 

Dr. WAT. Yes. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Does oleomargarine have any constituent that butter 
also has, but has it in greater quantity? For nee, stearine? 

Dr. Wil ux. I think oleomargarine has more stearine in it than butter. 

Mr. FLANDERS. I believe you testified seven or eight years ago that it 
had from 16 to 20 per cent, did you not? 

Dr. WILEY. I remember, I think, saying something about like that. 

Mr. Franpers. And that butter has about how much. 

Dr. Writer. About 2 or 3 per cent, or less. 
ae DERS. 8 has about how much butyrie or vola- 

ea 

Dr. Winery. I sald not to exceed 1 per cent, usually less, of vola- 
tile acid; not necessarily all butyric acid. 

Mr. FLANDERS. And butter has about how much? 

Dr. Winey. Five per cent. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Then Say are not identical products? 

Dr. WII XV. No, sir; not identical. 

Mr. Fraxpers. And If those ingredients that are in different — 
tions have different values, the two commodities would have a erent 
food value, would ther not? 

Dr. Witry. That might be; yes, sir. 

Mr. Fraxbuns. And ff one is not as easily digested as the other—if 
one is harder of digestion—then the one that had the most of the fat 
In it that was hardest to digest would be harder to digest, would it not? 

Dr. Witey. Naturally. 

Mr. FLANDERS. And that might call for ter effort om the part of 
the system to get nutrition ont of it thaw H would out of the ome more 
easily dl : might tt not? 

Dr. Wrusy. Yes, sir. 


STATEMENT OF DR. CHARLES A, CRAMPTON, OF THE BUREAU OF INTERNAL 
REVENUE, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The CHAMMAN. Dr. Crampton, will you state your name and your 
official tion to the stenographer? 
Dr. N. Charles A. Crampton, chemist in the internal-revenue 


office. 
Pia CHAIRMAN. Mr. Burleson, will you proceed with your examina- 
n 
Mr. Burixsow. Doctor, what official position did you hold in 19027 
8 Dr. CRAMPTON. I was chemist in the internal-revenue effice at that 
me. 
Mon an How long had you held that place at that time, 
ir 
Dr. CRAMPTON. I went into the Internal-revenue office in 1890. Prior 
to that time I was for seven years in the t of 
under Dr; 3 pa — I entered 65 ae ee 1 Leger 
Deen there ever since. Four years ago, however, I was 
the work im connection with denatured alcohol. — —-— 
work has been along that line. 
$ = + * * 


* * 
ou ever conducted any investigation to determine 


Mr. Lever. Have y 
whether or not it fs very much more indigestible than butter? 
Mr. AUGEN. in ie’ ‘ah 2 T 
i . unealth ful; 


H t 
Would not that 
r. CRAMPTON, Oh, . it would affeet the 


heath, But it that 5 heck igh th hich 
i m ve a slight on the health, 
would not be ascer le for some 25 je 
Mr. LavER. But Sra have never 
CRAMPTON, sir, 


any investigation for that? 


Mr. Hauanx. In what respect do you consider butter superior to 
oleomargarine? 7 p 
Dr. CRAMPTON. It has a I content of these volatile or fragrant 
1 fatty L and as long as those are fresh they are a 
ittle more pala: than the tasteless glycerides which make up the 
larger pari of the 9 
x UGEN. You are with the process of manufacturing 


eo: 
Dr. CRAMPTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAUenx. And also as to the ents? 

Dr. CRAMPTON. Yes, sir; to a consi le extent. 


Mr. HauGcen. To what extent is butter or cream used in the manu- 
8 ee I think milk is used 
T. CRAMPTON, m in the manufactu 
ef oleomargarine—I should rather 3 — ts Tha: t 1 tt is 
a AE peeh ton the quantity affect the quality 
r. UGEN. q of the oleo? 
Dr. CRAurrox. To a certain extent, yes; but large quantities are not 


VVV 
A UGEN. e q e r the oleo, is it not? 
. Crampron. No, sir; not necessary ; because only a certain por- 
tion of the milk or cream goes into the o jargarine. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will r to you a statement from Mr. Swift, who is 
a . oleo = Ms 5 2 

“Creamery butterine usually composed o r eent ereame 
butter, 40' per cent neutral, 20 cent oleo oil, and the balance mili, 
cream, salt. Dairy butterine is different from creamery only in 
the 5 Tt is a cheaper product, and its proportion of butter 
a 8 ag g deseribing diff t brands marga: 

K ON. He eren of oleo rine, 
* cn different piano rea á 42 = ies y 
2 EGEN. The more butter tha used, or the more cream 
8 the better the grade, Is it not? oe 12 85 


* . ka $ Ld * * 


STATEMENT OF MR. W. D. EDSON, OF PHILADELPHIA, PA., ITEARINGS, 
SIXTY-FIRST CONGRESS. 
Ka * s . 


s s s 
Mr. BURLESON. Did I understand you to say that =p 828288 
of the colored oleomargarine that is sold fn Pennsyl fraudu- 
lently sold as butter? 

Mr. Epsox. Or considered so by our State. 

Mr. BURLESON. Fraudulently sold as butter? 


2 sir, 

Mr. BURLESON. You do not sell oleomargarine? 

Mr. Epson. No. 

Mr. BURLESON. Did you ever sell oleomargarine? 

Mr. Epson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURLESON. How long ? 

Mr. Epsox. It must have I don’t know; away back in my 
first year In business. Everybody in Philadelphia was selling oleo. I 
tell you if we had had æ year of it we would have wiped the dairy inter- 
ests out of the State of Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURLESON. You sold it as oleo: rine, did you not? 

Mr. Epson. We sold it for any old g- It used to come In marked 
“Red Leaf Creamery,” “Red Leaf Butter,” and all those names; and 
the trade used to so fast- 

Mr. Buntxsox. fet me understand you. Did you sell it as oleo- 
margarine or not? 

Mr. Epson. Well, the man that bought it knew it was suine, or some 
pid — z butterine. He asked the price, and we took it out and sold it 
‘or er. 

Mr. Bururson. I did not ask you about the man to whom you sold 
it. I asked you if you sold it as oleomargarine? 

. Epson. I can not answer that question, because we simply sold 
it for what it was 
* * * * * . * 

Mr. Burreson: Do I understand you, then, to come before this com- 
mittee and say that if oleoma e can be made for 50 per cent of 
what it costs to make butter a should be levied upon it, because it 
is a cheaper food than butter. 

Mr. Bosox. No, gentlemen. I will say this: I have my own 
sonal views on that 10-cent per pound tax. I know in my heart that 
95 cent of the colored oleo that is sold in our State is sold for 
butter, and at butter prices; and ＋ poor workingman does not 

t the 10-cent tax. I would a great 


s + * * 0 * * 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to read from the testi- 
mony given at the hearings in 1900, first from the argument of 
ex-Gox. Hoard, of Wisconsin, which will be found on page 583. 
He says: 

The consumers and producers of butter have asked Congress to enact 
into law House bill 3717, which provides in the first section that all 
counterfeit substance for butter, when taken into any State or Terri- 


tory. shall be subject to the laws of the State or Territory concerning 
counterfeit. 


He further states that— 


With a tax of 10 cents a pound on the counterfeit, we believe these 
temptations for these profits and the deceptive sale and dishonorable 
and dangerous conspiring against the law and frandulent competition 

an honest industry will be grestiy modified. 

A great man: poeple ask why it is not as permissible to color oleo- 
margarine as ib to color butter. I would answer because they are 
not colored for the same purpose. Butter in winter is too light to suit 
the taste of most consumers. The highest value is in fresh butter not 
more than 10 days old. The consumer asks that it bear the yellow 
summer color of butter. That is a matter of taste, not deception, for it 
is not colored to resemble something it Is not. But oleomargarine is 
colored to make it resemble butter, which it is not. It is colored, not 
for the benefit or taste of its consumer, but to deceive the consumer. 

Buia Po hype es 5 in his message approving the o 

on â 
Not the least important incident related to this legislation is the 
defense afforded to the consumer against the fraudulent substitution and 
sale of an imitation for a genuine article of food of a very general 
+ $+ œ I venture to say that hardly a pound ever 
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_ entered a poor man’s house under its real name and in its true char- 
The argument still holds good. 
. >. . 


* * s 

There is no credible evidence to show that oleomargarine is innocu- 
ous; no evidence to show that when eaten continuously in place of 
butter it is not harmful. But there are reports in great abundance to 
the effect that oleomargarine is harmful.. 

Mr. Edmund Hill, a member of the Somerset County council, England, 
repan that the great bulk of oleomargarine, or “margarine” as it is 
called there, is eaten in public institutions, convents, schools, ete. At 
the Wells Asylum, with which he is connected, the inmates receive 
oleomargarine. In the asylums of Dorset, Wells, and Hants—the ad- 
joining counties—butter is furnished, and the death rate at Wells is 
30 per cent higher. At the Taunton Hospital there were II deaths in 
18 months. Oleomargarine was substituted, and in 9 months the deaths 
rose to 22. 

This accords with the experience in France, where its use in hospi- 
tals is forbidden. In the United States, in institutions for the blind 
and for girls, it has been noticed that the use of oleomargarine lowered 
the vitality of the inmates very 17 

There is abundant reason for this. The normal heat of the human 
stomach is 98°. Butter melts at 92°, 6° below the heat of the stomach 
(passes into pancreatic emulsion and digestion). Nature designed this 
fat in its raw state for food, 

Oleomargarine melts at the varying temperature of 102° to 108°, a 
temperature no healthful stomach ever attains. As a consequence, this 
unnatural foreign fat must be expelled by sheer gastric action and force. 

Butter fat is found in the milk of all mammals, It is chemically and 
8 unlike any other fat in existence. It was designed by nature 

‘or the food and sustenance of infant offspring, having the most deli- 
eate of all digestion. Because of this most evident purpose and pro- 
vision of nature, butter forms a healthful and important article of food 
in milk, cream, and in its separated state. 

No matter what yaa chemists may say, no counterfeit, even in Its 
purest state, is wholesome or healthful. 

But there is another phase of this question. 
protection for the public against most dangerous introduction of posi- 
tively unhealthful compounds into oleomargarine. 

The Journal of the American Chemical Society and the department of 
agriculture of New York abound in proof of the adulteration of oleo- 
margarine with paraffin, a substance which the strongest acids even are 
unable to affect. There is no reason on earth why the foulest of germ- 
laden fats should not be used in the making of this compound, when 
once they are deodorized by the aid of chemistry. 

But with butter it is different. ni | contamination or hurtful manip- 
5 Sy e shown in a loss of flavor. Butter always advertises 

condition. 

It should be considered that the distinction proposed in taxation 
against colored row Pager cepa will bring no hardship to the consumer 
who may want this article as a cheap, fat substitute for butter. The 
coloring of it adds nothing to its digestibility or food value, if it have 
a food value. The whole proposition is in a nutshell. Force out the 
color or semblance to butter and you put a stop to its being imposed 
on the consumer for butter. In addition you protect this great arm 
of Dar eed the dairymen of the United States, from competition wi 
a fraud and counterfeit. 

It is high time that Congress entered upon this work of protection 
of all bonest and 1 industries against the dishonest greed of 
the counterfeiter and adulterator. 

The Dominion of Canada has taken from us nearly all of our once 
magnificent export trade in dairy products. Canada absolutely prohibits 
the making of counterfeit butter or cheese. A 

Consequently the Dominion stands high among all foreign consumers 
as to the purity and honesty of its foods. 

Our National Government can proceed repressively only in the way of 
taxation. We believe we are right, fair, and just, and in accordance 
with a wise public policy in ask ng of the members of this committee 

* 


There is absolutely no 


an earnest support of House bill 3717. 
s * * * „ 


s 

The Wilkins case gives a clear idea of the enormous frauds that are 
being practiced in the oleomargarine traffic, which do not affect the 
revenue, because the goods used for this fraudulent business have all 
paid the 2-cent tax. 

Attorney General Griggs's statement of facts and refusal to recom- 
mend the pardon of Wilkins and Butler will give the reader a clear 
idea of the character of fraud which is being practiced, the lamentable 

hase of the 8 being the fact that this case Which came to light 
s only one of the hundreds of swindles which are being carried on in 
a large way and of the thousands being practiced upon consumers in 
all portions of the country. 

e Attorney General wrote to President McKinley as follows: 

“The petitioners, Joseph Wilkins and Howard Butler, were convicted 
of fraudulently removing labels from ckages containing oleomarga- 
rine in violation of the act of August 2, 1886, and were sentenced on 
March 17, 1898, as to Wilkins, to imprisonment for six months and to 

ay a fine of $1,500 and costs, and, as to Butler, to imprisonment for 
‘our months and to pay a fine of $500 and costs. 

“The judgment of the district court was subsequently affirmed in 
the circuit court of appeals, to which it was taken by the defendants, 
and an application subsequently made to the Supreme Court for a writ 
of certiorari was denied. ‘Thereupon, in November last, the petitioners 
were committed to serve their sentences of imprisonment. 

“The grounds of the application for a pardon as to Joseph Wilkins 
are that he has a wife and child, and that each of the prisoners is of 
good reputation and standing, and has never been convicted of any 
other crime. They request, in view of the humiliation and disgrace 
already suffered by them, as well as of the heavy fines imposed, and in 
view of their good reputation and standing in the 8 and of 
the fact that no revenue has been lost to the Government, that that 
portion of the sentence providing for imprisonment be remitted. 

e > + $ * * 7 

“The offense of which the petitioners are now convicted was com- 
mitted December 20, 1896, two days after the verdict of acquittal in 
the trial in the District of Columbia. The petitioners were discovered 
by a revenue agent in the act of scraping off the stamps, marks, and 
brands from packages of oleomargarine. 

In connection with the present case, an offer to pay $8,000 and 
costs in compromise was made, but rejected February 82 1898, and 


thereupon the case went to trial with the result above stated. 
“Tt is obvious that the business in which Wilkins was engaged must 
bave been one of great profit, otherwise he could not have afforded to 
make the ve 
offered to make. 


large payments in compromise which he did make or 


“That he was aware of the fraudulent and dishonorable nature of 
the business in which he was persistently engaged appears from his 


own statement made in a letter addressed to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, October 31, 1893, from which I quote the following: 
. * * $ * * * 


“Notwithstanding that the authorities were induced to settle with 
him upon his promise of abstention in the future from similar viola- 
tions of the law, it appears that he straightway resumed his operations, 
peat Ati taking courage from the success with which he had com- 
promised the first offenses in which he had been discovered. 

It is absolutely clear that for such a persistent violator of the law 
something more than a money penalty was essential. The sentence of 
imprisonment imposed in this case was peremptorily required by the 
circumstances. or can I say that the sentence was anything but 
moderate. It is less than the average sentence imposed upon persistent 
violators of the internal-revenue laws relating to the distillation of 
spirits, and much less than the ordinary sentences imposed for viola- 
tion of the laws against the use of the mails for fraudulent purposes. 

“ Not only is the dignity of the law to be upheld against such per- 
sistent violations, but the public is entitled to be protected by the salu- 
tary influence of stern punishment against frank and deception, such 
as were practiced in this case, by means of which the petitioners were 
enabled to impose upon innocent purchasers as genuine butter a coun- 
terfeit article, which, if sold for what it really was, would have brought 
very much less in the open market, 

“I do not think that the sentences should be interfered with.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with the information furnished in these 
extracts and furnished by scientists and experts in the various 
departments, I fail to see why anyone should work night and 
day, in season and out of season, to enlighten the American 
people by sending out circular letters and extracts from testi- 
monies submitted to the committee. Nor can I imagine why 
women’s clubs and various organizations all over this country, 
who are so much interested in the health and longevity of the 
children and members of their family, why they should pass 
resolutions for the repeal or modification of the present law, 
and which would of course open the gates wide to fraud and 
deception. Gentlemen, I fear that some one in his zeal to serve 
the country has overlooked reading and giving to these various 
clubs and organizations all the testimony relative to this matter. 

Gentlemen, these extracts are a few of many that will show 
that oleo is not altogether a wholesome food product, but I be- 
lieve sufficient to prove that the contentions set out in the let- 
ters are not well founded, and that any law permitting color- 
ing of oleo without an additional tax on the counterfeit, though 
it may provide for heavy penalties for breaking the original 
packages and selling it as butter can not be made effective in 
preventing its fraudulent sale and that to not make its sale 
subject to the laws of the State is a dangerous proposition; that 
it will open the gates wide for fraud and deception, and it seems 
to me that President Cleveland’s and the Attorney General’s 
and others’ statement relative to its fraudulent sale ought to 
convince anybody, that rather than to weaken the present law, it 
should be strengthened. 

While the present law is not perfect in all its details, it has 
worked fairly well, and I believe by amending the law as sug- 
gested by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue by providing 
for a strip stamp instead of a coupon it would be all that is 
required. Personally, I believe it very unwise to repeal section 
1, which provides that the sale of oleo shall be subject to the 
laws of the State and shall not be exempt therefrom by reason 
of being introduced in original packages or otherwise, and 
equally unwise to permit its coloring in imitation of butter. 
Personaly, I believe if coloring is permitted by law, the counter- 
feiting should be taxed equal to the difference of cost between 
oleo and butter, thus removing the incentive to perpetrate the 
fraud and I believe that taxing the counterfeit is the most effec- 
tive way of preventing its fraudulent sale; but as stated in the 
statement, the representatives of the dairy people who recently 
met here in Washington, after carefully considering the condi- 
tions confronting us, including the prevailing misconception of 
the purpose of the 10-cent tax on colored oleo, many contending 
that the 10-cent tax is a tax on oleo, while of course it is not 
a tax on oleo, but a tax on fraud, for where oleo is sold in its 
natural color and for what it is, the tax is one-fourth cent per 
pound only and the 10-cent tax is applied only when colored to 
deceive and defraud. But after carefully considering all matters, 
it was decided to not insist upon the 10-cent tax, but to insist 
that oleo shall not be made in imitation or semblance of butter 
of any shade of yellow and that section 1 should be incorporated 
in the bill, and they prepared a statement presenting their 
views with relation to the Lever bill, and appointed a com- 
mittee to draw a bill in accord with these views and requested 
me to introduce their bill which I did, and which is known as 
the Haugen bill, H. R. 19338. 

The bill is not my bill. I claim no credit for its production. 
As before stated, it was prepared by thoroughly competent and 
experienced dairy men, including officers of the National Grange, 
men who have given the subject careful and thorough consid- 
eration, men of ability and the highest integrity, acting with the 
firm determination to draft a bill just and fair to the dairy in- 
terests and also just and fair to the oleo interests and to the 


millions of consumers of the two products, and have sought to 
attach only such reasonable restrictions as would prevent fraud 
and protect consumers. 

Gentlemen, by reading over these extracts you will find that 
Mr. Bennett, though he reluctantly admits it, let the cat out of 
the bag. Bennett says: 

I do not see how it 5700 ( 
connivance, as I say, of some employee. 

Gentlemen, if the thousands of employees serve the Beef Trust 
in violating the law, and where heavy penalties are imposed for 
so doing, why would they not do what told to do where no 
penalties are imposed for so doing? 

Gentlemen, bear in mind that the act of August 2, 1886, did 
provide that the packages of oleo should be marked and stamped 
as prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; that 
the manufacturers should put on each package a label giving 
number of factory, and so forth. It provided for heavy penalties 
of $50 for each offense for removal of labels so affixed; but, un- 
fortunately, it permitted its coloring and provided for a uni- 
form tax of 2 cents on colored and uncolored oleo. You will see 
that many of its provisions are practically the same as are pro- 
vided for in the bills now pending in the House; and as it did 
not prohibit its coloring in imitation of butter, and did not tax 
the counterfeit, the law proved ineffective, and that is what we 
muy expect of any similar act. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have only 20 minutes, but I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman believe that it is fair to 
one industry to impose a tax upon it if that industry sells its 
product not fraudulently as something else, but sells it for what 
it is and under severe penalties against fraudulent representa- 
tion? Does the gentleman think it is fair to tax one product as 
against another? 

Mr. HAUGEN. You mean if it is sold for what it is? As 
long as one sells his article for what it is no one raises any 
objection. We are willing to leave the present law as itis. I 
acknowledge that it is not perfect in all its details, but I be- 
lieve that by amending it, as suggested by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, it would be all that woul be necessary, 

Mr. HARDY. Leaving it without any taxation? 

Mr. HAUGEN. In my opinion, the way to prevent fraud 
and deception in the sale of oleo is by taxing the counterfeit, 
the same as you tax the counterfeit of the gold dollar. 

Mr. HARDY. There is no tax on a counterfeit gold dollar. 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; but penalties are imposed for counter- 
feiting gold dollars. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say, in this connection, that at the 
beginning of the hearings of the Sixty-first Congress that it was 
practically agreed that the question of wholesomeness should 
not be brought up, and after such agreement was made no effort 
was made to introduce evidence to prove the wholesomeness of 
butter or the unwholesomeness of oleo by the dairy people; but 
as the matter was constantly brought up by the other side by 
introducing witnesses to prove the wholesomeness of oleo and 
discredit butter, I deemed it just to introduce evidence which 
had been submitted and printed in the hearings of 1900, but 
objections were made on the ground that it would be burdening 
the record, yet hundreds of pages of testimony intended to dis- 
credit butter had been presented at the hearings, but not one 
single paragraph relating to the unwholesomeness of oleo must 
go in, because it burdens the record. You remember that the 
same argument and the same reason was given last Tuesday 
against printing this testimony in the record. 

Mr. HARDY. Would the gentleman be willing, also, to tax 
butter if it was colored? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly, if it was colored to deceive and 
pass a counterfeit; but the gentleman knows as well as I do 
that butter is never colored to pass it as a counterfeit. It 
is colored to suit the eye and to make it more palatable, while 
oleomargarine is colored for one purpose, and only one, and that 
is to pass it as butter and to sell it as butter and at a higher 
price. That statement is borne out by the statements made by 
witnesses who appeared before the committee, such as Mr. 
Cabell, the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman can not find in the hearings 
where Mr. Cabell said any such thing. 

Mr. HAUGEN. What? 

Mr. BURLESON. That oleomargarine was colored only for 
one purpose, the purpose of disposing of it as butter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If you will give me time, I will read it to y A 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman can take all the time 
wants, but he can find no such statement made by Mr. Cabell. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will you give me five minutes—— 

Mr. BURLESON. I am willing to give you an hour, or eyen 
longer. 
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Mr. HAUGEN. But the gentleman does not control the time. 
I will print it in the Recorp, if that will suit the gentleman. 

Mr. BURLESON. Does not the gentleman know as a matter 
of fact Mr. Cabell said, speaking of the proposed legislation, 
that it would prevent or materially diminish the fraudulent 
sale of oleomargarine as butter; and, further, that it is abso- 
lutely impossible under existing law to prevent such frauds, 
whereas under the proposed bill that fraud would be reduced 
to a minimum? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I say to the gentleman that Mr. Cabell’s 
statement is this, That it is being colored for the purpose of 
enabling them to sell it as butter. You will find it, not only on 
one page, but you will find it running through the hearings; 
there is no a about that. (Hearings, 61st Cong.) 

When yo 
5 5 — u speak. of e do you mean the fraud prac- 
Yes; of course. The debauching of the trade, and the 
fraud upon the public is a matter which I, as a citizen, am interested 
in, but as Internal Revenue Commissioner I am only interested in it 
3 
8 o * 


5 NSS havo been Sed 40 Bellet that it 
was butter and not oleomargarine at all? 


Mr. CABELL. Yes, sir. 
Ea RONS; that all colored oleo- 


Mr. 
nee 


Mr. STANLEY. — Ne 
ma nate ca is artificially colored 


ae. That is a distinction that we make. Recently manu- 
e begun 7 put tinted oleomargarine on the market, ae 


that ented oleomargarine 1s gen is generally sold under its own name— 
ut in labeled packages. are one or two manufacturers 
Tsao spare under its own gory eg most of the tinted 
being put out now which under the law is uncolored—that 
color having been added by one of the ingredients—is sold under 
its oe name, . 


Mr. 8 5 


pot raed 0 


every once 
s to take 


and set it on the counter, and bg erg of 

counter. A man will come in an at is the price of butter?” 
The answer oes be, probably, “ 42 — Then the ae will say, 
“You know th rice as that; is that the price 


Fetter here w 1 is “But I have some 


can't ` 
tell the — and I will sell you that for 85 n the 
customer y Tay let me have a couple of pounds of “that 
and the merchant’ will take it out of the box of oleomargarine 
before the customer's eyes and sell it for butter. is Saß 
to be the wiser, unless one of our agents catches it and analyzes it 
And then Ery housewife does not want to come down to court and 
has done that with We have our agents dress 


up as 8 conductors, or laboring men, etc, and we catch them 


in that wa Dealers mise. will start seat with oleomargarine on the 
wagons wit! “all of the marks ired by law. After the ns gm 
the drivers take the wrappers ; and they have — 8 9 

the District of Columbia, even right on ake on 


Rhode Island Avenue. 


0 * 0 . 0 - 
n * THE 9 JANUARY Psa pate 


Mr. CABELL. In my 838 the facts jastity what I stated a 3 
moments ago— that there are two causes. In a number of cases we find 
haen the a poea on anaie to sell uncolored oleomargarine sells oleomar- 
bigs lly colored. There are a large number of violations of 

t class, care a larger number of violations are where they color it 
and mix it with butter and sell it for butter. 

Mr. Havucex. That is to enable him to sell it at a higher price. 

Mr. CABELL. They sell it somewhere in the neighborhood of the price 
of the lower grade of butter. There have been two classes of violations 


in that ; the one would use artificial coloring in it, selling it for 
oleomar ; but in the Ag number of cases we catch persons 
ee t for butter, and cases there are greater amounts 


e HAUGEN. I benas or pointed out to some one last year that 
they sold nearly all of as butter. 

Mr. CABELL. Great ahe of "it undoubtedly are sold for butter, 
as I romtes at in my * nest this san 

$ 
Now, a wand as 8 the 3 that practically all the 
merchants are in favor of the Burleson bill; and as the Burle- 
son bill repeals the section which imposes a tax on oleo and 
does not provide a tax on either colored or uncolored oleo, it 
practically repeals the whole law, for in the absence of the tax 
on the article the Internal-Revenue Bureau will have no juris- 
diction over its manufacture or sale, Therefore it is contended 
that the merchants generally favor the repeal of the present 
law, or at least to modify it, which in effect would weaken it 
and make it ineffective. 

Gentlemen, that statement I can not believe, but letters and 
telegrams are pouring into Washington which convey that idea, 
and those letters and resolutions are being used as evidence of 
the fact and, evidently, with effect. Much capital has been 
made out of a letter from Mr. Thomas, secretary of the Iowa 
State Retail Merchants’ Association, and one from Mr. Mul- 
queen, of Council Bluffs. 

References have been made to statements made by Mr. Green, 
secretary of the Retail Merchants of Illinois. In answer to a 
question, “ Do you indorse it?” (the Burleson bill) he answered 
“Yes.” (See Hearings, pp. 231, 232,) Mr. T. P. Sullivan, presi- 
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dent of the National Retail Grocers’ Association of the United 
States, claiming to represent about 28 States and probably 
1 members, said: I desire to say that I indorse every- 


ng that Mr. Green has said.” (Hearings, p. 233.) Notwith- 
standing these letters, resolutions, and statements, I want to 
say I believe—and, in fact, I know—that generally merchants 
throughout the country do not concur in the sentiment ex- 
pressed by Mr. Green and Mr. Sullivan and in the letters and 
resolutions, and my understanding is that while no dairyman 
or merchant objects to selling oleo when called for, and sold 
for what it is, they do not believe in counterfeiting or making 
its fraudulent sale possible, and thereby not only crippling or 
destruying the legitimate industry carried on by their best cus- 
tomers—a business so conducive to the best interests of agricul- 
ture and prosperity in general—but will force onto millions of 
unwilling consumers an undesirable food product at enhanced 
and exorbitant prices, as did the 5,492 dealers who succeeded in 
Selling 62,000,000 pounds of oleo in 1900 as butter and at butter 
prices and in violation of the laws, as pointed out by Grover 
Cleveland and the Attorney General and as shown by the rec- 
ords of the Treasury Department. Through its fraudulent sale 
they thereby not only rob the producers of butter of their legiti- 
mate market for a worthy and legitimate product, but rob mil- 
lions of consumers of the difference of the cost between oleo 
and butter, and nobody benefited except the lawbreakers, the 
dishonest venders in oleo. I can not believe the merchants gen- 
ay desire such conditions to return, and I will want further 
proo 

Gentlemen, do you believe that merchants in general fayor 
repeal or amendment of the present law so as to make it in- 
effective and to make fraudulent sale possible? No. If you 
do, you are mistaken. I know a number of merchants; I have 
been a merchant myself and know something about how busi- 
ness is transacted. I know that they are as much opposed to 
passing counterfeits on others as they are to have them passed 
on themselves. Every honest merchant wants to sell everything 
on its merit and for what it is. That is why he is for the 
pure-food law and against misbranding, adulteration, fraud, and 
deception. Do you believe that he wants to engage in the 
fraudulent sale of oleo? Certainly not. Oh, what a misconcep- 
tion it is on the part of those who contend that it is the dis- 
honest man who succeeds in business. A few do, that is true; 
but show me a merchant who is known to be dishonest in his 
dealings and I will show you a merchant without a business. 
To. the contrary, if a man is known to be honest, upright, 
square, and fair in his dealings, he will enjoy the confidence and 
respect of all who know him. Ninety-nine times out of a hun- 
dred it is the merchant whose character is founded on integrity, 
with a firm determination to do justice and right, who succeeds 
in life. I can not conceive that any merchant, with information 
of these fraudulent practices at hand, would, under any con- 
sideration, advocate the repeal or weakening of the present law 
or to make it ineffective in preventing fraud and deception. I 
may be mistaken, but to me it seems absolutely certain that to 
repeal section 1 of the present law and to permit the coloring 
of oleo without taxing the counterfeit would open the gates 
wide for counterfeiting and deception; and if the merchants see 
it as I do I know that they would under no circumstances 
favor the enactment of any such law. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for 
one question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have not the time. If you will yield me 
the time, I will be very glad to discuss this matter all the 
afternoon. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I wanted the gentleman's opin- 
ion on one important phase of the question. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, if I may have permission—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
he has only two and a half minutes remaining. 

Mr. HAUGEN (continuing). To have printed in the RECORD 
two letters and a resolution I will yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
pay print in the Record a letter from Mr. Thomas, who claims 

represent the retail merchants of the State of lowa—— 

Mr. BURLESON. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman to state the date of that letter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Recently; I have it here 

Mr. BURLESON. I have no objection, but I do not think 
matter 12 years old should go into the RECORD. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Within a few days. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Also the resolution passed by the Merchants’ 
Association of Council Bluffs recently. 

Mr. BURLESON. No objection to it. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Now will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? 


Mr. HAUGEN. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentle- 
man that if oleomargarine is allowed to be sold after it is 
colored or manufactured that it is impossible for the United 
States Government to throw around its sale sufficient restric- 
tions to safeguard the public interests against fraud? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Why, absolutely. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. That is all. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As before stated, Congress passed a law in 
1886 providing that every package should be marked and 
stamped, and providing for a heavy penalty for the destruction 
of those markings and the wrappers. And, what happened? 
Five thousand four hundred and ninety-two dealers sold 62,- 
000,000 pounds, every pound of which was sold in violation of 
law, every pound of it was sold in violation of the laws of the 
an and 5,492 dealers were in the business of violating the 

W. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like a little time to 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is in the control of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my rémarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The letters and resolution referred to are as follows: 

Towa STATE RETAIL MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION, 4 
Moines, Iowa, February 13, 1912. 
Hon. G. N. HAUGEN, 


Washington, D. C. 
My Dran Mr. HAUGEN : In behalf of the hundreds of thousands of 
consuming public in Iowa I would ask that you give your favorable con- 
ee and support to the oleo bill as reported from the House 


commi 

You doubtless realize that the consumers of Iowa have been at the 
mercy this winter of the Creamery Butter Trust and have been obliged 
salt ag AN ace yin Bw ager SIE GOCCIA ares 

the event of the page of this oleo bill this will give the people 
a good, palatable article at a cost considerable less than that asked for 
the 3 roduet. 

This 1 ation has been indorsed by our State association of mer- 
chants and, I believe, by the State Federation of Labor, and I trust will 
have your support, as requested. 

Yours, very truly, Ina B. THOMAS, 
Secretary. 


Also one from Mr. Mulqueen, grocer: 
Counci, BLUFFS, IOWA, February 14, 1922. 
Hon. G. N. HAUGEN, 


Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: Inclosed find copy of resolutions passed by our associati 
some time ago, which shows our, and I believe expresses the sentimen 
of sey merchant in Iowa. 

espectfully, yours, JoRx T. M 
230 Main Street, 
OLEO TAX. 

Whereas e ae is conceded by chemists and food experts to 
be a wholesome fi product, and 

Whereas existing laws discriminate against this wholesome article of 
food through a tax of 10 cents a pound w artificially colored, the 


ma 4 purpose of which is to make it appear palatable, and 
5 hereas artificial coloring matter 8 in butter and other 


ULQUEEN, 
‘ouncil Bluffs. 


Whereas, with the present high cost of living, oleomargarine would 
afford a pure and economical spread for bread: refore, 

Resolved by the Council Bluffs Retail Grocers and Butchers’ Associa- 
tion, That Congress be tioned to so amend the rin poy py law 
that a tax of not more than one-quarter cent per pound be placed upon 
the product, whether colored or uncolored, and that a license fee not 
exceeding $6 per year be placed upon the retail dealer for the privilege 
of vending oleomargarine, and that the product be sold only in original 
tax-paid packages. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally rose, and Mr. FINLEY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, from 
the President of the United States was communicated to the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, it is astonishing how 
thoroughly obsessed one can become with the views of a par- 
ticular class with whom he is constantly brought in intimate 
contact. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HauceEn] is thoroughly 
honest in his belief that the proposed legislation to repeal the 
10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine is for the sole purpose of 
making easy the fraudulent sale of oleomargarine as butter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not 
make any such statement. 

Mr. BURLESON. I thought the gentleman was honest in 
his statement, but I am willing to hear him further. i 
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Mr. HAUGEN. That would be the effect of the repealing of 
the law, but that was not the purpose. I am not here to im- 
pugn the motives of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have not said that the gentleman was 
impugning my motives, and nothing the gentleman has said 
could be so construed. I will state again that the gentleman is 
thoreughly sincere in his belief that the repeal of this tax on 
colored oleomargarine would increase its fraudulent sale as 
butter, but, as a matter of fact, as is well known, every officer 

-chargeable with the duty of administering this law takes the 
directly opposite view. The hearings before the Agricultural 
Committee during the Sixty-first Congress conclusively showed 
that the proposéd legislation, instead of encouraging and in- 
creasing violations of the law, will materially diminish the 
fraudulent sale of oleomargarine as butter. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr. Cabell—and a 
very efficient officer he is—repeatedly stated during the hear- 
ings that under the law as it now exists it is utterly impossible 
to prevent the “ moonshiner” from disposing of oleomargarine 
as butter. At the same time, he was emphatic in his statement 
that if the bill now pending before the Committee on Agriculture 
should become law, it will reduce this fraud to a minimum. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gravamen of the complaint the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Haucren] makes is that certain strictures 
or certain criticisms haye been made with reference to the un- 
wholesomeness of milk and butter. He says there was an 
agreement that during the hearings the unwholesomeness of 
oleomargarine should not be brought in question. That is true, 
because when the hearings were commenced those who favored 
the pending legislation had eminent chemists present for the 
purpose of showing that it was not only healthful and nutritious 
but that it was undoubtedly a wholesome product. And in order 
to save time those who stood with the gentleman from Iowa 
stated to the Committee on Agriculture that, in order to not 
take the time of the committee in hearings upon that issue, 
they would concede that it was a wholesome product. And 
because, forsooth, a letter was sent out in response to a num- 
ber of resolutions that had been forwarded to me by women’s 
organizations asking for an investigation with reference to the 
unhealthfulness of milk and butter, the gentleman intimates 
that there has been a breach of the understanding then had. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take the 
gentleman’s time. However, I would like to correct that state- 
ment. To begin with, I have not questioned the gentleman’s 
right or motive in sending out these letters. 


Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, my time is limited, and I 
decline to yield. I have not said that he has impugned my 
motives or even questioned them. He could not if he wished, 
in view of the statements contained in the letter which he has 
caused to be printed in the Recorp. 

But, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Parsons, late a Representative from 
the State of New York, introduced during the Sixty-first Con- 
gress a resolution urging the Committee on Agriculture to make 
an investigation of the unwholesomeness of milk and butter, 
directing attention to these products as vehicles of disease, and 
in response to that resolution this Congress has been flooded 
with resolutions from women’s organizations from one end of 
this country to the other, appealing to the Congress to make an 
investigation of the dangers arising from the use of unin- 
spected milk and butter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if these 
resolutions have not been passed in response to these letters 
that have been sent out, and as the gentleman now has referred 
to a certain letter, I will ask him if he has not sent out a 
number of letters at different times, and that these resolutions 
are in response to the letters sent out, and upon the representa- 
tion made in those letters and the circular that went with them? 

Mr. BURLESON. Undoubtedly that may be true. A plain 
statement of fact was made with reference to this resolution, 
and the attention of women’s organizations throughout the 
country was invited to the fact that butter and milk frequently 
reeked with typhoid and tuberculosis germs and were a prolific 
source of disease. And they were invited to support the reso- 
lution offered by the gentleman from New York asking for an 
investigation, with a view of securing action which, I hope, in 
due time will be taken. 

Mr. Chairman, bearing on this important matter I send to the 
Clerk’s desk a resolution adopted in this city as late as Feb- 
ruary 8 of this year, and ask that it be read. It will show the 
dangers I allude to in the letter which was printed in the 
RECORD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolutions on the protection of public health against the bovine source 

of human tub osis and for the conservation of food-producing ant- 

Adopted iron 8, 1912, at a meeting of the board of direc- 

tors of the Association for the Prevention of erculosis of the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, Surg. Gen. George M. Sternberg, United States 
Army, retired, president. 


Whereas it bas been proved by Federal and private investigators at 
Washington, D. C., and by State, municipal, and private investigators 
elsewhere in the United States, and by the British Royal Commission on 
Human and Animal Tuberculosis, and by the German Imperial Tuber- 
culosis Commission, in Europe, that bovine tubercle bacilli in dairy prod- 
ucts are a serious cause of human tuberculosis, especially among chil- 
dren, who should receive, alike on the basis of sentiment and reason; 
first consideration in measures taken for the protection of public health ; 


and : 

Whereas this fact, confirmed by investigators the world over, has 
been accorded definite recognition by the International Congress on 
Tuberculosis, the National Association for the Study and Prevention of 
Tuberculosis, and the American International Commission on the Con- 
trol of Bovine Tuberculosis, and has had marked influence on measures 
recently taken by the Governments of England and France to protect 
the 8 against tuberculosis; and 

Whereas the danger to which the public health is exposed through 
the use of infected dairy products is a danger against which the indi- 
vidual, shee J as an individual, can not protect himself; and 

Whereas the danger to which the public health is exposed through the 
common occurrence of virulent tubercle bacilli in the milk from tuber- 
culous dairy herds can be eliminated by obtaining milk from herds in 
which all the cows have been proved free from tuberculosis by the tuber- 
culin test, or by the proper pasteurization of all milk and cream before 
they are used as beverages or in the preparation of butter, ice cream, 
cheese, etc. ; and 

Whereas it has been proved that the proper pasteurization of milk 
and cream protects. the popis health not only against the tubercle 
bacilli they may contain, but also against other disease germs, such as 
those of typhoid fever, diphtheria, scarlet fever, sore throat, ete., which 
are often spread through the agency of raw milk and cream in a way 
that causes epidemies, at times accompanied by great mortality; and 

Whereas it is known that cream contains about 60 per cent of the 
total bacteria of the whole milk from which it is separated and that the 
3 contained in cream infect the butter and ice cream made from 
t; an 
1 8 ie is advisable that tuberculosis be eradicated from dairy 

erds: Beit 

Resolved, That the United States Congress, the legislative body for 
the District of Columbia, be urged to enact a law requiring the pas- 
teurization, under official supervision, of all milk and cream sold in the 
District of Columbia, unless such milk and cream are obtained from 
dairy herds in which the animals have been proved free from tubercu- 
losis by both physical examination and the tuberculin test; that all 
dairy herds supplying milk and cream for the District of Columbia be 
kept in accordance with the sanitary requirements of the health office 
of the District of Columbia; and that the milk and cream of no cow 
showing clinical symptoms of tuberculosis or other communicable dis- 
ease shall be sold as human food in any form in the District of Colum- 
bia; and be it further ‘ 

Resolved, That this association respectfully urges upon the Congress 
of the United States that steps be immediately taken, in collaboration 
with the officials of various States which may so elect, for the com- 
plete eradication of all tuberculosis among animals; and be it further 

Resolved, That this association recognizes the danger of tuberculosis 
resulting from butter, ice cream, and other dairy products made of raw 
milk and cream obtained from tuberculous herds, and respectfully urges 
Har cone enact laws which shall guard against such infection ; and 

urther 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to continue 
the distribution of literature defining how tuberculosis among animals 
may be eradicated and how animals free from the disease may be pro- 
tected against infection; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President of 
the United States; to the President of the Senate; to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives; to the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
whose department the Bureau of Public Health and Marine-Hospital 
Service is located; to the 5 of Agriculture; to the chairmen of 
the Senate Committees on Public Health and National Quarantine, the 
District of Columbia, and Agriculture and Forestry; to_the chairmen 
of the House Committees on Interstate and Forcign Commerce, the 
District of Columbia, and Agriculture; to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia; to the irman, National Relief Board, American 
Red Cross Society; and to the National Association for the Study and 
Prevention of Tuberculosis. 

Discussed and approved by: 

George M. Sternberg, Surgeon General, United States Army, 
retired; Dr. Harvey W. Viney, Chemist and Chief of 
Bureau of Chemistry: United States Department of Agri- 
culture; Dr. E. C. Schroeder, . ot Experi- 
ment Station, Bureau of Animal Industry; Dr. R. W. 
Hickman, Chief of Quarantine Division, Bureau of Ant- 
mal Industry; Dr. George M. Kober, professor of hy- 

jene and dean of Georgetown University Medical 
hool; Dr. A. D. Melvin, Chief of Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry, United States Department of Agriculture; Dr. 
John R. Mohler, Chief of Pathological Division, Bureau 
of Animal Industry; Dr. Wm. C. Woodward, health 
officer, District of Columbia; Dr. G. Lloyd Magruder, 
emeritus professor of materia medica and therapeutics, 
Georgetown University. 


Mr. BURLESON. ‘Thus it is seen that a Surgeon General of 
the Army, Gen. Sternberg; the Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, 
the great food expert, Dr. Wiley; the Chief of the Bureau ¢f Ani- 
mal Industry, Dr. Melvin; the District health officer, Dr. Wood- 
ward; in fact the leading scientists of this city, support the very 
proposition that is laid down in the letter which the gentleman 
from Iowa complains about. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, I 
hold in my hand the last report made by the trustees of the 
Washington Home for Foundlings, and from which I will read 
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a short statement relating to the death rate of that institution 
for the past several years: 


If we compare the mertalities of the 
the average has been 21 per year—the 
and the lowest in 1906, with 7 deaths. 


Immediately preceding this statement, I read that— 


The loss by death during the year was 4 out of a total of 77 chil- 
Gren, ond is by far the lowest mortality the institution has ever had. 

Mr. Chairman, I had it from the lips of a gentleman connected 
with that institution that fhis marked decrease in the death 
rate of these unfortunate babies was directly attributable to 
the fact that the hospital authorities had instituted a careful 
inspection of the milk and butter that was supplied to it and 
which was being used to feed these foundlings. Thus human 
lives are saved. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. I ask five minutes more. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman. 
>- Tke CHAIRMAN. The genfleman from Texas [Mr. BURLE- 

50N] is recognized for five minutes more. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. 


vious 10 years, we find that 
hest in 1904. with 43 deaths, 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Does not the gentleman believe | 


that many deaths in the last few years have been prevented 
not only through that means but through the effect of pure- 
food legislation? 


Mr. BURLESON. I do not doubt that, but I do not see what 
bearing that has on the issue now under discussion. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. It shows that it has had at least 
something to do, although not all to do, with that particular 
subject. 

Mr. BURLESON. I agree with the on that propo- 
sition, but I do not see what bearing that has on the question 
we are now discussing. 

Mr. Chairman, further, with reference to milk and butter be- 
ing a vehicle of disease, I hold in my hand one of the reports 
of the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, issued Feb- 
Tuary 16, 1912. It is a report made by one of the leading ex- 

perts of the Marine-Hospital Service, who was sent to Tex- 
arkana, Tex., for the purpose of investigating an epidemic of 
typhoid. Reading from the summary and conclusien of this 
report: 

T out of 34 cases arising in the „or 
TEE per cont, ood 5 = Sine of milk from one PhDs 

Now, surely the gentleman from Iowa is not so anxious to 
promote the interests of the dairy people of this country as 
that he will stand here and block or interfere with or obstruct 
the passage of a resolution to make an investigation that will 
result in the saving of the lives of these unfortunate foundlings 
and the other children and people from one end of the country 
to the other. 

I want to say to the gentleman that if he can get away from 
the marrow views of the class with which he is so intimately 
associated—the dairy interests and the bitter combine of this 
country—he can then understand that the purpose of the pro- 
posed legislation is net te increase the fraudulent sale of oleo- 
margarine, but it is to take a burdensome tax off a healthful, 
wholesome, nutritious food product. I assure him the purpose 
of the legislation is net to encourage fraud. It will, in fact, 
throw more stringent regulations around the sale of oleomar- 
garine and serve to prevent rather than increase this frand. 
The officer charged with the enforcement of the oleomargarine 
law—the Commissioner of Internal Revenue—argues in favor 
of its passage for the very reason that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HavcEen] earnestly urges its defeat. Mr. Cabell 
says that it will prevent fraud. The gentleman from Iowa 
and the butter combine say that it will increase fraud. When 
this measure to repeal this indefensible tax is brought before 
this body for consideration those who favor it want to discuss 
it upon its merits, and upon its merits alone, and we have abso- 
lute confidence as to what the result will be when action is 
taken on it by this body. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, probably no bill of a more 
technical character comes before the House than the fortifica- 
tions appropriation bill, and probably no bill is of greater im- 
portance, considering the size of the appropriation, which is not 
large as compared with other supply bills of the Government. 

The committee, in considering the estimates for the pending 
bill, had in mind the necessity of affording means for the 
proper defense of the country, and with a proper desire to 
exercise close over estimates and to promote economy 
in public expenditures, there was never lost sight of this main 


purpose of the legislation—to provide for a proper seacoast 
ieee of continental United States and the insular posses- 
ons. 

I am glad to be able to say to this Committee of the Whole 
that there has been no division along party lines or otherwise 
in any material sense as to what items shonld be carried in this 
bill and the amounts of those items. The estimates submitted 
amounted to $7,218,899, of which sum there is recommended in 
the accompanying bill appropriations amounting to $4,036,235, 
which amount is $1,437,472 less than was appropriated for the 
Same purpose at the last session of Congress and $3,182,664 less 
than the estimates submitted; and while this is a yery pro- 
nounced reduction from the estimates and ‘a considerable reduc- 
tion from the amount carried in the bill last year, there has 
been no matter omitted that was deemed in any sense necessary 
at this time to provide for, having in view a proper defense of 
our country. 

No other supply bill that is presented to Congress has from 
its inception followed quite as closely a complete scheme as 
has the fortifications appropriation bill. In 1885 a board was 
appointed to prepare plans for the proper defense of the United 
States, that board being subsequently known as the Endicott 
Board. In 1906 there was again appointed a board to revise 


and bring up to date the scheme as presented by the Endicott 


Board. That latter board, known as the Taft Board, made its 
report, and the appropriations from the beginning ef modern 
seacoast defense have been in line with the recommendations 
of the Endicott Board as subsequently modified by the Taft 
Board and as in turn modified from year to year as the 
a of the situation developed the need for such modifi- 
cation. 

For continental United States the original scheme, as modi- 
fied to date, will cost $163,933,480.66, of which amount $119,- 
944,434 has been appropriated. 

The scheme of fortifications for the insular possessions con- 
templated by the National Defense, Board, as revised to date, 
will cost in the aggregate $28,951,355, of which amount there 
has been appropriated the sum of $16,544,434. 

The difference between the estimated whole cost of the so- 
called Endicott scheme of fortifications, as modified and revised 
to date, for continental United States, $163,933,480.66, and the 
appropriations made therefor to date, $119,944,434.03, amounts 
to $43,989,046.63. 

The difference between the estimated whole cost of the 
scheme of fortifications for the insular possessions, as revised 
to date, $28,951,355.89, and the appropriations already made 
therefor, $16,544,434.09, amounts to $12,406,921.80. 

The difference between the combined estimated cost of both 
schemes, $192,884,806.55, and the combined appropriations there- 
for to date, $136,488,868.12, amounts to $56,395,938.43. 

The difference between the $136,488,868.12, already provided 
toward the scheme ef the Endicott Board, modified by the 
National Coast Defense Board, and the sum total of appropria- 
tions, $159,632.25032, for fortifications since 1888, amounting 
to $23,143,382.20, is represented in expenditures fer erecting 
and equipping the gun factory at Watervliet, the gun-carriage 
factory at Watertown, the powder factory at Picatinny, N. J., 
the Ordnance and Fortification Board, the manufacture of 
mountain, field, and siege guns and ammunition therefor, and 
for sundry other objects incident to providing and maintaining 
a system of seacoast defenses. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HELM. I was trying to pay close attention. Did the 
gentleman state how much had been expended on the coast 
defenses of the United States? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There has been spent, on projects g 
out the scheme for continental United States, $119,944.000 in 
round numbers. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman, in as concise a way as 
possible, inform the committee for what purpose this sum of 
money has been expended? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is impossible to answer the gentleman’s 
question with any satisfaction without going into a review of 
the entire expenditures since 1885. Broadly speaking, this 
money has been expended for providing fortifications at the 
major seacoast cities of the United States and such other places 
as possess strategic value and, in the opinion of the board, it 
was desirable to fortify. 

Mr. HELM. Does that include the Coast Artillery posts? 

Mr. SHERLET. It includes the purchase of sites, emplace- 
ments, armaments and the accessories thereof, and so forth, 
but does not include barracks and quarters for the Coast Artil- 
lery, which have been carried in the sundry civil bill. 
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Mr. HELM. Can the gentleman inform the committee how 
much of this total sum that has been spent on continental 
United States has been spent on the Atlantic coast? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I can not inform the gentleman offhand. 
The $119,000,000 can not all be localized. Of that sum about 
$76,000,000 could be, and of that sum about $49,000,000 has 
gone to Atlantic and Gulf fortifications. 

Mr. HELM. One more question. Does this bill carry any 
appropriations for the construction of an island at the mouth 
of Chesapeake Bay? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does not. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SHIRLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Referring to the last ques- 
tion put by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Heim], as to 
the island at the mouth of the Chesapeake, is there not a com- 
mission now investigating the advisability of establishing such 
an island? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not that I knew of. I will say for the 
benefit of the gentleman that from year to year various recom- 
mendations have been presented to Congress for the fortifica- 
tion of the lower Chesapeake, and as originally presented they 
contemplated the building of an artificial island at the mouth 
of the Chesapeake. The Committee on Appropriations and 
Congress, acting on their recommendation, haye repeatedly re- 
fused to make such appropriation. There was carried in this 
bill an estimate for $150,000 for the purchase of land on the 
Virginia side, with a view of fortifying the Chesapeake by the 
establishment of batteries there. By reason of the recent very 
great increase of range and efficiency of guns and mortars, the 
department has become convinced that it will not be necessary 
to construct an artificial island in order properly to guard the 
entrance to the Chesapeake. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have been looking over the 
report as carefully as I could with a view to finding out about 
the Chesapeake Bay fortification, since there is some apprehen- 
sion on the part of people in Norfolk and vicinity that they 
may not be so well fortified and protected as they ought to be. 

Mr. SHERLET. That item of $150,000 was not allowed by 
the committee. I shall be glad to discuss it further on if the 
gentleman desires. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
pertaining to it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Nothing in the bill in that regard. 

It may not be amiss, Mr. Chairman, in addition to the gen- 
eral statement I have just made, to discuss more in detail these 
large expenditures. I have referred to the Endicott and Taft 
Board plans. It is in pursuance of these plans that theesti- 

mates are submitted to Congress each year, and constitute the 
bill as originally considered by the Committee on Appropriations. 
I should state in passing that the estimates for the fortification 
of the Panama Canal are submitted as a part of the general 
canal estimates and are carried in the sundry civil bill and are 
not included in any of the figures I shall use. 

These items of appropriation may be roughly divided into 
three general classes, namely: 

1. Fortification of seacoast forts, including ammunition. 

2. Supply of Field Artillery material, including ammunition. 

3. Miscellaneous items related to the above but not strictly 
forming parts thereof. 

The first classification can be subdivided into three items: (a) 
Items pertaining to new armament and installation, including 
reserve ammunition; these items embrace guns, gun carriages, 
emplacements, sites for defense, electrical installation, search- 
lights, sea walls, submarine-mine structures, fire-control instru- 
ments and structures, and ammunition; (b) items pertaining 
to maintenance, repair, and alterations of property embraced in 
subdivision a, except ammunition; and (e) items pertaining to 
seacoast target-practice ammunition, including appliances for 
same, and subdivisions @ and b should also be segregated ac- 
cording as they relate to continental United States and the 
insular possessions. 

Under these three subdivisions of the first general division 
there has been heretofore appropriated for continental United 
States, including practice ammunition used in the insular pos- 
sessions, $119,944,434.03. Of this amount, under subdivision a, 
items pertaining to new armament and installation, there has 
been apportioned $86,811,050.25; items relating to reserve am- 
munition. $14,832,885.98. Under subdivision b—that is, the item 
for maintenance, repair, and alteration—there has been appro- 
priated $12,686,095.43. Under subdivision c, seacoast target- 
practice ammunition, there has been appropriated the sum of 
$4,414,058, and there has been covered into the Treasury unex- 
pended $1,200,344.37. 


There is nothing in the bill 


Under subdivisions a and b there has been appropriated for 
the insular possessions $16,544,434.09. This total includes, un- 
der subdivision a, items pertaining to new armament and in- 


stallation, $14,651,589.09; items for reserve seacoast ammuni- 
tion, $1,700,000. Under subdivision b, for maintenance, repair, 
and alteration, there has been appropriated $192,845. So that 
the total of appropriations for both continental United States 
and the insular possessions, under heading No. 1, amounts to 
$136,488,868.12. 

The second general classification, to wit,-supply of Field Ar- 
tillery material, including ammunition, can also be subdivided 
into three classifications similar to that of item No. 1. In other 
words, (a) those pertaining to new material, including reserve 
ammunition; (b) those pertaining to maintenance, repair, and 
a anon; and (c) those pertaining to target-practice ammuni- 
tion. 

The total appropriated has been $7,030,200. The total of the 
above that is included under the subdivision a, new material, 
including reserve ammunition, is $6,063,800, of which $1,501,600 
was for such reserve ammunition, leaving $4,562,200 as the 
amount that has been appropriated for new material. Of this 
latter sum $580,000 is counted as being for new material, though 
it is literally for the purpose of making new batteries out of 
old ones. 

Under subdivision b, for maintenance, repair, and alteration, 
there has been appropriated $306,000. Under subdivision c, 
for target-practice ammunition, there has been appropriated 
$660,400, 

The third general classification, to wit, miscellaneous items 
related to the preceding but not strictly forming parts thereof, 
consists of the following items, totaling appropriations of 
$16,113,182.20 : 


Board of Ordnance and Fortifleatlon $2, 425, 003. 00 
Proving ground, Sandy Hook 1, 497, 178. 00 


Machine guns not used for seacoast defenses 5, 082. 00 
Ordnance establishments, buildings, gun factory, powder 

pe Tite fat js eee Se a Wa 2, 997, 042. 00 
Machinery for ordnance establishments_.....__.______ 451, 097. 00 
Purchase of materials abroad, Board of Ordnance and 

PORR aaaea anaa 100, 000. 00 
Experimental guns, carriages, and rr 8 919, 603. 00 
Testing experimental guns and carrlages 167, 500. 00 
Implements, equipments, alteration, aaa e of 

ON RT a ea ae 133. 896. 00 
Field material and ammunition of old designs 5, 874, 959. 00 
Field material and ammunition of old 2 (national 

penne TON en a es eases 1, 341, 383. 00 
Returned ‘to. Troet = . S 241, 293. 00 


Unassigned balance for fire-control instruments on ac- 
count of insular 
Unaccounted for to balance 


The statement I shall read shows the funds that it is esti- 
mated by the War Department will be necessary for the com- 
pletion of the various projects heretofore outlined. 

Under the first classification, and for continental United 
States only, it is estimated that the items coming under subdi- 
vision @ will be as follows: 


79, 141. 91 
1. 29 


For construction of emplacements—— $9, 702, 130. 00 
SU RC ai ee a , 455, 00 
Electrical installations 22222 4, 652, 769. 00 
T 00. 00 
F 1, 524, 845. 00 
Submarine-mine structures TT, 406. 00 
Fc 4, 599, 554. 00 
Guns and carrlages sm 7. 378. 300. 00 
ner nn ae 7. 750, 266. 63 
iin TTT 1. 036, 505. 00 

IR See na eee eee a es ee 40, 677, 675. 63 

Under subdivision b they are for— 

Modernizing emplacementss — 1,024, 201 
Alteration of ar Damen’ y tine 2, 287, 170 

VVVVTVVVVVVVVTVTVJVÄV%àͤ———————————— 3. 811. 371 


Making, under the first general division for continental United 
States, a grand total of $43,989,046.63. 

In addition to the above it is estimated that there will be 
annually required $1,000,000 for maintenance, repair, and minor 
alterations, and $425,000 for target practice. 

For the insular possessions, under subdivision æ of the first 
classification, the following is the estimate for the completion 
of projects: 

For construction of emplacements 
Electrical installation 


Searchlights. 
Submarine-mine structures 


Rive cotitrolcsccse ee eee eee 
Guns and carriages__ 


— $4, 174, 200. 00 
2 00 


550, 000. 00 
rat 2. 021. 150. 00 
Reserve ammunſtion——„4cͤ„1„%r?ũ 3, 403. 80 
Submarino mne T1112 322. 150. 00 

UA) bees a ARISE CRS el Slt gece 12, 406, 921. 80 


It is estimated that no appropriations will be required under 
subdivision b for alteration or under subdivision o for target 
practice. 
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In addition to the above, it is estimated that $76,585 will be 
annually required for maintenance, repair, and minor altera- 
tions, plus a proportionate increase due to the installation of 
hew armament as it is supplied. 

Under the second general classification, first noted, it is esti- 
mated that items coming under subdivision d will be as follows: 
For new matériel, including funds for the alteration of 3.2-inch 
batteries, $15,230,686.80; for reserve ammunition, $22,031,329.47, 
making a total of $37,262,016.27. 

In addition to the above, it is estimated that there will be re- 
quired annually $45,000 for alteration, maintenance, and repair, 
and $130,000 for target practice. 

It should be stated in connection with the foregoing items for 
Field Artillery matériel and ammunition that it is also esti- 
mated by the War Department that for such matériel and am- 
munition for the use of the militia there will be required a total 
of $10,879,278, for which latter sum, however, it is expected that 
estimates will be submitted and appropriations carried in the 
Army bill. i í 

In the present estimates there is asked, under the first general 
division for continental United States, subdivision a, new ma- 
tériel, and so forth, $822,000, of which sum there is recommended 
in the accompanying bill $203,000, together with a reappropra- 
tion of $50,000; under subdivision b, maintenance, repair, and so 
forth, $997,000, of which amount the bill carries $820,000, to- 
gether with a reappropriation of $161,000; and under subdivision 
c, target-practice ammunition, $425,000, all of which is recom- 
mended in the bill, making a total estimate of $2,244,000, of 
which the bill carries $1,448,000; in addition to which there are 
recommended authorizations as above stated amounting to 
$211,000. ` 

In the insular possessions, under subdivision a, there is asked 
for new matériel, ammunition, and so forth, $1,993,414, of which 
there is recommended in the bill $1,272,500 and an authorization 
of $71,400, and under subdivision b, maintenance, repair, and so 
forth, $76,585, of which the sum of $65,835 is recommended, mak- 
ing total estimates of $2,069,999, of which $1,338,335, exclusive 
of authorization of $71,400 as above stated, is recommended, 
making a grand total of estimates of $4,313,999 for both conti- 
nental United States and the insular possessions under the first 
general division, of which there is recommended $2,786,335, ex- 
clusive of authorizations and reappropriations of $282,400. 

Under the second general classfication there is asked, under 
subdivision a, new matériel, and so forth, including alteration of 
3.2-inch batteries, $2,605,000, of which there is recommended 
$975,000, with an authorization of $300,000; under subdivision b, 
maintenance, repairs, and so forth, $45,000, all of which is given; 
under subdivision c, target-practice ammunition, $130,000, all of 
which is given, making total estimates of $2,780,000, of which 
the bill carries $1,150,000, with authorization of $300,000 as 
above. 

Under the third general division there are asked the follow- 
ing items: 


Current expenses, ordnance proving ground, Sandy Hook, N. J.. $56, 200 
ae of officers at the proving ground and compensation 
00 6— . 2... ̃ ĩ n 


124, 900 

All of the estimates under the third general division are ree- 

ommended except that for the Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 
cation, which is reduced from 850,000 to $25,000. 

Prior to entering into the consideration of the details of the 
estimates the subcommitte asked the Chief of Staff, Gen. Wood, 
to be present and to indicate what, in his judgment, were the 
matters most urgent and that should be given most attention 
to by the committee and Congress. 

He suggested as of the utmost importance the continuation 
of the work of fortification in the Philippines and in the 
Hawaiian Islands, and a more liberal appropriation for the 
purpose of furnishing matériel for the Field Artillery together 
with ammunition therefor. 

Following the line suggested by Gen. Wood the committee in 
making this bill has provided practically all the money that can 
be used on the work in the Philippines and the Hawalian 
Islands prior to the enactment into law of another fortification 
bill, and they have been liberal in their estimate for the mobile 
Artillery and for reserve ammunition therefor. 

The committee in regard to what might be called continuing 
work, have adopted a policy that is not new but which several 
times has been adopted previously, of appropriating only that 
amant of money that could properly be expended prior to the 
time when a new supply bill would have been enacted into law. 
The estimates as to the Philippines and Hawaii were estimates 
in excess of the amount that could be expended prior to the 
4th of March of next year, and therefore the committee reduced 
such estimates. 
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Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. : 

Mr. MANN. Why does the gentleman fix the date as the 
4th of March? 


Mr. SHERLEY. Because the new supply bill will have to 
become a law by the 4th of March, the time when Congress by 
3 and the moneys carried in this bill are immediately 
available. 


Mr. MANN. It is not pretended then that this bill carries 
appropriation sufficient to cover the entire fiscal year of 1913? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It does as to those items of maintenance 
or items that necessarily and properly come within a fiscal year 
for which the appropriations are made up, but where there is 
work in progress, for instance, certain engineer work being 
done in the Philippine Islands, when a certain amount of 
money only can be expended prior to the 4th of March, we saw 
no reason why Congress should appropriate more money than 
the department could use prior to the time when moneys would 
become available in a new bill. 


Mr. Chairman, the bill practically carries nothing for new 
fortifications in continental United States. Frequent state- 
ments are made in the press and elsewhere that we are in grave 
danger in America, due to lack of preparedness in case of war. 
I desire to state for the benefit of the committee and for the 
benefit of those timid souls outside who may be misled by such 
statemenss that the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts of the United 
States are not only properly fortified but, broadly speaking, are 
in many cases overfortified. There are only two places that I 
know of in continental United States where there will be prob- 
ably in the future a need for fortifications of any material 
amount. One is the lower Chesapeake and the other is the 
harbor at Los Angeles, Cal. As to the latter no estimates were 
submitted and the committee did not feel at liberty to authorize 
expenditures in the absence of estimates by the department. As 
to the mouth of the Chesapeake, speaking for myself only, I am 
inclined to believe that the time will come when Congress will 
feel warranted in making provision for the fortifying of that 
place. I did not feel at this time that the estimate of $150,000 
was a proper estimate to be allowed. First, because I do not 
believe that the price asked for the land is a reasonable one, 
and, second, because it contemplated the buying of more land 
than the committee with its present information felt warranted 
in authorizing. I have had prepared a statement from the War 
Department as to the amount of land now owned by the Goy- 
ernment at seacoast fortifications and the amount of it that 
is necessary in time of war, and from that statement it ap- 
pears that something like 9,000 acres could be disposed of by 
the Government without harm to the seacoast defenses. With 
that fact staring us in the face I for one am not willing to 
make appropriations for the purchase of additional land that 
are not accompanied with provision for the sale of unneeded 
land. 

It was urged strongly by my friend representing the Norfolk 
district [Mr. Hottanp] that provision should be made for the 
purchase of this land, and if the matter were to be determined 
by his zeal and persistency it would have been carried in this 
bill, but the committee did not feel at this time warranted in 
carrying a provision for the purchase of this land at the mouth 
of the Chesapeake. 

In regard to the mobile artillery, an estimate was asked of 
$1,002,000 for the manufacture and purchase of mobile artillery, 
and the statement was made by Gen. Crozier that we were more 
backward in regard to mobile army matériel than in any other 
direction. The committee therefore allowed what they believed 
was a liberal sum, though nothing like the sum asked by the 
department. We allow $300,000, with a provision for contract 
obligation of $300,000 more, being practically an allowance of 
$600,000 out of an estimate of $1,000,000. As I have stated, 
the moneys for the mobile artillery are carried in two supply 
bills. The fortifications bill carries moneys necessary to sup- 
ply the matériel for the Regular Army and for a Volunteer 
Army. The Army appropriation bill carries the moneys deemed 
necessary for the militia, and the same division is also true of 
items for ammunition for the Regular and Volunteer Armies and 
the militia. There are now built or building guns more than 
sufficient to supply the Regular Army at its full strength in 
time of war and leave some reserve for the Volunteers. The 
condition in regard to the militia is very much less promising, 
but in view of the fact that the Regular Army is the first branch 
looked to in time of war, the militia second, and the Volunteers 
third, the committee did not feel warranted in moving as rapidly 
as the War Department desired in appropriating money for 
mobile artillery for the Volunteers, because, as stated, we have 
now more than sufficient for the Regular Army at its full war 
strength. But we have appropriated a sum in excess of that 
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which has usually been appropriated in the past. As to am- 
munition, a request was made for $1,500,000 for ammunition 
for mobile artillery, and the committee allowed the sum of 
$600,000, which in its judgment is a very liberal provision. We 
made no cut as to the amount requested for practice ammuni- 
tion, believing that it was a very shortsighted policy that would 
undertake to curtail expenses in that regard. The efficiency of 
seacoast batteries is entirely dependent upon the skill with 
which the guns are fired, and anything that would curtail the 
practice in that direction would be, in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, a very grave mistake. 

In maintenance we have allowed whatever was properly 
necessary; but, as I have said, we have not undertaken to pro- 
vide for any new armament in the United States, nor have we 
gone forward as rapidly as might be desirable in the future 
and with a different condition of the Treasury in bringing up 
some of the accessories, such as searchlights and modernized 
fire control. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? — 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. a 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The bill contemplates a total 
cut of over three millions of dollars below the estimates made by 
the department. Will the gentleman tell us what some of the 
things desired by the department were that the committee did 
not think they would put in the bill? 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman wants a detailed state- 
ment—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not a detailed statement. 

Mr. SHERLEY (continuing). He will find it in the report, 
where each item is set out, showing the estimates for this 
year, the appropriations for last year, and the recommendations 
contained in this bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is powder one of those items? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Ammunition, which includes powder, was 
cut. A large cut from the estimates was made, but the appro- 
priation recommended is a very liberal one in regard te am- 
munition. There was asked $1,500,000 for reserve ammuni- 
tion, which, of course, includes powder, for the mobile Artillery. 
There is recommended $600,000, which is a cut of $900,000. The 
allowance of the year before was $300,000, so that we are recom- 
mending a sum just twice that which was recommended and 
passed by the last Congress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has made 
a study of this matter. I call his attention to the items 
throughout the bill contemplating “the purchase, manufac- 
ture,” and so forth. Now, with regard to powder and ammuni- 
tion that may be used by the Coast Artillery in these fortifi- 
cations, to what extent does the Government manufacture and 
to what extent purchase ammunition and supplies outside, 
including powder? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The Government manufactures about 25 per 
cent of all the powder it uses in all branches of the military and 
naval service. s 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. How is it with regard to other 
ammunition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is hard to answer. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I mean other ammunition 
than powder. 

Mr. SHERLEY. They make varying quantities, according to 
the particular object. I should not like to say what amount is 
manufactured of ammunition other than powder; I do not now 
recall the amount. As to guns, we manufacture in the arsenals 
nearly all, and of carriages, and so forth, I think we manufac- 
ture over two-thirds. I may not be accurate in that statement. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman estimates that 
the Government makes about 25 per cent of the powder it uses 
in this service, and is not able to state as to other ammunition, 
Could the gentleman tell us to what extent there has been a 
cut as to the ammunition manufactured by the Government? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There has been no cut. There has never 
been in this bill, or in any previous bill, an attempt to segre- 
gate what should be manufactured and what purchased, be- 
cause it is impracticable to do it. The only way that cuts can 
be shown is in amounts. 

Now, in point of fact, it is not expected there will be any less 
work done in any of the Government plants by virtue of any 
cuts made in this bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. With a view of continuing the 
service and being prepared for the future, the department did 
estimate for more ammunition and more powder than is being 
allowed in the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. They, in one instance, did estimate for 
$1,500,000 and got $600,000, a difference of $900,000. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
the proportion of the saving of $3,000,000 that would involve 
ammunition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I did not catch what the gentleman asked. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The committee proposes to 
save $3,000,000 under the estimates of the department for sup- 
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plies for the incoming year. Can the gentleman indicate to 
what extent ammunition will be involved in that $3,000,000 of 
saving? I am including ammunition and powder. How much 
of a cut will there be so far as the Government manufacture of 
those commodities is concerned? If the gentleman can not 
answer directly 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think that cut is the only one—the 
$900,000. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Nine hundred thousand dol- 
lars will be about the limit of the cut on ammunition and 
powder? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Thank you. 

Mr. DONOHOE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DONOHOE. A Member of this House made a statement, 
or is quoted as having made a statement, that this cut will 
materially affect the employees in the arsenals. Is that so? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is not so. There is no intention here to 
in any way lessen the amount of work that shall be done by the 
Government itself. 

But if we had allowed the total estimates received, it would 
have forced the Government to put a larger amount of work 
outside and to do a less per cent of it itself, and inasmuch as 
the Government is doing all the work it does cheaper than it 
can be done at the establishments of private concerns, we did 
not feel called upon unduly to force it to place a larger pro- 
portion of the work outside. 

Mr. DONOHOE. And these changes will not affect injuri- 
ously the employees of the arsenal? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know what may be the policy of the 
Government as to the arsenals. In my judgment, there is noth- 
ing in this bill, however, that in any way warrants the cutting 
down of the force at the arsenals, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask, 
if there is a reduction of $900,000 in the amount of ammu- 
nition to be provided for the forthcoming year, whether it 
would not affect to that extent the employees of the arsenals in 
the Government service who have heretofore manufactured that 
$900,000 worth of ammunition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It would in the event the gentleman's ques- 
tion was accurate, but it being inaccurate I answer “No.” It 
so happens that they have never done all the work before, and 
the amount we are appropriating now is more than sufficient to 
give as much employment, if not more, than has been given by 
the Government in its aresnals for this kind of work. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that there will 
be $900,000 less of ammunition manufactured at the Govern- 
ment arsenals than has been provided for the present year? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is a fact that they asked for $1,500,000 
and we gaye them $600,000, thus reducing the estimate $900,000. 
But it is not a fact that that $900,000 cut lessens by that sum 
the amount of work to be done as compared with work hereto- 
fore done at the arsenals. It simply means that if we had given 
them $1,500,000 they would have to do more work outside than 
ever before. 

Now, I would like to ask whether the gentleman is asking his 
question with the idea of having the work done inside of the 
Government arsenals or outside? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I wanted to know what the 
policy of the committee was as to having this work done, 
whether in the Government arsenals or outside; whether it was 
the policy, as indicated in the bill, to have as much work as 
possible done outside and not to have as much done in the Gov- 
ernment arsenals. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman says “as indicated in the 
bill.“ There is nothing in the bill that indicates anything ap- 
proaching that, and there is no desire on the part of the com- 
mittee or any member of the committee to lessen the amount of 
work that the Government does itself. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the paragraphs on page 5, beginning with line 6, 
“for the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for 
mountain, field, and seige cannon,” and so forth, and on line 11, 
“for the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for 
seacoast cannon,” and so forth, and on line 16, “for the pur- 
chase, manufacture, and test of ammunition, subcaliber guns, 
and other accessories for seacoast artillery practice,” and so 
forth, and on line 25, for the purchase, manufacture, and test 
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of ammunition, subcaliber guns, and other accessories for 
mounted, field, and seige artillery practice.” All of this would 
indicate that there are two ways of procuring ammunition. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course I am not responsible for the gen- 
tleman’s lack of familiarity with the previous bills, but if the 
gentleman knew about those previous bills he would know this 
to be the exact language that has always been carried in every 
one of them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvanla. But it is a fact that the Gov- 
ernment has two ways of providing supplies of ammunition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; and it ought to have two ways. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I want to ascertain whether 
less work would be done at the arsenals than heretofore under 
the new system which seems to have been adopted in this bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The trouble with the gentleman is that he 
is hunting for something that he can not find. There is no 
“new system.” The plan now followed is the plan beretofore 
followed. There is no intention in any way to interfere with 
the work now being done by the Government in its own arsenals, 
I can not make a statement more comprehensive than that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Well, I realize that the com- 
mittee has reported that it proposes to expend $3,000,000 less 
next year than the department asked for. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; and if the gentleman had familiarity 
with the previous bills he would know that the estimates were 
cut much more than $3,000,000 in some previous years. The 
fact that you cut estimates is not the determination of a policy, 
except as it indicates a desire not to progress as rapidly as we 
would with larger appropriations. 

Mr. KONIG. Is it not true that the recommendations of the 
committee in its proposition this year are larger than were 
granted in the last Congress? 

Mr, SHERLEY. No, sir. The recommendations in this bill 
are a million dollars less than were carried in the bill a year 
ago. The recommendations for ammunition are larger than 
the amount carrried in the bill last year. 

Mr. KONIG. Then you have a million dollars less than was 
appropriated by the last Congress. Why would not that $1,000,- 
000 affect the people engaged in the manufacture of powder in 
the Government arsenals? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I tried to make myself clear. The reason 
is simply because it is impossible for the Government to manu- 
facture in its arsenals or powder factories all of the ammuni- 
tion, including powder, that it uses, and there has always been 
a certain amount expended outside. If we allowed the full 
sum that they asked, the result would be to have more expended 
outside than heretofore. 

Mr. RAUCH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Les, sir. 

Mr. RAUCH. Is it not true that on page 5 of the bill the 
items to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] 
alluded in his question, for the purchase, manufacture, and 
testing of ammunition, that those appropriations can be util- 
ized by the department in the carrying on of work in the arse- 
nals? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Absolutely. There is no limitation upon 
the amount that shall be expended outside or in the arsenals 
except the capacity of the arsenals themselyes and the deter- 
mination of the officers in charge. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is to say, the discretion 
is left with the department to buy or to manufacture as it 
sees fit. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That has always been the rule. 
not a new proposition. It has always been so. 

I will say to the gentleman that this is my idea of what 
should be the policy of the Government as to work of this kind 
being done by the Government and being done outside. I be- 
lieve that, owing to the unusual skill and efficiency of one 
man—Gen. Crozier, of the Bureau of Ordnance—we are making 
a saving in the manufacture of guns and carriages by the Goy- 
ernment over what it would cost to purchase them outside; 
that is sufficiently large to make it desirable that we should do 
the major portion of the work by the Government itself; but I 
do not consider it advisable to do all the work in that way, and 
the reason for that is twofold. First, you would have no means 
by which you could test the cost of the work the Government is 
doing, whether it was economical or not, unless by comparison 
with what it cost outside. Secondly, you would put out of avail- 
ability all the private concerns that now exist which are capa- 
ble of doing this work and are actually doing it, who could be 
called upon, and of necessity would have to be called upon in 
time of war or of great need. That applies not only to guns 
and carriages, but, broadly speaking, it applies also to powder. 

Mr. PEPPER. Right at that point I should like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PEPPER. I think I heard the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. SHERLEY] express practically the same opinion 
upon another bill. I am desirous of having the gentleman state 
if he has in mind any proportion that he would recommend 
as the proportion that the Government should purchase, and 
the proportion that the Government should manufacture, of 
guns, ammunition, and so forth? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know that I can answer that 
question. My own judgment is that we ought to make more 
powder than we have been making. My own judgment is that 
we ought to run the arsenals to their full capacity, using the 
word “full” in the sense of ordinary capacity. I do not 
believe we ought to run them day and night in order to in- 
crease their output. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does not the gentleman believe that the 
reason for purchasing of outside manufacturers that he has 
given, in order that they may be prepared to furnish these 
articles, would depend a good deal on the price; that is, the 
amount you purchase? Yor instance, if the difference is a 
great deal, it is paying a pretty high bonus to private manu- 
facturers for maintaining a plant where the difference is such 
as to amount to quite a sum in the large expenditure we are 
making. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly, I say to the gentleman that the 
difference in cost as shown by the Government and by outside 
purchase strikes me in some cases as being rather extreme, and 
while much of it is due to the splendid efficiency of Gen. 
Crozier, still it would indicate that we are paying rather a 
large price to private manufacturers. But this committee was 
without the necessary ability to determine these questions. 
It can not have the information or the technical knowledge 
to enable it to determine how proper a contract for work of 
this sort may be. We have no information by which we can 
judge whether a contract is reasonable or unreasonable, and 
no other committee of this House could have the means of de- 
termining that matter. We are necessarily dependent on the 
efficiency and knowledge of the men who let the contract and 
who spend this money. 

Mr. PEPPER. Of course, we might be partially responsible 
for the policy. 

Mr. SHERLEY. We would be responsible to the extent that 
we would have the power to indicate how much of the work 
should be done by the Government itself. Mr. Chairman, how 
much time have I used? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used 50 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. : 

Mr. MANN. I want to make an inquiry of the gentleman 
partly developed by the colloquy that has already taken place. 
I notice the bill carries a smaller sum in total than has been 
carried for a number of years. The gentleman has explained 
that in part by stating that as to a portion of the appropriation 
it was only intended to go up to the 4th of March. I take it 
that the gentleman and I would agree on the proposition that it 
is not desirable to make a large appropriation one year, a small 
appropriation the next year, and a large appropriation the 
ensuing year for work of that character. Is the gentleman satis- 
fied that the amounts carried in this bill are sufficient to carry 
the work along, and that similar amounts will be sufficient in 
ensuing years to carry out the necessary projects? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman’s question raises several 
considerations. As to the Philippines and Hawaiian Islands 
we have practically given what was asked, with the statement 
previously made that the moneys recommended for appropria- 
tion are such moneys as they can expend prior to the 4th of 
March next year. That is not a new policy. The same thing 
was done in bills reported by this committee several years ago. 

As to continental United States, we have done nothing in 
the way of new ordnance and very little beyond maintenance, 
Now, the reason for that is this: The whole science of seacoast 
defense is not only a progressive one but a rapidly progressive 
one. It was stated before the committee, and I believe it to be 
true, that in many cases we are overfortified, due sometimes to 
mistakes in the original plans, but more frequently to the in- 
creased draft of vessels, making it impracticable, if not im- 
possible, to attack some fortifications by any battleship or any- 
thing larger than what would now be called a small cruiser, 
and due also to the fact that the increased range of guns and 
the efficiency in shooting is such as to have given us overfortifi- 
cation at many places. 

Now, that being true, with the situation we are in to-day, 
where we are short, very greatly short, of men that would be 
necessary to man the fortifications of the United States, jt did 
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not seem wise to the committee to hasten in any way the work 
of further fortifying continental United States. 

Now, there are quite a number of things in the nature of ac- 
cessories that ought to be provided in the course of time. For 
instance, much will be found in the hearings in regard to a per- 


manent system of fire control. There is not a fortification to- 
day that has not now a system of fire control that, in my judg- 
ment, would be efficient in time of war. It is not a standard 
system, in that some of the wires are not so placed under- 
ground as to be free from any danger of the enemy’s fire, and 
it is not modern in the sense that it is up to date, although it is 
modern in the sense that it is only a few years old. 

The committee did not feel warranted in going ahead with 
work for standardizing the fire control at this time. I will say 
frankly to the gentleman that there has been no cut made of a 
serious nature or in the elimination of items that was not made 
after ascertainment that it would not in any sense imperil the 
defense of the country. 

It would have been possible for this committee to have gone 
more rapidly, but the history of this bill, the history of fortifica- 
tion schemes has been such as to hardly warrant Congress in 
going very rapidly. For instance, as to the mouth of Chesa- 
peake, it was urged some years ago with great fervor that we 
ought to build an artificial island there, the cost of which no 
man knew. Nothing but the determination of the Committee 
on Appropriations not to authorize that expenditure on the 
loose information presented saved the Government from a waste 
of $10,000,000 or $20,000,000 in the building of that artificial 
island that is now acknowledged by the War Department to be 
unnecessary, made unnecessary, perhaps, by the very causes I 
spoke of a few moments ago. But with this rapid change of 
conditions we did not feel warranted in going forward at any 
faster rate than we haye gone. There is another thing that is 
a little bit discouraging to the committee dealing with a bill of 
this kind, for while it speaks somewhat for the attention and 
the alertness of those gentlemen of the Army who are primarily 
concerned with this work, yet we find that we no sooner get 
to a point where it looks as if a matter was about to be ended 
and wiped off the books but what there comes a modification 
of the project or an enlargement of it that makes continued 
appropriations necessary. As to all of those things that the 
department stated were in any sense imperative, the committee 
has been liberal. As to those matters which were simply a 
question of how fast we should progress, the committee has 
taken the conservative course, and a course which we believe 
will be justified upon the examination of the items as they are 
reached in the bill. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I have been very much interested 
in the statement of my colleague, and especially that portion of 
it that relates to the Coast Artillery posts. I have seen it 
stated recently by officers of certain divisions of the War De- 
partment that Chesapeake Bay is considered one of the most 
pivotal and strategic points on the Atlantic coast and that the 
fortification of it has been very much urged by them. In view 
of the statement made by my colleague that continental United 
States is well fortified and overfertified, I would like to know, 
if he cares to express an opinion, why out of these vast sums 
of money that have been used for the purpose of fortifying the 
coast some of that money has not been used at this strategic 
and pivotal point which now they think needs to be fortified? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, it is only fair to say on behalf of the 
War Department that for several years past they have urged 
appropriations for the fortification of the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake and Congress has refused to authorize them, so that the 
failure for that number of years has been the failure of Con- 
gress, and as a member of the fortifications committee for five 
years past I am willing to share part of that responsibility. 
This is the situation as to the Chesapeake. It is urged, and 
seriously urged, by those gentlemen—who, of course, have a 
technical skill and knowledge that makes a layman slow to 
question what they propose—that assuming control of the sea 
it would be possible to land a large army at the lower part of 
the Chesapeake and to march on to Washington, as was done 
a hundred years ago. 

Mr. HELM. Right in that connection, may I ask the gentle- 
man if Fortress Monroe would be an effective impediment to 
that march or not? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The idea is that instead of coming up the 
Chesapeake and undertaking to engage Fortress Monroe and 
there landing, that there is a sufficient harbor to permit the 
landing of troops at the mouth of the Chesapeake way beyond 
the range of the guns of Fortress Monroe. 

Mr. HELM. That is where I want to get in. Fortress Mon- 
roe is, I believe, 12 miles from the mouth of the bay 

Mr. SHERLET. I could not state. 


Mr. HELM. And I can not understand the wisdom and the 
reason for expending the sums of money that they have ex- 
pended on Fortress Monroe when if the fort had been con- 
structed at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay it would be of far 
greater service. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, there are several reasons. In the first 
place it is sometimes desirable that there should be a double 
defense—an outer and an inner defense. In the second place 
it is only fair to say fortifications in many places were made at 
a time when the conditions of warfare were very different from 
what they are now, conditions such as I spoke of, the draft 
of vessels and the range of guns. It was not believed until very 
recently that it was possible to fortify, except by floating bat- 
teries, the mouth of the Chesapeake and that was recommended 
in the Endicott scheme. The entrance is very wide in Chesa- 
peake Bay. Then, when Japan began to build artificial islands 
that idea was adopted here, that we should build an artificial 
island. Congress refused to authorize the project. In the 
meantime the range of guns have so increased and the drafts 
of vessels have so increased, which therefore narrows the chan- 
nel that they could use, as to make it possible in the view 
of Army officers to fortify the two shores so as to close that 
entrance. Now, it is proposed to guard the entrance by guns 
and mortars on the Virginia side only 

Mr. HELM. I will ask the gentleman this question, Does 
the gentleman think there has been more or less of a haphazard 
scheme or plan manifested by the department in the location and 
construction of some of these Artillery posts? 

Mr. SHERLBY. I would not be willing to go quite that far. 
I think this is true, that there have been quite a number of 
mistakes made. 

Mr. HELM. They have abandoned this island proposition, 
have they not? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes, sir. If the gentleman will permit, I 
think there are conditions now that are obsolete; that there 
are forts that could be abandoned and armaments removed, and, 
in some instances, that has been done. I think in one instance, 
as far as I can understand—and I am speaking as a layman—it 
had been possible to fortify Narragansett with one fortification 
instead of five. But some of those mistakes that are apparent 
to us now, looking backward, could not be apparent to those at 
that time, looking forward. 

Mr. HELM. Is it not also true that the Coast Artillery de- 
fense is divided into districts, and then into posts, and then into 
batteries? 

Mr. SHERLET. I do not know that I can answer the gentle- 
man fully as to that. I have not undertaken to familiarize 
myself particularly with that phase of the matter. The posts 
are largely designated from the standpoint of defense as main 
and subposts, according to the amount of armament they 
contain. 4 

Mr. HELM. Is it not also true that the trocps at these Ar- 
tillery posts are scattered to a more or less extent among the 
different divisions of the district instead of quartering them 
along the idea of the concentration of the mobile army posts? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think this is unquestionably true that 
there are more garrison posts in connection with seacoast for- 
tifications than are necessary. But it is also true that there 
is not any surplus of officers or of men in the Coast Artillery. 

Mr. HELM. Well, the point I am getting at is this: Instead 
of concentrating the men, as the scheme or plan is in the mobile 
army posts and keeping them all in as few posts as possible, 
that they are scattered among these different posts or batteries; 
and could not any economy be effected by a more complete con- 
centration of the troops? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not so sure that there could be any 
special economy in the concentration of the Artillery. There 
could be an economy effected in disposing of a lot of land and 
of barracks and quarters at some places where they are not 
needed. 

Mr. HELM. Is it not a fact that there are two or three, 
if not several, posts that, by reason of their isolation, would be 
ineffective in defense, and should be abandoned? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know that I can answer that. 

Mr. HELM. Is there not one in Alabama, off by itself and 
entirely helpless, and could give no account of itself at all in an 
attack by a fleet? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think there are several posts that, per- 
haps, are not now needed, and it was because of that belief 
that the committee was not willing to enter upon a project for 
buying additional land for a large garrisoned post at the mouth 
of the Chesapeake until we had more information as to the 
general scheme. 

Mr. HELM. As I understand it, all these artillery posts 
ought to be able to take care of themselves against an attack 
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by a fleet before a landing of troops is effected, and a post that 
could not do that is of no value. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Unquestionably, the idea of a land defense 
is that it shall be able to repel any probable sea force that may 
come against it. And I want to say in that connection that in 
my judgment the test of a proper defense is going to be the 
fact that it is never called into action. Whenever you have 
properly fortified a place, that moment the probability of its 
being attacked by sea almost passes away. During the Japa- 
nese-Russian War the Japanese early discovered that they could 
not take Port Arthur from the sea, because of its being strongly 
fortified, so they gave up that attack and undertook a slower, 
but what in the end proved a successful attack by land. 

Mr. HELM. That justifies my statement that no artillery 
post should be maintained that is not capable of defending itself. 

Mr. SHERLEY. From the sea? 

Mr. HELM. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I should say, generally, that that was true. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Suertey] permit me to ask his colleague [Mr. 
HELM] one question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Is it not true that the view you 
are taking now is absolutely contrary to the judgment of 
Gen. eb in that respect? Does not he put it upon the 
ground 

Mr. HELM. He and I may differ from one another. I do 
not pose as an Army expert at all, but I am trying to exercise 
just a little modern common sense. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I will ask the gentleman this 
further question 

Mr. HELM. And common sense tells me that it is useless and 
foolish to go out and put up a coast defense that can not give 
a good account of itself and can not take care of itself against 
an attacking fleet. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I was going to ask the gentle- 
man if it was not true that Gen. Wood expressed an entirely 
different view from that of the gentleman from Kentucky in 
that respect? 

Mr. HELM. What does the gentleman understand Gen. Wood 
to say? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I understood him to say that it 
is impossible to have a fortification at all times in shape to 
defend itself, but that it is absolutely necessary to have these 
interior garrisons in such condition that in case of attack they 
can be thrown into the forts of the seacoast defenses. 

Mr. HELM. I have been unfortunate in my statement if the 
gentleman does not understand me. My statement is that a 
Coast Artillery post, with guns and equipment, ought to be able 
to take care of itself as a post; that it ought to have the equip- 
ment and the strength necessary, so that when it is properly 
manned it can give a good account of itself and defend itself 
and repel the attack of any invading fleet before any landing 
of troops has been effected. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer to continue 
my speech. If the gentleman desires to ask me a question, I 
will be glad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Then I will ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. SHertry] this question: If it is not true 
that Gen. Wood’s report upon this matter is to the effect that 
one of these coast garrisons would be absolutely unable to de- 
fend itself against an attack from the sea because the landing 
forces would be so far away that the garrison would have no 
effect upon the vessels, and therefore the troops of the enemy 
could come in behind and it would be necessary for the Army 
to be there to defend it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I should say: No; I do not believe that 
Gen. Wood ever said anything of the kind. What seems to me 
to be confusing the gentleman is that he is failing to consider 
the difference in the ability of a seacoast fortification to with- 
stand an attack from the sea and an attack from the land. 

Now, it is true of all modern fortifications that while they are 
supposed to be protected from an attack by sea by virtue of the 
disappearing guns and the protection that is afforded by the 
land embankments, they are nevertheless exposed from the rear. 
If the gentleman has ever seen a modern seacoast fortification 
he will realize that from the rear they are absolutely exposed. 
Now this is true: Assuming that a force should land and make 
an attack upon the fortification from the rear, it is not expected 
that the Seacoast Artillery shall be relied on to defend from the 
attack from the land side, but that defense is a problem for the 
mobile Army and not for the Seacoast Artillery, which presum- 
ably will be engaged in repelling at the same time a sea attack, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is just the point I was mak- 


ing. I want to state to the gentleman that Gen. Wood says 
there never will be an attack made directly upon the forts from 


the sea side, but that it will always be by a detour movement in 
the rear, and therefore the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Heim] is making the point that there should be an abandon- 
ment of these interior garrisons, the very thing that Gen. Wood 
says is necessary in order to protect the fort from attack. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman permit me just a moment? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes; go ahead. 

Mr. HELM. The gentleman from Colorado is missing the 
mark entirely. The gentleman is discussing a proposition after 
the enemy’s fleet has effected a landing. I am talking about an 
attack made by the fleet without any force haying landed to 
attack the fort. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is hypothetical; because 
there will be no attack made upon the fort from the sea. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to delay much 
longer the committee. In the consideration of the bill by items 
I shall be glad to give to anyone seeking it such information as 
I possess touching any matter, and shall endeavor in particular 
to afford information touching fortifications in the Philippines 
and the Hawaiian Islands. Broadly speaking, the items carried 
in the bill practically provide for all present contemplated forti- 
fications in Hawaii, and the work should be completed there 
within two years. In the Philippines about $2,000,000, includ- 
ing amounts carried in this bill, is needed to complete the work, 
and it also should be completed in a little over two years, per- 
haps earlier. In the belief that proper provision has been made 
for carrying on the work of coast defense here in continental 
United States and in our insular possessions, as chairman of 
the committee on fortifications I submit the bill to the consid- 
eration of this Committee of the Whole House. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not further detain the committee. I 
now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting some comments 
relative to the report of the National Monetary Commission. 
Mr. McCabe, of Columbus, Ohio, addressed the Middle Group of 
the Tennessee Bankers’ Association, and I wish to insert in the 
Recorp his remarks, which I regard as clear and elucidating 
and worthy of careful consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. McCabe stated in part: 


It is folly to say that the improved, modern, and scientific mon 
methods of other commercial nations can not be adopted here withou 
also creating the monopolistic central bank. 

The National Reserve Association is simply an organization for the 
coordination and cooperation of all the banks and trust companies of 
the United States for definite, specific purposes. It will be limited and 
restricted to the performance of essential duties which neither the 
Government nor our isolated banks severally can now perform. It will 
not be a gigantic bank of unlimited and far-reaching powers as are the 
central banks of Europe. 


NATURAL OUTGROWTH. 


The reserve association is the natural outgrowth of American busi- 
ness life. It is the evolution and an amplification on a national scale 
of that peculiar American institution known in all our cities as the 
clearing house association. It will be the national cooperative asso- 
ciation of the banks and trust companies of the United States even as 
the clearing houses are now the cooperative associations of the banks 
for the cities of New York, Chicago, St. Louis, San Francisco, and other 
paca The American clearing house, rather than the European cen- 

1 bank, is the model for the creation of the National Reserve Asso- 
ciation. There are no political objections to the American clearing 
houses and likewise there can be no valid political objections to the 
National Reserve Association. This organization is simon-pure Ameri- 
can. There is nothing like it In the world. It is purely a republican, 
representative system of federated b „even as our Government is a 
federation of States, If we are satisfled with the wisdom of our plan 
of government, as we are after more than 100 years of experience, then 
we should set the seal of our approval upon this proposed plan of 
bank organization. 

All our banking institutions will continue as they are at present. 
No revolutionary changes in their character and functions are contem- 
plated. They will continue to do business as separate units, but th 
will not be isolated as heretofore. They will continue to be independ- 
ent, but not hostile, as oftentimes they have They will continue 
to compete with each other, but henceforth they will also cooperate to 
sustain the credit of each other, of the community, and of the Nation. 
They will perform the same daily functions they now perform, but by 
organization among themselves into the National Reserve Association 
each bank, whether it be in Maine, Texas, New York, or Arizona, wil 
be strengthened and fortified to render greater service to the people of 
its vicinity than it heretofore has been able to do. 

SAME COMPETITION. 

There will be the same vigorous competition for business among the 
banks as exists to-day, but in addition to this there will be hearty 
sc Soe ge among them through the reserve association to sustain 
uniformly the credit of the Nation in all sections and at all times. It 
will be an organization for cooperation and not a capitalistic consoli- 
dation for monopoly. It will be cooperation for the public welfare and 
not monopoly for the profit of a few. 

By the creation of the National Reserve Association our present dis- 
jointed and invertebrate system would be transformed into an articu- 
ate body Bung an intelligent head to think and act for tbe welfare 
of banks and public alike. The reserve association would be the execu- 
tive head of a national league of competing banks. It would bring 
concert of actión among them; it would preside 


order, system, 
behind each. It would be a neutral, impersonal- 
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power which would neither seek to take advantage of the banks, nor 


would it permit them to take advantage of the people, but would 
strengthen and assist them to carry the burdens of commerce for which 
thoy are created. It would be a bank of banks, conducted without 
profit to its stockholders beyond fair interest on capital invested— 
wholly for the welfare of the American people. 


ASSOCIATION CONTROL, 


By a unique method of unit voting control of the reserve association 
will always be vested in the smaller banks of the country located out- 
side the great financial centers, Although New York sesses 30 per 
cent of the banking capital of the Nation, yet it would have less than 
10 per cent of the total representation in the reserve association. The 
South and far West, having only 23 per cent of the banking capital, 
would have 47 per cent of representation. ‘There will be only three 
branches of the reserve association located in New England, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, where half the 2 capi- 
tal of the Nation is located. Four branches will be located in the 
South, four in the Middle West, and four in the far West. It is thus 
provided that the planters of the South, the grangers of the West, and 
the wonderful people of the Pacific coast shall have banking facilities 
oma if not superior to those of the people of New York, Boston, and 
Philadelphia. he preponderating power of the smaller banks can 
neither transferred by them nor can it be wrested from them. No 
bank can sell or dispose of its stock in the reserve association to any 
person or corporation, except to the reserve association itself, and then 
only when the bank ceases to be a member of the association or reduces 
its capital. Nor can its stock be voted by proxy. These provisions 
render it well- igh impossible for any group of men, even though they 
should be backed by the wealth of lconda, to gain control of or 
manage the reserve association for selfish 1 Inasmuch as the 
maximum dividends which the banks shall receive on their stock in 
the reserve association can never exceed 5 pe cent, and as all further 
profits shall go to the Government after a per cent surplus has been 
accumulated, there would be no inducement for the great financial 
interests to seize control of the association. But what would they do 
with it even though they had it? They would have to run it without 
profit under the daily surveillance and constant supervision of Govern- 
ment officials; and the governor of the association, who would be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, would have the veto on 
all their acts. It will be impossible to conduct the association for the 
pront of the banks or a select group of men. The banks, however, will 

rnish the capital at 5 per cent per annum for an institution which 
can not be more advantageous to them than it will be to the people. 
Less than half of the directors of the association will be bankers; the 
majority of the directors will be farmers, manufacturers, business men, 
and public officials. It is essential in the last degree that the reserve 
association shall be independent and high above the selfish interests of 
men and be conducted for the welfare of all the people of the Nation, 
and this is amply . by the safeguards thrown around its 
organization. It will be impossible to run it as a money-making institu- 
tion. Primarily and ultimately it must be a great national monetary 
institution for the regulation and control of our monetary affairs, re- 
gardless of profits. 

NOT IN COMPETITION. 


As the reserve association is forbidden to receive deposits from or to 
discount directly for the general public, it can neither compete with our 
banks for business nor extend favors to individuals. It would arouse 
neither the envy nor animosity of the bankers or the people. As it can 
not “go out and get business,” and as the bulk of its profits must go 
to the Government, it can not become a competitor of other banks and 
a huge money monopoly; and as it can not deal with individuals, it can 
not, even if it would, corrupt public officials. 

It does seem that human ingenuity has finally succeeded in creating 
an organization which will be far removed beyond the reach of the 
grasping hands of the money power and which will also be immune to 
the sinister and baneful influence of politics. 

We will have a supreme organization, democratic in principle and 
republican in form, which will safeguard the monetary interests of all, 
even as the civil rights of all are now impartially protected by the 
United States Supreme Court. Such an institution would not re- 
pugnant to the democratic instincts even of Gen. Jackson. The Na- 
tional Monetary Commission has laid deep and broad the foundations of 
a democratic banking system, which, if ge: in force, will eliminate the 
fear of panics from the American mind, safeguard the daily business 
of life, prevent the universal sudden discharge of men dependent on 
daily wages, and which will also enhance, extend, and make preemi- 
nent the financial power of the foremost Nation on earth. The reserve 
association will be an exclusively commercial institution, like the great 
banks of Europe, having no connection with the stock markets, or the 
3 of railways, mines, or industrial enterprises. Its distinct 
aim will be to encourage commercial loans representing an exchange of 
goods and to discourage loans representing stock transactions. 


UNHOLY ALLIANCE, 


The reserve association will sever forever the tie which now binds 
American commerce in its unholy alliance with Wall Street. The bulls 
and bears would no longer terrorize legitimate business, as they now 
do. They could blow up wan Street as often as they pleased, but the 
country would not feel the shock. The President of the United. States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury would never again be required, ag 
they have in the past, to humbly — nip the magnates of Wall 
Street to save this mighty Nation of mighty people from financial ruin. 

The reserve association will emancipate our business men. farmers, 
and manufacturers from the bondage and thraldom of the New York 
Stock Exchange. Every prudent man can then mind his own business 
without watching the ticker to see what is apt to befall him. What 
have always been to us the portentous operations of the bulls and bears 
will become the amusing antics of actors in a passing show. 

The plan of the National Reserve Association may not be perfect, 
nor is any claim made for its perfeetion, but it is as near perfect as 
human experience and 1 can make it. We know it is repub- 
lican in form, because it will be fashioned like our Government. We 
know it is democratic in spirit, because its benefits will be for all the 

ple and not for the few. We know it is correct in 3 because 
t squares with reason. We know its operations will be efficient and 
safe, because of the experience of other nations. No one of compre- 


hensive mind who has carefully studied the plan has been known to 
condemn its basic principles. Opposition comes only from those who 
will not inform themselves or from those whose mental processes are 
deranged by personal animosities, petty fears, and antiquated prejudices. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. Rauen having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 


by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 18794. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General to 
deliver to the governor of New Mexico, for the use of the State, 
certain furniture and furnishings, law books, and typewriters. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 4551) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
building of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near the 
mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., 
and Columbia, Ga.,” approved August 5, 1909, had asked a 
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. PERKINS, 
pan Mr. Martin of Virginia as the conferees on the part of the 

enate. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 


THE RECALL OF JUDGES. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit some 
remarks on the subject of the recall of judges and court deci- 
sions, but not wishing to take up the time of the committee I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Former President Roosevelt’s advocacy of the recall of judges 
and court decisions has made this proposition a live political 
issue, especially in view of his announced candidacy for the 
Presidency. One of the latest expressions from a member of a 
court on this topic was an address delivered before the New 
York County Lawyers’ Association at its annual banquet Feb- 
ruary 17 by Associate Justice Stafford, of the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia. Justice Stafford said, in part: 

“We have built our institutions on the proposition that the 
people have a right to rule. Their will is made known through 
the suffrage. And when opinions differ, as they usually do, the 
majority must govern. But that is not the whole of the proposi- 
tion. If it were, there would be no safeguard whatever for the 
rights of the minority. The majority might appropriate their 
property. It might reduce them to slavery. It might even take 
away their lives. The proposition takes for granted, then, cer- 
tain guaranties for the protection of the minority. And what 
are these? They are those elementary rights which no majority, 
however large, may ever violate. They have been recognized in 
constitutions and bills of rights, but they were not created by 
them. They inhere in free government itself, for human free- 
dom is impossible without them. Among these rights there is 
none more important than this, that no citizen shall be deprived 
of his liberty or property except by the judgment of the law, 
and after a trial before an independent and impartial tribunal. 
We have now come to the keystone of the arch. It is this: The 
majority of the legal voters can not constitute itself this 
tribunal. 

If it can, it still holds the property and lives of the mi- 
nority in its hands, subject to its mere will and pleasure, for 
there is no one who can call it to account. 

“The cases that may come before the tribunal are of two 
classes: First, those between individuals merely; second, those 
in which one of the parties is, in fact if not in name, the people 
themselyes, or the popular majority. By far the most impor- 
tant and most trying cases will be those of the second class, in 
which it is contended that some fundamental right of the indi- 
vidual or the minority is being violated. The violation will be 
attempted under the form of law, and thus the real party upon 
one side is the people, or the popular majority, whose will has 
here found expression in the form of law. In such cases how 
is the independence and impartiality of the tribunal to be se- 
cured? How except by removing it as far as possible from dic- 
tation by either party? Let it be remembered that the tribunal, 
the court, has been created and its members chosen by one of 
the parties to the controversy, namely, the people. Clearly, 
then, the only security the other party can have is this: That 
the tribunal, once it is created and its members chosen, shall be 
permitted to decide without further interference. If it is to be 
checked and overawed by one of the parties; if the moment it 
decides the case against that party its power is to be taken from 
it and bestowed upon others, then it is the party that decides 
the case, not the tribunal. 8 

=: SETS FORTH AN EXAMPLE. 


“Let us inquire whether this reasoning fits the facts of the 
present time. Take but one example: A popular majority, 
through the legislature elected by it, or more directly by the 
initiative and referendum, enacts a statute requiring railroads 
to carry passengers for 1 cent a mile. A test case comes before 
the court. The railroad insists that the act robs it of its prop- 
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erty, and the court so holds. Thereupon the same popular ma- 
jority votes the judges out of office and elects to fill their 
places judges who will reverse the decision. Has not the popu- 
lar majority constituted itself the court? May a man be the 
judge in his own case? 

“Tet us test the measure by another fundamental principle. 
A despot makes the law and also decides whether the particular 
case comes within the law. Or he may just as well dispense 
with the law, since no one can question his decision that the 
case comes within it. On the other hand, in a free government 
one body makes the law, the general rule, while another body 
decides whether the particular case falls within the rule. Thus 
the citizen is protected. We call it keeping the legislative and 
judicial departments separate, In a despotism they are united. 
In a free government they are separate. Now, if the popular 
majority not only makes the law but also decides whether a 
given case falls within it, then the legislative and judicial pow- 
ers are united in the same body and the government ceases to 
be free and becomes a despotism. 

„If it be objected that the argument proves too much, since 
by this reasoning the rule should be once a judge always a 
judge, my answer is twofold: First, I hold with Hamilton that 
the judicial tenure ought to be nothing less than during good 
behavior; second, if the judges are to be elected for limited 
terms, those terms should be at least of such a length that the 
judge’s reelection should not depend upon his decision of some 
particular case or question, but upon his general worthiness to 
be a judge. 

“The argument for the recall assumes that judges are only 
agents of the majority, and easily reaches the conclusion that 
when the agent fails to satisfy his principal he may rightly be 
recalled. The fallacy in the argument is in the assumption 
that the judge is an agent. He is not an agent in any proper 
sense of that word. He is not the agent of either party to a 
cause. He is not even the agent of both parties. If his duty 
were to trade and compromise between them, he might be con- 
sidered the agent of both. But that is not his duty. His duty 
is to decide; it is not for him to please, nor to seek to please, 
either party. It is for him to decide the question between 
them as law and justice require. 

WHY NOT BE INSTRUCTED? 


“Tf judicial opinions are to be reviewed at popular elections, 
why should not judges be instructed beforehand how to decide 
questions that are certain to arise? They would be saved the 
possibility of making a mistake. If that is not to be done, the 
greatest jurist will be the one who shows himself most expert 
and nimble in keeping on the side of the majority. 

“When the King asked Lord Coke how he would decide a 
certain question if it came before him, he replied, ‘When that 
case arises I will decide it as shall befit a judge.’ History 
has recorded the answer with a proud smile. When democracy 
asks that question of her judges shall they answer with less 
dignity and self-respect than the chief justice of the Stuarts? 
When Prince Hal struck the lord chief justice on the bench and 
went to jail for it, the King shed happy tears that he had a 
judge who dared administer the law even to the heir apparent, 
and that he had a son who in his sober second thought ac- 
cepted the judgment of the Jaw. Has free America in the 
twentieth century less reverence for law than the house of Lan- 
caster had 500 years ago? In one respect the Roman tribunes 
performed for the Roman people the office that our judges do 
for us—they had the power to veto laws that struck at funda- 
mental rights. You remember that when the plebs were advised 
to do away with tribunes by those whose purpose had been 
thwarted by them, the tribunes recalled the people to their 
senses with a fable. Once upon a time, they said, the wolves 
advised the sheep to get rid of their watchdogs, because they 
interfered with the sheep going where they pleased and were 
really the only obstacle to a perfect understanding between the 
forest and the fold. When, afterwards, the people did give up 
their tribunes they lost their liberty, and they never regained 
it till they got them back. Your watchdog may annoy the sheep 
when they wish to go astray, he may even nip one of them now 
and then as he tries to bring them back, but let the flock think 
twice before they exchange the watchdog for the wolf. 

“The proposal to recall judges for unpopular decisions is 
nothing less than a proposal to abolish courts. To abolish 
courts is to abolish freedom. However innocent the motives of 
those who propose the measure, no deadlier blow was ever 
aimed at the heart of human liberty than this. The people 
have only to understand it to reject it. They are not ready to 
throw away the fruits of their long labors and unnumbered 
battles, labors endured and battles waged for this very thing, 
that under the broad shield of a sacred and inviolable justice 
the weakest or most hated might rest secure in their liberty, 
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their property, their lives. They will discover the tyrant under 
this flattering disguise. And in the end they will consign to 
obloquy the names of those who would haye tempted them to 
their destruction.” 

Mr. PROUTY. Mr. Chairman, before this House disposes of 
all the money it has at its command, I wish briefly to call atten- 
tion to a bill that I have introduced for the purpose of asking 
Federal aid and supervision in the construction of highways. 
[Applause. ] 

The improvement of country roads is the most important 
question before the American Congress. In all else our Nation’s 
progress has been unusual. We are the richest manufacturing 
people in the world. The products of our factories exceed those 
of all Europe. Our farms produce more food products than 
those of any other country and more cotton than all the world 
besides. We furnish more of the world’s foods and clothing 
than any other country. Our mines supply 52 per cent of the 
world’s mineral products. We have greater wealth collectively 
and per capita than any other nation. We have more banks 
and banking capital than any of them. The world’s financial 
circulation now receives its heart throbs from New York City. 
Uncle Sam holds his finger on the world's financial and indus- 
trial pulse. We have more miles of railway than any other 
country and better equipped facilities for rail transportation. 
We surpass all other countries in foreign and internal com- 
merce. We are the wealthiest, the most intelligent, and pro- 
gressive people on earth, and yet we have the poorest roads of 
any civilized country in the world. Ninety-two per cent of our 
country roads are impassable during a part of every year 
and are poor most of the year. More freight is handled over 
these roads than over the railroads. It is impossible to esti- 
mate the annual loss suffered by our people on account of 
hauling and traveling over these miserable roads. If the United 
States is to maintain her supremacy in commerce she must look 
to the cost of initial and articulating transportation as well as 
public transportation. We can not maintain our prominence 
without developing the veins as well as the arteries of commerce. 
Commerce is the measure of the Nation’s prowess and facilities 
of transportation the index of commercial progress. The United 
States has surpassed all of the nations of the world in facili- 
ties for public transportation. We haye the best-constructed, 
best-equipped, and best-operated railroads in the world, but 
have the poorest facilities for initial transportation. This is 
not because we do not spend money enough upon our highways, 
but because of our system of handling road construction. We 
spend more than $100,000,000 a year in the local construction of 
highways, but we do not get results because our system is 
defective. 

The American colonists, when they came to this country, 
brought with them the local or parish system of England, and 
we still adhere to it, though England herself has abandoned it. 
A careful study of the history of road building in Germany, 
England, France, Austria, Russia, and Switzerland will show 
that all of them first tried the local or parish system of build- 
ing and repairing highways, and it will further show that so 
long as that system was pursued they had poor roads. None 
of them made any real progress toward good roads until they 
combined their local system with national aid and supervision. 
It seems a little strange that the United States, which is so 
progressive in everything else, should still cling to the system 
of highway construction and repair that has been abandoned 
by practically every civilized country in the world. If the 
United States expects to keep abreast the world's civilization, 
she must at once begin and prosecute a national system of road 
construction. [Applause.] 

The first question that suggests itself to every legislator in 
approaching this subject is, Has the National Government con- 
stitutional authority. and power to expend its revenues in the 
construction of roads within the States? Section 8 of Article I 
of the Constitution provides: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect duties, im- 
— and exciges, to pay the debts and provide for the common de- 
ense and general welfare of the United States. 

The power to “provide for the common defense” would 
clothe Congress with sufficient power to construct and maintain 
highways. No one thing adds so much to the effective strength 
of an army as facilities for mobilization. The clause providing 
for the “ general welfare” would also be ample to clothe Con- 
gress with this power. It is under this clause of the Constitu- 
tion that Congress has found power to give its money, prop- 
erty, and credit to the building of railroads. If it has power 
to assist in the building of railroads for private use, it cer- 
tainly would have power to assist in the building of highways 
for public use. But it is not necessary to rely upon the im- 
plied powers of the Constitution. Paragraph 7 of said section 
8, Article I, expressly provides that Congress shall have power 
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“to establish post offices and post roads.” This necessarily 
gives the power to erect and construct post offices and post 
roads. It is under this clause that the Federal Government 
erects its post-office buildings, and the same clause must neces- 
sarily give to the Federal Government the right to construct 
post roads. President Monroe, on May 4, 1802, in a message 
to Congress, said that— 

in whatever sense the term “establish” is apoien to post offices, it 
must be applied in the same sense to post roads. 

In 1818 the House of Representatives declared its authority 
under this article of the Constitution as follows: 

Resolved, That Congress has power under the Constitution to appro- 
priate money for the construction of post roads. 

President Madison, in his message to Congress, said: 

I particularly invite the attention of Congress to the expediency of 
exercising the existing powers * * in order to effectuate a com- 
ete system of roads * * * such as will have the effect of 

rawing more closely together ever pet of our country, by promoting 
intercourse and improvements, an y increasing the share of every 
part in the common stock of national prosperity. 

Henry Clay, in 1818, said: . 

Of all the modes in which a government can employ its surplus reye- 
nue none is more 1 beneficial than that of internal improve- 
ment, Fixed to the soil, it becomes a durable part of the land itself 
diffusing comfort and activity and animation on all sides. The first 
direct effect is on the agricultural community into whose pockets comes 
the difference in the expense of transportation between the good and 
bad ways. Thus, if the price of transporting a barrel of flour by the 
erection of the Cumberland Turnpike should be lessened $2, the pro- 
ducer of that article would receive that $2 more now than formerly. 

Mr. John C. Calhoun was perhaps the strictest constructionist 
in Congress, and yet as early as 1817 he introduced a bill iu 
Congress to provide funds for the construction of roads. In 
defense of that principle, among other things, he said: 

Let it not be said the internal improvements may be wholly left to 
the enterprise of the State and of individuals. I know that much may 
justly be expected to be done by them; but in a country so new and so 
extensive as ours there is room enough for all, the General and State 
Governments and individuals to exert their resources. Many of the im- 
33 contemplated are on too oo a scale for the resources of 

tates or of individuals, and many of them are of such a nature that 
the rival jealousy of the State, if left alone, might prevent. They 
require the resources and general superintendence of the Government to 
effect and complete them. But there are higher and more powerful 
considerations why Con should take charge of this subject. If we 
were only to consider the uniary advantages of a go system of 
roads and canals it might, indeed, admit of some doubt whether they 
ought not to be left alone wholly to individual exertion, but when we 
come to consider how intimately the strength and political prosperity of 
the Republic are connected with this subject, we find the most urgent 
reasons wiy we should apply our resources to them. Good roads and 
canals, judiciously laid out, are the proper remedy. Let us, then, bind 
the Republic together with a perfect system of roads and canals. 

And subsequently when the Secretary of War, in referring to 
the same subject, he said: 


No object of the kind is more important and there is none to which 
State or individual capacity is more inadequate. It must be perfected 
by the General Government or not perfected at all. 

As early as 1806 Congress passed a law appropriating Federal 
money to aid in the construction of highways, and that policy 
was pursued by the Government up to the time of the breaking 
out of the Civil War. During that time the Government appro- 
priated and spent more than $14,000,000 to aid in constructing 
public highways, and some of the best roads now in the East 
and in the South were constructed by Federal aid. With the 
breaking out of the war the depletion of our revenues made the 
cessation of work along that line necessary. After the war the 
Government directed its energies toward the improvement of our 
great national railroads, and millions of dollars and millions of 
acres of land were appropriated by this Government for that 
purpose, but not a dollar has been expended by the Government 
since the war in the construction of roads for the general 
public in the United States. It is true we have spent some 
$5,000,000 from the Public Treasury in constructing roads in 
Porto Rico, Alaska, and the Philippine Islands, and it takes a 
strange interpretation of the Constitution to allow this Govern- 
ment to expend its funds in the construction of roads outside 
of the United States, but so construes it as not to allow the 
United States to build roads for itself, and it certainly is an 
exaggerated altruism that would spend money out of the Treas- 
ury for the benefit of an alien population and withhold it from 
our own citizens. There can be no question about the power 
of the Federal Government to aid in the construction of public 
highways, and there remains therefore but two questions for 
consideration. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
question? 

Mr, PROUTY. I do. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman argue that 
the Government could appropriate money to construct roads 
wholly within a State? 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think the 
Government has that power, and that it would be good policy? 


Will the gentleman yield for a 


Mr. PROUTY. I will discuss the policy a little later; I am 
now only speaking of the power. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman this: 
The gentleman is familiar with the construction of the Erie 
Canal in the State of New York? - 

Mr. PROUTY. Not very. It was constructed before I was in 
business. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It has been very useful since 
that time. 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The agitation for it was ac- 
tively begun about 1811, The Government positively refused 
to participate in the construction of that canal, because it was 
regarded wholly as a State enterprise. 

Mr. PROUTY. Well, I am not saying that the Federal Gov- 
ernment could not withhold the building of a post office in a 
State. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman raises a very 
interesting question if he advocates the appropriation of public 
funds—that is to say, United States funds—for the construction 
of good roads wholly within the jurisdiction and limits of a 
State. 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes, sir; I do; and I will give my reasons for 
it if you will give me the time. I have only discussed so far 
the power. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will discuss 
in a minute the question of policy. 

First. Is this work of sufficient importance to justify Federal 
aid and supervision? 

Second. Is it fair as between our own people to take funds 
from the Public Treasury for this purpose? 

I shall first direct your attention to the first proposition. 
The tonnage hauled over highways exceeds that hauled over all 
of our railroads. The cost of such transportation can be re- 
duced practically 50 per cent with properly constructed high- 
ways. In France it costs 7 cents per ton per mile to haul freight 
over her splendid highways; in Germany it costs 10 cents; in 
England it costs 11 cents; in the United States it costs 23 cents. 
It is estimated by good authority that if our roads were 
thoroughly improved we could haul freight for about 13 
cents, or a saying of about 10 cents per ton per mile. This 
would make an annual saving of over $250,000,000. This is the 
“mud tax“ the American farmer pays. But this is not all the 
loss. Considerable of the farm products will not stand the high 
cost of transportation and they are allowed to rot or waste. 
Again, there are many products in which the selling price does 
not equal the cost of production and transportation, and thus 
their production is arrested. It is safe to say that bad roads 
cost the American people from $300,000,000 to $400,000,000 per 
year. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 

Mr. PROUTY. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman having the floor, 
I trust he will not yield it until he ascertains from the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] how the Government evi- 
denced its refusal to contribute toward the building of the 
Erie Canal. 

Mr. PROUTY. 
plain. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It is quite important. 

Mr. PROUTY. I may be compelled to ask for a few minutes 
more time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will be glad to explain it. 
The original plan of De Witt Clinton and others was to have 
Congress pass an act, by which the States should cooperate 
through grants of land, which would enable loans to be obtained 
in foreign countries. In this way funds were to be raised to 
build the Erie Canal, which would bring the traffic of the Great 
Lakes to the seaboard, a seemingly national project. Congress 
refused to consider the proposition, and many of the States 
regarded it wholly as a New York matter; hence there was not 
the public interest in it that there ought to have been. The 
result was that New York was obliged to go ahead on its own 
hook, and did actually provide the ways and means for the con- 
struction of that canal. I thank the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Prouty] for permitting this interpolation. 


Mr. PROUTY. Again, it makes country life undesirable. It 
isolates our people and drives our populations to the cities. In 
1790 less than 4 per cent of our people lived in cities and 
towns; in 1850, less than 13 per cent; in 1900, over 40 per cent; 
and by the census of 1910 the city population had increased to 
46 per cent. This abandonment of the farm and flight to the 
cities must be stopped if we would preserve our democracy. 
How can it be done? Statistics gathered by the Office of Pub- 
lic Roads show that in 25 counties, chosen at random, where 
there are practically no macadam roads, the average loss ‘in 
population from 1890 to 1900 was 3,112 per county, while a 


Will the gentleman yield? 


I will leave that for the gentleman to ex- 
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similar number of counties, chosen in the same way, in which 
40 per cent of their roads were macadamized, the population 
increased in the same 10 years 31,095 per county. These figures 
clearly show that the way to increase our rural population and 
diminish our city population is by improving our country roads. 
This improvement should be undertaken from patriotic motives, 
if none other. Every man who has studied the question knows 
that it is dangerous to our Republic to have congested city 
population. The dwellers upon the farm are the hope of our 
democracy. 

Again, we have about 400,000,000 acres of unimproved land in 
this country. Much o° this would be cultivated if made to ar- 
ticulate with the railroads by good country roads. We have 
about 800,000,000 acres of land in the United States. The Agri- 
cultural Department estimates that good roads would increase 
the value of this land an average of $5 per acre. This would 
add $4,000,000,000 to the country’s wealth. One-tenth of this 
would surface the principal well-traveled thoroughfares of this 
country. 

Again, there is nothing that would so much tend to reduce 
the high cost of living as reduction in this transportation. It 
now costs more money to haul a bushel of wheat 8 miles over 
the country roads to market than it does to transport it by 
water from New York to Liverpool—3,000 miles. On the aver- 
age, it costs more to haul the food products from the farm to 
the nearest railroad station than it does to transport it from 
there by rail to the point of final consumption. There would 
be more gained to this Nation by reducing this initial cost of 
transportation than by cutting down railroad rates. 

Again, this would be a direct saving to the Government itself. 
Last year we paid out $42,000,000 for rural-route delivery. It 
is estimated that nearly one-half of this could have been saved 
if the delivery could have been made over good roads. The 
importance of this matter to the Federal Government is ac- 
centuated by the possibility, or even probability, of the estab- 
lishment of a rural parcel post. This will add very much to the 
weight of the matter to be distributed over these post roads, 
and the Government's interest in good roads will thereby be 
greatly increased. 

I nov come to the second question: Is it fair to take funds 
from the Public Treasury for the construction of highways in 
the States for the benefit largely of the rural dweller? 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PROUTY. I believe I can not. I am informed I can 
not get more time. 
Mr. MADDEN. 

Mr. PROUTY. I will submit. 

Mr. MADDEN. I understand the gentleman to say that the 
country lost about three or four million dollars a year because 
of the fact that they did not have good roads. 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MADDEN. What would be the proportion of the State 
of Iowa if that is the case? 

Mr. PROUTY. You can figure that quicker than I can, 

Mr. MADDEN. About six millions? 

Mr. PROUTY. You can figure it out. 

Mr. MADDEN. If it would spend $5,000,000 out of its State 
treasury, it would be a million dollars per year if it lost six? 

Mr. PROUTY. Yes. And that brings me to the question of 
whether or not it is proper for the Federal Government to do 
this. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not think it is. 

Mr. PROUTY. I realize that many men do not agree with 
me, but listen to my argument and see if I can not convince you. 
I do not expect everybody to agree with me. It matters not 
how high taxes are if they are expended for the benefit of 
those who pay them. But there is no greater crime that a 
nation can commit than to continue to collect taxes from one 
class of people and expend them for the benefit of another 
class. Every candid:man will have to admit that in the past 
a large part of our publie funds have been expended for the di- 
rect benefit of the dwellers in our cities. It seems to me that 
the time has fairly arrived when this Nation should give more 
attention to the welfare of the country dweller. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is right. $ 

Mr. PROUTY. The farm is the primal source of our wealth, 
and the farmer is certainly the only hope of our Nation. It 
has been truly said that “ You can tear down every edifice in 
our cities, and labor will rebuild them; but abandon our farms, 
and our cities will disappear forever.“ Therefore, whatever 
benefits the farmer benefits the Nation, and whatever injures 
the farmer injures the Nation. There is no injury like injus- 
tice. The farmers of this country have not received in expendi- 
tures their share of the public money. This Government has 
appropriated more than $600,000,000 for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, and has spent this money among and for 
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the direct benefit of those living in the cities along these chan- 
nels of commerce. Three-fourths of this money has been paid by 
the inland dweller. Of course, he has received some indirect 
benefits from this expenditure, but he is entitled to have some 
money spent in which he receives direct benefits. The people 
in the cities would also receive indirect benefit from the ex- 
penditure of money for public highways. I do not say that the 
Government should not spend money to improve rivers. I be- 
lieve in that policy, but I say the time has arrived in the his- 
tory of this country when the Government should spend money 
not only for but among the people that contributed it. It is 
time for the farmer to have a chance to welcome back into 
his own community a few of the dollars he sends to Washing- 
ton. What I am insisting upon is that the inland dweller be 
allowed to participate in direct benefits, and not alone in those 
vapory benefits called “indirect.” If we have not sufficient 
money to improve the highways and build waterways at the 
same time, the money ought to be divided about in the propor- 
tion contributed. It is not fair to spend it for the benefit of 
one to the exclusion of the other. 

Again, this Government has spent $200,000,000 in public 
buildings in the various cities in the United States, and all of 
this money has been spent in the cities. The buildings and 
improvements are for the convenience and accommodation of 
the city citizens. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
has attacked the cities, and I simply desire to ask him—— 

Mr. PROUTY. I live in the city myself, but nevertheless I 
can tell the truth, even if I am from the city. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
the gentleman to consider the river and harbor bill that is 
coming into the House this week and then think it over. 

Mr. PROUTY. More than half of this money came from the 
farmers. Why, in justice, should there not be an equal amount 
expended in the country to make improvements contributing to 
the convenience and accommodation of the country dweller? 
[Applause.] Can anyone tell me why he is not entitled to his 
half of the money? At this session of Congress there is pend- 
ing a bill appropriating $16,000,000 for the erection of public 
buildings in the cities. Every dollar of this money will be 
spent not only in the cities, but for the benefit of their people. 
Why would it not be fair to divide this up, giving half of it to 
the improvements of the cities and half to the improvement of 
the highways of the country, for the benefit of the country 
people? [Applause.] 7 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
ce 
Mr. PROUTY (continuing). And that three-fourths of that 
money has been paid by the fellow who lives in the country? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. PROUTY. I regret that I have not got the time. 

Mr. MADDEN. How much money do we lose every year for 
the Rural Free Delivery Service? 

Mr. PROUTY. You would not lose half as much as you now 
lose if we had good public highways; I will tell you that. 
{Laughter and applause.] 

The argument most commonly resorted to by those opposed to 
this measure is that we have not sufficient funds. That argu- 
ment would be absolutely unanswerable if all the appropriations 
now made by Congress were for objects more worthy, more 
beneficial, and more just than this one. But it is not fair to 
take all the money and appropriate it for even good objects to 
the absolute neglect and exclusion of others equally as impor- 
tant and deserving. If we have not enough money to go around, 
let us divide it up, giving to each its just share. 

Last year we spent more than $126,000,000 for the Navy; and 
that, too, in time of profound peace. This was the high-water 
mark. It was more than was spent for the Navy during the 
highest period of the Civil War. It may be necessary to pre- 
pare for war, but I am inclined to think that greater good would 
come to this people if we would spend more of our money in 
improving the paths of peace and prosperity. The money that 
we spent in sending “ Miss Navy” around the world to exhibit 
her toggings, her frills, and her feathers would surface a high- 
way from New York to California. I am in favor of spending 
our money in such a way as will improve the living conditions 
of our people rather than in displaying our prowess. I can not 
just understand why we are spending these vast sums of money 
in strengthening our Navy while we are at the same time en- 
gaged in the making of treaties that ought to do away with all 
foreign wars. It may be that the time has not yet arrived 
“for the pounding of the sword into the plowshare and the 
spear into the pruning hook,” but, gentlemen, I am sure that the 
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time has arrived when we might safely convert some of our 
mortars into macadam and our turrets into turnpikes. 

There are plenty of other places where saving could be made 
of sufficient amount to begin this work. This Congress will 
probably appropriate a billion dollars, and it seems to me that 
out of that appropriation sufficient savings could be made by 
the exercise of strict economy to furnish funds to at least begin 
this great work of constructing national highways. I feel quite 
sure that it would not hurt some of these pampered pets of pub- 
lic patrimony to go on half diet awhile and let some other 
worthy objects have a chance. 

But the vast resources of the United States will easily enable 
us to carefully provide for these matters and at the same time 
enter upon a conservative policy of Government aid for road 
building. If Congress should now make an appropriation for 
this purpose proportionate to our wealth, as compared with that 
appropriated by Congress in 1806, it would produce about 
$615,000,000, more than the amount used by France in construct- 
ing the most magnificent system of highways in the world. 

Again, it is fair that the Government itself should enter upon 
this project. When the Government in the Constitution divided 
the power of taxation between itself and the States it gave 
them the right of direct taxation and reserved to itself the 
power of indirect taxation. The latter is the easy way of col- 
lecting large sums of mney. It is done almost imperceptibly; 
while direct taxation creates irritation. There are vast fields 
of taxation not yet employed. If the Government shonld 45 an 
internal-revenue tax of 1 cent per package on g gum 
it would produce more money than is asked for in my bill the 
first year for improving highways. The initial cost of the 
material is such that this tax could be levied without increasing 
the cost to the retail dealer or to the consumer and yet leave 
reasonable profit to the manufacturer. 

Again, there are many sources of expenditure of the Govern- 
ment that will soon be curtailed. It must be apparent to any- 
one that unless we enter upon new fields of expenditure the 
present revenues will soon produce a large surplus). Among 
other things, we are now paying out over $150,000,000 a year for 
pensions. The pensioners of the Civil War are now dying at 
the rate of 35,000 per year, and this mortality will increase as 
the expectancy diminishes. The average expectancy of the sol- 
dier of the Civil War is now less than six years. Their ranks 
are very rapidly decimating. To what better purpose could the 
money, now used for pensions and not needed then, be used 
than that of building national highways, over which the citizens 
and soldiers of the future might pass with less hardship than 
did our soldiers in marching through the bogs and mires of 
the South? 

Again, it is fair that the Government should assist in the 
building of roads. It is now using more than a million miles of 
roads which haye been constructed and are now maintained by 
the State and local communities without its contributing or 
paying a cent. It treats the communities so different in this 
respect from what it treats the railroads. This Government 
helped to build the railroads of the country but still pays them 
more than a private transporter for every pound of matter sent 
over their tracks. This is not fair. The rural dweller is as 
much entitled to have Federal aid in the construction of artic- 
ulating post roads, as the promoter is to have Federal aid in 
the construction of railroads, especially as the Government 
would use the former forever free and be compelled to forever 
pay for the use of the latter. The Government has given about 
200,000,000 acres of land for that purpose, which at $10 an acre 
would be $2,000,000,000. It has been estimated, however, that that 
land is now worth $40 per acre, which would make $8,000,000,000 ; 
much more than would be needed to surface all of the well- 
traveled roads of the United States. More than twice as much 
freight is hauled by team over public highways as is hauled by 
all the railroads of the United States. Not half of the freight 
that is hauled from the country to the cities by team over the 
public highways, ever reaches the railroad station. It is used 
in local consumption. If it is good statesmanship to use the 
Federal Treasury to assist in creating facilities for transporta- 
tion by rail, why is not it equally patriotic to use Government 
funds in improving the highways on which the greater volume 
of traffic takes place? The estimated savings on the cost of 
transportation on the highways would be equal to all the freight 
paid on all the railroads of the United States. . From this we 
get some idea of the enormous waste that results from the bad 
roads of this country. There is no field in which the conserva- 
tionists can show such a saying of energy and wealth, as in the 
construction of good roads, and it is just as important as a 
national Problem, to conserve energy and waste, as natural 
resources. 

Every objection that is now being urged against the use of 
public money for the improvement of post roads was urged 
against the establishment of free-rural delivery, They said 


then that it would bankrupt the postal treasury, but experience 
has demonstrated the fallacy of that argument. The increased 
volume of mail matter has turned the postal deficit into a sur- 
plus. Increased facilities necessarily increase volume, and con- 
sequently increase revenues. If the Government enters upon 
the policy of either parcel post or parcel express, the saving 
upon the cost of transportation to the Government alone will 
amply compensate it for its cooperation in the building and 
maintaining of national highways. I would begin this matter 
as we began the postal-free delivery, by experimenting; but the 
time has arrived, in my judgment, for action. 

There is another viewpoint from which this question should 
be considered. It was said a few days ago on the floor of this 
House that the productive power of labor is being so increased 
by the use of machinery that in 50 years the production of the 
world's necessities would only call for the labor of 2} hours 
each day, and that this applied with special force to the 
United States. If that statement has any truth in it, and I 
think it has, we are rapidly approaching the national problem 
of diverting a considerable quantity of our labor from the field 
of production into the field of improvement. It will not do 
to have a nation of idlers working only three or four hours a 
day. It will not do to have one-half of our people working eight 
hours a day and the others having nothing to do. <A rational 
national system of employment will then be necessary. What 
better method could the Nation devise for transforming surplus 
and idle labor into improvement for the public good, than pro- 
viding a system that will enable this constantly increasing 
surplus of labor to be used in the construction of roads which 
will benefit all the people. It is always better to tax the peo- 
ple to furnish the labor for the unemployed than it is to tax 
them for supporting the poor in idleness. It is infinitely better 
for the laborer to have employment than to receive charity. 
Charity always humiliates and debases. Labor inspires and 
dignifies. 

Back to the farm is the urgent cry of the hour, but intellf- 
gent men will not go in the mud or long remain there in exile 
and seclusion. [Applause.] Country life must be made at- 
tractive and intercommunicable. The country parish is the 
hope of our democracy. As long as it predominates this Re- 
public is safe. When its conserving influence is swallowed up 
by the corrupt city force our Republic is gone. I have been 
profoundly impressed with this fact by my experience and re- 
search as a member of the Committee on Elections of this 
House. In all the cases I have examined I have not found a 
single strictly rural precinct that has been thrown out on ac- 
count of fraud, intimidation, corruption, or ballot-box stuffing. 
These crimes against republican government have been confined 
to the cities. Self-preservation therefore demands that this 
Government should use its every constitutional power to in- 
crease and preserve this pure blood of our body politic. That 
can be done no way so efficiently as by making good country 
roads. This will hold the farmer’s boy on the farm, and will 
entice some of the people from the political miasmas of the 
overcrowded cities to the pure moral atmosphere of rural life. 
This is the hope of the Nation. 

The building of good streets draws population to that part 
of the city, so the building of good roads will draw population 
to the country. Good roads makes habitation along them de- 
sirable and attractive; they facilitate transportation of person 
and products; they increase the value of farm land and farm 
products, and at the same time reduce the price to the consumer 
by reducing the cost of transportation. The building of roads 
furnishes employment to labor and pays for it by economizing 
the time of those who use them; they make the country beauti- 
ful and attractive; they bring the city and the country in closer 
touch; the inhabitants of the country will go to the city oftener, 
and the residents of the city will be more frequently lured to 
the country; they will learn to know each other better and dis- 
like each other less. Good roads will assist in educational, 
social, and religious progress and development of our people; 
folks will go to church, to school, to social gatherings more 
frequently and regularly over macadam than through mud. 
Good roads will do much to remove isolation and consequent 
intellectual stagnation. They will make broader and better our 
country life. They will help to purify city life. The city 
dweller never beholds the scenic wonders of field and farm; 
he never breathes the free air of the country that he is not 
made stronger and better. The improvement of our highways 
will add untold millions to our wealth. It will facilitate the 
transportation of the products of factory, forest, and farm. It 
will make the necessities of life cheaper to the consumer and 
higher to the producer. Every intelligent farmer now knows 
that the difference between the cost of transportation over 
good and bad roads often means a difference between profit and 
loss. The consumer can not stand the present high cost of 
living. The wise statesmanship of this age must be directed 
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toward the problem. of reducing the cost of getting the article 
from one to the other, and in that cost transportation is one 
of the big items. Good roads means cheaper food products for 
the toilers in the cities and better prices for the farmer. Bad 
roads means still higher prices for the nécessities of life. 
Good roads would benefit all classes of our citizens and all 
departments of our civic life. They would help the city, the 
country dweller. They would help the man that raises food 
and the man that eats it. They would help the man that 
digs coal and the man that burns it. They would help the man 
that rides in an auto and the man that wheels the barrow. 
They would help everybody and hurt nobody. 

Viewing this subject from any corner I have been able to 
look at it, I firmly believe that the time has now fairly arrived 
when this country should enter upon the broad policy of assist- 
ing in building a system of national highways by direct national 
aid and supervision. 

Mr. GOOD. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Brownie], 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the country very briefly to some of the achievements of 
our President to which we should point with pride. 0 


THREE YEARS OF TATT— AN INDEX. 


Arbitration treaties with Great Britain and France, aimed at 
war, have been negotiated and are now before the Senate. 
Similar negotiations with other powers are pending. 

Great trusts haye been made to feel that the statutes carry 
penalties for them as well as for the small trusts and for the 
individual violator of the law. An era of calm enforcement of 
existing law has been inaugurated. The sugar corporation was 
convicted, proceedings brought against the Steel Corporation, 
and the coal, whisky, lumber, and beef corporations brought to 
court. More than two score prosecutions are pending. The 
Standard Oil and Tobacco cases have been completed and an in- 
terpretation of the Sherman law, many years in doubt, obtained. 

When a Democratic House threatened to involve the United 
States with Russia in a too hasty annulment of the passport 
treaty, President Taft assumed the weight of responsibility and 
declared in diplomatic form that the treaty would be abrogated 
upon the notice of one year which it required. 

Scientific tariff revision has been put in place of political 
giving and taking in such legislation. A Tariff Board has been 
created and its investigations have brought a recommendation 
from the President for a revision and reduction of the woolen 
schedule. Other schedules are under scrutiny, preparatory to 
further recommendations if they be found to conflict with Re- 
publican platform principles, and his policy looking to future 
revision on a scientific schedule-by-schedule revision has become 
effective. The tariff bill regarded by President Taft as a step 
in the right direction, even though not a perfect measure, has 
turned a $58,000,000 deficit into a $30,000,000 surplus. Wool, 
cotton, and so-called farmers’ free-list bills, originating in a 
Democratic House, haye been vetoed because they violated the 
principle of the Republican platform that revision of the tariff 
should be based upon the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad—a difference upon which information at that 
time was lacking. 

The Panama Canal has been brought to a stage approaching 
completion and the date of opening advanced by several months 
through systematic work. 5 

The Arizona statehood bill was once vetoed because it pro- 
vided for the recall of judges. New Mexico and Arizona have 
now been admitted as States. 

The Post Office Department has been placed upon a self- 
sustaining basis. 

A difficult situation resulting from the revolution in Mexico, 
arousing deep feeling in the southern portions of the United 
States, was handled with diplomacy and tact, and the United 
States aided in the establishment of law and order in the neigh- 
boring Republic threugh preserving it in our own. 

The Treasury agents and customs employees haye been reor- 
ganized, fraud has been weeded out of the customs service, and 
many thousands of dollars lost under fraudulent importations 
have been recovered. 

A Bureau of Mines has been created. Steps have been taken 
toward a new employers’ liability and workmen's compensation 
act and the adoption of additional safety appliances -on rail- 
roads. 

A new policy as to river and harbor appropriations has been 
begun, the old “ pork barrel” appropriation system abandoned, 
and the business policy of continuing contracts adopted. 

A treaty with Japan has been negotiated, bringing about genu- 
ine friendship between her and the United States. 

New treaties with Honduras and Nicaragua, that will make 
for permanent peace in those countries, have been negotiated 
and await action by the Senate. 


Postal banks haye been established. Rigid economy has been 


instituted in the Government departments, 
Appeals has been created. 

A Stock and Bond Commission has been appointed, and has 
made a valuable and exhaustive report. 

Parcel post has been recommended. 

Judicial appointments have been taken out of politics. 

The Thirteenth Census was made nonpolitical. 

President Taft has declared for the extension of the civil 
er accomplishing much in this direction by Executive 
order. 

The passage of a corporation-tax law, yielding $30,000,000 an- 
nually, has been obtained, with the resultant surveillance of 
corporate activities. 

The question of an income-tax amendment to the Constitution 
has been submitted to the States. 

The President has provided for the accomplishment of con- 
servation policies and obtained a bond issue for irrigation proj- 
ects; obtained legislation further extending the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and creating a Court of Com- 
merce to review the commission's findings; recommended a Fed- 
eral incorporation act; and induced China to open to American 
finance on equal terms with the rest of the world. 

Peace in Cuba has been maintained by a word of friendly 
warning. 

The railroads of the country were prevented, by an appeal to 
the writ of injunction, from putting rate increases into effect. 
[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Pace]. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, in the few observations I shall 
make in the limited time at my command, I want to talk about 
the national defense, and particularly to emphasize what, to 
my mind, has not been properly emphasized in the discussion 
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‘of this question upon the floor of this House or in the country. 


The proponents of a large navy have always approached the 
people of the country and appealed to their patriotism along 
the line of the national defense; and the patriotism of the 
people of the whole country is such that this argument has 
made considerable impression. But, in my judgment, the adyo- 
cates of this policy have purposely not referred to the phase of 
our national defense carried in this bill and now being con- 
sidered by the House. 

The testimony given in the hearings before the subcommittee 
that drafted the fortification bill is to the effect that the 
coast line of the United States is not only amply defended and 
protected by these seacoast fortifications, but that in many 
instances as stated by the chairman of the subcommittee [Mr. 
SHERLEY] we are overfortified. 

In my judgment these facts have not been given to the people 
by those who favor a large Navy, and they haye made it ap- 
pear, in consequence, that the only protection from foreign 
invasion possessed by the United States is the protection af- 
forded by the battleships, 

During my service in this House I have never been one of 
those who have opposed a reasonable naval program, but I 
have believed, and do yet believe, that there are a large minor- 
ity of this House who would appropriate more money for 
the construction of battleships than is warranted by the neces- 
sity for them. 

During the last two or three weeks, from the other side of 
the main aisle of this House, and in the newspapers, particu- 
larly those published in this city, there has been a great deal 
of criticism of the action of a recent Democratic caucus, which 
passed a resolution instructing the Naval Affairs Committee 
of this House to eliminate battleships from the bill reported 
at this session. 

That criticism, in my judgment, is not well founded, nor does 
it mean that those of us on this side who supported that reso- 
lution and who are willing to support a bill carrying out the 
provisions of that resolution, are not opposed to an efficient and 
effective Navy. I want particularly to call the attention of the 
committee to the Navy as it is now constituted. Only the other 
morning an editorial in one of the papers published in this 
city carried the information, coming from the Navy Department, 
that two vessels, the armored cruisers Washington and North 
Carolina, which have been in commission about five years, and 
the only two armored cruisers that are in the Navy, were to 
be taken out of active commission and placed entirely out of 
commission, or in the reserve line, for the reason that the officers 
and men who were on these vessels were needed to equip the 
new battleships that are being turned out from our navy yard. 

Then, if you examine the last report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, you will find this language: 

The Navy is very deficient in certain classes of vessels required for 
the maintenance and protection of the battle fleet. These vessels are 
battleships, cruisers, scouts, destroyers, submarines, repair, supply, fuel, 
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shi and tenders to torpedo vessels. A 
number of boats, ts, and also are required for the 
routine duties of peace as well as war. e number of such vesse 
except gunboats and tugs, should be proportioned to the number o 
battleships; for example, there should be four destroyers for each battle- 


ammunition, and 8 
river 


ship, one scout for each battleship, one repair ship for each squadron of 
ft ai the following. table: 


eight battleships, ete. This is indicated fully in 
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marines 
Tenders to submarines. 
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1 The Indiana, Massachusetts, Oregon, and Iowa are not included in this table as 


ba ar gai 
$ Armored cruisers have been superseded by battle cruisers; those on hand would 
be employed as scouts: 

The Secretary says that to bring it up to the proper standard 
and put it so that it will be properly related now as to battle- 
ships, we need 8 battleship cruisers, 18 scout vessels, 82 de- 
stroyers, 6 tenders for destroyers, 4 supply ships, 3 repair ships, 
8 hospital ships, 12 fleet fuel ships, 22 submarines, and 10 
tenders for these submarines. 

«As one member of the majority in this House, I do not believe 
that the amount of appropriation brought in in the present 
bill from the Naval Committee necessarily should be less than 
it would be if there were authorization for two Dreadnoughts 
in that bill. I believe that the appropriation ought to be made 
for these auxiliary vessels for the Navy, in order that it may 
be brought up to the standard of efficiency and effectiveness in 
ease we need it, and my remarks are warranted by the state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Navy as to the present needs of 
the Navy. 

Then there is another reason why it is not, in my Judgment, 
a proper policy to authorize at this time additional battleships, 
and that was referred to awhile ago in connection with the 
retirement of certain efficient vessels now in the Navy in order 
that the officers and men might be used upon new: vessels. 

The Secretary of the Navy says in his report that it would 
take 4,000 additional men to effectively man the vessels that 
are now effective in the American Navy. In a letter addressed 
to me by the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, dated Febru- 
ary 23, the statement is made that to effectively man with 
officers and men the present available fighting vessels in the 
American Navy would require 18,500 men in addition to those 
now in the service. 

We might just as well be sensible about this matter, and if 
you apply common sense to a program, whether it be a naval 
program or any other, how can you justify the authorization of 
the construction of additional battleships when we have not the 
mer to put them in commission without retiring from the Navy 
vessels practically of equal efficiency? [Applause] And so, in 
my judgment, the action taken by the Democratie caucus, which 
has been so much criticized by our friends on the other side of 
the aisle, is justified by the facets as furnished by the Navy 
Department itself to the President and by him to the House. 
If the Navy of the United States is for anything, it is for de- 
fense, and if it can be justified to the American people along 
any line of argument, it is for the defense of America and Amer- 
jeans. I do not believe that the policy that is proclaimed in 
some quarters, and earnestly proclaimed at a meeting held in 
this city recently by those interested in the extension of our 
fighting force, that we are to become the great international 
policeman of the universe, that it should be the policy of the 
American people, through their Navy, to. settle all the petty dis- 
putes of all the petty nations that are scattered over the face of 
the earth. For this reason the enlargement of the Navy, in 
my judgment, could not be justified to the American people; but 
I do believe that its justification is easy along the line of 
national defense, and I believe the action taken by the majority 
of this House in limiting the present bill and cutting out of it 
any appropriation for battleships is not only wise, so far as the 
Navy is concerned, but so far as the country itself is concerned, 
and for the best interests of the Navy itself. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, how much time did the gen- 
tleman use? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman used 11 minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has 25 minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I yield that 25 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I beg the indulgence 
of the committee for a short while in order that I may submit 
Some observations which, while not pertinent to the bill under 
consideration, may nevertheless prove of some interest to my 
colleagues. I have tried during my service in this great body 
to consume as little of its time as possible consistent with my 
conception of my duty to the country as a whole and to the 
magnificent district which I have the distinguished honor to 
represent upon this floor. Believing that you will concede this 
claim, I make bold to impose myself on your good nature with 
some reflections upon my own course since I came among you. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a very great honor to be a Representative 
in the Congress of the United States. It is a very much greater 
honor to deserve to be a Representative in the Congress of the 
United States. Every man upon this floor, no matter what his 
political faith may be, has been sent here by the free and un- 
trammeled majority vote of more than 200,000 free, liberty- 
loving American citizens, and I submit that to. be thus selected 
from among one’s fellows is an honor worthy the ambition of 
any man. Under our form of government this body has come 
to be known as the “ popular branch” of the legislative depart- 
ment, because of the fact that our Members are selected by 
direct vote of the people and come fresh from the great masses 
every two years, By virtue of this wise plan of the “ fathers,” 
if a Representative in Congress prove recreant to his trust, 
demonstrate his incapacity, or does not faithfully reflect the 
views of his constituency, he can speedily be replaced by an- 
other, and in my judgment he should be, as I hold to the opin- 
ion that no man should hold a commission to a seat on this 
floor unless he can in good faith truly reflect the views and 
register the wishes of the people who sent him here. 

It is my well-considered and deliberate judgment, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is the solemn duty ofa Member of Congress to faith- 
fully and at all times and in every official act truly and to the 
best of his ability represent the wishes of his immediate con- 
stituency, and if im the course of his service he reaches a 
point where he can not conscientiously do so, he should at 
once return the commission he holds to those who intrusted 
it to him in order that his people may not be denied that just 
and true representation in this great body to which they are 
entitled. Our respective constituencies have the right to de- 
mand this of us, and no Member has the right—legal, equitable, 
moral, or political—to substitute the wishes of himself or any 
other man or any set of men for the wishes of his constituency. 
Now, I do not wish to be misunderstood right here. I do not 
mean to intimate that there should be no concert of action 
between members of the same political faith, I am a party 
man. I am an organization party man. I believe in organiza- 
tion and in party discipline, but under my oath as a Member 
of Congress, if the wishes of my constituents on a matter of 
importance to them should conflict with the wishes of my 
party associates, I would not be wortby of a seat here if I did 
not obey the views and wishes of those I represent. The 
Democratie Party, to which I belong, as represented in this 
House, has and approved the principle for which 
I contend, and has clearly and unequivocally enunciated it in 
the rules governing the party caucus. Rule T of the Democratic 
caucus reads as follows: 

Rule 7. In dedame upon action in the House involving party policy 
or principle, a two-thirds vote of those present and voting at a caucus 
meeting shall bind all members of this caucus ; 8 the said two- 
thirds vote is a N of the full Democratic membership of the 
House; and pro further, that no Member shall be bound upon 

nestions involving a construction of the Constitution of the United 

States, or upon which he made contrary pledges to his constituents 
prior to his election, or received contrary instructions by resolution or 
platform from his nominating authority. 

This rule is right. It clearly and distinctly blazes the way 
which the conscientious and faithful legislator should travel. 
Although, Mr. Chairman, I may not have “ fought a good 
fight,” thank God, I believe that I can truthfully claim that 
during my humble service in Congress I have “kept the faith” 
with my people and obeyed their will, even though on one or 
two occasions I have seemed to be at cross purposes with a 
majority of my party associates. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, during my service here I have witnessed the 
most marvelous development of our common country. During 
the past eight years we have grown as never before for a 
similar period in the history of the Republic. In the material 


upbuilding of the country millions have been added to our tax- 
able values; tremendous advance has been made along all lines 
of buman. activity; our great rivers and harbors: have been 
wonderfully improved; manufacturing establishments baye been 
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multiplied amazingly; agriculture has revived and is fast re- 
gaining its former position of supreme importance in our affairs, 
while our population has increased more rapidly than ever be- 
fore in our history for a like time. I feel like congratulating 
myself on having had the privilege to witness and play some 
little part in this great forward movement. I am proud of the 
fact that my own beloved State of Florida has been no laggard 
in this glorious march of progress. Blessed by the Creator with 
an incomparable climate; with a soil as rich and productive as 
the world-famed “ Valley of the Nile”; with a seacoast of more 
than twelve hundred miles; with inexhaustible mines and mag- 
nificent forests; with such a diversity of agricultural and horti- 
cultural products as can be found in no other Commonwealth, 
and, above all, peopled with as intelligent, energetic, and patri- 
otic a citizenship as inhabits the earth, it is not surprising that 
Florida has kept step to the music of our advancing and pro- 
gressive civilization. [Applause] The census returns for 1910 
give to the State of Florida a population of 752,619 people as 
against a population of 528,542 in 1900, which is an increase of 
42.4 per cent, and which establishes the fact that only 11 
States have made a greater comparative gain than Florida, 
while Florida~made a greater percentage of gain than any 
other Southern State. 

In 1900 the second congressional district of Florida, which I 
have the honor to represent on this floor, had a population of 
210,337 people, and by the census of 1910 that district had a 
population of 286,911 people, showing a gain of 36.4 per cent. 
Mr. Chairman, as evidencing the growth of that district since 
I came to Congress I desire to submit a few facts. 

On the 4th day of March, 1905, when I began my first term 
as a Member of Congress, there was only one Federal building 
in all that district, and that one was located at Jacksonville, 
the largest city in the State. To-day, in addition to the Jack- 
sonville building, there is at the city of Fernandina a handsome 
Federal building costing the sum of $100,000; there is at the 
city of Gainesville a magnificent Government building which 
cost $150,000; $175,000 has been appropriated for the purchase 
of a site and the construction of a Federal building at the city 
of Miami; $52,500 has been appropriated for the purchase of 
a site and the construction of a Government building at the 
city of Live Oak; $63,000 has been appropriated for the pur- 
chase of a site and the construction of a Government building 
at the city of Palatka; $5,000 has been appropriated for the 
purchase of a site for a Government building at the city of De 
Land, and $5,000 has been appropriated for the purchase of 
a site for a Government building at the city of Orlando, aggre- 
gating the sum of $550,500 for sites and Federal buildings for 
seven cities in my district. [Applause.] 

RURAL MAIL ROUTES, 


During my service in Congress, realizing the very great im- 
portance of better mail service for our rural population, I have 
taken the greatest possible interest in the extension of the rural 
mail service, with a result like this: 

When I entered upon my duties as a Representative I found 
but 15 rural mail routes in operation in the second congressional 
district of Florida. These routes gave employment to only 15 
men, and there was being paid out annually in the district on 
account of this service only $7,670. Thousands of my con- 
stituents were getting no benefit from this most beneficent 
branch of the postal service, and I immediately set about to 
extend it, so that our farming population, so far as possible, 
might have equal mail benefits with those who dwell in cities. 
The result, Mr. Chairman, has been that to-day there are 86 
rural mail routes in operation in my district, giving employ- 
ment to 86 men and paying out on account of the service $75,032 
annually. There has been paid out in my district on account 
of rural mail service during my terms in Congress approxi- 
mately the sum of $395,250. There are pending in the depart- 
ment at this time 23 applications for the establishment of that 
number of additional rural mail routes. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The river and harbor projects in my district are numerous 
and important. During the seven years that I have been a 
Member of this House there has been appropriated for river 
and harbor improvements a total sum approximating $3,000,000. 
[Applause.] In addition to this a lightship, to be constructed 
and placed at the entrance of the St. Johns River, at a cost 
of $125,000, has been authorized by Congress, and it will soon 
be a reality, much to the benefit of seagoing craft in that part 
of our waters. In addition to these, other appropriations, such 
as for the eradication of the white fly, the destruction of the 
water hyacinth, for the Weather Bureau, etc., have been made, 
aggregating a considerable sum of money, which, with pensions 
paid out annually in the district, aggregate about $1,000,000 a 
year, 


Mr. Chairman, it is far from my purpose to claim entire 
eredit for these great appropriations, which the marvelous 
growth of the great district I represent imperatively demanded. 
[Applause.] The different Senators from my State serving here 
during that time rendered full service in this regard, and my 
colleagues from Florida on this floor accorded to me every pos- 
sible aid; but I do mean to claim that I was here on guard at 
this end of the Capitol and had a hand in every part and parcel 
of this glorious record of accomplishment. [Applause.] 

During my service in Congress, Mr. Chairman, I have had 
the pleasure of seeing more than 40 of the bills I have intro- 
duced, fully half of them of a public nature, and some of them 
of great public importance, written into the law. The House 
of Representatives, in addition to being the greatest deliber- 
ative body on the earth, is the greatest school the world has 
ever known. The Member who applies himself to the work 
becomes a more yaluable representative of the people with 
each year of service. With length of service he reaches the 
more valuable committee assignments, and, with the close 
friendship contracted by long association, he becomes more in- 
fluential and powerful among his fellows. [Applause.] So vast 
are the ramifications of the various departments of this great 
Government, so complex are the many questions which demand 
the attention of the present-day lawmaker, and so intricate are 
the many problems thrust upon us for solution by our advancing 
civilization that the new Member of Congress, no matter how 
able or brilliant he may be, is forced to undergo a lengthy 
period of instruction before he is really fitted for the rendition 
of the best service to his constituency. 

I am aware of the fact, Mr. Chairman, that here and there 
in our history are isolated cases of some bright star suddenly 
blazing upon the legislative firmament with dazzling radiance, 
but beyond the delightful memory of the beautiful halo encircling 
them history affords no record of substantial accomplishment 
for the good of mankind. [Applause.] There is in the history 
of this great body no record of sudden elevation to leadership 
or position of power and influence. Commanding positions here 
must come as the result of patient, laborious work and long 
service. Eliminating self entirely from consideration, and look- 
ing only to the good of the respective constituencies represented 
upon this floor, and to the good of the country at large, I do 
not hesitate to say that in my humble judgment frequent changes 
of membership in this body is more responsible for the enact- 
ment of bad legislation and the failure to enact good legisla- 
tion than any other half dozen causes. [Applause.] Fortu- 
nate, indeed, is that constituency which, having secured the 
services of a faithful, studious, and energetic and watchful 
Representative, has the good sense to keep him here so long as 
he is willing to serve and render efficient service. [Applause.] 
He will make mistakes, because “to err is human,” but if his 
heart is right and his mind is sound he will become more and 
more valuable to his people and his country as the years come 
and go. [Applause.] A seat in Congress is not simply an 
honor to be passed around among the citizens of the district 
simply as a compliment to worthy men. It is a position of 
responsibility and work, to be intrusted to one as the repre- 
sentative of many. When a Member of Congress speaks, he 
speaks for the thousands who chose him; when he acts he acts 
for the vast number of his neighbors and friends at home, and 
upon his voice, his yote, and his act depend in large measure 
the weal or woe of his district and his country. [Applause.] 

My colleagues, a mighty responsibility rests upon us as the 
representatives of more than 90,000,000 citizens of this great 
Republic. God Almighty, in His wisdom and beneficence, has 
given us the grandest territory ever comprised within the 
boundaries of an earthly government; He has conferred upon 
us every possible need for man and beast; He has vouchsafed 
unto us the highest civilization the world has ever seen; and 
He has blessed us with His own holy religion. Let us be 
careful with this mighty responsibility. Let us legislate with 
an eye single to the betterment of the condition of all our peo- 
ple and the prosperity and glory of our common country, keep- 
ing ever in mind as the chart for our guidance that glorious 
and eternal doctrine of “equal justice to all, special privileges 
to none.” [Applause.] Do this, and whether the ship of state 
be riding peacefully at anchor or breasting a tempestuous sea, 
we can safely— 

Nail to the mast the tattered flag, 
Set every threadbare sail; 

Give her to the God of storm, 
The lightning, and the gale. 

[Loud and continued applause.] 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, this bill comes to the House with 
a unanimous report from the Committee on Appropriations. 
Every item has been agreed to unanimously by the committee, 
and, while I may differ somewhat from the chairman of the 
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subcommittee on fortifications, I want to say that the careful- 
ness with which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
entered upon the investigation of the various items that com- 
pose this bill and the patriotism with which he acted upon 
every item ought to commend itself not only to the Members 
of this House but to the country as well. [Applause.] There 
are policies provided for in this bill in which I do not concur. 
I believe that officers in the Army and in the Navy are most 
generous when it comes to spending the people’s money. But 
they are no more generous in the expenditure of money in the 
purchase of armament, ordnance, and ordnance stores in times 


of peace than they are in their willingness to shed their own 
blood if the honor of the country were at stake. [Applause.] 
I believe, however, that in appropriation bills of this kind that 
Congress should say what the policy of the Government should 
be regarding the purchase and manufacture of armament and 
of ordnance and ordnance stores. I shall insert in the Recorp 
a statement made by Gen. Crozier, the Chief of Ordnance, in 
his report to the Secretary of War in 1910, showing the extent 
to which the Government now manufactures armament and 
ordnance and ordnance stores in the five principal arsenals be- 
longing to the Government. 


Manufactures, fiscal year 1910. 
Ordnance establishments. 
Class of material. Total 
Rock Island gg phen ncn Frankford | Watervliet Watertown 
Arsenal. ory. Arsenal. Arsenal. | Arsenal. 
Mobile artillery and equipments, supplies, eta „% $487, 207. 55 $12, 249. 11 $79, 176. 44 8116, 453. 27 $106. 97 $695, 
r ww 9.750.20 1,745.00 | 78,321.53 | 285,331.11 | 250,935.62 | 020, 
%% VVG ERE S — TTT 570, 769. 03 „973.09 15 
CCC ——! - ————K—. —T—B—B—P—P—P—V—P—P—T—P—T0—0—0—0v—— T ff 
Small arms and parts... --| 448,813.71 | 1,022, 685. 70 
Target material „612. 59 960.00 
Artillery ammunition. . 242. 43 
Small- arms ammunition 


It is a famillar argument that it costs the Government a good 
deal more than it costs private individuals or concerns to manu- 
facture like articles. I concur in all that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Suertey] has said with regard to the ability 
of the Chief of Ordnance, Gen. Crozier, as a manufacturer. He 
has proven that in every instance, with one or two exceptions, 
where the Government undertook the manufacture of ordnance 


or ordnance stores, armament, guns, and cannon, their carriages, 
and so forth, that it has manufactured them cheaper than it 
could purchase the same articles. In the report of the Chief 
of Ordnance for 1906, Gen. Crozier makes a showing giving in 
detail the comparative cost of ordnance and ordnance stores 
purchased under contract and manufactured at the Government 
arsenals. This showing is as follows: 


Comparative cost of ordnance and ordnance stores purchased under contract and manufactured at arsenals (1903 report). 


Article. 


Sinch field guns and carriages, model of 1902 
Sinch field guns, model of 1902............. 
3-inch field guns, model of 1905........ 

* carriages, model of 1902. 


Ua tasn Ses enesentes aptaeers IA A, 


Se caissons, model of 1902 
Po. 
Do.. 

3inch limbers, model of 1902.............-. 


15-pounder barbette carriages, model of 190¹⁰ꝶiii Ei 
5-inch barbette carriages, model of 1908——-————— 


commander's telescopes 
-second fuzes 

Weldon range finders 

Ball cartridges for rifle, model of 1903, per 1,000 


Under contract. At arsenals. 

Price each. | Date ofcom- | Price each. | Date of order. 
$6,822.75 | June 1,1903 | $4,534.47 | Aug. 12-14, 1903 
2, 499. 63 y 22,1903 2,242.72 | Aug. 12, 1903 
1,990.00 | Nov. 12, 1905 1,491.90 | Nov. 13, 1905 
3,014.83 | Aug. 22, 1904 2,292.05 | Oct. 18, 1904 

ET EE AEN 2,850.83 | Oct. 19, 1904 2, 292. 05 Do. 
Sd 3,010.00 | Nov. 17, 1903 2,292.05 | Mar. 16, 1905 
1,001.45 | Aug. 27, 1901 1,056.77 | Apr. 22,1904 
1,499.00 July 21, 1905 1,183.81] Apr. 3,1905 

1,825. 19 W 1, 183. 81 Do. 

1,522.53 | Dec. 8, 1904 1, 183. 81 Do. 

$10.43 Jan. 4, 1905 745.31 Do. 
7 4,042.00 | Mar. 6, 1906 3,642.37 | Jan. 12, 1905 
EEST EE 2,498.81 | Apr. 28, 1904 3,894.09 | Feb. 2,1994 
380.00 | Apr. 18, 1904 186.30 | Jan. 4, 1905 
3.96 Sept. 14,1905 2.83 | July 21, 1005 

i. P ä 1.91 k 
W 10.51 | Mar. 12, 1903 

42.50 | June 29, 1905 34.99 | 1905-5. 


Again in the same report the Chief of Ordnance observes that 
while he is manufacturing cheaper than he can purchase like 
articles he does so under difficulties not experienced by private 
manufacturers. He says: 

In comparing Government manufacture with that at private estab- 
lishments certain advantages characterize each method. The private 


manufacturer is not restricted to eight hours of labor per we This 
may or may not be an advantage, but there is no doubt the advantage 


resulting from a relief from the necessity of 
vacation per year, for national holidays, and 
days during the summer months. 

In a like report for the year 1909 is a statement showing the 
difference in the cost of manufacturing and the contract price 
for ordnance and ordnance stores and armament. In the table 
given below it will be observed that in but one instance is the 
arsenal cost greater than the contract price: 


aying for 15 days of 
or Saturday half holl- 


Com parative cost of ordnance and ordnance stores purchased under contract and manufactured at arsenals (1909 report). 


15- er barbette carriages, model of 1903 


3 
2inch So limbers, model 


C 
Ball cartridges, caliber .30, model of 1906, 
Revolver cartridges, caliber .30, per 


ch disa carriages, L. F., model of 1901. 
inch . SE AGRO Ape ORE AE E ELE 


Under contract. At arsenals, 
Date of con- 

Cost, each. tract. Date of order, 
Peres $2,029.80 | Nov. 21,1905 $1,276.90 | Oct. 13,1905 
3,398.82 | Oct. 12,1906 2,156.66 | July 10,1906 

e IR PP ae obeys 2,290.02 | May 28, 
4,455.54 | Oct. 19,1907 3,433.84 | July 31,1907 
3 51,062.15 | Sept. 25,1907 56,987.18 | Aug. 28,1905 
. 1,744.10 June 12,1907 800.00 | June 12,1907 

1,568.47 |..... do... 605. 35 Do. 
134.84 | Mar. 3,1909 29.00 | Feb. 20,1909 

211.38 |..... 88 10.78 Do. 


1 Average under 3 contracts, same date and amount. 


2 Average under 4 contracts, same date and amount. 


Again, in the report of 1911 the Chief of Ordnance gives the 
comparative eost at the arsenal and under contract. A few 
days ago, in conversation with him, he handed me a report 
which shows a still greater difference in the cost of certain guns 
over the cost of manufacturing at the arsenal. It is as follows: 


Some comparative costs of manufacture at Government arsenals and 
private plants. 


Articles. 
Differ- 


At arse- | By con- 
nals. trac ence. 


Sinch caissons, each. 
Caliber. 20 ball cartridges, per 


The total saving to the Government by manufacture at the arsenal, 
from the above fi on the vehicles mentioned, which do not con- 
stitute the entire equipment, averages 55 per cent of the arsenal cost. 

‘he contract prices taken were In each case for vehicles produced by 
manufacturers who had previously fabricated large numbers of the 
vehicles in question and who were consequently possessed of the neces- 
Sary experience as well as of the tools, jigs, fixtures, etc. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the cost to the Government by 
contract over Government manufacture ranges from 32.8 to 
127.5 per cent more, yet the Government by this bill—by the 
Army appropriation bill whieh we have just passed and, I have 
no doubt, by the Navy bill—we will continue a policy of per- 
mitting a great deal of this work to be done by private con- 
tract. I would not complain of this policy if we were at this 
time operating our arsenals at anything like full capacity. But 
that is not the case. The Watervliet Arsenal has a capacity, 
so I am informed, for working 700 men. In 1905 it employed 
496 men, in 1906 it employed 377 men, in 1907 it employed 322 
meu, in 1908 it employed 377 men, in 1909 it employed 341 men, 
in 1910 it employed 249 men, and in April, 1911, according to 
the report of the Chief of Ordnance, they were only employing 
in that arsenal, with a capacity of 700 men, 214 men. This, too, 
notwithstanding the fact that by increasing the number of men 
up to the capacity of the arsenal we could save for the Govern- 
ment large sums of money by manufacturing our armaments, 
ordnance, and ordnance stores. 

The same thing, only in a lesser degree, prevails at Rock 
Island. The arsenal there in 1907 employed 1,671 men; last 
year it employed 1,568 men. 

I hold in my hand a copy of a letter written by the Secretary 
of the Navy to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dr Forest] 
with regard to the matter of purchasing guns. He says: 

The department has recently awarded the Bethlehem Steel Co. and 
the Midvale Steel Co. contracts for the manufacture of twenty-five 4-inch 
guns at a price of $7,000 per gun. It is estimated that it would cost 
2 orar aens $5,400 per gun if this work were done in the Watervliet 

I will not read the rest of the letter. I only read this much 
to show that this is the policy of the Government. If we could 
save $1,600 per gun on a contract of 25 guns by manufacturing 
them at an arsenal that is run at present at less than one-third 
of its capacity, why not do so. I do not desire to criticize in the 
slightest degree the motives that prompt officers of the Army and 
officers of the Navy in following along the lines that they have 
been following, for I can well recognize their position in this 
regard and the motives that prompt them to follow that policy. 
But, after all, it is for Congress to say whether or not we shall 
train men in our arsenals who will be available when the time 
comes, if it ever should come, that we shall need increased 
armament, an increase in ordnance and ordnance stores, or 
whether we shall train men in private manufacturing plants, 
at the expense of the Government arsenal. Is it not just as 
patriotic to adopt a policy for the Government to have those 
trained men working in its arsenals as it is for private manu- 
facturers to have trained men to do this same class of work 
for which the private manufacturer exacts a rather large 
return? 

I realize the fact that these private manufacturers are at the 
same time asking for contracts. And, mind you, this is not 
the kind of a contract that affects the manufacturers generally. 
The Government of the United States is about the only customer 
who goes to a manufacturer and asks for cannon. The Goy- 
ernment of the United States is about the only purchaser, and 
it can well be understood that it is a matter of conjecture as 
to how long the Government will continue this policy of pur- 
chasing its armament, and this makes the private manufacturer 
charge an apparently ontrageous price for his product. In the 
hearing on this matter we went over the subject somewhat 
in detail with Gen. Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, and he stated 
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to the committee that it was not the intention of the War De- 

partment to increase in any respect the number of men em- 

ployed at the arsenals, but that it would be necessary to increase 

the contracts to private contractors. He said, “I should say 

e Boe amount of contract work given out would be at least 
uble.“ 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentlemen from Iowa yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey? ; 

Mr. GOOD. I yield. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman is a member 
of that committee? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Has there been any discus- 
sion before the committee of a project to establish a foundry 
at the local yard here? 

Mr. GOOD. There was no discussion of that subject before 
the committee this year. There may have been some discussion 
of it in prior hearings. I do not know. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. As I understand it, the guns 
that are handled at these yards come to these local yards in 
the shape of rough castings. Is not that correct? 

Mr. GOOD. The Chief of Ordnance did not go into the mat- 
ter. I can not answer the gentleman as to that. I am not in- 
formed as to that matter. 

A few days ago, when the Army appropriation bill was be- 
fore the House, I had something to say on the question of the 
Powder Trust. After I had taken my seat I was called out of 
the Chamber, and my attention was not called to some remarks 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Aurs! until 
they appeared in the Recorp. I was in hopes he would be here 
to-day; for I told him I expected to discuss this bill and to refer 
to his remarks. I was amazed, when I came to read his re- 
marks, to find that not only the accuracy of my statements was 
questioned, but the good faith and sincerity with which I made 
them was also questioned. 

I was amazed beyond my power to explain that that state- 
ment should have been made by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. I can recall that a few months ago, when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, when the cotton, bill was under discussion, 
said that he did not own stock and was not interested in cotton 
mills, but that members of his family did own stock and were 
interested in them. The other day, when the Army appropria- 
tion bill was before the House, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Ames] said that he did not own stock in ammuni- 
tion concerns, but that members of his family did. 

I want to raise the question now and have it settled once for 
all that not on the floor of this House, while I am a Member 
of it at least, will I have my integrity impugned by a man who 
stands here not as a Representative, but as a person repre- 
senting members of his family who are stockholders in con- 
cerns that would receive dividends under contracts that might 
be awarded. I believe that Members on the floor of this House 
should represent an American constituency, a constituency of 
men, and not a constituency of family members demanding 
dividends earned on Government contracts. [Applause.] 

Tt was also suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Ames] that there was no Ammunition Trust. It is true 
that amendments offered to the Army appropriation bill re- 
ferred to ammunition. Everybody who knows anything about 
ordnance and ordnance stores must know that every bit of 
ammunition has more or less of powder in it, and these ap- 
propriation bills have come to the House for a long time con- 
taining language providing for the “ manufacture and purchase 
of ammunition,” not of powder. Under that provision the 
Chief of Ordnance is permitted to buy powder, as he is per- 
mitted to buy other ammunition. And so, if we are going to 
regulate a monopoly such as the Powder Trust, I submit that 
we must regulate it by providing for the governmental manu- 
facture of those things, a large component part of which is 
powder. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Aus] loudly 
proclaimed at that time that there was no Ammunition Trust. 
From the days of the shot pouch and the powder horn to the 
present time the ammunition industry, like others, has under- 
gone radical changes. Only a few years back the firms which 
now control the fixed ammunition situation in the United 
States were engaged in supplying the component parts thereof, 
or some of them, to the various houses throughout the conn- 
try, which either resold them in that condition or made up 
the hand-loaded ammunition and sold that. 

Thereafter the Winchester Repeating Arms Co. and the 
Union Metallic Cartridge Co. and the United States Cartridge 
Co. entered into a combination that controls the fixed ammuni- 
tion situation in the United States. The immediate result of 
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this was that the members of the combination told their former 
customers for component parts of ammunition that they must 
cease making ammunition and buy the completed cartridges 
from members of the association. Not only that, but, in har- 
mony with the arbitrary methods of practically every other 
powerful and illegal combination, they informed their prior 
customers for parts, who had purchased machinery and owned 
it, as well as other equipment, and had owned supplies in 
large quantities, that they not only could not sell more of the 
hand-made ammunition, but that the members of the associa- 
tion would not take back from them the unmade parts which 
they had on hand. 

One of the circular propositions issued by one of the members 
of this association is before me—a circular that is sent out to 
the trade generally, issued by the Winchester Repeating Arms 
Co. The method that is employed by this concern, I understand, 
is also used by the rest of the members of the combination. 

A wholesaler desires to buy a carload of ammunition. It is 
sold to him on 60 days’ time, with an agreement that he must 
not sell it only to the trade at the price at which he buys it; 
and then after a period of 90 days or 1 year they will 
make rebates to him—certain commission—if he has been good 
and has not cut prices. 

After the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Ames] the other day, I received from a number of wholesalers 
throughout the country copies of these circulars, which show 
this 5 8 combination. The following is a copy of a circular 
received : 


- NovemBer 20, 1907. 

GENTLEMEN: Witbdrawing all previous salary and commission ar- 

rangements with you applying to our metallic ammunition and loaded 
shot shells to which our name is attached, we now submit the following 
prs : i to remain in force, if accepted, until you are otkerwise 
no us: 
We inclose herewith our current discount sheet on metallic ammuni- 
tion and loaded shot shells, and under separate cover we mail you a 
copy of our general illustrated catalogue and current price list No. 73, 
3 it applies, showing our f. o. b. factory or New York invoice 
prices. 

We win, until you are further advised by us, allow you a commission 
upon your purchases made from us directly equal in amount to 123 
per cent on our metallic cartrid primed shells and bullets, ball caps, 

rass shot shells, paper shot shells (empty), gun wads, and primers, 
and 10 per cent on loaded shot shells in less than carload lots, and on 
loaded shot shells in carload lots 10 per cent and 23 per cent, caleu- 
lating the same on the basis of our factory or New York invoice prices, 
such earned commission payable quarterly, making the first payment 
to you on April 1, 1908, for purchases made during the quarter ending 
December 31, 1907. 

Terms: Less 2 per cent for cash within 10 days from Invoice date or 
60 days net cash. Please note that the cash discount of 2 per cent 
will be allowed by us only when remittances are mailed within 10 days 
from respective invoice dates. On accounts remaining unpaid after 
maturity (60 days) intetest will be charged at the rate of 6 per cent 
per annum from 5 date to date of payment. 

In making you the foregoing proposition it is contemplated and 
understood that aa will make no sales of the line of goods herein 
mentioned on a lower basis than our f. o. b. factory billing prices, 
freight added (less than carlond rate), from factory, or New York, to 
pm TTSS such selling prices to be not less than we may determine. 
Until further notice, however, your selling prices are to remain as at 

resent. 4 
= That you issue no printed wholesale prices (except such quotation 
sheet bear the name and address of your customer, over your signature, 
and be sent under seal) at less than 5 per cent advance over the ex- 
uone wee prices above refererd to, and these prices to ammunition 
dealers only. 

That all sales at retail to individuals or consumers are to be at not 
less than 10 per cent advance over the wholesale prices designated for 
your city, except that loaded shells may be sold at wholesale prices to 
regularly organized gun clubs purchasing in ges 

Any disregard of these conditions will forfeit your claim to any com- 
mission as herein mentioned that might otherwise be earned, and un- 
filled orders will become null and void. 

Considering that you are now, and have been, Identified with the 
handling of ammunition of the Union Metallic Cartridge Co. and United 
States ridge Co. manufacture, in addition to that of our own manu- 
facture, and desiring to avoid all conditions that might prove embarrass- 
ing to you, we will not object to —.— continuing to handle these brands 
without prejudice to this commission arrangement with you, provided 
your sales of such brands are on no more favorable basis or terms than 
those of like goods of our manufacture as hereinbefore stated. 

This offer or tender, if accepted by you, is not a contract, except as 
to the payment of commissions earned by you; and we reserve the 
absolute and unconditional right, at our option, to withdraw this tender 
and prices, or to substitute others, or to discontinue the payment of 
commission hereunder, or to terminate this and any other arrange- 
ments at our pleasure; but in the event of such withdrawal or termi- 
nation, remittance for amount of earned commissions to date of such 
withdrawal or termination will be made when due, except as herein- 
before provided, and also except that should you all to pay any of 
our accounts in full no payment of commissions for the preceding or 
current quarter will be made until such indebtedness has been paid 
in full, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum for the extra 

e taken. x 
PN correspondence pertaining to the subject of this letter or with 
reference to the purchase or sale of our goods should be addressed to 

is office. 
bas 7 the aboye meets with your approval, picaro sign the inclosed 
acknowledgment forms and return the original to this office, retaining 
the 3 for your own files. 

fours, respectfully, 


WINCHESTER REPEATING ARMS Co. 
G. E. Hopson, First Vice President. 


Attached to a similar circular, sent out by the same concern, + 
which was sent me, is a leaflet which reads as follows: 

A rebate of 12 per cent on loaded shells and of 173 per cent on 
metallic ammunition is given at the beginning of each year, beyond 
these printed discounts, to all customers (to whom these lists are sent) 
on the previous year’s purchases, providing they have been good and 


have not cut the price. 

That is to say, if a man buys a carload of ammunition he 
must sell only at the price he paid for it, and if he is “ good” 
during the year and sells it at the price fixed—if he maintains 
the association agreement they call it being good —he will 
then have rebated to him from 12 to 17 per cent. There is one 
concern in the United States now selling ammunition in Du- 
luth, Minneapolis, St. Paul, Des Moines, and at points on the 
Pacific coast that has a claim for rebate for more than $15,000, 
and it is claimed by a member of this combination that this par- 
ticular concern has not been “ good,” and hence is not entitled 
to the commission. 

A gentleman from Cincinnati also forwarded to me copies of 
petitions that have been filed in the United States Circuit Court 
of the Southern District of Ohio, western division, wherein the 
Winchester Repeating Arms Co. has commenced three suits 
against Evans Bros. to enjoin them from selling ammunition 
and guns purchased by them from the Winchester Repeating 
Arms Co. at a price less than that fixed by the manufacturer. 
I quote the following from one of these petitions: 2 

Your orator shows that from the origin of and during its business 
and manufacture it has been the uniform custom and practice of your 
orator * * to fix, indicate, and announce, by and through cata- 
logues, price lists, price sheets, and discount lis air, reasonable, and 
uniform prices therefore from your orator to wholesale dealers, from 
wholesale dealers to retail dealers, and from retail dealers to purchasers 
for use, and to request that all dealers in your orator's patented prod- 
ucts observe and maintain such uniform, indicated prices in selling the 
patented product. * * * That the conduct, methods, and policy of 
said dealers in refusing to observe and maintain the prices designated 
for your orator's patented products, and in advertising and selling such 
pronuncia at less than such indicated price, has produced and was pro- 

ucing great demoralization and confusion in the trade. 

In these three cases it is alleged that the product of this con- 
cern is sold only under a license, which, among other things, con- 
tains the following provisions: 

(1) Jobbers may sell at wholesale only to retail dealers regularly 
handling their goods; may not sell to anyone designated by the com- 
pany as a violator of license conditions; and may sell only at prices 
established by the company. 

(2) Retail dealers * * may not sell at less than the current 
retail price established by the company. 

Here, then, we have laid down the astounding proposition that 
inasmuch as 99 per cent of the guns and 76 per cent of the out- 
put of the concern is covered by letters patent, that these Gov- 
ernment patents give them a license to hold up the trade and 
to say to a wholesaler in that ammunition what he shall sell 
the ammunition for and to a retailer what he shall sell it for, 
and that the patents of the United States protect them in that 
kind of a transaction. 

Mr. HINDS. Has not the Supreme Court of the United 
States declared such contracts illegal in a similar case? 

Mr. GOOD. Yes; I think the Supreme Court has declared 
them illegal in every instance where that court has passed 
upon them; but this is an action that is pending in the lower 
court. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman—and I speak only for myself— 
that Congress should define its policy in the matter of the 
procurement not only of ammunition but of armament as well; 
that Congress should direct the Chief of Ordnance, if we have 
ideas, what those ideas are; if we have some fixed convictions, 
what those convictions are. Otherwise, I suppose that the pres- 
ent policy will prevail, that of laying off men at the arsenal and 
buying this ammunition and buying these guns and gun car- 
riages at an increased price of from 33 to 127} per cent over 
Government cost at our arsenals. 

Mr. TILSON. Before leaving the matter of the combination 
spoken of, has the gentleman any positive evidence that the am- 
munition company he has spoken of—the Winchester Repeating 
Arms Co.—has entered into a combination with others? Are 
not these circulars the gentleman speaks of simply from that 
company itself as a company and not representing any com- 
bination? 

Mr. GOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I understand 
that the three concerns I mentioned sent out printed circulars 
that are in all respects similar; at any rate their methods of 
selling their output are similar. Formerly these three com- 
panies, with other companies, had a clearing house in New 
York City, and Mr. William Odell, of New York, was the com- 
missioner, and all commissions were paid through Mr. Odell. 
Every dollar of profit or commission due the jobber on am- 
munition manufactured and sold by these concerns was paid 
to Mr. Odell, and he made the distribution for the various manu- 
facturers of ammunition who were parties to this agreement. 
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Mr. Chairman, how much time haye I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman bas 21 minutes. 

Mr. GOOD. With regard to the ammunition association, I 
want to say further that the members of this association do 
not hesitate to enforce fully these arbitrary conditions upon 
their customers. They allow no commission or salary, as they 
call it, for the sale of goods if it is discovered that a dealer did 
not hold up the high price fixed by the association. 

As an illustration of the extreme oppression to which these 
arms and ammunition men go, in common with others of the 
bold price flxer's stamp, I have learned of one man in one of 
the large cities, a wide-awake business man, who had been led 
to believe that the attachment to goods of a so-called “ license 
label” compelling the maintenance of prices, where any patent 
was involved, was a license and authority issued directly under 
and by and with the sanction of the United States Government, 
and that on breach of its condition it was only necessary for the 
complainant to make known the fact to the proper authorities 
of the Government to have the poor, innocent purchasing or 
selling offender punished, including dispossession as to his own 
Property. 

There are in this bill a number of provisions providing for 
the purchase, manufacture of armament, and the manufacture 

, and purchase of ammunition. It has occurred to me that Con- 
gress ought to say whether or not we should continue to give 
these contracts to concerns that charge from 32 to 127 per cent 
more for the manufacture of them than it costs the Government 
of the United States when it manufactures them at the arsenal. 

A few days ago, when discussing the question of the manufac- 
ture of powder, I think I made some mistake in regard to the 
cost of the manufacture of powder at the arsenal. ‘The cost of 
powder is not as great as I then stated. I make this statement, 
relying upon the report of the Chief of Ordnance for 1911. In 
that report he says: 


During the last fiscal year approximately 385,000 pounds of cannon 
8 and 67,000 pounds of caliber 30 small-arms powder were manu- 
actured. The cost of caliber .80 small-arms powder is about 10.5 cents 
per pound more than that of cannon powder. A total of 985,000 pounds 
of cannon powder and 80,000 pounds of caliber .30 powder have been 
manufactured since the factory was t into operation. The factory 
cost of this powder has been about $497,000. ad this powder been 
purchased by contract at prevailing prices, it would have cost approxi- 
mately $685,500. The sav ng from the powder appropriation has, there- 
fore, n about $188,500, which is $23,500 in excess of the cost of the 
factory. The factory has, therefore, paid for itself in the three years it 
has been in operation, if the charges, such as interest, etc., not coming 
out of the appropriation, are left out of consideration. 

Again, he says: 

As stated in my last annual report, the capacity of the factory will 

such as would permit, with the employment of only one shift, the 
manufacture of more than four-fifths of the powder that is now being 
annually procured. : 

Notwithstanding the fact that it is only costing the Govern- 
ment 38 cents a pound for cannon powder, not including over- 
head charges, we are paying 60 cents a pound for cannon pow- 
der. By running only one shift per day we now have capacity 
for manufacturing four-fifths of the entire powder that is now 
being procured. Should we not at least operate our powder 
mill to one-third of its capacity? It does seem to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that while we are considering these appropriations 
that Congress should take some action in the matter of defining 
our policy. If we are to economize, let us economize when it 
comes to making appropriations and not when Congress ad- 
journs and the campaign is on. [Applause.] That may be a 
good time to talk economy; this is a good time to practice real 
economy. 

I submit that it is not economy to give the Secretary of War 
and the Chief of Ordnance unlimited power in the purchase of 
powder, and I submit that in the building of guns and in the 
authorization for the purchase of armament and other ordnance 
and ordnance stores that the Congress shoyld take a positive 
stand, and that stand should be this: We would keep our 
arsenals at work to their full capacity on every article that can 
be manufactured cheaper there than it can be purchased for, 
and that we should purchase from private manufacture only 
those articles that we can not manufacture and those arti- 
eles which we can purchase cheaper than we can manu- 
facture. This program ought to commend itself to the common 
sense of Members of this House. I now yield what time I have 
remaining to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. HINDS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. HINDS. May I ask this question? I am not at all 
familiar with the manufacture of powder in the Army arsenals, 
but two or three years ago I did go to Indianhead and, inci- 
dentally, I went over the powder factory there. Now, I saw it 
reckoned out in the hearings before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs that when the interest on the investment, depreciation 
of plant, and other expenses of that sort are counted in that the 
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difference of cost of production between the Indianhead plant, 
which I think is a very fine plant, and the commercial price 
that is paid is not great. 

Mr. GOOD. About 5 cents a pound. I think the Indian- 
head cost was about 48 cents, not including overhead charges. 

Mr. HINDS. Something of that sort. Does the estimate 
which the gentleman has read for the Army take into account 
these incidental expenses? 

Mr. GOOD. The price I have read, Gen. Crozier states, does 
not include overhead charges of any kind or interest or depre- 
ciation, but these are included when he says that the cost was 
about 55 cents a pound. But I will say this, that the overhead 
charges, of course, are going on whether we manufacture 1,000 
pounds or 1,000,000 pounds, and so by increasing our output at 
the arsenals we will decrease the cost per pound. 

Mr. HINDS. But at the arsenal at Indian Head that will 
not be so, as they have a limited capacity. 

Mr. GOOD. I think they only run one-third of their capacity, 
or one shift per day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. GOOD. Just for a question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have recently heard from Admiral Twin- 
ing that the powder at Indianhead costs 33.6 cents to pro- 
duce it; that figuring in the interest on the money and other 
charges which the Powder Trust figures in the cost it would 
run probably to 45.6 cents per pound, whereas they are now 
paying the trust 60 cents per pound. 

Mr. GOOD. I now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. SHERLEY]. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BERGER]. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I want to call 
the attention of the House to one of the most outrageous 
invasions of constitutional rights that has ever occurred in 
this country. 

I refer to the brutal manhandling and clubbing of women and 
children in Lawrence, Mass., by the official and unofficial agents 
of the Wool Trust. 

The wage earners of the worsted mills of Lawrence are strik- 
ing against extremely low wages and inhuman conditions. 
While the worsted industry is one of the most highly protected 
of all our industries, the wages paid, according to the statements 
given out in that city, amounted to an average of less than 
$6 per week. 

It is true that a good many of the workers—in fact, a ma- 
jority—are women and children. That is just one of the cruel 
characteristics of the present system. 

The inventive genius of humanity has made it possible to 
introduce machinery which does not require for its operation 
skilled labor or great physical strength. The employers are 
thus put in a position whereby they can replace men by women 
and children. It is a well-known fact that the combined earn- 
ings of the family, as a rule, does not amount to more than 
what the husband alone earned before woman and child labor 
was introduced in this industry. Yet the evil of woman and 
child labor is continuously on the increase, because competition 
and the capitalistic profit system seem to require it. 

The average wage of the 25,000 operatives in Lawrence, Mass., 
was less than $6 per week. Lately a law was put into operation 
establishing 54 hours as a week’s work instead of 56 hours. 
The manufacturers immediately cut the wages of the operatives 
50 cents per week. i 

This ređuction meant a great deal to the poor wageworkers. 
It meant a loss of 10 loaves of bread every week. Naturally 
they resisted it, and went on strike. 

The interference of the police and of the militia very soon 
created trouble. 

The strikers, in order to be able to resist longer, sent some of 
their children away to be tuken care of by friends in New York 
and other cities. About 300 thus left their homes. 

The mill owners, who feared that the strikers would thereby 
be in a position to win the strike, decided to stop any further 
sending away of children, although there are no legal, consti- 
tutional, or moral excuses for such action. But having the 
militia and police at their disposal, they forcibly took the chil- 
dren away from their mothers and fathers on Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 24, when the children were at the depot to be sent away. 
The policemen clubbed the men and women and were particu- 
larly brutal toward the women and children. A great number 
of the parents were arrested and held under the pretext that 
they were going to abandon their children. 


2486. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


FEBRUARY 26, 


There is not the slightest basis for such a charge. The 
children sent away left Lawrence only temporarily. They are 
well taken care of by their friends; in fact, they are enjoying 
a sort of vacation. It is almost incredible to believe that the 
right of free movement can be interfered with and “ concentrado 
camps” created in a State belonging to the American Common- 
wealth in order to win a strike for the mill owners. It seems 
incredible that children should be practically imprisoned and 
starved with their parents in order to bring about the capitu- 
lation of workingmen and working women fighting for better 


conditions. 
Mr. BURLESON. What mills? 


Mr. BERGER. Lawrence, Mass. 

Mr. BURLESON. What is the character of the mills? 

Mr. BERGER. Worsted, woolen mills. It means that the 
mill owners have put an embargo on the city of Lawrence, with 
the assistance of the governor and of a petty judge in Massa- 
chusetts. By the way, the governor of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Foss, is a Democrat. * 

Mr. Chairman, I have introduced a bill in this House asking 
for an inyestigation of the strike in Lawrence and of the meth- 
ods employed by the American Worsted Mills. I hope that the 
Committee on Rules, to which this resolution was referred, will 
as speedily as possible bring in a report. I hope this for the 
sake of humanity, of justice, and of good citizenship. 

I request unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD the 
United Press report of the outrage at Lawrence to-day, which 
was a repetition of the disgraceful scenes last Saturday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The article is as follows: 


WOMEN AGAIN TARGETS FOR POLICE CLUBS—LAWRENCE MILL STRIKERS 
FORCED TO RETREAT SEVEN BLOCKS UNDER RAIN OF BLOWS—YOUNG GIRLS 
ARE BEATEN BY FORCE—SHOOTING AFFRAY IN EARLY MOLNING PRECEDED 
RIOTING IN MAIN STREET OF CITY. 


LAWRENCE, Mass., February 26, 1912, 


Formed into flying wedges, cordons of the metropolitan State police 
to-day repeatedly charged a parade of 10,000 strikers and their sympa- 
carer smashing heads, hands, and arms with clubs and tearing 
clothing. 

Men, women, and young girls were beaten by brute force. 

The women were beaten about the hips and breasts as much as was 
possible. As the police charged they could plainly be heard to yell: 
‘Get the men anywhere you can hit em. Hit the women on the 
hips and arms. We don’t want to break any women's heads.” 


WOMEN ARE BEATEN. 


A woman would be seen to shoot from the ground and run toward 
a side street. Instantly two or three policemen would be after her. 
Usually in such cases a night stick well aimed brought the woman to 
the ground like a shot, and the police would be on her hauling, beating, 
and pulling at her in as many different ways as there were policemen 
making the arrest. 

This charge into the crowd and then a retreat to the next corner 
and then another charge and retreat was carried on for seven bl 
along Essex 8 . During the entire time the strikers—men, women, 
and children—continued singing. 

After each savage attack by the police they would re-form without 
apparent leadership, and as if they had forgotten completely that they 
were the objects of attack, would calmly and without disorder continue 
~~ regen up Essex Street, singing—always singing—patriotic and 
national airs. 

During all this time the police were being urged 
militia “to in and break em— break em up.” 
not an armed militiaman was seen during the ent 


TEN THOUSAND IN PARADE. 


The crowd of 10,000 strikers and sympathizers gathered as if by 
magic 1 Bey morning when a squad of special policemen opened fire 
on an Itallan tenement in Common Street. 

When the excitement had subsided the lag A unemployed began the 
march to the railroad station, where many had gathered, having been 
told another attempt would be made to-day to send children away. 

They resembled a gteat crowd — ag | out for a gala event, except 
when scores e e dashed recklessly In and out of the crowd, when 
they were and hissed, the jeers being succeeded by a 
buzzing hum as if made from millions of bees. 

The police version of the shooting affair which preceded the parade 
is that a squad of 15 special police was pass when a tenement win- 
dow was thrown up and a hand holding a .44-caliber revolver was stuck 
out. A shot was fired, and another window was raised and a hand 
thrust forth holding a revolver. A second shot was fired, and then the 
special police shooting at the windows. Fifty or more bullets 
rattled against windows and doors of the tenements. 


SHOT IN BACK. 


Carmelo Milas, a striker, was shot in the back as he ran from the 
scene. Three of five men, all strikers, who were standing in an alley 
from which Milas could not possibly have been seen, were arrested and 
charged with murder. 

All three had cracked heads when they were thrown into cells at 
police headquarters. The pio say Salvatoro Bruno, one of the pris- 
3 had a smoking gun in his hand when taken. Two of the crowd 
got away. 

POINDEXTER SCORES TREATMENT OF WOMEN IN LAWRENCE STRIKE. 
Lawrence, Mass., February 26, 1912. 

After a personal investigation into the action of the authorities in 
arresting men who were sen their children to other cities to be 
cared for, United States Senator MILES POINDEXTER, of Washington, to- 
day K out the following statement: 

“It Is 8 campaign of starvation of women and children. 

cked up, strange to say, by the police, the militia, 


by officers of the 
‘or some reason 
affair. 


The mill owners, 


the prosecuting attorney, and the laad; jo are making a concentra- 
tion camp of Lawrence. The only parallels I know of were the Spanish 
Sritiah DAVI extiugulahed: the: TARY: ct E pope ty etarving tele 

pire e of a people starving their 
and children. The manner in which the order has been carried 
out in a pg Heep rough handling of women and children, throwing 
them strugglin to jail, all without warrant or even the forms of law, 
forcibly reminds one of Russian and brutalities to Jews an 
Armenians. The fact that such a thing occurs in America is startling, 
and shows how far our institutions have been degraded by avarice, 


WOMEN, ABUSED. 


“The women and children were perfectly peaceable when they were 
forcibly stopped in their attempt to board a railroad train. In some 
instances they were cursed and abused by the 2 dragged by 
to a patrol wagon, the women thrown into jail, and the children in- 
earcerated at the ee farm. The police contention that these people 
do not have the right to send their children in the care of friends to 
other cities is simply ridiculous. They have the same right to do so 
that anyone has. 

The true significance of this proceeding is not simply its effect on 
these people, but it is an assault upon the ea of ine s American 
citizen. good many eulogies of the Constitution are heard nowadays. 
This affords an opportunity to test their genuineness. If crowds of 

ceable people can be assaulted by officials of the Government, bru- 

Hy treated, and incarcerated without any charge of violation of law 
being made or sustained against them, instead of being a constitutional 
Government of liberty under the law it becomes one of money and force, 
——— Pi tape everywhere will soon be adjusting themselves to this new 

on. 


force 


OF GREAT SIGNIFICANCE. 


“It is of the most vital significance, If in exercising the right to 
the peaceful pursuit of their domestic affairs these people can be ar- 
rested without warrant and without any pretense that they have vio- 
lated the law, then any of us are liable to be treated in the same way 
whenever it suits the interests of those having the physical power to do 
so. If we can be confined in this way within the city we can also be 
deported forcibly from the city when it is desirable for these astonish- 
ing authorities to do so, 

If these people can be forcibly kept in Lawrence, at the pleasure of 
the mill owners, to work at starvation wages or starve, then they are in 
reality slaves, and it is not desirable for any of us that slavery should 
be reestablished in this country.” 4 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes tọ the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rauch]. - 

Mr. RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, in view of the very compre- 
hensive statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
eg I shall be very brief in my statement in respect to 

s bill. 

Being one of the Members who has been engaged in the prep- 
aration of this bill, I wish to make a statement indorsing it. 
It is true that large reductions have been made and that the 
bill as reported to the House comes about $3,000,000 under the 
estimates for the fiscal year 1913. The most of this reduction 
is made in the items in the bill appropriating money for the 
continental part of our country. There has been little reduc- 
tion in the items which carry appropriations for our insular 
possessions and the work in the Hawaiian and Philippine 
Islands will not be handicapped in any way. Those who are 
charged with the responsibility of preparing plans for the work 
for which the expenditures in this bill are made regard the 
work of fortification in our insular possessions as being at this 
time of the most importance and the committee has been guided 
by their judgment in the matter. 

In regard to the introduction of new legislation into this bill, 
the committee has believed it to be wise to refrain from so doing, 
Amendments like the one which has been often proposed re- 
moving the limitations which require that our Government can 
purchase material abroad only in limited quantities, in the opin- 
ion of the committee, are in a measure political in their char- 
acter and, if I mistake not, it is the policy of the committee 
to keep its work as free from politics as possible and for that 
reason it has refused to encumber the different items with 
amendments which change existing law, believing it to be better 
for the House to make such changes when it deems them to be 
necessary. 

We are impressed, Mr. Chairman, with the fact that the 
appropriations which we are compelled to make are mounting 
higher and higher with each succeeding Congress. It is true 
that we can never say here we will stop and go no further. 
After the fortifications in the Hawaiian and Philippine Islands 
and the Panama Canal are completed the progress in the 
scientific construction of guns used in the fortification work, 
fire-control, and range-finding devices will make it necessary for 
us to expend money each year to keep abreast of the times, 
While this is true we have reasonable assurance that the time 
is not far distant when the work which is now being carried on 
in the Philippine and Hawaiian Islands will be completed. 
What change in plans, what future developments, future prob- 
lems, or the development of present ones will disclose, this com- 
mittee can not determine. I can only say that the committee, 
having in mind the protection of our country on the one hand 
and the burdens of taxation of our people on the other, have 
drafted this bill in such a way as to give due consideration to 
both. 
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1 SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a reading of the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ARMAMENT OF FORTIFICATIONS. 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of mountain, field, and siege 
cannon, including their carriages, sights, implements, equipments, and 
the machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, 
$300,000: Provided, That the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 
is hereby authorized to enter into contracts or otherwise incur obliga- 
tions for the purposes above mentioned not to exceed $300,000, in addi- 
tion to the appropriations herein and heretofore made. 

Mr, RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “ dollars,” in line 1, page 5, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
the purchase of any mounted, field, or siege cannon, including their 
carriages, from any person, firm, or corporation which has not at the 
time of commencement of said work established an eight-hour workday 
for all employees, laborers, and mechanics engaged or to be engaged in 
the work of construction of the cannon named herein.” 

Mr, RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment 
is this: The House has already gone on record on this proposi- 
tion, and I think the Members are familiar with that record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, which has just 
been reported. 


[Mr. TRIBBLE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rauch] raises no new ques- 
tion here, and for that reason I have not felt that it was neces- 
sary that any elaborate statement should be made on my own 
part as to any views that I may entertain touching the provi- 
sion. Personally I have always been a believer in shortening the 
hours of Jabor. I believe that man’s civilization has increased 
and progressed with the shortening of the hours of labor. I 
firmly believe in such lessening of his toil that he may have 
time for something beyond simply his bodily needs. [Ap- 
plause.] 

I believe this and believe it intensely. At the same time I 
have not always been convinced that situations warranted the 
Government in undertaking arbitrarily to establish conditions 
that did not exist in the commercial world. Speaking solely 
for myself, I have sometimes thought that a provision of this 
kind ought to be accompanied with a proviso for overtime work 
with overtime pay; in other words, to hold out an inducement 
for the shortening of the workday without compelling the abso- 
lute shortening of it at a time when economic and industrial 
conditions in particular trades might not warrant that reduc- 
tion of hours. 

But this House has recently passed an eight-hour law, which 
is not only as broad as this provision, but broader, in that it 
embraces all work that may be done for the Government, not 
simply by the Government itself, but for the Government under 
contract. That being so, it did not seem to me, as the Member 
in charge of the bill, necessary that I should make to the House 
any detailed statement touching the matter. The question is no 
longer new or open. The House has expressed its view on it, 
and I am perfectly willing to accept the judgment of the com- 
mittee on the amendment offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana. 


Mr. BUCHANAN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. This 
House has passed, during the present session and by a practically 
unanimous yote, a comprehensive eight-hour bill. The purpose 
is to put under the operation of the eight-hour law all work 
done for the United States Government. This amendment is 
in line with the recommendation of the President of the United 
States in a message sent to Congress, either at the last session 
or the preceding one, and since it seems to be the adopted policy 
of the House and of the Executive, and is in line with the policy 
heretofore adopted, I belieye it wise to adopt this amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Les. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman from Illinois stated that the 
eight-hour-a-day law was enacted in 1868; will the gentleman 
from New York tell me if that is correct? K 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman was correct, but by the 
construction of the Attorney General it made that law inopera- 
tive to vessels built for the Navy on the ground that battle- 
ships or war vessels were not public works within the meaning 


of the law. Two years ago Congress made another attempt to 
place the building of war vessels under the operation of the 
eight-hour law. An extraordinary opinion by the Attorney Gen- 
eral practically nullified the action of Congress. In the last 
session of the Sixty-first Congress a provision was inserted in 
the naval appropriation act about which there could be no 
question whatever. 

I believe it is in language identical with the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana. For the first time bids 
were received for the construction of vessels authorized for the 
Navy with the distinct understanding that they should be con- 
structed as Congress intended under the provisions of the eight- 
115 law. I do not wish to enter at this time into a discus- 
sion—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). Into a discussion of mat- 
ters properly affecting the nayal bill. I desire to say this, how- 
ever, to the gentleman from Georgia, that I am somewhat fa- 
miliar with the history of legislation in regard to the construc- 
tion of war vessels in Government yards and by contract. I 
originated in 1900 the movement to construct some vessels au- 
thorized for the Navy in Government yards. I do not know 
what has taken place in the Naval Committee during this ses- 
sion of Congress, but I would not be surprised if it were a 
repetition of what has transpired on former occasions. In the 
last session of the Sixty-first Congress, for instance, informa- 
tion was laid before the Naval Committee which demonstrated 
that it would cost an excessive sum to construct a vessel then 
under construction in a Government yard. After the bill was re- 
ported to the House I demonstrated to the satisfaction of the 
House that there had been charged up between $600,000 and 
$700,000 of overhead charges and items properly pertaining to 
the naval station to the cost of that ship then under construc- 
tion. 

The information I was able to lay before the House at that 
time made the situation so clear that the information submitted 
by the department had little weight with the House in its action. 
After the department has completed making out its case before 
the Naval Committee this year there will be ample opportunity 
to analyze the information which it volunteers and to submit 
some additional information, which, perhaps, will be as sur- 
prising as that submitted by myself during the last session 
when the naval bill was under consideration. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I would like to ask the gentleman this 
question—if it is a fact, as I stated, that the gentleman from 
Georgia, who has raised his voice in protest for the first time 
since the eight-hour law was passed in 1868—that the first voice 
that has been raised in protest in this Chamber is that raised 
by the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I believe that statement is a little 
broad. In the first place, I have not been here all of that time 
and I can not say whether anyone else has ever opposed eight- 
hour legislation. I do believe, however, that there are men 
both in this House and outside of it who have honest convic- 
tions as to the inadvisability of the eight-hour law. For myself, 
I believe that it would be a great benefit to all the country if 
such improvements could be devised as would enable those en- 
gaged in agricultural pursuits not to spend 12 and 14 hours a 
day, but a less number of hours, in the cultivation of the soil. 
I know the people would be benefited and the country would be 
benefited if those engaged in agricultural pursuits could devote 
some of the time now given to arduous toil to recreation and to 
mental occupations, They would be broadened, better informed, 
more widely cultivated, and better and happier people. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on 
this amendment close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that 
all debate on this amendment close in 10 minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I am sur- 
prised— 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield for 
just one question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. A 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman intend to move that the 
committee rise after this matter is disposed of? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, it was not the particular desire of the 
gentleman that the committee rise, but I named 10 minutes 
thinking the gentleman from Illinois might desire 5 of it. 

Mr. MANN. I do not desire any time, but by that time it 
will be half past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know how much discussion will 
come up in regard to the remaining paragraphs of the bill, but 
I would rather like to complete the bill this evening. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it did not look that way on this paragraph, 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIB- 
RLE] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The . The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired on this amendment. The question before 
the committee is on the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. RAuorr]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which F send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson]. . 

The Clerk read as follows: A 

On page 5, at the end of line 5, add: “Provided, That no contract 
for the purchase of any such armament shall be let in any case where 
the Government can manufa the same at a less cost, 8 only 
for such armament as it may be necessary to procure in addition to 
the capacity of the Government to manufacture at its arsenals.” 

Mr. SHERLEY. To that, Mr. Chairman, I will make a point 
of order, or reserve it, if the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. JACK- 
son] desires to make a statement on his amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that the gentleman move to rise in- 
stead. It is now nearly half past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERLEY. When this is ended I will do that. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it is too late to go on further now. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to 
make unreasonable demands on Members of the House. The 
amendment is offered with the reservation of the point of order, 
and I now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Houston, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 20111, 
the fortifications appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

“* qWELETH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION 
(H. DOC. NO. 571). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying documents, was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Insular Affairs: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, 
the twelfth annual report of the Philippine Commission for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1911. 

Wm. H. Tarr. 


THe Waite House, February 26, 1912. 
LAWRENCE (MASS.) LABOR: STRIKE, 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of asking unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentleman that he let it go over 
until to-morrow morning. It is now too late for such a matter, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolution which I have sent to the 
Clerk’s desk be inserted in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Wutson] asks unanimous consent that the resolution which he 
has sent to the Clerk’s desk be inserted in the Record. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 5 

Following is the resolution referred to: 

House ten et PaF 

4 — bas ba Aap Ree the, 8 8 city 5 
Ane parents Tom sending their children into other States, where ar- 
8 benr made to take care of them until the strike is 


over; and 
Whereas it is further alleged that many of these children do not be- 
long to parents who are on strike, and many others have been secured 


either by intimidating the parents or by the grossest misrepresenta 
— sl le Deas many of the strikers are foreigners and do not 
unde our 


e; and 
allegation is true it is a violation of the fourth 


Wh if the first 
ourteenth amer inherent right 


and fourteenth amendments to the Constitution and the 
of citizens to travel from State to State: Therefore, be 


$10,000, 
dered 


r N That the Committee on Labor, or any subcommittee thereof, 
be and is hereby, authorized and directed to investigate thoroughly the 
allegations set forth in the preamble of this resolution and the causes 
which have produced such a condition of affairs. 

Said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized to 
sit during the sessions of Congress either at Washington or at Lawrence, 
Mass., to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ 
such stenographic and clerical assistance as may be necessary for the 
—— of carrying out the provisions and p of this resolution, 
and that the expenses thereof, in a sum not to exceed in the g; 
be paid from the contingent fund of the House on vouchers 
or by said committee, sign by the chairman thereof, and ap- 

roved by the Committee on Accounts. Said committee shall make a 

Il report to this House as to whether, by reason of any facts thus 

ascertained, there shall be legislation by Congress with reference thereto, 


DAM ACROSS THE SAVANNAH RIVER, S. ©. AND GA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 4551) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of a 
dam across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of 
Stevens Creek, between the counties of Hdgefield, S. C., and 
Columbia, Ga.,” approved August 5, 1909, with House amend- 
ments thereto, disagreed to by the Senate, on which the Senate 
requested a conference. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
on its amendments and grant the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAM- 
soy] moves that the House insist upon its amendments to the 
bill and agree to the conference requested. The question is on 
agreeing to that motion. 

The question was. taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the following conferees on the 
part of the House: Mr. Apamson, Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. 
Stevens of Minnesota. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 4475. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to simplify 
the issue of enrollment and licenses of vessels of the United 
States.” 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 27, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. , 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy 
requesting an appropriation to pay for damages to Constitution 
wharf at Boston, Mass., caused by colliding with U. S. S. 
Mayflower on October 8, 1911 (H. Doc. No. 569); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of the In- 
terior submitting a revised estimate of an appropriation for 
restoration of lands in forest reserves (H. Doc. No. 570); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. DENT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 


was referred the bill (H. R. 16661) to relinquish, release, re- 
mise, and quitclaim all right, title, and interest of the United 
States of America in and to all the lands held-under claim or 
color of title by individuals or private ownership or municipal 
ownership situated in the State ef Alabama, which were re- 
served, retained, or set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or 
Nation of Indians under or by virtue of the treaty entered into 
between the United States of America and the Creek Tribe or 
Nation of Indians on March 24, 1832, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 357), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
17908) granting a pension to Henry Mink, and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20826) for the 
relief of Indians occupying railroad lands; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20827) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to set aside for sanatorium purposes not to exceed four 
sections of the unallotted tribal lands of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 20828) to regulate the 
compensation of the journeymen mechanics of the Washington 
Navy Yard and the naval proving grounds at Indianhead, Md.; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 20829) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the deepening of the Curtis Bay Chan- 
nel, Baltimore Harbor; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20830) to re- 
ward valor and encourage efficiency in the volunteer military 
and nayal service of the United States of America; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 20831) exempting oats and 
hay from duty; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20832) to authorize the United States Gov- 
ernment to take over and secure ownership of all express, tele- 
graph, and telephone companies; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 20833) for the continu- 
ance of shagging and cleaning operations on upper Red River; 
to the Committee on Riyers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20884) for the construction of a dredge boat 
on upper Red River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 20835) to provide a uni- 
form method for fixing the date from which the pay of officers 
of the United States Navy, when promoted to the next higher 
grade, shall be computed; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 20836) to prevent gambling 
in cotton and grain futures, and providing penalties for the 
violation thereof; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20837) to provide for a permanent, lasting, 
and uniform system of improvement of public highways and 
post roads, and providing how the State and Nation may act in 
conjunction and by mutual contribution bring about the desired 
end, and distribute the surplus in the Treasury pro rata each 
year among the States for that purpose; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr.-CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20838) to amend section 
786 of the Revised Statutes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM; A bill (H. R. 20839) to amend an 
act entitled “An act extending the homestead laws and provid- 
ing for right of way for railroads in the District of Alaska, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 14, 1898, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: A bill (H, R. 20840) to provide for 
deficiencies in the fund for police and firemen’s pensions and 

. relief in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 20841) to amend an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 28, 1896; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 20842) to 
provide for a tax upon white phosphorus matches, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: Resolution (H. Res. 432) to investigate 
certain coal companies doing business in Two Harbors, Minn.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 253) extend- 
ing the time for the cancellation of entries upon the Minidoka 
project, Idaho; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr, SULZER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res, 254) con- 
gratulating the people of China on their ussumption of the 
powers, duties, and responsibilities of self-government; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Memorial from the General Assembly of 
the State of New York, favoring the militia pay bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. ° 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 20843) granting a pension to 
George W. Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20844) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Cartwright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 20845) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Letheo; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 20846) for the relief of 
Cornelia E. Laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 20847) for the 
ae of Dr. W. W. Macfarlane; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: A bill (H. R. 20848) granting a pension 
to William F. McLean; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R. 20849) for the relief of Walter 
J. Gafford; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20850) for the relief of the heirs of Peter 
Cheatham, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 20851) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Annie E. Shetzline; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 20852) granting a pension 
to Roxana Alvira Mansfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. DANIEL A, DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 20853) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Tigue; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20854) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20855) for the relief of the 
heirs of John H. Mercer; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 20856) granting a pension 
to Dell J. Harrington; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20857) granting a pension to Eugene H. 
Hillyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20858) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Compton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 20859) granting an increase 
of pension to Wade H. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 20860) granting an increase 
of pension to William Miles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20861) granting an increase of pension to 
Ashley White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 20862) for the relief of the 
8 of J. J. Mock, deceased; to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 20863) to cor- 
rect the military record of John Minahan, alias John Bagley; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 20864) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Friendship Missionary Baptist Church, of 
Floyd County, Ga.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVY: ‘a bill (H. R. 20865) granting a pension to 
Walter R. Tobisen ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 20866) granting a pension to 
Cornelius S. Sheetz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20867) granting a pension to 
William E. Butterfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 20868) for the 
relief of August Schultz; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 20869) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Philip Boyer; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20870) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Peter Gallagher; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20871) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Cramer; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20872) removing the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H. H. Bennett; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 20873) for the relief of J. M. H. Mellon, 
administrator, James A. Mellon, Thomas D. Mellon, Mrs. E. L. 
Sevird, J. M. H. Mellon, Bessie Blue, Mrs. Simpson, Annie Tur- 
ley, C. B. Eyler, Luella C. Pearce, John McCracken, A. J. Mellon, 
J. J. Marlin, Eugene Richmond, Springdale Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Heidekamp Mirror Co., James P, Confer, jr, W. P. 
Bigley, W. J. Bole, and S. A. Moyer, all of Allegheny County. 
Pa.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20874) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Higgenbotham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20875) granting a pension to Barbara 
Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20876) granting a pension to William H. 
Harlander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 20877) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Crider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20878) granting an increase of pension to 
David Holliday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20879) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper M. Hathaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20880) granting an increase of pension to 
George Duphorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20881) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ehrenfelt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20882) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilt Rippey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 20883) for the relief of Flori- 
mand Izard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20884) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph Du- 
hon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20885) for the relief of Raymond Jeann 
Piere; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20886) for the relief of heirs of Silas Tal- 
bert, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20887) for the relief of heirs of Marie C. 
Labns, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20888) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Francis Jean, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20889) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Mrs. Celestine Malveau, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. - 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20890) for the relief of heirs of Louis 
Fontenot, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20891) for the relief of heirs of Achilles 
Savoie, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20892) for the relief of heirs of Joseph C. 
Miller, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 20893) for the relief of heirs of Joseph 
Jean Savoie, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 20894) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezra Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 20895) for the relief of 
heirs of William (Billy) and Martha Sharp; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 20896) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Jesse A. Brown, deseased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 20897) for the relief of the 
children of Ambrose Shields; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20898) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. H. Hurry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20899) granting an 
increase of pension to William Banks; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Lethcho; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of F. A. Beddow 
and others, of Caledonia, Minn., against extension of the parcel- 
post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Kansas, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Ry Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of S. E. Bell and 65 other citi- 
zens of Nellie, Ohio, and community, asking for the enactment 
of the proposed parcel-post service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., of Akron, 
Ohio, protesting against an import duty being placed on crude 
rubber; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, favoring House bill 17936; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Resolution of Elkhart (Ind.) Saturday 
Club, for reduction of oleomargarine tax; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of merchants of Elkhart, Ind., protesting against 
any parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Plymouth (Ind.) Civie Club, in favor 
of a national board of health; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of Central Council of Social 
Agents and of American Central Insurance Co, of St. Louis, 
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Mo., in favor of the so-called Esch bill and to prevent“ phossy 
jaw”; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, 
of Omaha, Nebr., and the National German-American Alliance, 
of St. Joseph, Mo., protesting against interstate liquor legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of St. Augustines Benevolent Society; of St. 
Boniface Young Men's Sodality; of St. Cecelia Benevolent 
Society; of St. Cecelia Branch, No. 129, Woman’s Catholic 
Union; of St. Boniface Branch, No. 556, Catholic Knights of 
America; St. Anthony Branch, No. 309, Catholic Knights of 
America; and of St. Anthony Society, all of St. Louis, Mo., 
protesting against the resolution of inquiry in relation to 
Catholic Indian Mission; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Langenberg Bros. & Co. (Grain & Hay Co.), 
of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the so-called clearance bill; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Business Men's League of St. Louis, Mo., 
in favor of the bill to establish offices of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the leading cities; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Swope Shoe Co., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting 
against House bill 16844; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Woodbury, N. J., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Resolution of Rochester (N. I.) Chamber 
of Commerce, indorsing House bill 17936; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of the Twenty-eighth Ward Taxpayers’ Pro- 
tective Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the establishment of 
a parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., New York City, request- 
ing specific duty on caviar; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the National Conservation Congress, pro- 
testing against reduction of appropriation for fighting fires 
and taking measures for protection from forest fires; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of National Progresista Party of Philippine 
Islands, for an independent Filipino Goyernment; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of business men of Texarkana, 
Ark., protesting against parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Conference South 
of Bear, Ark., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Papers to accompany House 
bill 20518, granting an increase of pension to John O'Mara; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Mary 
A. Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20516, a bill granting- 
an increase of pension to Henry A. Munzert; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20515, granting an 
increase of pension to Henry E. Boorman; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Thomas 
Tigue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20517, a bill granting 
an increase of pension to Seymour H. Marshall; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20514, a bill granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas O'Brien; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . é 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petition of members of the Improved 
Order of Red Men and citizens generally residing in the twenty- 
third congressional district of New York, favoring the erection 
of an American Indian memorial and museum building in Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: Petition of Samuel F. and Claude Hook, 
of Detroit, Mich., protesting against the parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the International Dry-Farming 
Congress, relative to so-called land locators; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of a Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Chicago, III., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of citizens of Buhl, Idaho, asking 
for a reduction in the duty on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Idaho, in favor of House bill 14, 
for extension of parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Idaho, protesting against the 
passage of the parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington and Idaho, urging 
passage of bill prohibiting gambling on futures on farm prod- 
ucts; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bannock County, Idaho, urging 
passage of the three-year homestead bill; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Idaho, for passage of Kenyon- 
N Interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. > 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Jackson Park Yacht Club, of 
Chicago, Ill, in opposition to the passage of the Sherwood bill 
(Æ. R. 18788) amending the laws for preventing collisions of 
vessels and to regulate equipment of certain motor boats, ete.; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of National Progresista Party, of Philippine 
Islands, for an independent Filipino government; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 

Also, petition of Armstrong Paint & Varnish Works, of Chi- 
cago, III., protesting against proposed duty on chena wood oil 
and soya-bean oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sanford Manufacturing Co., of Chicago, III. 
protesting against proposed duty on shellac; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
protesting against passage of parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Aransas Pass, Tex., for a certain 
survey; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Hondo, Tex., for passage of an effective interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of citizens of the State of -Cali- 
fornia, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Petition of E. M. Anderson and 12 
other business men of Lamoure County, N. Dak., and of C. 
Martineau and 8 other business men of Rolette County, N. Dak., 
protesting against the passage of a general parcel-post law; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 
Indian Association of Hartford, Conn., favoring House bill 
16802; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of citizens of Lewisburg, Tem., 
favoring the passage of an effective interstate liquor law; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Central Labor Council of Seattle, Wash., 
urging favorable action on bill for Government trunk railroad 
in central Alaska; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Latter-day Saints of Logan 
City, Utah, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of the Utah Federation of Woman’s Clubs, of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, urging the establishment of a parcel post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petition of Rev. A. O. Evans, Sam T. 
Poe, and Joe A. Goetz, for the Asbury Methodist Church, of 
Little Rock, Ark., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Spadra, Ark., in favor of the 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of D. E. Vance and other eiti- 
zens of University Park, Iowa, and of A. A. McCoon and other 
citizens of Keota, Iowa, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liqnor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of a Catholic 
society of Jersey City, N. J., relative to measures relating to 
2 Indian mission interests; to the Committee on Indian 

rs. 

Also, petition of Maryland Association of Certified Public Ac- 
countants, protesting against employment of chartered account- 
ants to the exclusion of certified public accountants; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Presbyterian Church of York 
Springs, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of West Glade Run Presby- 
terian Church, near Kittanning, Pa., favoring the passage of 


the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate- commerce liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
East Brady, Clarion County, Pa., for passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the male members of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of East Brady, Clarion County, Pa., favoring 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to Walter Tobisen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Army and Navy Union, United States of 
America, Department of New York, in favor of House joint 
resolution 239; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, in favor of House bill 17936; to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, 

Also, petition of National Progresista Party, of Philippine 
Islands, for an independent Filipino government; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of the Gospel Mission Sunday 
School, of Frederick, Md., praying the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Memorial of National Progresista Party 
in the Philippine Islands, for self-government in the islands; to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of James K. Powers, of San Antonio, Tex., for 
passage of House bill 1339; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
relative to so-called land locators; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of J. Z. White, of Kansas City, Mo., for appro- 
priation as recommended by the Forester for fighting forest 
fires; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Nebraska Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, protesting against the passage of interstate liquor meas- 
ures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., of New York, N. Y., for 
specific duty of 15 cents per pound on caviar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, for 
passage of House bill 17936; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr, LOUD: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to William E. Butterfield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Bay Shore Mercantile Co., of Bay Shore, 
Mich., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of Winfield L. Ham and 
other citizens of Bath, Me., in favor’ of House bill 14, for the 
establishment of a parcel post, etc.; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the South Franklin Sunday School Associa- 
tion, the Hammond Street Methodist Episcopal Church, and the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lewiston; the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Bethel; the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Gardiner; the Maine Baptist Missionary Con- 
vention, of West Enfield; Rey. A. E. Morris, of Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Oldtown; the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and Methodist Episcopal Church of Portland; 
Rey. Frank L. Wilkins, Free Baptist Church of Portland; 
E. T. Burrows and others, of Portland; and Frank Beverage 
and others, of North Haven, all in the State of Maine, for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
South Dakota, in favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Madison County (N. I.) Pomona 
Grange, in favor of the parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. X.) Chamber of Commerce, 
in favor of standard packages and standard grades for fruit 
packing; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of Minnesota Society, Dames of the 
Loyal Legion, for pension legislation; to the commmittee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of St. Wendelin Catholic Aid Association of 
Minnnesota, against all measures relating to Catholic Indian 
mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Capt. F. W. Latimer and others, 
of Galesburg, III., favoring travel pay to volunteer soldiers who 
served in Philippine War; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs 
of Silas Talbert, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Raymond Jeann 
Piere; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Joseph 
Duhon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of heirs or estate of 
Marie C. Lebas; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Francis 
Jean; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of Celestine 
Malvean, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany Dill for relief of heirs of Lewis 
Fontenot; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Achille Savoie, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Joseph C. Miller, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Joseph Jean 
Savoie, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Louisiana, 
urging passage of House bill 16214 to withdraw from interstate- 
commerce protection liquors imported into “dry” territory for 
illegal use; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of sundry citizens of Louisiana, 
urging the passage of old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of San Francisco (Cal.) Call, a 
newspaper, for a mining-experiment station in California; to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Auburn, and 
O. W. Lehmer, of Merced, Cal., in favor of the passage of House 
bill 16841; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment by the Government 
of chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified public ac- 
countants; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 20803; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the New Haven (Conn.) Trades 
Council, protesting against employment of enlisted men in con- 
struction of battleships; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Nebraska, 
against prohibition or interstate liquor measures; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, memorial of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, for passage of House bill 17936; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Memorial of Maryland Association of 
Certified Public Accountants, of Baltimore, Md., protesting 
against the employment by the United States Government of 
chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified public ac- 
countants; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 
partment. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania State Board of Agricul- 
ture, for the eradication of the chestnut-tree blight; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of residents of North Tona- 
wanda, N. Y., favoring House bill 16313, for the erection of an 
American Indian memorial and museum building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Petitions of citizens of East Leroy 
and Grand Lodge, Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ~~ 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of citizens of West- 
over, Tex., favoring House bill 16214; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Clay County, Tex., favoring 
House bill 16214; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of Strawn, Ill., pro- 
testing against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of a resident of New York City, 
for reduction in the duties on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Drainage Congress, for Government 
aid in drainage and river regulation; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
indorsing House bill 17986; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
passage of the Page bill; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TAGGART: Resolution of Lincoln Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, protesting 


against general consolidation of all pension agencies at Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the German-American Alliance 
of Torrington, Conn., protesting against prohibition or inter- 
state liquor laws; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norwich, Conn., indorsing House 
bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., for old-age 
pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: Petition of James H. Bailey, president 
Post C, Traveling Protective Association, and other residents 
of Petersburg, Va., protesting against establishment of parcel- 
ees to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of G. M. Palmore and others, residents of the 
fourth Virginia district, asking for the establishment of a 
parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Jamestown, N. Y., for passage of Esch 
phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of J. G. Rutledge and 3 other cit- 
izens of Stanley, N. C., asking that the duty on raw and refined 
sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. A. Wallace, Dallas, N. C., asking that the 
duty on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: Petition of citizens of Lenawee 
County, Mich., for passage of House bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Epworth League of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Ashley, Ohio, asking for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Central Labor Council of Seattle, Wash., 
asking that immediate action shall be taken by Congress toward 
the construction of a Government railroad from some point in 
southern Alaska to the Yukon Valley; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Institute at Mechanicsburg, 
Ohio, in favor of parcel post and against 1-cent letter postage; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petitions of citizens of Thomas 
and Sheridan Counties, Kans., protesting against enactment of 
a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Waldo, Kans., for the passage of 
the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rawlins County, Kans., asking 
for the passage of a parcel-post law; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Thomas and Sheridan Counties, 
Kans., asking for legislation giving the Interstate Commerce 
Commission further power to regulate express rates and express 
classifications; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of R. L. Sutton and sundry citizens of Van 
Zandt County, Tex., in favor of bill to prohibit gambling in 
farm products; to the Committee on Agriculture, 


SENATE. : 
Tuespay, February 27, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. ; 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

Certain resolutions were offered yesterday in the Senate by 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen] formulating 
charges against me. I will at this time confine myself to mak- 
ing the most emphatic denial of the truth of the charges made 
and invite any action which the Senate may deem proper to 
take in the premises. 

NATIONAL SOCIETY, DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the National Society of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution for the year ended October 11, 1911, which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the Zouse of Representatives, by Mr. South, 


its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 


(H. R. 17238) to provide for an investigation of the collection 
and disposal of garbage, ashes, refuse, dead animals, and night 
soil in the District of Columbia and employment of a compe- 
tent sanitary engineer to report the latest approved methods for 
disposal of the same, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its 
amendments to the bill of the Senate (S. 4551) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the building of a dam across the 
Savannah River at or near the mouth of Stevens Creek, be- 
tween the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga.,” 
approved August 5, 1909. It agrees to the conference asked for 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. ApamMson, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
and Mr. Stevens of Minnesota managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 4475) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to simplify the issue of enrollment and licenses 
of vessels of the United States,” and it was thereupon signed by 
the Vice President. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, my attention has been called 
to an error in the printing of the calendar which affects the or- 
der of business. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of yesterday con- 
tains the notice which I gave relative to the investigation of 
charges against Senator STEPHENSON. I observe that on the 
calendar of to-day the notice is misstated. The notice given 
yesterday was “that after to-day ”—which of course was after 
yesterday“ after to-day, où each day after the expiration of 
the morning hour, I shall ask consideration for a matter,” and 
so forth, reciting it. 

On the first page of to-day's calendar it says that I gave notice 
“that after to-morrow,” which would postpone it for a day, 
“ following the routine morning business,” and the words “ each 
day“ have been omitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The correction will be made, as 
requested by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I wish to have the correction made, because 
I desire to proceed under the notice of yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The correction will be made. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a resolution adopted by 
members of the Department of the Potomac, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at its forty-fourth annual encampment, favoring an 
appropriation for the erection of an amphitheater at the Arling- 
ton National Cemetery as a memorial to the soldier dead who 
lie buried there, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Morse, La., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
granting the right of suffrage to women, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of members of the Com- 
mercial Club of Mellen, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of agricultural ex- 
tension departments in connection with the agricultural colleges 
in the several States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Webster, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Woman's 
Club of Mishawaka, Ind., praying that an investigation be 
made into the condition of dairy products for the prevention 
anc spread of tuberculosis, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Larned, Kans., remonstrating against the extension of the par- 
cel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferzed to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. RICHATDSON presented petit'ons c° the congregations 
of the Pentecostal Nazarene Ciurch, the Apostolic Holiness 
Corea, the Methodist Protestant Church, and the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Harrington; of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of New Castle and the Presbyterian Church of Fel- 
ton; of members of Todd’s Sunday School, of Farmington; and 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Harrington, all 
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in the State of Delaware, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
or. the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Aberdeen, S. Dak., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation compelling the observance of Sunday in post offices, 
2 was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a memorial of the Retail Mer- 
chants’ Association of Cleburne, Tex., and a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Eagle Pass, Tex., remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ottawa, Ill., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 224, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and Helpers, of La Salle, 
Ill., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be 
made to defray expenses incident to the entertainment of for- 
eign delegates to the Fifth International Congress of Chambers 
of Commerce, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maryland Association 
of Certified Public Accountants, of Baltimore, Md., remonstrat- 
ing against the employment by the United States Government 
of chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified public 
51. ye ara which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. BOURNE presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Brownsville, Arlington, Roseburg, Enterprise, and Heppner, all 
in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the retirement of ciyil-service employees, which 
was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

He also presented memorials of Captain Philip R. Schuyler 
Post, No. 51, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa.; of R. M. Johnson Post, No. 474, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Williamsport, Pa.; and of General S. K. Zook Post, No. 11, De- 
park nent of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Nor Astown, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lat on providing for the abolishment of the United ‘States pen- 
sion agencies and their concentration in Washington, D. C., 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Clinton and Fallston; of the congregation of 
the St. John’s African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Oxford; 
of members of the Union Mission of Fallston; and of sundry 
citizens of Springboro and East Smithfield, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Granite State Coun- 
cil, No. 1, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hamp- 
stead, N. H., and a petition of W. P. Warner, of Plainstow, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation for the further 
restriction of immigration of aliens into the United States, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. l 

He also presented a petition of 85 citizens of the District of 
Columbia and the outlying sections of Maryland and Virginia, 
praying that an appropriation be made for the continuance of 
the Columbia Hospital in the District of Columbia, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the congregations of 
the Bethel Methodist Episcopal Church, of Ocean View, Del., 
and a petition of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Hockessin, Del., praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a petition of members of the 
Woman’s Club of Hastings, Nebr., praying for the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
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States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Elevator Co., 
of Stockham, Nebr., praying for the establishment of a parcel- 
post system, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
to civil-service employees their inherent rights as citizens to 
the freedom of speeeh, which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Lincoln, Nebr.. praying for the enactment of legislation mak- 
ing it illegal for employers of labor during presidential elec- 
tions to threaten employees with a shutdown of factories or re- 
duction of wages should certain candidates or parties be suc- 
cessful, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Dolly Madi- 
son Literary Society, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and a memorial of the 
Martha Washington Society, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. 0 HNSON of Maine presented petitions of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Church of Fort Fairfield; of Local Grange 
No. 485, Patrons of Husbandry, of Fort Fairfield; of Local 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Benton; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Lincoln, and of sundry citizens 
of West Paris, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws Hy outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committe- on the Judiciary. 

Mr. O’'GORMAN presented a memorial of members of the 
German-American Alliance of Buffalo, N. T., remonstrating 
against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State Hquor Iaws by outside dealers, which 
was referred to the Committee om the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Re- 
x<_rmed Church and the First Baptist Church of New Brighton; 
of the Kingsley Methodist Episcopal Church, of Stapleton; and 
of the Woodrow Methodist Episcopal Church, of New York 
City, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Bingham- 
ton, N. Y., praying that an appropriation be made for the erec- 
tion of an American Indian memorial and museum building in 
the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. : 

Mr. POINDEXTER presented a petition of sundry members 
of the State Federation of Labor residents of Tacoma, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of 
daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon work done 
for the United States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the use of phosphorus 
in the manufacture of matches, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the exclusion of certain 
publications from the mails, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. A 

He also presented a memorial of sundry members gf the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating 
against the adoption of certain recommendations contained in 
the report of the National Monetary Commisssion, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to better the condition of American 
seamen, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the condemnation and 
purchase of the franchises of express companies of the United 
States, etc., which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices. and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating 
against the installation of the so-called Taylor system of shop 
management in Government navy yards, etc., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the sale of the United 
States military reservation at Walla Walla, Wash., which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club of Montesano, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to section 40 of the immigration law, which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club of Montesano, Wash., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the improvement of Wallapa Harbor, in that State, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the opening to navigation of the 
Columbia and Snake Rivers, in that State, which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 2 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the State 
Federation of Labor, residents of Tacoma, Wash., praying for 
the proper enforcement of the immigration law, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Sherman, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating Hquors, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Church of the Latter-day Saints of Logan City; the Methodist 
Episcopal Mission Church and the Chureh of the Latter-day Saints 
of Elsinore; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Ogden and Elsinore; and of members of the town board of Elsi- 
nore, all in the State of Utah, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquer law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Cockeysville, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. BROWN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ford, 
Miller, and Valentine, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented petitions ef the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Arlington Christian Church, the Woodland Chris- 
tian Endeavor Society, the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Second Presbyterian Church, the Young People’s Society of 
Christian Endeavor of the Lottie Street Presbyterian Mission, 
the Christian Endeavor Society of the Maxwell Street Presby- 
terian Church, the Christian Endeavor Society of the Broadway 
Christian Church, and of the Christian Endeavor Union, all of 
Lexington, in the State ef Kentucky, praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STONE presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lan- 
caster, Deepwater, Kansas City, Thayer, Richwoods, Gunnison, 
St. Joseph, Smithville, Jackson, Clayville, McBride, Claryville, 
Freistatt, Marshall, Milan, Carl Junction, Altenburg, Strain, 
Hamburg, Hawk Point, St. Louis. Memphis, Mount Vernon, Ash 
Grove, Richmond, Seneca, Commerce, Winfield, De Soto, Holland, 
Flat River, Montrose, Portageville, Centralia, Boles, Skidmore, 
Weaubleeau, and Sparta; of the Retail Merchants’ Association 
of Jefferson City; of Poplar Bluff Council, No. 364, U. ©. T.; 
of St. Joseph Council, No. 25, U. C. T.; and of Missouri Drum- 
mers’ Association, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-pest system beyond its pres- 
ent limitations, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Plens- 
ant Grove Church of Purdin; Christian Church of Columbia; 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Billings; Methodist Protestant 
Church of Billings; First Baptist Church of Columbia; Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Campbell; La Fayette Park Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of St. Louis; Presbyterian Church 
of Louisiana; First Baptist Church of Campbell; Baptist Church 
of Meadville; Congregational Church of Meadville; Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Meadville; Christian Church of Poplar 
Bluff; Second Baptist Church of Poplar Bluff; First Baptist 
Church of Poplar Bluff; Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Louisiana; Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Leba- 
non; and of sundry .citizens of Senath, Charleston, Purdin, 
Humphreys, St. Louis, Centralia, Marceline, and Linneus, all in 
the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
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outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the McKendree Methodist 
Church, of Canton; the Harney Heights Improvement Associa- 
tion, of St. Lonis; Mennonite Church of Fortuna; First Presby- 
terian Church of Jefferson City; Linwood Presbyterian Church 
of Kansas City; of the Carthage Presbytery of the Presbyterian 
Church of United States of America, assembled at Webb 
City; of the Ministerial Alliance of Springfield; of the Thurs- 
day Literary Club of Cape Girardeau; of the Federated Women’s 
Club of Hannibal; and of sundry citizens of Clay and Platte 
Counties, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the ratifica- 
tion of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, seat Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on 
thé table. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Swan- 
ton, East Highgate, and Franklin, all in the State of Vermont, 
praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRANE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wor- 
cester, Mass., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Vorort des Pitts- 
burg Tum-Bezirks, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Clover Grange, No. 1172, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Baxter, Pa., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the oleomargarine law, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of General Alexander Hays Post, 
No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, and Encampment No. 1, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Pittsburgh, and of Captain Philip R. 
Schuyler Post, No. 51, Grand Army of the Republic, of Phila- 
delphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
the proposed abolishment of the United States pension agencies 
and their concentration in Washington, D. C., which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented a memorial of E. R. Brady Post, No. 242, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Brookville, Pa., remonstrating against the incorporation of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of East Mahon- 
ing, Marion Center, McKeesport, Kirby, East Brady, Beaver 
Falls, and Norristown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State Board of Agriculture 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide for instruction and demonstrations in agriculture and 
in home industries and economics applicable to rural life, etc., 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ROOT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Ilion, N. X., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Improved Order of Red 
Men and sundry citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the erection of an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in Washington, D. C., 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of |. 


Boelus, Nebr., remonstrating against the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 836) for the relief of Joel J. Parker, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 3288) for the relief of H. J. Randolph 
Hemming, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 411) thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 410), accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5493) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was 


read twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the follow- 
ing pension bills heretofore referred to that committee: 
S. 47. Cornelius S. Munhall. - 
S. 63. Wilson Aler. 
S. 207. John J. Hill. 
S. 208. Thomas J. North. 
S. 210. William J. Nash. 
S. 358. Abel Statton. 
S. 359. William Marks. 
S.366. William H. Scannel. 
. 379. Samuel Smith. 
. 507. Caleb Eldred. 
. 509. George L. Hiatt. 4 
8 George P. McKee. 
z Winfield S. Blain. 
Alfred E. Robinson. 
William J. Salisbury. 
Patrick Wallace. 
James F. Farnsworth. 
Shepard Goodwin, Patrick. 
David C. Morgan. 
Hiram F. Chappell. 
John H. Cline. 
Lewis Hashman. 
Robert Murray. 
John Jones. 
. William H. Ridgman. 
. Daniel C. Grover. 
Warren Caswell. 
Allen H. Benton. 
Charles H. Weeks. 
Elmore Y. Shelt. 
William Smith Lackor. 
. Henry Mingles. 
. Edward V. Holland. 
5. Benjamin Miller. 
Mortimer Seymour. 
Henry H. Fackler. 
. William B. Roberts, 
. Elijah B. Morris. 
Warren Seaward. 
Henry S. Bell. 
. Daniel Powell. 
Eli Sherman. 
. Isabella Oliver. 
S. 2581. Lafayette Hall. 
. William Plate. 
George R. Howard. 
Annie D. Diamond. 
Francis M. Howard. 
1. Joshua Pinkham. 
Seba Coffin. 
. Solomon Baker. 
Washington Masters. 
Thomas §. Neal. 
. Thomas Varner. 
. George Gorham. 
Lewis C. Berg. 
William W. Day. 
. Henry Bisbin. 
. Marion L. Wilson, 
. Henry D. Lockwood. 
Samuel Black. 
Joseph La Rock. 
Joseph S. Spencer. 
John Vander Horck. 
Charles A. Fernald, 
Harrison Buchanan. 
Mary B. Boyer. 
Ellen Brackett. 
John B. Randolph (alias John Brendo). 
. Aleenus Ward Fenton. — 
William Hartin. 
Abraham Mowery. 
Daniel W. Coan. . 
George A. Lindall. 
. William H. Hunt. 5 
James Dillon. 
. Philinda Lewis. 
. George R. Roberts. . 
Harrison Flinton. 
Joseph F. Sutton. 
Jacob B. Copley. 
S. 4927. Charles H. Smith. 
S. 4032. James E. Wheeler. 
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S. 4961. Jacob L. Cook. 

S. 5154. William J. Cavender. 
8.5168. Graham M. Meadville. 
S. 5312. Joseph C. Bullock. 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 3306) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to investigate the status of the Indian reserves set 
aside under the Choctaw treaty of 1830 and the Creek and 
Chickasaw treaties of 1832, for which no patents have been 
issued and the ownership of which is in question, and appro- 
priating money therefor, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 412) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. I am directed by the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17837) to amend an 
act approved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to pro- 
viđe for the administration of the affairs of civil government in 
the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” to report it with- 
out amendment. 

There is on the calendar Order of Business 309, S. 4829, with 
a similar title, which was reported by me on the 15th instant, 
from the same committee. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be substituted for the Senate bill and that the Senate bill 
be postponed indefinitely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate bill 
will be indefinitely postponed and the House bill just reported 
by the Senator from Massachusetts will take its place on the 
calendar. 


GEORGE WASHINGTON MEMORIAL. 


Mr. ROOT. From the Committee on the Library I report 
back to the Senate the bill (S. 5133) to provide for the erection 
of a building to be known as the George Washington Memorial 
Building. The bill should properly have been referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I report it back 
and ask that the Committee on the Library be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that it be postponed 
indefinitely; and as I wish to make some-changes in the bill I 
ask leave, out of order, to reintroduce it for reference to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The committee on the Library will 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill 
5133 and it will be postponed indefinitely, and the Senator from 
New York, out of order, without objection, introduces a bill, 
which will be read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 5494) to provide a site for the erection of a 
building to be known as the George Washington Memorial 
Building, to serve as the gathering place and headquarters of 
patriotic, scientific, medical, and other organizations interested 
in promoting the welfare of the American people, was read 

twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 
REPORTS ON COTTON TARE. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. From the Committee on Printing I re- 
port back favorably without amendment House concurrent reso- 
lution 23, to print 100,000 copies of the Special Consular Reports 
on Cotton Tare. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
placed on the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT subsequently said: The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Ricwarpson] has left the Chamber, but the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] desires very much to have House con- 
current resolution 23 considered at this time. I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. A 

The concurrent resolution was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there shall be 9 and bound in volume form, with accompany- 
ing illustrations, 100,000 copies of the Special Consular Reports on Cot- 
ton Tare, submitted by the Department of State, in r se to the re- 
quest of Representative WILLIAM G. BRANTLEY, of which 30,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate and 65,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and 5,000 to be delivered to the House document room for 
distribution. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. O'GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 5495) to carry out the findings of the Gourt of 
Claims in the case of Florine A. Albright; to the Committee on 
Claims. 4 5 

A bill (S. 5496) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Buckley (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 7 

A bill (S. 5497) for the relief òf A. J. G. Kane (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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. 5498) granting an increase vension to Elvira J. 
Morton; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (8. 5499) for the relief of the estate of William Rich- 
ards, deceased (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 5500) granting a pension to Marie Martin; and 

A bill (S. 5501) granting an increase of pension to Justin E. 
2 (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: 

A bill (S. 5502) granting an increase of pension to Ralph Van 
Brunt; to the Committee on Pensions. i 

By Mr. WARREN: 3 

A bill (S. 5503) providing for patents to homesteads on the 
ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5504) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Crowder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 5505) for the relief of Edward R. Wilson, passed as- 
sistant paymaster, United States Navy; and 

A bill (S. 5506) for the relief of Michael Dolan and certain 
other Army officers and their heirs and legal representatives; 
to the Committee on Claims. ` 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5507) for the relief of A. W. Cleland, jr. (with ac- 
companying paper) to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MCLEAN: 

A bill (S. 5508) to exempt from internal-revenue tax cigars 
supplied employees by the manufacturers thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 5509) granting a pension to Alice O. Lord; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 5510) for the relief of the heirs of Mark Beamer, 
deceased; and 

A pill (S. 5511) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church at Missouri City, Mo. (with accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5512) granting a pension to Berry Weese; 

A bill (S. 5518) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
H. Bickers; 

A bill (S. 5514) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Striker (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5515) granting a pension to Hannah F. Stitzel 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNTER: 

A bill (S. 5516) granting an increase of pension to Laura A. 
McKellup (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5517) granting an increase of pension to John 
Donahue (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 5518) for the relief of the estate of Zealous Bates 
Tower; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5519) granting a pension to Edward F. Collins 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: . 

A bill (S. 5520) granting an increase of pension to Carrie 
Diefenbach; 

A bill (S. 5521) granting a’ pension to Sarah Virginia Rich- 
ardson ; 

A pill (S. 5522) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Mulholland; 

A bill (S. 5523) granting a pension to Margaret Crawford 
Irwin; and 

A bill (S. 5524) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Jefferson Morris (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ROOT: 
) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Hunter 


A bill (S. 
the relief of the executor of Loomis Ly- 


McArthur; and 
A bill (S. 5526) for 

man Langdon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BAILEY: 


A bill (S. 5527) for the relief of the heirs of Robert H. 


Burney and C. J, Fuller, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims, . 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. KERN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the probation officer, Supreme Court, District of 
Columbia, from $1,800 to $2,400 per annum, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DU PONT submitted an amendment providing that sec- 
tion 3620 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, shall not be con- 
strued as precluding Army paymasters from drawing checks 
in favor of the person or institution designated by indersement 
made on his monthly pay account by an officer of the Army 
who is stationed beyond the continental limits of the United 
States, or in Alaska, or en route thereto, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $25,000 for an investigation and report, to be made by 
the Geological Survey, as to the extent of the various under- 
flows in western Kansas, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr? BACON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation 
for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of 
the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 8, 1883, and March 8, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR FRYE. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine. Mr. President, I desire to give 
notice that on March 14, immediately after the close of the 
routine morning business, I shali ask the Senate to consider 
resolutions in commemoration of the life, character, and public 
services of my late colleague, WILLIAM PIERCE FRYE. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 17238, An act to provide for an investigation of the col- 
lection and disposal of garbage, ashes, refuse, dead animals, 
and night soj] in the District of Columbia and employment of a 
competent sanitary engineer to report the latest approved 
methods of disposal of the same, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


WATERS OF NIAGARA RIVER. 


Mr. BURTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House joint resolution 232, Order of Business 350. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
The morning business is not yet closed, the Chair will state to 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. I understood that there were no further bills 
or joint resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two resolutions com- 
ing over from yesterday, which are on the desk. 

Mr. BURTON. This, I take it, can be taken up by unani- 
mous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may. 

Mr. BURTON. It is a measure of some urgency, and I should 
like to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a joint resolution, 
which the Secretary will read by title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
title of the joint resolution for the information of the Senate. 


The Secretary. A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 232) extending 


the operation of the act for the control and regulation of the 
waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I only desire to say that I 
shall not object, with the understanding that immediately after 
the consideration of this measure I shall call up the Stephenson 
case, which is a matter of the highest personal privilege, I 
merely give notice that after this I shall interpose that business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is not 
yet closed. Is there objection? 

Mr. O’GORMAN. I object to the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Sena- 
tor from New York. 


Mr. BURTON. I move, Mr. President, that the joint resolu- 
tion be considered notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is not 
yet closed. £ 

Mr. BURTON. I supposed that morning business had been 
concluded. After it shall have been concluded I give notice that 
I shall make that motion. I have every desire to accommodate 
the Senator from New York. Does he desire merely to examine 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. O'GORMAN. I am making no captious objection to the 
consideration of this measure. I wish to be informed respect- 
ing its merits. I want to make some inquiries about it. 

Mr. BURTON. Very well. I trust I shall be able to answer 
the inquiries. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. Senate resolution 230, submitted by Mr. 
Reep on the 26th instant, authorizing and directing the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to investigate certain charges 
against HENRY ALGERNON DU Pont, a Senator from the State of 
Delaware. 

Mr. REED, Mr. President, I ask that that resolution be per- 
mitted to go over. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. REED. If I can be permitted to finish my request—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. I ask that that resolution go over until to-mor- 
row. I desire to say that my reason for doing so is that I have 
been informed that there is certain information which I ought 
to be in possession of. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, may I inquire what is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. REED. I yield for a question. 

Mr. EEYBURN. I desire to inquire as to the matter before 
the Senate. We can not hear a word here which the Senator 
is saying, so that we do not know what request may have been 
made, t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again 
report the resolution to the Senate by title. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The report of the resdlution has been dis- 
seater heard, but whatever may have been said has not been 

eard. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has 
made a request. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But we have not heard it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was not stated in the form 
of a motion, The Senator from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. REED. I stated that I should like to have the resolu- 
tion go over until to-morrow; that I had been informed that 
there were certain facts that I ought to be placed in possession 
of, and would be by that time. What those particular facts are 
I am not sufficiently advised to state at this time. I make the 
request that the resolution be permitted to go over until to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make it as a 
unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. REED. Yes; I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution lie on the table until 
to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

LAWRENCE (MASS.) LABOR STRIKE. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if the 
morning business has been concluded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been concluded. 
The Chair was about to lay before the Senate another resolu- 
tion coming over from yesterday. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before 
Senate a resolution coming over from yesterday. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 231) submitted by 
Mr. Porypexter on the 26th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, 3 to obtain and report to the Senate, through the Bureau 
of Labor, full information Senn the condition of the mill workers 
in Lawrence, Mass., and especially those now engaged in strike, their 
wages and conditions of living; also what approximate percentage of 
these employees are subjects of foreign countries, and of what foreign 
countries; also what action has been taken by the local authorities at 
Lawrence to forcibly interfere with the free passage of said aliens or 
oo from the city of Lawrence and State of Massachusetts to other 
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Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I move the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on yesterday I suggested 
a proposed amendment to the resolution, but I desire now to 
state that I shall not offer any amendment to it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to further dis- 
cuss the resolution. I merely wish to say that the head of the 
Bureau of Labor, under the existing statute, is authorized to 
inquire into labor conditions in any State; but I object in the 
strongest way to sending the head of the Bureau of Labor, or 
any other Federal officer, to inquire and report upon the action 
of the authorities of a State; as is required by this resolution, 
and I am perfectly ready to dispose of it at once. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask for a reading of the 
resolution again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will again read the resolution. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. I presume the portion of the resolution to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts objects is the last 
sentence? 

Mr. LODGE. Inquiring as to the action of the authorities; 
yes. I do not think there was the slightest need of the resolu- 
tion, because the head of the Bureau of Labor now has author- 
ity under the statute to inquire into labor conditions anywhere. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I desire to say in regard 
to the objection of the Senator from Massachusetts that the 
state of the law to which he refers is a very strong reason for 
the adoption of the resolution. If the head of the Bureau of 
Labor did not have authority under the law to make this in- 
quiry, I think it would probably be improper for the Senate to 
ask him to make it. The fact that he has that authority makes 
it very appropriate for the Senate to request the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, through the Commissioner of Labor, to 
obtain the information, or, if he already has obtained it, to 
report it to the Senate. 

The particular part of the resolution to which the Senator 
from Massachusetts objects—that the Commissioner of Labor 
shall inquire into what action has been taken by the local au- 
thorities to forcibly prevent the free passage of these people 
from the State of Massachusetts to another State—is also within 
the authority of the Bureau of Labor under the statute. If the 
authority that is properly exercised by investigation into labor 
conditions of mill workers by the Department of Commerce and 
Labor should exclude any investigation of the condition of these 
people by reason of local ordinances or statutes or the action 
of the local authorities, it would be a very incomplete, one sided, 
and practically useless investigation. The law authorizes, and 
makes it the duty of, the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to 
report the condition of these people. It is impossible to report 
the true condition of the people unless the effect of the law 
upon them, the condition in which they are placed by the stat- 
ute and by the action of the authorities, is included in that in- 
vestigation. I have information which convinces me that it is 
very important that conditions in this particular city ought to 
be investigated by the Bureau of Labor. 

As one instance in the town of Lawrence, where this strike is 
now going on, there live in a tenement house 14 families of mill- 
workers, numbering 54 people, who are involved in the strike. 
Out of this number there are 22 wage earners. They pay $117 
a month rent. They receive $146 and some cents a week in 


wages. The average wage of the 22 employees in this particular. 


instance is $6.67 a week. That speaks for itself. That is a 
condition existing under supposedly favorable surroundings, 
favorable laws, and favorable treatment by the local authorities. 
I think the Senate is entitied to know what treatment the local 
authorities accord these people and what the conditions of the 
law are which lead to results of that kind. It is not in any way 
elevating to our citizenship to allow conditions of that character 
to exist. We are soon to consider here a tariff bill with which 
these questions are very intimately concerned and connected. 

As to the importance of the last lines of this resolution, Mr. 
President, it is not so much—although in that view it is im- 
portant, too—as to what effect it had upon these women and 
children for the police and militia to seize them and roughly 
handle and imprison them, as to the effect upon the respect 
which the people of this country are going to have for tie 
constituted authorities supposedly acting under the law. It is 
something of which the Senate ought to take cognizance, some- 
thing of which it has a right to be informed. 

The argument against the authority of Congress to inquire 
into these matters was made at the time the Bureau of Labor 
was established, at the time the general law, I believe of 1888, 
was passed, making it the duty of the bureau to make these 
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investigations. That matter was settled at that time. It was 
included within the authority given to the bureau at that time, 
and see no sound objection which can be made now to the 
Senate calling for the exercise of that power. I moye the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I move to strike out in 
the resolution all after the word “ countries,” in line §. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

The Secretary. At the end of the resolution it is proposed to 
strike out: 

Also what action has been taken by the local authorities at Lawrence 
to forcibly interfere with the free passage of said aliens or others from 
the city of Lawrence and State of Massachusetts to other States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if the portion of the 
resolution which the Senator from Texas moves to strike out is 
eliminated, the result will be that in sending an officer of the 
Government to investigate the conditions existing in this strike 
we would at the same time be instructing him, in effect, by this 
action not to investigate the most important feature of the 
strike. The action, unprecedented, at least so far as I am in- 
formed, upon the part of the public authorities in attempting to 
regulate the domestic affairs of families engaged in this strike 
is a thing which intimately concerns them, intimately concerns 
the condition of all the workers there, and intimately affects 
the result of this conflict between capital and labor and the 
conditions uader which it is being conducted. I simply wanted 
to make this statement in order that the effect of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas might be understood. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the word “Resolved.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Georgia. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of the reso- 
lution after the word “Resolved,” in line 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] if passed of course kills the resolution. 
That is the purpose of the amendment to the amendment. I do 
not believe the resolution ought to be disposed of in this sum- 
mary way. I am sorry that I can not agree with anything that 
is suggested by the distinguished Senators who have moved 
these two separate amendments. I know nothing in regard to 
the labor conditions existing at Lawrence, Mass., except what I 
have gained from the press, but it strikes me that, if confidence 
is to be reposed at all in the press—and I still think it can be— 
a condition of affairs exists with which the Senate and Congress 
as a whole is deeply concerned. 

As has been said, one of the questions which will come before 
us within a few days is the question of a tariff, levied, we are 
told, largely for the protection of American labor. These men 
work in a protected industry. I do not intend for a moment to 
undertake in my feeble way to drag this question into politics, 
but the condition of the laborers in these mills is something 
that we ought to know; and if it be true that they are sub- 
jected to the hardships depicted by the press of the country, if 
it be true that their wages are starvation wages, then that fact 
is a potential fact to be considered in the enactment of tariff 
legislation. One of the highest duties devolving upon this body 
is to try wisely to shape legislation so that these desperately 
bad conditions, if they are as bad as depicted, may be alleviated. 
Therefore I do not think the resolution should be disposed of in 
this summary way. 

Some of these people are American citizens, and those who are 
not citizens are inhabitants of this country. We are charged 
with responsibility in regard to them, and we can well afford 
to direct an officer of the Government to make a proper investi- 
gation. So much for the general question. 

Now, with reference to the objection to investigating the ac- 
tion of the State authorities, I concede that there we come to 
a matter which ought to be considered carefully. But it is not 
proposed here to undertake to regulate the conduct of State 
officers, It is not contemplated that the Government shall in 
any manner interfere with the State officers. It is only meant 
that in connection with the other matters of investigation the 
facts relative to the action of the State authorities should also 
be inquired into so far as is pertinent to the main object of 
the investigation. 

But, Mr. President, I go a step further. If it be true, as has 
been charged, truthfully or not, I do not undertake to say, that 
the militia have deprived citizens of the natural right to send 
their children out of one State and into another State, then it 
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is a matter that concerns this body, because as the militia are 
now organized they are equipped by the Federal Government, 
and they are to a certain extent maintained by the Federal 
Government, and they are, in fact, a branch of the Army of the 
United States. Therefore it is a very important question 
whether the militia have been used for oppressive purpose. 
trust an investigation will show that that has not been the 
ease. I trust that investigation will show that no officer has in 
any manner trenched upon the rights and liberties of these peo- 
ple. But, in view of all that has been said, it seems to me the 
least we can do is to ascertain the absolute facts. 

Mr. POINDEXTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as has been stated by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGe], I presume there is no 
objection on the part of anyone to a proper investigation by the 
officer of the law charged with this duty into these conditions 
affecting labor in Massachusetts. The resolution itself, how- 
ever, I submit, is not in a form to receive the support of this 
body. The latter part of the resolution I should certainly object 
to as being a trespass upon the field properly belonging to 
the State authorities. I will not stop to discuss that further 
than to allude to one remark which fell from the lips of the 
honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Rum], in which he 
speaks of the use of the militia as being something which called 
for the controlling investigation, if you please, of the United 
States Government. 

The Senator speaks of the militia of the State as being 
within the contro! of the Federal Government and as being sub- 
ject to the supervision of the Federal Government when not 
ealled into the service of the Federal Government. That is 
absolutely and utterly at war with any possible construction of 
the constitutional relation of the militia to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, The militia, when not called into service through the 
act of the President of the United States, acting in pursuance 
of express constitutional and congressional authority, belongs 
exclusively to the State, and what the governor does in the 
ordering of the militia in the administration of the State gov- 
ernment is none of the business of the United States. 

Mr. REED. I would not have the Senator misunderstand me. 
I did not state the proposition definitely, but I did say that we 
arm the militia—— 

Mr. BACON. Of course. 

Mr. REED. And we equip the militia 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. REED. And we do haye some interest in knowing how 
the guns and bayonets furnished by the United States Govern- 
ment are being used. 

Mr. BACON. If that proposition is correct, then, as the 
militia are thus armed and thus equipped, every act of the 
militia in the administration of the State governments would 
be subject to the supervision of the Federal Government. If 
one such act by the militia is, another is. The proposition is 
too plain to be argued. The furnishing of the militia with 
equipment and with arms is in pursuance of the contemplation 
aud purpose of the Constitution. But, however armed and how- 
ever equipped, except when called into the service of the 
United States Government, they are exclusively the agency of 
the State, and so long as their acts are not in contravention of 
the limitations prescribed by the Constitution upon the action 
of the States the Federal Government has no eoncern in what 
may be done by the State government with the militia. 

It is a most important question, a very vital one, one which 
reaches far beyond anything contemplated in this resolution, 
that there should be such a contemplation and such a recog- 
nition by the Senate of the United States—that because the 
militia have arms and equipment at the hands of the Federal 
Government, therefore the Federal Government has the right 
to supervise and direct and control and criticize and prohibit, 
if you please, whatever action it may be deemed proper by the 
State authorities to require at the hands of the militia. 

But, Mr. President, that in passing. What is this resolution? 
Is it a joint resolution or a concurrent resolution? If it is a 
joint resolution, Mr. President, it is not in the form of law. 
If it is a joint resolution, it is not in the form that we can pos- 
sibly give our sanction to. Laws do not request. Laws direct. 
The Senate may, if it sees proper, though it does not ordinarily 
do so, request information of a department; it generally directs 
that; but where can you find in a statute or a joint resolution, 
which has the effect of a statute, the use of the word “re- 
quest“? Law commands. Law does not request. 

Now, Mr. President, this resolution has no title by which 
we may judge whether it is intended to be a resolution which 
shall be acted upon simply by this body as a Senate resolution 


yield to: 


or whether it is intended as a concurrent resolution or as a 
joint resolution. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 


CE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
‘Senator from Massachusetts? 
2 N. I do. 
LODGE. It is a Senate resolution, and is so defined at 
the top. 


Mr. BACON. What is that? 

Mr. LODGE. It is defined at the top as a Senate resolution. 

Mr. BACON. It has not a title, but a number is put upon it 
as a Senate resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. A Senate resolution. 

Mr. BACON. But there is nothing that I have been able to 
find in the body of the resolution or in the title of the resolu- 
tion which indicates it is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. No; but it is indicated in the first line“ Sen- 
ate resolution 231.” 

Mr. BACON. If it had been introduced as a joint resolu- 
tion, it would have had the same thing on it. If it were a Sen- 
ate bill. it would haye “ Senate bill“ on it, although it is to go to 
the ouse. I can not conce've, however, that the Senator from 
Washington intended it as a Senate resolution, because the Sen- 
ate could not possibly give any direction of that kind to an offi- 
cer of the Government. The Senate can request of a department, 
or direct of a department, which it usually does, any informa- 
tion or the production of any paper which may be in the pos- 
session of the department; but if, outside of such things, a 
duty is laid upon an officer of the Government to perform a 
certain duty, it requires a law to do it; and in order that it 
ma be a law, it must be in the form of a statute or a joint 
1 82 I do not see any possible escape from that propo- 
sition. 

Now, Mr. President. I repeat that my purpose in moving to 
strike out all after the word “ Resolred” was not to prevent 
any investigations that it might be proper to make. I was in- 
fluenced by the fact that, as read on yesterday by the Senator 
from West Virginia, the law now clothes the very officer mèn- 
tioned in this resolution with all the authority this resolution 
would ive, except that in the latter part of it, and that latter 
part contains authority which ought not to be given to any 
officer, either by joint resolution or by statute, or attempted to 
be conferred upon him by Senate resolution, which, of course, 
would not be effective for that purpose. Under the law as it 
now stands the Department of Commerce—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator from Georgia yield 
for a qaestion? 

Mr. LACON. I do. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator from Georgia explain 
how the Commissioner of Labor in investigating the condition of 
the employees of the mills is going to separate that portion of 
their condition which is caused by the loeal authorities from 
that which is caused by other influences, when the law the 
Senator refers to authorizes him and instructs him to report 
their condition? 

Mr. BACON. I think, with all due respect to the Senator 
from Washington, that the latter part of the resolution goes 
little further than to direct an inquiry into conditions. It 
into the field of an inquiry of the action which has been taken 
by the State government. That is the thing that I object to, 
because if you enter upon such a field where are the activities 
of the Federal Government in that regard to end? What is to 
be the limit? Where is the line to be drawn? 

I recollect that upon more than one occasion a very dis- 
tinguished Senator of the State of Massachusetts, whe was once 
our colleague and whose departure we all deplored, Senator 
Hoar, had occasion to speak to the Senate of the danger of the 
Senate, through inadvertence er through thoughtlessness or 
carelessness entering upon a line of conduct or investigation 
which might lead to such widespread and deplorable conse- 
quences as the recognition of the right of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to go into the States for the purpose of investigating 
acts of those States within their own proper jurisdiction and 
authority. 

Mr. President, we all applaud the purpose of the Senator from 
Washington and we all sympathize with what the Senator from 
Missouri has said as to the importance that there should be 
proper information upon these subjects, but everything within 
its proper sphere and in order. We have recognized that in the 
enactment of a general law. We have clothed an officer of 
the General Government with and devolved upon him the duty 
of making investigations of this kind. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 
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Mr. KERN. Does the Senator from Georgia hold that the 
Senate of the United States has not the power or the right to 
request officers of an executive department to 10 informa- 


tion to it? g 9 — 
Mr. BACON. Has the Senator from Indiana on ed-his 
question? I ask because the Senator retains the > 


not satisfactorily answer him “yes” or “no,” and I, 
to complete his question, and then I will answer him.” 

Mr. KERN. The question is whether the Senator claims that 
the Senate nas not the right or the power to call for or to re- 
quest from an executive officer of the Government, information 
that he may have or that he may obtain. 

Mr. BACON. I will say in reply to the Senator that I have 
in the past in the Senate made myself possibly sometimes a 
little obnoxious in my insistence upon the right of the Senate 
not only to request but to direct any officer of the executive 
department to furnish to the Senate any information and every 
paper which might be in his possession. If there has been one 
thing in which I have been insistent and upon which I have 
spoken in no uncertain terms it has been that. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me finish my reply 
to his question before he adds to it. Nobody who knows of the 
attitude I have occupied on that subject can bave any possible 
doubt of my view on that question. 

But the power to request, and not only the power to request 
but the power to direct, a department to give information, as 
the Senate usually and almost universally does, except in the 
ease of information desired through the State Department 
which is of a delicate nature, requiring frequently that there 
should be coupled with it the right to exercise discretion on 
the part of the State Department—the power to direct, I say, 
is one which is exercised by the Senate and one for which I have 
most earnestly insisted. 

But that is a different thing from that which the resolution 
asks for. It is not for information in the possession of the 
department; it is not for the production of any paper in the 
possession of the department, but it is a request that this officer 
shall proceed to do a certain thing for the purpose of getting 
information. 

Mr. KERN. Under the resolution he is requested to proceed 
to the performance of his duty under the statute. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will read what 
it says. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and he is 
hereby, requested to obtain and report to the Senate, through the 
Bureau of bor, full information concerning the condition of —.— mill 
workers in Lawrence, Mass., and especially those now enga, in 
strike, their wages and conditions of livin: also what approximate 
percentage of these employees are subjects of foreign countr 1 and of 
what foreign countries; also what action has been taken by the local 
authorities at Lawrence to forcibly interfere with the free passage of 
said aliens or others from the city of Lawrence and State of Massa- 
chusetts to other States. 

Now, I do not find in there the language the Senator used. 

Mr. KERN. I will ask the Senator whether or not the reso- 
lution down to line 8, the word “ countries,” is not simply a 
request, a polite request, of the Secretary of Commerce and 
nbor, to perform those duties relative to this particular inci- 
dent that are prescribed for him in the statute read yesterday 
by the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. BACON, That may be true; but it practically requests 
him to do what the law now says he shall do. If that is the 
case, I do not think it is a proper thing for us to do. We can 
direct him, if we want to, in a certain way to do certain things. 
If, howeyer, we wish to prescribe for him certain duties, it has 
to be done by law and not by request. 

Mr. KERN. May not the Senate request the Secretary to per- 
form, in this particular instance, his duties prescribed by law? 

Mr. BACON. Asa matter of correct procedure, I think not. 


Mr. KERN. Is there any legal objection to it? 

Mr. BACON. I think there are objections to the propriety 
of it. 

Mr. KERN. Oh! If the Senate has the legal power to 
direet 

Mr. BACON. Legal power which is not practical in its effect 


does not amount to anything. 

Mr. KERN. If the Senate has power to direct, it certainly 
has power to prefer a polite request. 

Mr. BACON, The same might be said about the enactment 
of any statute. Congress has the right to enact a statute which 
shall command, and, according to the Senator, it would be within 
the proprieties of legislative action, instead of passing a law 
requiring a certain thing to be done, to pass a law requesting 
that a certain thing should be done. That matter is more or 
less technical, and I suggest it for the purpose of having the 
Senator from Washington, if he desires to do so, put this reso- 


lution in shape where we can know exactly what we are doing. 
If it is a Serate resolution, then it ought to be so denominated; 
and then when it has passed, if it should be passed, the Secre- 


,| tary of the Senate will not be in doubt as to whether or not he 


should take it to the other House for concurrence. 

If it is intended to be a concurrent or a joint resolution, then 
it ought to be so stated in order that the Secretary will know 
what he is to do, and being so stated in order that we may 
know when we come to vote upon it whether it is a Senate 
resolution or a joint resolution. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. STONE. May I ask my friend from Georgia a question? 
Would he have any doubt in his mind as to the right of the 
Senate to raise a committee of its own to make this investi- 
gation? 

Mr. BACON. Well, it depends on whether you propose to 
investigate the action of the State. We would have the power. 
of course, but I do not think it would be proper for us to do it, 
so far as the last part of it is concerned, which relates to the 
action of the State government in the control of its domestic 
affairs. 

Mr. STONE. If my friend will pardon me just a moment, I 
should like fo say, Mr. President, that there is one phase of 
this resolution that I particularly feel concerned in, for it pro- 
poses to gather information that undoubtedly would be of great 
value to the Senate when we come to consider the tariff bill. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for the inter- 
ruption, I have no objection to an investigation which shall be 
made for that purpose, but that is not the purpose alleged in 
this resolution. That is not the purpose for which this resolu- 
tion is proposed. 

Mr. STONE. What I mean to say to the Senator and the 
Senate is that we have heard some statements made here in 
the Senate since this resolution was taken up as to the people 
employed there, hundreds and hundreds of them displacing 
American working men and women, as to the wages they are 
receiving, as to their manner of living, and all that. Those 
people are employed in a highly protected industry. We are 
considering this matter now, I may say to the Senator, on hear- 
ings before the Committee on Finance, and a great deal is being 
said by those who come there to plead for the continuance of 
the present tariff duties to the effect that they ask for the 
maintenance of those duties not for themselves or for profit, 
but for the benevolent purpose of taking care of the working 
men and women of the country. I did not mean to take the 
Senator off his feet. 

Mr. BACON. Oh, no. 

Mr. STONE. So I apologize. 

Mr. BACON. No; go on. 

Mr. STONE. From this standpoint I would be very glad if 
some means could be employed to investigate this particular 
case, for it furnishes an object lesson. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sena- 
tor from Missouri in that particular; and if he will introduce a 
resolution looking to an investigation for that purpose, I think 
it would be an entirely legitimate purpose, the ‘object being to 
get information as to the condition and wages of these people 
which will aid the Senate in tariff investigation and considera- 
tion and in tariff legislation. But I believe that these things 
should be done in the proper way and with the proper ma- 
chinery. If the Senate chose to send a committee of this body 
there for that purpose it would certainly have the right to do 
so, and I would vote for an investigation by a Senate com- 
mittee; but that is not, as,I understood it, the purpose of the 
resolution. I understood that it was the purpose of the reso- 
lution to request the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to do 
exactly that which the law now says he shall do. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we request him to do what the law says he shall do, 
have we any reason to believe that we will more readily accom- 
plish the end than if we leave the law in the shape of a com- 
mand, rather than compromise it by an additional request? 

I repeat, Mr. President, I think it important that this reso- 
lution should be put in a form where we will know, in the first 
place, what is intended—whether it is a request from the 
Senate or whether it is intended to haye the effect of a law, 
which would require the cooperation of the other House. If 
it is to be the latter, then it ought not to use the word “ request,” 
but it ought to command. If it should be the former, in other 
words, simply a Senate resolution, then it ought to be limited 
to such things as the Senate can properly request or direct of 
the head of the Department of Commerce and Labor, and that 
is, to furnish information now in his possession or which may 
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If you shall go further and direct 
him to procure information, you undertake to make investiga- 
tions that require more than a request of the Senate. 

Mr, REED. Mr. President 


come into his possession. 


Mr. BACON. I yield to the junior Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. I merely wanted to ask the Senator a question, 
to get his views. I understand the Senator concedes that, with 
the exception of that part of the resolution which provides for 
an inyestigation into the action of the local authorities, the 
resolution only embraces those subjects which now by law it 
is made the duty of the Secretary to investigate and report 
upon. I think we agree upon that. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; so far as I recollect the terms of the 
law; I have not it before me. 

Mr. REED. It being, therefore, the situation that by a law 
of the United States the power is vested and the duty is im- 
posed upon the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to make 
these investigations, does the Senator hold that there is any 
impropriety when a special matter arises for the Senate to re- 
quest in a respectful way that a special investigation be made 
of that particular matter at once? Has not that been done 
over and over again by the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. It may be, but it does not rest in my recollec- 
tion. 

Mr. REED. Have not requests been made of the Secretary 
of Agriculture to investigate and report and recommend with 
reference to various diseases of animals that were contagious? 

Mr. BACON. I think not, but I may be mistaken. I think 
it will be found that he has been authorized or directed by law 

to make such investigations. 

Mr. REED. I think it is a common practice. But if it were 
not a common practice, if we were without precedent, does the 
Senator hold that the law having imposed the right upon the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to make such investigations, 
there is any impropriety in the Senate requesting him to make 
a special investigation of a particular matter which is now be- 
fore the country and pressing for attention? Is there any im- 
propriety in that? I grant you if the man does not obey it he 
could probably not be punished, but is there any impropriety 
in making the request? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, according to my view, neither 
the Senate acting singly nor the Senate and House acting to- 
gether ought to make a request where it has a right to make 
a command. It is the function of the Senate and of the House 
to pass laws. The Senate is entitled to all the information it 
needs for the purpose of enabling it to pass laws intelligently. 
For that reason, I say, if the Senate should see proper to have 
an investigation made of conditions there, with a view to giving 
it the information which it will need in the enactment of any 
law, I care not whether it is a law within its jurisdiction which 
affects labor or whether we pass a law which shall relate to 
customs duties, in either case the Senate has a right, or the 
two Houses acting together have a right, to set on foot such 
investigations as will get information which may be needed. 

But I do insist, Mr. President, that there is no propriety, and, 
I think, no precedent for the proposition that where there is an 
existing law upon the statute books the Senate should pass a 
resolution requesting that an officer shall do what the law re- 
quires him to do. Of course, by joint resolution or by statute, 
if we think the officer is not performing his duty, we can re- 
quire him to do it; but, Mr. President, that is a very different 
thing from either the House singly or the Senate singly pre- 
ferring to him a request to obey the law. I say that is mani- 
festly improper. 

I would be very glad if the Senator from Washington would 
give us the information whether this is a Senate resolution or 
a joint resolution. If it is a Senate resolution, I repeat, it 
goes beyond the power of the Senate to request an officer to do 
something outside of his office; in other words, to do more than 
to give information, furnish papers, and so forth. We have a 
right to request and direct him to do that. If it is a joint 
resolution, then, Mr. President, it ought to be put in a form 
where it shall have the effect of law, and the word “ request” 
ought not to be in it, but the word “direct” or the word “ com- 
mand” should be inserted. If the information is needed which 
is sought by this resolution, then it should be put in such shape 
that we would be sure to get it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there is very important 
business pending before the Senate. This resolution has been 
discussed at great length, and I move to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves to lay the resolution on the table. It is not a debatable 
question. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. I did not desire to debate that ques- 
tion; but I desire to answer the question asked me by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets to say that 
under the rules of the Senate that is not permissible. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will 
permit the Senator from Washington to proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
ao Senator from New Hampshire to lay the resolution on the 

e 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will withhold the motion so that the 
Senator from Washington may make a brief statement. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the Senator from Geor- 
gia dwells on the fact that the militia is a State force under 
the command of the State. The Senator shakes his head. 

Mr. BACON. I can not hear the Senator. That is the reason 
why I shook my head. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will please be in order. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I say the Senator from Georgia empha- 
sizes the fact that the militia of the State of Massachusetts is 
not a Federal force, but is an agency of the State, with which, of 
course, I agree. But if the militia of the State, acting under the 
authority of the State, should undertake to stop a railroad 
train that was passing through that State into another State, 
I apprehend it would then be interfering with a function which 
the Federal Government has a right of control—interstate com- 
merce. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I would say to the Senator in such a case 
the law prescribes the remedy through an appeal to the courts, 
and not to the legislative branch of the Government. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It is for the purpose of gaining infor- 
mation upon which Congress might do what the Senator has 
so forcibly said it had the right to do, to command—I am not 
willing to go to that length, however the executive department 
of the Government to perform its duty under the law, that the 
resolution is directed. If in the performance of the request 
contained in the resolution it should be disclosed, as it would 
be disclosed, that the military force of the State of Massachu- 
setts, the police and the militia, had interfered with the free 
passage of orderly and law-abiding people from that State into 
another State, then, according to the Senator from Georgia, the 
Congress of the United States could instruct, could command, 
the executive department of the Government of the United 
States to take proper steps in the courts, as he says, or other- 
wise to see that interstate commerce was not interfered with. 

The militia did not stop a train, but they stopped a large num- 
ber of people who desired to ride upon the train, which to that 
extent was the same thing, and in principle and in effect as 
much an interference with interstate commerce as though they 
had obstructed the passage of the entire train. It is clearly 
within the jurisdiction of the United States Government. 

The Senator says that the resolution would be perfectly proper 
if introduced for the purpose of obtaining information to be 
used in the discussion of the tariff bill. I do not understand 
that it is necessary 

Mr. BACON. No; The Senator will pardon me. I did not 
say that this particular form of resolution would be sufficient. 
I said that a resolution put in the proper shape for that purpose 
would be all right, but I never have said—at least I do not 
think I did; if I did I spoke inadvertently—that a resolution in 
this shape, a Senate resolution requesting an officer of the Goy- 
ernment to do that which the law now requires him to do, not 
in the way of furnishing information or producing papers or 
anything of that kind, would be cured by the question as to 
the particular purpose it proposed. I simply said that if it was 
desired to procure information as to the wages of these strikers, 
or as to the number of foreigners, or any other question affect- 
ing labor entering into the manufacture of articles about which 
we were to legislate in the way of imposing a tariff, that would 
be a legitimate subject of inquiry, and that put in proper shape 
I would certainly support it myself. But I do not think I have 
said—I certainly did not so intend to say—that a resolution in 
this shape would be good if intended for that purpose, because 
I do not think it would be good for any purpose in this shape. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Will the Senator indulge me just one 
minute? As I understand it, the effect of the argument of the 
Senator from Georgia is that at least that portion of the resolu- 
tion which calls for information in regard to the millworkers 
in Lawrence, if put in proper form and addressed to the proper 
official of the Government, would be within the functions of the 
Senate, would be perfectly proper. 

Mr. BACON. I think—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The result of that is that the Senate 


would not call upon any officer of the Government to furnish 
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the information except some one who had no authority under 
the law to get it. He objects to the resolution because the offi- 
cer to whom it is directed has authority under the law to do 
what the resolution requests him to do. 


Mr, BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if he would be willing to withdraw that motion until the resolu- 
tion ean be perfected. There is a motion I made to strike out 
all after the word “countries” in line 8. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I prefer that my motion should be put. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on tabling the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For what purpose: does. the Senator 
from North Carolina rise? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I rose to ask the Senator from: New Hamp- 
shire if he would not withdraw his motion for a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered, and the Senator from New Hampshire has insisted upon 
his motion, which is not debatable. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should not be precluded from making my 
request on that account. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eval pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CHILTON ]. 
E do not know how he would vote if present, and I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CRAWFORD (when Mr. Garmre’s name was called). I 


desire to state that my colleague [Mr. GAMBLE] is necessarily | 


absent from the Senate on business: He is paired with the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Percy]. He 
being absent, I will ask to withhold my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wurms], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Sacra}. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. BACON (when the name of Mr. Smrrs of Georgia was 
ealled). My colleague [Mr. Smyrn of Georgia] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate by personal illness. 

Mr. STONE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CrarK], who is 
absent from the Chamber. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Newranns], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SMOOT (when Mr. SurHestanp’s name was called). 


My colleague [Mr. SUTHERLAND] is necessarily absent from the 


city. He has a general pair with the Senator from Maryland 
IMr. RAYNER]. 
Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a general 


pair with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Brices],. 


and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. WETMORE. I desire to announce the pair of my col- 


league [Mr. Liprrrr] with the junior Senator from Tennessee 


[Mr. LA.] 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Perey] to the junior Senator from Dli- 
nois [Mr. Lorrer], and vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. KENYON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr: 
Cummuns] is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. WARREN. . I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. CLARK 
of Wyoming] is absent on account of illness: He is paired 
with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 37, as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Bacon Dillin, McCumber , Smoot 
Baile: du Pont Nixon Stephenson 
Brandegee Foster Overman Thornton 
Bu: Gallinger Paynter 
Crane Heyburn Perkins Warren 
Curtis Lodge Root Wetmore 
NAYS—37. 
Borah Bryan Clarke, Ark. Gardner 
Bourne Burton Crawford Gronna 
Bristow Chamberlain 
Brown pp Fleteher cock ~ 


ae. Me. = Va. Pomerene Stone 
Johnston, Ala, Martine, N. J. eed Swanson 
Jones 1 — Shively Works 
Kenyon s rman Simmons 
Kern Fage Smith, Md. 
McLean ndexter Smith, Mich, 
NOT VOTING—30.. 
Bankhead Dixon Newlands Smith, S. C. 
Bradley Oliver utherland 
Briggs Gore Owens Taylor 
La Follette Penrose Townsend 
Clark, Wyo. Lea Percy atson 
Cullom Lip Rayner Wiliams 
Cummins Lor: —f Richardson 
Nelson Smith, Ga. 


So the Senate refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I voted “nay” be- 
eause I favor the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Curnerson]. I do not recognize anything unusual 
in the resolution of the Senator Kom Washington [Mr. Por- 
DEXTER] in so far as it asks for information from the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor regarding labor conditions in the 
State of Massachusetts. I favor the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas because I am unwilling to stigmatize as inefficient 
er impotent or unjust the local officers ef the government of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr: POINDEXTER. Will the Senator from Michigan yield 
for a question? 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. This inquiry might result, if the facts 
warranted, im vindicating those officers. It must not necessarily 
stigmatize them. Whether, however, it would stigmatize them 
or not would depend altogether upon the conditions which 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Presidenf, I think in the ex- 
ercise of the police powers of the State of Massachusetts we 
have no constitutional concern whatever. I see no reason in 
the world for imputing to those officers any failure to do their 
duty or for voluntarily intruding ourselves into a controversy 
solely within the power of that State to remedy. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, there could be no sufficient 
reason for the introduction of this resolution with the last 
clause of it eliminated, because I suppose that. no Senator on 
the floor will pretend to think that the law as it stands does 
not cover all of the inquiries proposed, except the last one, The 
Senator from Washington understands that as well as I do, 
and he is too intelligent a Senator to attempt a vain or a use- 
less thing. I was impressed by the speech which he made in 
Tavor of this resolution, with the belief that the one fact which 
he sought information upon was that the State óf Massachusetts 
had failed in her duty. 
I am of the opinion that without the last clause the Senator 
from Washington would not have introduced the resolution, 
and it was for that reason I voted to table the whole resolution. 
Undoubtedly, if it is to be passed at all, it ought to be passed 
without the concluding elause, because it would then do no 
more than to direct an officer of the Government to do what 
the law now makes it his duty to do. 
While I am om my feet, Mr. President, I want to say that if 
I theught a sovereign State of this Union had failed to perform 
the duties assigned to it by the Constitution in such a way 
as to vest a jurisdiction, even of Inquiry, in the Federal Gov- 
ernment, I would never consent to order a subordinate officer 
of any department to prosecute that inquiry, but instead, sir, I 
would raise a committee of the Senate er a joint committee of 
the two Houses and intrust te them an inquiry of that im- 
portance and of that = 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, E am not in favor of this 
resolution in its present form; but if the resolution is to be 
adopted at all—and I presume it will be in some form—I want 
that part of the resolution stricken out by which the Senate 
of the United States undertakes to direct a minor officer of 
this Government to inquire into the acts of a sovereign State 
of this Union. So much for that. 
It has been said that the object of the resolution is de- 
‘termined’ by the last paragraph, which I have suggested, by 
my amendment, shall be stricken out. I do not know what the 
object. of the Senator from Washington is except as I read 
the language employed by him in this resolution. What is 
that? That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall obtain 
and report to the Senate— 

Full information — . — the condition of the mill workers in 
Lawrence, Mass., y those now ong: d in strike—their 
wages and conditions ‘of. vines also what approximate percentage of 


these employees are subjects of foreign — — aud of what foreign 
countries. 
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I should like to ask the Senate if that is not a substantive 
suggestion? There is some other object to this resolution be- 
sides inquiring what was done by the officers of the State gov- 
ernment of Massachusetts. Do we want to inquire into the 
conditions of labor in Massachusetts? We have laws on the 
subject. Why do we want to inquire into the wages paid to 
these employees of the manufacturing industries in Massachu- 
setts? So far as I am concerned, it is to obtain information 
upon which we can measure the tariff we ought to levy, and to 
see whether the object of the Republican protective tariff is 
indeed to give additional wages to American laborers or 
whether it is not a subterfuge, Mr. President, to enrich the 
manufacturers themselves by enabling them to employ cheap 
foreign labor, although it is employed in this country. 

With reference to the suggestion which has been made by 
several Senators that the law already empowers and directs 
this inquiry to be made, what if it does? The object of this 
resolution, if I can amend it so as to accomplish my purpose, is 
to have an immediate inquiry and not leave it to the executive 
officers of the Department of Commerce and Labor to take 
their time about it and report to the Senate too late for action 
in the present inquiry on the subject of the tariff. 

That, Mr. President, in substance, is why I have offered the 
amendment. I would rather see the proper committee of the 
Senate make this inquiry—the Finance Committee, for instance. 
I should like to see the officers of the Government volunteer 
and go immediately to make this examination now but I see 
no reason why the Senate of the United States should not 
request or even direct that the inquiry may be immediate in 
order that we may have the information promptly so as to 
determine the questions upon which we are now about to 
enter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am very glad that we 
shall be able to vote upon this resolution with the last clause 
stricken out. That part of it is very objectionable to me. 

Mr. BACON. That has not yet been stricken out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the motion, I understand, of the 
Senator from Texas. He proposes to make that motion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have submitted it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has already submitted that 
motion and, therefore, we shall get an opportunity to vote for 
or against the resolution with that very objectionable provision 
stricken out. 

There are two reasons to my mind why this resolution ought 
to be passed: The information that it seeks to secure will affect 
two very important subjects of legislation now pending before 
the Senate—one, the tariff, to which the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. CULBERSON] has alluded; and the other, equally im- 
portant, the restriction of immigration, to which the Senator 
from Texas did not allude. 

It is true we have the report of the so-called Tariff Board 
on the subject of wool and woolens, but that report will not 
enlighten the Senate about conditions that exist in the woolen 
mills at Lawrence, Mass.; and if the conditions that exist in 
the woolen mills at Lawrence, Mass., are such as are described 
in an article that I shall presentely read to the Senate, appear- 
ing in the last issue of a magazine called the Survey, written 
by Mr. W. J. Lauck, a member, I believe, of the Immigration 
Commission, then it is highly important that the Senate should 
be in possession of the information sought to be obtained by 
this resolution, not only for the purpose of enabling us intelli- 
gently to legislate upon the tariff schedules that affect wool 
and woolens, but also for the purpose of enabling us to decide 
intelligently the question of whether our immigration laws 
ought to be so amended as to prescribe additional tests for the 
purpose of excluding undesirable foreigners. 

I want to read briefly from the article written by this au- 
thority. I said a little while ago he is a member of the Immi- 
gration Commission. He, together with Prof. Jenks, another 
member of the Immigration Commission, has written a book 
upon the subject investigated by that commission, which I have 
been reading, and which I find to be full of very valuable infor- 
mation. 

This article appeared in the last issue of the Survey. I will 
not read all of it, but only a part. It says: 


The Lawrence labor troubles have also been of unusual interest, for 
the reason that the industry around which they have centered is one 
of the chief beneficiaries of our protective system. The argument has 
long been made that the woolen and worsted goods manufacturing in- 
dustry needed a high tariff in order to protect its wage earners from 
the products of the-pauper labor of Europe. The recent development 
at Lawrence, however, has disclosed the fact that the so-called eri- 
can wage earner, whose standard of living, it is claimed, must be upheld 
by the tariff, is largely a myth, and that in reality the American 
woolen-mill operatives are made up of “ pauper workmen” of almost 
haif a hundred of the immigrant races from the south and east of 
Europe and from Asia. 

As a matter of fact, the term American wage earner is a misnomer, 
and in no industrial locality is this better illustrated than in Lawrence, 


the principal center of our worsted-goods mills. According to the last 
census this important textile manufactu city had a population of 
85,000, made up of the various races, as follows. 


I will not read the table, but I will ask that it be incorporated 
with my remarks. It shows that of the 85,000 population in the 
city of Lawrence, Mass., only 12,000 are Americans, the balance 
being foreigners, and a large part of them being immigrants of 
recent arrival in this country from southern and eastern Europe. 


CO totat oo Oe a ees 85, 000 


The numerical importance of the Polish, Portuguese, Italian, 333 
Armenian, and Lithuanian races, all of recent arrival in the United 
States, is in strong contrast to racial conditions of a generation back. 


Skipping a part of it, I read: 


The racial composition of Lawrence and the racial displacements 
which have occurred in the worsted and woolen mills there are typical 
of other woolen goods manufacturing centers in New England. “This 
has recently been disclosed by the United States Immigration Commis- 
sion and the Tariff Board. 

Only about one-eighth of the woolen and worsted mill operatives at 
the present time are native Americans. Slightly more than three-fifths 
are foreign born, chiefly recent immi ts from southern and eastern 
Europe. The remainder are the native-born children of parents who 
were born abroad. During the past 20 years the American and the 
British and northern European immigrants have been rapidly leaving 
the mills, owing to the pressure of the competition of the recent immi- 
grant. The south Italian, Polish, and north Italian are the three 
principal races of southern and eastern Europe engaged in the industry, 
while the English, Irish, and German of the races of past immigration 
are represented in the st numbers. 

Of the 88 employees, about one-fifth of the males and two- 
fifths of the females have d rience in the same kind of work 
before coming to this country, while two-fifths of the male 8 
and one-third of the female have been farmers or farm laborers in their 
native countries. The average weekly wage of the male operatives, 18 

ears of age or over, is only 810.40 and of the female employees $8.18. 
he average annual earnings of male heads of families employed in the 
industry are only $400, and of all males 18 years of age or over $346. 


Mr. President, I say the information we are likely to get, if 
this resolution passes, if this eminent authority has not misrep- 
resented conditions at Lawrence, will not only be of great benefit 
to us in fixing the rate of duty that ought to be imposed upon 
wool and woolen goods, when we come to act upon that sched- 
ule of the tariff, but it will be exceedingly valuable to us in the 
consideration of the immigration bill that is now pending before 
Congress. While the committee have stricken out the literacy 
test, it is proposed to offer an amendment imposing that literacy 
test, and if the information given by this eminent writer and 
authority, who has given the last two or three years of his life 
chiefly to investigation of these subjects is true, then we have at 
Lawrence, Mass., the best and the most cogent reason why there 
ought to be some further restriction of immigration and why 
that restriction ought to include the literacy test, because in 
those mills are employed chiefly immigrants of those races that 
are the least educated and that constitute largely the illiterate 
element which is now crowding out of this industry our native 
laborer. I hope the resolution as amended by the Senator from 
Texas will pass. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the Senator from Idaho. I said a 
moment ago that the chief, and I presumed the only, purpose 
that moved the author of the resolution to present it was the 
inquiry into the attitude of the State; and I based that opinion 
upon the fact that all the other authority conferred by the 
resolution exists under the present law. The suggestion that 
this investigation will be made immediately finds no warrant 
in the resolution, because this officer is not directed or even 
requested to do that at once and report to the Senate. That 
officer is already charged with duties by the general law, and 
I very gravely doubt the power of the Senate to suspend the 
performance of those general duties and direct or request him 
to perform this special duty, if he has less time than both 
require. 

But, Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Senator from 
Idaho, I wish to read the statement of the Senator from Wash- 
ington when he presented the resolution to the Senate, and I 
think that will remove all doubt as to his purpose. 
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On page 2445 of the Recorp, the first two paragraphs of the 
remarks made by the Senator from Washington [Mr. POIN- 
DEXTER] were as follows: 

Mr. President, I desire to say, in connection with the resolution, that 
a condition has arisen, growing out of this strike in the city of Law- 
rence, which immediately inyolves the responsibility of the Federal 
Government. The local authorities have absolutely failed in the func- 
tion which they are obliged to perform of guaranteeing the people who 
are involved in this strike the privileges and immunities of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. N 

A large number of these people are citizens of foreign countries. The 
fact that those people have been denied the privilege of free travel and 
free passage from one State to another State raises a situation which 
may at any moment become an international question, and with respect 
to which a foreign country can deal only with the United States. 

No suggestion here of information upon which to base tariff 
or immigration laws. At that point I interposed the inquiry, 
which any Senator can find by following the debate, and the 
whole question turned on that. It was not only the resolution 
itself, which embodies, no matter not now provided for by law 
except the inquiry whether Massachusetts was performing her 
duty, but it was the statement of the author of the resolution in 
the very first paragraph presenting his argument to the Senate 
which attracted my attention, and convinces me that the im- 
portant part of the resolution is the last clause. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the criticism which has been 
lodged against the resolution as to its form seems to me to have 
some merit, in this—that the resolution, it seems to me, ought 
to direct this investigation, or order it, and there ought to be 
something to suggest a time within which the report should 
be made; and I should be glad, before the vote is taken, if such 
an amendment could be made to the resolution. 

I apprehend there is no real purpose upon the part of the 
resolution or the mover of it to secure any facts which have 
relation to anything other than the labor conditions and the dis- 
turbance which prevail in the city of Lawrence, in the State of 
Massachusetts. So far as concerns the bearing it may have 
upon tariff legislation, I am not interested, and I doubt very 
much if anybody else is very particularly. Such information 
would be without value on that matter because of its incom- 
pleteness. 

I presume the resolution had its origin in the news which the 
newspapers carried to the effect that the authorities of the 
States had prevented some of the citizens or residents of Massa- 
chusetts from going into another or adjoining State; and I pre- 
sume everyone will concede that such a condition of affairs in 
this country would naturally call for inquiry by the proper 
body, whatever that body may be. For the authorities of a 
State to prevent a party from traveling from the State of 
Massachusetts or any other State into another State is some- 
thing in which I think we might all be interested, at least to 
know by what authority they presumed to exercise such a 
power. I doubt not that this resolution had its origin solely in 
that news which was carried by the newspapers in regard to 
that fact. 

My observation, Mr. President, has been that there can not 
be too much light thrown upon the labor troubles which occur 
sometimes in different parts of this country; and while I would 
not for a moment vote for a resolution, or support in any way a 
resolution, which would tend to take from the State author- 
ities their authority to act until such time as the State author- 
ities have requested such action upon the part of the National 
Government, my experience and my observation have been, 
nevertheless, that, so far as the revealing of the actual state of 
affairs is concerned, it is better for both sides that it be done, 
and be done by some impartial person. 

Everyone knows that when these labor troubles come there 
are charges and countercharges; things are alleged to haye 
been done which, perhaps, never were done; charges made 
which have no foundation; and it is almost impossible for those 
against whom the charges are made to have the facts presented 
to the American public in such a way that the public will accept 
them otherwise than by some impartial investigation or by 
some party who may go there disconnected with the controversy, 
impartial as to the conflict, and reveal the actual state of affairs 
to the public. 

Without making any personal reference, I know that there 
have been conditions where those in charge of State affairs 
would have been most fortunate if they could have had the facts 
as they actually existed made known to the public; and I doubt 
not if the actual facts here are made known it will not be to 
the disadvantage of the State authorities. That has been my 
observation and my experience. It is the things which are 
reported to be true that are not true; it is a condition promul- 
gated to the public which has no foundation; it is the charges 
laid without any just reason against officers who are seeking to 
do their duty that necessitate, in my judgment, an investigation 
as to the actual condition of affairs. 
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If the State officials are correct in their position; if they are 
assuming no other authority than that which they have a 
right to assume, instead of an investigation reflecting upon the 
State of Massachusetts or injuring her authorities, it will, in 
my judgment, be a credit and a distinct benefit to the State of 
Massachusetts to have the investigation made. 4 

On the other hand, if it should turn out that the State author- 
ities of Massachusetts are preventing people from going from 
that old Commonwealth to some other State, I do not agree 
with those who say we haye no constitutional right to look into 
the question. I undertake to say when a State, or the State 
authorities, or those representing the State, undertake to pre- 
vent the passage of a resident or citizen of one State to another, 
it is not a matter of concern to that individual State alone, but 
it is a matter of supreme concern to the entire Nation, and the 
United States has the right to inquire into it. Indeed, the 
Supreme Court of the United States has held pointedly upon 
this question that it is not within the power of the State or the 
authorities of the State to interfere with the free passage of a 
citizen out of the State into another or through a State into 
another, and it is a matter of which the National Government 
should and can take cognizance; that it is a right which a man 
enjoys not alone as a citizen of Massachusetts, but as a citizen 
of the United States, to go hither and thither, as he chooses, 
unless there is lodged against him complaint of some crime or 
that he has violated some law. 

If it be true that in the extraordinary condition of affairs 
which prevails in the State of Massachusetts the State authori- 
ties of that State, misconceiving their duty and making a mis- 
take as to the policy, have undertaken to prevent people from 
leaving the State when there.is no charge of crime against them, 
it is something we have a right to inquire into; not for the pur- 
pose, until the Governor or the legislature or both shall ask us 
to interfere, for the purpose of interfering—that is to say, for 
the purpose of taking control of the situation and policing the 
situation—but we certainly have a right to know what it is 
necessary to do in order to protect the free passage of citizens 
from one part of the country to another. 

Mr. President, who is going to be injured thereby? In my 
opinion the State of Massachusetts will be distinctly benefited 
and her officers will be distinctly benefited if these charges are 
untrue. On the other hand, I say if they are true it must be 
conceded it is a thing about which we have a right to inquire, 
and too much light can not be thrown upon the conditions which 
prevail there. The light generally reveals a condition of affairs 
altogether different from that which is carried in popular news, 
because the news must necessarily come from one source or an- 
other, both of which are prejudiced in the matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4 o’clock having ar- 
rived, the resolution goes to the calendar. The Chair lays be- 
fore the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sloners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public-utilities commission. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will agree that the unfinished business 
may be laid aside that the Senator from Massachusetts may 
address himself to some subject. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely desire to say a word. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
was recognized. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I did not intend to say any- 
thing further on this matter, but I do not wish to have any 
misunderstanding in regard to. my position. I said yesterday 
more than once that I had no objection to any publicity or any 
investigation whatever into general labor conditions in Law- 
rence, or the particular conditions surrounding this strike. 
Such an inquiry is fully provided for in the law of the United 
States—the act of 1888—which was read yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Camron]. The Commissioner of 
Labor has full power to examine into the strike now existing. 

I voted to lay the resolution on the table simply and solely 
because it contains the clause in regard to the local authorities, 
and, Mr. President, I object and I shall resist 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Texas? Š 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator kindly read the extract 
from the statute to which he refers? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2505 


Mr. LODGE (reading): 


+ The Commissicner of Labor is also specially charged to investigate 
the causes of and facts relating to all controversies and d be- 
oyees as they ng occur and which 
re of the people of the different States, and 


tween employers and em y — 


to — with the wi 
report thereon to Congress. 

That, as I have already said, gives him absolute and sweep- 
ing authority to make an investigation into all such cases as 
that now existing in Lawrence. But I object to bringing for 
trial before the bar of a commissioner, or the head of a bureau, 
what has been done by the authorities in my State. The goy- 
ernor of the State of Massachusetts is not of my party, but he 
is the executive of the Commonwealth, and I shall resist any 
attempt to bring his conduct for investigation or trial before 
the Commissioner of Labor, the head of a bureau, or any sub- 
ordinate Federal official. 

There is no evidence whatever that the State of Massachu- 
setts has interfered with the operations of interstate commerce. 
It is said in the newspapers that the police of Lawrence stopped 
the sending away of certain children on Saturday last. I have 
also been informed—I heard, in fact, from my State—that they 
exceeded their authority in so doing, and that the State had 
taken means to correct it. 

When it is shown that the State of Massachusetts is resist- 
ing the laws of the United States or interfering with them, 
then, and not till then, will the time come for the Congress of 
the United States and the Government of the United States to 
consider it. But I object, Mr. President, to bringing up the 
action of the authorities of the State to be looked over by the 
head of a bureau. I do not think we have any right to do it, 
and I know that it is utterly wrong and improper. 

We do not, as a matter of fact, know anything about the situ- 
ation in Lawrence except what has appeared in the newspapers. 
I think it would be well to wait before we censure or summon 
the authorities of the State until we have some better informa- 
tion. They are not looking for a vindication at the hands of 
the head of the Bureau of Labor or anybody else, and until 
something is presented to Congress more tangible than has yet 
been presented I think the Senate should hesitate long before 


it establishes a precedent that the authorities of a State are. 


to be turned over to the head of a bureau to be investigated as 
to whether they have done their duty. What the State has 
done has had nothing to do with the conditions of labor or the 
conditions of the strike. It was the duty of the State to pre- 
serve order in Lawrence when there was rioting and disorder 
threatened in that city, and I do not think a resolution ought 
to be passed which brings them forward for trial, for that is 
what this resolution amounts to. 

That is the reason why I voted against the resolution as it 
stands, and I shall continue to vote against it as it stands. If 
‘that clause about the authorities of the State is stricken out, 
I have no objection to its passing; but it is then wholly super- 
fluous. It is simply telling the commissioner to do what he now 
has full authority to do without mandate or suggestion from us. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask permission to say a further 
word in regard to the matter. 

It is needless for me to repeat what I have already said as to 
my objection to the resolution, particularly and basically on ac- 
count of the last clause, which the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Curserson] proposes to strike out, nor 
to repeat the reasons which I gave as to the first part of the 
‘sot on the ground that it is not properly framed, and so 

As the suggestion has been made that this information is 
needed for the purpose of legislation, either as to the enactment 
of a tariff law or as to the regulation of the subject of immi- 
gration, I want to say that if the resolution is put in proper 
shape and the proper authority is clothed with the investigation 
I shall vote for it. For that reason I shall suggest as the proper 
means of securing this information that there should be a com- 
mittee of the Senate—and I will now say that if the resolution 
comes again before the Senate I intend to offer an amendment 
to the effect that the investigation shall be made by a committee 
or subcommittee of either the Finance Committee or the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, and put in that shape and with that sus- 
tained by the Senate we shall then have an authoritative in- 
vestigation, 

There is muah in what the Senator from Massachusetts has 
just said as to the impropriety of sending a subordinate officer 
of an executive department of the Government to investigate 
the internal affairs of a State. 

Therefore, Mr. President, if this is a matter of importance— 
and Senators here evidence that it is, in their opinion, a matter 
of importance—let us treat it as a matter of importance and 
clothe the proper committee of the Senate with power to make 
the investigation. It is not now in order that I should offer the 


amendment, but, I repeat, if the matter again comes before the 
Senate I shall offer an amendment clothing a committee of the 
Senate with power to make the investigation so far as relates 
to the first part of the resolution. But, so far as the resolution 
relates to the action of officials.of the State of Massachusetts, 
I do not think it is a proper matter for investigation here by 
an officer of a bureau or by a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance or any other committee of the Senate, unless the 
State: of Massachusetts is in some way transcending its con- 
stitutional authority or is violating its obligations to the Gen- 
eral Government. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the unfinished business may 
be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the unfinished business be stated. 

Mr. BURTON. I should like to ask if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will postpone his request for a few minutes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to have the unfinished busi- 
ness laid before the Senate, and then the Senator can prefer 
his request. 

3 VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of 
a public-utilities commission. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri gave 
notice that he would desire to be heard at this time. Does 
the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Ohio 
temporarily? 

Mr. STONE. How much time does the Senator wish? 

Mr. BURTON. I think not more than three minutes. 
via. STONE. Unless it is very important I would rather not 

eld. 

Mr. BURTON. I will state that it is important, because it 
relates to an extension bill, the operation of which expires 
March 1, and there will have to be a conference between the 
House and Senate. 

Mr. STONE. I am always desirous of showing the utmost 
courtesy, but there is a situation that I fear makes it rather 
improper for me to yield. 

Mr. BURTON. I do not wish to interfere or to take any 
considerable time if the Senator desires to address the Senate, 
Is that the intention of the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. STONE. What I desire to do is this: I gave notice 
yesterday that I would address the Senate at this time, but 
at the request of the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Rayner] I intend to yield to him. I have just stated to him 
that I would yield; and I will take my chances of aga 
such observations as I have in mind to make when he is 
through, or to-morrow at the close of the morning business. 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the request until the Senator 
from Maryland has had an opportunity to make remarks. 
“THE CHARTER OF DEMOCRACY” AS ADVOCATED BY EX-PRESIDENT ROOSE- 

VELT AT THE OHIO CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I hope in what I am about to 
say to-day upon the subject that I have announced, that the Sen- 
ate will understand that I am not influenced by any political con- 
siderations whatever, because I believe that our party will suc- 
ceed in the next presidential contest no matter who may be nom- 
inated by the Republican convention. I have-another purpose 
to subserve entirely, and that is to present to this body my 
views upon a proposition that was advanced by ex-President 
Roosevelt before the constitutional convention of the State 
of Ohio a few days ago in an address entitled The Charter 
of Democracy,” and which I regard as the most dangerous 
doctrine ever brought forward by anyone who has the slightest 
regard for the stability of our institutions and whose opinion 
is entitled to any weight or respect. 

In this address of the ex-President there are a number of 
suggestions, such as the election of Senators by the people and 
primary elections for the nomination of political candidates, 
with which I entirely agree. What I desire to call attention to 
to-day is a unique and original conception which he advanced 
upon this occasion and which I quote literally, as follows: 


The decision of a State court on a constitutional question should be 
sub. to revision by the people of the State. 
any considerable number ay the people feel that the decision is In 
defiance of justice, they should be given the right by panton to pan 
before — 8 voters at some subsequent election, special or otherwise, as 
ee ecided, and after the fullest opportunity for deliberation and 
te, the 5 whether or not the pues — fen * of the 
Constitution is to be sustained. If it is sustained, well and good. 


2506 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


If not, then the popular verdict is to be accepted as final, the decision 


is to be treated as reve and the construction of the Constitution 
8 deelded— subject only to action by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, if a proposition of this sort had been advanced 
by an ordinary agitator or by an anarchist no attention would 
be paid to it; the people would understand that it was utterly 
meaningless, and it would involve no actual danger to the Re- 
public. We must realize, however, that this is the utterance of 
a political leader, who occupies to-day as prominent a place be- 
fore the public as anyone in the country, who is gifted with 
tremendous power, who commands great popularity, and who 
for seven years occupied the position of President of the United 
States, and who is now a candidate again for the office. 

I would like to accept the apology that has been offered for 
him by one of the leading papers of the country, when it says: 


We shall pay Mr. Roosevelt the Ses age wach of stating that we do 
not think that he believes a word of the nonsense he uttered in this 


speech, 

But I can not do so. I would rather accept the criticism of 
another great paper, which observes in its editorial columns as 
follows, in commending to the attention of everybody this sali- 
ent feature of his address: 

We beg leave to remark that it is the most astonishing and in the 
view of healthy intelligence the craziest proposal that ever emanated 
either from himself or from any other statesman since the organization 
of our Government by law. 

I am inclined to think that the last criticism goes perhaps a 
little too far when it says that it is the craziest proposal that 
ever emanated from himself, because I have from time to time 
taken the liberty to submit to the Senate a number of other 
proposals of the ex-President which are equal to it in this regard. 
I want it to be known that I am very fond of the ex-President, 
and whenever I have had occasion to comment upon any of his 
constitutional views I haye always done so with the greatest 
deference and respect. 

What I would reaily like to know now is, not as a matter of 
curiosity but for my own information, whether any man of 
intelligence, in his sober moments of thought and reflection, 
agrees with him in this contemplated change that he proposes 
to make in the nature of our institutions. I would like some 
Member of the Senate to arise here now, or at any time here- 
after, and announce to the country and to his constituents that 
he believes in the doctrine that popular verdicts should super- 
sede judicial construction upon constitutional questions. 

I would like to arise, for instance, before the people of my 
State—and I represent as intelligent and patriotic a constit- 
uency as there is in the Union—and address them as follows: 
“Fellow citizens, whenever the Court of Appeals of Maryland 
decides that an act of the General Assembly of Maryland is 
unconstitutional, then the decision shall be submitted to the 
people, and if the people at a popular election, by a majority of 
their suffrages, decide otherwise, then the court shall be re- 
versed and the decision set aside.” What do you suppose, Mr. 
President, they would do with me? What disposition would 
they make of me, and where would they send me to? „ 

Just let us grasp this appalling announcement for a moment, 
and, if we can, let us realize that it was deliberately made 
after the most thorough preparation and with an actual purpose 
in the mind of its author that if again invested with the reins 
of power he would, with all the influence that he can command, 
advocate to the people of the States that they should, by con- 
stitutional amendment or otherwise, put it into practical exe- 
cution. I am not speaking as a partisan now, and I assure you 
upon my honor that I do not want to do anything that may 
weaken the chances of Mr. Roosevelt for a renomination at the 
hands of his party, because I do not believe that our party 
could have an easier opponent to defeat than a candidate who, 
by an inflammatory proposal of this character, has arrayed 
against himself the united intelligence of the country. 

I am speaking of this declaration from an entirely nonparti- 
san view so as to present, if I can, to my countrymen, the over- 
whelming peril that confronts them if any man, to whatever 
party he may belong, who entertains such an idea of our institu- 
tions should again at any time or under any circumstances be 
inyested with the administration of our affairs. I would like 
to goa step farther than this and ask if in any civilized country 
where anarchy does not prevail such a scheme of outlawry has 
eyer been suggested upon all the pages of history. 

People who regard this merely as a flippant and impulsive 
utteranee of a candidate for public office who is trying to at- 
tract public favor are making a great mistake. In my judg- 
ment, the ex-President has been reflecting over this propo- 
sition for years, and contrary to his usual custom it is the 
result of profound study and investigation upon his part of 
the judicial history of the country. He has always been 
hostile to the decisions of the courts whenever they conflicted 


with his own views, and he has over and over again, in private 
and in public, given expression to his opposition to them. I can 
recall statement after statement that he has made upon this 
identicaf subject, and his reappearance now for public favor 
indicates to me that he is willing in this particular to identify 
himself before the people as the apostle of destruction and to 
aim with all his energies and with unerring precision at the 
judiciary of the country for the purpose of leveling the distinc- 
tions of the Constitution and destroying as far as possible the 
most sacred department of American institutions. 

Tt is folly to tell me that he will exercise no influence with the 
people of the States if he succeeds in accomplishing his present 
ambition. No living man wields the power to-day that he does 
with a certain class of their citizenship. If it were not for this 
and if I thought that this utterance was merely an impetuous 
outburst, I would pass it by and let it die at its birth. This I 
know is not the case, and I speak of my own personal knowledge 
when I say that an idea is firmly implanted in his mind that if 
he eyer again has the power he will do all that lies within his 
reach to effect the identical purpose that he has thus indicated, 
and I therefore take him at his word. You will observe that 
he is very careful in what he says and that his proposition is 
not to take away from the courts either by constitutional amend- 
ment or otherwise their power to construe an act of the legisla- 
ture. His idea is to leave that power where it is in the courts, 
and though their decisions may be in perfect accord with the 
law and with the Constitution and with the authorities, never- 
theless to give to the people the right to reverse their judgments 
and decrees and from day to day, by popular verdicts, to make 
constitutions of their own. Of course it follows as a necessary 
corollary that if they can do this with the décisions of the courts 
they can do it with enactments of the legislature, and therefore 
at one fell swoop not only the judicial but the law-making power 
would lie prostrate at our feet. 

If a legislature in any State should pass a law confiscating 
private property and deprive men of their earnings and posses- 
sions honestly and legitimately acquired without any compen- 
sation or by any process of law, and appellate tribunals should 
determine that such an act was in violation of the organic law 
of the land, then the people would have the right to meet upon 
a town lot or in a convention hall or at a popular ballot and 
set aside the solemn decrees of their judicial tribunals. In 
other words, public clamor, public agitation, and the appeals of 
demagogues are to deprive the courts of their highest functions 
and enable the people to take the law into their own hands 
whenever the rights of property or the liberty of individuals 
may be involved, with this pacifying modification of the scheme, 
that this attack upon our institutions must stop at the doors of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Why, I ask, at the 
Supreme Court? The Supreme Court is the very tribunal that 
Mr. Roosevelt has mercilessly attacked whenever it has dared to 
disagree with him in his interpretation of the law. Why not 
have complete anarchy? Why have only partial anarchy? Why 
not carry this beautiful system to the utmost limit of its com- 
plete perfection? I insist upon it that you have no right to stop 
at the threshold of the Supreme Court, and I submit to the ex- 
President that in order to perfect the symmetry of his plan 
and to have perfect harmony in its arrangement whenever the 
Supreme Court renders a decision that is not in absolute accord 
with his own views, if he should happen to be President, that 
he summon to the ballot box the people of the United States to 
set aside the judgment of the court, and, if his motion is sec- 
onded and it meets with popular approval, let him issue a proc- 
lamation that the motion is carried and the decision is reversed. 

A justice of the peace followed this plan in our earlier days 
in one of our States. A prisoner was before him for murder 
upon a preliminary hearing. The office of the justice was 
thronged with friends of the prisoner. After the testimony was 
concluded the counsel for the prisoner said, “ Your honor, I 
make a motion that the prisoner be discharged.” In all of his 
practice the justice had never heard of a motion, and he did 
not know what to do with it. Deliberating upon it for a few 
moments, he said, “Gentlemen, is there a second to the 
motion?“ The motion was seconded. “Now, gentlemen, you 
have heard the motion. All in favor of it say ‘aye.’” The 
motion was unanimously carried, and the prisoner was acquitted. 

Mr. President, what is the use of having any courts at all? 
What is the use of haying any constitution?e Why did the 
framers of the Constitution say that— 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one 
Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from 
time to time ordain or establish? 

Why did they not say that the judicial power shall be 
vested in the people? Mr. Roosevelt says the people made the 
Constitution, now let them interpret it. This is the substance 
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of his argument, if it can be dignified by the name of argu- 
ment. This is the hallucination that he is trying to inculcate 
in the minds of the rising generation. This is the new revela- 
tion of which he is the prophet and the messiah. Mr. Presi- 
dent, where did the people ever make a constitution? Give me 
an instance of it. I challenge him. They have ordained, they 
have established, and they have ratified, but where have they 
ever made a constitution? 

He forgets that in every constitution that has ever been 
adopted in these United States the people, through their repre- 
sentatives, in convention or otherwise, have established the 
forum that is to interpret the constitution that they have or- 
dained. The people change from day to day, but the tribunal 
that they have constituted to interpret the law lives forever. 

Now, there is a motive for all this, and there is a cause for 
this attack upon the institutions of the land. I think I can tell 
you what itis. It arises from the fact that when Mr. Roosevelt 
was President he was not allowed to influence and contro] the 
decisions of the courts, and they declined to pass under the 
domination of his arbitrary and imperious will. Of course, 
judges are only human; they have made mistakes and their 
adjudications are not divine; but one thing they have done to 
their eternal credit, and that is that they have stood as a barrier 
between him and dictatorial usurpation. 

During the whole of his administration he had an idea linger- 
ing in his mind that it was the duty of the courts to carry out 
the policy of the executive branch of the Government, and this 
belief was connected with another idea, and that was that, so 
far as executive functions were concerned, he was absolutely 
supreme, unlimited by the specifications of the instrument that 
created them. F recall an incident that occurred during his ad- 
ministration that illustrates the point that I am now making. 

Some few years ago, during his reign, a prominent member of 
the New York bar delivered an address before the New York 
Bar Association, contending against Webster, and the most pro- 
found and illustrious statesman that this country has ever pro- 
duced, that when the Constitution invests executive power in 
the President it gives him unlimited executive power, and that 
he was in no manner bound by the delegated powers assigned to 
him in the instrument, and that he had the same prerogative as 
the Czar of Russia or any potentate of the most absolute mon- 
archy. When the President heard of this address, he sent for 
the author of this frantic proposition, embraced him, extended 
to him the hospitalities of the Executive Mansion, showered 
upon him his presidential benedictions, and informed him that 
he was the only lawyer whom he had ever met who had the 
proper conception of the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, what is the present situation? Mr. Roosevelt is a candi- 
date for President of the United States. There was no need 
of any persuasion whateyer to induce him to enter the field. 
There was no dragging of Cincinnatus from the plow, and 
there was no necessity that any Mark Antony should thrice 
upon the Lupercal offer him the crown. He is willing te come 
with his own crown and frame a constitution of his own in ac- 
cordance with the charming and alluring platform that he has 
promulgated. I do not know what sort of a new party we will 
have if he is nominated and elected. We have quite a number 
of parties on hand now. There are Republicans and Democrats 
and insurgents and progressives and radicals and reactionaries 
and neurotics and paranoiacs, and another party will only add 
to the gayety and festivities of the entertainment. I have writ- 
ten some brief amendments to the Constitution for him, which 
I believe that he will accept if he will examine them carefully, 
and I would like to tender them to him so that if he is again 
called to the throne he can incorporate them in his message to 
Congress; and as I am satisfied Congress will pass them, they 
can then be submitted to the people in the shape of constitu- 
tional amendments, They do away with a great deal of- un- 
necessary intermediary process between the executive and legis- 
lative branches of the Goyernment, and they send a simple 
proposition to the American people which they will readily 
comprehend. à j 


I, Theodore Roosevelt, In order to properly govern the ple who 
have called upon me to preside over their destinies. to establish justice, 
insure tranquillity, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings 
of liberty do hereby recommend the following amendments to the Consti- 
tution, to the Congress of the United States: 

ARTICLE 1. Executive power: Whereas it has been established by 
congressional precedent and judicial authority that in the exercise of 
8 power I am limited by the specifications of the Constitution; 
an 


Whereas this interpretation Ignorantly acquiesced in for over 100 
years does not at all accord with my views upon the subject, now I 
recommend the following amendment to the Constitution, to be voted 
wo by the ple: 


peo; 

executive power of every sort and description at any ‘time exer- 
cised by anyone shall be vested in me, and any interference with or 
criticism of the exercise of any power that I may consider myself in- 
vested with shall be construed as treason and punishable as such. 


Ant, 2. Judicial power: Whereas the courts of the United States and 


the ap) 


ra late courts of the different States have at various times ren- 


lecisions va ge constitutional questions which have not at all met 
with my approval and which are contrary to my policies as Executive 
of the United States, it is therefore herein provided that in order to 
remedy this defect and to make these decisions conform to my own in- 
terpretation of the Constitution, that whenever any of the appellate 
courts of the States, or the Supreme Court of the United States, shall 
decide a constitutional question an appeal or writ of error shall lie to 
me, and whatever interpretation I may place upon the constitution of 
an State or upon the Constitution of the United States, shal! be final 
and no further appeal shall be allowed. 

Art. 3. Dormant legislative powers: Whereas the Congress of the 
United States has failed to exercise from time to time a large number 
of Federal powers upon the ground that such powers are not delegated 
in the Constitution; and whereas this is a mistaken interpretation of 
the Constitution and there ought to be some tribunal that can exercise 
these ponera for the general welfare of the pranie therefore I recom- 
mend to the Cong of the United States the following amendment: 
“All dormant Federal powers not exercised by the Congress of the 
United States shall yest in me. The following powers are herein spe- 
cifically enumerated. I shall have the right to grant charters to cor- 
. und supervise their transactions; to issue interstate marriage 
leenses and to grant limited and unlimited divorces and permits for 
individuals to transact business; to define the amount of property that 
any one person shall own and what amount of business he shall 
transact; to superintend all the domestic: affairs of the Nation; to 
prescribe the amount and 12 of food that they shall consume; and 
to establish rules for the increase of population, prescribing the num- 
ber of children that each family must contain, and provide adequate 
penalties for failure to attain the proper limit. 

ART. 4. All Executive powers of every sort, kind, and description and 
wherever situate and being, whether active or dormant, not herein 
delegated to me by these amendments are reserved to me, and I shall 
have the right at any time to submit to myself for my rejection or 
approval such further amendments to the Constitution as I may deem 
proper, so that I may more effectually carry out the designs and pur- 
poses herein indicated and so that I may at all times insure absolute 
a and tranquillity among the people whom I have been called upon 

govern. 


You know what I believe, Mr. President? I believe that there 
are a large number of Mr. Roosevelts followers in this country 
who would to-day favor vesting in him autocratic power. Our 
institutions underwent a radical change under his administra- 
tion. He inaugurated a new era of constitutional thought. He 
announced over and over again, in defiance of the unbroken 
decisions of the courts, that under the general-welfare clause 
of the Constitution Congress had the power to enact any legisla- 
tion that tended to the general welfare of the Nation. He dis- 
coursed upon inherent rights, when the Supreme Court had by 
an irrevocable line of decisions anchored the proposition in our 
constitutional history that we are strictly and literally a gov- 
ernment of delegated power. He trespassed upon the rights of 
the States and in one public utterance after another perverted 
the Constitution so as to encroach upon their functions and 
invade their jurisdiction. The only department that saved us 
from dictatorial government was the judicial power of the 
States-and of the Nation. Now it is proposed to practically 
deprive them of their constitutional functions. As this seditious 
proposal flashed through the country it shocked and appalled 
its intelligence, but, Mr. President, it has attracted an attentive 
audience, because the ex-President has whole battalions of loyal 
disciples who follow his leadership with the same discipline 
that an army follows its commander. 

I want to say this: I agree with him in a great many things 
that he advocates. I am for progression and not for reaction. 
I am for the rights of the people against the domination of their 
political masters. This has been my familiar theme during the 
whole of my public career. To-day the people are in the field, 
and the day of the political manager is over and the hour of the 
patriot and the statesman has arrived. We can see with the 
naked eye that a great revolution is in progress, and that this 
is the age of political liberty and legislators; and Representa- 
tives and Senators are being warned that they are the servants 
and not the masters of the people. Down with the walls and 
back to the people, wherever it can be done without undermining 
the institutions of the Republic. It is because I am for these 
things with all sincerity that I haye arisen to deprecate this 
unfortunate delusion that Mr. Roosevelt has brought to the 
front. It injures the cause of the people’s rights. 

Even now the students of our colleges and universities who 
are studying the science of government and the framework of 
our institutions are inquiring what does this inflammatory effu- 
sion portend. I received a communication to-day asking me to 
explain its scope and effect, and I answered that its only scope 
and effect was to distract and derange the mind of anyone who 
attempted to reconcile it with the cardinal principles of the Re- 
public. I received another letter from a young man telling me 
he was studying to get to the United States Senate and asking me 
which side I was on upon this question. I will receive a score 
of these inquiries within the next few days. What sort of a 
Senate will this be in the years to come if the minds of the ris- 
ing generation are to be bewildered by such incendiary utter- 
ances as this? 
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No progressive leader in this body that I know of has ever 
given expression to such views. The senior Senators from Wis- 
consin and Iowa, both of whom have been strongly indorsed 
for the presidential nomination, have neyer raised such an 
issue. They are men of sincere purpose and of deep convictions, 
and they have never undertaken to sap and undermine the 
foundations upon which the Republic rests. I had hoped that 
outbreaks like this were over when Mr. Roosevelt abdicated his 
place a few years ago and started upon his restful and harm- 
less expedition to the jungles of Africa to slaughter animals 
that Providence had never created. I had hoped that he might 
remain there and not return and start these frenzied schemes 
again. Here he is, however, and he has come to stay. I do not 
know what we will do with our friend. Would it be possible, 
if he consents, to tender him to the new Republic of China, in 
the event of his defeat—and I am satisfied that, even if nomi- 
nated, he will be easily defeated. I would almost be willing 
to make a new treaty for Chinese immigration if they would 
accept him in exchange. This would be a splendid opportunity 
for him to start a Chinese constitution framed upon the plan 
that he has outlined. Of course, we will miss him—there is no 
doubt about that—and the exhilarating commotion and excite- 
ment that he is constantly treating us to. The newspapers will 
miss him. He is the most yaluable asset of American journal- 
ism that ever made his appearance in this land. I will miss 
him personally, because I like him and he has been a constant 
source of interest and amusement to me. I regard him as the 
most unique and picturesque character in all American history. 
When he was President I was constantly beguiled and diverted 
by his political performances. 

I never retired at night that I did not expect some political 
earthquake in the morning, and I never arose in the morning 
that I did not look for some volcanic eruption at night. I 
think he is a most captivating and charming person. He can 
talk to you by the hour upon subjects that he does not know 
anything about at all with the same ease and facility that he 
can discuss those to which he has devoted the closest study. 
This is a gift of Providence that none of his predecessors ever 
possessed. His dissertations upon the Constitution are a feast 
of reason and a flow of soul. The last conversation I had with 
him was in relation to the case of Col. Stewart, whom he had 
charged with certain temperamental infirmities, and in whose 
behalf I had asked for a court of inquiry in the Senate. He 
informed me that being Commander in Chief of the Army and 
Navy of the United States he would not pay the slightest atten- 
tion to any law that Congress passed, and that he had a perfect 
right, if he wanted to, to sentence Col. Stewart to death; that 
he did not intend to do it, but that he had the constitutional 
right to do so. 

Mr. President, this is exactly the line of thought that he has 
obi in his address before the constitutional convention of 

hio. 

He is simply advocating martial law. The best definition of 
martial law is that it is no law at all. When people are ordered 
to assemble in their polling places to set aside the solemn judg- 
ments of the courts that involve the rights of property and the 
liberty of our citizens and to trample upon precedent and order 
and authority, then we have an era of martial law. No one 
supposes for a moment that Mr. Roosevelt could carry a revo- 
lutionary system of this sort into operation. That is not the 
point. The point is that he would use every power at his com- 
mand to strengthen the executive arm of the Government and 
compel the Federal judiciary to fall in line with his policies, 
Whenever he is to make appointments to the Supreme Court 
and to the various Federal circuits or is to select an Attorney 
General for his Cabinet, he will have a distinct understanding 
and ascertain definitely before the appointments are determined 
upon that his nominees are in accord with him upon constitu- 
tional construction and executive power. We know what he 
will do in the future from our experience in the past. He held 
his party in Congress under absolute vassalage and subjection, 
and he will revive his attempt to place the judiciary under his 
influence and control. 

Make no mistake. I am not exaggerating the situation. He 
is perfectly sincere, and his motive is not a corrupt one, and 
he will do this because he is possessed with a mad fancy that 
this is and ought to be an Executive Government, that the powers 
of the Executive ought to override those of the legislative and 
judicial branches of the public service; and what he proposes 
is not by constitutional amendment, because he knows he can 
not procure it, but by all the patronage and all the power and 
all the resources that he can command to practically force upon 
the country an interpretation of our organic law that will level 
its distinctions and mutilate and obliterate its checks and bal- 
ances. He will then, in the pursuit of his own insatiable ambi- 
tion, possess a degree of autocratic power that no President of 
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these United States has eyer attained or would have ever dared 
to exercise, except at the risk of impeachment. Speaking for 
my country and not for my party, speaking for the autonomy 
and stability of our institutions, speaking for the Constitution in 
all of its parts, if we are to pass in again under his yoke, with 
his outstretched arm under his latest utterance hanging over the 
seat of justice, the refuge and bulwark of our institutions, 
ready to strike it down with a wanton attack upan its integrity, 
and if this attack is to succeed and the era of the common law 
is to be revived, when its judges were the abject serfs and slaves 
of the Crown, then, in my judgment, it would have been better 
if the Constitution had never been framed and its authors had 
never attempted by an apportionment of constitutional functions 
almost perfect in their allotment to construct an indissoluble 
Union of indestructible States. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I gaye notice on yesterday that 
I would address the Senate to-day on a resolution I have here- 
tofore offered relating to the conditions prevailing along the 
border between this country and Mexico. Circumstances have 
made it impracticable for me to do so to-day. The hour is now 
too late. If I can find opportunity, without trespassing upon 
more important business of the Senate to-morrow, I give notice 
that I shall then address the Senate at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. 


WATERS OF NIAGARA RIVER. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I again ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
232) extending the operation of the act for the control and 
regulation of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation 
of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and, there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. The joint resolution had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, with an amendment, 
on page 2, line 5, after the word “to,” to strike out “May 1, 
1912,” and insert “January 1, 1914,” so as to make the joint 
resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the aforesaid act be, and they 
are hereby, extended from March 1, 1912, being the date of the ex- 
piration of said act, to January 1, 1914. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I find two errors in the pre- 
amble as it came to us, and I move to amend it by striking out 
the word “expired ” before the word “ March” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words “and further extended to”; and after 
the words “August 22, 1911,” to insert the words “expires 
March 1, 1912.” It is clearly an error in the print in the form 
in which the joint resolution came to us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the preamble is 
amended as suggested by the Senator from Ohio, and without 
objection the preamble as amended is agreed to. 


KOOTENAI RIVER BRIDGES, MONTANA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 8776) per- 
mitting the board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, 
State of Montana, to construct, maintain, and operate three 
bridges across the Kootenai River in the State of Montana, 
which were, on page 1, line 6, after “River,” to insert “at 
points”; on page 1, line 7, after “navigation,” to strike out “at 
the following points” and insert “located as follows”; and on 
page 2, line 19, to strike out “bill” and insert “act.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act granting the consent 
of Congress to the board of county commissioners of Lincoln 
County, State of Montana, to construct, maintain, and operate 
three bridges across the Kootenai River in the State of Mon- 
tana.” 

Mr. DIXON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. f 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 12 minutes spent in 
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executive session, the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, February 28, 1912, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 27, 1912. 
POSTMASTERS, 
INDIANA. 
‘Timothy De Brular, Garrett. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Robert S. Powell, Canton. 
MISSOURI, 


Richard Collier, Shelbyville. 
John P. Rankin, Higbee. 

OHIO, 
Elva A. Jackson, Troy. 
E. Lee Porterfield, Delaware. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, February 27, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father of light and love, justice and mercy, righteousness 
and peace, help us, we beseech Thee, to quell the tumult which 
sometimes surges within us and threatens the very citadel of 
the soul; that with patience, calmness, and serenity we may 
meet the conflicts which rage round about us and quit ourselves 
like men in the great battle of life, der the sublime leader- 
ship of the Lord Christ our Savior. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE SIXTEENTH AMENDMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the governor of North Dakota: 


STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
J Bismarck, February 20, 1912. 
To the Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 


Speaker of House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. SPEAKER: Find inclosed herewith copy of house bill 
No. 1, passed by the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North 
Dakota, the same penig a joint resolution ratifying the sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Very truly, yours, JoHN BURKE, 
4 Governor. 


House bill 1, twelfth legislative assembly, State of North Dakota, begun 
and held at the capitol in the city of Bismarck on Tuesday, the 3d 
day of January, 1911. 


A joint resolution ratifying the sixteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 


Whereas the Sixty-first Con of the United States of America, at 
its first session, by a constitutional majority of two-thirds thereof, made 
the following proposition to amend the Constitution of the United 
States of America in the following words, to wit: 


“A joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States. 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Con 8 assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the 3 article is pro as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the Unéted States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a part of the Constitution, cr agen 

“Article XVI. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes 
oh incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment 
among the several States, and without regard to any census or enu- 
meration“: Therefore be it : 

Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota 
That the said pro; d amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States of America be, and the same is 3 ratifled by the Legislative 
Assembly of the State of North Dakota; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this joint resolution be forwarded 
by the governor of this State to the cretary of State at Wash- 
ington and to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the National Congress. 

a . M. HANLEY 
Speaker of the House. 
E. H. GRIFFIN, 
Chief Olerk of the House. 
USHER L. BURDICK, 
President of the Senate. 
JAMES W. FOLEY = 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Received oy the governor February 20, 1911, 5 p. m. 
Approved February 21, 1911. 
s. JOHN BURKE, Governor. 


STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA, 
SECRETARY’S OFFICE. 

Filed in this office this 21st day of February, at 5 p. m., 1911. 
P. D. NORTON, Secretary, 
By JOHN ANDREWS, Deputy. 


This certifies that the within bill originated in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North 
Dakota, and is known on the records of that as house bill No. 1. 


H. GRIFFIN 
Chief Olerk of the House. 


Approved February 21, 1911. 
JoHN BURKE, Governor. 


STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, County of Burleigh, ss: 


I, P. D. Norton, secretary of the State of North Dakota, do hereby 
certify that the 8 joint resolution is a true and correct copy of 
the enrolled house bill No. 1, duly filed in this office on the 21st day of 
February, A. D. 1911, at 5 o'clock p. m. of said day. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused to be 
affixed the great seal of the State of North Dakota this 20th day of 
February, A. D. 1912. 

[SEAL.] P. D. Norton, Secretary of State, 

: By JOHN ANDREWS, Deputy. 
The SPEAKER. This communication will be printed in the 
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By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Awnsperry, for five days, on account of important business. 


LAWRENCE (MASS.) LABOR STRIKE. 


Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 433. 

Whereas there is a strike in progress in Lawrence, Mass.; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the police power of the city of Lawrence 
and the militia of the State of Massachusetts are being used to forcibly 
prevent parents from sending their children into other States, where ar- 
8 have been made to take care of them until the strike is 
over; an 

Whereas it is further alleged that many of these children do not be- 
long to parents who are on strike, and many others have been secured 
either by intimidating the parents or by the grossest misrepresentation 
made possible because many of the strikers are foreigners and do no 
understand our language; and 

Whereas if the first allegation is true, it is a violation of the fourth 
and fourteenth amendments to the Constitution and the inherent right 
of citizens to travel from State to State: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor, or any subcommittee thereof, 
be, and is 8 authorized and directed to investigate thoroughly the 
allegations set forth in the preamble of this resolution and the causes 
which have produced such a condition of affairs. 

Said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is hereby duthorized to 
sit during the sessions of Congress either at Washington or at Lawrence, 
Mass., to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ 
such stenographic and clerical assistance as may be necessary for the 
pu of carrying out the provisions and purposes of this resolution, 
and that the expenses thereof, in a sum not to exceed in the aggregate 
$10,000, be paid from the contingent fund of the House on vouchers 
ordered by said committee, by the chairman thereof, and ap- 
provea by the Committee on Accounts. Said committee shall make a 
ull report to this House as to whether, by reason of any facts thus 
ascertained, there shall be legislation by Congress with reference thereto. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. Every Member of this House is familiar with the 
statements which have been carried in the press relative to the 
situation in Lawrence, Mass.—statements which, if true. show a 
horrible condition existing in that city, a condition which is a 
disgrace to.the fair name of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GILLETT. May I ask by what title the gentleman has 
the right to address the House? 

The SPEAKER. He has not any, except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. GILLETT. I was not here when the gentleman rose, 
Has he asked unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. He has asked unanimous consent, and it 
has not been granted. 

Mr. GILLETT. Did he ask unanimous consent to address 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. He asked unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of this resolution, and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Garrett] reserved the right to object. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the beginning 
of this resolution, but I assume by the end of it that it is a 
request to investigate some of the occurrences. at Lawrence. 
I feel that the State of Massachusetts is able to cope with that 
matter, and for the present I object. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts objects. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the fortifications 
appropriation bill. s 

The motion was agreed to. 3 
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Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 20111) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and 
service, and for other purposes, with Mr. Sms in the chair. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose 
last night there was pending an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson], to which a point of order 
had been reserved. If the gentleman desires to discuss the 
merits of the provision, I will withhold making the point of 
order pending such discussion. $ 

Mr. JACKSON. I thank the gentleman. Will the Clerk 
again report the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, at the end of line 5, add: “Provided, That no contract 
for the purchase of any such armament shall be let in any case where 
the Government can manufacture the same at a less cost, re only 
for such armament as it may be necessary to procure in addition to 
the capacity of the Government to manufacture at its arsenals" 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, the Army and Navy of the 
United States, including our fortifications and all equipment for 
fighting, should constitute, in my judgment, a great engine for 
self-defense. It is by this bill that we are supposed to lay the 
foundation of that defense and the keels of the vessels that are 
to protect us from foreign invasion. The philosophers of history 
tell us that there is no truer test of civilization of a nation 
than the organization of its army. If its army be organized for 
conquest, it may be set down as a military power. On the other 
hand, if the military organization is one for self-defense, the 
minds of the people are turned to their own institutions, the 
minds of the people are turned to the improvements in agricul- 
ture, to arts and sciences and the general improvement of its 
people. 

Now, I have no fault to find in the main with this bill. I 
believe that it carries out this purpose of preparing in an or- 
derly way, in a progressive way, for self-defense. But we have 
here n provision which authorizes the expenditure of $600,000 
for the purchase, manufacture, and test of mounted field and 
siege cannon, or for the machinery necessary to manufacture 
this equipment. 

The purpose of this amendment is to make it necessary that 
the Chief of Ordnance shall determine that he is unable to 
manufacture these in the arsenals of the United States. Now, 
I say that in laying the foundation of defense, aside from the 
question of economy, you could do nothing which is more 
to the point and which will tend to more strongly provide for 
the defense of the Nation than to train our men so that in times 
of crises we can manufacture the things we need for the defense. 

I need only to refer to the speech of the gentleman from Iowa 
IMr. Goop], in which it is shown that this equipment can be 
manufactured from 25 to 127 per cent cheaper by the Govern- 
ment than it can be by contract and purchase. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not mean 127 per cent 
cheaper; that would be nothing and something less.. 

Mr. JACKSON. I mean what the table shows. The table 
shows that it costs the Government 127 per cent more to pur- 
chase it than to make it. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a different statement. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is starting with the basis of the figures 
and the per cent added. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, where does 
he find that statement? 

Mr. JACKSON. On pages 2482 and 2483 of the Rxconb. I 
will not stop to read it in detail because the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Goop] gave it yesterday in an eloquent and learned 
speech. 


I want to say now on this point of order that this is not 
subject to a point of order because it goes to the expenditure 
of the very money mentioned in this section and is a condition 
of the appropriation itself. As the bill now reads it reads 
that the Chief of Ordnance may use this money to purchase 
this upon contract or he may purchase the machinery to make it 
with. What I propose is that he shall not do the latter. He 
shall not purchase or make any contract to buy unless he finds 
that it is impossible to make it because of the inadequacy of 
the arsenal or the incapacity of the arsenals of the United 
States. i 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, as suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois on my right [Mr. McKryney], if it did not apply 
directly to the ture of this money it would be within 
the Holman rule, which tends to reduce expenditures, and in 
the very appropriation itself. [Applause.] 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have already stated my 
views as to what should be the policy of the Government, in the 
amount it should manufacture, and how much it should pur- 
chase of armament. I now make the point of order against 
the amendment, and I suggest to the Chair that it is not a 
limitation upon the appropriation within the meaning of the 
rule. It does not undertake to place a limitation on the moneys 
directly, but it does undertake to require of an officer the as- 
certainment of certain conditions, upon the ascertainment of 
which he shall take certain action, which is a change of exist- 
ing law to that extent, and therefore it is not in order. 

It does not appear, also, that it will necessarily decrease the 
expenditures, and is not in order, in my judgment, under the 
Holman rule. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield a minute on the 
discussion of the point of order? I want to make this addi- 
tional suggestion, Mr. Chairman: That aside from the Holman 
rule this proposed amendment will make it necessary for the 
Chief of Ordnance to find that the arsenals are not adequate 
to do the work, whereas as the bill now reads he has his own 
will; he can make these contracts and leave the arsenals of the 
United States absolutely idle; and there is a statement in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] showing for 
the last year the capacity has not been more than half or two- 
thirds occupied. Now, on the point that this amendment 
changes existing law. This amendment does not change exist- 
ing law at all, but it simply says how this money which is now 
appropriated shall be used. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's own state- 
ment convicts him. He says at present the Chief of Ordnance 
may let such work out as he sees fit, whereas under this pro- 
posed provision he will be required to ascertain what work can 
be done in the arsenals and only the remainder can be let out, 
and thereby his power and duties are changed, which is a 
change of existing law. 

Mr. JACKSON. They are under the appropriation as it is 
proposed. 

Mr. SHERLEY. That is just it; the provision as proposed in 
the bill is in accordance with the existing law. Now, the pro- 
vision, as it will be if amended by the amendment of the gentle- 
man, takes from the officer that discretion, requiring of him the 
ascertainment of a fact and upon the ascertainment of that 
fact he shall do certain things, and to that extent it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is certainly within the competency of Con- 
gress to do that. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, with reference to the“ point of order, 
and that is under the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas, does not the fact that the Chief of Ordnance 
shall only spend such money as the arsenals can not use in 
manufacturing, necessarily involve a reduction of expendi- 
tures? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not at all. : 

Mr. PEPPER. For the reason that the arsenals are manu- 
facturing these guns a good deal cheaper than at the present 
time they can be bought, and this limitation compelling him 
to use this money in the Government arsenals necessarily 
reduces expenditures to the extent of economizing the entire 
plant of the Government. 

Mr. SHERLEY. My answer.to the gentleman is that that 
is argumentative and does not appear in the face of the law 
as it is, and there is nothing there to show that the work is 
done cheaper in the arsenals than outside. Neither is there 
anything in the law showing what quantity is done in the 
arsenals and what outside. The present law would permit all 
work to be done in the arsenals, and therefore it can not be 
argued that a provision which does not give full discretion to 
an officer is necessarily a provision in the line of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Houston). The Chair is of the 
opinion that the amendment is not such a limitation of the 
expenditure of this money as falls within the rule. In order 
that the provision of this amendment be carried out it would 
be necessary for the executive officers to take affirmative action 
to make the investigation and find out certain things. Now, 
we find in Hinds’ Precedents: 


. ` That a limitation is negative in its nature and may not include 


positive enactments establishing rules for executive officers. 


t 
This amendment certainly would require positive ačtion and 
provide something for the executive officer to do in the ascer- 
tainment of the fact. Furthermore this amendment on its face 
does not patently appear to be a limitation of expenditures. 
hence does not fall within the Holman rule. The point of 
order is sustained. < - 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. FITZGERALD having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bill of the following title, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Re 5059. An act granting school lands to the State of Loui- 
siana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment the following resolution : 

House concurrent resolution 23. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives sine Senate concurring), 
That there shall be printed and bound in volume form, with accom- 
panying illustrations, 100,000 copies of the Special Consular Reports on 
Cotton Tare, submitted by the Department of State In response to the 
request of Representative WILLIAM G. BRANTLEY, of which 30,000 shall 
be for the use of the Senate and 65,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 5,000 to be delivered to the House document room 
for distribution, 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for moun- 
tain, field, and siege cannon, including the necessary experiments in 
connection therewith and the machinery necessary for its manufacture 
at the arsenals, $600,000, 

Mr. RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 


After the word “ dollars,” in line 10, page 5, insert the following: 

“ Previded, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
the 9 5778 of any ammunition from any person, firm, or corporation 
which has not at the time of commencement of said work established 
an eight-hour workday for all employees, laborers, and mechanics en- 
3 os engaged in the work of manufacturing the ammunition 
named herein.“ 


Mr. RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, this amendment limits the pur- 
chase of ammunition for mountain, field, and siege cannon to 
factories which have established an eight-hour workday, and is 
practically the same as the amendment which I offered yester- 
day and which was adopted by the committee putting a similar 
limitation on the Government in the purchase of mountain, field, 
or siege cannon. 

This amendment is in line with the eight-hour law which re- 
cently passed the House. It is in line with the recommendations 
of the President; it is in line with the more advanced methods 
in the manufacturing world, and I think the amendment should 
be adopted. 

Mr. MANN. I read the amendment which the gentleman of- 
fered yesterday. It is impossible to gather from the reading of 
the amendment in the existing confusion just what it covers. 
Does the amendment of the gentleman cover the question of the 
purchase of machinery? 

Mr. RAUCH. It does not. f 
Mr. MANN. Is it the intention of the gentleman to offer a 
similar amendment to all the paragraphs in this bill? 

Mr. RAUCH. Well, I think it logically follows that the 
amendment should go to the subsequent paragraphs relating to 
ammunition. 

Mr. MANN. If it is the intention to offer a similar amend- 
ment to those provisions in the bill to which such an amend- 
ment might be applicable; it is a very good illustration of the 
need of the advisory board which they were discussing before 
the Committee on the Library this morning, because it would 
seem almost too absurd for consideration to insert in one bill a 
few pages along the same language applicable to each paragraph 
of the bill when the insertion of it in the bill once would be 
amply sufficient. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit, I will say to 
him it was my intention, if this amendment should be adopted 
by the committee, to ask unanimous consent to so reform it as 
to make it apply to all appropriations for ammunition, and 
thereby avoid the repetition of the limitation on each of the 
items. I am in accord with the suggestion of the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Now, one other question, if I may ask the gen- 
tleman. It has been usual in provisions of this sort to insert 
“except in time of emergency in case of war.” Yet there is no 
such provision in this amendment. While war is not expected, 
still the whole theory of the bill is that war may come. We 
would be rather childish to insert a provision in a bill designed 
wholly for time of peace when the bill is designed for time of 
war, which would prevent the operation of the appropriation in 
time of emergency in case of war. s 

Mr. RAUCH. I will say to the gentleman I have no objec- 
tion to that provision being incorporated in the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I hope, if this amendment is to be agreed to— 
and I assume that it is, because a similar amendment was 
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agreed to by the committee yesterday—it may be re-formed so 
that there will be only one provision in the bill, and that there 
is an exception made as to emergency in case of war. Every- 
body knows that sometimes we have to act very quickly and 
without the usual restraint. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman from Indiana IMr. Ruch! 
consent to adding to his amendment words something like these: 
“or from any corporation known as a trust.” So as to make 
his proposition squarely within the Democratic platform? 
Would he accept that as an amendment to his amendment? 

Mr. RAUCH. I have no objection to the gentleman offering 
that amendment. 

Mr. GOOD. Well, will the gentleman incorporate it in his 
amendment, so that when I offer it it will not go out on a 
point of order? 

Mr. RAUCH. I will say frankly to the gentleman that such 
an amendment will raise questions that are not raised by the 
amendment that I have offered, and I prefer to have the gentle- 
man offer the amendment himself. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make a pro forma amend- 
ment for the purpose of asking a question. What proportion 
of powder is now manufactured by the Government? 

Mr. SHERLEY. About 25 per cent of all the powder used 
by the Army and Navy is now manufactured by the Goyern- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. And these amendments are to provide both 
for the present use and for the reserve, and that there shall 
be no powder bought that is not manufactured by people who 
employ labor exceeding eight hours a day? 

Mr. SHERLEY. That, I take it, is the purpose of the 
amendment. - 

Mr. MANN. It does not cover powder at present. 

Mr: CANNON. I take it that it is ammunition. Can the 
gentleman inform me whether, under this or proposed legisla- 
tion or limitation, or under existing law, in the event of an 
emergency the Government could use these appropriations for 
the purpose of importing ammunition? 

Mr. SHERLEY. There is a provision in the bill that permits 
the purchase abroad, in limited quantities, of supplies provided 
for in this bill, which would include ammunition, and in point 
of fact there have been times in the past when a limited amount 
of powder has been bought abroad. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there any proposed legislation to the effect 
that that powder shall be manufactured by labor that is em- 
ployed not longer than eight hours a day?» 

Mr. SHERLEY. I would say to the gentleman that I have 
not offered this amendment, but I presume that if this amend- 
ment limits this appropriation, it would limit it whether the 
money was spent in this country or outside of this country. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know, because I have not made in- 
quiry, but in the production of ammunition and other material 
under contract what proportion of the people engaged in the 
production of that material work under the eight-hour rule? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I could not inform the gentleman as to that. 

Mr, CANNON. Can the gentleman give the information as to 
whether, considering the Government as a customer, in the 
event these various makers of ammunition and other munitions 
of war would comply with the eight-hour law, it would be for 
their interest to do so in order to secure the Government as a 
customer? 3 

Mr. SHERLEY. I suppose that would depend very largely 
upon the particular facts surrounding each proposed bidder for 
Government work. I have not the information necessary to 
enable me to answer. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know whether such in- 
formation exists or not? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not. There have been in the past elab- 
orate hearings on the eight-hour law. I was in charge of this 
bill; this House at this Congress has passed a general eight- 
hour law applying to all work that the Government may do or 
have done for itself; and that having been recently enacted by 
this body, I felt that it expressed the deliberate opinion of this 
body. Therefore, when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Rauen] offered an amendment in the form of a limitation, 
which, in my judgment, was not subject to a point of order, I 
simply made a statement to the House as to the facts which I 
have just related to the gentleman from Illinois, and the Com- 
mittee of the Whole yesterday adopted a provision similar to 
this. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the legislation, or the bill which the 
gentleman refers to as having been passed by the House, been 
enacted into law? i 

Mr. SHERLEY. So far as I know, it has not passed the 
Senate yet. 
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Mr. CANNON. The object of my inquiry is this: It seems to 
me that if we are to prohibit the purchase of war material, not 
only for present use, but for a reserve, unless it is made by 
eight-hour labor, inasmuch as we buy only 25 per cent of am- 
munition, for instance, it would be little short of criminal negli- 
gence if we do not march up and provide money sufficient to 
build Government factories so that we could manufacture the 
material that may be necessary in time of stress and danger. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] has referred to a plat- 
form, of which I do not recollect the exact terms, declaring that 
trust-made goods should not be purchased by the Government, 
That is one of the declarations in the platform in support of 
which gentlemen on the other side claim they came into power. 
Well, I can see that there might be trouble about that, as to 
finding out what are trust-made articles. 

Gentlemen, it is one thing to play politics, but it is another 
thing to face the situation, and if this legislation is to be en- 
acted—and you are responsible for legislation now—it seems 
to me that you should take such steps by appropriation and by 
legislation as will not leave the Government defenseless, and 
that can only be done by providing the means by which the 
Government can protect itself by its own factories and by labor 
employed directly by itself. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. RAUCH. Mr. Chairman—— 

=e CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana. 

Mr. RAUCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
modify the amendment which I offered in accordance with the 
one*which I now send to the Clerk's desk, which I think will 
meet the objection of the gentleman from Illinois. I ask, Mr. 
Chairman, to have it read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ 5 2 ” fn line 10, page 5, insert the following: 
“ Provided, That 8 time of war or when, in the judgment of 
the President, war is inent no part of this or of any other sum in 
this act for ammunition pan be expended for the purchase of any 
ammunition from any person, firm, or corporation which has not at the 
time of commencement of said established an eight-hour day for 
all employees, laborers, and es engaged or to be engaged in the 
work at vanutacturing the ammunition named herein.” 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rauen] 
asks unanimous consent to modify his former amendment, as 
indicated by the amendment just reported by the Clerk. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman offers an amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment the followin 


: “And such purchases shall be 
I bid submitted by those offe 


to sell such 1 which 


hall be accompanied by affidavit of the bidder stating that the 
bidder is not a member of or a to any trus t, 
combination, or arrangement wi ers to res trade or to 


fix or control prices of said commodities in “oi of the laws of 
the United States or any State of the United Sta 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, to that T make a point of 


order. 

Mr. JACKSON. 
order? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to reserve it if the gentleman 
desires to speak to the merits. 

Mr. JACKSON. Just a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering this 
as an amendment to the amendment was in the hope that it 
might escape any point of order being made to it. 

It is a little bit hard to see just why this eight-hour amend- 
ment is not subject to a point of order. I understood the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Suertey] to admit that eight-hour 
amendments which have been offered, which involve practically 
the same conditions, but the others are subject to a point of 
order and are without the Holman rule. 

As I understand the discussion here, the eight-hour amend- 
ment is admitted to be not subject to a point of order, at least 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, because the national plat- 
form of the Democratic Party declared for it—— 

, Mr. SHERLEY. I am sure the gentleman does not want to 
make that reflection upon the gentleman in charge of this bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. Oh, no. Let me complete my sentence and 


Will the gentleman reserve the point of 


the gentleman will see that I do not. 


Mr. SHERLEY. It would need completion if it were not to 
contain a reflection, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman interrupted me before I 
completed the sentence. What I mean to say is this, that the 
point of order was not made, or the committee agreed to this 
amendment, which I am in favor of, limiting this appropriation 
to the expenditure for materials manufactured only under the 
eight-hour rule, because at least one of the political parties in 
the country has declared in favor of it, and I hope both parties 
are in favor of it. 

The same party has declared against the purchase of trust- 
mts goods, and I hope both parties are in favor of that prop- 

on. 

It seems to me a strange sort of procedure that we sit here 
day after day devoting the public moneys to legislation against 
the trusts, instructing the departments of the Government to 
prosecute the trusts, and then vote millions to buy goods of the 

As has been mentioned here on the floor of the House time 
after time, the Government of England has recently set us the 
example of refusing to deal with one of the concerns in our 
country, forsooth, because we had even charged in our Depart- 
ment of Justice that it constituted a trust. Are we to proceed 
to vote millions of dollars to purchase materials of a concern 
which I understand is at this hour being proceeded against by 
the Department of Justice? I say we ought not to do it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, of course I am in no sense 
responsible for the ability of one gentleman to draw an amend- 
ment within the rules of the House and the inability of another 
gentleman to draw an amendment so as to be in order amder 
the rules of the House. I did not make a point of order to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana IMr. 
Rauca], because in my judgment it was not subject to a point 
of order. I did reserve a point of order to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson], because 
it clearly is subject to a point of order, and I repeat that I am 
in no sense responsible for the inability of the gentleman so to 
present the matter as to come within the rules of the House. 
Neither am I to be considered as showing any partiality, when 
my action is necessarily based on the skill of the one gentleman 
and the lack of skill of the other. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman please explain to the 
committee, if this amendment which I have offered is adopted, 
how any of this appropriation could be used except under the 
conditions imposed by that amendment? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course: but that has nothing to do with 
the question of the point of order. I can not undertake to edu- 
cate the gentleman at this late day as to the rules and what is 
a limitation and what is new legislation. 

Now, as to prohibiting the purchase of goods from a trust, 
I am a little bit surprised to find a gentleman belonging to the 
party in control of the legislative machinery of this Govern- 
ment having so little confidence either in the inclination or the 
ability of that branch of the Government as to believe that 
it needs the legislative rather than the executive arm of the 
Government to interfere with the continued prosperity of the 
trusts in this country. For myself, I would not be willing 
at this time to prevent the Government from buying powder 
from the du Pont powder people, which is the intention of the 
gentleman as expressed in his amendment, because, whether 
they be subject to his indictment of being a trust or not, I am 
not willing to leaye the Government in a position where it might 
not be able at a time when it was necessary to acquire the 
powder needed for proper defense of the Government. Mr. 
Chairman, I make the point of erder that the amendment of the 
gentleman is plainly new legislation and not a limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The question now is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Rauch]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
First, I would like to ask the Chair if the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana follows the word “dollars,” in line 10, 

e 5? 
Pathe CHAIRMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. GOOD. -Then my amendment will follow his. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Indiana s” to follow the amendment just offered by the gentleman from 
“Provided, That said amount shall be expended in the manufacture 


of ammunition to the full capacity of Government arsenals before any 
portion thereof is expended in the purchase of ammunition.” 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, to that I reserve a point of 
order. 
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Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it is clearly 
a limitation on the expenditure. It will also mean economy in 
the expenditure of the money that is appropriated. The hear- 
ings reveal the fact that it cost the Government a great deal 
Jess to manufacture this ammunition than it does to purchase 
it, and this is a limitation on the appropriation to the extent 
that only that portion of it can be used in the purchase of the 
ammunition that can not be manufactured at the arsenal. It 
requires no determination as to outside conditions to ascertain 
this fact. The Chief of Ordnance knows what the capacity of 
the arsenals are. He has stated in his report that the arsenals 
now have a capacity, running but one shift a day, to manufac- 
ture four-fifths of all the powder needed by the War Depart- 
ment. Of course, that estimate does not apply in all respects 
to ammunition; while we are manufacturing all of our ammu- 
nition of a certain class, there are certain kinds ef which we 
are manufacturing only a small portion. It seems to me that 
this is clearly a limitation, and not new legislation. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by 
the gentleman provides that “said amount shall be expended 
in the manufacture of ammunition to the full capacity of Gov- 
ernment arsenals before any portion thereof is expended in the 
purchase of ammunition.” 

Now, under existing law, it is for the Ordnance Department 
to determine what proportion shall be expended in the arsenals 
und what proportion shall be expended outside. The very pur- 
pose of this amendment is to deprive the Ordnance Department 
of that discretion which it now possesses and to require that it 
shall exhaust the facilities of the arsenals before it puts any 
work outside. It is therefore plainly an attempt to change 
existing law, and, being new legislation, is subject to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment, which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That said amount shall be expended in the manufacture of 
ammunition to the full capacity of Government arsenals, in all cases 
where the same can be manufactured more cheaply than it can be pur- 
remy before any portion thereof is expended in the purchase of ammu- 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition for seacoast 
cannon, including the necessary experiments in connection therewith, 
2140 acd machinery necessary for its manufacture at the arsenals, 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That said amount shallbe expended in the manufacture of 
ammunition to the full capacity of Government ‘arsenals, in all cases 
where the same can be manufactured more ew than it can be pur- 
e before any portion thereof is expended in the purchase of ammu- 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN.: The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase, manufacture, and test of ammunition, subcaliber 
guns, and other accessories for seacoast artill practice, includ the 
machinery necessary for their manufacture at the arsenals, $425,000. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That said amount shall be expended in the manufacture of 
ammunition to the full capacity of Government arsenals, in all cases 
where the same can be manufactured more cheaply than it can be pur- 


chased, before any portion thereof is expended in the purchase of ammu- 
nition. 


Mr. SHERLEY. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That no portion of the said appropriation shall be expended in pro- 
curing such ammunition made by any corporation known as a or 
that is a member of any unlawful combination in restraint of trade. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
on that amendment. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the amendment 
offered to the provision that provided for the purchase of am- 
munition and test of mountain, field, and siege cannon, which 
provided that no portion of the appropriation should be used 
except that it be for ammunition purchased of concerns that 
had established an eight-hour day, is not subject to the point 


of order. No point of order was made against it, and yet it 
involves the determination by the Chief of Ordnance of an in- 
vestigation into the question of what factories had employed 
the eight-hour system. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per- 
mit, I could not, from the reading at the desk, judge of the 
amendment. Since the reading of it I am inclined to think 
that it is not subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption 

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
desires to see the amendment before the point of order is 
withdrawn. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa, I am 
sure, appreciates that, as the Member in charge of this bill, it 
is my duty to raise questions of order on amendments. I 
raised the point of order and reserved it in this instance be- 
canse I was unable from the reading at the desk to ascertain 
whether it was subject to the point of order or not. I now 
believe it is not subject to the point of order and therefore I 
do not make the point of order, but I am opposed to its adop- 
tion, and my reasons are these: The purpose and intent of the 
amendment is to preyent the purchase of powder from the Du 
Pont Powder Co. or any of its subsidiary companies. Now, it 
so happens that it is the only company in America prepared to 
manufacture for the Government the kind of powder it re- 
quires, and if we adopt this limitation it means that the Gov- 
ernment must manufacture all the powder that it needs, and 
the Government is not now in a position to manufacture all 
the powder that it needs. Even if it were in a position to 
manufacture it all, we, in my judgment, should not manufacture 
all of the powder. As I stated when the Army bill was up for 
‘consideration, there are two good reasons why the Government 
should not manufacture all of those things necessary to its 
defense. One is that if it manufactures them entirely it has 
no means by which it can test the cost of its own manufacture. 
If, on the other hand, there is some work done by private con- 
cerns, there is always a basis upon which you can determine 
how economically the Government is performing its work. 
Secondly, we ought not to put this country in a condition where 
it would be dependent solely upon governmental factories for 
the supply of ammunition that would be needed in case of 
war. The powder that is used is of a peculiar kind and quality 
not used in commercial life, There is no demand outside of 
the Government demand for its manufacture. If the Govern- 
ment does not, therefore, purchase of outside manufacturers, 
there is no inducement for those manufacturers to make such 
powder. We lose the benefit of their skill, of their inventive 
genius, and of the economies that they may bring about in con- 
nection with that manufacture. Z 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky if we have an important reserve now of such powders as 
are contemplated to be purchased under this paragraph? 

Mr. SHERLEY. My recollection is that this paragraph relates 
to the reserve for seacoast cannon. As to that, we have a re- 
serve of about 70 per cent of what is considered requisite. 

Mr. Chairman, it is only fair to say this in connection with 
the Du Pont people, I have never been either their defender or 
apologist. It was at my instance that a limitation was put on 
the price of powder we bought from them. But it is only fair 
to say that the efficiency of the Government factory, its ability 
to make powder at the price it does, its skill in making the 
character of powder it makes, is largely the result of the infor- 
mation and aid that were given to Government officials by the 
Du Pont powder people. And I believe in giving the devil his 
due, and though it were four times over a trust, I should present 
that phase of it to this House. ` 

What is the condition as to powder? We are not paying an 
extravagant price. I only wish it were possible for the Govern- 
ment to do business at as reasonable a figure in other respects 
as it is now relative to powder. A limitation was put upon the 
bill some time ago which confined the price that should be paid 
for powder other than small-arms powder to 64 cents a pound. 
At that time we were paying 674 cents. We are now buying, 
under contract from the Du Pont people, such powder at 60 
cents.a pound. The testimony before the committee shows that 
it costs the Government 55 cents a pound to manufacture, carry- 
ing into the computation charges of an overhead nature and 
interest on money, and so forth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 


has expired. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 


five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


‘Chair hears none. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. I do not believe that the difference between 
55 cents that it costs us to make it and the 60 cents that we 
pay is an unreasonable difference, considering the right of a 
private concern to earn a reasonable profit on its investment, 
which profit was not taken into consideration in estimating the 
cost to the Government of making powder. 

Now, as regards small-arms powder, it is costing the Govern- 
ment 65 cents to make it. They were paying, and are now pay- 
ing, 75 cents; and I placed upon the Army bill this year a limi- 
tation that we should not pay exceeding 71 cents for small-arms 
powder, because I thought the difference between the 65 cents 
that it costs us to make it and the 75 cents that we were paying 
was too great a difference, considering that only a difference of 
5 cents existed between the Government cost price and the con- 
tract price as to powder other than small-arms powder. We do 
not need any such provision as is offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Goop] in order to protect the Government in this in- 
stance, and by adopting it we might put the Government in a 
situation where in time of great need we would not be able to 
get the powder necessary to properly protect this country. And 
I hope the amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the -gentleman, I 
wish to read just a few sentences from this little red book 
that I hold in my hand: 


The failure of the present Republican administration, with an absolute 
control over all the branches of the National 8 to enact any 
legislation designed to prevent or even curtail the absorbing power of 
the trusts and illegal combinations, or to enforce the antitrust laws 
on the statute books, proves the insincerity of the high-sounding phrases 
of the Republican platform. z 

And again, from the same book: 


A private monopoly is indefensible and intolerable. * * * We 
therefore demand the enactment of such additional legislation as may 
be necessary to make it impossible for a private monopoly to exist in 
the United States. 

I have read two sections from the Democratic platforms— 
one from the platform of 1900 and the other from the platform 
of 1908. While we are appropriating $1,595,000 in this bill 
for ammunition, every dollar spent in the purchase of am- 
munition goes into the coffers of what is commonly known 
as the Powder Trust. We appropriated money a few days 
ago in the Army bill, a number of millions of dollars, for powder 
and ammunition, and every dollar appropriated for the purchase 
of ammunition went into the pockets of what is known as the 
Powder Trust and the Ammunition Trust. I offered an 
amendment to limit the expenditure to 10 per cent for the 
purchase of ammunition. That was rejected by that side of 
the House. I finally offered an amendment to limit purchases 
of ammunition to 60 per cent of the appropriation. Notwith- 
standing the fact that we have now a Government powder fac- 
tory, with capacity, running at only one shift a day, of pro- 
ducing four-fifths of all the ammunition consumed by the 
Army—or a capacity, running at full time, to produce more than 
twice the ammunition that is necessary—gentlemen on that side 
repudiated their party platform and yoted down the amendment. 

And Gen. Crozier says that since the establishment of our 
powder mills by the Government in the Government arsenals 
we have reduced the price of powder from $1.60 on cannon 
powder to 60 cents a pound, and he says we are producing better 
powder now than we ever received by purchase from private 
manufacturers. 

I submit that this resolution ought to be welcomed by the 
other side of the aisle. You gentlemen over there ought to 
stand up with one accord if you mean what you say. If you 
meant what you said when you questioned the sincerity of the 
Republican Party when it was in power in the House, you 
should support this amendment. Now that you are in power 
in this House you should, by your acts, vote according to your 
party declarations on the trust problem. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think that the 
amendment already inserted in the bill will prevent the pur- 
chase of powder from the Du Pont Co. But whether it will or 
not I do not know. 

I would like to make this suggestion to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Goon] who offered the amendment, that the legisla- 
tive body ought always to deal fairly with the administrative 
body. Here is a proposition to say that the administrative body 
shall determine what is a trust, and shall not make purchases 
of powder from a trust. It would be fairer, seems to me, if it 
is the will of Congress that no powder shall be purchased from 
the Du Pont Powder Co. or any of its subsidiary companies, to 
say that. And it is quite in order to offer an amendment that 
no portion of this appropriation shall be expended in the pur- 
chase of powder from the Du Pont Co. or any other company 
which may be named, if Congress chooses to name it. But what 
will the administrative officers of the Government do with a 


provision of this kind inserted in the law? Is the Secretary of 
War 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. In just a moment. Is the Secretary of War or 
the Chief of Ordnance to determine whether a company is a 
trust or not? We are unable to determine it here. The courts, 
so far, have not determined it. The Attorney General, so far, 
has not determined it. Have we come to a point where we 
propose to let the Chief of Ordnance determine what corpora- 
tions are trusts? -> 

Now, I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GOOD. I would only suggest that the Federal court in 
the State of Delaware has already determined that about 20 of 
the powder-producing companies, most of which are subsidiary 
companies of the Du Pont Co., are unlawful organizations in 
restraint of trade. 

Mr. MANN. Is that a final determination? 

Mr. GOOD. I do not know whether the case has been ap- 
pealed to the Supreme Court or not, but I think it should be 
sufficient for the guidance of the administrative officer of the 
Government, to guide him if this amendment should prevail. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think so at all. If the court has de- 
termined that a trust exists, it is the duty of the court to dis- 
solve the trust. How are you going to leave a question of that 
sort to be determined by an administrative officer of the Govern- 
ment? If you are going to say that the determination of the 
court in Delaware is to be a final or official determination, let 
Congress declare that. 

Mr. GOOD. I assumed that the gentlemen on the other side 
would bring in another bill on the heels of this, defining what a 
trust is, within the meaning of their platform—that if a con- 
cern manufactured more than 50 per cent of a given product it 
should be deemed to be a trust. 

Mr. MANN. My friend from Iowa should remember that 
there is quite a difference between the responsibility of that 
side and the responsibility of this side of the House as to 
legislation. The people, while temporarily entrusting the ma- 
jority side of the House with legislation, really have no con- 
fidence in their legislation, and the bumcombe amendments that 
are introduced in this body usually come from that side of the 
House. We can never afford to indulge in them because, after 
all, we do retain and we intend to retain the confidence of the 
country for real legislation in the interests of the people and 
of the country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I do not believe that on the fortifications bill, where the 
whole country is interested in the proper defense of the country, 
we ought to indulge in mere partisan efforts to gain advantage 
before the people at the expense of the defense of the country. 
We have already agreed to an amendment offered from that 
side of the House in reference to eight-hour labor, which we 
all know ought not to be in the law, because much as we may 
favor the eight-hour proposition we know it has no place in 
this bill. That has been agreed to; that is in the power of this 
body to agree to; and if the body here desires to say that no 
portion of the appropriation shall be expended in the purchase 
of powder from Du Pont companies, that is taking the respon- 
sibility on their shoulders, where it belongs. I do not believe 
in a legislative body shifting the responsibility, or declaring 
what is a trust, or from whom purchases shall be made, on to 
an administrative officer or an administrative bureau, which 
neither has the time nor the opportunity nor the capacity to 
determine such a question. [Applause on the Republicau 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

5 PROU TT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The time to prepare for war is during peace. If the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
is correct I think it is time that this Government, while we 
are now in profound peace, should look forward to the conse- 
quences that will be brought upon this country by the policy 
that he is now advocating. 


He has said that there is no concern from which the Federal 
Government could secure its powder in case of emergency. Now, 
think of that proposition for a moment. What is a trust? A 
trust is an institution that has such control of a commodity 
that it can fix its own price, without any competition from any- 
body else. Suppose that a war was declared and the Govern- 
ment had no facilities for buying powder except from this 
trust, which had the power to command the price that it de- 
manded. What condition would this country be in? My opin- 


ion is that if the facts are as stated it is time for the Govern- 
ment to begin now the policy of providing means, either of its 
own or through independent concerns, by which it can secure 
its powder in case of a war, without being absolutely aad un- 
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qualifiedly dependent upon what the gentleman practically con- 
cedes to be a trust. 

My good friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann] suggested that we 
are throwing upon the department the question of determining 
whether it is a trust. Not at all. There is now a decision of 
the court—which, so far as I know, has not been appealed 
from—which is the law of the land until appealed from and re- 
versed; directing exactly how these men may operate in this 
matter. It has now been decided what the trust is, and until 
that decision is reversed, if this amendment is agreed to, the 
Government can not buy from that organization. 

The word“ buncombe ” has been used here. I am not charg- 
ing anybody with using buncombe, but I do say that it is a seri- 
ous and grave problem for a country to confront, when it is 
admitted by the gentleman in charge of this bill that there is 
no other place where this Government can get its. ammuni- 
tion, in case of war, except by going to an illegal combination 
that is in absolute control of the commodity. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. If it were 
possible to exterminate the trusts which he is now anxious to 
prevent selling munitions of war to the Government, I should be 
very glad to have that done. It may be that within a very brief 
time there will be an administration that will so conduct the 
affairs of the Government that there will be no worry about 
the existence of trusts in this country. But it is useless to 
shoot at the moonshine. The gentleman from Iowa has not 
been many years a Member of this House, although he is a very 
efficient Member. Had he been here longer he would have 
known more of ‘the history of the attempts to control the du 
Pont Powder Trust, and he would haye realized that his action 
in attempting to control them has been very rare on that side 
of the aisle. 

In 1906 this side of the House attempted to remedy the situ- 
ation about which so much complaint was justly made. It at- 
tempted in the fortifications act to provide for the establish- 
ment of a powder factory for the War Department, but under 
the operations of the Republican Congress and the application 
of its rules and its determination that nothing whatever should 
be dore that would interfere with the operation of the Du Pont 
Powder Co., it was impossible to insert in the fortifications bill 
an amendment providing for the establishment of what has now 
become known as the Piccatinny Arsenal, at Dover, N. J. 

The controversy was carried to the Senate, and a little later 
Senator Daniel, of Virginia, offered on the floor of the Senate 
an amendment to the fortifications bill appropriating $165,000 
for the establishment of a powder factory for the War Depart- 
ment. The amendment was adopted and a Republican House 
was compelled, much against its will, to accept an amendment 
forced upon it by a Democratic Senator. Whatever good has 
come from the operation of a Government powder factory is 
not due to the Republicans, who have until this Congress been 
in control of the Goyernment in all its branches during 16 
years, 

Upon the nayal appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1910 a 
Democratic Member of the House, in an attempt to control the 
activities of the Du Pont Powder Trust, offered an amendment 
which was finally incorporated into that appropriation act. As 
finally incorporated it was somewhat different from that pro- 
posed in the House. As written in the law the provision was: 

No part of any N made in this act for the purchase of 
powder shall be paid to any trust or combination in restraint of trade, 
nor to any corporation ha ne monopoly of the manufacture and supply 
of gunpowder in the United States, except in the event of an extraor- 
dipary emergency. 

The latter clause was the modification made as a result of the 
action of the Senate. The next year the department came to 
Congress and said that it had gone on and purchased powder 
from the trust as it had theretofore, and the reason it gave was 
that as it was impossible to obtain the necessary powder in any 
other place and as the appropriation was for powder essential 
for the proper conduct of the Government and for the mainte- 
nance of that amount of ammunition essential to the proper 
defense of the Government, it had determined that “an extraor- 
dinary emergency ” existed and that it was entitled to purchase 
from the trust. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for five minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Since that condition existed, Mr. Chair- 
man, it was realized that it was futile to attempt to prohibit 
the purchase of powder from the trust. No similar provisions 
have since been incorporated in the naval appropriation bills. 


These munitions of war are essential for the safety of the coun- 
try, and they must be had, whether manufactured by a trust or 
manufactured elsewhere. 

Unable to prevent the purchase from a trust, Democrats—not 
Republicans, let me say to the gentleman from Iowa—sought 
another means to control the operation of the trust, and it was 
upon the initiative in nearly every instance of the gentleman 
from Kentucky himself [Mr. SHERLEY] that an amendment was 
offered to these various bills and enacted into law which placed 
a restriction upon the price which might be paid for the powder 
to be purchased from the appropriations made. During all the 
time in which that was done the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and those in support of him on this side of the House, had the 
active and almost united opposition of the Republican majority 
in the House. 

Now, the gentleman: from Iowa, with such a record before us, 
complains that the Democratic Party has not in reporting this 
appropriation bill incorporated a provision that would be abso- 
lutely futile and unavailing to accomplish the purpose which 
we have long desired and which recently there are indications 
is desired in some spots on the other side. 

It would be futile to enact such a provision, because if it 
were incorporated in this bill the department would neverthe- 
less be compelled to purchase powder from the Du Pont Powder 
Co. and report to Congress that it was essential for the public 
safety to obtain it, and that it could be obtained nowhere else. 
Unwilling to play polities in an important matter of this kind, 
I prefer to do what was declared by the Democratic Party at 
the outset of this Congress to be its policy, to make every appro- 
Driation essential for the proper conduct of the Government 
without attempting to impair or hamper the administration in 
the conduct of public affairs; and so, Mr. Chairman, I am 
opposed to the amendment and hope that it will be voted down, 
[Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Smart). The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Goop) there were 6 ayes and 37 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the alteration and maintenance of Seacoast Artillery, including 
the purchase and manufacture of machinery, tools, materials necessary 
for the work, and expenses of civillan mechanics and extra-duty pay 
of enlisted men engaged thereon, $300,000. : 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment as an independent section, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, after line 14, add an independent section as follows: 

“For the purchase, if a satisfactory price can be agreed upon be- 
tween the Secretary of War and the owners thereof, and if this can not 
be done, then for the acquisition by condemnation proceedings, which 
the Secretary of War is authorized to cause to be instituted, of a suffi- 
cient quantity of land at Cape Henry, Va., on which to begin the con- 
struction of fortifications at the mouth of Chesapeake Bay, and a sum 
not exceeding $150,000 is hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order to that. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Chairman, I have consumed since I 
haye been a Member of this House so little of its time that I 
am going to ask unanimous consent to be allowed to discuss 
this amendment for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks. to 
proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr: HOLLAND. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this 
bill yesterday certain statements were made which are cal- 
culated, unless corrected, to create erroneous impressions with 
reference to the fortification of Cape Henry, and to these re- 
marks I feel that it is my duty to make a brief reply. 

It was then intimated that the owners of the land at Cape 
Henry. desire the Government to purchase, and at an exorbitant 
price, more land than is needed for fortification purposes at 
this point. This intimation does the owners of the land a very 
great injustice. Unless I have been misinformed, a Government 
survey has already been made of this land and the quantity of 
land desired by the Government has already been designated. 
It is true that no agreement as to price has been reached, but 
I can say for the owners that, if a satisfactory price can not 
be agreed on, they are perfectly willing that condemnation pro- 
ceedings may be instituted for the purpose of ascertaining a 
fair value for this property. These owners live in my district 
and I know them well, and I know that they have no disposi- 
tion whatever to impose on the National Government, but, on 
the contrary, are willing that the land may be taken for this 
purpose at even less than its market value. The question, 
therefore, of the quantity of land to be taken and the price 
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to be paid therefor can not be used as a persuasive argument 
against this proposition when the offer is thus made on the 
part of the owners to conyey to the Goyernment any quantity 
of land determined by the Government to be necessary for its 
purposes, and at a price to be ascertained by disinterested free- 
holders in regular condemnation proceedings. 

It was also stated that our great coast line is not only prop- 
erly fortified, but in many cases oyerfortified. This statement 
is certainly contrary to the opinions expressed by several dis- 
tinguished Government officials, and is also contrary to the ex- 
press recommendation of all the Army and Navy experts who 
have from time to time been appointed to make proper investi- 
gations and report what seacoast defenses are actually needed. 

Under date of March 5, 1906, President Roosevelt sent to Con- 
gress a message, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
War, together with a report of the National Coast Defense 
Board, upon the coast defenses of the United States. (59th 
Cong., 1st sess., S. Doc. No. 248.) On page 11 of this report is 
the following: 


Commercially and strategically Chesapeake Bay is to-day, as it 
always has been, of the very first importance. With the entrance as it 
is now, unfortified, a hostile fleet, should it gain control at sea, can 
establish, without coming under the fire of a single gun, a base on its 
shores, in and out at pleasure, have access to a large quantity of 
valuable supplies of all kinds, and paralyze the great trunk railway 
lines crossing the head of the bay. 


On page 26 of this same report a committee headed by Gen. 
John P. Story, United States Army, in a report to the Secretary 
of War, said: 

Of the ports above named which are known to be without defenses, 
those whose protection is 1 are Guantanamo, Subie Bay, and the en- 

trance to 3 Bay. The importance of securing the entrance of 
the Chesapeake Bay at Cape Henry as an outer line of defense to Balti- 
more, Washington, Newport News, Norfolk, and the great railroads 
crossing the Susquehanna River at the head of the bay can not be ex- 
aggerated. Any expenditure, however great, is justifiable for the pro- 
tection of such vast interests. 

In President Taft's message to Congress at the beginning of 
the second session of the Sixty-first Congress there is, under the 
head of “ War Department,” the following paragraph: 

The coast defenses of the United States proper are generally all that 
could be desired, and in some ts they are more elaborate than 
under the present conditions are needed to stop an enemy's fleet from 
ente the harbors defended. There is, however, one place where ad- 
ditional defense is badly needed, and that is at the mouth of Chesa- 
peake Bay, where it is proposed to make an artificial island which shall 
prevent an enemy’s fleet from entering this, the most important strategi- 
cal base of operations on the whole Atlantic and Gulf coasts. I hope 
— 5 ap 4 5 ate legislation will be adopted to secure the construction 
of this defense. 


Under date of January 11, 1911, Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, 
Chief of Staff, United States Army, wrote to me, in part, as 
follows: s 

In reply to your letter of January 9 relative to an aupronriation for 
the fortification of the entrance to the Chesapeake Bay, I have only to 
inform you that the fortification of that entrance is regarded by this 
department as a matter of military necessity. 

These are the statements and recommendations of our high- 
est officials and best Army and Navy experts. So far as I 
know, not one of them lives in the district in which these de- 
fenses are to be constructed, and hence they can have no local 
bias or interest in the proposition. They have made this rec- 
ommendation as disinterested and patriotic Americans deeply 
concerned in all vital matters of national defense, and have 
thereby declared that this is no longer a local question but one 
of national importance. ` 

The report of the National Coast Defense Board has formed 

the guide from which it has heretofore been determined what 
points along our coast line should be, as a matter of national 
defense, properly fortified and protected. If this report is a 
proper guide as to the scheme of fortifications adopted at other 
points—and it has always been so considered—and if mest of 
the plans and projects recommended in it have already been 
fayorably passed on by this House, is there any good reason 
why this report can not now be safely followed as to fortifi- 
eations at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an inquiry? 

Mr. HOLLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman know what this land 
is worth? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I am perfectly willing, Mr. Chairman, that 
its value shall be determined by condemnation proceedings and 
fixed by disinterested freeholders. i 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am glad to know that, but I asked the 
gentleman if he knew what the land was worth. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I will say frankly to the gentleman that I 
can not give him an estimate of the value. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman know how much land 
will be needed? i 


Mr. HOLLAND. A Government survey has been made, I 
can state, but whether or not all the land included in that 
survey will be necessary or not I can not say. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman know what armament 
is proposed to be put there, and what garrisons? 

Mr. HOLLAND. That is a matter to be hereafter determined 
by the Congress. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman think Congress is war- 
ranted in going ahead and making an appropriation now of 
$150,000 without knowing the value of the land, the amount 
necessary, the armament that should be placed there, or the 
cost of the scheme when completed? 

Mr. HOLLAND. Yes; I can say in reply to my friend, I do; 
and I do fpr this reason: Because I believe that I can trust 
to the Congress of the United States to show the judgment 
which may be necessary in providing for fortifications of this 
character. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HOLLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GOOD. I understood the gentleman to say that a survey 
2 ee made by the Government. What did that survey 

ow 

Mr. HOLLAND. Something like 800 acres, as I under- 
stand it. 

The mouth of the Chesapeake Bay once entered would give 
an enemy easy access to the National Capital. No well-informed 
naval officer doubts that, under cover of darkness or during 
hazy or misty weather, the ships of a foreign nation can easily 
pass Cape Henry, safe from the marksmanship of our splendid 
gunners at Fortress Monroe, more than 12 miles away. And 
once past Cape Henry these ships can steam up Chesapeake 
Bay without going within the range of a single gun. “ With 
this entrance as it is now, unfortified, a hostile fleet, should it 
gain control-at sea,” says the report of the National Coast De- 
fense Board, “can establish, without coming under the fire of a 
singie gun, a base on its shores.” 

And only a few days ago another Army officer, Gen. Crozier, 
Chief of Ordnance, made the following statement: 


I think that Washington could be captured within a month if any 
power or combination of powers, which had command of tlie sea, should 
think it worth while to try it. I think that the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake Bay ought to be closed, if it can be done with any reasonable 
expense, because it is a large body of sheltered water and it would 
afford a resting place for the same kind of operation that was suc- 
cessful in 1814. I do not see why, if one or two powers of Europe 
should conceive that they had occasion to make a Bold stroke against 
us, there would be anything impracticable in their capturing this 
Capital again. 

Gen. Crozier at the same time made this further strong state- 
ment: 


Assuming they had control of the sea, a hundred thousand troops 
could do it, with a large margin to gc A hundred thousand troops 
could be gotten over here and into Chesapeake Bay and be landed at 
Annapolis, or upon the same river they landed before, the Patuxent, 
the mouth of which is not fortified, and by which they could land within 
a short distance of Washington and march overland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the gentleman may be granted five 
minutes additional. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 
may have five minutes additional. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOLLAND. If Gen. Crozier is right in his conclusion 
that Washington can be thus captured within a month by a for- 
eign power or combination of powers, then it also follows that 
the cities of Baltimore and Philadelphia, as well as Annapolis, 
and the Naval Academy located at that point, can as easily be 
captured. It also follows that the cities of Norfolk and Ports- 
mouth, Newport News and Richmond, along with the well- 
equipped Government nayal station at Portsmouth, the extensive 
shipbuilding plant at Newport News, and the great coal piers on 
Hampton Roads, representing millions of dollars in value, can 
also be taken by a foreign foe. The fact is at no other point on 
our great coast line is presented in the hands of an enemy such 
an opportunity for the capture and destruction of vast property 
interests. “Any expenditure, however great,” says the report of 
the National Coast Defense Board, on page 26 of that report, “is 
justifiable for the protection of such vast interests.” 5 

In pursuance of the plans and projects recommended in that 
report estimates are annually submitted by the Secretary of 
War of the sums needed to carry on the work. In his last an- 
nual report, Gen. W. H. Bixby, Chief of Engineers of the Army, 
made the following recommendation: 

With the view to inning the construction of defenses for the en- 
trance to the Chesapeake Bay, an estimate of $150,000 is submitted, to 
be applied to the acquisition of land at Cape Henry. 

The estimates so made, according to usual custom, constitute 
the bill as submitted by the committee. But in this case this 
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estimate for some reason has been eliminated. Can the reason 
have been a sound one? 

It seems to have been eliminated, first, because it is not be- 
lieved that this, the most important strategic and yet most 
vulnerable point on the entire Atlantic and Gulf coasts, is in 
danger, unless an enemy should gain control at sea. If this ar- 
gument is sound, then it follows that the millions of dollars al- 
ready expended for great coast defenses near the great city of New 
York and at other important and vulnerable points along our 
great coast line have been unwisely expended. The fact is, such 
an argument could be made against all coast defenses and, if 
followed, would leave our entire coast line unprotected, save 
by our battleships. I do not believe this is a wise national 
policy. It is certainly against the advice of the National Coast 
Defense Board, by whose recommendations we have heretofore 
been guided in matters of this kind and by whose recommenda- 
tions we can still safely be guided. 

It seems to have been eliminated, secondly, because an effort 
is being made to establish a record for economy, and to make 
appropriations for only such projects as have already been un- 
dertaken, and must, therefore, be maintained. My contention is 
that this appropriation can not be denied on this ground. With 
these fortifications at Cape Henry fewer battleships will be re- 
quired to defend these vast interests, and, in the event of war, 
a larger number of ships can profitably be used for the defense 
of other points along the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific coasts. 
Several of our greatest ports lie almost within gunshot of the 
ocean, and, in time of war, would require, in addition to their 
present defenses, all the protection that they could get from 
the great battleships of our Navy. The great Pacific coast, with 
its present inadequate defenses, most assuredly needs for its 
better protection a much larger number of battleships than can 
now safely be withdrawn from the Atlantic division. When 
the great Panama Canal is opened, this great American project, 
along with the Government’s other vast interests over the seas, 
will need the protection of a much larger number of battleships 
than now belong to the American Navy. The refusal, therefore, 
to fortify Cape Henry will make more necessary, in order to 
properly guard and defend the great interests of the Govern- 
ment, a much larger increase in the size, strength, and effective- 
ness of our Navy than is now anticipated—an expense which can 
partially be saved by the construction of the necessary defe 
at that point. 3 

But even in order to establish a record for economy, I do not 
believe the policy advocated by the committee is a wise one or 
should be followed. I believe in economy, but I also believe 
that economy, when unwisely practiced, is almost criminal. I 
believe that the affairs of the Government should be economi- 
cally administered, but I do not desire to establish a record for 
economy at the possible risk of the Nation’s capital or at the 
possible sacrifice of the Nation's interests. The American 
people have condemned, and will continue to condemn, needless 
extravagance on the part of its representatives, but they have 
justified, and will continue to justify, all proper expenditures 
deemed necessary for the Nation’s defense or for the protection 
of the Nation's property. 

I do not believe there is any present probability of war. The 
likelihood of any nation landing a force for the inyasion of this 
country is remote. The National Capital and the vast interests 
about which I have spoken are doubtless safe from capture by 
a foreign power or combination of powers at any time within the 
near future. But in time of peace, and when war is not antici- 
pated, the Nation’s money can safely and wisely be appropriated 
for matters of national defense. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I have but very little time, and if the gen- 
tleman will give me five minutes more I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I will give the gentleman whatever time he 
wants, as far as I can, but I would like to ask the gentieman 
if he can state for the information of the committee the various 
forms through which this project has gone from the time it 
started out as a floating battery and ended with an artificial 
island and then with two forts up to the time when it now 
reaches the indefinite proposition of buying land for one fort. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I have not been in Congress as long as my 
friend from Kentucky, and I am unable to give him all the 
information he may desire with regard-to this matter; nor have 
I been a member of the Committee on Appropriations, and hence 
* Iam not entirely familiar with the information which my friend 
seems to possess. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague be 
permitted to proceed for fiye minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks that 
his colleague may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 


The time of the gentleman has again 


longer. 
none. 

Mr. SHARP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question purely for information? 


Is there objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


Mr. HOLLAND. 
much of my time. 

Mr. SHARP. Does the gentleman know whether, in any other 
previous bills appropriating money for fortifications, estimates 
have been made at all upon this project? 

Mr. HOLLAND. I understand estimates have been made, but 
just exactly what those estimates were I am unable to say. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HOLLAND. I will ask my friend to excuse me, as I have 
only a few minutes’ time. y 

The unprotected entrance at the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay 
is now an open invitation to an invasion by any nation with whom 
we might be at war, and the time has come when that invitation 
should be withdrawn. The entrance from the ocean into Chesa- 
peake Bay and into Hampton Roads lies between Cape Henry 
and Cape Charles. The main ship channel lies on the Cape 
Henry side, and this channel must be followed by all great 
battleships coming into the Capes from the ocean. Cape Henry 
is therefore so situated that, with our present long-range guns, 
it can be so well fortified as to make it impassable and im- 
pregnable. This fact was practically admitted on yesterday by 
my friend Mr. SHERLEY, the chairman of the subcommittee, 
when, after stating that the recommendation to build an arti- 
ficial island at the Capes had been abandoned, he further said 
that “the range of guns has so increased and the draft of 
vessels has so increased, which therefore narrows the channel 
that they could use, as to make it. possible, in the view of Army 
officers, to fortify the two shores so as to close that entrance.” 
And until it is so closed the most important strategical base of 
operations along the whole Atlantic and Gulf coasts will not be 
properly protected. 

I have, for these reasons, offered this amendment providing 
for an appropriation of a sum not exceeding $150,000 for the 
acquisition of land at Cape Henry on which to begin the con- 
struction of such defenses, A scheme of fortification at Cape 
Henry has been strongly recommended by the National Coast 
Defense Board. The appropriation of $150,000 for that purpose 
has been recommended by Gen. Bixby, Chief of Army Engineers. 
and I hope this House, relying on these recommendations, will 
adopt this amendment. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, Napoleon, when asked dur- 
ing his campaign in Russia, “ What is war?” ‘replied, “The 
trade of barbarians, the whole art of which consists of being 
strongest on a given point.” The gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Hottanp] has introduced an amendment to the fortification 
bill providing for the appropriation of $150,000 for the purchase 
or condemnation of such land as may be necessary at Cape 
Henry, in Virginia, in order that.the same may be used to 
fortify the other side of the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay. 
If there is any one place on the Atlantic seaboard which should 
be made impregnable it certainly seems to me it is the entrance 
to the Chesapeake Bay between Cape Charles and Cape Henry, 
and I would not inject myself into this discussion nor burden 
the House with the remarks I am about to make were it not 
for the fact that I see the great necessity for proper fortifica- 
tions at this point. 

Chesapeake Bay is one of finest inland waterways in the 
world. From it proceeds those great rivers—the Susquehanna, 
the Patapsco, the Severn, the Patuxent, and the Potomac. On 
the Patapsco lies the great city of Baltimore, the gateway to 
and the metropolis of the South. Through this city passes the 
great railroads which carry the goods of the South to the 
North, and those of the North to the South, and convey pas- 
sengers to and from those sections of our country. It is, I 
might say, the small end of the funnel, all the immense wealth 
of the South pouring into the large end of the funnel and 
passing into or through the city of Baltimore—figuratively 
speaking, the small end—to the North beyond. Its shipping 
and its commerce are vast; its trade and its manufactures are 
immense. On the Severn lies the historic city of Annapolis, 
the capital of the State of Maryland, the place where Washing- 
ton resigned his commission as Commander in Chief of the 
American Army, and the location of the new Naval Academy 
of our country, where millions of dollars have been spent in 
the erection of magnificent buildings and the equipment of a 
nayal institution worthy of a great Nation. 

On the Potomac lies Washington, the Capital of the country, 
with its beautiful buildings, its wide avenues, its vast collec- 
tion of Government archives and treasures, and all the ne- 
cessities and machinery for the Government of this great United 
States. And then near the mouth of the bay we have the pros- 
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perous and splendid cities of Norfolk and Newport News with 
their shipping, their business and their wealth, and at Newport 
News the large shipyards that have constructed so many battle- 
ships of the American Navy. 

I might mention several smaller rivers that lead from this 
bay upon which are cities smaller in size, but of wonderful 
resources. To neglect, therefore, to protect by fortifications at 
Cape Henry the vast wealth represented by these cities and 
this section of our country would be, indeed, a great mistake. 

If we had the time it might be well to glance into history, 
and particularly into the history of the War of 1812, between 
this country and Great Britain, and consider well the lessons 
it taught. When we recall the landing of the British in 1814 
at Benedict, on the Patuxent River, their marching with little 
opposition to Bladensburg, the retreat of the unskilled but pa- 
triotic American militia, and the capture and burning of Wash- 
ington by Gen. Ross and his forces, that recollection should be 
sufficient to guard us against any negligence as to fortification 
for time immemorial. When those forces, after destroying the 
city of Washington with its public buildings, arrived at the 
city of Baltimore, they found the forces at Fort McHenry await- 
ing-them, and the volleys which they poured into the British 
ships soon compelled them to withdraw; and there and then 
was born our national anthem, The Star-Spangled Banner, 
written by Francis Scott Key while imprisoned on a British 
ship. When the land forces arrived at the city of Baltimore 
they, too, were met by American troops, and Gen. Ross himself 
was killed by two Baltimore boys—Wells and McComas. His 
death disorganized the British troops and had as much to do 
with the repulse of the expedition as any other one cause. And 
to-day there arises in the city of Baltimore a modest but in- 
teresting monument bearing the names of Wells and McComas, 
those two patriotic youths. 

The repulsion of the British at Baltimore—the city they were 
so desirous of capturing, because it was the home port of the 
numerous ships which roved the seas and did such telling dam- 
age to English shipping—was the conclusion of an invasion 
which brought home to our forefathers the need for proper 
fortification. And so I say, Mr. Chairman, while I do not 
believe such an occurrence possible of repetition, I believe at the 
same time it is highly important in time of peace to protect 
this country and its people by every necessary fortification from 
the incursion of an enemy from any point. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey] contends that 
the owners of the land are asking too much for the land. In 
answer to that I will say that this amendment provides for the 
condemnation, if necessary, of the land; and whether or not 
the price is high or low, if it is necessary for the proper for- 
tification and proper protection, it would be well for this coun- 
try to have it at any cost. 

The Coast Defense Board has recommended that this land be 
purchased and that proper fortifications be erected, and I be- 
lieve that every Member on the floor of this House recognizes 
the importance of the fortifications at the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake Bay, and I sincerely hope, Mr. Chairman, that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to add 
my voice in support of this amendment. We are not given to 
consider as carefully as we might the commercial importance 
of this part of the Atlantic seaboard. I presume, if the statis- 
tics could be brought into the House at this time, they would 
show that the commerce passing around about Capes Henry 
and Charles, and running up as far as Cape Henlopen, would 
exceed, perhaps 10 times, the volume of commerce it is antici- 
pated will pass through the Panama Canal the first year of its 
operation. Norfolk and vicinity are constantly increasing as 
export and import points. The country is developing in that 
direction, and its inland waterways are constantly adding new 
business. But the Chesapeake Bay approaches are not only 
to Hampton Roads and Norfolk and vicinity, but they extend on 
- up to Baltimore and through canals that now exist, and which 
we hope some day will be improved, to Philadelphia and New 
York, and ultimately to Boston. And by the same token they 
extend south, and provision, I understand, will shortly be made 
by this Congress for the improvement of an inside waterway south 
of Norfolk, which will lead on into the North Carolina sounds 
and out into the Atlantic Ocean below Cape Hatteras. .There 
ought to be a better system of defenses at the mouth of the 
Chesapeake Bay than we have to-day. It is perhaps the most 
exposed point along the entire Atlantic coast. Narragansett 
Bay is frequently spoken of as a point at which we may some 
day mobilize the naval forces of the country on the Atlantic 
seaboard. It is a well protected bay, but there is no finer body 
of water in the United States, nor a body of water which is 
now attracting more attention on the part of naval men and 
commercial men than Chesapeake Bay. It is a more exposed 
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bay than any along the Atlantic coast for a stretch of fully 
1,800 miles, and it seems to me that we ought to look a little 
bit into the future with regard to the protection of so impor- 
tant a point along our seaboard. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman have any fear that 
these remarkable warships will take Philadelphia through one 
of those canals? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not at all; but I would like to 
protect the commerce that comes from the South to Philadel- 
phia through the inside waterways to-day. 

I have stood on Fortress Monroe with officers of the Navy 
Department. I stood there with the commander of the Atlantic 
Squadron not more than two months ago, and I heard the ob- 
servation passed by him and by others with regard to the need 
of additional defenses. There is an expanse of water there 
perhaps 12 miles wide from the fort to Cape Henry, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman mean to tell this com- 
mittee that that part of the Chesapeake which is supposed to be 
protected by Fortress Monroe is not adequately protected? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It was stated on this last visit 
of mine to Fortress Monroe that we were not adequately pro- 
tected, and that in the event of darkness or possibly fog it 
would be easy for an enemy to go into Chesapeake Bay and 
begin the bombardment of Norfolk. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman means that part of the 
Bay that is supposed to be protected by Fortress Monroe, I beg 
leave to say to him that this is the first time that I have ever 
heard it intimated by anybody, layman or otherwise, that there 
are not ample fortifications there. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. At Fortress Monroe? . 

Mr. SHERLEY. We have been spending a lot of money use- 
lessly there if those fortifications are not ample. 

Mr. MÒORE of Pennsylvania. I have not raised that ques- 
tion at all. I had reference to the other side of the water 
toward Cape Henry. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Virginia proposed to fortify the Cape Henry side. I have 
raised no question as to the sufficiency of the fortifications at 
Fortress Monroe, but I do raise the question, as the gentleman 
from Virginia does, with regard to the nonprotected coast on 
the Cape Henry side, 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman believe it would be pos- 
sible to attack Norfolk from the sea without first subduing the 
forts now in the Chesapeake? 

Mr. MOQRE of Pennsylvania. All I have to say in reply to 
that is that I have heard naval men say 80. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have never heard of their saying so. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Vessels could make their way 
up there in the dark, and it seems to me we should guard 
against it. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HELM]? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania know the 
opinion of Gen. Wood as to the efficiency of Fort Monroe? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, he is an Army man. I 
am speaking of naval men. The conversation I had was with 
naval men. I would be very glad, however, to have Gen. Wood's 
view. 

Mr. HELM. This question was asked Gen. Wood in the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department: 


The CHarnMAN. How does Fort Monroe compare with the other 


ts? ‘ 
baer og and up to the range of its guns 


Gen. Woop. It is a first-class work, 
it is thoroughly efficient in every way. It is an excellent, well-equipped 


fortress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is, up to the “ efficiency 
of its guns.” Now, I would not undertake to set my judgment 
up against that of Gen. Wood in a matter of this kind, but the 
“ efficiency of its guns” leaves me out. What we need is forti- 
fication beyond “the present efficiency” of those guns, because 
the present fortifications do not protect the entire approaches 
to the bay and to Hampton Roads. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended one minute. I desire to 
ask him another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HELM] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] be extended one minute. Is there 
objection? í 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HELM. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania how wide is that roadway? 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think it is about 12 miles 
from Fort Monroe to Cape Henry. 

Mr. HELM. That is not in Hampton Roads? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am speaking of the distance 
across from Fort Monroe to Cape Henry. 

Mr. HELM. That is not where Fort Monroe is located? 

Mr. MOORE of Peunsylyania. I say that the guns at Fort 
Monroe are not sufficient to reach all the approaches to Hamp- 
ton Roads. I have seen the guns tried myself. 

Mr. HELM. The gentleman was speaking a moment ago 
about the protection of Norfoik, and my colleague [Mr. SHER- 
LEY] stated that the guns at Fort Monroe were ample to 
protect the city of Norfolk. From the gentleman’s statement 
I understand that he was standing on the fort with a naval 
officer when the officer expressed the opinion that Fort Monroe 
was not a sufficient guard or protection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. Not only was it so 
stated, but it was apparent from the ocular demonstration we 
had in seeing the shells fall; and they did not pretend that 
the shells could go across the expanse of water between the 
fort and the capes, and I doubt if they can, although it is true 
bee we have large disappearing guns that rise and fall at that 
ort. 

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman take the position that a 
man-of-war, a Dreadnought, could pass Fort Monroe and get to 
Norfolk without discovery? . 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think one could in the 
dark, and in the fog, and under other certain circumstances. 

Mr. KONIG. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to consume 
more than a minute of the valuable time of this House, but I 
construed the remark of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
SHERLExJ, the chairman of the committee, yesterday as mean- 
ing that he would be in favor of beginning the construction of a 
fort at Cape Henry, providing that certain interests were 
not trying to hold the Government up, trying to get an exces- 
sive price for some land beyond what it was really worth. 

I have been informed that the gentleman from Kentucky is a 
very excellent and able lawyer, and I know, as a plain layman, 
that nobody can hold up the United States Congress, because, 
in my judgment, it holds it in its power to institute any con- 
demnation proceedings that it wishes to put into effect through 
executive officers. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the history of the proposed 
fortification of the lower Chesapeake is illuminating; and if 
ever there was an instance where Congress has been warranted 
by events in the pursuit of a conservative course touching for- 
tifications, it has been in regard to the Chesapeake. Those of 
the membership of the House who are familiar with the report 
of the Endicott Board will recall that that report contemplated 
the placing of floating batteries in the middle of the mouth of 
the Chesapeake in order to protect it. That was the original 
scheme that Congress was asked to adopt. No one to-day would 
seriously contend for its adoption now. 

That was followed by a program to build an artificial island 
in the middle of the Chesapenke, though the proposal was not 
accompanied with any knowledge as to the depth of water, or 
had there been any borings to show the depth to which it would 
be necessary to go before a firm foundation would be reached, or 
what the real cost might be. The committee were unanimous 
in rejecting that proposal. 

Then it was suggested that we fortify the mouth of the 
Chesapeake by fortifications on the two shores, and now it is 
suggested that we fortify it by guns and mortars simply at 
Cape Henry. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I should like to ask when it was that 
the artificial island was recommended? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Within less than four years. I have been a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations for five years, 
and I recall that during that time the matter was brought be- 
fore the committee and seriously urged, just as it was urged 
that we should build an artificial island in Manila Bay. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Is the gentleman aware that Fort Car- 
roll, near Baltimore, was abandoned some 30 years ago because 
an artificial island was found not to be satisfactory for that 
purpose? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, I beg to assure the gentleman that 
the abandonment of a particular plan because it is unsuited 
does not estop the Army at any future time from recommending 
the same thing as being highly desirable. In point of fact, we 
haye had this very great change of program, and to-day there 
is no detailed information in the possession of the committee, 
nor was there in the possession of the officer who presented the 
item, as to the amount of land that would be required there 
or the character of the fortifications. I have from other sources 
information as to the probable armament that would be put at 
Cape Henry, but the committee do not feel warranted at this 
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time in recommending an appropriation of $150,000 for the pur- 
chase of land the value of which we know but little about, 
and the quantity necessary we know even less about. 

Now, I have had the Secretary of War prepare for me a 
statement showing the amount of acreage owned by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States at the various seacoast forts and 
the amount of that acreage that it is probably unnecessary to 
own. It shows that something like 8,000 acres of land could 
be disposed of by the Government as being unnecessary. As I 
stated yesterday, I for one am unwilling to meet a proposition 
so generally stated as this with an affirmative vote appro- 
priating $150,000 to buy land when we now have 8,000 acres of 
land that ought to be disposed of. We never have presented 
to us by the War Department a proposition to sell along with 
a proposition to buy, but it is always a continual asking that 
we buy additional land without any disposition to relieve the 
Government of the burden of land and of fortifications no longer 
necessary. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Is it not a fact that the Government owns 
no land at Cape Henry? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly it is, or you would not be here 
asking us to buy it. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Is it not a fact also that what it owns at 
other points should not jnterfere with the purchase by the 
Government of land at Cape Henry? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Les and no. This is true: That the proposi- 
tion, if it has merit, ought to stand on its own bottom, and I 
am frank to say that I believe the time is approaching when 
the War Department will present such a detailed reasonable 
plan as to appeal to the judgment of the committee and of 
Congress. 

[The time of Mr. SHERLEY having expired, by unanimous 
consent he was given five minutes more.] 

But when we have had such extravagant plans presented as 
this, presented without any detailed information, I do not believe 
that this Congress ought to be swept off its feet by the talk 
we have every year of the danger of Washington being sacked 
and burned by a foreign foe, landed on the shores of Virginia 
and marching from there to the Capital. Why, if this fright 
keeps on—and it has extended now to Philadelphia, which is 
rather notable for its timidity—if it ever reaches New Eng- 
land the Lord knows’ what will happen, for they were in a 
panic during the Spanish War. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLIN. Has the War Department recommended this 
scheme? 

Mr. SHERLEY. In general terms, that $150,000 be appro- 
priated for the purchase of land there. But they do not carry 
with this recommendation the detailed information as to the 
value of the land, the amount of the land that is needed, or the 
cost of the whole project, or any of the other things that the 
committee is entitled to know before it is asked to appropriate 
this sum. 

Accordingly, in view of the fact that it has been only a year 
or two since they told us it was useless to undertake the de- 
fense of the mouth of the Chesapeake by batteries on shore— 
that unless we built the artificial island it was unavailing—is 
the committee to blame if it insists on going slow in this matter 
and asking for more information? 

Mr. CARLIN. The committee has been in session three 
months. Has it not had time to get that information? 

Mr. SHERLEY. The committee has had the time to get it 
if it was available, but the men who were supposed to have the 
information, when interrogated about it, did not have it. The 
statement was made by Col. Burr that the information was in 
the possession of the Norfolk officer, and he could only state 
that it had been transmitted here, and he presented it here 
without any personal knowledge concerning the matter. 

Mr. CARLIN. The information is in existence? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I presume so; but I say I do not think 
there is such a need for the fortification that the committee 
would be warranted in going ahead without it. If the War 
Department is not able to furnish detailed information to the 
committee, we are not to be censured because we have not gone 
out ourselves and procured it. 

Mr. CARLIN. I am not censuring the gentleman or the com- 
mittee; I am simply asking if the information is not in ex- 
istence and obtainable. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I do not know; I know the statement was 
made by Col. Burr that he did not have it; that the informa- 
tion came from the officer at Norfolk, and he presumably did 
have it. But it has never been furnished to the committee, and 
it has never been thought advisable for the committee to send 
for district officers to determine whether they should enter into 
a project of this kind or not. 


In my judgment, we are going to reach a time whey they will 
have presented an item sufficiently modest in amount and accu- 
rate in detail to justify Congress in doing something toward 
the fortification of the lower Chesapeake; not because I believe 
there is any danger of an army ever being landed on those 
shores. I do not. Speaking for myself, I believe that the fears 
that these Army officers express, and gentlemen on this floor 
have expressed, are without any reasonable basis. I do not 
expect ever to see the time when there is any probability of 
that being realized; but because I recognize that men having 
a technical training and skill are better qualified to judge than 
J am, even though their zeal for their profession sometimes 
biases their judgment, I am unwilling to stand on my personal 
views; but I am not willing at this time,- without information, 
to have Congress appropriate this sum of money for this pur- 


pose. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I want to call 
the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the amendment 
does not direct the purchase of the land, but simply leaves it 
with the War Department to negotiate for the land if, in its 
judgment, it ought to be purchased. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Oh, the gentleman is too old a legislator, 
and I think I am, to be willing to submit a proposition in that 
loose way on the theory that the department may not spend 
the money. If you appropriate $150,000 for the purchase, 
$150,000 will most likely be spent for the purchase of the land. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The basis of the recommenda- 
tion of the department is that $150,000 should be appropriated 
for the purpose, and this amendment merely carries out the 
recommendation. 

Mr. SHERLBY. A recommendation unaccompanied by any 
information. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Kentucky disputes the wisdom of placing forti- 
fications on Cape Henry. j 

Mr. SHERLEY. .I say, personally, I dispute it. I am not and 
never have been impressed with the idea; but I am not willing 
to put my opinion against men of more skill and learning in 
matters of this kind. $ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is just six years since 
the scheme of providing these defenses at the entrance of Chesa- 
peake Bay was broached. It was initiated in the report of the 
so-called Taft Board, which made a report supplementing the 
scheme of fortifications for the United States prepared by the 
Endicott Board in 1886. I have been a member of the Sub- 
committee on Fortifications ever since this matter was first 
proposed, and I came to the conclusion several years ago that 
the scheme was absolutely unnecessary and indefensible. The 
testimony before the committee is to the effect that every im- 
portant place within the Capes is impregnably fortified and that 
these defenses are needed for an entirely different purpose than 
that stated by the gentlemen urging this amendment. Several 
years ago I went down to the mouth of the Chesapeake with a 
number of distinguished officers who desired to show to the 
committee just where they wished to establish these defenses 
and to point out their necessity. Among those in the party 
were practically the entire General Staff. Coming back there 
was a discussion as to the necessity of the proposed defenses. 
One of the most distinguished officers in the War Department 
at that time undertook to establish the necessity for them. I 
hope the committee will listen carefully to this statement, be- 
cause upon it is predicated the recommendation of the depart- 
ment. It determined for me that the expenditure was wholly un- 
warranted. The proposition is that, in the event of a coalition 
between Germany and Great Britain against the United States, 
they would probably seize Cuba and would establish there a 
base of operations. They would then sweep the American Navy 
from the seas, and, with Cuba as a base of operation, they 
could enter the Chesapeake Bay without coming in range of the 
guns of any fortifications and could convey within Chesapeake 
Bay about 100,000 men, land them in this country, and be pre- 
pared to move in an offensive manner against the point. they 
would select. I said to this officer, “It took Great Britain three 
years to put 100,000 men into South Africa, a country that did 
not have a rowboat and was insignificant in every sense in 
comparison with the United States.” 

I do not know how leng it would take Great Britain and Ger- 
many to transport these 100,000 men to Cuba and to transport 
them then to the United States, but what do you imagine would 
happen to 100,000 foreign troops landed on the soil of the United 
States within the capes of Chesapeake Bay? Well,“ he said, 
“the British army took Washington and burned it during the 
War of 1812.” I said, “ Yes; and very little mention is made of 
the manner in which the American Army acted during that 
campaign, and the less said about it the more thankful American 
citizens are.” This proposition originally, and I do not know 
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whether it has been modified, I understand it has, contemplated | 
the construction of an artificial island in the mouth of the Chesa- 
peake between the capes, which at first was roughly estimated 

to cost $4,000,000. At that time the present Chief Executive was 

Secretary of War. He appeared before the committee in sup- 

port of the project. No borings had ever been made, no surveys 

had ever been made, nobody knew whether it was quicksand or 

rock or mud at the place where it was desired to construct the 

artificial island. It was intended to be placed on a shoal in 17 

or 18 feet of water. The committee very properly and wisely. 

declined to enter upon any such scheme, and yet the present 

Chief Executive was so enamored of it, and gentlemen seem to 

have overlooked this fact, that he once sent a special message to 

Congress urging that an appropriation be made to construct this 

artificial island. It later developed that instead of costing 

$4,000,000 it would cost at least $10,000,000. My recollection has 

brought back some incidents in connection with this enterprise, 

and I have looked up the testimony. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask that my time be extended five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In 1908 there was a hearing on this 
question, and this island was under discussion, and I inquired of 
Col. Abbot: : 

Have you any estimate of what those sites will cost? 

Col. ABBOT. $2,600,000 is the estimated cost of the artificial island; 
and we must make a purchase of land at Cape Henry, for which we will 
have to have practically a half million dollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that where they want $4,000 an acre? 

Col. ABBOT. They put in a bill at the last Congress ordering the pur- 
chase of two square miles for 000. 

Mr. Sutrn. Was that for both Cape Henry and Cape Charles? 

Col. ABBOT. Cape Henry alone. 

Gen, MACKENzIp. Cape Charles was $30,000. 

Col. ABBOT. That is for a small island right off Ca 

75 GILLETT. Then it would be something over 
8 

Mr. Surrit. And that would make a total of $9,232,871. If we were 
to start part of this work, it would be of rst É little value unless com- 

the plans of the Taft Board? 

Col. Annor. Yes. 


„ sir. 
Mr. SMitH. What would be the effect of err FE e batteries mounted 
on Capes many and Charles without the artificial island? 

Col. Annor. It would not prevent anything from coming in. 

Mr. Sarr. So that you would regard any construction of batteries 
on ＋ Henry or Cape Charles as worthless unless Congress appropri- 
ated the money to carry out this island project? 

Col. Assor. I do, sir, unquestionably. 

So that the purchase of this land, the price of which has 
gradually decreased from something in the neighborhood of 
$4,000 an acre to; this year, $500 an acre, does not mean merely 
the erection of guns at Cape Henry, but it means entering upon 
a project that will cost at the very least $10,000,000. The testi- 
mony from which I have read was given less than four years 
ago. The erection of these defenses to keep out a fleet which 
may come, in the event of a coalition between two great powers 
like Germany and Great Britain, against the United States, pro- 
vided they should first occupy Cuba as a base of operation, was 
too much even for my youthful innocence at that time. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will. 

Mr. HOLLAND. The gentleman knows the amendment pro- 
posed provides for the acquisition of this land by condemnation 
proceedings, so far as it can be agreed upon? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, I do; and I have practiced law, and 
have practiced largely in condemnation proceedings—— 

Mr. HOLLAND, The gentleman stated a few minutes ago 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me make this statement first. I 
know that a government, either Federal, State, or municipal, 
even in condemnation proceedings, never gets land within a 
reasonable reach of its true value. 

Mr. HOLLAND. The gentleman stated a few minutes ago 
it had been estimated that these fortifications would cost some- 
thing like $10,000,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Where did you get that information? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I got that information from the hear- 
ings before the Committee on Appropriations. That includes 
the artificial island which is part of the Taft Board scheme, and 
it was stated that the doing of any part of it would be of prac- 
tically no value unless the entire scheme was carried out. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Is not the gentleman aware that this plan 
for a floating island has been abandoned? L 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the department has now 
come to the point where it believes that an artificial island is 
not necessary, and it is my opinion that if we wait a little 
longer it will catch up with me altogether and come to the con- 
clusion that this wild dream of a coalition between Germany 
and Great Britain, by which Cuba will be seized as a base of 


Charles. 
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operations and a futile, ridiculous, preposterous attempt made 
to land 100,000 troops in the United States inside of the capes 
at the entrance to the mouth of the Chesapeake, will never be 
realized and should be abandoned even by the wildest dreamer 
who sleeps in dread of the possibility of war between the United 
States and some foreign power. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Even admitting there is some 
basis for the gentleman's picture of the dream and its impossi- 
bilities, have we not got down now to a concrete proposition? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; we have had this proposition 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania (continuing). And taking a 
start toward fortifying the other side of Hampton Roads as 
it ought to be? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not the other side; it is the same 
side. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Cape Charles is on one side, 
and Cape Henry is upon the other side; and the idea here is 
to start fortifications on the other side and command both sides 
of the entrance. 8 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] has posed here as a great military strategist. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I never served in that capacity. 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). And he makes the same 
statement as many other gentlemen in urging this matter. He 
talks about a foreign fleet coming into Chesapeake Bay in a 
fog or on a very dark night in case of war. Now, he is too 
much of a mariner, if he would stop to think a minute, ever to 

. believe that any foreign fleet will attempt to enter the Chesa- 
peake Bay on a foggy night or in the dark. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word as to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman be extended five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will ask the gentleman this 
question: If it is not a fact that at Boston both sides of the 
entrance are fortified, and at New York, which is perhaps as 
weak a point as any along the coast? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken about New 
York and about other places. I have inquired about the prob- 
abilities, in the event of war, of New York being reduced by a 
hostile fleet, and I was told by the Chief of Artillery that the 
defenses of New York Harbor, in about one-half hour, would 
blow out of the water any fleet that might be brought within 
range of them. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado, Before they got in sight? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is immaterial whether they were in 
sight or out of sight. 

No foreign fleet will attempt to enter Chesapeake Bay merely 
for the purpose of resting there and to permit the officers and 
crews to recuperate; and every point within the Capes, accord- 
ing to the testimony, is impregnably fortified. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I only want the gentleman to 
consider as fairly the approaches to the Chesapeake Bay as he 
would consider those other great seaports along the Atlantic 
coast and along the Pacific coast. I am confident that if the 
gentleman looks into it that he will find that in most cases 
both sides of the entrances are amply fortified, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in order to have ade- 
quate fortifications it is not necessary to have guns on both 
sides of the entrance. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If you can reach across the 
intervening expanse with your guns or gunfire, that would be 
so, but here in this case the distance is so great that you can 
not reach across. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are a number of places on the 
Atlantic coast and on the Pacific coast into which foreign fleets 
ean go, and yet it has never been suggested that those places 
should be defended. Foreign fleets do not enter harbors for 
the purpose of anchoring or for the purpose of knocking down 
trees, They go in there to accomplish something. Every city 
that has to be reached by passing through the Capes and 
through Chesapeake Bay, according to the official testimony 
taken before the Committee on Appropriations, is impregna- 


bly fortified. Under those circumstances what necessity is. 


there to spend $10,000,000 to gratify the desire of eminent and 
distinguished gentlemen to have what, in their opinion, would 
be a more perfect system of fortifications? 

It is not contemplated that the fortifications within the Capes 
shall be abandoned if this project is authorized. It would be 
absolutely essential to retain them and to maintain them. If 
the gentlemen will be patient, within one or two years the range 
of guns may be so increased—and the range seems now to be 


increasing at a rapid rate—that very probably this suggestion 
to put defenses at Cape Henry may be abandoned, as the peo 
posal to build the artificial island has been. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the decisions which hold that 

Mr. MANN. Is this on a point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. The decisions which hold that 
items upon a fortifications bill, new items for work not in 
progress, are not in order, are readily available. I cite a specific 
instance: 

For the purchase of a site for the increase of the fortifications and 
for the enlargement of seacoast defense of New York Harbor, $1,000,000. 

That amendment was offered on February 23, 1907, by the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Waldo, and a point of order 
was interposed to it and sustained. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 

ar MANN. Does any one claim that this amendment is in 
order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am taking time by the forelock, be- 
cause nobody claimed for a hundred years that these defenses 
were necessary. But when a board was appointed and reex- 
amined conditions at the entrance to the Chesapeake, a place at 
which money could be expended, although nobody had ever 
suggested it before, the result is these discussions. 

In section 3611, volume 4, Hinds’ Precedents, a decision 
was rendered on an amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. Maynard: 

To make all necessary surveys, borings, and other investigations 
necessary for and the preparation of an accurate detailed statement of 
what it would cost to construct K ener artificial island for fortifica- 
tions between Capes Charles and Henr Sid propose Bay, and to as- 
certain whether the title to the site of ‘said artificial island 
can be obtained without expense to the Uni tes, $3,000. 

A point or order was sustained upon 5 amendment upon 
the distinct ground that the introduction of a new item for work 
not in progress is not in order on the fortifications bill. This 
work is not in progress, and has not been authorized, and I sub- 
mit it is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This section of Hinds’ Precedents, section 
3611, in the opinion of the Chair is exactly in point: 

While the fortifications appropriation bill carries general appropria- 
tions for a plan of work in progress, specific appropriations for 
vidual works not authorized by law and not in progress are not in 
order thereon. 

Now, in the opinion of the Chair the amendment offered falls 
within that category exactly, and the point of order is sustained, 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 

The Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, is, in addition to a 
propriations heretofore made, hereby authorized to enter into contrac 
or otherwise incur obligations not exceed $71,400 for the purchase, 
manufacture, and test of a cannon for coast defenses, including 
their carriages, sights, implements, equipments, and the machinery 
necessary for their — — re at the arsenals. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman make a short 
explanation of that first paragraph under the Ordnance Depart- 
ment? It makes no appropriation. I believe the current ap- 
propriation is something over $200,000, but there is a contract 
for $71,400. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ‘There were certain balances on hand in 
the Ordnance Department, and Gen. Crozier testified that if he 
was authorized to use the amount of $71,000 he could get along 
with the work that would be necessary to do or to contract 
for prior to the 4th of March next year. The estimate was 
$83,600, and he stated in the hearing that that estimate was a 
mistake, and that he found the sum necessary to do the work 
was $71,400. 

Mr. MANN, Are these cannon all made under contract by 
people outside of the Government service? 

Mr. SHERLET. Oh, no; the words are: 


To enter into contracts or otherwise incur obligations. 


Some of it is done by the Government and some of it by 
contract. 

Mr. MANN. I did not quite see how the Government could 
incur an obligation in doing the work itself without having the 
money. 

Mr. SHERLEY. It has the money on hand and would haye 
money sufficient to pay this sum. All it wanted was an au- 
thorization for the expenditure of money that it had on hand 
for this purpose, and the language here is submitted by Gen. 
Crozier as being sufficient for the purpose. 

Mr. MANN. That may be, but is it the purpose to purchase 
these cannon under 9 or for the Government to make 
them? 
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Mr. SHERLEY. It is not the intention of the Government to 
put out at contract the making of these cannon. The Govern- 
ment, in point of fact, makes practically all of the cannon, 
though it does not make all of the carriages. Some of the work 
for carriages is done outside, but the actual making of the 
cannon is done by the Government, and there is no intention to 
change that policy. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass, 

The motion was agreed to. á 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Housros, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 20111) 
making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes, and had 
instructed him to report the same back to the House with sun- 
dry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHertey, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Virginia rise? 

Mr. LAMB. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
consider the agricultural appropriation bill, which was placed 
on the calendar before the bill of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SULZER]. 

The SPEAKER. These two motions are of equal dignity, 
and the gentleman from New York had the floor first and is 
reco . Now, if the House wants to take up the agricul- 
tural bill first, it can do it by voting down the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LAMB. Our bill was on the calendar for days before the 
bill of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. The diplomatic appropriation bill was on 
the calendar long before the fortifications bill. I gave way for 
that. The diplomatic bill will only take a day to pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the condition of 
things. The Chair has no jurisdiction about it, except. to rec- 
ognize the gentleman who first rises. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sutzer] that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union to consider the bill H. R. 19212, the 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The question was taken, and the motion was lost. 

Mr. SULZER. It is evident there are more farmers than 
diplomats in the House. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union to consider the bill H. R. 18960, the agricultural appro- 
priation bill; and pending that, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa if we can not agree on the time for general 
debate. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to say that I have requests for 4 hours 
and 85 minutes, and I am willing to agree on 9 hours’ general 
debate. 

Mr. LAMB. We can not agree to that on this side. If the 
gentleman will say 6 hours—3 hours on a side—I think we can 
make an agreement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would agree to 4 hours on a side. I do 
not think I could possibly cut the time down below 4 hours. 

Mr. LAMB. Then I move that we go on with the general 
debate without the agreement. 

The SPEAKER. Before the Chair puts the motion he wishes 
to state once more, for the information of all concerned, that 
when the Unanimous Consent Calendar was established it was 
intended that that should take the place of the Speaker recog- 


nizing Members for unanimous consent; and the Chair proposes 
to enforce that rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, if possible, will agree to a time for general debate, so 
that the time may be controlled by the two sides. Without 
that it involves an extra loss of time. We very much desire 
four hours on this side, and we desire to use it legitimately. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the appropriation bills are behind in this session; 
that it is important that they should be pushed as rapidly as 
possible. I think after they are passed there will be oppor- 
tunity for debate by all gentlemen on the floor of the House. 
The resolution distributing the President’s message is now on 
the calendar. I have left it there without action upon it, so 
that when the appropriation bills are out of the way oppor- 
tunity may be given for general debate on both sides if they 
want it. But I do not think that more than one day at this 
17 ought to be devoted to general debate on an appropriation 

Mr. MANN. And yet that has always been the custom—to 
permit gentlemen who have prepared speeches on propositions 
to get in on general debate on appropriation bills, especially at 
this time in the session. A part of the discussion will be upon 
this bill and in relation to matters involved in the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he is willing to agree, without calling for a quorum, 
to night sessions for the purpose of debate? 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not make that request 
at this time in the session. Later on we will have to do it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it is far more important than 
any other question before the House that these bills should be 
sent to the Senate. There are several on the docket, and I will 
ask the gentleman if he is not willing to let the session run to- 
night until 10 o’clock and consume that much time in general 
debate? 

Mr. MANN, I do not think it is right to ask the House to stay 
here to-night, nor do I think it makes any difference about the 
length of the session, whether these bills get over to the other 
end of the Capitol now or a month from now. Without making 
any reflection on that body, it has a peculiar way in relation to 
the passage of appropriation bills. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the statements made 
by the distinguished gentleman from Alabama and the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Virginia, I ask that general debate 
be limited to seven hours. That does not give me one minute 
to explain the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am sure that gentlemen will have 
time for general debate on other questions later on. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I do not expect to take any time myself. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman is willing to agree 
that the session shall run to-night until 10 o’clock, I think there 
will be no trouble. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Personally I do not care if it runs all night. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if to-morrow, being Calendar Wednesday, would not 
interfere with the completion of consideration of the bill. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It would have to go over to-morrow, 
anyhow. If the gentleman from Iowa is willing to have seven 
hours’ general debate, and take a recess from 6 o’clock until half 
past 7, I think this side of the House might accord the time he 
desires, 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will state that one of the parties who 
desires time on this side is not ready to speak to-day, but pre- 
fers to have the time to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is another appropriation bill on 
the calendar to follow this, and I have no doubt that gentlemen 
can arrange to get time on that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. In all probability the time there is limited. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I still ask my colleague to agree to 
three hours on a side, or six hours for debate, and that would 
settle the whole matter. 

Mr. HAUGEN. As I have stated, I have requests for 4 
hours and 35 minutes, and I could not possibly agree to it. I 
will agree to three hours and a half on a side, or seven hours. 

Mr. LAMB. Rather than do that and go into the Committee 
of the Whole House with the matter in abeyance I will give 
the gentleman half an hour of my time. We will have six hours, 
three hours to a side—— 

Mr. MANN. No; two and a half hours to one side and 


three and a half to the other. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman offers to give him 30 minutes 
of his time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
object—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman’s word is good. 


I do not know but I shall 
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Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. As I do not see why they should 
have any more time over there than we are to have over here. 
Mr. LAMB. The gentleman ought not to object to my giving 
my own time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. But you may steal that from me. 
Mr. LAMB. I am going to take it from my own time. I 
renew my request that we have three hours’ general debate on a 
side—six hours altogether—one half to be controlled by the 
genileman from Iowa [Mr. Havucen] and the other half by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAMB] 
asks unanimous consent, pending the motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, that 
general debate on this bill be limited to six hours, one half to 
be controlled by himself and the other half by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Havcen]. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 18960) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, 
with Mr. Boxrtanp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 18960, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18960) making oe for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, in view of what was said here 
awhile ago, I will only oceupy about one-half the time I in- 
tended to occupy. 

Mr. Chairman, the act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has heretofore attracted more general in- 
terest in this House than many of the larger supply bills. 
Certainly its provisions have been more closely scrutinized and 
more carefully discussed. 

The reasons for this may be found in the fact that the activi- 
ties of the department are widely extended and touch in a way 
a large proportion of our people in nearly every district repre- 
sented on this floor. 

This work is so well known to my colleagues here and so fully 
appreciated by the country that I do not deem it necessary to 
review the work of the past year nor to go into any general 
discussion of the provisions of this bill, save to point out some 
of the changes we have made and to give a few reasons for these 
changes. 

In this connection, I call the attention of the Members of the 
House to the report of the Committee (No. 271) accompanying 
House bill 18960. A carefull reading of this report will show 
the few increases. This will perhaps make unnecessary many 
of the questions usually asked by Members and save time to the 
House. 

Under the act of May 26, 1910, making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture, a large number of the employees of 
the Department were transferred from the lump-sum fund to 
the statutory roll, so that there can be no increase in the sala- 
ries of these people save through action by Congress. 

The Committee on Agriculture, bearing in mind the necessity 
for economy and following the lines of suggestion from various 
sources, declined to recommend many of the increases asked for 
in the estimates for the department, not only in the salaries of 
clerks and assistants, but also in the sums under the head of 
general expenses, cutting the estimates by $1,403,286. 

In the Bureau of Entomology, whose accomplished chief rec- 
ommended no increase over last year’s appropriation, we felt 
constrained to increase the appropriation $35,000 in order to 
provide for the investigation of the Mediterranean fly in the 
United States and its possessions. This fly is very destructive 
in the Hawaiian Islands, and it becomes absolutely necessary 
to prevent it from entering the United States. 

I desire to call carefull attention to the increases of salaries 
of all clerks on the statutory roll who now receive less than 
$900 per annum. These are graded as follows: All clerks re- 
ceiving less than $720 per annum, -to receive 8720; all clerks 
receiving between $720 and $840, to receive $840; all clerks re- 
ceiving $840 or less than $900, to receive $900. 

These increases affect 159 clerks, at salaries ranging from 
$600 to $840 and entail an expense of only $13,000. 


These items are, of course, subject to a point of order, but 
we do not believe that any Member will desire to make a point 
of order on them. 

The necessity for such action has been recognized in this 
House and often referred to when points of order were being 
made on items of increase of salaries over $1,200. Most likely 
this increase would have been made in previous appropriation 
bills save for the fear that the sum carried by such an appro- 
priation would amount to many thousands of dollars and set a 
precedent for general appropriations in other departments. 

I need not refer to the reasons that influenced the committee 
in recommending these increases. The high cost of living, or, 
in other words, the cheapening of money in this country, was 
the chief reason. The condition of these employees appeals 
to every one who has a heart to feel or a mind to think. 
Then, we believe that these people will be encouraged to do bet- 
ter work, or will do it more cheerfully, when their services are 
recognized and appreciated. I can well fancy 159 happier souls 
in this city when this bill becomes a law. Then I assume that 
in 100 cases we might multiply by 4 or 5, and that innocent 
children and loving mothers will send up prayers for the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

The increases of salaries to those now drawing $1,200 and over 
are very few and sum up only $3,400. 

The committee declined to recommend a number of the in- 
creases carried in the estimates, though doubtless many of 
these are meritorious, on account of the necessity of practicing 
as rigid economy as possible. 

We doubt very much whether there is a business in this 
country employing a capital of $1,000,000 that has not increased 
its salary list to a larger extent in the past year than we 
do under this bill carrying $15,000,000. 

I do not know that the thought occurred to any member of 
the majority on our committee that this increase was a good 
political move or not. If they harbored this idea, they gave no 
expression to it around our board. Nor did a single member of 
the minority intimate that anyone was playing politics. 

And let me say right here, by way of parenthesis, that the 
minority members of our committee did not interpose in any 
way, by speech or vote, objection to the reduction in the esti- 
mates coming from the department. On the contrary, they 
seemed to recognize the necessity for economy, and helped, by 
suggestion and otherwise, in reaching the conclusions that we 
came to. a 

I may repeat here what I have said time and again in run- 
ning debate on this floor when I was a minority member, 
that we have no politics on the Agricultural Committee. It is 
all business ticks, boll-weevil ticks, conservation ticks, cattle 
ticks, investigation ticks, and the ticks that breed close by the 
everglades in the “Sunny South.” [Applause.] 

The new places in this bill may provoke some criticism, but 
the necessity for these places will be shown at the proper time, 
when, under the five-minute rule, the cavalry, infantry, and ar- 
tillery will move on the positions that we have taken with care 
and fortified with labor and are prepared to defend with pa- 
tience, courage, and endurance. 

The flying squadrons and the aviators have already been 
sending telegrams and night letters, predicting a destruction 
of all of our forests and great damage to the general welfare 
of the mighty kingdom known as forest reserves. 

We are prepared to show that not a tree will be hurt nor the 
least harm come to any of the thousands who live, move, and 
thrive in the forests, in the rocky, woody regions, many acres of 
which the surveyor's chain has not been over nor the foot of 
man trod. 

Our committee has given perhaps more attention to the Bureau 
of Forestry than to any other bureau. 

They felt this to be necessary, and hope to be prepared to 
answer at least one-half of the questions usually asked when 
the forests are under discussion. 

When the hearings on the Forest Service before the commit- 
tee began, the chairman called attention to the subject in lan- 
guage like this: 


The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen of the committee, we will consider this 
morning the estimates of the department for the Bureau of Forestry. 
You will doubtless recall that when the bill was on the floor last year 
it was more severely criticized in relation to the estimates for this 
than any other of the bureaus. The former chairman of this committee, 
skilled in the use of language and fruitful in resources, had his patience 
and endurance taxed to the uttermost. 

I invite the attention of this committee, as well as of Mr. Graves, the 
chief of this bureau, to the startling statements made on the floor in 
February and March of this year, as well as in 1910, when this appro- 

riation bill was before the House. The statement was made that the 
orest Service has spent more money in matters that do not directly 
relate to the preservation of forests in the reseryes than in matters that 
do relate to t ice. It was claimed that the Interior Department, 
with $350,000, protected the forests as well as they are protected now: 


2524 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


that this amount protected one-third of the presen: area; and that 
$1,000,000 should give protection to the present area, 

few of us haye watched the growth and development of this tre- 
mendous work, protesting mildly sometimes, but often 5 that 
the growth was abnormal and not healthy. e have seen the estimates 
increase from $1,000,000 in 1907 to $5,500,000 in 1912. The sales of 
timber and grazing permits furnish a good deal to the credit side of 
the account, and we hope will supply a much larger amount in the 
near future. 

Since making this statement before the committee I have 
learned from the efficient Chief Forester, Mr. Graves, that the 
gross area of the national forests is 297,850 square miles, which 
is 1,000 square miles greater than the combined area of the 
German Empire, Switzerland, Holland, Denmark, Belgium, and 
Ireland. 

The gross area of the national forests is greater than the aren 
of Norway and Sweden taken together, and is greater than the 
combined area of France, England, Wales, and Ireland. 


If you gentlemen will take the peos to glance over the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD Of last year, when this bill was before the House and 
the Forestry Bureau was being discussed, you will find that all kinds 
of objections and complaints were made of the operations of this bu- 
reau—some amusing, some to us almost ridiculous—and I invite the 
attention of Mr. Graves to this particular matter; I have no doubt he 
heard a part of it. We have to meet these objections. This is a busi- 
ness question, gentlemen, and a tremendous business question. Just 
bear in mind that the forests cover nearly 200,000,000 acres of land; 
perhaps in territory it is equal to New England and New York together. 

Mr. Graves. More than that. 

The CHAIRMAN. More than that. The chief object is to protect these 
forests, guard them, and let the natural growth of the timber redound 
to the interests of the whole country, and to do that as economically as 
possible. During the course of th 1 gentlemen, we will 
call out the fact that the Forestry Bureau going into experimental 
work to a degree which some of us question, and we will draw Mr. 
Graves out on those points and endeavor to make this bill so practical 
that we can go before the House in confidence and meet the criticisms 
Members will make. Now, Mr. Graves, what do you prefer to do in this 
matter? We will hear you for awhile and then go through the Dill. 

You do not wonder after this suggestion that the committee 
examined the witnesses with great care and skill. No doubt 
every Member whose district embraces a forest reserve has 
read these hearings over several times. 

In the preparation of this bill your committee did not lose 
sight of the condition of the revenues, and sought to reduce 
the expenses of the department wherever this could be done 
without injuring any of its activities. 

It was found impracticable to make any considerable reduc- 
tion in the great Bureaus of Plant Industry, Animal Industry, 
Chemistry, and so forth, although in most of these the estimates 
were cut from $20,000 to $50,000, as the report shows. The 
committee soon learned what the older Members well under- 
stood, that. the Forest Service had received increases in the 
past few years for general expenses in experimental work and 
cooperative work with State colleges that might be dispensed 
with in part, so that these general expenses were cut to the 
amount of $383,370. 

The item for the construction and maintenance of roads, 
trails, bridges, and so forth, has been reduced from $500,000 to 
$275,000, the amount of $275,000 being the same appropriation 
as of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1911. This reduction was 
not only made in the interests of economy, but because the com- 
mittee considered the sum sufficient for the necessary improve- 
ment and development of the national forests. 

The emergency fund of $1,000,000 has been reduced to 
$200,000, because your committee could not see the necessity 
for holding this amount of money subject to the order of the 
Forest Service, when as a matter of fact only $22,000 of this 
fund has been called for at any time. The regular appropria- 
tion of $150,000, with the $200,000 emergency fund, we thought 
sufficient to meet the necessities of the situation. 

While the total amount carried by this bill for the Forest 
Service is $5,000,000, in round numbers, let it be borne in mind 
that the receipts from the sale of forest products last year 
were over $2,000,000, from the following sources: 
Received from timber sold $1, 014, 769. 84 
Received from ng 935, 490. 38 
Received from various other sources. 76, 645. 93 

There was also a small return from water-power sites, 

On page 286 of the hearings before the Committee on Agricul- 
ture you will find a statement giving the gross receipts for 1911 
from every State in which there was a forest reserve. I call 
special attention of the House to these hearings, and would 
modestly suggest that a good deal of time would be saved and 
many questions answered by a careful perusal, on the part of 
the Members of the House, of these hearings. 

The funds above referred to—receipts from the sale of forest 
products—were, of course, passed into the Treasury, so that 
there stands to the charge of the Forest Service $3,000,000 in 
round numbers. 

When transportation facilities reach the present inaccessible 
forests and timber values increase, as they will under the un- 
changing law of supply and demand, we see no reason why the 


sale of ripe timber from these vast forests, together with the 
grazing permits, will not meet, or very nearly meet, ail the 
various expenses of this Forest Service when economically ad- 
ministered. 

In addition, I am fully persuaded that the grazing fees can 
be increased. These charges now average from 30 to 40 cents per 
head for cattle and from 10 tg 12 cents for sheep for the entire 
year. They are, I understand, far below those paid for grazing 
privileges by private parties. 

A moderate increase will add from $500,000: to $1,000,000 a 
year to forest receipts. I am sure the Secretary of Agriculture 
will carefully consider this matter. Indeed, I know he will, for 
his mind and heart are wrapped up in the success of the Agricul- 
tural Department over which he presides and to which he has 
devoted so many years of his useful life. For 15 years, as 3 
member of the Committee on Agriculture, I have been thrown 
closely with the Secretary, and no Member of this House not 
one of his own party has had any better opportunity to observe 
his splendid qualities of head and heart that have made him a 
model officer and furnished the judgment and inspiration 
through which he has achieved magnificent results. 

I cheerfully bear testimony to the efficiency of the corps of 
devoted men, unexcelled in their scientific attainments, who 
carry into effect the program marked out by the Secretary. 

I have spent a month at a time inspecting the bureaus and 
divisions, and have made acquaintances and friends of the 
officers and employees. 

It has been a painful duty to reduce the estimates the Secre- 
tary and his chiefs have submitted, but we felt constrained in 
the interests of economy to do this. They will doubtless apply 
this principle of economy themselves and prevent, as far as pos- 
sible, the “lost motion“ that must be guarded against in every 
great business enterprise. 

Under the five-minute rule we will furnish any information 
Members may require touching the details of this bill. It has 
been prepared with all the calm deliberation we could com- 
mand. The varied and far-reaching activities involved appeal 
to the hearts and consciences of the American people and, enter- 
ing their homes, will be diseussed around their firesides. We 
present it with confidence, and trust it will meet your approyal. 
| Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I now yield 35 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Moss]. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I regret that it becomes necessary, or, in my opin- 
ion, seems to be necessary, that I should utter a single word of 
criticism against an appropriation bill that has been prepared 
by a committee of this House a majority of the members of 
which belong to the Democratic Party, and yet our honored 
chairman has disarmed any remarks which I may make by 
stating that on the Agricultural bill we have no politics. I am 
glad that this statement is literally true. : 

The bill under consideration—the agricultural appropriation 
measure—allots the sum, of $30,000 for the maintenance of the 
Referee Board for the ensuing fiscal year. The functions of this 
board were given especial consideration by your committee in 
the investigation of the Wiley episode and our inquiry into the 
whole executive machinery which is used in the enforcement and 
administration of the pure-food law. In the concluding para- 
graph of its report to this House—a report which was signed by 
every member of your committee—the following language is 
used: í 

Having arriyed at these conclusions concerning the Referee Board, 
your committee can not recommend its further maintenance under its 
present status. It is the opinion of your committee that a board exer- 
cising the functions such as are exercised by the Referee Board, its de- 
cisions being given such 3 effects by the honorable Secre- 
tary, ought not to rest on the authority of an Executive order. If such 
board be deemed 8 or advisable in the administration of the 
pure-food law, its authority should be expressly conferred, its scope 
and jurisdiction clearly defined, and the effect of its decisions declared 
by act of Congress. r 

So far as I am informed, Mr. Chairman, this is the first ex- 
pression by any committee of this House with reference to the 
Referee Board which is based on a careful study of its rela- 
tions to the pure-food law. 

For weeks this committee gave this subject faithful consid- 
eration and study, and though the members are not in accord 
at all points, there is absolute agreement that the pure-food 
law must not be unduly subjected to Executive modification and 
restriction; and if there are amendments to be made to this 
most important law, they must be proposed by Congress and 
not by the Secretary of Agriculture. The soundness of that 
conclusion, Mr. Chairman, has not been challenged by any au- 
thority, so far as my knowledge extends, and yet this item will 
tend to nullify this purpose and most probably will encourage 
the administration to resist the much-needed reorganization of 
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the Bureau of Chemistry in the interest of a more efficient ad- 
ministration of the pure-food laws. I do not consider the item 
important if it be considered from a monetary standpoint. 
The bill carries a lump sum of more than $600,000 for the en- 
forcement of this law, and if it were a question of doubt I 
would gladly give the benefit in favor of the law; but if we 
treat this item as tending to defeat the reorganization of 
the Bureau of Chemistry, and thereby prevent an effective en- 
forcement of the law, then, Mr. Chairman, this item is of 
tremendous importance. 

Indeed, sir, I will venture the assertion that no single ques- 
tion growing out of this legislation—as important as the agri- 
cultural appropriations are to the growth and permanent pros- 
perity of our country—no single question, I repeat, will exceed 
this one in consuming interest to the whole American people or 
which will more vitally affect the political fortunes of the indi- 
vidual Members who are called upon to decide this issue by 
their votes. We need not seek to disguise the point in debate 
or to pretend that we are deciding one question when in fact 
we are determining another. The real question which we will 
decide—the record which we will establish for ourselves and for 
this House—is whether we demand a vigorous enforcement of 
the pure-food law in the interests of the consumers or whether 
we will longer submit to a “toning down” of its provisions in 
the interest of the producer and the purveyor of our food sup- 
plies. It is making a choice between the application of the law 
as Congress enacted it to check the waste in human life and 
the law as it has been modified to protect the commerce of our 
Nation. It is a return of that eternal struggle between right 
and wrong which began with the Creation and can end only with 
the Resurrection. The people are demanding the law in all its 
strength and virility; the manufacturers are praising the checks 
which executive authority has written into the law. The rela- 
tive positions which the parties in interest are occupying are 
graphically depicted in the American Food Journal of February 
15 in a cartoon “ Roped and tied,” which presents Dr. Wiley 
tied by two ropes; one of the ropes is the recommendation for 
a Board of Food and Drug Inspection and the other one is the 
recommendation for a Referee Board. The Food Journal is an 
opponent of the activities of the Bureau of Chemistry and a 
partisan in fayor of the Referee Board. We have thus graphi- 
cally presented the issue in this debate, “ Shall the Bureau of 
Chemistry be roped and tied by executive orders of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture?” or shall Congress declare the relation 
which shall exist between the bureau and the reviewing au- 
thority? 

This question should not have been raised in this appropria- 
tion bill. This department deals with the welfare of all the 
people of our Nation, and in years to come when history shall 
deal with Secretary Wilson and his public service his friends 
will lovingly dwell on his aid and assistance toward the develop- 
ment of agricultural science and will pass over in profound 
silence any connection with the much-advertised act of roping 
and tying Dr. Wiley. This whole controversy has recently been 
before the American people, and once more has a right decision 
been made, and the mandate which comes to this House out of 
our democracy of public opinion is to strike down the abuses 
in its administration; define by legislative enactment all grants 
of authority, and thus destroy the feuds and factional warfare 
which haye scandalized our Nation. 

The pure-food law—a statute which vitally affects the inter- 
ests of every American citizen—says that the Bureau of 
Chemistry shall make examinations of specimens of foods and 
drugs for the purpose of determining if such articles are adul- 
terated or misbranded within the meaning of the law. No 
other officer or bureau is given a like grant of power; it pertains 
exclusively to this division of the Government. The power thus 
conferred can destroy no legitimate business, nor can place 
no innocent person in jeopardy. The plea of big business for 
protection against the activities of the Bureau of Chemistry 
as guided by Jaw is the plea of special interests for license 
against the common welfare, protected by the judiciary of our 
Nation. The Bureau of Chemistry has no power to convict or 
to acquit, and the extreme limit of their power is to collate and 
present information to the district attorney on which he can 
predicate an indictment and thus bring the cause to trial before 
a court of justice. Every regularly impaneled grand jury in the 
United States has equal power. As well, then, insist on restrain- 
ing the power of our grand juries to investigate crime and 
present indictment therefor as to complain of the power of the 
Bureau of Chemistry to destroy honest business by making 
examinations to detect dishonest practices. If the decision of 
the bureau shall be that an innocent person has adulterated or 
misbranded articles of food or drugs, the alleged offender is 
not thereby convicted of crime and can not be punished under 
the law. The only authority which the Secretary of Agricul- 


ture has in the premises is to notify the accused party and 
give him a hearing under the regulations adopted by the three 
Secretaries to determine if the findings of the Burean of 
Chemistry are free from error, and if he shall so find, then 
he certifies the case to the proper Federal court and the district 
attorney is required to institute prosecutions against the accused 
parties without delay. This is the simple procedure of the law 
Se has been determined by the Supreme Court of the United 
tates. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from In 
Moss] yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [ 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. In that connection I would like to ask my 
friend from Indiana if there is any authority in section 4 of 
the pure-food law by which there can be created such a board 
as the present Remsen Board as the last court of appeals on 
propositions concerning the misbranding of food, and so forth, 
in his judgment? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I am not a lawyer; 
but if there is authority in any section of the pure-food law 
which would give the power to create a referee board and give 
it any legal function or power whatever, except what the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture in his own discretion may accept, I have 
never found that authority or heard anyone point it out. 

Mr. LEVER. Is it a fact that even the Department of Justice 
has differed upon the proposition as to whether or not there 
was such authority in the pure-food law for the creation of 
such a board? 

Is it not a fact that the Attorney General holds one view of the 
situation and some of his strong subordinates who have looked into 
the question carefully hold different views upon the proposition? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It is true, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. 
Fowler, when he was Assistant Attorney General of the United 
States, prepared an opinion in which he declared that there 
was no authority under the law for the creation of the referee 
board, but that was overruled, and the Attorney General held 
that there is authority. 

Mr. LEVER. And the gentleman’s committee—and I desire 
to say that his committee has done splendid service 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Thank you for that. * 

Mr. LEVER (continuing). Has held, with the Assistant 
Attorney General, Mr. Fowler, that there was no authority in 
the pure-food law for the creation of such a board as the Rem- 
sen Board. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I think it would be fairer, Mr. Chair- 
man, to say that our committee raised that question, but did 
not pass finally upon it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Do I understand the gentleman to say now 
that his committee, the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Agriculture, did not find that the Referee Board 
was legally created? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. If the gentleman had waited until I 
had got through with my answer he would have understood 
what I said. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. But the ques- 
tions of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] would 
certainly lead the Members present to the conclusion that the 
Expenditures Committee in their report found that no law 
existed for the creation of that board. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With all due deference to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, I would rather suppose that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina expected the gentleman from Indiana 
to answer that question. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The report speaks for itself, and I am will- 
ing to rest on that. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I say it would have been nearer cor- 
rect to say that the Committee on Agriculture raised that ques- 
tion without determining it. The decision of the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Agricultural Department, as I understand 
it, is this: That the Secretary of Agriculture had the power to 
create any board which was necessary to aid him in the proper 
discharge of his duty. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
agree to that statement. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, in view of the 
report which the gentleman’s committee made, that we might 
dispose of this matter, so far as the legality of the Referee 
Board is concerned, very quickly, and I had supposed in that 
report the gentleman had disposed of it. And I would really 
like to know if fhe gentleman is contending that the Referee 
Board to-day is illegally constituted. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The gentleman from Indiana has not 
made that statement. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the gentleman be kind enough to say 
whether he finds, as a matter of fact, that the Referee Board is 
illegally constituted? 


ana [Mr. 
. LEVER]? 
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Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The gentleman is perfectly willing 
to repeat the language of the report. There may be authority. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the gentleman does not want to answer 
my question, I will not press it. 

Mr. LEVER. I understood the chairman of the committee to 
say that the committee had not passed upon the proposition 
of the legality of the board; but I would like to ask the chair- 
man if it is not a fact that the committee did pass upon the 
proposition as to whether or not the Remsen Board, as at 
present constituted, should be continued? If the report did 
not show that the Remsen Board ought to have its functions 
set out by law; either that, or it ought to be discontinued? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The decision of the committee has 
been stated—that is, the committee declined to recommend a 
further maintenance of the Referee Board unless on the theory 
that it be deemed necessary or adbisable for the proper enforce- 
ment of the pure-food laws. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Is it held it was illegal? 

Mr. LEVER. I take it, of course, Mr. Chairman, if the gen- 
tleman will permit, as to whether or not the board ought to be 
continued is a matter for the decision of Congress and not for 
i Secretary of Agriculture or the President of the United 

tates. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. That is my own opinion, and that is 
what I am attempting to establish in these remarks which I 
am submitting to the committee. - 

The honorable Secretary was not content to take this simple 
and evident meaning of the law. He preferred rather to elevate 
the dignity of his high office and to increase his official power. 
Speaking to this point, the united voice of your committee said : 

Your committee does not question the motives or the sincerity of the 
Secretary of culture, whose long service at the head of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has been of signal service to the American people. 
From the beginning, however, the honorable Secretary has 3 
assumed that his duties in the proper enforcement of the pure-food law 
are judicial in character, whereas, in fact, they are wholly adminis- 
trative and ministerial. This misconstruction of the law is fundamental 
and has resulted in a complex organization within the Department of 
Agriculture, in the creation of offices and boards to which have been 
given, through Executive order, power to overrule or annul the findings 
of the Bureau of Chemistry. 

In this indefinite grant of authority to review the findings of 
the Bureau of Chemistry is the weakness of the law. No sane 
mind can study this question with a due regard to the vast in- 
terest involved and fail to reach the conclusion that there should 
be a review of the findings in the presence of the person who is 
accused of fraud and crime, but this grant of authority should 
be definitely written in the law and the relation between the 
bureau and the review board should be clearly defined. Thus 
we will avoid the disputes over relative rank and authority 
which has nearly proven fatal to the efficiency of this great 
department of our Government under present conditions. 

The central idea of the pure-food law is that the Bureau of 
Chemistry, with its splendid technical equipment, shall pursue 
special investigations to discover evidences of adulterations 
and of fraud in foods and drugs. This preliminary work should 
be subjected to careful review by expert authority, because the 
law should be a shield to honest manufacturers as well as to 
honest consumers. The only class of our citizenship which 
should fear the execution of the pure-food law is the crook—the 
man who desires to obtain dollars without giving value received. 
But it is undeniable that many honest dealers are afraid of the 
decisions of the Bureau of Chemistry. This is true of many 
who haye no good reason to fear that their business will ever 
be subjected to any adverse decision of the Bureau of Chemis- 
try. If the Referee Board had the support only of those who 
may expect to profit from its decisions, this debate need not 
occur to-day. Every grain exchange in the country is excited 
over the question of grading of grain; a convention is called to 
meet in St. Louis to take measures for protection, and Members 
are receiving urgent telegrams to support the Referee Board as 
a protection to the grain exchange against the activities of the 
Bureau of Chemistry. The Referee Board has no possible con- 
nection with this class of cases and never can have. There is 
no allegation of adulteration; only of misbranding in that the 
grade of grain is changed. 

I have stated, in the course of these remarks, that I do not 
question the sincerity of the Secretary of Agriculture because 
he misconstrued the law. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. MADDEN. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
believed the findings of the chief chemist should be subject to 
review by a scientific board? 

Mr, MOSS of Indiana. That is my opinion; yes, sir, 
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Mr. MADDEN. Is the Remsen Board a scientific board, in 
the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I have no reason to doubt it. 

Mr. MADDEN. I will ask the gentleman to state what is the 
objection to the Remsen Board? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I will state it before I get through. 
Would the gentleman like me to state it now? 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like very much, if it is not interfer- 
— 7 75 the trend of the gentleman's remarks to have him 
state it. : 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I would like to defer that until later, 
because I shall speak directly on that subject later on in my 
remarks. 

Mr. MADDEN. Very well. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I will say the same of Dr. Wiley and 
his associates on the board in their course of extending the pure- 
food Jaw in an attempt to govern the grain exchanges of this 
country. Iam a farmer and know that we need most urgently 
a uniform system of grading grain. I will welcome such a 
measure, as it will give the farmers of this country large relief 
from the present system which permits, in many cases, the buy- 
ing of grain at a lower grade and selling the same grain at a 
higher grade. No well-informed man will deny that such a 
practice is prevalent and that it is not commercially honest; 
but the pure-food law was not enacted to control the sale of 
grain in the ordinary course of exchange in the commercial 
centers of our country. The millers are justly entitled to re- 
ceive the grade of grain for which they have paid; the farmers 
are justly entitled to be paid for the grade of grain which they 
actually deliver to the purchaser; but the Bureau of Chemistry, 
acting under the pure-food law, is not the proper arbiter of these 
transactions; and neither the Referee Board nor Board of Food 
and Drug Inspection has any call to expend public funds to in- 
vestigate the grades of grain under the presumption that they 
are protecting the public health. 

If the pure-food law makes it the duty of the Bureau of 
Chemistry to fix the grade of grain in car lots which enter 
interstate commerce, and gives to it the power to declare that 
a grade which has been regularly and officially established by 
local authority is a misbranding under the pure-food law, then 
we are in urgent need of an amendment to the law which will 
make it possible to sell grain legally. Grain is sold by sample 
or by grade, and at the present time the grade is determined 
as between buyer and seller in most commercial centers by ofti- 
cials appointed for that purpose and who do not represent either 
the buyer or the seller. Neither party to the trade agreement 
can avoid accepting the grade thus established, and the price 
follows the grade, so far as State commerce is concerned. If 
this grain enters interstate commerce, it will be reinspected at 
the center where it next changes ownership, and this grade will 
likewise govern the parties in interest. - 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question right 
there, please? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Indiana undertake 
to say that the United States Government fixes the grades of 


grain? i 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I say that under the rulings of the 
Bureau of Chemistry they attempt to do that very thing. 

Mr. MADDEN.. Is there any law that gives the United 
States Government the right to inspect the wheat and corn and 
oats that is sold in the markets of the United States? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It is a question arising under the 
pure-food law. The pure-food law undoubtedly covers the sale 
of all foods, and under the present ruling they would probably 
undertake also the supervision of the sale of grain. 

Mr. MADDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana this question: Has anybody undertaken to determine the 
purity of the grain as it comes from the fields? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I would state to the gentleman that 
I will insert in my remarks notice of judgment No. 1135, which 
gives exactly the information he wishes. The notice is as 
follows: 


F. & D. No. 1123. 
I. S. No. 48310-a. Issued November 9, 1911. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE BECRETARY. 
Norien or Jupamtxvr No. 1135. 
(Given pursuant to section 4 of the food and drugs act.) 
ADULTERATION AND MISBRANDING OF NO. 2 RED WHEAT. 

On January 28, 1911, the United States attorney for the western dis- 
trict of Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
filed information in four counts in the district court of the United States 
for said district against the Hall Baker Grain Co., a corporation, Kansas 
City, Mo., alleging shipment by it, in violation of the food and drugs 
act, on or about May 3, 1909, from the State of Missouri into the State 
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of Texas of a carload of wheat which was invoiced and sold as No. 2 
red wheat, and which was adulterated and misbranded. 

Examination of samples of said wheat by the dairy and food com- 
missioner of the State of Texas, acting under the authority of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, showed the product to contain 33 per cent hard 
wheat and per cent mixed wheat. Misbranding was alleged in the 
first count of the information, for the reasons that said wheat was 
offered for sale and sold under the distinctive name of another article 
of food, to wit, red wheat, another and different article of food than 
the contents of said car, namely, mixed wheat; and because said wheat 
was labeled and marked so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser 
thereof into the belief that it was red wheat, when in fact it was not 
red wheat, but was mixed wheat. Misbranding was alleged in the sec- 
ond count for the reasons that said wheat was offered for sale and sold 
under the distinctive name of another article of food, to wit, No. 2 red 
wheat, another and different article of food than the contents of said 
car, namely, mixed wheat; and because said wheat was labeled and 
marked so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser thereof into the 
belief that it was No. 2 red wheat, when in fact it was not No. 2 red 
wheat, but was mixed wheat. Adulteration was alleged in the third 
count for the reasons that other and different substances and 2 
to wit, various kinds and grades of wheat, had been mixed and pack 
with said wheat so as to reduce, lower, or injuriously affect the quality 
and strength of said wheat, and because other and erent substances, 
to wit, various kinds and grades of wheat, had been substituted in part 
for the wheat represented to have been sold and shipped as red wheat; 
and further because a valuable constituent or part of the wheat sold 
and shipped and represeated as red wheat had n in part abstracted 
and removed; that is to say, a certain portion of red wheat had been 
abstracted and removed therefrom and a like quantity of various kinds 
and grades of wheat inferior and less valuable had been substituted 
therefor. Adulteration was alleged in the fourth count for the reasons 
that other and different substances and articles, to wit, various kinds 
and grades of wheat, had been mixed and packed with said wheat so as 
to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its painy and strength; that 
other and different substances, to wit, various kinds and grades of 
wheat, had been substituted in part for the wheat represented and pre- 
tended to have been sold and shipped, to wit, No. 2 red wheat; that a 
valuable constituent or part of the wheat sold and shipped, to wit, No. 
2 red wheat, had been part abstracted and removed; that is to say 
a certain portion of No. 2 red wheat had been abstracted and remoy 
therefrom, and a like quantity of various kinds and grades of wheat 
inferior and less valuable had been substituted therefor; and that said 
wheat was mixed and packed with other kinds and grades of wheat in 
a manner whereby damage and inferiority were concealed. 


Under this ruling, if at Indianapolis a carload of wheat has 
been inspected and graded as No. 2 wheat, and it is consigned 
to Chicago and thus enters interstate commerce, and the in- 
inspector of the Bureau of Chemistry comes along and decides 
that it is not No. 2 wheat but some other grade, then, under the 
decisions and rulings of the bureau, that grain is liable to be 

«Seized on the ground that it has been misbranded. 

Mr. MADDEN. What I want to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana is this: By what authority of law does the Agricultural 
Department assume to say what the standard of grain is? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. They do not attempt to say what 
the standard of grain is, but under the pure-food law one must 
deliver exactly what one sells. Thus it is that if a miller in 
Illinois buys No. 2 wheat and makes that trade with a citizen 
of Indiana, and there is shipped over what is No. 2 wheat in 
Indianapolis, but when it gets to Peoria, for example, it is 
graded as No. 3, that miller has the right to complain, and it is 
claimed that he has bought something which is misbranded 
under the law. 

Mr. MADDEN. I understood that the pure-food law had to 
do with manufactured food products. Am I to understand that 
the pure-food law includes in its scope an inspection of agricul- 
tural food products? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. With pleasure. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that the 
matter of the standardizing of grain has been pending before 
the Committee on Agriculture for 10 years, I presume, and that 
committee has invariably declined to pass upon that proposition, 
so that if there is an attempt on the part of the Bureau of 
Chemistry, through the exercise of any power under the pure- 
food law, to regulate the standards of grain, or attempt to stand- 
ardize grain, then they are doing it under what I conceive to be 
a contravention of the judgment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. There is no question, Mr. Chairman, 
but that at least one suit has been taken into court on a ques- 
tion of that kind and decided on that very point. There have 
been other suits in which the parties at interest have settled 
by withdrawing the tender and making it satisfactory to the 
Bureau of Chemistry under the very point I am discussing. 

Mr. MADDEN, There is one point that I would like to get 
information upon, and that is how the chemist in charge of the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the Agricultural Department gets the 
inspectors to give him information upon which he bases a 
judgment as to the purity or standard of the various grains, 
Are they appropriated for by the Committee on Agriculture? 

Mr. LAMB. I do not believe they are. I have no knowledge 
of their having been appropriated for. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. He gets it by seizures by traveling 
inspectors as other specimens of foods and drugs are collected 


for examination by the Bureau of Chemistry. This brings up 
incidentally the question or the right to sell sulphured oats. A 
very large trade has grown up in this country whereby dealers 
sulphur oats as they come from the farm and sell them as a 
special grade of oats, under a distinctive trade name. ‘This 
grade of oats is recognized in every grain exchange in the 
United States. Elevator men sell them as a distinct grade and 
dealers order them by grade. Every party to the transaction 
is on notice, and no one can be imposed on or deceived unless it 
is the horse who eats the oats, There is no question or alle- 
gation of adulteration; only misbranding and fraud by raising 
the grade of the oats; that is, buying them as one grade and 
selling them as a different and higher grade. But all parties 
are well aware of the grade of grain, and it seems to me that 
we have gone a long way to look for dishonesty and fraud if 
the National Government feels impelled to intervene between 
two citizens in commerce, the one offering an article under a 
distinctive name and the other purchasing it because it is of 
that particular grade. 

If in transit the Federal authorities shall exercise the right 
to inspect the grain, and if their judgment shall differ from 
that of the last inspector, and that this difference shall consti- 
tute a misbranding under the pure-food law, then insuperable 
difficulties have been added to the grain trade of our country, 
which it is the imperative duty of this House to remove by 
enacting amendments which will make it possible for a farmer 
to sell a carload of wheat or oats without violating the pure- 
food law or being compelled to defend a suit before a Federal 
court at the instance of our Federal authorities. 

This well illustrates the absolute necessity of Congress clearly 
defining the authority, scope, and jurisdiction of these executive 
boards and of defining the effect of any decisions which they 
may deliver. If this were done, we will have no necessity 
for one of these boards and will escape the scandals which 
have followed the transactions of each, for in each of them has 
public funds been wasted and the purpose of the law has been 
exceeded. 

The Bureau of Chemistry in its work of investigating and 
examining specimens to discover evidence of adulteration and 
fraud has expended $1,990,354 of public funds and has reported 
on approximately 27,000 specimens. Of this number 9,866 cases 
were reported as alleged violations of law. Reviewing this 
work of the Bureau of Chemistry through the board of food 
and drug inspection the Secretary has abated 6,202 of these 
eases by failing or refusing to certify them to the district 
courts for presecution. Thus approximately two-thirds of all 
cases recommended for prosecution by the bureau has been 
reversed by the Secretary or some authority appointed by him 
for that purpose. 

The larger number was abated on the advice of the Board of 
Food and Drug Inspection, composed of Dr. Wiley, Dr. Dunlap, 
and Solicitor McCabe. The records show that Dr. Wiley voted 
to sustain the findings of the bureau and order prosecutions in 
two-thirds of all the cases, but was overruled by Dr. Dunlap and 
Solicitor McCabe. If it so happened that Dr. Dunlap voted with 
Dr. Wiley to sustain the bureau, and thus favor a prosecution, 
and Solicitor McCabe afterwards voted in opposition, to abate 
the case, then in every such instance Dr. Dunlap changed his 
vote to agree with McCabe, and thus prevented the prosecution 
of the case. These recommendations of the board came to Sec- 
retary Wilson for approval, but in every one of the 6,202 cases 
the Secretary was exactly of the same opinion as was the major- 
ity of the board; in no single instance did he sustain Dr. Wiley 
if the doctor was opposed by Dunlap and McCabe. 

The next progressive step looking toward the effacement of 
Dr. Wiley from the enforcement of the pure-food law was in the 
composing of order No. 140, an order wholly illegal and as 
vicious from an administrative standpoint as it was invalid from 
a legal standpoint. The lust for power and the lengths to which 
an official will go to satisfy his longing when assailed by such 
temptation is well illustrated in this instance. Proposing, for 
economy’s sake principally, to haye but one legal office in the 
Department of Agriculture—a proposal wholly in the interest of 
good administration—the purpose grew until on the slender 
grant of authority to effect a commendable economy the power 
of the Solicitor was projected in giant strength over the Bureau 
of Chemistry in opposition both to law and to economy of 
administration. Under the terms of this order, which was writ- 
ten by McCabe and signed by Secretary Wilson, all the Bureau 
of Chemistry did, and all it was given the power to do, was to 
make the examination of specimens and then send them over to 
the Solicitor’s office to have the examination completed by a 
decision whether the specimens were adulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of the law. The Secretary had as well have 
closed Dr. Wiley's office in the Bureau of Chemistry with a big 
signboard, “See McCabe.” What this means in administrative 
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results is clearly shown by the record. The Bureau of Chem- 
istry spent $1,190,784 in examining cases, not one of which was 
reported to the Federal courts for prosecution. It cost the Gov- 
ernment $515.95 to make the examination in the Bureau of 
Chemistry for every case which was reported for prosecution. 

Commenting on this record, your committee said: 

It does not require comment to sustain a conviction that either too 
many cases were prepared in fhe Bureau of or too many 
were abated in the Board of Food and Drug Inspection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
has expired. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to tres- 
pass upon the time of the committee, but I had an understanding 
with the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture that I was 
to have more time, or at least that he would ask for it. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield to the gentleman 5 minutes more. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I do not think 5 minutes will do; 
but if the gentleman will give me 10 minutes more I think I can 
complete the statement I wish to make. I wish to-say that 
since I have been here I have taken up no time, and I should 
like at least an opportunity to finish my remarks on this sub- 
ject, if it will not trespass too much on the indulgence of the 
committee. 

Mr. LAMB. I yield to the gentleman 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call attention to the fact 
that the committee can not extend the time; but the gentleman 
in charge of the time can yield any time he desires. 

Mr. LAMB. I have yielded to the gentleman 10 minutes. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Take either alternative; this is a record 
which this House can not indorse with due regard for the proper 
expenditure of public funds. It is indisputable evidence that 
there is urgent need for a reorganization and reform in the exec- 
utive machinery which has been devised to carry this law into 
effect. The business world, in a ferment of fear lest they be de- 
stroyed, and the consuming public with ample knowledge that it 
is largely a case of “fuss and feathers,” with many abatements 
and few prosecutions. ; 

An exception must be noted, however, when the offender hap- 
pened to be Dr. Wiley; for while thousands of alleged violators 
of the law were leisurely traveling the road which leads away 
from the doors of the Federal courts it was impossible for Dr. 
Wiley to escape when accused of disregarding an order regu- 
lating the wages of expert witnesses at court. Not content with 
depriving Dr. Wiley of the rightful power and dignity of his 
office, there must needs be a desperate effort to destroy and to 
drive from office the man whose labors have done more to pro- 
tect the lives, the health, and the daily income of the great con- 
suming masses of our citizens than any other man of our gen- 
eration. [Applause.] . 

Good name in man and woman, dear my lord, 

Is the immediate jewel of their souls. 

Who steals my purse steals trash; tis something, nothing; 
But he that filches from me my good name 

Robs me of that which not enriches him, 

And makes me poor indeed. 

It is not possible to compute the value in money of the sery- 
ices of Dr. Wiley to the American people. It is not possible to 
know the total number of lives he has saved by his warfare 
against the sale of impure drugs, or to estimate the value of his 
services in the cause of commercial honesty. In all of these 
directions he has been the acknowledged leader of the Nation 
and has fought the g fight by keeping the faith. It is not 
surprising that such service should earn the rancor of those 
whom he has exposed, whose damnable methods he has discoy- 
ered, and whose illegitimate profits he has destroyed. That is 
a part of the price which honesty must pay for the privilege of 
warfare against dishonesty. It is a badge of honor which the 
honest man and upright official is proud to wear in the presence 
of his enemy; but the mystery is that this spirit of hostility 
could invade the sanctuary which is guarded by the flag of 
freedom and of justice and secure false indictment against 
an official who had offended, if offense could be found, by his 
fidelity to the duties and obligations of his office. 

The Referee Board is not authorized by any express provision 
of law— 

Mr. HAMILL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILL. I understand it is established by an interpre- 
tation of the law made by the Secretary of Agriculture and con- 
firmed by an opinion of the Attorney General. Is that so? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. That is correct, so far as the present 
status is concerned. I have only a very few minutes left and 
I should like to complete my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Indeed, section 9 of the bill as it passed 
this House and which authorized such a board was deliberately 
stricken from the bill in the Senate. Thus the weight of legislative 


intent is opposed to the board. This leaves it as one of these 
modern creations whereby the executive branch of Government 
seeks to place its will above the mandates of Congress. Com- 
missions are often resorted to by Congress as an expedient to delay 
the enactment of remedial legislation; and they are commonly 
organized by the Executive when it is the wish to tone down 
reform legislation which the people haye secured by legislative 
enactment. In this instance it would seem that the desire is to 
prevent the Bureau of Chemistry from exercising the functions 
given under section 4 of the law. No one will seriously ques- 
tion the authority or the propriety of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to review the findings of the Bureau of Chemistry to 
discover errors in their examinations. The Board of Food and 
Drug Inspection was created expressly to perform this duty. 
The referee board was organized on the theory that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has the power to determine the question 
of purity in foods and drugs independently of any examination 
by the Bureau of Chemistry. He asserted that the law spoke 
to him; that the enforcement of it was in his hands; and that 
it was necessary for him to know definitely whether certain 
articles are deleterious when added to foods. 

Thus a question of purity which has not been considered by 
the Bureau of Chemistry can as readily be referred to the 
referee board as one which had been so considered, and by such 
action deny to the bureau the right to make such examination. 
8 the Secretary’s language to the fruit growers of Cali- 

ornia : 

I will tell you what to do. Just go on as you used to on, and I 
will not take any action to seize your goods or let them seized or 
take any case into court until we know more about the number of milli- 
grams to the kilo and all that. 

The food business is the biggest branch of business in the 
Nation, and for one man to assert that it is within his power to 
say what may be sold and what products shall not be sold in 
our markets, vacating all lawful processes and denying adjudi- 
cation by the courts, but in their stead arbitrarily submitting 
these most important questions to personal appointees holding 
office at his will, exercising just so much or so little power as he 
may determine, is most truly an exercise of kingly prerogatiye. 

When a question is submitted to the Referee Board there can 
be no expression of judgment except on the precise form sub- 
mitted by the Secretary. On this point Dr. Remsen said before 
or committee, in speaking of his experiments with benzoate of 
Soda: 

We were asked the plain question whether or not it was harmful 


in small doses or in large doses. When we answered that question our 
duty was ended. 


The most important problem, whether such substances are 
used to preserve partly decayed material and thus conceal 
inferiority and lead to fraud, could be given no consideration at 
all, because it was not included in the question asked by the 
Secretary when he submitted the subject. But the honorable 
Secretary was not content to limit the functions of this board 
to such purposes as were indicated in the order which organ- 
ized these experts into a board; he was like the ancient king 
who issued his orders to the waves of the sea. If the board 
said “thumbs up” to the Department of Agriculture, then 
thumbs must go up in the States as well as the Nation. Ac- 
cordingly, acting at the request of an attorney for private 
corporations, he sent three members of the Referee Board, in 
violation of their conception of dignity and propriety, and ex- 
posing them to just criticism, to appear in court in aid of these 
corporations in their attacks against the pure-food law of 
the State of Indiana. The following correspondence well illus- 
trates the reluctance of the board and the zeal of the Secretary 
in applying these new functions of the Referee Board: 

Prouts NECK, ME., September 9, 1909. 


My Dran Mr. SECRETARY : The Referee Board is going to be subjected 
to very severe criticism for testifying in the Indiana suit, and in order 
to protect ourselves it is our desire that we should have from you a 
written rogu that we should giye this testimony. I hope you will 
have no objection to sending this request to me. We are to testify 


at Seal Harbor, Me., on the 17th. My address until that time will be 
Prouts Neek, Me. 


We are all glad to have been to Denver, and we all recognize the 
soundness of your fa ns in asking us to go. 
Yours, very truly, Ina REMSEN, 
Chairman Referee Board. 
One can not withhold sympathy from the president of a great 
university in his extremity, which forced him to write such a 


piteous appeal in order to hold a Government job at $2,000 per 
year. Dr. Remsen and his associates had better suffered the 


fate of Dr. Robinson, who was discharged by Secretary Wilson 
because he would not yield to the Secretary's views on this 
question, and if proof were needed that this board should not 
be continued under its present status no stronger presentation 
can be made than in this particular instance. Dr. Remsen abso- 
lutely refused to appear as a witness for the Curtice Bros. when 
approached by Mr. Baldwin, attorney for that firm. 
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Later at Denver, where Secretary Wilson had assembled the 
members of the Referee Board in a grand attempt to strangle 
the just criticism which was directed against his administra- 
tion of the pure-food law by the State boards of health, a 
member of the firm of Curtice Bros. approached Dr. Remsen 
again to ask his aid and assistance in the Indiana suit. Dr. 
Remsen consulted the board, and they decided that it was 
not their business to give assistance to the corporations in 
their lawsuits against public interests and the health laws of 
States, and notified Mr. Curtice accordingly. Here was a de- 
cision by the Referee Board as truly as any decision which has 
been given by that body, and one which, if it had been ad- 
hered to, would have commended them to the confidence of the 
country in a greater measure than any other decision which 
they have uttered. The country does not blindly follow Dr. 
Wiley as an infallible guide; they know he may make mis- 
takes, but they also know that he can not be controlled. How 
happy would it have been had Dr. Remsen and his associates 
established a similar reputation before the people of our coun- 
try by refusing to yield their convictions on this question; but 
following the repeated refusal of Dr. Remsen and his associates 
to enter the court room in the interest of Curtice Bros., Mr. 
Baldwin, their attorney, entered the office of Secretary Wilson. 
The purpose of that visit and its result is told under oath before 
your committee by Mr. Baldwin. He stated that he found the 
Secretary in doubt as to the propriety of the appearance of the 
board, but that it did not take him—Mr. Baldwin—15 minutes 
to get the Secretary to change his mind and to agree that the 
board should give their testi-agony in the Indiana suit, as so 
ardently desired by the Curtice Bros. 

Accordingly he wired Dr. Remsen as follows: 


TRAER, Iowa, September 13, 1909. 
tra Remsen, Prouts Neck, He.: 


It is my request that the testimony be given at Seal Harbor or wher- 
eyer the decisions of the Referee Board are questioned. 
JAMES WILSON. 
Having thus ordered his board to testify whenever and 
wherever corporations are fighting the enforcement of State 


pure-food legislation, it only remained to violate the law by the | 


expenditure of .public funds to defray the expenses of these 
members when attending court as expert witnesses for private 
corporations. And this was done, whether in a spirit of irony 
or through sheer recklessness, from the money appropriated by 
Congress to enforce the pure-food law of the Nation. 

The Federal pure-food law has done much to protect the peo- 


ple from gross evils in the matter of foods and drugs; it could- 


haye accomplished much more good if the central thought in 
its administration had been the consumer rather than the pro- 
ducer. This change in administrative policy must be made. 
In a recent issue of the Outlook, the following editorial language 
is used: 

The American people are now gg weir goad convinced that esa have in 
the past not infrequently eaten bread baked in filthy bakeries, meat 
packed in filthy packing houses, and preserved and canned foods com- 
posed of filthy materials and containing poisonous chemicals introduced 

* for the purpose of concealing the filth. 

Under such indictment is this House going to hesitate to take 
a step forward? Are you willing to stand side by side with 
the manufacturers who have founded the “association for the 
promotion of purity in foods”? This association is composed 
solely of ‘manufacturers or distributers of strictly pure Ameri- 
can-made food products.” I am proud that every food manu- 
facturer in the State of Indiana is qualified for membership in 
this most patriotic and law-abiding association. The following 
is a clause from its constitution: 


The aim of the association is to elevate standards in American pre- 


pared and semiprepared foods of all kinds by an insistence upon strict | 


purity; the employment of only sound, wholesome raw material; the 
entire and absolute omission from foods of artificial chemical preserva- 
tives and recognized harmful artificial colors of any and all kinds; and 
the maintenance of a high — — of sanitation of premises and sur- 
roundin in establishments where food is prepared—to the end that 
pae public confidence in prepared f may be secured, to the 
mutual and lasting benefit of both the consumer and the reliable food 
manufacturers. 


The membership of this association do not desire a referee 
board to stand between them and the Federal courts. 

I am in favor of a board of review, created by law, whose 
duties shall be to pass upon the findings of the Bureau of 
Chemistry in connection with the representations of the manu- 
facturer who composed the product under examination. This 
board should supersede the Referee Board and the present Board 
of Food and Drug Inspection. The Secretary of Agriculture 


should be relieved from all regponsibility of making these de- 
cisions, except to nominate well-qualified officials to fill the 
board, and the decisions of this board should be final until they 
are passed upon by the Federal courts. The Secretary of Agri- | 
culture should be a farmer and not a chemist. His paramount 
duties should be 60 promote the agricultural wealth and in- 


dustry of the country and not to decide innumerable questions 
as to the effects of drugs and salts on the human system. 

But we can not secure this change unless we refuse to sup- 
port the present clumsy machinery. We can not stand with the 
progressive manufacturers and distributers of food supplies if 
we yote to support the Referee Board in its present status. 
Public opinion is awake; progressive sentiment is in the ascend- 
ant; let us join the movement. Let us refuse this appropria- 
tion and then pass an amendment to the pure-food law which 
will authorize a board of review with authority to decide these 
moot questions, not in any narrow form which may be pre- 
seribed in.a formal statement, not in small doses or in large 
doses, but decide them in the manner best calculated to protect 
the health of the consumer, the honest dolar of the buyer, and 
the honest profits of the producer. Let us give the whole Amer- 
ican people—the producer, the purveyor, and the consumer—the 
greatest possible benefit from a law which, when rightfully ad- 
ministered, will distribute its benefits like the dews of heaven 
on everyone alike. 

Mr. LAMB. I will ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HAUGEN] to use some of his time now. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Haw tery]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, on March 25, 1908, I called 
the attention of the House by some remarks to the fact that 
there was a large body of land in Oregen granted to the Oregon 
& California Railroad Co., upon the conditon that such lands 
were to be sold to settlers in certain areas and at a fixed price, 
and that the company was refusing to comply with the law. By 
reason of action taken subsequently, in which I took an active 
part, a resolution already passed by the Senate, was passed by 
the House, submitting the matter to the courts to determine 
the rights of the United States, the people, and the company; 
and so far as the proceedings now pending in the United States 
District Court for Oregon are concerned the passage of this reso- 
lution was and is the sole cause and basis for the institution of 
the suit, 

The passage of this resolution was due in no way to ill will 
toward the railroad company, either on the part of myself or of 
the people of Oregon, but to the much broader and sounder 
reason that the development of the State was being retarded 
by the refusal of the holding company to sell the lands as: re- 
quired by law. It was desired that the lands be improved and 
otherwise put to beneficial use. x 

I come to-day to present for the consideration of the House 
another important problem relating to the improvement and de- 
velopment of now unused lands, not only in Oregon, but in all 
the public-land States. This is the matter of dealing with set- 
tlers on the public domain, the consideration of proofs made 
upon entries, and the issuance or denial of patents. The nature 
of the case is indicated by the questions frequently asked of 
me by persons desiring to make homes on the public lands, 
such as, “Can I get a patent?” “Is the Government issuing 
patents?” 

So great are the difficulties experienced by settlers in secur- 
ing patents, so many the official hardships they are subjected 
to, that a belief seems to be extant that the Government is not 
giving lands to settlers, or that the conditions under which they 
are given are almost impossible of fulfillment. As a result vast 
areas of good land, unprofitable in their present wild state, are 
not being reduced to cultivation for the benefit of the people of 
this country, but instead the men and women who should be 
doing this are going to Canada in considerable numbers. An 
effective and reasonable remedy for this state of affairs is 
greatly needed. 

The Government by its most solemn act provides that its 
citizens shall acquire title to tracts of land if they comply 
with certain definite requirements. Whether they do so comply 
is a matter of judgment and information, naturally to be de- 
termined by investigation upon the ground and the testimony of 
credible witnesses who are acquainted with the facts. The 
Government requires residence, improvements, and cultivation. 
This refers, of course, to homestead entries. The amount of 
improvement and cultivation depend sonrewhat upon the life of 
the entry, the nature of the land, its surface cover, if any, its 
condition and distance from market, the financial circumstances 
of the entryman, his physical strength, industry, and experience. 
Settlers are usually people of very limited means, whose prin- 
cipal capital is the ability and willingness to do hard labor. 
They usually are not able to hire assistance, can buy few, if any, 
beasts of labor, and are able to purchase implements or powder 
only to a very limited extent. Frequently they are dependent 
almost entirely upon their bodily strength. A man of some 
means can make more improvement and do more cultivation in 
the required time than can one without means, but his good 
faith may be no greater. The test of good faith is in the intent 
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of the entryman, and the evidence of that intent is shown by 
his complying with the law to the best of his ability. The evi- 
dence of his neighbors as to his diligence is most important 
information in determining his good faith. An investigator 
who comes casually to inspect an entry may report what he 
thinks is right and with honest intent, but his conclusions may 
be far from correct. The rights of an entryman are as sus- 
ceptible of proof as any other right to property, and he ought 
to have the same protection in his rights as any owner of 
property, where acquired by his exertions and in a legal way. 
He should not be deprived of his entry without due process of 
law—that is, after due process in the courts. The entryman, 
during the period before he can prove up on his entry, does a 
great deal of labor which has a distinct monetary value, and 
expends certain sums in improvement, These things being done 
upon an.implied agreement offered in the law should give him 
a property right or interest in the land, and, in case of dispute, 
be ascertained by the courts. To so protect him, I have, after 
five years of experience and upon consultation with experienced 
persons, introduced H. R. 18235, which reads as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 18235) relating to entries on the public lands. 


Be it enacted, etc., That on and after the passage of this act it shall 
be unlawful for any executive or administrative officer of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to consider or use in connection with any 


order, ars or decision to be entered, made, or rendered in any case 
relating to the rights of any person to enter or pee title to any land 
entered under the public-land laws of the United States any report, 


letter, or other information submitted in writing, directly or indirectly, 
without first submitting to the person whose rights are affected a true 
and literal copy of said report, letter, or other information submitted 
in 9 and affording said person eer opportunity, at a hearing 
to be had, to disprove any charge so made injuriously affecting his or 
her rights, and at said hearing issues shall be joined upon the charge 
Fa es made and evidence shall be confined strictly to the matter 
ue. 

Sec, 2. That every report hereafter submitted by any agent of the 
Government of the United States affecting the rights of any person to 
enter or perfect title to any public lands under any law relating to the 
disposition of the public lands of the United States shall state: First, 
those facts made of the agent’s personal knowledge; second, those facts 
alleged upon information and belief; and all reports submitted by any 
such agent shall be signed by said agent and shall be of the same 
solemnity as though duly acknowledged by said agent under oath, and 
for any false report so submitted any such agent shall be proceeded 
against under chapter 6, section 125, of the Penal Code of the United 
States, approved March 4, 1909. 

Sec. 3. That upon the 8 of any final order or the rendition of 
any final decision by any executive or administrative officer involving 
the right of any person to enter or piei title to any land of the 
United States, the aggrieved party shall have the right to appeal there- 
from to the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia or to the United 
States district court within whose territorial jurisdiction the land in 
controversy is situated within 90 days from the entering of said final 
order or rendition of said final decision, and jurisdiction is hereby con- 

n the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia and the 
tates district courts to hear and determine the right or rights 
of any such person or persons in any such case so N Upon the 
filing of the appeal and a proper bond for costs, to approved by the 
Judge, in either of said courts, and the issuance of citation and evi- 

ence of service thereof upon the opposite party or parties, the clerk of 
said court shall so advise said executive or administrative officer from 
whose final finding or decision the appeal is taken, who shall there- 
upon cause to be forwarded to the said court the complete record in the 
ease, and said cause shall then be heard upon the record so transmitted 
and the rights of the parties determined according to the law and 

uities of the case, with the right of appeal as in other ca pro- 
vided by law: Provided, however, That whenever, in the opinion of ‘the 
judge before whom the cause is pending, it is deemed necessary in the 
nterests of justice to allow additional evidence to be offered, such evi- 
dence may bê taken under such order or orders as may be entered by the 
court and shall become a part of the record in the case. 

Sec. 4. That upon final judgment or decree being entered by a court 
in any such case said judgment or decree shall be certified by the clerk 
thereof to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall proceed in strict 
conformity therewith. 

Sec. 5. That upon the submission of final proof upon any lands 
entered, it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to consider and determine the sufficiency of said proof within one 
year from the submission thereof, and upon his failure to so do the 
entryman may then apply to the United States court within whose 
jurisdiction the land is located, and upon the submission by the entry- 
man of satisfactory evidence of his compliance with all the require- 
ments of the law, the judge thereof shall enter a final order, judgment, 
or decree, Bale or decreeing the entryman entitled to a patent to 
the land applied for from the Government of the United States, which 
said judgment or decree, unless appealed from as in other cases pro- 
vided by law. shall become final within 60 days from the entering 
thereof, and upon certification thereof to the Secretary of the Interior 
shall be by him carried into effect. 8 


This bill if enacted into law will give the entryman legal 
rights in place of what is now changeable executive discretion. 
It places the efforts of the settler and miner under the protec- 
tion of the United States courts. The interpretation of the 
laws by the Department of the Interior is putting a ban upon 
settlement in many places. 

We have become a great Nation. But in practically every 
mile of the advance of this greatness the settler has led the way. 
New York City was once a settlement; likewise Boston, Phila- 
delphia, and Chicago, and so on around the glittering circle of 
mighty cities. The earliest settlers laid down the boundary of 
the present United States a few miles inland from the Atlantic 
Ocean; they and their immediate successors carried it westward 
to the summits of the Appalachians; a hardy band carried it 
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down the broad fertile lands east of the Mississippi; again 
sturdy men in search of homes picked up the boundary of the 
United States and carried it across the river; thence westward 
they carried the hem of empire with their ox wagons to the 
Rocky Mountains; they sought and found gateways through 
them to the Golden West, and after 200 years of almost in- 
credible heroism, toil, and suffering the eighth generation of 
settlers laid the border of our country down to stay along 
the sands of the Pacific Sea. They always carried with them 
law and liberty and love of country. We have been a Nation of 
settlers. It has been national policy, wise and sound, to pro- 
mote their spread. We have made a mighty appeal to the land- 
less but land-loving sturdy peoples of Europe by the offer of 
free homes, and they have responded by coming in millions to 
the immeasurable benefit of this country. Europe was inun- 
dated by barbarism; America overflowed by civilization. ‘ Sons 
of pioneers” has always had a heroic ring. The estate of the 
settler was highly honorable. 

But recently a change appears to have come over the spirit 
of the dream. The settler or miner now appears to be a person 
to be regarded askance. Mysterious espionage must attend his 
activities. He must be spoken of with the finger beside the nose 
and with elevated brow. When did the settler fall from his high 
estate? I have known them by the thousands, and as a body 
there are no more honorable, kindly, or industrious men and 
women. What has been the result of the unfavorable attitude of 
those clothed with practically arbitrary power? I submit below 
the report of Mr. John E. Jones, our consul general stationed at 
Winnipeg, as printed in the Daily Consular and Trade Reports 
for December 13, 1911, fourteenth year, No. 291. Attention is 
called to the large number of our citizens which are removing 
to Canada and the conditions prevailing there which induce 
them to go. I call the careful attention of the House to this 
report: 

THE CANADIAN IMMIGRATION SYSTEM. 
[From Consul General John E. Jones, Winnipeg.] 


The work of handling the immigration movement into Canada has 
brought into existence a machine of somewhat complex and yet effective 
character, whose ramifications reach out all over the country from 
ocean to ocean. Last year over 811,000 immigrants came into the 
Dominion from all quarters, and this year the number will approximate 
closely 400,000, of whom at least 130,000 to 140,000 are from the 
United States, 

Immigration is divided into three parts—British, foreign European 
immigration, and immigration from the United States. The organi- 
zation dealing with the work, however, makes no distinction, though 
the conditions under which the people come renders the operation of 
the machine different in some respects. For instance, the immigrant 


‘from Great Britain does not lose his British citizenship, and starts 


from England with a cheap rate to Winnipeg and a 1-cent-a-mile rate 
to any point west of Winnipeg, whereas the ordinary rate is 3 cents 
per mile. The same conditions apply very largely to the Scandinavian 


and other immigrants. z 
THE AMERICAN HOMESTEADER—PREEMPTING METHOD. 


Of the total Immigration into the country, it is caleulated that at 
least 50 per cent comes west of the Great Lakes, and among this is 
included almost the entire so-called American immigration. While 
the United States railways do not give any consideration, practically, 
to immigration to Canada, the Canadian railways have made arrange- 
ments whereby, on the presentation of a Canadian Landseekers Asso- . 
ciation ticket order at the boundary line, the holder thereof is granted 
a rate of 1 cent per mile to inland destinations and 1 cent per mile back 
to the boundary, if it is his intention to return with a view to finally 
settling in Canada. These certificates are granted through the medium 
of the Canadian Government offices at St. Paul, Chicago, Kansas City, 
Detroit, Spokane, and elsewhere in the United States. The American 
homeseeker having previously discussed his ultimate destination, either 
with the Government agents in the United States or with others, makes 
his way to the nearest Government land office, where he gets infor- 
mation of an accurate character as to the available homesteads for 
which he can make entry. 

All over the West, particularly in the three Provinces of Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan, and Alberta, there are available about 200,000 home- 
steads. Each homestead has an area of 160 acres, and in some sec- 
tions of the country a man may preempt an additional 160 acres b; 
paying the Government $3 per acre for it, with the payments spread 
over. years. 

In return for this homestead or homestead and preemption the settler 
pays $10 entry fee and undertakes to perform certain homestead duties, 
notably to reside on the homestead six months ave year for three 
years, and cultivate the homestead to the extent of 15 acres every 
d for three years, and build upon the homestead a habitable house. 

he same duties are required, except residence, in the case of prem 
tion; that is to say, in the preempted area he must also cultivate 15 
acres every year. At the end of the three years, if the duties have 
been performed, the homesteader gets an absolute title to his property 
without further demand of any sort. A 


AID FOR ALL WORKERS. 


In the case of a man coming in who is not prepared to take up land 
the Immigration Department finds him employment at agricultural work 
in almost any part of the Nase ped He is registered on his arrival, 
and out of the hundreds of applications for help a place is selected for 
him; and, with a 1-cent-a-mile rate and a card of introduction, lie is 
sent to the agent of the Government in the district in which he pro- 
poses to work, and by that agent is taken to the employer or employ- 
ment to which he has been 5 sent. 

Upon his arrival in the 3 if he does not care to take up his 

arters in a hotel, there are in W nnipeg and west of Winnipeg about 40 

overnment immigration buildings. In these halls he is at liberty to 
make his home during the period in which he is deciding as to his des- 
tination or arranging for employment. In thegg halls are provided 
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and each man is entitled to two 
week's residence without cost; if it is found that settlement has. 
not been decided upon at the end of that time, and that the delay is in 
no way due to the settler himself, a further and indefinite period of 
‘residence In the hall is permitted. 

CONTRACTS WITH EMPLOYERS. 


heat, light, bedrooms, and beddin: 


The farmer; in his application for help. must state his nationality, 
the nationality of the man he wants, the kind of home he has, the area 
of the farm, the wages he is willing to pay, and the ested of employ- 
ment. The prospective employee is supplied with a duplicate copy of 
this application, and knows the conditions under which he takes service 
with the farmer. If a dispute arises between the employer and the 
employee, the new settler has recourse to the immigration department, 
where his case is taken up; and if it should appear that injustice has 
been done him, action is taken by the department in the interests of 
the new settler without delay. 

In connection with each Government land office are a number of 
Government land guides, provided free by the department. These land 
guides. who are ae rly authenticated and possess a distinetive badge 
of office, are obtained through the Dominion land office of the district in 
which the settler N yee ay to locate. No charge is made for the land 
guides’ services, though of course the new settler must pay the car- 
riage transportation between the land office where he engages the livery 
and the locality upon which he decides to homestead. 

EMERGENCIES PROVIDED FOR. 

In case of sickness and, on that account, inability on the part of the 
new settler to perform the required duties, his homestead is protected— 
that is to say, an extension period is granted him by the 5 of 
the Interior, so that, Instead of performing all his duties In three years, 
he may be rmitted four or five, as the case nay be. In any event no 
advantage: taken of his: sickness to deprive him of the homestead 
upon which he has placed his labor and perhaps his capital. 

In case of sickness in his family and consequent destitution, due 
either to insufficient capital or to extra expenditure for medicines and 
medical help, the new homesteader has the right to appeal to the im- 
migration department of the Interior. 

Inquiry is made into the situation, and if it is found that the settler, 
through no fault of his own, is lacking in food, fuel, or clothing, this 
is provided by the department and a lien taken upon the homestead for 
the amount advanced to the homesteader, with 6 per cent interest added, 
the homesteader understanding that he can not become possessed of his 
final title until be has met and liquidated all the advances of the Gov- 
ernment. In cases where the bomesteader has suffered partial or total 
failure of crop from hail, fire, or other untoward circumstances, and 
where he is still upon land for which he has not received his patent, 
the De ment of the Interior will advance him a reasonable ty 
of seed wheat and seed oats to enable him to get upon his feet agaim 
and proceed with his spring sowing. The amount of this grain, the 
actual cost of the grain itself plus transportation only, is made a charge 
upon the homesteader. 

The department makes no charge for administration, the cost price 
of the grain and transportation only 8 debt upon the homestead 
and payable before the patent is issued. cases of prairie fire or in 
cases of prolonged sickness the gg pak ey of the Interior is always 
willing to help the homesteader to his feet again; and in very few in- 
stances indeed has the recipient failed to make proper payment of his 
indebtedness. 

RETURN OF UNDESIRABLES—NO CHARGES FOR SERVICES, 

In the case of persons who are undesirable, either through di 
criminal character, or insanity, such persons become the charge an 
eare of the Department of the Interior, and are sent to their respective 
homes at departmental e: „ after 5 of course, with 
the authorities of the coun to which it is proposed to return these 


persons, 

No charge is made by the Department of the Interior for service of 
any kind rendered to the immigrant. Where persons from another 
country have become destitute through sickness or lack of employment, 
in the cities, within a —— after their arrival, the Department of the 
Interior either finds sufficient employment, or, in the case of sickness, 
food and medical comforts, for the destitute newcomer. The same con- 
ditions prevail in the country districts, 3 that the period during 
which the immigrant is a charge upon the partment of the Interior 
is three years, 2s against one year in the city and urban centers. Abso- 
lutely no distinction and no favoritism of any kind is shown in the 
disposition of homesteads. Any man of good character and sound mind, 
21 years of age, fs open to make entry for a homestead. and all home- 
stends are awarded strictly in the order of priority. In cases of the 
cancellation of a homestead—that is to my when some one has failed 
to perform the duties required and has le È the district—the right of 
hag | on this canceled homestead is accorded first to the neighbors or 
the families of the neighbors, in preference to any outsider. In the case 
of aliens the oath of allegiance must be taken before the patent is 


granted. ‘ 
ADVAXCH PLANS FOR SCHOOLS. 

Schools are provided in every district of the country where there are 
10 or 12 children of school age to be found. In every township in 
western Canada two full sections of land have been set aside as an 
endowment for school lands. These sections, each constituting 640 
acres, are sold to the highest bidder, and the proceeds are an endow- 
ment to the school that is yet to be. 

All land, by whomsoever owned, immediately upon ownership is 
liable to a school tax, though this does not apply to police or general 
taxation. No property owner, however, can escape the school tax, 
which becomes operative the moment the transfer of the property takes 

lace. Persons adjacent to Crown timber have permission to cut all 

e timber they require for home building, fuel, or fence building upon 
receipt of a permit, for which a nominal charge of 25 cents fs made by 
the land agent or subland agent of the district. 

I have no complaint to make of our sister to the north. She 
is entitled to the results of the wisdom of her policy and the 
justice of her actions. But we ean not afford to Jose these 
people while millions of acres of as fertile land as we have are 
awaiting agricultural development in this country. While the 
demand for subsistence of our own people is evidenced by rising 
prices, where is the wisdom of the policy that stays the hands 
which fill the horn of plenty every harvest time, while hungry 
men, women, and children regard its stinting with distress? A 
family on every 160 acres of tillable land is a wise policy. As a 


commentary on this loss of settlers to Canada and the unsatis- 


factory treatment of settlers in the United States, the total area 
of land entered during the year ending June 30, 1911, was 
8,752,169.55. acres less than for the preceding year, a decrease of 
33 per cent in a single year. 

Also it appears that from July 1, 1910, to July 1, 1911, 90,768 
citizens went from the United States to Canada and only 49,080 
from all other countries; and from July 1, 1911, to December 1, 
1911, five months, 40,085 American citizens and only 18,499 
aliens went to Canada. (Statement of Senator GALLINGER, CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, p: 1012, this session.) 

One source of distress to the entryman has been in the 
allowing of too many contests. I know of entries against which 
three or four contests were admitted. The cost to the entry- 
man in defending his entry becomes a burden greater than 
many poor men can afford, and they'are driven from the land 
when they were without fault. A court could determine by 
the facts, ascertained from witnesses, whether the entryman's 
residence, cultivation, and improvements were sufficient, and 
these faets once so determined would protect the entryman in 
his rights. 

The‘practice has been to allow anyone who so desired to file a 
contest against any entryman. Where the entryman is not com- 
plying with the law in good faith, a contestant may render a 
public service. But it seems to me that the statements made 
by contestants, no matter how sincere in intent, should be most 
carefully scrutinized. The contestant is interested in the can- 
cellation of the entry; and in many cases the value involved 
will prove a serious temptation. He finds an entryman on 
a piece of land, with good and substantial improvements. 
There are a house, a barn, outbuildings, fences, and cleared an@ 
cultivated land. The place begins to look like a home. If he 
can cause the cancellation of the entry he will become the 
possessor by preference right of the results of another man’s 
industry, enterprise, and sacrifice without compensation to him 
and with little cost to himself for contest proceedings. He 
will have an improved entry, with roads or trails thereto, and 
the matter of complying with the law will be much easier for 
him. My experience has been that in many instances the state- 
ments of contestants against original entrymen have not been 
so scrupulously examined as they should have been; and I 
know of instances where contestants of some means have by 
repeated contests broken up a poor settler and compelled him to 
abandon his entry, being unable to bear the burden of expense 
involved in defending his entry. 

I do not wish to be understood as opposing all contests. A 
contestant who files contest affidavit against a man who pur- 
poses to defraud the Government renders a publie service. My 
contention is that they ought to be allowed only upon good and 
sufficient cause, and when it clearly appears that the purpose is 
not merely to harass the entryman in the hope that he will be 
forced or induced to abandon his entry. 

If an entryman knew that his acts might subsequently be 
reviewed by a court which had power to summon witnesses; 
that the witnesses as well as himself would be subjected to 
skillful cross-examination; that false statements for or against 
him would be promptly and severely punished; if he knew the 
greatest strength his case could have would lie in his industry 
and good faith in complying with the law, I believe there would 
he little or no inclination or attempt to perpetrate fraud upon 
the Government. He would also know that every statement 
against him would be subject to the same analysis and penal- 
ties, and that no secret report or unsigned paper or secret 
verbal report would have any consideration. He would not be 
subjected to the necessity of submitting his proof und his case 
to find it stated later that he had failed at some time to answer 
charges made against his entry—charges that he was never in- 
formed of and never expected to have been made, but which 
were contained in secret reports. Many a settler has lost his 
entry upon secret charges and never found out why he was 
ruled against. This statement is based upon the numerous 
complaints made to me by entrymen and their attorneys dur- 
ing the past five years—people whom I Know and believe to be 
worthy of credence. r 

Why should there be secret information? All information is 
either true or false, in whole or in part, and the measure of its 
truth or falsity is susceptible of proof. If the secret informa- 
tion is not true, the Government ought not to take advantage 
of it; and if true, it would lose none of its efficacy by being 
made known. Suppose a trial were being held in a court, and 
after all the evidence was supposed to be in, the plaintiff should 
declare that he had some secret evidence; that thereupon the 
defendant and all in his interest should be ordered to with- 
draw and the court should in secret session hear this secret 
evidence and decide the case upon it and declare “its deci- 
sion, stating that it was based upon the secret ond undis 
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_ closable evidence. Such a procedure would not last a single 
hour among a free people. Yet settlers must submit to it. 
Are men who desire to settle upon the public lands of such 
a peculiar class that their every act must be viewed with 
suspicion, that they must be surrounded with secret inspection, 
and matters in which they are vitally interested decided in a 
secret court, from which no appeal can be had to the open-air 
courts, established to secure justice for high and low, and from 
which they alone are excluded? Such treatment of a worthy 
body of our citizenship is out of place in the twentieth cen- 
tury. The system is both wrong and unnecessary. 

I do not know what proportion of entries on the public lands 
are fraudulent entries and, under the present imperfect system 
of deciding upon the merits of an entryman’s claim, I do not 
think anyone knows or ċân know the amount of fraud by or 
against the entryman. I confidently believe that many who 
are justly entitled to their lands are driven from them. During 
several years of expenrience in representing a part of a public- 
land State I have béen appealed to by a large number of set- 
tlers who were having trouble in securing patents. I have ad- 
vised them in the submission of additional proofs, ascertaining, 
where possible, the exact nature of the charges against the 
entry, so that if they had a good case they could meet the 
charges with valid proof. Many haye received patents. Others, 
it seemed to me, would have won in a court of law. I wish to 
pause long enough to say that I am not making an attack upon 
the public officials who deal with business relating to the public 
lands. If it were in place, I might say some pleasant words. 
Our relations are cordial. My disagreement is with a system, 
or policy, which I do not believe continually secures justice, nor 
do I see how it can. I believe an appeal to the courts is abso- 
lutely indispensable. I recall a case which was passed to pat- 
ent after some eight or nine years’ delay, during which time 
the entry had several times been ordered canceled; if renewed 
and repeated efforts had not prevented such action, the entry- 
man would have been deprived of the land, finally justly decided 
to be his. I could enumerate a long list of such cases. There 
was a man whose patent was secured after efforts similar to 
those above described, while two poorer neighbors, wearied and 
discouraged after years of waiting, failed to apply for aid and 
their entries were canceled; all of these cases were equally 
meritorious. 

Secretary Fisher, at Boise, Idaho, on September 18, 1911, 
in a speech made the following statement: 

Here we find that a man comes on the land, puts his money into 
necessary buildings, a house and outbuildings and sheds, and buys im- 

lements, then starts to clear his land. He comes in good faith, mean- 
ug to do everything the Government asks of him, and he works ahead, 
and pretty soon his money is all gone and he is up against it hard. 
There is no mercy for him. He faces ruin and the loss of everything. 
His hard years of toil and effort and sacrifices and isolation and 
struggle have netted him what? Nothing! Tell me that is right? Tell 
me that is just? I say, no! It is wrong—dead wrong—and the fact 
that the United States Government does it and allows this sort of 
thing to E on, knowing the terrible injustice of it, makes no difference 
to me. have come that far to the western view. 

These words seem worthy of universal application. 

When the final proofs have been passed upon by the local 
land officials they are forwarded to the General Land Office in 
Washington. Here examination is made, and such action upon 
the entries is recommended by some subordinate as his judg- 
ment may determine. The cases in the first instance and upon 
appeal are thus apparently prepared. I have neyer been able 
to satisfy myself as to what extent the higher officials make 
original and independent examination of the merits of an entry, 
especially in cases upon appeal where their superior judgment 
should be exercised. Official correspondence in such cases is 
much initialed, apparently indicating its preparation by some 
subordinate; and in cases upon appeal possibly and probably 
by the same person who originally passed upon it adversely, 
and who will naturally have a pride of opinion in seeing his 
former action sustained. 

Frequently certain reports from special agents or others are 
regarded as secret, and neither the entryman nor anyone in 
his behalf is allowed to examine them. What they contain of 
fact or error can not be determined. They appear to be treated 
as of more value than the known and sworn evidence of com- 
petent witnesses. In presenting his evidence where secret re- 
ports are concerned the entryman makes his statements as it 
were in the dark. How can he answer an unknown charge, 
especially a charge he never expected anyone to make be- 
cause not in accord with the facts as he knows them? A Mem- 
ber of this House told me the life history of one of these secret 
papers. An entryman was denied patent, and the refusal was 
said to be justified by a secret report. After many months of 
endeavor, the Member succeeded in inducing a high official to 
personally examine this secret paper. It was opened It was 
found to contain an immaterial statement and was unsigned. 


The high official was dumbfounded. The entry was passed to 
patent. All proceedings in court are open to the light of day. 


Secret papers and secret evidence are unknown. Every mate- 
rial allegation must be proved in open court. Every witness 
may be cross-examined and every statement sifted to find the 
exact amount of information possessed by the witness, his 
ability to acquire information, to understand what he sees, and 
his accuracy and sincerity in relating it. False statements by 
either side would be promptly and severely punished. 

Before a court no witness is given special credence by reason 
of any special service he may be in. Every witness must sub- 
mit what he knows, how he knows it, and his credibility upon 
cross-examination may be attacked. A court would examine 
into the facts, would ascertain from witnesses what the settler 
had actually done, would admit no secret papers, would give 
no special credit to any special agent testifying either for the 
one side or the other, and it would decide the case upon the pre- 
ponderance of the evidence and on the merits. 

During a speech by Senator Boran in the Senate on January 
19, 1912, the following statements were made: 

Mr. Boram. That is true. You can imagine the difficulty which con- 
fronts the homesteader when that happens. In the first place. the 
wee are all to the effect that he has not the means to enter into 

‘ation. 

he second proposition is that he must litigate the Government of 
thé United States. The representatives of the Government of the 
United States are the protestants. The result is, as the Senator from 
North Dakota has said, that they, in a great many instances, after these 
five years of residence and effort, abandon at the last moment the hope 
of getting a home, because it is discouraging enough indeed when you 
go into a court to contest a proposition when the court is the contest- 
ant; and the homesteader has learned that there are a great many 
chances to take in that kind of litigation. 

Moreover, Mr. President, we have up here somewhere, or did have, in 
the Interior Department, something that I will venture no other Gov- 
ernment in the world has, or if it has it has been criticized for it in 
many different ways. We have what we call a secret-service depart- 
ment. When these special agents go into the Interior Department with 
their facts, they are sent into division A or B, or whatever they call it, 
and there is not power enough in the United States to get those facts 
out of that division. ` 

Mr. HRYBURN. Alleged facts, 

Mr. Boran. But the homesteader never knows the facts, or alleged 
facts, upon which his title may be canceled, and he can not get them. I 
denounce such a system as un-American, t nical, brutal. It ought to 
damn any system that will sustain it. believe in an open fight in 
every avenue of life, and I here and now. charge upon my Government 
this cowardly and infamous system which has been rejected years ago 
by all just and fair-minded people. There is no place in this Govern- 
ment for star-chamber proceedings, no place for secrecy as against a 
man’s contested right. It is vicious. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the 
Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. Borau. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. After these facts have been passed upon by 
the Department of the Interior, there is no court on the face of the 
earth that has jurisdiction to determine whether or not the decision: of 
the Department of the Interior is a true decision, and the homesteader 
is left absolutely helpless. The only man under the flag of the United 
States who can not have his day in the courts of his country to deter- 
mine his rights is the man seeking to avail himself of the land laws. 

By reason of his employment by the Government a man has 
no access of judgment, honesty, or wisdom. He is no better in 
his publie capacity than he was in his private station, and no 
wiser; his statements are no more worthy of credence or trust 
than before or than the statements of any good citizen who is 
informed upon the matter. I have confidence in the citizens of 
the United States. An honest man is always under oath. A 
man to be a special agent to examine entries upon the public 
lands ought to be a man who knows not only the land laws of 
the United States, but is also well informed as to the difficulties 
settlers experience in making homes in any particular local- 
ity where he is making examinations. Special agents frequently 
are not adequately prepared for the work assigned to them. It 
is not sufficient to come casually into a settlement and in a few 
hours think himself able to make a report; and in no case ought 
a report to be made upon the statements of others unless such 
persons are well known to be entirely honest and disinterested, 
and the report should state upon whose information it is made. 
I am inclined to believe too much importance is attached to the 
statements of special agents and too little to other evidence. 

If I were a special agent and ordered to examine certain en- 
tries, I would go to the locality, examine the general topography 
of the country, the nature of the growths on the land, its dis- 
tance from market or older settlements, the original difficulty 
of obtaining access to the lands settled upon, the trails to be 
made, roads to be built, the resources of each settler, his ability 
to buy animals and tools, to employ assistance in clearing and 
improving the land, his physical ability, his industry, and his 
experience. I would examine each entry to ascertain what pe- 
culiar difficulties were met with in establishing a home thereon. 
I would inspect his buildings and see what labor and capital 
were necessary in preparing the materials and transporting 
them to the place of use; his fences in the same way; and his 
cultivated land, to be sure what amount of labor the preparation 
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of the land involved. I would be inclined to expect more of a 
strong man than of a weaker one; of a man with some means than 

of one with none. Good faith is as clearly shown when a poor man 
of small physical strength does his best diligently as when a 
stronger man of some means does more. These things I would 
consider elementary. I would make my report in such a way as 
tu clearly show all these things and with the expectation that 
the entryman and his neighbors would, as they ought to, have 
full knowledge of what I had reported. 

I most earnestly dissent from any suggestion that persons 
who make entries on the public domain are to be regarded as 
being engaged in a suspicious occupation, whose every action 
is to be viewed with distrust. While the entries are made in 
the public-land States, the entrymen come from all parts of the 
country, and in defending their good name and purposes I am 
no more defending my own people than I am those of practically 
every other State. 

It is reported that in the year ended June 30, 1911, special 
agents personally examined and reported on 26,505 entries, of 
which reports 16,483 were favorable and 10,022 were adverse. 
In my opinion if the entrymen had had the right to have had 
their entries examined in a court upon the questions of com- 
pliance with the law and of good faith a very considerable 
number of those whose entries were adversely reported would 
have been found justly entitled to their lands; and in every 
case Where the true facts were not as reported by the agent and 
where such persons lost their lands the result was a miscar- 
riage of justice. It is shown that the adverse reports were 62 
per cent of the favorable reports, a percentage entirely too high, 
in my judgment, to represent the real condition of the entries 
reported upon. Reporting an entry adversely may present the 
appearance of great care and diligence on the part of the agent, 
but anything that is wrong is wrong. No one ought to endeavor 
to make a showing at the expense of the rights of some one else 
or of public justice. 

The following table is part of the table given in the report 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 1911, page 
64, so far as it relates to homestead entries where fraud was 


alleged: 


19,816 


This shows that the cancellations were nearly 65 per cent 
of the number approved for patenting, and I can not believe 
that this percentage shows the real condition as it would have 
appeared had the entrymen had the opportunity of defending 
their rights in a court. 

During the past fiscal year there were 52,076 patents issued 
upon homestead entries. During the same period more than 
7,000 cases were before the General Land Office upon appeal, 
of which some 4,200 were finally disposed of, no appeal ap- 
parently having been taken to the Secretary of the Interior. 
Of the remainder some 2,800 were apparently appealed. It 
would be most interesting to know in how many of these cases 
the ordinary courts of the United States would have concurred 
in the final award as given under the present system. I de- 
sire to call attention to the following statement made by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office in his current report: 


As it exists. the General Land Office, under an organization orig- 
inally intended and equipped for executive duties alone, is required 
to panona judicial duties not often imposed upon a court of special 
jurisdiction. 


This court, subject to appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, 
decides cases involving in the aggregate immense values, and 
there is no appeal to courts of higher jurisdiction upon ques- 
tions of law or of the sufficiency of the evidence upon which the 
case is decided, and no adequate provision for determining the 
competency, relevancy, or material nature of the facts alleged 
by the usual legal tests. 

I have in mind a case which will illustrate what the difi- 
culties are in the way of the settler. A man entered a tract 
of land and in due time made final proof. Patent not being 
issued within what appeared to be a reasonable time, inquiry 
was made. It was stated in reply that a special agent had 
reported adversely. After some considerable time and trouble, 
the nature of the charges were, in this case, ascertained and 
evidence was submitted to overcome them. Again charges 


were made and evidence in refutation submitted. This was re- 
peated several times. Finally, every possible charge having 


been made that seemed possible to submit, and the entryman 
having proved his case so clearly, the land was admitted to 
patent, after 10 or 11 years of contention. This entryman was 
fortunate in being able to discover what the charges were, 
but had they been held as secret as occurs in many instances, 
he would have undoubtedly lost his land. 

An entryman in such a case ought to have the right to prove 
his case in open court, and the courts ought to be open to him. 
I haye no plea to make for the man who would defraud the 
Government. My plea is for the man who is trying to do right 
and that he should have an American's right of his day in 
the established courts. My objection is to a system or policy 
which has grown up under the administration of the land laws. 
I urge a change in the laws to provide more equitable condi- 
tions. I haye in mind no official or special agent, with the desire 
to visit punishment upon any person. I believe the present sys- 
tem does not accomplish the ends of justice and that a new 
system which will ought to take its place. 

There is another matter that is the cause of serious com- 
plaint. It is frequently alleged by entrymen that after a date 
has been fixed for a hearing upon an entry and the entryman 
has appeared with his witnesses at considerable expense a 
special agent will have the hearing postponed to a later date. 
In the event that a postponement is ever necessary due and 
ample notice of it should be given the entryman. If it were 
necessary, I could multiply such instances, as I believe could be 
done by every Member of this House from a public-land State. 

There is a question akin to this in so far as it relates to the 
opportunity to develop the natural resources of the public-land 
States, and especially in the matter of agriculture. In my judg- 
ment the agricultural lands in the national forests ought to be 
listed, preferably by a commission of men expert on all ques- 
tions involved in such work. The listing should begin with the 
lands more easily accessible and for which there is an actual 
present demand on the part of settlers. All the Representatives, 
from the States in which there are national forests are con- 
tinually in receipt of inquiries from intending settlers, stating 
that they desire to homestead certain areas within the national 
forests and that they are refused the right by forest officials, 
In some instances within my knowledge I believe the settlers 
were right in their contention that the lands were agricultural. 
Such lands are under the law to be open to settlement. 

It seems to me that it would be a great relief to the Forest 
Service to have the lands listed by a commission. It would 
also greatly facilitate settlement upon the lands, as intending 
homesteaders would know where the lands that were open to 
homestead entry were located, and that they could get patent 
in the usual way. It is a serious handicap to settlement where 
settlers are left in doubt as to the final outcome of their entries. 
All homestead and mining business ought to be conducted by 
one office, that of the Department of the Interior, and the For- 
est Service relieved of this burden, a burden outside of the care 
and protection of the forests. There are within the national 
forests some 163,000,000 acres of land, excluding areas in Alaska, 
many millions of acres of which are suitable for agriculture. 

In the matter of secret reports the following official commu- 
nications are of interest. The news article erred in supposing 
that my bill was the result of Forester Graves's testimony. I 
have already explained that it antedated his testimony and 
have so informed the distinguished Forester. It is to be noted 
that the reports made by forest officers are not kept secret at 
their request. They are willing for the contents to be known 
and the statements examined. The secret reports generally 
referred to in these remarks are reports by special agents. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OREST SERVICE, 
Washington, January 6, 1922. 
Hon. W. C. HAWLEY, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Sin: There has come to 7 notice an article in the Tacoma 
(Wash.) Ledger of December 19, 1911, apparently due to my testimony 
while recently before the House Committee on Agriculture with refer- 
ence to reports made by forest officers on claims, and which article 
states that “in consequence” of that testimony you “ would Introduce 
a bill requiring that all reports of this character be made public.” 

I have lately looked over the official report of my n and I see 
that I was not as clear as I intended to be in making plain the facts 
sna situation in regard to reports that are made by forest officers on 
claims. 

Forest officers do not go upon lands outside national forests to re- 
port on settlement claims. ‘There may have been a few instances 
some years ago where claims outside and adjacent to national forests 
were examined and reported upon by the Forest Service, on the request 
of the Land Department, in a spirit of comity, but that practice was 
abandoned long ago, and I know of no such cases now. In fact, there 
is no such practice existing. When a forest officer receives a notice of 
final proof on a claim from a register and receiver he has been ex- 
pressly instructed to return the notice to the register, indorsed that 
the claim is outside the national forest and no report will be made, 
as the Forest Service has no jurisdiction. However, at the instance 
and special request of the General Land Office, forest officers are per- 
mitted, upon request of the Chief of Field Division or a special agent 
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of the General Land Office made to any one of them for information 
in respect to a claim adjacent to a national forest, to give such offi- 


cers any information or facts incidentally within his knowledge or 
possession regarding a claim, but no examination and report on the 
claim is to be made by the forest officer on any such uest to him, 
since no authority exists for the Forest Service to expend any part of 
its appropriation for such reports. 

A proposition by a Chief of Field Division that forest officers might 
indorse ormation possessed by them on the back of final-proof notices 
returned by them to registers on claims outside national forests, with 
an expression of opinion on the bona fides of the claim, has been 
refused. 

As regards the confidential character of reports, it was at first the 
ractice of the Forest Service not to treat reports on claims as conti- 
gential until it was expressly requested so to do by the General Land 
Office, since it was the 8 of that office to treat the reports of 
its special agents as confidential and it was so treating the reports of 
the Forest Service on claims when received by it. If the Forest Service 
made known the report, it would be in conflict with a long-established 
rule of the Land Department. While, so far as national-forest interests 
alone are concerned, there is no reason to treat Forest Service reports 
as confidential, yet since the Genera] Land Office is charged with the 
prosecution of alleged illegal clainis, if it asks that a report be regarded 
as confidential, it would seem that the Forest Service should comply. 
It may be supposed that to give publicity to a report might In some 
oe ae the Land Department in advance of its readiness for 

a a case. : 

In view of the newspaper article referred to and its statement of a 
purpose by you to introduce a bill founded on my testimony before the 
committee, I have felt you should know the precise situation in the 
Forest Service as to reporting on claims, and I hope that my state- 
ment above will be found satisfactory. 


Very truly, yours, H. S. Graves, Forester. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
FOREST SERVICE, 
SISKIYOU NATIONAL FOREST, 
Grants Pass, Oreg., December 13, 1911. 


N. C. DIVELBIS 
Port Orford, Qreg. 


Dran Sin: Your letter of December 2 is received. 

I regret that it is not possible for me to comply with your request for 
a copy of Ranger Milbury’s report on your mineral application No. 
9087. Reports of this nature are made at the request of the General 
Land Office, and are entirely confidential in nature, so far as the Forest 
Service is concerned. The question of allowing the public to see or 
obtain any copy of such a report therefore lies entirely with the General 
Land Offi ` 


R. L. FROMME, 

Forest Supervisor. 

On January 19, 1912, Senator Boram delivered an able speech 
in the Senate, during which both he and other Senators made 
statements very material to the subject matter of this discus- 
sion, and I desire to add some of them to these remarks. 

Mr. Situ of Mi n. My criticism A ah to the employment of 

re e 


ce. 
Very truly, yours, 


ature dismissing & 
een ” of the Government nto a prosecution that was not justifiable. 

uote: 2 
Tq; You are hereby directed to dismiss the three suits in ity for the 
prosecution of which 72 were heretofore specially retained by me.“ 

In three eases that arose over certain lands in Arizona, said the 
Attorney General to the special assistant in Arizona: 

“To explain: This litigation was the direct result of a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, dated August 25, 1909, strongly repre- 
senting upon the faith of certain reports made by field officials of the 
General d Office that the patents had been eee by grossly 
fraudulent misrepresentation of material facts, particularly in regard to 
the discovery of mineral in place within the various locations. 

* . $ * * 


° * 

*. nvyestigation and consideration the Secretary, by his letter 
of 1 25. 1911, a copy of which I send herewith for your further 
information, advises in effect that no further effort can consistently or 
properly be made to maintain the litigation. 

“The charge that the land was in se acquired to be sold and used 
as town lots and to be used for grazing purposes seems wholly unsup- 


ported. 

“ Evidently the request which led to the institution of these suits was 
due Hr an oversight by subordinate officials of the Land Department. 
The nature of the case as it stood before that department at the time 
when the patents issued could not have been known to the Secretary of 
the Interior when he made that request, and was not known to this 
department. 

¿jt is a matter of sincere regret to me that the Government should 
have been placed the position of accusing of dishonesty and fraud 
persons whose conduct, for aught that appears, was above reproach.” 

There are too many overambitious and meddlesome employees of this 
department who feel it necessary to base serious charges on idle rumor. 

lr. Boran. Mr. President, in conclusion I urge that our publie-land 
laws are antiquated and out of date, impracticable, harsh, and some- 
times cruel in their operation. They discourage bona fide settlers. They 
have practically driven from our public domain the man of limited 
means, the man whose pereuss province it out to be the duty of the 
land laws to serve. They have, as I have shown by the figures sub- 
mitted, driven thousands and thousands of our best settlers and citizens 
{nto expatriation. They leave the homesteader at the time he acquires 
title, if he ever does, stripped, impoverished, Ror and ready to 
sell at a sacrifice that which he has so dearly bought efforts and 
which he inasa 5 55 e 8 laws do 15 hel fhe Govern- 
: r e development of the community, a: ey are un- 
Par com cee their 8 toward the individual settlers. - 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. Fresident, if I may trespass 1 the courtesy of 
my colleague, the law requires that the settler shall receive his patent 
at the expiration of the term. I am in agin with the Senator's 
bil, and shall support it, to reduce the 1 e go apna to-day, 
based upon the incidents recited, is properly directed not to the law, 
because there is no law that 1 oan the deli of the patent or 
authorizes it for an hour, but the culties we contend with are rules 


+ 


the performance of the duty 


of the e man at 
is no law authorizin: 3 


the sending of a special agent to ferret out and 
play detective upon the acts of the settler. There is not a word in the 
statute that authorizes it. There is no law that authorizes any steps 
to be taken by the Interior Department after the final proof at the land 
office; except upon irregularities appearing upon the face of the pa É 

Mr. Boram. Now, I do not — to go into the gaceta of the 
exact facts as to whether they had complied in all particular instances 
with the homestead law or not; I have my own view of the matter. 
I think they were there in good faith and intended to make homes ; but, 
whether they had actually complied with the law in all particulars or 
not, one t is certain—that it ought not to have taken the Govern- 
ment of the United States six or eight years to determine against a 
single homesteader whether or not he has a valid title. It is proof con- 
elusive to anyone who watches the proposition that if they can not 
cancel it upon facts they a destroy them by the long time in 
which they cng e them in litigation. 

Mr. DIXON. ave been much interested in what the Senator from 
Idaho has said. It has been my experience, however, that the t 
delay and wag and irritation has come from the administration of the 
land laws rather than from the land laws themselves. I have a letter 
on my desk, not over 10 days old, relating to a case where I personal! 
know the conditions, in which five homesteaders in the county where 
lived had lived there 15 years before the lands were survey One of 
them is a member of the rd of county commissioners of my county. 

Three years ago he made final proof on his homestead, but the patent 
has been withheld on aecount of a desire for the classification for a 

ower site. Three years ago last summer I induced the chief of the 
vision—the Hydrographic Division, I presume—to visit these lands 
personally and make a report. These three laces have dragged, and 
still the patents do not issue. Cases of that kind create more irritation 
in my State than the laws now on the books. 4 

A year ago last June they withdrew from entry over 20,000,000 acres 
in Montana, either homestead or desert, and classified it for coal. 
Eighteen months have and not an acre of the 20,000,000 has 

et been classified, and the settlers are waiting and waiting and becom- 

g more poverty stricken every day, because they do not know what the 
final t is going to be. I think four-fifths lie in the administration 
of the present laws. 

I am wholly in s 


recollection is that we now have upon the books, por there, I 
think, at the instance of the sentor Senator from North ota [Mr. 
McCumeer], laws providing that when a man has complied with the 
terms of the law and his hearing has been held and no fraud has been 
alleged his patent shall issue. think we have that in distinct, plain 
— and yet in the administration of the law the patent does not 
ue, 
For instance, I can cite a case within my personal observation in the 
last 30 days, where the man has lived upon his land for 5 years. 
There is no question as to his good faith. There is no question as 
to his raising agricultural products. There is no question but that the 
man and the land were both right for entry under the homestead law. 
Saws revel ans ipt has issued at the local land office. The patent has not 

n issued. 

Inquiry is made at the General Land Office at the end of two years—' 
two years, mind you—-while the settler stands waiting there, hoping 
he can realize something, either by borrowing money or getting credit. 
It is there found that Recados gna T the fact that the law been 
fully complied with, the patent is still held uf. awalting 8 by 
certain bureaus as to whether or not the land is valuable for other 

urposes, the last one awaiting the investigation of the Geological 

ureau whether or not there is a water-power site upon the land; and 
when the question is asked of the head of the bureau, “ What difference 
does it make whether there are water-power sites upon the land or not; 
suppose your Geologicai Survey finds there is a water-power site, what 
then?” they reply, “Then, eventually, the man must get his patent 
whether there is a power site there or not.” 

It simply means delay, 1 9 5 and delay. 2 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will the Senator from Idaho permit me? 

Mr. Bonan. I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. Mecuunrn. The Senator has indicated in his discussion so far 
that he would close with the subject that he has now under considera- 
tion. I want to suggest to him that he bas so far omitted a most im- 
portant feature in the matter of the administration of our laws. 

Congress is to blame in one respect. Congress is employing to-day 
a corps of people known as special agents, but whose general duties 
seem to be those of detectives, for the purpose of arresting every pos- 
sible farmer in the country who is upon public land. These men are 
employed with the idea that has been very prevalent of late that every 
man who is upon a homestead is necessarily there because he wants to 
steal it from the Government without paying a proper price. Assum- 
ing that to be the case, we have assisted the departments in furnishing 
them with a great army of detectives who feel that they can not earn 
their salaries unless they do it at the expense of the man who is on 
the farm and upon Government land in attempting to show that he is 
trying to steal land. x 

Further than that, if the Senator will pardon me one moment, we 
have gone so far in the administration that instead of allowing the 
claimant upon public Jand to make his proof before the register and 
receiver of the Jand office, as in the old way, we have a fixed date on 
which he can have his hearing, and that date must be fixed to agree 
with the conyenience of the detective who is there and must investigate 
whether or not he has any right. Then the detective s there, and he 
has the right, and the administration accorded him that right, to hold 
it up for further consideration. So his proof has been held up from 
year to year at the supeestion of a detective employed for the purpose 
of disturbing bim, un e has become so discouraged about getting his 
title that oo many Leyes . poy aac to eave it, : in that re- 

the Unite: ates v much at fau 
6 with the views of the Benator, so well stated. I 
remember upon one occasion, where there was a contest over a home- 
stead title, to have seen seven al agents in one town waiting upon 
the trial, to wateh a homesteader who did not have money enough to 
pay an attorney $5 to take the evidence before the land office. 

But I think there is a little daylight apon the subject. I am lookin 
forward to an entirely different administration. stated there ħa 
been a osition to return to the revenue basis, and this, in my Jods. 
ment, which has been suggested by the Senator, is one of the evidences 
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lation has been abandoned now—at 
least, I have not seen the effects of it so much of late—but there was a 


of it. I am of the opinion the re 
time when the homesteader would go into the public-land office and 
make his proof. The next day, after the homesteader had gone his way, 
assuming that the 5 ves of the Government had all that they 
desired to have and he had made the complete pipers the special agent 
would come along, without any facts or knowledge in his possession 
whatever of any defect upon the part of the title, and he would simply 
file a contest or a protest in the hope that there might be something he 
could find in after years. 

Mr. Hxrnunx. I should like to suggest to my colleague that in addi- 
tion to that they withhold from the person seeking to enter land the 
grounds of the protest, and that is unpardonable. 

Mr. Boran. That is true. You can imagine the difficulty which con- 
fronts the homesteader when that happens. In the first place, the 
Crean are all to the effect that he has not the means to enter into 

tigation. 

The second proposition is that he must litigate the Government of 
the United States. The representatives of the Government of the 
United States are the protestants. The result is, as the Senator from 
North Dakota has said, that they, in a great many instances, after these 
five years of residence and effort, abandon at the last moment the hope 
of getting a home, because it is discouraging enough indeed when you 


go into a court to contest a proposition when the court is the contest-. 


ant; and the homesteader has learned that there are a great many 


chances to take in that kind of litigation. 

Moreover, Mr. President, we have sp here somewhere, or did have, in 
the Interior Department, something that I will venture no other Gov- 
ernment in the world has, or if it has it has been criticized for it in 
many diferent ways. We have what we call a secret-service depart- 
ment. When these special agents go into the Interior Department with 
their facts, they are sent into division A or B, or whatever they call it, 
and there is not power enough in the United States to get those facts 
out of that division. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Alleged facts. : 

Mr. Boran. But the homesteader never knows the facts, or alleged 
facts, upon which his title may be canceled, and he can not get them. 
I denounce such a system as un-American, tyrannical, brutal. It ought 
to damn any system that will sustain it. I believe in an open fight in 
every avenue of life, and I here and now charge upon my Government 
this cowardly and infamous system which has been rejected years ago 
by all just and fair-minded people. There is no place in this Govern- 
ment for star-chamber proceedings, no place for secrecy as against a 
man's contested tipt It is vicious. 

Mr. CLARK of SOIRE After these facts have been passed upon by 
the W sprig sae! of the Interior, there is no court on the face of the 
earth that has jurisdiction to determine whether or not the decision of 
the Department of the Interior is a true decision, and the homesteader 
is left absolutely helpless. The only man under the flag of the United 
States who can not have his day in the courts of his country to deter- 
mine his rights is the man seeking to avail himself of the land laws. 

Speaking especially for the State I have the honor to repre- 
sent, let me present the difficulties we experience from the 
standpoint of legislation and administration in the matter of 
our internal development. The State of Oregon has some 
61,000,000 acres of surface area; of this amount, 16,000,000 
acres are included in the national forests. Immense areas in 
addition are included in various forms of reservations and 
withdrawals. This materially diminishes our opportunities for 
development, and makes our plea for favorable conditions to 
develop what is left all the stronger. The exclusions of the 
millions of acres above referred to are for the benefit of the 
Nation at large, as against the benefit of the State of Oregon, 
or at least not for its special interest. I earnestly urge, there- 
fore, that all the lands which remain, not excluded from use by 
the laws or by administrative policy, and which are open to 
settlement and development under the law, should not be hedged 
about with restrictions that impair their use according to law. 
In these remarks it will be observed that I am dealing with the 
lands that are legally intended to be developed by agriculture 
and mining especially. My remarks apply to the areas that 
are open under the law. I am asking legislation to make secure 
in their rights the settlers and miners who are devoting their 
days of toil to the development of unused resources. There is 
no intention expressed in the Jaw that lands yaluable for agri- 
culture and mining should not be so used; rather it is expressly 
provided that they shall be open to the settler and miner. But 
in the administration of the laws a policy has been followed 
which has greatly restricted their use. I believe this was not 
the intention of the laws. I believe that no man’s right should 
be left undefined and unprotected. The bill I am advocating is 
reasonable, and follows the practice immemorially exercised in 
this country in protecting the rights of our citizens by extending 
the protection of the courts to the settler and miner. Our lands 
have rich soils and valuable minerals. The lands which have 
passed into private ownership are being profitably used. We 
wish to extend this beneficial use to other lands, which the law 
5 provides may be so used, and in strict conformity to 

e law. 

I do not believe the excellent and enterprising citizenship of 
Oregon needs any eulogy at this time; their material advance 
is eloquently set forth in the facts and figures of the recent 
census. One matter, however, not included in the census reports 
I think well worthy of the attention of the House. The people 
of the State of Oregon and of its several localities have in- 
augurated a policy in the matter of river and harbor improve- 
ment that seems to me notable and commendable and which 
will meet the approval of the Congress of the United States, as 
well as with cordial and generous cooperation, The legislature 


at its session in 1909 enacted a port act, which authorizes the 
people of any locality having a waterway within it to create a 
port commission and to issue bonds and levy taxes, with the 
proceeds of which to make improvements on the waterway in 
which they are interested. The legislature has also appro- 
priated $300,000 to be used in cooperation with the Government 
in the construction of free locks at Oregon City, on the Willa- 
mette River. Under the port act several ports have been cre- 
ated and others will be. Those now in existence are the ports 
of Coos Bay, Tillamook, Siuslaw, Bay City,.Bay Ocean, Myrtle 
Point, Nehalem, and Port Orford. These ports have raised or 
will raise for the improvement of the waterways in which they 
are interested, for expenditure in cooperation with the General 
Government, about $1,500,000, to which should be added the 
$300,000 above referred to, making a total contribution of some 
$1,800,000. This sum will be materially increased later. No 
greater evidence of good faith, of enterprise, or the necessity for 
the improvements could be given. The improvements are to 
meet the needs of present commerce, and to provide for future 
growth, These communities are largely dependent, as is the 
rest of the State, upon the development of the sustaining or 
surrounding country. No State can attain its destined great- 
ness, nor her people that place in the world to which they are 
entitled, if its several communities are to be segregated by 
large areas of unused lands. 

With malice toward none, but with a fervent hope that the 
remedy desired to cure the evils of an imperfect system may 
be provided, I appeal to the representatives of a justice-loving 
people. The interests of the whole Nation are injured and the 
growth and development of nearly a third of our superficial area 
is retarded. The West is a famous and deserving land peopled 
with a worthy people. The burden we bear is too great a 
hindrance. Millions of acres are permanently withdrawn to 
form forests for the entire United States. Their imperial ex- 
tent is a serious handicap. But there are lands which it is 
intended by the laws as an expression of the public will shall 
be ours to develop for the common good and for our own ag- 
grandizement as a people. Unimagined riches of mine and soil 
are everywhere. Shall they be to us the waters of Tantalus? 
The glories and achievement of our beautiful States will be a 
common heritage. We greatly need the work of the settler 
which has been the basis upon which the other and older States 
have arisen to power and affluence. We have not been idle. 
We have the spirit of enterprise. The only limit to our growth 
will be a restraining hand forbidding the legitimate and legal 
use of the vast resources with which a bountiful nature has 
abundantly provided us. The bill to which I have called your 
attention is a reasonable measure. It will effectively remedy 
the adverse conditions under which we suffer. It will recall 
our citizens to our own lands and encourage a new era in settle- 
ment. Vast areas will be reduced to profitable use. For the 
reason of the good I confidently believe it will do I intend to 
urge its passage. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gen- 
tleman from Oregon consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-one minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH ]. 


[Mr. LINDBERGH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to invite-the attention 
of the committee to the items in the Agricultural appropriation 
bill which have to do especially with protection of our national 
forests against destruction by fire. 

The items of the present bill reduce the appropriations for im- 
provement work $250,000 and cut $800,000 from the special fund 
set aside for use in fire prevention in case of emergency. Last 
year $1,000,000 was set apart to be used by the Forestry De- 
partment in fighting forest fires in cases of extraordinary emer- 
gency. This year the bill sets apart $200,000. 

I want to direct the attention of the committee to the im- 
portance of fire protection, and in doing so I do not propose to 
discuss the merits of various features of the forest-reserve 
policy or of its administration. I am aware that the Members 
of this House have different opinions upon this great subject. I 
am aware that there are those in our country who believe in 
more of State power in the handling of our forestry question. 
There are those who believe that large areas of land now in- 
cluded in forest reserves should be excluded and opened to set- 
tlement. There are those, again, who believe that the present 
policy of Forestry Service should be continued, and that the 
hands of the Federal Government should be sustained and 
strengthened in carrying out this policy. 
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I do not propose to discuss the merits or demerits of any of 
these questions, but rather want to call the attention of the Oon- 
gress to the importance of protecting our national forests 
against ravages by fire. This is a question upon which we 
must all agree, whether we favor the present forestry policy, 
the policy of control by the several States, or the policy of 
throwing open to settlement vast areas included within the 
forest reserve. 

Within the confines of the national forest to-day is untold 
wealth that belongs to the American people; and, no matter 
how this vast heritage shall be handled in the future, it is 
equally important that it shall be protected now. 

It is estimated that at this time upon the forest reserves 
within the United States, exclusive of Alaska, there are 518, 
000,000,000 board feet of timber. 

A few years ago timber of the character that is included 

Within our forest reserves was sold at $1 per thousand, but it 
has increased in value. In 1909 it was sold at $1.75 per thou- 
sands; in 1910, $2.44 per thousand; in 1911, $2.56 per thou- 
sand; and if we figure the more than 500,000,000,000 feet of 
timber as worth the amount of the average sale of timber from 
our forest-reserve lands last year, we have a property in timber 
alone valued at more than $1,400,000,000. 

Surely this wealth demands protection, but this is not all. 
If this timber should be destroyed, vast loss would occur on ac- 

count of the immense cost that would be required for reforest- 


ing our lands. More than this, the property of the Federal’ 


Government can not be destroyed without destruction being 
yisited upon the timber property of States and of individuals 
in the region in which the forest lands of the United States lie. 

Hence I say it is a matter of vital concern to all our people, 
no matter what our views may be with respect to the ultimate 
forest-reserve policy within our country. Our forests now 
should be protected. 

It is a matter of great good fortune to the United States 
that until the year 1910 very little property was destroyed by 
fire, and consequently a very small amount of money was re- 
quired to maintain satisfactory forest protection. 

It is altogether probable that had conditions been slightly 
different from those that prevailed the loss might have been 
terrific, because of our unpreparedness, but fortunately condi- 
tions were favorable and our losses were light. In 1908 we 
spent $73,283.53 for fire protection beyond the cost of regular 
maintenance in administering the forest reserve. In 1909 we 
spent less than this, or, in other words, $54,669.83, In 1910, 
however, when unusual conditions confronted the Forestry 
Department, with which it had to contend, we avere compelled 
to spend $1,086,590.80 in order to cope in any way with the 
situation, and even then the loss that was sustained by our Goy- 
ernment was enormous. 

The winter of 1909 and 1910 and the spring following did 
not give the usual rainfall to the region in question. The re- 
sult was that as the season opened the forest areas became dry 
early in the year. This made the danger from fire great, and 
with this there were coupled severe windstorms in the dry 
season. 

During the summer of 1910 the Northwest suffered most 
seriously. Speaking of the forest lands belonging to the United 
States alone, the fires of that year destroyed 6,508,369,000 feet 
of timber. That year the average sales of timber brought 
something like $2.38 per thousand to the Government, and at 
that valuation the destruction of this timber in itself meant the 
loss to the Government of $14,889,724. 

Here wasa loss incurred in a single season to the United 
States alone in the destruction of property that was already in 
existence, and consequently an asset. It is estimated that the loss 
in the destruction of the forage upon the areas burned amounted 
to upward of $100,000. More than this, it is estimated that it 
will cost to reforest the burned areas more than $9,000,000, and 
in addition we will sustain a loss on account of a less area being 
able to yield timber from year to year, and consequently higher 
prices to the users of lumber. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to interrupt 
the gentleman, but I would like to know if the gentleman has 
read the report of the Forester before the Committee on Agri- 
culture, in which he makes the distinct and definite statement 
that no amount of money Congress might have appropriated 
could have saved the forest fire of which the gentleman is now 


king?. 8 
Mr. FRENCH. I think that is correct so far as that partic- 


ular year is concerned, as regards the appropriations that might | 


have been made within a year or so prior to that time. 
Mr. LEVER. Is it not a fact also that the Bureau of 
Forestry in fighting the fire spent something like $900,000, 


coming to Congress with a deficiency which Congress readily | 


and promptly gave? 


Mr, FRENCH. Yes; and it is with that in view that I want 
to call attention to the necessity of preparedness for forest 

Mr. LEVER. Is not it a fact also, in the opinion of the 
panema that it is better policy to throw upon the administra- 

on of the forests the burden of making a deficit rather than 
giving to them the temptation of finding an emergency by hold- 
ing out an appropriation of $1,000,000, as we had in the present 
law? By making such an appropriation it holds out to them the 
temptation of making this emergency when they really did not 
have an emergency. 

Mr. FRENCH. In my judgment it is not. I think it is not 
good policy to require any administrative department to incur a 
deficiency. It is probable that this Congress would honor a 
deficiency that might be occasioned on account of such a dis- 
aster as that which occurred in 1910, but my judgment would 
be that the better policy would be to make the provision so that 
no deficiency would occur, if it is possible to do so. 

Mr. LEVER. The difficulty about that is we could not with 
any degree of certainty, set a limit upon the amount of money 
carried in the emergency fund. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is true, but 

Mr. LEVER. And is not there a very great temptation when 
you hold out a great big emergency fund for the administrative 
officer to find the emergency, and he is likely to see imaginary 
emergencies and draw upon this fund for them? 

Mr, LAMB. If my colleague will permit me, I will say that 
it is a fact that only $22,000 of this emergency fund has yet 
been used at all, and, judging the future by the past, we do not 
believe that any more of it will be used, or not much more, and 
we provide $200,000—— 

Mr. FRENCH. The statement of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, although intended to support the position of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, is to my mind the very answer I 
would make. The fact that $1,000,000 was made available for 
the last year, and that only the small amount of $22,000 of 
that amount was used, certainly seems to me to indicate that the 
department was exercising splendid discretion in the use of the 
money that was made available. 

Mr. LAMB. Nobody has denied that; but we do not propose 
to keep $1,000,000 in the Treasury set aside not to be used when 
there is no necessity, in our judgment, for so doing. 

Mr. FRENCH. But there is in the present bill a provision 
for nearly 10 times the amount that was used last year—— 

Mr, LAMB. Because we wanted to be on the safe side, and 
that provision, with the $150,000 regular, gives about $400,000 
for that work. 

Mr. FRENCH. This, of course, after all, is more a matter of 
judgment as regards policy, and it was rather to the general 
question of being prepared, and also, to some extent, upon the 
question of policy, that I was addressing myself in discussing 
these features. 

The grand total of loss to the United States in dollars and 
cents for the year 1910 amounts to more than twenty-four mil- 
lions of dollars. Added to this as the loss to the people of our 
country must be the destruction of timber, of homes, the cost 
of reforesting, and the loss of timber and forage on lands 
owned by the States, or owned by private individuals and scat- 
tered throughout the forest areas. 

But this is not all. The loss that appeals to us most keenly 
as a result of the forest fires of 1910 is in the sacrifice of life 
that was met that year. Seventy-eight employees of the For- 
estry Service of the United States lost their lives during the 
summer of 1910 in fighting forest fires. Many others lost their 
lives who were fighting fires on their own account, or who had 
homes within the forest areas. 

The story of the suffering of victims in my own State that has 
been related to me is harrowing in the extreme—suffering and 
death of persons not in the employ of the Government, but 
equally deserving of the Government's protection. 

The loss of life sometimes may not mean so much as injury 
or other consequences, and many are the persons who will be 
compelled to go through life partially or almost totally inca- 
pacitated on account of their experience. I have pending in 
the present Congress a bill for the relief of one of the em- 
ployees of the Government who, while he escaped with his life, 
will, in all probability, never again be able to do the work of a 
day. I have another bill for the relief of the widow and little 
children of one of the victims of the forest fires who was in 
the employ of the Government and whose family were left 
almost destitute. } 

These and other cases to which I could refer suggest some- 
thing of the horror that follows in the wake of a devastation 
by fire such as that which occurred in 1910. 

Going still further into the burden which the fire of 1910 
entailed, I would say that as the Federal Government was not 
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authorized and had no means of lawfully bearing the medical 
and hospital expense of those who were injured by fighting 
fires and in caring for those who lost their lives, contributions 
were voluntarily made by employees of the Forestry Service and 


by others as soon as the necessity became apparent. More than 
this, the loss was so serious and the hardships so great that 
the National Red Cross Society offered its assistance and did 
its share of the work necessary to meet the immediate situation. 

The expenses incurred here I have no memorandum of, and 
as they were borne by a scattered number of persons, it will 
probably be impossible to eyen estimate the same. 

Probably I need not go into mueh detail in describing the 
condition that exists with respect to the ownership of land 
within forest-reserve areas. It is true that the forest reserves 
of the Government are not compact, but the States have areas 
of forest land which adjoin the reserves of the Federal Govern- 
ment and extend into and are surrounded by these reserves. It 
is also true that thousands of settlers have their little homes in 
these same regions. 

Some of the lands are already owned in fee simple by the 
settlers. Other lands are being made into homes by these set- 
tlers, and all of the property, whether owned by the State or 
by the individual, is deserving equally of protection. And the 
States and the settlers and other owners of timber are bearing 
their share of this responsibility, as I shall point out. 

The forest areas of my own State, Idaho, were fortunately, 
in the year 1910, not within the most disastrous fire belt, yet 
that year the State lost $30,000 worth of timber, and it cost 
the State $60,000 more as its share of the burden in fighting 
fires. 

The losses in wealth and in life to which I have called atten- 
tion are the losses sustained chiefly by the Federal Forest 
Service. It is not possible for me to give even approximately 
the figures that will represent the loss sustained by the States 
and by private individuals scattered over the large areas that 
suffered on account of the forest fires. However, I think that 
it requires nothing of imagination, but simply a fair deduction 
from the facts in hand, to demonstrate clearly to anyone that 
the loss to State and to individuals must itself have been great. 

There is another expense to which I haye not called atten- 
tion that will have to be met ultimately by our Government. 
To-day we have a law under which if a railway mail clerk 
is killed in line of duty his family may be compensated to the 
extent of $2,000. A similar bill is pending with respect to rural 
free-delivery carriers. This policy is right, because when an 
injury occurs to an employee of a private concern there is al- 
ways the opportunity for redress or for a settlement within our 
courts. With the Federal Government it is different. The 
heirs of the particular victim injured in a railroad wreck 
while he is in line of duty as a railway mail clerk can not sue 
the Government for damages, and it is a wise provision of law 
that enables the Postmaster General to make settlement with 
the ones dependent upon this employee. 

This same principle will undoubtedly be applied to all lines 
of Government service where the employment is hazardous, and 
who can say that the service of those who are protecting the 
forest areas of our Government is not hazardous when a single 
year has claimed not less than 78 victims—persons who were 
working for the Government. 

Already the Congress has made appropriation for relieving 
as much as possible the burden in connection with those who 

were killed or injured, and undoubtedly there will be still 
greater demand, for in a service that carries with it so much 
of hazard the Government will be asked to assume still more 
of responsibility. 

What is the cause of forest fires? That is a question that is 
of yital importance in connection with considering this prob- 
lem, because if we can once get at the cause, maybe we can 
get at the remedy. The forestry department estimates in its 
report of 1910 that 12 per cent of the forest fires were caused 
by lightning, that 84 per cent were caused by the lack of rea- 
sonable care upon the part of forest users and by the railroad 
locomotives which traverse the forest areas. This would leave 
4 per cent caused by other reasons. 

The report for 1911 is more specific with respect to the causes 
of fires. I find that in that year the department estimates that 
nearly 14 per cent of the fires were caused by lightning, nearly 
33 per cent by railroad locomotives, a little more than 13 per 
cent by campers, a little less than 6 per cent on account of 
incendiarism, a little less than 6 per cent as a result of indiscre- 
tion in burning brush, a little less than 1 per cent on account of 
sawmills and donkey engines, more than 44 per cent from mis- 
cellaneous causes, and nearly 23 per cent from causes that have 
not been ascertained by the department. 


No one can examine these figures without being convinced 
that by reasonable care upon the part of our railroads, of our 
campers, and of our people who, in clearing land must burn 
their brush, many fires could be avoided. 

Undoubtedly the effort that is now being made by our Gov- 
ernment and by our States and by the fire associations through- 
out the country to impress upon these persons the necessity and 
advisability of utmost care with respect to fires in forest areas 
ae the hearty commendation and encouragement of our 
people, 

Still there remains nearly 14 per cent of fires caused by light- 
ning, and in spite of the most reasonable care that can be taken 
undoubtedly from time to time some fires will be started. By 
the aid, then, of a hurricane or of a straight wind the oppor- 
tunity for destruction would be great. 

Another matter that is of immediate interest to the Congress 
in considering this question is the aid that is given in the way 
of forest protection by private citizens and by States. 

It happens that I live in a region surrounded by forest areas 
owned by the Government, by the State of Idaho, and by numer- 
ous private companies and individuals. Here probably is as 
good an illustration of the working system as it should exist. 

The associations which comprise all of these three classes of 
owners, with the exception of the very inconsiderable number 
of private individuals, exist for the protection of the common 
property on the timber areas, Undoubtedly the private individ- 
ual who is not a member of the association, but who is inter- 
ested in the protection of the timber on the little tract of land 
that he owns, does his full part for fire protection. So instead 
of being a loss he is a gain to the fire service. 

The association, however, which does embrace the large own- 
ers of timber divides the cost of fire patrol proportionately 
among them. In this way the State bears its share, the private 
individuals bear their share, and the Federal Government 
bears its. * 

I might say, in this connection, that this system is the most 
economical system that has so far been devised and has proved 
of great economy to the Federal Government, as well as to the 
State and the private owners of timber. 

It saves double patrol work and it enables a less number of 
men to cover a larger area and to be able to concentrate the 
forces necessary at a point of danger. 

I am especially anxious that Congress shall understand the 
working system, because the Members of Congress should know 
that the Federal Government is not called upon to protect the 
private property of the individuals or the property of the State, 
other than such protection will come from protecting its own 
property, and this is a kind that is returned by the reciprocal 
service of the State and of the private individual. 

I am advised that the system that I have outlined, and which 
applies to northern Idaho, applies also to other regions, and that 
it is believed that a complete system of fire patrol of this char- 
acter will soon cover almost every area of timberland in which 
the Government is interested. 

I am satisfied that the experience of 1910 has driven it home 
to the settlers in the forest areas and to campers who visit 
these areas that they must exercise the utmost care. 

I am also informed that some of the railroads traversing ` 
forest regions haye already taken steps, by installing spark ar- 
resters on their locomotives or by burning oil, to put an end to 
this cause of forest fires. Some of them have not done this, 
and the situation will need to be met in a manner that will 
mean for the elimination of this large element of danger to our 
forest areas. 

The first question that is of vital interest to this Congress 
is the one with respect to what is being done to meet the 
situation at a time when the fire is not actually causing its 
destruction. 

In answer to that, I would say that more and more protection 
is being furnished by the destruction of underbrush as timber 
is felled, and by the building of roads and trails through the 
forest and the establishment of telephone communication and 
organization. This work should receive the hearty cooperation 
of Congress and of everybody, regardless of what the ‘erent 
beliefs may be with respect to the ultimate forestry policy. We 
must stand for the protection of our forest area, not only at 
the time the fire may be playing havoc, but we should make 
preparation at a time when there is no fire so as to protect 
our forests with the greatest efficiency when the lightning or 
the careless camper or the railroad may start the blaze. 

In this work much has been done, but at best, with the 
vast area of forest lands, only a small amount could be accom- 
plished with the money that has been made available in the 
past, and the chief forester estimates that it would cost five 
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hundred thousand a year for 15 years to bring up, through 
roads and trails and other means for protecting our forests— 
the forest areas of the United States—so that they could be 
reasonably protected with the minimum of expense. 


Assuming that the figures of the Forester are correct, this 
would mean an appropriation during the period of 15 years of 
seven and one-half million of dollars. The Forester advises me 
that any cut at this time necessarily will delay the time that 
this forest property will be secure from destruction. 

We can not consider the appropriation of so large an amount 
as that involved without asking ourselves whether or not it is 
the economical thing to do. The question of economy is suffi- 
ciently answered when I point out, as I have already pointed 
out, that the loss of 1910 alone in timber and in forage was 
more than twice the total amount that it is estimated would be 
necessary during a period of 15 years to put our forests in a 
reasonable position for the withstanding of forest fires. 

From that standpoint the appropriation suggested seems not 
an extravagance, byt the most reasonable economy that could 
be practiced by our people. 

Making another comparison, the total amount in question 
covering the period of 15 years is nearly $2,000,000 less than 
the amount that it will be necessary to expend in order to re- 
forest the area that was burned over in the fires of 1910. 

When there is considered the fact that the money spent for 
putting our forests into the best shape for their own protection 
is spent for the protection of values conservatively estimated as 
upward of $1,400,000,000, we must again be impressed with 
the thought that this is true economy. 

The money, however, to which I have referred is that which 
would be required for what we should call permanent improve- 
ments. In addition thereto this Congress should make avail- 
able for use in case of an emergency as much money as was 
made available one year ago. One year ago the Congress made 
available for use in case of an emergency in fighting fires 
$1,000,000. The present bill proposes an emergency fund of 
$200,000. Ordinarily this amount would be sufficient. It is 
far in excess of the amount expended last year or in 1908 or in 
1909, but is less than one-fifth the amount that was found neces- 
sary to meet the situation in 1910. 

At that time, in the absence of the appropriation for this 
purpose, it was necessary that a deficiency be created to meet 
the situation, and it should not be necessary for the adminis- 
trative officer of the Government to create this deficiency. ` 

It is to be hoped that at no time in the future will the expe- 
rience of 1910 be repeated, but we should not fail to make such 
reasonable provision as will enable those intrusted with this 
tremendous asset of the Government to meet the situation and 
protect the people’s property and their lives as fully as the 
conditions would warrant. 

Because the city of Washington might be fortunate in pass- 
ing through a year or several years without a serious confla- 
gration we would not discontinue the fire department of the 
city. Because the experience of the Baltimore disaster of a 
few years ago has not been repeated in Baltimore, that city 
should not discontinue its fire protection, and because we safely 
passed through one year following the experience of 1910, in 
which, while the Goyernment made available an emergency 
fund of $1,000,000 to be used for fire protection without the 
necessity for drawing upon that fund, we should not take the 
position that everything is secure for the future and fail to 
make adequate provision at this time. 

It is for this reason that I hope that this Congress when 
the items to which I refer shall be reached will feel that it is 
not an extrayagance, but rather that it is in the interest of 
plain economy to make the reasonable appropriations necessary 
to protect the property and the lives of the people within our 
forest areas. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to my col- 
league [Mr. Lever]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a great deal 
of interest to the statement of the gentleman from Idaho touch- 
ing the matter of the reduction of the million-dollar emergency 
fund carried in the Forestry Bureau for the purpose of fire 
fighting. I desire to say I do not believe there is a committee 
in this House which is as strongly in favor of forest preserva- 
tion as the Committee on Agriculture. Most of us on that com- 
mittee haye grown up with the Forestry Service, and we have 
seen the appropriations for it jump from a few hundred thou- 
sand dollars up into millions of dollars. The present law car- 
ries an appropriation of $1,000,000 for the purpose of fighting 
fire—an appropriation carried in an emergency fund. In addi- 
tion to that it carries $150,000 to be expended by the Forest 
Service in fighting ordinary forest fires. When the Committee 
on Agriculture took up the Bureau of Forestry for considera- 
tion, to provide for it the money with which it should be run 


for the next fiscal year, it struck the committee that it was bad 
policy to lock up in the Treasury the sum of $1,000,000 to meet 
an emergency that might not occur once in 50 years. 

We had the experience with a great fire in the West in 1910, 
when the Forestry Bureau used something like $900,000 above 
its appropriation and, coming back to Congress, had no diffi- 
culty at all in making up the deficiency. We felt that if a 
great emergency fire should happen to arise, whether there 
was an emergency appropriation or not, the Forestry Service 
would be under the most solemn obligations to go out and meet the 
emergency, and that they would not stop for one instant to con- 
sider whether or not there was locked up in the Treasury of 
the United States $1,000,000 as an emergency fund for this pur- 
pose, or whether they would have to come to Congress and ask 
for a deficiency appropriation. We concluded, therefore, that it 
would be, as a matter of policy, better for us to give them a 
small emergency appropriation of $200,000, which we have 
provided in this bill, plus $150,000, which the bill has carried 
from year to year, making a total of $350,000 for the purpose of 
fighting forest fires as they may occur in the national forests, 
and turn back into the general fund $800,000, which is now 
locked up in the Federal Treasury and kept out of the ordinary 
channels, money that we can not appropriate, and money that 
we can not get hold of in any way. And hence the committee 
has, I say, reduced the present $1,000,000 emergency fund to 
$200,000. 

In that connection I desire to say that the emergency fund 
of $1,000,000 has never before been carried in any bill except 
the present law, and that came about on account of the terrific 
fire which they had out in the West in 1910, and which scared 
the Committee on Agriculture half to death. That is the truth 
of the matter. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bortanp, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18960) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Crook, one of his secretaries. 


VETO MESSAGE—JOHN L. BAIRD (H. DOC. NO. 574). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith without my approval an act entitled “An 
act for the relief of John L. Baird,” H. R. 8853. 

My reasons are stated in letters from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture, and Assistant Attor- 
ney General Knaebel, which accompany this communication. 

Wo. H. Tarr. 

THE WHITE Houser, February 27, 1912. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message 
and the accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF BEMARKS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to submit a request for unanimous consent. A few days ago I 
made an address over in New Jersey on the subject of the 
initiative, referendum, and recall, which I would like to have 
permission to print in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUM- 
PHREYS] asks unanimous consent to print in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp a speech that he recently delivered in the State of New 
Jersey on the subject of the initiative, referendum, and recall. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, and 
regretting we will not have the opportunity of hearing the 
speech, I do not object. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire by whom this speech was delivered? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. By me. 

Mr. RAKER. In favor of or against the recall? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman ought to 
know me well enough to know that I would not make one in 
favor of it. 


Mr. RAKER. Knowing the gentleman so well, I withdraw 
the objection. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Houmpureys}] asks unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
a speech which he recently delivered in the State of New Jer- 
sey on the initiative, referendum, and recall, i 

Mr. COOPER. It was against the initiative and referendum? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The following is the address above referred to: 

Mn. PRESIDENT, LADIES, AND GENTLEMEN: I think that I would 
be less than human, certainly less than American, if I were not 
impressed with the facts of our surroundings—facts which 
would certainly furnish inspiration, had I either the wit, words, 
or the power of speech to stir men’s blood. No words of com- 
mendation can be overpraise for the men who conceived and 
brought into being the patriotic purpose of rescuing from the 
uncertain and fixing with definiteness the spot where the Stars 
and Stripes were first unfurled as the flag of our Republic; 
and I hail the day, which can not be far distant, when this 
great Government, which has sent that banner of liberty as a 
messenger of hope to the oppressed of all the earth, will mark 
this spot by a monument in keeping with the sacred sentiment 
which inspires it, and of such proportions and artistic beauty 
as to be worthy the full significance with which a century of 
high achievement has crowned so important an event. 

“But what a task to put upon an artist! To chisel out of 
cold, unspeaking stone a story really worthy an event so mean- 
ing full. Behind them the wilderness of an uncharted conti- 


nent, a little band of brave and determined men hauled down. 


that flag which was the acknowledged symbol of power as far 
as the ocean bore its foam, hoisted in its stead their own starry 
banner to announce the birth of a new evangel, and challenged 
to mortal combat the political doctrines which had thwarted 
the liberties and the consciences of men since the stars sang 
together when the world was born. But whatever the limita- 
tions of the artist’s hand, however his fancy may fail him in 
the task, the story which that shaft shall tell will crown it 
with a halo before which the lovers of liberty and of men will 
stand uncovered to the end. 

“Wherever that flag floats to-day it is saluted with salvos 
from ships and batteries. Wherever Americans live to-day, they 
have left off their accustomed labors and have gone forth to a 
national holiday, because it is the anniversary of that day when 
he was born who, we delight to say, was the Father of his 
Country. There is not a land beneath the skies where its story 
has not been told, and with every race which has come beneath 
the beneficent light of its stars the name of Washington is a 
household word. 

“We have gathered here to-day, inspired by the patriotic 
purposes of your association, to commemorate the birth of the 
flag as a national emblem, to further the movement to have this 
hallowed spot designated in appropriate fashion to the end that 
those who pass this way in the years to come may mark it as 
one of the mileposts along that long and bloody trail which led 
at last to Yorktown! He is a bold man who will undertake to 
say just when and where that trail began—whether at Lexing- 
ton, at Naseby, at Runnymede, or in the Black Forests of Ger- 
many, when Arminius first checked the victorious flight of the 
Roman eagles. In fact, that is not the end of the road we are 
most vitally interested in. The study of the story of that long 
struggle and an appreciation of the heroic sacrifices which its 
every turn discloses are an inspiration to patriotism, and pa- 
triotism is the foundation stone upon which good citizenship is 
builded. But it is vouchsafed to us, as it was not vouchsafed 
to the fathers, to look back upon a long fight which has already 
eventuated in victory. The divine right of kings has perished, 
and in its stead that other theory that governments which are 
instituted among men derive their just powers from the consent 
of the governed has triumphed. 

“When we look back over the road which we have traveled 
since that good day what a story reels before us. The wilder- 
‘hess which hemmed them in has fallen; the continent has been 
conquered; in strict obedience to the divine injunction they 
have multiplied, replenished, and subdued the earth; and to-day 
90,000,000 Americans are gathered together throughout the con- 
fines of the Republic to pay grateful tribute to the memory of 
him who wrought so well for us, and to consecrate anew our 
lives, our fortunes, and our most sacred honor to the lofty task 
of maintaining in their integrity these institutions of freedom 
Yor our children. This is the burden upon us; this is the duty 
we owe to the men who have gone before us as well as to the 


men who are to come after us. I would not, of course, upon 
an occasion like this violate the proprieties by making a politi- 
cal speech, but there are some questions which, in their im- 
portance, transcend mere matters of party dispute, as they 
involve a change in the very fundamental principles upon which 
our -Government is founded. To a discussion of these questions, 
briefly, of course, under the necessary and proper limitations of 
the occasion, I shall address my remarks to-day, believing that 
there could be ‘No place so meet, no time so apt’ for such a 
discussion as at Bound Brook on the 22d of February. 

“The men who founded this Republic were no ‘novices. 
Search the history of mankind and I believe no body of men 
better equipped for the task before them ever sat together for 
& common purpose. Washington, Hamilton, Madison, Pinckney, 
Franklin, Livingston, Patterson—names to conjure the world. 
They knew what the mailed hand meant; they had felt it. 
They knew what the man on horseback meant; they had seen 
him. They knew what the struggle for liberty meant; they had 
fought it; and they brought to their task a knowledge of the 
history of the governments which had gone before them, and an 
understanding of the rights and the limitations of man which 
few, if any, similar bodies of men ever possessed before or 
since that day. 

“In every crisis in the history of our race—and when I say 
erisis, I mean crisis—and I believe that it is a justification of our 
boast that as a race we are the most capable of freedom—the big- 
gest and the bravest and the most capable men have been chosen 
by the people to do the work at hand. Thedemagogue, always the 
forerunner and apostle of calamity, has never held the center 
of the stage except to squeak and gibber in the piping times of 
peace. And so it came to pass that when the great crisis con- 
fronted our fathers in 1787, when the old confederacy was about 
to crumble and the very liberty which they had so dearly bought 
was in the balance, they chose for the tremendous task the 
men best equipped for that high responsibility. It is a fact 
worthy of remembrance that when these great architects entered 
Independence Hall to frame a written constitution which would 
either justify or defeat their claim that the people were capable 
of self-government they locked the doors behind them, entered 
a pledge of secrecy, and not until 50 years after the conven- 
tion adjourned were the seals broken and the history of their 
proceedings made public. 

“T sometimes wonder if the distinguished gentlemen who are 
so insistent to-day upon overturning the representative Goy- 
ernment which these great statesmen gave us, and who cry 
aloud so persistently for a restoration of popular government,’ 
would be willing to undertake that responsibility with the 
activities of the press agent ‘similarly restricted and the fasci- 
nating prospect of the headlines entirely removed. 

“Did they do well—else why do we celebrate? I am one of 
those who believe that from that good day until now the flag 
whose birth we glorify to-day has been the symbol of righteous- 
ness, and never more so than on this good day, February 22, 
1912. But times have changed, we are told, and in the process 
of the suns we have outgrown the ancient instrument. We 
have progressed, and may the Lord have mercy on his political 
soul who is not a Progressive. I believe few men in or out of 
politics would be willing to admit that they are opposed to 
progress, but I do believe that it is a saying worthy of prayerful 
consideration that all change is not progress. 

“I am one of those who entertain the belief, whether that 
faith be a manifestation of a spirit progressive or reactionary, 
that the people of this Republic have not lost their capacity 
for self-government, and that therefore the men whom they 
have chosen to places of high honor and great responsibility in 
their Government are honest, high purposed, and patriotic. I 
have been in ‘public life a long time, and I have been thrown in 
intimate and constant ‘association with ‘men of all parties and 
in all branches of the public service, and it is my deliberate 
judgment that the 17 — who is charged with the responsibility 
of office, and who, for sinister purposes, betrays his trust, is 
one of the rare products of our civilization. I say this because 
thereby I wish to express the conviction which is in my heart, 
that representative government as established by the fathers 
and which has stood the test of time and the shock of war has 
not proven a failure. If we are to abandon this system now 
and set up in its stead another, let those who champion the 
change at least cite us to the page of this wide world’s history 
which tells the story they would have us emulate. As for my 
single self, I shall refuse to prefer any system of government 
which had been put to the test of time before this more per- 
fect union was formed, because there are no statesmen of my 
generation who have had better opportunities to study those 
systems than had the framers of our Constitution, and there 
are none now in whose judgment in such matters I have greater 


faith than I have in Madison and Hamilton and their fellows. 
The cifation must be to a page of the history of the century 
just closed—a page written side by side with the history of 
our own national life, a page which must crowd into 120 years 
more that has made for human liberty and human happiness 
than is told in our own story. : 

“A few years ago one of the most distinguished men of our 
times—at that time the President of the United States—la- 
menting the hard conditions of these times and casting about 
for a prescription which would revitalize the body politic, de- 
clared that ‘ what we need is through Executive action, through 
legislation, and through judicial interpretation and construc- 
tion of law, to increase the power of the Federal Government.’ 
Not, you will observe, by the orderly processes pointed out by 
the Constitution, which we are all sworn to support and defend, 
but by ‘Executive action, by ‘legislation, and by ‘judicial 
construction’ to increase the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment. A short while after this another distinguished gentle- 
man—then the Secretary of State—announced that unless the 
States exercised the powers which were theirs under the Con- 
stitution ‘sooner or later constructions of the Constitution 
will be found to vest the power in the Federal Government.’ 
»The instinct of self-government among the people,’ he warns us, 
‘is too strong to permit them long to respect anyone's right to 
exercise power which he fails to exercise. And so it has come 
to pass that if we continue to insist upon shaping our conduct 
by the square of that government of checks and balances be- 
queathed to us in trust as a priceless legacy for our children, 
constructions will be found to substitute instead a government 
by instinct. 

“T would not presume to answer two such distinguished states- 
men as Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Roor with any argument of my 


own, but here at Bound Brook, on the 22d day of February, | 


I shall presume to read the words of Washington, the foremost 
man in the tide of time: 

“Tt is oporni likewise that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its administra- 
tion, to confine themselves within their res ve constitutional spheres, 
avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one department to encroach 
upon another. The spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the 

wers of all the departments in one, and thus to create, whatever the 
orm of 3 a real despotism. If, in the opinion of the people, 
the distribution or modification of the constitutional powers be in any 
particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the way 
which the Constitution designates. But let there be no change by 
usurpation, for though this in one instance may be the instrument 
of good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments are 
destroyed. 

„On the one hand, it is proposed to change the Government 
we now have and thereby, as Washington tells us, ‘create, what- 
ever its form, a real despotism’ by having the court to find 
constructions by which all power may be centralized in Wash- 
ington, On the other hand, we are told that the courts have 
already found constructions which will deliver us body and 
boots into the hands of the malefactors of great weal 
therefore we shall have the recall of judges, so that when the 
umpire decides’ against the home team the whole matter may 
be referred to the bleachers. 

“T am a very humble member of the bar, and yet I hold it a 
high honor that I have been permitted to enroll my name with 
the members of that great profession. I believe the highest 
office in any government is that which calls a man to sit in 
judgment on the life, the liberty, and the property of his fel- 
Jows. The supreme test of the capacity of any people for self- 
government is, in the last analysis: Did they under their system 
of government put upon the bench men who measured up to the 
full stature of a just and fearless judge? I believe that we 
have stood that test, 

“There was never a time when it was more universally de- 
sired that a construction of the Constitution should be found 
to amplify the Federal power than when the great Marshall 
sat in judgment at the trial of Aaron Burr. By killing Ham- 
ilton, Burr had incurred the fiery hatred of the Federalists to 
an extent never seen, except under the impulse of religious fa- 
naticism. On the other hand, Jefferson had accused him of 
treason against his country and so brought down upon his head 
the maledictions of the Democrats. From every side there arose 
the universal cry, ‘Crucify him! Crucify him!’ and yet this 
great judge, chief sinner among the broad Constitutionalists 
though he was, refused to find constructions which would so 
extend the Federal power as to recognize the doctrine of con- 
structive presence’ where the overt act was committed, and so 
Burr was set free. 

“ When the great Taney, a worthy successor to the illustrious 
Marshall, was called upon to render the decision in the case of 
Dred Scott, who demanded his freedom under the terms of the 
Missouri Compromise, the peace of the Nation was at stake, yet 
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the Supreme Court refused to find a construction which would 
extend the power of the Federal Government beyond the limita- 
tions fixed by the Constitution. 

In 1865, when the echo of the last rebel yell had scarcely 
faded away and the roar of the cannon had but lately ceased in 
the valley of the Shenandoah, when Jefferson Davis, a vicarious 
sufferer, lay shackled in Fortress Monroe and the overburdened 
air was literally rent with execrations against the doctrine of 
State’s rights, the Supreme Court of the United States declared 
that the Federal Government possesses no powers except such 
as have been delegated to it by the Constitution; the States have 
all except those which they have surrendered.’ 

“I know that— 

In the corrupted currents of this world 
Offense’s gilded hand may shove by justice, 
And oft tis said the guilty prize itself 
Buys out the law. 

“But I know also that those words were written when every 
judge in England was subject to the recall. 

“The men who wrote our Constitution knew of Jeffreys and 
the Bloody Assizes, and they knew also the story of Lord Coke. 
There was no greater lawyer in all England than Lord Coke, 
and none who coveted more the glory of the ermine. One day 
he and his associates were brought before the King and com- 
manded peremptorily to reverse a judgment they had rendered. 
They fell upon their knees and promised immediate compliance, 
all save Coke. He alone rose to the full stature of his great 
office and hurling his official robes at the astonished monarch, 
replied, ‘ I shail do that only which becomes a judge of England.’ 
James II was no worse than many of his predecessors. He and 
they had the power under the law to appoint the judges, and 
they had the power to recall them at pleasure. All the techni- 
calities of the common law, the ghosts of which still haunt our 
statute books, were simply devices which the Commons had con- 
jured up in their efforts to protect the people from the harsh 
and ofttimes cruel judgments of these dependent judges. They 
were contrivances. to enable the innocent subject to escape the 
condemnation of these judges, and not, as they too frequently 
are to-day, to furnish an avenue of escape for the guilty from 
the just judgment of the law. 

„The Saxon has fought against tyranny since he first ap- 
peared upon the stage of history, and at last old England, sick 
unto death with this malady of puppet judges, drove the Stuarts 
from the throne; but let us not forget this fact—that when 
they wrote the Act of Settlement, which passed the crown to 
the Prince of Orange, they provided in it that thereafter their 
judges should hold by no such uncertain tenure, but should be 
placed beyond the shifting caprice of the sovereign and should 
hold their offices for life. This was the act of those who had 
lived and walked and had their daily being under the bloody 
terror of these dependent judges; and our fathers, after noting 
the course of justice for a hundred years under these changed 
itions, and comparing it with the reign of terror when the 
judges were compelled to adjust their decrees to suit the fancy 
of the sovereign, in the fullness of that wisdom which guided 
their deliberations throughout the long session of the conven- 
tion, preferred to profit by the lessons of history. They there- 
fore wrote into our Constitution that our judges should hold 
for life, subject to removal only by the orderly process of im- 
peachment. By the Act of Settlement the English judges were 
removable by impeachment and also “ upon address of the Par- 
liament ” for cause which might not justify impeachment, but 
the framers of our Constitution rejected even the removal by 
address, relying solely upon the power of impeachment to pro- 
tect them from the usurpations and tyrannies of the conrt. 

“Tt is now deliberately proposed to return to the old system 
under which Jeffreys flourished and Coke was recalled. What 
is the reason for this reactionary step, suggested in the name of 
progress? The judges, we are told, are too subject to the sin- 
ister influence of the special interests, and therefore we are to 
provide a remedy by giving the people frequent opportunity to 
select better and braver men. It is a curious fact that no man 
ever adyocates the recall who is not also in favor of the initia- 
tive and referendum. The bench is to be purged of the hire- 
lings of predatory wealth by frequent elections, and yet. the 
legislator is to be shorn of his functions because the people are 
unable to pick an honest man. 

„In order that we may understand the full import of this 
proposition for the recall of our judges let me read an extract 
from the Appeal to Reason. This was published last year when 
the campaign was on in the State of California. At that time 
the McNamara brothers were awaiting trial on a charge—to 
which they subsequently pleaded guilty—of having murdered 
some 21 workingmen by blowing up a house, the property of a 
man whom they wished to punish. At that time Mr. Debs 
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made this illuminating contribution to the campaign for the 
restoration of popular government’; 

“ The fight at the polls this fall will center around the adoption of the 
initiative, referendum, and recall amendments to the constitution. 
Under the . of the recall amendment the judges of the Supreme 
Court of California can be retired. These are men who will decide 
the fate of the kidnapped workers. Don't you see what it means, 
comrades, to have in the hands of an intelligent, militant working class 
the political power to recall the present capitalist judges and put on 
the bench our own men? Was there ever such an opportunity for 
effective work? No; not since sovialism first raised its crimson banner 
on the shores of Morgan’s country. The election for governor and 
State officers of California does not occur till 1914. ut with the 
recall at our command we can put our own men in office without wait- 
ing for a regular election. 


“This is one of the changes proposed by our progressive 
leaders, but there are others. One of the beauties of progress 
consists in its infinite yariety. After centralizing all power in 
the Federal Government by ‘finding constructions,’ by Execu- 
tive action,’ by legislation,“ and by having the recall put our 
own men’ on the bench, as Mr. Debs put it and as Mr. James IT 
did it, we are to add still further to the gayety of nations by 
progressing back some score or more of centuries and still fur- 
ther ‘restore popular government’ by adopting the compulsory 
initiative and referendum. 

“The initiative and referendum are neither the discovery nor 
the invention of modern statesmanship. Restoration of popular 
government is a very catchy phrase, but even the art of phrase 
making is as old as the conflict of human ambitions. There 
were springes to catch woodcocks before our day. If popular 
government has been lost, under what system of government 
did it flourish? We should know this in order that we may 
turn to that page of history and study carefully the workings 
of that governmental system before we exchange our own for 
it. When I was a boy we used sometimes to swap ‘sight 
unseen,’ but experience did not commend the wisdom of that 
procedure to my judgment. The history of the democracies 
of the old world revolved in a fatal cyele—democracy, anarchy, 
despotism. We boast of Anglo-Saxon civilization. What con- 
tribution has the Saxon made to the science of government? 
There were monarchies and democracies, there were republics 
before his day. The contribution which he made was indeed 
a notable one which has been copied by all the peoples of the 

,earth as they have advanced in liberty since that day, and 
that contribution was the system of representative government. 
When our fathers met in Philadelphia and undertook the serious 
business of sifting out of ali the experiences of man a gov- 
ernmental system that would secure the blessings of liberty 
to them and to their posterity, they preferred this one and 
wrote it into the Constitution and hedged it about with such 
limitations as to make its amendment practically impossible 
except by revolution. Since that day all the liberty-seeking 
peoples of the earth have sought to copy it. The story of its 
success is told wherever men gather around their hearthstones 
and talk of liberty. 

“A few years ago a delegation of Congressmen were sent 
abroad upon a public mission. One evening they attended a 
popular gathering at a little place just within the Russian 
border. It was an occasion of great importance in that coun- 
try—a sort of national holiday. A military band sat in the 
pavilion and played the national airs of the country. At last, 
out of compliment to the American representatives present, they 
played ‘Hail Columbia, Happy Land.’ Instantly the peasants, 
who had theretofore stood off in the distance, began to draw 
near and applaud. It was not the music that appealed to 
them; as a musical production it was not equal to the others, 
but it told its story even in that far land, and those oppressed 
people gathered about the stand and encored, not once, but 
twice, and yet again, inspired by the hope that maybe in the 
fullness of God’s providence the light of liberty, which blessed 
that far off ‘Happy Land,’ might some day, somewhere, some- 
tow, illumine the political darkness of their own unhappy 
valleys. 

“ Representative government was evolved out of the theory 
that sovereignty is, and of right ought to be, in the people, and 
that the people are endowed with sufficient intelligence and with 
sufficient patriotism to select out of their number representa- 
tives who will honestly and faithfully perform all of the func- 
tions of government. How is that done under our Constitution? 
Let us trace, for instance, the genesis of a statute. 

In the first place, the people are divided into districts ac- 
cording to population. They select from among their number 3 
man in whose integrity and ability they have confidence. He re 
pairs $% the seat of government and with the other representatives 
similarly chosen organizes the Legislature by selecting a pre- 
siding officer, adopting rules of procedure, and dividing the mem- 
bership into small groups or committees, each with its particu- 
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lar jurisdiction prescribed. The Member introduces a bill; it is 
referred to the proper committee for examination and report. 
This committee then summon before them those who are fa- 
miliar with the subject matter, and after hearing all who de- 
sire to be heard on the subject, both for and against, a sub- 
committee is appointed to whip it into proper form and verbiage. 
The full committee then reports the measure to the House, when 
it is read by sections, debated, amended, and passed. It is then 
sent to the other Chamber—because under our system of govern- 
ment two Chambers are as much a tradition as trial by jury— 
where it goes through a similar process. If there are changes 
made by the other House, committees of conference are appointed 
by the two Chambers and the differences are discussed and an 
agreement reached, and then both Chambers take up the bill as 
amended, and after further discussion pass it and send it to 
-the Executive for his approval. But even after all the relentless 
scrutiny to which the bill has thus been subjected it sometimes 
happens that its provisions run counter to the fundamental prin- 
ciples which are written into the Constitution, and so the law 
may be questioned by any person whose rights have been in- 
fringed and in due course must be passed upon by the courts of 
the country. 

“Can human ingenuity conjure up a scheme by which erring 
man can the better be secured in his rights of life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness, to secure which all governments are 
instituted among men? Now, look upon that picture and on 
this. I hold in my hand an exemplification of the initiative 
and referendum, stripped of all its rhetoric, of all its pretended 
faith in the people. This is the concrete fact and not the much 
yaunted and glorified sham. 

“This is an official ballot used in South Dakota in the elec- 
tion of November, 1910. It is, by actual measurement, 5 feet 
6 inches long and 10 inches wide. It proposes six entirely 
separate matters of legislation, varying from ‘the regulation of 
the transportation of dead bodies’ to ‘the organization of the 
National Guard.’ It is closely printed in very small type and 
contains 16,830 words. The voter must vote ‘yes’ or ‘no.’ 
No opportunity to alter or amend; no chance or opportunity 
for any discussion of its innumerable paragraphs. Oh, Liberty! 
Liberty! What crimes have been committed in thy name! 

“My countrymen, do you believe that your life, your liberty, 
or your property will be better safeguarded by this wild, fan- 
tastic counterfeit than by the orderly processes which have 
stood the test of human scrutiny, of talent, and of time? 

“Tf this law, so fearfully and wonderfully made, receives a 
majority of the votes cast, no veto can head it off in its mad 
rush for the statute book, and if perchance this tragedy reach 
the Supreme Court, and there for the first time it occurs to 
somebody to read it and thereupon it is ascertained to con- 
travene the plain mandates of the Constitution, the next scene 
will open with his honor on the stump, endeavoring to justify 
his imprudent, if not impudent, curiosity in a campaign for 
his recall. 

“We are told that the people have lost faith in their legisla- 
tors. When did they lose it? Since the last election? If so, 
then they will have a chance this year to select legislators in 
whom they do have confidence. It is an insult to the people of 
this country to say that they have not enough discriminating 
judgment left to choose out of their own number men who will 
be faithful for two years. If they have lost that quality, then 
all hope for any government based on popular sovereignty has 
gone. I wish to enter my protest against so mean an imputa- 
tion against our people. If I would suggest any change, it 
would be to elect Representatives for four years instead of two. 
What is needed is to remove this sword of Damocles, instead of 
weakening the thread which suspends it. Let us trust the 
people more in the selection of their Representatives; add to 
the responsibilities of the great office, instead of subtracting 
from its dignity and importance through the referendum. For- 
tify him with responsible power, but do not reduce him to the 
irresponsible condition of old Father Adam before his ungallant 
behavior in the Garden of Eden, which charged him finally with 
the responsibility of choosing between good and evil and ele- 
vated him to the dignity of a breadwinner. 

“When will the average man, who has to eat his bread in the 
sweat of his face, find time to obey this scriptural injunction, if 
8 per cent of the people can put the initiative and referendum 
into operation and 25 per cent can order a recall? Of course, 
the more frequent the elections the greater the notoriety of 
some gentlemen whose activities are thus blazoned to a listening 
world, and the greater the fame the bigger the gate receipts. 
But how about the rest of flesh? When that bright day comes 
the busiest man in the Government will be thé tally clerk, and 
the dulcet song of the ticket vendor will relegate the hurdy- 
gurdy to innocuous desuetude. 
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“Tf we are to adhere to the fundamental principle of popular 
government, that the majority should ruie, we must withhold 
from the minority this lagh by which the professionally dis- 
contented few can scourge the representatives of that majority 
from the temples of power and responsibility by senseless and 
ceaseless trial at the polls. 

Just one more thought in conclusion. Let no man embrace 
these cure-all nostrums that political thrift may follow fawn- 
ing. The people of this country do not want their laws written 
through the crude and ponderous processes of the initiative and 
referendum. No people want it. In Switzerland, whither we 
are so frequently referred, the electorate became so thoroughly 
tired of these ceaseless elections that it became necessary to 
provide by law a punishment for every man who failed to vote, 
but even then they refused to attempt the exercise of a function 
for which they were not qualified and deposited their ballots 
unmarked. 

“When the constitutional convention in Mississippi con- 
cluded its labors in 1890 they declared the constitution, which 
they had framed, adopted without referring it back to the peo- 
ple. It provided of necessity for amendment, and when one is 
proposed by the legislature it must be ratified by the people. 
After much agitation of the question, two years ago an amend- 
ment was proposed changing the system of selecting judges 
from appointment by the governor to election by the people. 
There was no other contest on, and when the election day came 
only 25,000 yotes were cast—17,000 voters favored the change, 
and the amendment was adopted. , 

“A few years ago less than 10 per cent of the voters of New 
York voted an amendment to their constitution. Even in Cali- 
fornia, where these so-called progressive ideas are apparently 
most popular, in the election last fall, after a campaign so 
noisy as to attract the attention of the entire country, when 
23 separate amendments were submitted to the people, the one 
providing for woman suffrage, which received the highest vote 
of any, received less votes than Mr. Bryan received in 1908, 
when Taft carried the State by 90,000 majority. 
` “The people will refuse to undertake the functions of the 
legislator, and the discontented few, always the most clamorous 
for every change—and the more radical the change the more 
active their enthusiasm—will write the laws of the land. Ma- 
jority rule, which can obtain only in a representative de- 
mocracy,- will be overthrown, and the rule of the minority sub- 
stituted for it, and that, too, under the specious and wholly 
misleading pretense of ‘restoring popular government.’ 

“I do not challenge the good faith or the high purpose of 
those who are urging this revolution with such earnestness and 
marked ability. They are all Chanticleers, crowing upon the 
hilltops, firm in the faith that they are thereby causing the sun 
of popular government to rise. But with all regard for their 
plumage and their faith, I prefer the judgment of those humbler 
cocks down in the valley, who believe in the daylight when they 
see it. 

In view of all the history of the past, with its bloody strug- 
gles of the many against the oppressions of the few, remember- 
ing the glorious victories which at last crowned the sacrifices 
of our fathers, under the folds of that flag whose birth we 
glorify to-day, let us join in one universal prayer— 

“Lord God of Hosts, be with us yet, 
Lest we forget, lest we forget.” 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 18794. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General to de- 
liver to the governor of the State of New Mexico, for the use 
of the State, certain furniture and furnishings, law books, and 
typewriters. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 238. An act to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 5059. An act granting school lands to the State of Louisi- 
ana; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 44 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, February 
28, 1912, at 12 ¢ciock noon, 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of John J. Christenberry, administrator of estate of Martin 
Dill, deceased (H. Doc. No. 573); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case 
of William F. Smithey (H. Doc. No. 572) ; to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill (S. 4728) 
to authorize the change of the name of the steamer Salt Lake 
City, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 359), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 
19638) to authorize the San Antonio, Rockport & Mexican Rail- 
way Co. to construct a bridge across the Morris and Cummings 
Channel, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 362), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 18041) granting a 
franchise for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a 
street-railway system in the district of South Hilo, county of 
Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 361), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 339) providing for the reap- 
praisement and sale of certain lands in the town site of Port 
Angeles, Wash., and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 364), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. TILSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 20721) to authorize the 
President to reappoint Henry Harrison Hall a second lieutenant 
in the Army, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 358), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESTOPINAL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17501) for the relief of 
the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 360), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 12375) authorizing Daniel 
W. Abbott to make homestead entry, reported the sa» with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 363), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FRANCIS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2512) for the relief of the Snare & Triest 
Co., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 865), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 10784) for the relief of 
Charley Clark, a homestead settler on certain lands therein 
described, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 366), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 20682) for the relief of John W. Morse; Com- 
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
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A bill (H. R. 16799) granting a-pension to Clinton L. Cole- 
man; Committee on Inyalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13747) granting a pension to John Zanger; Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18636) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
P. Leahy; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 20900) to amend 
sections 39 and 111 of the act approved March 4, 1909, entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the 
United States“; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 20901) establishing a hospital 
to be known as Chippewa Hospital of Minnesota, and creating 
a board of goyernors and providing for the operation thereof; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20902) to reimburse cer- 
tain Eastern Cherokees who remoyed themselves to the Chero- 
kee Nation under the terms of the eighth article of the treaty 
of December 29, 1835; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 20903) making an appropriation to reim- 


burse the Cherokee and Creek Indians in Oklahoma, formerly 
Indian Territory, for money deducted from the royalties from 
leased lands of the Cherokees and Creeks, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20904) to 
amend the law providing for the payment of the death gratuity 
as applicable to the Navy and Marine Corps; to the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 20905) to 
amend an act entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs 
Reservation in Arkansas”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 20906) to appropriate $6,000 to 
defray the expenses of the United States rifle team to the Pan- 
American tournament at Buenos Aires May 16 to 30, 1912; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 20907) to give effect to the 
fifth article of the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, signed January 11, 1909; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 20908) to require all com- 
mon carriers engaged in interstate and foreign commerce to 
collect, accept, receive, transmit, and deliver all express pack- 
ages not exceeding in weight 50 pounds; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOBSON: A bill (H. R. 20909) to encourage the de- 
velopment of the American merchant marine and to promote 
commerce and the national defense; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. ; 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 433) 
to investigate labor conditions at Lawrence, Mass.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 255) 
directing the Secretary of State to investigate claims of Ameri- 
can citizens growing out of the late insurrection in Mexico, de- 
termine the amount due, if any, and press them for payment; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 256) to 
` print 30,000 copies of the message of the Presdent of February 
12, 1912; to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 20910) granting a pension 
to Ada Cahoon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20911) granting a pension to Frank B, 
Nofsinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20912) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 20913) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George E. Wilson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 20914) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Whitson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 20915) granting a pension to 
Mary Mullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 20916) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Gray; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 20917) for the relief of James 
H. Patton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 20918) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William R. Hendricks; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 20919) granting a 
pension to Rachel Waskom; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20920) granting a pension to George C. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20921) granting a pension to Caroline 
Boone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20922) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnson White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20923) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20924) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. McConnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20925) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20926) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Pickett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20927) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20928) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Raschig; to the- Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20929) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Genter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 20930) to restore, in part, 
the rank of Lients. Thomas Marcus Molloy and Joseph Henry 
Crozier, United States Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 20931) to appropriate $15,000 
out of the funds in the United States Treasury to the credit 
of the Cherokee Indians to pay Charles M. Rice, of St. Louis, 
and his associates for legal services; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 20932) granting an increase of 
pennon to Henry C. Yates; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20933) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20934) granting an increase of pension to 
Lauderdale L. Tabor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20935) granting an increase of pension to 
McCager S. Gee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 20936) granting a pension to 
James McNulty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20937) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Hefling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20988) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20939) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20940) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20941) for the relief of Jonathan Milburn 
and granting him a pension; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20942) granting an increase of pension to 
William Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER (by request): A bill (H. R. 20943) for the 
relief of William Berry Bridge; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20944) 
1 he relief of Mary A. Coleman; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20945) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 20946) granting an increase of pension to 
Winfield T. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20947) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Braham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 20948) granting a pension to 
J. B. Ashbrooke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 20949) 
for the relief of Clarissa Duncan and Charles E. Duncan; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 20950) for 
the relief of Thomas M. Bybee; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20951) granting a pension to James Allen; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (II. R. 20952) granting an increase of pension to 
Basil M. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20953) granting a pension 
to Edward O. Tripp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20954) granting a pension to Henry Lee; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20955) granting a pension to John Prater; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20956) granting an inc of pension to 
Edmond Bonneau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20957) to correet the military record of 
Richard, Prendergast ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 20958) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Lakin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 20959) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah J. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ` 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 20960) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos J. Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 20961) for the relief of 
Morgan Stuart; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20962) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of R. M. Holliday, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20963) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Calyery McCallister, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20964) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William T. Rust; to the Committee on War 
Claims. = 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 20965) granting a pension 
to William E. Ammerman; to the-Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20966) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie Keefer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 20967) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel Newell; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 20068) granting a pension to 
Helena Victoria Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20969) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Healey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: A bill (H. R. 20970) grant- 
ing a pension to Dennis Daly, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20971) granting an increase of pension to 
James McDonnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20972) granting an increase of pension to 
Noseltha A. Daly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 20978) 
granting a pension to Daniel Wesley Williams; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20974) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Alfred Richards; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 20975) granting a pension to 
Z. L. Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20976) granting a pension to Presley F. 
Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20977) granting a pension to William 
Winkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20978) granting an increase of pension to 
Luke Deasy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20979) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against Lewis Wells; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 20980) granting an increase 
of pension to William Geer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20981) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Charles V. Barber; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 20982) for 
the relief of N. W. Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20983) for the relief of heirs or estate of 
Thomas Washimgton Tompkins, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 20984) to correct the 
military record ef Joseph Bourgeret; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 20085) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to A. J, Goodfellow; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 5 7 : 
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By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 20986) for the relief of 
Levi Adcock; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 20987) for the relief of 
the heirs of H. Stanton; to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Forty-fourth Annual 
Encampment of the Department of the Potomac, Grand Army 
of the Republic, urging passage of House bill 16092; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AINEY: Petitions of churches and Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of the State of Pennsylvania, for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. í 

Also, petitions of Granges Nos. 1063, 1311, and 1447, Patrons 
of Husbanäry, for certain changes in the oleomargarine laws; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Aldenville Baptist Church, of Clinton, 
Pa., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Smithfield Grange, No. 214, Patrons of 
Husbandry, East Smithfield, Pa., and of Vernon Grange, No. 
842, Patrons of Husbandry, Alderson, Pa., for certain changes 
5 the Federal oleomargarine law; to the Committee on Agri- 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of A. J. Krebs- 
bach and 8 others of Adams, Minn., against extension of the 
parcel-post service; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of the Maryland Association 
of Certified Public Accountants, against employment of ehar- 
tered accountants to the exclusion of certified public account- 
pa; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Depart- 
men „ 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Coshocton Glass Co., 
of Coshocton, Ohio, protesting against the so-called Webb and 
Kenyon bills, prohibiting interstate commerce of liquors; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Prosperity Grange, Tuscarawas County, 
Ohio, asking for the enactment of the proposed parcel-post sery- 
ice; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of the Maryland Association of 
Certified Public Accountants, in opposition to the employment 
of foreign accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Navy Department. 

By Mr. BOEHNE: Petition of 12 citizens of Evansville, Ind., 
asking for the construction of a battleship in the Government 
navy yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of 18 business firms of Boonville, Ind., protest- 
ing against the passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Pennsylvania Child Labor 
Association, in favor of the Peters bill, to establish a Federal 
children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the National Conservation Congress, protest- 
ing against reduction of appropriation for fighting fires and tak- 
ing measures for protection from forest fires; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. Morgan's Sons, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., 
against certain provisions of the chemical schedule; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Scientific Temperance Union, Boston, 
Mass., protesting against the repeal of the anticanteen law; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of St. Peter’s Society, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., in 
regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission interests ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Parrish Street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Veterinary Medical 
Association, in favor of House bill 16843, to consolidate the 
veterinary service, United States Army, and to increase its 
efficiency ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and Baptist and Presbyterian Churches, of 
Daretown, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of the Thomas Co., of 
Gainesville, Fla., and about 40 other merchants, protesting 
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against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of William B. Kistler and 19 other citizens of 
Earlton, Fla., favoring the passage of parcel-post bill (H. R. 14); 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Arthur Strudel and 46 other citizens of 
Miami, Fla., favoring the Berger old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petitions of the First Baptist Church of 
Elgin; the First Free Methodist Church of Elgin; the Congre- 
gational Church of Dundee; the House of Hope Presbyterian 
Church, of Elgin; the Salem United Congregational Church, of 
Elgin; and the Epworth Methodist Episcopal Church, of Elgin; 
and letters from R. R. Osborne, M. D., of Elmhurst, all of, the 
State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petitions of the German societies of 
the State of Ohio, protesting against prohibition or interstate 
liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Stereotypers and Electrotypers“ Union 
No. 15, against Senate bill 2564; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the third congressional district 
of Ohio, for an American Indian memorial and museum building 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, protesting against any change in present administration 
of the Reyenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Quitman, Ark., for parcel-post 
legislation, etc.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Branch, 
Catholic Knights of America, favoring the passage of House bill 
2896; to the Committee on Ways and Means. A 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal, Ogden Presbyterian, 
and First Congregational Churches, of Ogden, N. Y., for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petitions of business firms and business men 
of Arcada, Cashton, Sparta, Tomah, Westby, and West Salem, 
Wis., for regulation of express rates and express classifications; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of business firms and business men of Arcada, 
Cashton, Sparta, Tomah, Westby, and West Salem, Wis., pro- 
testing against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
New Mexico, for more liberal homestead laws; to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Virginia, favoring the enactment of legislation to regulate ex- 
press rates and express classifications; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Alleghany County, Va., 
favoring the enactment of legislation to regulate express com- 
panies; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Augusta County (Va.) Fruit Growers’ 
Association, approving House bill 18659; to the Committee on 
the Census. a 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Virginia,-favor- 
ing the passage of Senate bill 2117, to promote the efficiency of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Alleghany and Augusta 
Counties, Va., protesting agairfst parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Memorial of the Rochester (N. Y.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, for passage of House bill 17936; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of A. O. Probst & Co., of New York City, for 
protection of American interests in China; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. ` 

Also, petition of the Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment by the Government 
of chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified public ac- 
countants; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Larkin Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of 
House bill 14, for extension of parcel-post system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 7 


By Mr. FRANCIS: Resolution of Socialist Party of Steuben- 
ville, Ohio, protesting against Lawrence (Mass.) outrages; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of H. J. Bradfield, of Barnesville, Ohio, against 
the extension of the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Somerset Grange, No. 1662, of Barnesville, 
Ohio, favoring a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Barnesville and Baileys 
Mills, Ohio, in favor of the Postal Progress League parcel-post 
55 (H. R. 14); to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Bradley & Vrooman Co., of 
Chicago, III., in opposition to proposed duty on gum copal, ete. ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., of New York, for a spe- 
cific duty on caviar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Nebraska Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, opposing the passage of the Kenyon bill (S. 4058) and 
Webb bill (H. R. 17593) concerning interstate shipments of 
intoxicating liquor, ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
legislation placing Jand agents operating on the public domain 
under registration, etc.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARNER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
William Berry Bridge; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Eagle Pass, Tex., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of the Temperance Section of Phil- 
adelphia Yearly Meeting of Friends, favoring passage of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Pennsylvania Board of Agriculture, for 
cooperation of the Federal Government with the several States 
in the eradication of the chestnut-tree blight; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, for old-age pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: Petition of numerous citizens of Attleboro, 
Mass., in favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. i 

By Mr. HELM: Petition of Improved Order of Red Men of 
Richmond, Ky., asking for the erection of an American Indian 
memorial building and museum in Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Wonx Tribe, No. 
28, Improved Order of Red Men, of Southington, Conn., for the 
erection of an American Indian memorial and museum building 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of Elsmore and Ogden, Utah, for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of the Society of 
the Cincinnati in the State of New Jersey, in favor of Senate 
bill providing for compilation of the military and naval records 
of the Revolutionary War with a view to their publication; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey : Petition of John J. Brere- 
ton Camp, United Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House 
bill 17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Society of the Cincinnati in the State 
of New Jersey, in favor of Senate bill providing for com- 
pilation of the military and naval records of the Revolutionary 
War with a view to their publication; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petitions of several hundred citizens 
of Pearl, Leahy, Spangle, Bridgeport, Conconully, Hudson, Spo- 
kane, Mead, Hillyard, Twisp, Winthrop, Mazama, Wauconda, 
Aeneas, Republic, Baird, Coulee City, and Mondovi, all in the 
State of Washington, urging the passage of House bill 14, the 
Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Spokane and College Place, 
Wash., protesting against the Johnston bill, for the observance 
of the Sabbath in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of the Improved Order of Red Men of Walla 
Walla, Northport, and Prescott, all in the State of Washington, 
urging the erection of an American Indian memorial and 
museum building in the city of Washington; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, petitions of citizens of College Place, Wash., against 
House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in post offices; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFBAN: Resolution of Pennsylyania State Board of 
Agriculture,- indorsing Senate bill 4563; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Ore- 
gon, for an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Lester C. Rhodes and others of Drewsey, 
Oreg., for passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 8 

Also, petition of E. R. Nelson and others of Portland, Oreg., 
for old-age pension legislation; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: Memorial of Farmers’ Educational and Coop- 
erative Union, for Government monopoly of the tobacco busi- 
ness, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of citizens of Marion Center, 
Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Hodgman Rubber Co., of New 
York City, against import duty on crude rubber; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Larkin Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of 
House bill 14, for extension of parcel-post system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Maryland Association of Certified Pub- 
lie Accountants, protesting against employment by the Govern- 
ment of chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified 
public accountants; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of Greater New 
York and vicinity, in favor of House bill 11032, regulating the 
issuance of restraining orders and to limit the meaning of the 
word “conspiracy”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
West Virginia, asking that the duties 6n raw and refined sugars 
be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Hannibal, Mo., pro- 
testing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr LOBECK: Petitions of citizens of Iowa, Nebraska, 
and South Dakota, against parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Central Labor Union of Lincoln, Nebr., 
indorsing House bill 5970; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Omaha, Nebr., 
relative to Lincoln memorial; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Amos J. Henry; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: Petition of citizens of Middleton, Tenn., 
asking the passage of an effective interstate commerce liquor 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, MAHER: Memorial of the General Henry W. Lawton 
Camp, No. 21, United Spanish War Veterans, Brooklyn, N. Y.. 
indorsing House bill 17470, providing a pension for widows and 
minor children of deceased Spanish War veterans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MALBY: Petition of residents of Port Henry, N. Y., 
protesting against the extension of parcel post beyond its present 
limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Nicholyille (N. Y.) Grange, No. 797, pro- 
testing against the repeal of the tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Fort Covington (N. Y.) Grange, No. 937, 
protesting against a reduction of the tax on oleomargarine; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of residents of West Chazy, Malone, Port 
Henry, Crown Point, Crown Point Center, and North Hudson, 
N. Y., asking for a reduction in the tariff on raw and refined 
sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of numerous 
citizens of Dewey, S. Dak., favoring the immediate passage of 
parcel-post bill (H. R. 14); to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Scenic and Folsom, 
S. Dak., favoring immediate passage of parcel-post bill (H. R. 
14) ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of members of.the Improyed 
Order of Red Men, of Casper, Wyo., urging the enactment of 
House bill 16313, providing for the erection of an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Washing- 
ton; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of Guernsey, Hartville Junction, and 
Wheatland, Wyo., in support of House bill 14, providing for a 


cel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
ads, 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Maryland Asso- 
ciation of Certified Public Accountants, urging the employment of 
certified public accountants in preference to chartered account- 
ants; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, memorial of the National Committee for Mental Hy- 
giene, urging legislation providing for the mental examination 


| of arriving immigrants; to the Committee on Immigration and 


Naturalization. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of First Baptist Church and 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Salinas, Cal., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of California Civic League, for more effective 
enforcement of White-slave traffie act; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petitions of 12 citizens of Pardeeville, Wis., 
asking that duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Lycoming Branch of the 
German-American Alliance, of Williamsport, Pa., protesting 
against the passage of Federal prohibition laws; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of numerous citizens of Palmyra, 
N. V., favoring House bill 16313, providing for an American 
Indian memorial building and museum in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of numerous citizens of Palmyra, N. V., favor- 
ing an old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr POWERS: Papers to accompany bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Charles V. 
Barber; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, for regulation of express rates and classifications; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Civic League of San Francisco, Cal., 
for more effective enforcement of the white-slave traffic act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

„Also, petition of San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
protesting against Senate bill 4043; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Sacramento (Cal.) Development Associa- 
tion, in favor of House bill 18431; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. * 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of California, favoring 
improvement of Monterey Bay, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial of Maryland Association of Cer- 
tified Public Accountants, protesting against the employment by 
the Government of chartered accountants to the exclusion of 
certified public accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Meriden, Conn., 
indorsing House bill 11032; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Westchester District Association of 
Letter Carriers, Stamford, Conn., indorsing bill providing for 
the retirement of employees after 30 years’ service who have 
reached the age of 60 years; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of the Westchester District Association, 
Stamford, Conn., indorsing the Reilly bill, providing for a 
schedule of 8 hours’ duty in 10, with extra compensation for 
extra service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Water- 
bury, Conn., protesting against any prohibition or interstate 
liquor measure now pending; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of Jewish Community of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against further restriction of immi- 
gration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of German-American Alliances 
of the States of Nebraska and New Jersey, remonstrating 
against prohibition and interstate liquor measures; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Middlesex Shoe Co., of New Brunswick, N. J., 
protesting against House bills 11580 and 11381; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, petition of John J. Brereton Camp, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for passage of House bill 17470; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 8 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany House bill 20895, 
for the relief of heirs of William (Billy) and Martha Sharp, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of assayers and 
metallurgists of Los Angeles, Cal., for passage of House bill 
17033; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 
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Also, petition of General Fishermen’s Association, for pas- 
sage of House bill 18788; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of the Los Angeles (Cal.) Clearing House 
Association, indorsing the Newlands river-regulation bill; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of W. L. Williams, of New York 
City, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Central Labor Council of Seattle, Wash., 
for the building of a Government railroad in Alaska; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of Central Federated Union, for passage of 
House bill 11032; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment of chartered ac- 
countants to the exclusion of certified public accountants; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens, for parcel-post legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 

Also, petition of residents of New York City, for passage of 
House bill 17253; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the National Progresista Party of the 
Philippine Islands, for self-goyernment in the Philippine Islands; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Memorial of the Westchester District Asso- 
ciation of the National Association of Letter Carriers, of Port 
Chester, N. Y., for certain legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the New Haven (Conn.) Trades Council, pro- 
testing against employment of enlisted men in construction of 
battleships; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Louisa G. Lane and William C. Gilman, of 
Norwich, Conn.; for passage of House bills 16802 and 18244; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Waterbury, 
Coan., protesting against prohibition and interstate liquor meas- 
ures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of Burt Stone and other citizens, 
of Piano and Brazil, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 3 

Also, petition of Carl M. McGuire and 68 other citizens of 
Humeston, Iowa, in favor of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of citizens of the State of 
New York, for enactment of House bill 16450; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber: of Com- 
merce, in favor of House bill 17936; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of St. Johanes Verein Society, of Elmira, N. Y., 
in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission in- 
terests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the National Progresista Party in the 
Philippine Istands, for self-government of those islands; to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, the Congregational Church, and the Universalist 
Church of Friendship, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITACRE: Petitions of churches and citizens of 
the State of Ohio, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Youngs- 
town, Ohio, protesting against enactment of prohibition or inter- 
state liquor measures; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members Improved Order of Red Men, for 
an American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of Watch Case Engravers’ Union of Canton, 
Ohio, for Berger old-age pension bill, ete.; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of the East Liverpool (Ohio) Trades and Labor 
Assembly, favoring repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Kansas, for parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norton and Sheridan Counties, 
Kans., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norton and Sheridan Counties, 
Kans.. for regulation of express rates and classifications; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REFUNDING CLAIMS OF INSURANCE COMPANIES (S. DOC. NO. 351). 


The VICE PRESIDENT Haid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting in re- 
sponse to Senate resolution 255, Sixty-first Congress, second ses- 
sion, certain information relative to the claims of the American 
Fire Insurance Co, and the Insurance Co. of North America, 
both of Philadelphia, Pa., which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LANDS (S. DOC. NO. 349). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Ist instant, certain information 
relative to the withdrawals and restorations, under the acts of 
June 22 and June 25, 1910, of coal, oil and gas, and phosphate 
land, of lands valuable for power sites or reservoirs, and of 
other lands withdrawn, for classification or public purposes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. 
South, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 4749) relative to members of the female nurse corps 
serving in Alaska or at places without the limits of the United 
States. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (H. R. 20111) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the pro- 
eurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. 238. An act to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 18794. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General to 
deliver to the governor of the State of New Mexico, for the use 
of the State, certain furniture and furnishings, law books, and 
typewriters. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WATSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clarks- 
burg, Webster Springs, Chester, New Cumberland, Fairmont, 
Newell, Farmington, and Broomfield, all in the State of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxieating liquors, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Hardware Associa- 
tion, of Shinnston, W. Va., remonstrating against the establish- 
ment of a parcel-post system, whieh was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Lewis, Hubbard & Co., of 
Charleston, W. Va., praying for a reduction of the duty on raw 
and refined sugars, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 7 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Charles P. Kirk- 
land Camp, No, 18, United Spanish War Veterans, of Winsted, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to pension widows 
and minor children of veterans of the Spanish-American War, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Putnam, 
Conn., remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 151, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Enfield, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the collection and publication 
of additional statistics on tobacco, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Census. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mystic, New 
Britain, Meriden, Danielson, and Torrington, all in the State of 
Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Local Grange No. 2, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Kingston. R. I., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for the establishment of 
agricultural extension departments in connection with the agri- 
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cultural colleges in the several States, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Westerly, R. I., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Evangelical Church of Cherry Grove, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Nestrand 
nnd Foxhome, in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against 
the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present lim- 
itations, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I present a petition praying for the rati- 
fication of the proposed arbitration treaties between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France. The petition is signed 
by Judge David Cross, a distinguished lawyer, 95 years of age, 
and until recently in the active practice of his profession. It 
is also signed by judges of our supreme and superior courts 
and by members of the Hillsboro County bar. I ask that 
the first page of the petition be printed in the Recorp and that 
it lie on the table. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to lie on 
the table, and the first page was ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Petition for the ratification of the arbitration treaties with Great 
Britain and France in substantially the form in which they have been 
proposes by the President. 

ed by Jud David Cross, president of the Hillsboro County 
Bar Association; Hon. David A. Taggart, ex-president of the New Hamp- 
shire State Senate; James C. Tuttle, attorney general; Justice Robert 
J. Peaslee, of the supreme court; Justices Robert G. Pike, Robert N. 
Chamberlin, John M. Mitchell. of the superior court; Hon. C. W. Hoitt, 
district attorney; Sherman E. Burroughs and other members of the 
bar in Manchester and vicinity. 

For presentation in the Senate by Hon. HENRY E. BURNHAM, United 
States Senator from New Hampshire. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., February 24, 1912. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Granite State Council, 
No. 1, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hampstead, 
N. H., and a petition of Mount Prospect Council, No. 16, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Plymouth, N. H., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. i 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Keene Glue 
Co., of Keene, N. H., remonstrating against a reduction of the 
duty on glue, which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of West 
Lebanon, N. H., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Mount Prospect Council, 
No. 16, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Plymouth, 
N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to further re- 
strict immigration, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of members of the 
Pierian Club, of Greenville, III., remonstrating against the repeal 
of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. N 72 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Peoria, 
III., remonstrating against the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the United 
Evangelical Church and the Fourth Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church and of the men’s bible class of the First Baptist 
Church, all of Aurora, in the State of Illinois, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Nashville, Ill, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for a reduction of postage rates on first-class mail 
matter, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cleveland, Ohio, and a petition of the Board of Trade of Scran- 
ton, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be made to 
defray expenses incident to the entertainment of foreign dele- 
gates to the Fifth International Congress of Chambers of Com- 
merce, which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Sacramento, Cal., remonstrating against a reduction of the 


duty on olive oil, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Eighth Ward Taxpayers’ 
Association, of Paterson, N. J., remonstrating against the ratifi- 
cation of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. O'GORMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
York City, Westfield, and Port Richmond, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of General Henry W. Lawton 
Camp, No. 21, Department of New York, United Spanish War 
Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and a petition of General Francis 
V. Greene Camp, No. 54, Department of New York, United Span- 
ish War Veterans, of Tonawanda, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to pension widow and minor children of any 
officer or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or the 
Philippine insurrection, which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Martha 
Washington Society, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Wyckoff Heights Taxpay- 
ers’ Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y. and a petition of the Broad- 
way Board of Trade, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation authorizing the construction of one of the 
proposed new.battleships at the Brooklyn Navy Yard, which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against the adoption of an 
amendment to any schedule of the tariff law until the Tariff 
Board shall have made a thorough investigation of that schedule 
and reported thereon, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Welsh, 
La., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of Press Assistants’ Local 
Union No. 2, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
legislation proposing to increase the compensation of pressmen 
employed in the Government Printing Office, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Typographical Union No. 190, 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying that an investigation be made into 
the labor-strike conditions at Lawrence, Mass., which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wilsonville, 
Cambridge, and Lebanon, all in the State of Nebraska, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation compelling the ob- 
seryance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia presented sundry affidavits in sup- 
port of the bill (S. 3661) granting a pension to Walter S. 
Buchanan, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ogden, Kans., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Grace Reformed Church, of Pleasant Hill, Md., and a peti- 
tion of the congregation of the Grace Reformed Church, of 
Frederick, Md., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of St. Johnsbury, Vt., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the use of unnecessary poisons in American 
match factories, which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the Milk Producers’ 
Association of Indiana, Illinois, and Wisconsin, remonstrating 
against the repeal of the oleomargarine law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of South Bend, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. PAYNTER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grayson, 
Ky., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of 21 citizens of Boston, 
Mass., and vicinity, praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
thereon, which were agreed to and the bills were postponed 
indefinitely : 

S. 101. A bill for the relief of Jarib L. Sanderson (Rept. No. 
418); and 

S. 4311. A bill for the relief of the estate of Richard Ralph 
Randall (Rept. No. 417). 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 19342) to amend section 
2455 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
isolated tracts of public land, reported it with an amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 413) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred an amendment submitted by himself on 
the 19th instant, proposing to appropriate $7,156 for the pro 
rata share of the United States in the administrative expenses 
of the Permanent International Council for the Exploration 
of the Sea, in the interests of the commercial fisheries, etc., 
intended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill, reported favorably thereon and moved that it be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
recommitted the bill (S. 4239) to amend, revise, and codify 
the laws relating to the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of Government publications, reported it with 
amendments and submitted a report (No. 414) thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia, from the Committee on Commerce, 
to which were referred the following bills, reported them each 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

H. R. 16680. An act to authorize the board of county commis- 
sioners of Baxter County and the board of county commis- 
sioners of Marion County, in the State of Arkansas, acting 
together for the two counties as bridge commissioners, to con- 
struct a bridge across the White River at or near the town of 
Cotter, Ark. (Rept. No. 415) ; and 

H. R. 18155. An act authorizing the town of Grand Rapids to 
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Itasca County, 
State of Minnesota (Rept. No. 416). 

ALEXANDER M'KENZIE AND HENRY L. ABBOT. 

Mr.. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the bills (S. 5119) for the relief of Alexander 
Mackenzie, United States Army, retired, and (S. 5120) for the 
relief of Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, retired, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 235), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: á 


Resolved, That the claims of Alexander MacKenzie, United States 
Army, retired (S. 5119), and Henry L. Abbot, United States Army, 
retired (S. 5120), now penang in the Senate, together with all the 
raps emo papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 3, 1911, and the said court shall proceed with the same in ac- 
cordance with the provon of such act and report to the Senaté in 
accordance therewith. 


ESTATE OF JOHN A. HEARD, DECEASED. 

Mr. BRISTOW, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2044) for the relief of the estate of John 
A. Heard, deceased, reported the following resolution (S. Res. 
236), which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 2044) entitled “A bill for the relief of the 
estate of John A. Heard, deceased,” now pending in the Senate, t er 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the 3 of an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, and the said court shall pet 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act and report 
to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 
A bill (S. 5528) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Clancey ; 


2 A bill (S. 5529) granting an increase of pension to George 
otter ; 

A bill (S. 5530) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Buckingham; 

A bill (S. 5531) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Warren; and j 

A bill (S. 5532) granting an increase of pension to William 
Douglas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 5533) granting an increase of pension to William 
Harper (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5534) to amend an act approved June 22, 1910, 
entitled “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal 
lands“; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5535) granting a pension to William J. Fort (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O’'GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 5536) granting a pension to Eva J. Clarke (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: 

A bill (S. 5537) granting an increase of pension to Bradley 
Gilbert (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 5538) to amend paragraph 7, chapter 389, of- yolume 
1 (second edition) of the supplement to the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to park watchmen; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

K bill (S. 5539) giving jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to 
ascertain the interest of Anna M. Fitzhugh, and the value of 
such interest, in the wood taken from the estate of Ravensworth 
by the military authorities of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION. 


Mr. JONES. I submit an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed to pending pension legislation. I move that the amend- 
ment lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PAY AND ALLOWANCES IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. BURNHAM submitted an amendment relative to the right 
to arrears of pay and allowances on account of past services 
of officers or enlisted men in the Army, etc., Intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Army appropriation bill, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS, 


Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 16571) to give effect to the 
convention between the Governments of the United States, 
Great Britain, Japan, and Russia for the preservation and pro- 
tection of the fur seals and sea otter which frequent the waters 
of the North Pacific Ocean, concluded at Washington July 7, 
1911, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and ordered to be printed. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I send the following reso- 
lution to the desk and ask to have it read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 237) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interest, to transmit to the Senate copies of all correspond- 
ence and communications between this Government and the Government 
of ‘Colombia since the last presentation to the Senate of such corre- 
spondence and communications to this date. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution. It is a mere formal resolution 
to bring down to date the correspondence between the United 
States and Colombia that was sent here several years ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration. of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ROOT. May the resolution be read again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 


will again read the resolution. 
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The Secretary again read the resolution. 
Mr. ROOT, I think the resolution had better go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 
DEVELOPMENT AND CONTROL OF WATER POWER. 


Mr. BURTON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
238), which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 copies of Senate Document No. 
274 for the use of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army. 

SURVEY OF SHIPYARD RIVER, 8. C. (S. DOC. NO. 350). 


Mr. NELSON. I have a letter from W. H. Bixby, Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate Committee on Commerce, copies of 
reports on the examination and survey of the Shipyard River, 
S. C., which was printed for the use of the committee. The 
supply is exhausted. I move that it be printed as a document 
for the use of the Senate document room. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 20111. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


KATE FERRELL. 


Mr. OLIVER. I ask tmanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of thé bill (S. 5287) for the relief of Kate Ferrell. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- 
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. It proposes to pay to Kate Ferrell, widow of 
John Ferrell, $1,080, this being the amount of the annual salary 
of the said John Ferrell, who at the time of his death was an 
employee of the Bureau of Mines, and came to his death on 
January 19, 1912, in a mine at Cherry Valley, Washington 
County, Pa., while engaged, under the direction of the Bureau 
of Mines, in the hazardous employment and work of exploring 
said mine filled with poisonous gases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution coming over from yesterday. 

The Secrerary. Senate resolution 230, submitted by Mr. 
Reep on the 26th instant, authorizing and directing the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to investigate certain charges 
against Henry ALGERNON DU Pont, a Senator from the State of 
Delaware. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, upon this resolution I desire to 
submit some remarks, if this is an appropriate time to do so. 

When on Monday I introduced the resolution providing for 
an inquiry into the right of the junior Senator from Delaware 
to retain his seat in the Senate and recited what I conceived to 
be the effect of certain evidence adduced before a subcommittee 
of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, I fully appreciated 
the gravity of my action. 

In common with all other Members of this body, I shall be 
glad, indeed, if a thorough investigation shall result in com- 
pletely exculpating the Senator from all suspicion of wrong- 
doing. But I deemed it to be my solemn duty, in view of recent 
disclosures, to call for an inyestigation and to lay before the 
Senate the grounds and reasons for this demand. 

If the investigation be had and the Senator from Delaware 
shall be justly exonerated, then the effect of the evidence al- 
ready adduced will be rendered nugatory; but if an investiga- 
tion be denied, or if a full hearing be prevented, then, justly, 
the conclusion will be drawn that those most intimately con- 
cerned stand in fear of the facts. 

It is not my purpose now to argue this case, but simply to 
lay before the Senate in concrete form certain facts in an in- 
quiry which was recently made. 

On the 22d day of January, 1912, the President of the United 

States appointed Cornelius P. Swain United States marshal for 
the district of Delaware and sent said appointment to the Sen- 
ate for confirmation. 

I am not at liberty to disclose the proceedings of the executive 
sessions, but if the newspapers are to be trusted the committee 
exercised remarkable diligence and unusual alacrity in reporting 
the appointment favorably upon the very day it entered the 
Senate. But objections were made by some Senator, and the 
vote reconsidered and the appointment recommitted on Jan- 


uary 23. The nomination was afterwards withdrawn by the 
President on February 13. 

Prior to the withdrawal, and on February 2, there appeared 
before the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee Hon. Wil- 
lard Saulsbury, representing certain objectors to the appoint- 
ment. Cornelius P. Swain also appeared in person and by his 
attorney, Daniel O. Hastings. 

Thereupon Mr. Saulsbury stated, among other things, as fol- 
lows. I quote at some length from his remarks. 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen: I will rebearse again what I have 
already informally stated to the members of the committee who are 
present, in the way of charges filed to the effect that Mr. Swain, the 
appointee, is an unfit and 5 r man to occupy any place connected 
with or near the courts of the United States for the district of Dela- 
ware. * The peau is based on the well-known reputation of 
the appointee in the district as a persistent violator of the criminal pro- 
visions of the Delaware constitution intended to secure purity of 
8 on certain specific violations of said provision hereafter 
mentioned. 


Further, Mr. Saulsbury charged: 


Cornelius P. Swain has notoriously been a vote buyer in the second 
representative district of Sussex County (Northwest Fork Hundred) 
for many years. His reputation in this respect is a fact, as will be 
testified to by 2 25 persons of the greatest respectability in that com- 
munity. * * * Specification 2: That on November 4, 1904, a Repub- 
lican mass meeting was held at Dover, Del. After this meeting, at 
which Dr. Caleb R. Layton presided, and Robert H. Richards, Henry C. 
Conrad, and Walter H. Hayes spoke, an appointment was made with Col. 
bu Ponts manager to meet a number of the old Addicks leaders at 
his, the manager's, office in Wilmington the next day, on Saturday 
November 5, 1904. This appointment was made by a telephone call ot 
one of the candidates on the State ticket, who had learned from the 
Addicks, or Union, Republicans that they were without money for the 
election. Addicks notified United States Senator Allee that he could 
not “make good” for election money. (This was on Thursday or 
Friday, November 3 or 4.) It was said that Col. bu Pont’s manager 
had blocked Addicks on getting his money in New York, and the Repub- 
licans were without money, 


Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Missouri in what 
year this happened? 

Mr. REED. This particular matter that the objector was 
then presenting related to 1904. 

The candidate saw Senator Ailee and told him he could put him, 
Allee, in the vig’ of getting money if Addicks fell down. e candi- 
date telephoned from Allee’s store to Col. pu Poxr's manager in Wil- 
mington, and made the appointment for the meeting next day, Satur- 
daz: November 5. 

n Saturday, November 5, Senator Allee, Dr. R. C. Layton, Robert 
O. Houston, et al., went to Wilmington to Col. pv Poxts manager's 
office, where they saw the colonel and his manager, and discussed p ra 
the money should be spent. 

Bnough paper money could not be had from the Wilmington banks to 
supply the demand, so there was a great amount of gold—in the neigh- 
borhood of fifty or sixty thousand dollars—divided there. It was under- 
stood that $10,000 more would be forthcoming on Monday. 

C. P. Swain, now nominated for United States marshal, took his 
allotment for the second representative district of Sussex County 
(Northwest Fork Hundred) in gold coin $20 gold pieces, done up in 

put it in a satchel and left for home. * * * Dr. George W. 
Marshall, of Milford, Del., was also present at the meeting, which was 
held at the office of Col. pu Pont’s 3 in the Equitable Building. 

When the additional $10,000 was to given out on Monday the 
manager telephoned Senator Allee to come with the man who was to 
get it, as he, the manager, would not otherwise trust that man. 

Swain took the $3, in gold to Bridgeville, Del., where he and his 
ae discussed what they should do with it for safe-keeping over 

unday. 3 

The speaker then charged that the money was divided for 
safe-keeping over Sunday, and that on Monday morning, Novem- 
ber 7, Newell Ball took the money to Philadelphia, had it 
changed into bills of convenient denomination, and divided it at 
the house of John T. Vandenburg, who was then a candidate 
for the legislature. 

Mr. Saulsbury further charged that this money was delivered 
to political workers for the purchase of votes on the following 
day; that there was a carnival of election debauchery at that 
time in Northwest Fork Hundred; and that the money afore- 
said was actually used on election day for the purchase of votes. 

He charged that an office was opened in the harness room of 
H. P. Cannon’s stable, where a cashier was established, and the 
money .paid out for voters from that point. 

He further charged: 

Addicks got some money loosened up on Monday and furnished it to 
his lieutenants, who already had the du Pont money, and in that way 
“cut under” the Colonel (Mr. pu Porr) and his manager; that is, 
Addicks’s old crowd, and so produced the senatorial deadlock in 1905. 

That the legislature thus elected met January 3, 1905, and 
adjourned March 23, 1905, without election of Senator; that a 
special session was called for May 31, 1905, the first vote taken 
on June 12, and Col. pu Ponr (now Senator pu Pont) was 
elected June 13, 1906. 

It will be observed that these charges were directed against 
the confirmation of the said Cornelius P. Swain; that the name 
and alleged action of the Senator from Delaware only came into 
the charges so far as his alleged acts related to the acts and 
character of Mr. Swain; that the charges were limited to the 
election of 1904, except that specification which declared Swain to 
be an unfit and improper man to occupy any place connected 
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with or near the courts of the United States for the district of 
Delaware, and asserted him to be one who had notoriously been 
a vote buyer in the second representative district. 

Thus the issue before the committee was narrowed to an ex- 
amination of facts with which it could be shown Swain was 
personally connected and to his general reputation. 

This was the construction placed upon the issues by the com- 
mittee as is manifested by several rulings, to a few of which I 
call attention. The references to the pages following are to the 
typewritten transcript of the stenographer's notes. 

At page 9 it appears that an objection was made by the attor- 
ney for Mr. Swain on the ground that the matter about to be 
disclosed did not concern Swain. The witness Owens started to 
answer, “Last fall a year ago, 1910, at the election,” when 
he was interrupted by Senator SUTHERLAND with the statement: 

Let me tell you in advance that you should not tell us anything that 
is not in any way connected with Mr. Swain, and unless it is in some 
manner connected with Mr. Swain there is no use to take up our 
time to relate it. 

This ruling was made early in the proceedings, and, speaking 
generally, was adhered to throughout the investigation. Tllus- 
trations will be found at pages 101 and 107, where Senator 
SUTHERLAND made the express ruling: 

We do not want to go into an investigation of general political condi- 
tions in Delaware. We want this testimony confined to Mr. Swain's 

articipation in the matter, and we do not want to go over the whole 
held of what has happened in Delaware. 

Another illustration will be found at page 136 and elsewhere 
in the record. A reading of the record will show that after these 
rulings were made the objectors confined themselves closely to 
those acts of irregularity and criminality with which Swain 
could be directly connected. This narrow boundary not only 
circumscribed the investigation made of the election of 1904, 
but the elections of 1908 and 1910. 

I call attention to these rulings not for the purpose of criticiz- 
ing the committee, but only that the Senate may understand the 
narrow limits within which this investigation was confined. 

The objectors offered proof to show the general reputation of 
Mr. Swain at the time he was appointed. This proof was in the 
form of affidavits and testimony adduced upon the stand. In 
general ternis, the following-named witnesses, viz, Phillip P. 
Jacobs, Charles Owens, William L. Gray, William B. Truitt, 
William H. Whitney, Minos E. Allen, George W. Wiley, Clayton 
S. Elliott, George P. Willen, Charles E. Russell, John G. Allen, 
Edward L. Kinder, Charles Owens, Fred L. Willey, George W. 
Willen, William I. Hubbard, and J. T. Russell, testified that 
Mr. Swain's general reputation was, and for years had been, 
that of a man who was at the head of the buying of votes and 
distributing the money to those who bought votes; that this 
reputation was open and notorious, some of the witnesses stat- 
ing that it had been open and notorious for 25 years. It is but 
fair to say that a number of witnesses testified to the good repu- 
tation of Swain, among them two ministers of the gospel, one 
of whom did not live in the neighborhood. Some of these wit- 
nesses were members of the same local political organization as 
Swain. One of them admitted that he believed Swain had used 
money corruptly, while others admitted they had heard of 
Swain’s reputation being called into question.“ 

The conflict of testimony is, however, unimportant, in view 
of the undisputed fact to which I shall now refer, and the 
further fact that the undisputed evidence shows Swain’s cor- 
rupt practices, in at least one important transaction, to have 
been pursuant to a plan devised in the office of the Senator from 
Delaware. Assuming the facts to be true, as shown by the un- 
disputed evidence, it must therefore be taken as proven that 
the Senator from Delaware recommended Cornelius P. Swain 
for the important position of United States marshal with full 
knowledge of his corrupt practices. 

I pause here long enough to remark that Swain, although 
present on the 2d of February and introducing much evidence 
at that time, did not take the stand in his own behalf; neither 
did he afterwards take the stand, although the hearing was 
adjourned from the 9th of February to the 13th of February 
for the express purpose of affording him that opportunity. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gunmen in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 7 

Mr. OVERMAN. I desire to say that the committee con- 
tinued its hearings for Mr. Swain to give testimony, and when 
we met that morning we received word from the White House 
that Mr. Swain’s name had been withdrawn. His counsel de- 
sired him to make a statement and we desired to hear him, 
but we had no jurisdiction, inasmuch as his name had been 
withdrawn. 


Mr. REED. Very well. Then I take it the President, having 
heard of this evidence, decided the question of Swain’s fitness 
for himself. 

It is also important to consider that his appointment was 
withdrawn, and, so far as appears by the record, while he was 
under fire and without his protest. 

I come now to consider that portion of the testimony which 
bears directly upon these charges and shows the relation of 
the Senator from Delaware to the practices complained of. 

It is important to know that section 7 of article 5 of the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware provides: ; 

Every person who shall pay, promise to pay, transfer or deliver, con- 
tribute or offer to contribute, to be paid or used, any money or other 
valuable thing as an inducement or reward for the giving or with- 
holding, or in any manner influencing the giving or withholding. of a 
vote at any general or special election, etc., shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor and fined not less than 8100 nor more than $5,000 or 
imprisoned for a term of not less than one month nor more than three 
years, or by both such fine and imprisonment, etc. 

There is a further penalty that the person convicted shall 
lose his right of suffrage for 10 years. 

The legislative act of 1903 fixes the statute of limitations at 
two years. 

Whoever, therefore, has violated the provisions of the con- 
stitution aforesaid has placed himself in the class of felons 
and is liable, within the discretion of the court, to a penalty of 
three years’ imprisonment and a fine of $5,000 and disfran- 
chisement for 10 years. Such is the gravity of the acts to which 
I challenge attention. 

The witnesses to whose testimony I now call attention were, 
I think, without exception, most unwilling witnesses, who testi- 
fied only under compulsion. 

It appears from the testimony that for several years there 
have been two factions in the Republican Party in the State of 
Delaware; one of them is the Union Republicans, or Addicks 
faction; the other is the Regular, or du Pont, faction. 

The condition to which the Addicks faction had brought the 
State of Delaware is well described in the testimony of a witness 
for Swain, the Rev. Stephen M. Morgan, who refers to the 
Addicks faction as “the Addicks régime, that had corrupted the 
State there from top to bottom and from north to south.” (Rec- 
ord, p. 67.) 

Mr. Charles Owens testified that prior to the election of 1902 
Swain represented what is known as the du Pont faction, or. 
Regular Republicans. (Record, p. 26.) In 1902 S. H. Nelson was 
a candidate on the Republican ticket, and that Mr. Swain came to 
Mr. T. J. Gray, who appears to have represented the Democrats, 
and got them to nominate Nelson upon their ticket; that the 
Democrats assented to this because they could not elect a Demo- 
crat in that district, and that they hoped to beat the Union, or 
Addicks Republican, candidate. Swain said that he would fur- 
nish all the money that was needed, but that it did not make any 
difference, so that they carried their representative. The rep- 
resentative was what they (du Pont Republicans) wanted. The 
night before election he (Swain) came from Wilmington on one 
of the trains; that he arrived there about 9 o'clock and gave 
Mr. T. J. Gray some money, at least $150 (Record, p. 21); at 
this time Swain said that Mr. pu Porr could not get all the 
money he expected to get—as much money as he expected to 
get—but that he would spare Mr. Gray, or “us,” this quantity 
of money, which he gave him; he said the money was to buy 
votes with. He used the words “buy votes.” (Record, p. 22.) 

Swain was known as the buying manager of the vote buying, 
or manager of the floating element; Mr. Swain made himself 
very watchful with the floating element (Record, p. 28); the 
witness described a floater as a man who sells his vote. (Rec- 
ord, p. 80.) 

The foregoing testimony is principally important in that it 
tends to show Swain's financial dealings with Senator pu Pont 
at this early date. 

Ex-United States Senator J. Frank Allee testified—and I 
shall quote a portion of his testimony in haec yerba—that in 
the year 1904 he was the chairman of the Republican State 
committee of Delaware. He was asked to state the occurrences 
which led to a meeting in Wilmington, Del., a few days prior 
to the election of 1904, at which meeting Mr. Swain, among 
others, was present. (Record, p. 104.) It is interesting to note 
that at this point the attorney for Swain, who had theretofore 
been objecting to any testimony with respect to any meetings at 
which Swain was not shown to be present, arose and formally 
admitted that Swain took $3,000 from this meeting in Wilming- 
ton to Bridgeville. ‘The manifest purpose of this admission 


was to halt the investigation with reference to this meeting. 
Senator SUTHERLAND, however, for the committee, rules that 
they would hear the witness. Ex-Senator Allee then stated in 
substance that he would confine his testimony to Mr. Swain's 
connection with the meeting. The record makes plain the pur- 
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pose of the witness and counsel for Swain to prevent investiga- 
tion of what took place at this meeting, and, manifestly, the 
story was but partly told. (Record, p. 105.) 

Senators who are interested in knowing the exact state of 
the record will find it at page 105. 

However, it appears that on Saturday preceding the election 
on Tuesday, a meeting was held in Wilmington, Del.; ex- 
Senator Allee, then State chairman, and certain other gentle- 
men were there to arrange for the conduct of the campaign; 
that Mr. Swain was in an adjoining room. The witness vehe- 
mently protested against being required to disclose anything with 
which Swain was not directly concerned, and such was the 
ruling of the committee (record, pp. 106-7), and I think the 
committee probably ruled correctly. 

During this colloquy ex-Senator Allee stated: 

If they do want generally what has happened there they had better 
issue a para subpæna for all people prominent in politics in Dela- 
ware. was eee chairman of the State committee, and I 
met people in that connection that I am sorry now I did meet politi- 
cally. (Record, p. 107.) The men I met were the so-called du Pont 
or coe Republican Party. I was with the so-called Union Repub- 
lican Party (the Addicks faction). (Record, p. 108.) 

This was a meeting of the political leaders of the State; it 
was brought about by the knowledge on the part of the people 
who furnished the money that Mr, Addicks at that time had 
not been able to furnish (record, p. 113); it appears that there 
had been a preliminary meeting, but the witness was not per- 
mitted or required to disclose what took place at this prelimi- 
nary meeting. 

Referring, however, to the second meeting, at which the 
money was divided, he testified—and now I quote his exact 
language— 
an appointment was made with me by Mr. Layton to meet two gentle- 
men in Wilmington. They were Henry A. and T. Coleman du Pont; 
that meeting was to discuss ways and means to conduct our campaign 
successfully. 

Now, mark you, this was on Saturday immediately preceding 
the Tuesday on which the election was to be held. 

I do not see where this has any bearing on the Swain end of this 
matter, but I may explain why I was there. I was there as State chair- 
man, and when those arrangements_had been concluded I referred the 
matter to Dr. Marshall, Dr. Layton, the chairmeh of Kent Coun 
Sussex County, and there my connection with the matter ceased. I, 
with Dr. Layton, made the arrangements with T. Coleman du Pont and 
Henry A. pu Pont and then turned it over to what I would call people 
down the line—county chairmen and so on. (Record, p. 114.) 

Referring to this same meeting, witness was asked whether 
any considerable amount of money was distributed (record, p. 
109), and said: 

My impression is it was over $25,000. I can not say the amount. 


He further testified that a sum of money, admitted to be 
83,000, was there turned over to Swain in the office of Henry A. 
pu Pont; that this money was used for the purpose of securing 
the election of governor, the State ticket, and members of the 
legislature. (Record, p. 110.) 

Witness testified that he could not state that the amount was 
between $50,000 and $60,000 (record, p. 114), that this division 
of money occurred on Saturday, that the election was held on 
Tuesday, and that while there were some Saturday night meet- 
ings to be held they were inexpensive. 

Ex-Senator Allee further testified: 


It seems rather hard, with a number of popis at that meeting, that 
you should center on me and bring me here and try to get from me the 
amount of money contributed, when you have it in your own hands. 
Senator pu Pont is here, and you could call him at any minute and ask 
him what he knows about it. (Record, p. 117.) 

Being asked whether he considered Swain a fit man to be 
made United States marshal, the witness said: 


To answer your question frankly, I said in the newspapers that I 
gaw no reason why Swain should not be confirmed; that if Senator 
pu Pont, who contributed the money, should be United States Senator 
and if Mr. Swain is only the common carrier to carry it to Sussex 
County, it Is my judgment that Mr. Swain is fit to be United States 
marshal. (Record, p. 119.) 

A little later the witness added: 

Senator pu Ponr recommends his appointment; it is on his recom- 
mendation that he is appointed. 

It is manifest, Mr. President, from reading the testimony of 
this witness that all of the details with reference to raising this 
money, and the uses to which it was put, were eliminated from 
his testimony, except so far as Swain had immediate connection 
therewith, and it is perfectly manifest that if the testimony had 
been allowed to take a broad and general scope that this witness 
could have told of other agreements by which the du Pont fac- 
tion was to furnish money and the terms upon which it was to 
be furnished. 

It is further extremely probable that this witness could have 
told of the devices employed to prevent Addicks from securing 
money to be used in the election, to the end that the funds con- 
tributed at this meeting might constitute the balance of power 


between the contending factions and enable those who furnished 

it to control the legislature about to be elected. Much light is 

thrown upon this by the testimony of other witnesses, but I 

propose now to follow the $3,000 placed in the hands of Swain 

1555 office of Henry A. bu Porr to its ultimate corrupt distri- 
ution, 


Newell Ball, an ex-member of the legislature, testified : 


That. during the week preceding the election of 1904 there was con- 
siderable uneasiness as to whether the munitions of war should be had. 
On Saturday night prior to the election of 1904 I, together with other 
gentlemen, met Mr. Swain on the arrival of the 6.10 train 33 Wil- 
mington for the purpose of asking him what success he had had. 


Now, that was the train which brought Swain from the office 
of Henry A. pu Pont, where it was admitted $3,000 in gold was 
turned over to him. Continuing the testimony, I read: 


His reply was, Boys, I have pot her.” He said, “ Where can we 
om One gentleman who was with me suggested that we adjourn to 
ouse. e did so. Mr. Swain produci what he said was $3,000 
in $20 gold pieces. It was put out on this 8 dining-room 
table. ecord, p. 121.) So far as my recollection goes, the first matter. 
under discussion was as to what method we would proceed to follow to 
put that $3,000 in $20 gold pieces in usable form. It hardly seemed prac- 
ticable to start out with material of that sort for the purpose for which 
was intended. Various methods were suggested of getting it converted 
into proper currency, but no method suggested seemed 3 until 
I suggested that I had a bank account in Philadelphia. and that m 
relations with the bank officers were very close personally, and that 
could, if it was desired to do so by the representative of the voters of 
that district, who was Mr. Swain—he was a member of the county 
committee, if I am not mistaken—that I would take that $3,000 to 
Philadelphia; that I could take it into the private room of the bank 
to which I referred, and have it changed info the form in which we de- 
sired to have it. 

After considerable discussion, it was decided that I be asked to do so, 
and I did so. (Record, 8 That was on Saturday night. The question 
was su ted as to What disposition should be made of that gold. which 
you know is bulky, in the interim between Saturday night and Monday 
monay They suggested various plans, but it was finally resolved 
into this: That I myself take to my home $2,000, and another gentle- 
man who is now dead, and whose name I would prefer not to mention, 
took the other $1,000. I said, “ Gentlemen, if I am to handle this, I 
want to be sure that you bring it to my house before train time, because 
I don’t want to handle stuff of that sort around the station”; but he 
didn't do as he promissa for some reason, and he gave it to me at the 
station. (Record, p. 123.) 


This brings us to Sunday morning; and it appears that some- 
time on Sunday the custodian of this $1,000—probably because 
it was the Lord’s day and in recognition of the principle that 
“the better the day the better the deed "—this guardian of the 
exchequer proceeded to purloin a portion of the trust fund that 
had been placed in his possession. When the fact was discov- 
ered by Mr. Swain, his righteous soul was wrought with grief, 
his noble spirit charged with agony, that any man born of 
woman could basely lay unholy hands upon the fund that had 
been set aside for the sacred purpose of purchasing votes; and 
although the man who had purloined the fund protested there 
was a debt due to him from the committee and that he had 
only paid himself an honest debt out of the corruption money, 
Swain refused to be swerved from the strict path of duty and 
sternly told the false custodian “'That money is here to buy 
votes and it must not be touched.” So they restored the fund 
to all of its original chastity and started on their way to Phila- 
delphia to have it changed into “a convenient form.” 

I read the commonplace language of the witness: 


Affer we got on the train—Mr. Swain and myself—he said, “ You 
have got the $1,000?” I said, “ Yes.” He said, “Do you know that 
fellow took out a certain sum?” I said, No; did he?” TI sald “I 
am sorry to hear that, because it will place me In a po embarrassing 
position with my bank connections.” e said, He took it out, but I 
= him put it back; I told him that that money was sent here to buy 
votes.” 

Mr. Swain said that this man claimed that he had a bill against the 
committee and that he had paid himself out of this amount: that was 
what Mr. Swain said. Mr. Swain went on to say, “I told him that 
that money was intended for the purpose of buying votes, and if he had 
any bill against the committee he should present his bill and it would 
be paid by private subscription.” (Record, p. 124.) 


Thus it appears that while there is honor among thieves, it 
does not always apply to election rogues. But Brother Swain 
intended that the highest kind of morals should be applied to 
this transaction; and he compelled a restoration of the fund. 

The witness continued: 

I took the money to ene nae and had it changed into fives, tens, 
twos, and ones. (Record, p. 122.) 

Before that time I had been asked to be treasurer of that fund— 

Why, they have this system in Delaware down so fine that 
they run it under parliamentary rules and elect officers with 
due formality and solemnity. 

Before that time— 


Said the witness— 
I had been asked to be treasurer of that fund and see that it was used 
for the purpose for which it was intended. Without having any very 
vivid recollection on the pe rea I think I held that in my possession 
until the 9 day—election day—and I took it down to town and 
to the office which had been selected as my office as treasurer of that 
fund, where I was provided with a clerk and kept books; and that 
$3,000 was paid out in that way. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Paid out for votes? 
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Mr. Batu. Yes. 

Senator Overman. “For the purpose for which this money was in- 
tended,” you said. Was it intended to purchase votes? 

Mr. BALL. Yes; that was my understanding, and that was the pur- 
pose for which it was used. 

Under protest the witness stated that the name of the clerk who kept 
the books and assisted him was Edward Hazard. (Record, p. 125.) 

Mr. Savisstey. Where was this transaction had where he acted as 


clerk? 
Mr. BALL. The office at that election was in a harness room belong- 


ing to Mr. H. P. Cannon's stable in Bridgeville. (Record, p. 126.) 

The office, the vote-buying office, “at that election,” indicating 
that there was a custom which had covered a period of years 
and that at other times other offices had been opened at which 
they kept sets of books. At this particular election, however, 
to which the investigation was confined, it was in Mr. H. P. 
Cannon’s stable, in Bridgeville. 

The witness testified that he had always been a Republican, 
and his father before him. (Record, p. 127.) 

Asked by Senator SUTHERLAND how the money was distrib- 
uted to thé yoters, the witness replied: 

It has been quite a number of years since I was engaged in any- 
thing of that sort. As I said before, since then I have been in a good 
many different lines of business, and my memory is not yery exact on 
it; but my impression is that certain active young men, who have the 
best interests of the pa at heart—or, at least, who are anxious to 
reach success, no matter by what means—go out, and they find a man 
leaning a st a fence who had not disposed of his vote and they 
flicker with him and make a bargain for whatever sum may be satis- 
factory to him; ge Brod him in and vote him, or by some method 
satisfy themselves t they get what they pay for. Workers bring 
their men into the treasurer’s office and say, vi 7 7 to give John 
Jones fiye. ten, fifteen, or whatever it may be,” and that is paid if they 
have voted according to the agreement, and the book is kept, “John 
Jones, by William Smith, $10,” and so on. 

Why, it appears, sir, that they have the system of vote selling 
and yote buying reduced to about the same point where it is 
conducted much as are public sales by auction. They have 
clerks, they keep books, they have offices. When they refer to 
the purchase of voters they use the very terms they would em- 
ploy if they were referring to ordinary sales of merchandise, 

Notice the expression, “ Find a man who has not yet disposed 
of his vote.” Notice the other expression, “If they get what 
they bought.“ And throughout this record you will find there is 
a language of fraud. There is a yocabulary of corruption which 
is applied with the same laconic indifference we display when 
We use ordinary commercial terms at the stock yards if we are 
buying cattle or bartering in hogs. 

After the testimony which I have just read was given, Senator 
SUTHERLAND inquired, with a maidenlike innocence that was 
refreshing and an astonishment that appears to haye been 
genuine: 

And the yoter understands that he is to vote in a particular way for 
that sum of money? , 

Mr. BALL— 

Mr. Ball’s answer left no room for doubt he was himself a 
business man representing business men, who had introduced 
business methods into politics. Doubtless he felt rather piqued 
at the intimation of doubt expressed in the question. Here is 
the answer: j 

Well, Senator, I don't think that they usually trust an understanding. 
It is customary to follow some sort of method to be certain— 

Notice the commercial phrase— 
that the goods for which the money is paid are delivered. There are 
various methods of satisfying themselves as to that. (Record, p. 127.) 

Senator Overman inquired whether Swain was on this occa- 
sion active in bribing voters himself or did he do it through his 
lieutenants, The witness replied: 

I don't believe I can answer that question; I was closely confined to 
my duties in this office as treasurer, and I was not outside. I really 
don't know what Mr. Swain did. Possibly if the books had been kept 
and could be produced they would indicate. 

The witness testified there were between 400 and 500 floaters 
in that district; that the whole $3,000 was spent that day for 
the purpose of buying their yotes. (Record, p. 129.) His 
impression was that an additional thousand dollars was also ex- 
pended; that there were purchased by the moneys on hand that 
day from 350 to 400 votes—practically the entire floating vote. 
That there was paid about $10 for each vote. (Record, p. 130.) 

This witness belonged to the Addicks branch of the Repub- 
lican faction. It appears that Swain, representing the du Pont 
faction, procured this money in DU Ponts office, and turned it 
over to Ball, of the Addicks faction, who acted as treasurer, 
kept the books, and paid out the money. (Record, p. 181.) 

The witness further testified: 

I think I am safe in saying that there have been la 
money spent there since 1908, since the p: e of the election law. 
% + Every election, it is the general belief, that they (the float- 
ers) will sell their votes. (Record, p. 132.) 

The witness, however, only gave this as his general impres- 
sion. (Record, pp. 132 and 134.) 


sums of 


The witness testified— * 


that various methods have been produced to satisfy the purchaser that 
he gets the goods he pays for. That so far as his own slight knowledge 
and experience go, the most satisfactory method has been to provide the 
voters assistants * * * and to provide him with a Seed its of but- 
tons, which is his certificate, and which entitled him to the sum agreed 
upon by the worker. (Record, p. 135.) 

Mr. Saulsbury sought to show when these buttons were used, 
but was not permitted to do so, because he could not state that 
could show Mr. Swain’s connection therewith. (Record, p. 136.) 
Neither was the witness permitted to tell where the additional 
thousand dollars came from which was furnished for use at this 
election. (Record, p. 137.) 

I here make the suggestion that it may be very interesting to 
follow that thousand dollars and learn where it came from, and 
it may be very interesting to inquire how these buttons were 
distributed by the voters’ assistant. 

I pause long enough at this time to say that the record suf- 
ficiently discloses what a “ voters’ assistant“ is under the laws 
of the State of Delaware. He is a man who is permitted to go 
into the booth to ‘‘assist the voter“ in casting his vote; and it 
is through the voters’ assistant scoundrels make sure that the 
poor wretch who sells his honor and betrays his country and 
makes of himself a criminal has in fact done so. It is through 
the yoters’ assistant that the button is delivered to the miserable 
wretch, which is at once his certificate that he has betrayed his 
country, his conscience, his honor, and his God, and that he is 
entitled to his share of the bribe money at the office of the 
treasurer of the corruption fund. 

I pass to another witness. 

John T. Vandenburg testified that he saw the package con- 
taining the money brought by Swain; that it was carried to his 
house; he corroborated Ball’s testimony with reference to the 
division of the money. He, however, denies guilty knowledge. 

This Mr. Vandenburg was the Union Republican candidate for 
the legislature at that time. He evidently sought to avoid 
the admission of criminal responsibility in the transaction, and 
in a painful manner undertook to avoid the cross-questioning of 
Senator SUTHERLAND by saying that the money might have 
been used to hire workers at $10 per day. It is perfectly mani- 
fest, however, that this witness was merely dodging. ‘This, 
however, is immaterial in view of the positive testimony that 
8 Se actually used in bribing voters. (Record, pp. 144 
to 

Other testimony was given of a corroborative nature. All 
the foregoing evidence with relation to the election of 1904 
stands undenied in the record. Not one syllable of it is chal- 
lenged by a living witness, although Swain was present with an 
able attorney and was here at the threshold of his own State 
where witnesses were accessible. If, then, this testimony is to 
be taken as true, Henry A. pu Pont, upon the very eve of the 
election of 1904, contributed the sum of $25,000 to be used on 
election day, and $3,000 of this sum was followed to its ultimate 
disposition and was shown to have been used in the wholesale 
scheme of bribery. This money was used in part to secure the 
election of a member of the legislature. 

The evidence is sufficient to warrant the conclusion that the 
use of this money resulted in returning to the legislature men 
who were committed to Henry A. pu Pont. It is a matter of 
public history, and was charged at this hearing, that a legisla- 
tive deadlock occurred between the Addicks and du Pont fac- 
tions, but that finally Henry A. pu Porr was, on the 13th day 
of June, 1906, sent to the United States Senate by the votes of 
members of the legislature, a number of whom, at least, were 
elected by these corrupt practices, and with du Pont money. 

The evidence undoubtedly did not disclose the entire amount 
of money contributed, because it was circumscribed to meet the 
limits of the particular investigation; but if we limit ourselves 
to the proof actually adduced, more than $25,000 was in fact 
contributed. The magnitude of this fund can only be appre- 
ciated by Senators from large and populous States when I say 
there are but three counties in the State of Delaware and that 
its total voting population, as indicated in this record, does not 
exceed approximately 42,000. Why, there are 20,000 more voters 
than that in,the little western city in which I reside. In this 
small State $25,000, and probably $60,000, was distributed. 
The magnitude of the fund under these circumstances ought to 
be appreciated. If a similar amount of money per voter were 
to be distributed in the State of New York or in any other of 
the large States it would shock the conscience of the American 
people, as indeed the expenditure of any sum of money for cor- 
rupt purposes ought to shock the conscience, and does shock the 
conscience of every decent man in this Republic. 

I come now to consider the evidence so far as it discloses 
irregularities in subsequent elections. As a result of the elec- 
tion of 1904 Henry A. pu Ponr took his seat in the United 
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States Senate. There came after that the elections of 1906, 
1908, and 1910, and the legislature elected in 1910 returned him 
once more to his seat in this body. 

As to this branch of the testimony, I intend to deal with 
great frankness and to lay it before the Senate for just what 
it is worth. Mark you, this investigation was all the time 
limited to Swain, and when Swain’s connection could not be 
shown there the investigation halted. I say again I am not 
repeating this to criticize the committee, because I think they 
properly kept within the bounds they set; but it is important 
to understand that these limitations were fixed to the end that 
we may know that the disclosures here are but of the most 
partial character. 

It appears that Mr. Swain, the trusted agent, if the testimony 
is to be believed, of the du Pont forces, did not cease his politi- 
cal activities in the field of vote buying when the polls closed 
in November, 1904. He was still a faithful laborer in the du 
Pont vineyard. Let us again refer to the record: 

W. A. Draper testified that he resided at the:town of Bridge- 
ville and had been tax collector there; that he was present at 
a meeting at Mr. Swain’s house just prior to the election of 1908. 
(Record, p. 156.) At this meeting Mr. Reese Layton, Thomas 
Ake, John Dimes, and others were present. 

Mr. Swain had a list there to draw off names to deliver to 
certain ones to look after the day of election. This was a 
meeting of the political workers of that precinct or hundred. 
These gentlemen had sheets of paper and were taking down 
certain names to look after (record, p. 157); that as the names 
were called off Swain would occasionally say, “I will take that 
one myself,” and other names were assigned to different political 
workers. These were the names of men known as floaters. 
“ By floaters, I mean the purchasable element among the voters; 
floaters is the name they go by.” (Record, p. 158.) Mr. 
Swain did not mention any money to be paid to these voters. 

Then the witness was asked what Swain did do, and this was 
his reply: 

He held up his hand, and he said, “ That much for the colored ones 
1 holding up one hand and extending his fingers] and that much 
or the white ones [witness nuna up both hands and extending his 
fingers]. That meant $5 and $10, the way I understood it—$5 for the 
colored voters and $10 for the white voters. 

Mr. Swain is at the head of the political organization in that hun- 
dred, as I understand it. I am a Republican, fRecord, p. 159.) 

Incidentally, this witness testified that at a previous election, 
when Swain was himself a candidate for the legislature against 
Layton, Swain had offered witness's own father $20 for his 
vote. (Record, p. 160.) 

The witness stated that at this meeting in 1908 he took a list 
of yoters. He was asked if he made any agreements with the 
voters to pay them for their votes. He protested that he had 
not been subpoenaed to answer that question, and when in- 
formed by Senator SUTHERLAND that he could not be compelled 
to incriminate himself, if, in his judgment, the answer would 
incriminate him, witness refused to answer. (Record, p. 161.) 
Witness, however, testified that he received money after the 
election to pay off his voters, and that the money he received 
was $80 (record, p. 164); that this amount corresponded with 
the sheet which had been given him before the election; that 
at the meeting Cornelius Swain had said, “ Bring in your list 
after election of the men you have bought,” and that he would 
see that we were taken care of. (Record, p. 165.) 

It appears that something had occurred which alarmed this 
band of rogues at this time; they did not proceed so boldly ; they 
did not have an open office for buying votes; thay did not 
set up a bookkeeper to keep tally. They had now arranged to 
divide the voters out by means of lists and to make agreements 
by word of mouth with the voters. The voter had to trust to 
their honor afterwards for payment, and the payments were 
made subsequent to the election, each man bringing in his list 
of the men he had bought, and the money was then paid through 
the instrumentality of Mr. Swain or his associates. 

Robert Reese Layton testified that he attended the meeting at 
Swain’s house in 1908; that he was called there, as was custom- 
ary in that district, to ascertain the number of purchasable 
votes, or number of straight votes, or number of colored people, 
or number of white people, or number of Democrats, or to 
analyze the lists. 

I presume that was one object of the meeting. (Record, p. 169.) 

That the lists were analyzed, and different ones would take 
different names. They would read off a man’s name, and as a 
man’s name was read out different people would condescend to 
look after these people on election day. (Record, p. 170.) 

Note the language: 


Different people would condescend to look after those people on elec- 
tion day, 
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Senator SUTHERLAND asked him the following question: 


I understand you to say that you understood something of the 
ges 303 of the votes being purchased. What do you mean by that? 
. Layton, Well, that was the object of the meeting. 
Senator SUTHERLAND. How do you know that? 
Mr. Layton, That is why I went there. 
Senator SUTHERLAND. That was the thing operating in your mind? 
Mr. Layton. Yes. (Record, p: 171.) 


Further on witness testified that when the different ones took 
the list of names the object of that was to purchase the votes. 
(Record, p. 172.) 

Witness was asked whether he took a list at this meeting, and 
answered, “I don't like to specifically state.“ He was further 
asked whether he received any money at that time, or after- 
wards, in connection with the election. He answered, “I don’t 
especially want to answer that.” (Record, p.174.) His attention 
being directed to the fact that the two-year statute of limitations 
avoided any prosecution, witness stated, “ Well, I don’t care to 
be published all over the State as being implicated in buying 
votes.“ (Record, p. 175.) 3 

Again, on page 176, witness declined to state whether he had 
iaf any money at this meeting for the purpose of buying 
votes. 

The foregoing evidence with reference to the election of 1908. 

This brings us to the election of 1910. Frank M. Jones was 
the deputy attorney general in Sussex County, Del. He testified 
that in the performance of his duty he undertook to investigate 
certain election matters in Northwest Fork Hundred at the 
election of 1910. Under the law he is authorized to summon 
witnesses before him and take their affidavits. He produced 
before the committee various affidavits relating to that election. 

But again, while his examination had extended, at least we 
are warranted in inferring, throughout the State, his testimony 
was confined to his investigation of Swain's corruption. There- 
fore we are narrowed again to an investigation simply of the 
Bridgeville yoting precinct, and to that alone. 

One of these affidavits was that of Samuel Scott, and I think 
if the Senate will bear with me I will read that affidavit: 


Samuel Scott, of North West Fork Hundred, Sussex County, and 
State of Delaware, being duly sworn on the Holy Evangels of the Al- 
ay. God by Frank M. Jones, deputy attorney general of the State 
of aware for Sussex County, deposes and says as follows: 

William J. Swain saw me down near the railroad station in Bridge- 
ville on, Saturday before the last election, November 5 of the present 
year, and he says to me, “Sam, ain't you pas to help us at the elec- 
tion?” and I says, “ Will, I don't see how I can, for I have got to carry 
my potatoes to the potato house.” And he says, „For God's sake get 
out and help us and you shall be well paid for it.” I don't know as 
I made him any answer, but went on home. 

I went out and did some work for the Republican Party that after- 
noon, but made no promises to the voters as to the amount of money 
they would get, as I had not been told how much to promise. I don’t 
think I saw Mr. Swain any more until the following Monday night, the 
pant before the election, when I walked down to Mr. John Dimes's 
store— 


Dimes was the man concerned in the elections of 1908, and the 
same crowd are operating now in 1910— 


and I saw Mr. Nell“ Swain right in front of the store. He walked 
up to me and put his hand on my shoulder and he says to me, What 
do you know?” I says to him, “I don’t know much"; and he says, 
“What do you mean by not knowing much?” I don't believe I an- 
swered him; and then he says to me, “ Whatever information you want, 
yt it from Will Swain or John Dimes.” I hung around waiting for 

ill, and after awhile he came to the store, and I says to him, Will, 
what are you going to do?” And he whispered to me, “Sam, you can 

romise $10." That was all that was said then, and I went home. 
lection morning I came down town and met Mr. Cornelius P. Swain on 
the corner by Sudler Bros. store. We talked awhile, and I says, 
“Say, Mr. Swain, are you back of these boys—what they tell me?” 
He says, “Who?” I says, Will Swain and John Dimes.” He put 
his hand on vf shoulder and says, “I am. I would sell my house and 
lot but what I would back up what they say. Go ahead and do what 
they say.” Then I went to knocking around to see the boys. I did 
not hunt any votes that day—-just merely stood around in a position 
so that them I had seen Saturday could see me, All the men I had 
seen on Saturday, except one, came to me. 

They would come to me and whisper and say,“ What can you do?“ 
And I told them to get Mr. Will Swain to mark their tickets and I 
would see that they got $10 apiece I saw George Polk, colored; Wil- 
liam Dashiells, colored; James Hastings; Michael Hastings ; John Dono- 
van; William Brumble, colored: Jacob Todd; Thomas Todd; William 
Walls; Charles H. Walls; and Frank Rickards. 

I put the names down on my book as I saw each man, After the 
pona had closed I gave my book to Mr. Jim Todd and asked him to give 
t to Mr. John Dimes to hand it to Mr. Will Swain. 5 e ght 
I came down to Mr. Dimes’s store and Mr. Swain was there. e had 
my book with the names, and we went over it together and checked off 
the names, and when we came to the name of a colored man Mr. Swain 
said they were paying them off with $5. There were eight white men 
at $10 apiece and three colored men at $5 apiece, making $95. Mr. 
Swain says, “Sam, what will satisfy you for your work?” I says, 
“©, anything you say will be satisfactory to me.” He then made a 
figure 10 and asked me if that would do. I said, “ Yes.” That made a 
hundred and five dollars. Mr. Will Swain drew a roll of money out of 
his pocket and counted out some and laid it down on the counter 
behind the water cooler, and says to Mr. Dimes, “ Here, John, count 
that.” Mr. Dimes got i out of his chair walked across and counted 
it, and says, There's a hundred and five.” Will says, “ That's right.” 
Then Mr. Dimes put it down on the counter and I picked it up, rolled 
it together, and stuck it in my hip pocket, I did not look at it or 
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count it at that time, 
Willin’s house last night, counted i 


I brought the same roll down to Mr. George W. 
and marked each bill. I marked 
one of them ‘Samuel Scott and all the others I marked “ S. Scott.” 


They were all $5 bills. There were 21 of them. After I marked them 
I put them all in an envelope and sealed them up. When this money 


was paid over to me Mr. Horace Sudler was in the store and within a 
few feet of me. Mr. Will Dimes was also there and not many feet 
away. Mr. Russell Short was also in the store and very close to us. 


This affidavit was subscribed and sworn to on the 12th day of 
November, 1910. 

It appears from all the evidence, which I will not take time 
to read, that the deputy attorney general of the State was ad- 
vised of this transaction and that these bills were marked under 
his direction. 

On a later date, the 22d of November, this man makes another 
affidavit: 

Samuel Scott, being first duly sworn according to law, deposes and 
says as follows: 

rank Rickards, one of the men I promised $10 to vote the 15 65 
lican ticket on last election day, came to my house last Tuesday night, 
November 15, 1910, and I paid him the $10 in my wagon house. This 
was about 7 o'clock in the evening. I paid him two $5 bills. He took 
the money and left. The same night I paid Mr. James Hastings the 
$10 I had promised him for voting the Republican ticket. I paid him 
two $5 bills at the same place. I should {pase it was about half past 
7 when I paid him—in the evening. This was Tuesday night. the 
day the law was off for shooting. The same night I paid John Dono- 
van the $10 I had promised him for voting the Republican ticket. 
I gave him two $5 bills in the same place, in my wagon house, imme- 
— after I had paid Mr. Hastings. 

I then d Michael Hastings the $10 I had promised him. I gave 
him two $5 bills also, at the same place, right after I had paid Mr. 
Donovan. These three men drove up to my house together in a buggy, 
but I did not pay any one of the three in the presence of either of the 
others. There was a lighted lantern in my wagon house at the 
gave these men the money. 

I will not read the rest of the affidavit; but it goes on and 
discloses where he paid out every dollar of this money to these 
11 rougish gentlemen who had been selling their rights as 
American citizens. É 

The evidence discloses, Mr. President, that there were some 
prosecutions thereafter, but only one or two of these men 
were convicted. I believe one or two ran away, and if we are 
to credit the facts sworn to we may well ask whether the leprosy 
of corruption has spread itself into the very temples of justice 
of the State of Delaware, because such things as these can not 
be and long continue where there are courts that honestly ad- 
minister the Jaw. They appear to have long continued in that 
State. 

The affidavits that were filed, while they are limited as to 
the territory they cover, nevertheless disclose the fact that the 
same system of corruption existed in 1910 that existed in 1904. 
The affidavits and the testimony disclose the fact that in 1902 
Swain was the trusted agent of the du Pont faction. In 1904 
we trace Swain to the very office of the Senator from Delaware 
and there show the distribution of this large sum of money. 

We trace $3,000 of it down until it actually passes into the 
corrupt hands of the voters through the foul hands of Swain. 
We trace this money again in 1908, where a certain set of gen- 
tlemen are operating through Mr. Swain, and we find Mr. Swain 
in 1908 returning with the money from the town in which the 
Senator from Delaware keeps his office, and from the very town 
where the money was distributed in 1904. We trace again the 
corrupt use of the money in 1910 by the same corrupt agent. 

The investigation was narrowed to Swain, always to Swain; 
never beyond the skirts of Swain’s garments could the wit- 
nesses or the investigators go. I say again I do not criticize 
the committee for that. I think their ruling was the correct 
ruling of lawyers trying a particular matter, but as we con- 
front this question as Senators we must look at it in its broader 
light, and we must know that not all of the corruption took 
place through the hands of Mr. Swain, and we must know as 
Senators that it is our duty to look further. 

I challenge your attention to this fact, that if this testimony 
is true—God knows I hope and pray it is not true; I hope it 
for the sake of the State of Delaware; I hope it for the sake 
of the Senator from that State; I hope it for the sake of this 
body that ought not to be defiled by any improper conduct— 
but if it be true, then we are forced to the inevitable conclusion 
that the Senator from Delaware knew that his man Swain’s 
hands were covered with the slime of corruption; that for 25 
years he had been a defiler of the electorate of his State; that 
for a quarter of a century he had been a sapper and miner, 
digging beneath the citadels of Delaware, beneath the founda- 
tion of our civilization; and yet, nevertheless, he causes his name 
to be sent to this body that we may put the insignia of our 
approval upon the name of a man of that kind. To recom- 
mend that such a man as this should be put close to the courts of 
Delaware, put into the very halls of justice, given the au- 
thority to stand within the shadow of the figure of equity, to 
recommend that this vote buyer, this corruptionist, to be put 
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in charge of juries and of witnesses is an offense against the 
Senate. If the Senator from Delaware did this, and did it 
knowingly, then he is not worthy of a place in this body. If 
any Senator has done that and that alone, then he is guilty of 
an act that calls loudly upon this body to vindicate its honor 
and to protect the credit of the American people. If these wit- 
nesses have testified falsely, then let it be shown before a com- 
mittee of the Senate, and if vindication shall come and the 
hands of the Senator from Delaware shall be found to be clean, 
I shall gladly lift my voice to cheer that result. But, sir, if 
this evidence is true, you can not ignore it and preserve the 
chastity and the integrity of the United States Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Idaho to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. REED. I beg the Chair's pardon, but I made a motion 
not to refer the resolution to a committee, but that the resolu- 
tion be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But in the face of a motion to 
refer that motion could not be made. 

a REED. My motion was made before the motion to 
refer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That would not make any differ- 
ence. A motion to refer to a committee would have precedence 
over a motion for the adoption of any resolution. 

Mr. REED. Let me state it to the Chair, and if I am wrong 
I shall be content. The resolution before the Senate in itself 
calls for an investigation by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. I made a motion to adopt that resolution. That mo- 
tion was pending. Now, if the Chair rules that a motion to 
refer it to the committee, without permitting a vote upon my 
motion, is correct, I shall be content, if that is the parliamen- 
tary situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is now obliged to an- 
nounce that the hour of 4 o’clock having arrived, the resolution 
goes to the calendar. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business may be temporarily laid aside, giving notice at 
the same time that when the unfinished business is again 
reached I shall press for its consideration. 9 

-The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire that the unfinished busi- 
ness be temporarily laid aside? The Chair hears none, 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 299, which is a question of the 
highest privilege. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will announce the 
8 of privilege which is called up by the Senator from 

0. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 299, Senate resolution 
136, a resolution directing the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to investigate certain charges relative to the election 
of Isaac STEPHENSON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the motion 
of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It stands on my motion that the report of 
the committee be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; that is the pending question, 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho has the 
floor, if he desires to occupy it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to occupy it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HEYBURN. For the purpose of stating his purpose. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I want to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Do I understand that the so-called Stephenson resolu- 
tion comes up as a matter of right, without the question of its 
consideration being submitted to the Senate for a vote? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Oh, yes; it is a matter of the high- 
est privilege. It ean be called up, and is called up as a matter 
of the highest privilege. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. And it is considered by the Senate 
regardless of any action the Senate may wish to take? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. It is up. The Senate can dispose 
of it after itis up. It is up as a matter of privilege. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I feel it a duty, hav%ig 
charge of this measure, to press it for consideration. It in- 
volves the right of a Member of this body to his seat in this 
body as a Senator. There can be no more important question. 
A few days since I made a general statement intended to present 
the question to the Senate. I now desire more specifically and 
very briefly to present the questions involved. 

The question is whether or not in the election of Senator 
STEPHENSON by the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin there 
were used corrupt methods. There are certain conceded facts 
that should be stated as a premise to anything that may be 
said. It is admitted that the Legislature of Wisconsin on the 
26th day of January, 1909, entered upon the performance of its 
constitutional duty to elect a Senator from that State to this 
body. 

The law is specific and definite as to what shall occur at that 
time. It is conceded that the legislature was organized prior 
to that date and was in a position to perform this duty. The 
statute of the United States reads as follows, referring to the 
election of Senators: 

Src. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: 
Each house shall openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, 
name one person for Senator in Congress from such State, and the name 
of the person so voted for who receives a majority of the whole number 
of votes cast in each house shall be entered on the journal of that house 
by the clerk or secretary thereof; or if either house fails to give such 
majority to 8 person on that dax, the fact shall be entered on the 
journal. At 12 o'clock meridian of the day following that on which 

roceedings are required to take place as aforesaid the members of the 
wo houses shall convene in joint assembly, and the journal of each 
house shall then be read, and if the same person has received a majority 
of all the votes in each house he shall be declared duly elected Senator. 

On the 26th day of January, 1909, a vote was taken on the 
election of a United States Senator, each house voting sep- 
arately. In the senate Mr. STEPHENSON received a majority 
of all the votes cast. On the same day, in the house, Mr. STE- 
PHENSON received a majority of all the votes cast. Pursuant to 
the provisions of the act of Congress, on Wednesday, January 
27, being the next day, at noon, the two houses met in joint 
convention. The lieutenant governor presiding, stated—I call 
attention to his statement— 


Gentlemen of the joint convention, you are assembled here for the 
urpose of ee B head choice for United States Senator. In order 
o comply with the eral law the clerk of the senate and the clerk of 

the assembly will read from the journal of each house, respectively, the 

roceedings of the preceding day with reference to the election of a 
Bnited States Senator. 

That was entirely regular and in conformity with the statute. 


The chief clerk of the senate read the journal of the senate of Janu- 
ary 26, 1909, and the chief clerk of the assembly read the journal of 
the assembly of January 26, 1909. n 

In each case it appeared from the redding of the journal that 
Isaac STEPHENSON had received a majority of all the votes cast. 
The statute says that it is the duty of the presiding officer to 
declare the party receiving the majority of the votes in each 
house to be elected a Senator. The presiding officer failed in 
the performance of that duty, notwithstanding the records 
clearly disclosed the facts that Mr. STEPHENSON had received a 
majority of all the votes cast. 

It is contended by some that the failure of the presiding 
officer to announce the election of Isaac STEPHENSON prevented 
the statute from operating in favor of his election. The an- 
nouncement of the result of that vote was purely an adminis- 
trative or executive act on the part of the presiding officer. It 
can not for a moment be accepted as a fact that the failure of 
that officer to perform his duty could in any way affect the 
yalidity of the election, because it is determined not by a vote 
in the joint meeting of the two houses, but it is declared by 
the disclosure of the record that ISAAC STEPHENSON received the 
majority of all the votes cast in each house. 

I submit as an inevitable conclusion that his election was 
complete, whether or not the presiding officer should perform 
his duty. Otherwise it would rest within the power of a pre- 
siding officer to defeat the will of the legislature, and such a 
condition was neyer contemplated by those who enacted the 
statute under which Senators are elected. 

I contend that on the day of the meeting of the two houses in 
joint session ISAAC STEPHENSON was elected a Senator from the 
State of Wisconsin to the United States Senate, regardless of 
the failure of the presiding officer to declare the result. The 
declaration of the result is not made any part of the election 
of the Senator. He had been elected in each house, and the 
purpose of the joint assembly’s action was only to declare that 
fact. That fact being shown by the reading of the records, then 
Isaac STEPHENSON’s election was complete. . 

Now, Mr. President, for some reason, known, perhaps, only to 
those who participated in it, there was this attempt to defeat 
the will of the Legislature of Wisconsin, so that by withholding 


the announcement they could render nugatory the action of 
the two houses of the legislature. I do not believe that any 
Senator in this body would be willing to subscribe to such a 
doctrine. It makes some difference whether or not Isaac 
STEPHENSON was elected a Senator on the 27th day of January 
or on the 4th day of March. Regardless of the statute of the 
United States the presiding officer failed to make the announce- 
ment, and proceeded to call for the vote of the members of the 
legislature comprising the joint meeting of the two houses. 
They continued to vote upon that question, which had been al- 
ready settled, until the 4th day of March. At no time between 
the 27th day of January and the 4th day of March did any 
person receive a majority of the votes of the two houses in joint 
meeting. It was not necessary that he should, but it seems 
that there was an acquiesence, which could not defeat the 
statute. There was an acquiesence in this procedure until the 
4th day of March, and on that day Isaac STEPHENSON received 
a majority of all of the members voting in this continuous joint 
meeting of the two houses. 

He was elected on the 27th of January. If we were to con- 
cede that that election was not complete, then he was elected 
beyond controversy on the 4th day of March. It will probably 
be necessary for Senators voting upon this question to arrive at 


a conclusion in regard to that matter—that is, as to whether or - 


not the election was complete when the record of the two houses 
voting in separate session was read in the joint session of the 
two houses. But whatever their conclusion in that regard may 
be, they must conclude from the record, and it is not denied 
that the record speaks truly that he was elected on the 4th day 
of March. 

Now, the charges of corruption in regard to the election on 
the 4th day of March consist in the contention that upon that 
day the absence of three members of that joint assembly was 
brought about by corrupt means; that is to say, that they were 
bribed to absent themselves upon that day in order that the 
balance of the contention or controversy might result differently 
than it would have resulted had they been present. 

There were three members absent on that day. Had they 
been present the vote might have been a tie; it might not. 
Those members, in regard to whom the charge is made, were 
Mr. Farrell, a Democrat; Mr. Ramsey, a Democrat; and Mr. 
‘Towne, a Democrat. It is contended that had those three men 
been present the 65 votes received by Mr. STEPHENSON would 
not have constituted a majority, and, I repeat, it is charged that 
their absence was procured by fraud and corruption. The facts 
disclosed by the record—and I think no one will have the 
temerity to question those facts—are that Mr. Ramsey was 
paired with a Republican member who had been ill for some 
weeks and was confined to his home away from the capital; 
that Mr. Farrell, as he said under oath, had grown tired of the 
controversy between Republican factions and voluntarily ab- 
sented himself; and that Mr. Towne, for similar reasons, ab- 
sented himself. 

Now, unless you impeach the pair of Mr. Ramsey the result 
would still have been the same, because had Mr. Farrell and 
Mr. Towne both been present then Mr. STEPHENSON would still 
have had a majority of all the members present and voting. 

Mr. Ramsey is dead, but testimony that can not be controverted 
was introduced and is in the record showing that he procured 
this pair through a party entirely disassociated with the con- 
troversy and, therefore, had he remained in the chamber he could 
not haye yoted. Pairs were recognized in the Legislature of 
Wisconsin on the yote for Senator all through the record of the 
proceedings. 

Were we to admit that the absence of Farrell and Towne 
was procured by some one other than Mr. STEPHENSON, by 
bribery or any other corrupt means, we would still have to con- 
cede the election of Mr. STEPHENSON, because their presence 
would not have changed the result; and unless you can success- 
fully impeach the pair of Mr. Ramsey, even conceding that Mr. 
STEPHENSON had not been elected on the 27th of January, we 
must concede that he received a majority of all the votes cast 
in that joint session on the 4th of March. If corruption had 
been attempted and had resulted in securing the absence of 
Towne and Farrell, then it would not have affected the result. 

Now, that states it as the record states it and as it will not 
be controverted on this floor. 

The testimony introduced disclosed the fact that no corrup- 
tion was used; that those men absented themselves in order to 
be rid of an annoying condition, recognizing the fact that it was 
a controversy between factions of a party and not between two 
political parties. 

Mr. President, the next charge is that Mr. STEPHENSON, acting 
through others, bribed or attempted to bribe members of the 
legislature. The testimony utterly failed to establish it. They 
came before the committee with an exaggerated statement that 
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one hundred or two hundred thousand dolars, or varying 
sums—always in large figures—had been used for the purpose 
of attempting to corrupt the legislature. 

The testimony utterly failed to establish any such condi- 
tion. The men who were charged with knowledge of the alleged 
fact were brought before the committee and utterly failed to 
substantiate that charge. They charged that one Mr. Hines 
had been instrumental in attempting to bribe the legislature. 
The testimony absolutely annihilated that charge. It was 
shown that no offer had been made and that no attempt had 
been made to influence the legislature through Mr. Hines or 
any other person. 

At one stage of the proceeding it was charged that there was 
a meeting in Milwaukee where it was planned to bribe these 
three absent members, A witness had testified before the 
legislative committee that he looked over the window transom 
into a room and saw these members, alleged to have been 
bribed, receive money at the hands of one Mr. Regan. Even 
that committee refused, after an investigation of the premises, 
to attach any importance to it, because it was disclosed that 
there was no transom over the door in the room, and that no 
single fact claimed by that witness had any foundation what- 
ever. He was afterwards indicted for perjury for swearing to 
that statement and convicted, and is serving his sentence under 
that judgment of conviction. 

Now, so much for the charge of corruption in the legislature. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly; at any time. 

Mr. SWANSON. Was there any reason given why the presid- 
ing officer of the joint assembly failed to announce the election 
which had been held the previous day? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There was no explanation of that. 

Mr. SWANSON. As to whether it had been done negligently 
or willfully? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was simply done without any explana- 
tion. There was a contention that members of the assembly 
present and not voting should be counted in order to determine 
whether or not the votes cast for Mr. STEPHENSON constituted a 
majority. I think no one will be troubled with that contro- 
versy, however, because the legislature was convened in regular 
session, a constitutional quorum was present, and out of that 
constitutional quorum the result was obtained. Members who 
refused to vote or absented themselves from the chamber did 
not succeed in effecting the purpose, if they had one. 

Now, Mr. President, that leaves Senator STEPHENSON on the 
record the duly elected Senator from that State. This Senate 
would not allow any person to take advantage of his own wrong 
act. Mr. STEPHENSON having received that majority could not 
be defeated of the purpose of the election by a failure of the 
presiding officer to announce the next day a result where the 
law placed the responsibility upon him. 

During the campaign between the primaries and the general 
election it is not charged that Mr. STEPHENSON was guilty of 
any act of corruption. He contributed to the State campaign 
fund the sum of $2,000 for the general purposes and expenses 
of the campaign. Others did the same, or rather contributed in 
other amounts. So the record between the primary and the 
general election at which the legislature was elected is abso- 
lutely clean. The record between the time of the election of 
the legislature and the election of the Senator, either on Jan- 
uary 27 or March 4, whichever you choose to accept, is abso- 
lutely clear and clean of any charge of fraud. If any was 
attempted it was fruitless; it did not affect and could not affect 
the election. 

Now we come to the third ground urged against the validity 
of his election, and that is the primary election. In Wisconsin 
they have undertaken to circumvent the Constitution of the 
United States by providing that a candidate for the United 
States Senate in that State must be nominated at a primary 
election. Mr. STEPHENSON received a very large vote of those 
cast at the primary. I contend that it is immaterial whether he 
did or did not receive a majority of them; that it was only a 
straw vote, there being no law authorizing such a primary. 
It is not competent under the Constitution as it is at present 
for a primary election to determine the question of the election 
of a United States Senator. A candidate may subject himself 
or submit himself to the people for the purpose of determining 
whether or not a majority of the votes cast at a primary elec- 
tion shall recommend him to the legislature, but it can not 
in any way control the action of the legislature, becguse under 
the Constitution of the United States it is the legislature that 
elects. The question before this body is not, Was Senator 
STEPHENSON nominated to the United States Senate, or as a 
candidate for the United States Senate before the legislature, 
but the question before this body is, Was he elected by the legis- 
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lature? The legislature would not be bound in any manner or 
to any extent to elect the man who had received the most 
votes at the direct primary, because it is not a ballot recognized 
by the law of the United States or by the Constitution. It is 
not the electorate that elect a Senator, but the legislature. So 
I repeat that the legislature might disregard entirely the ques- 
tion as to who received a majority of the votes at a primary or 
as to whether or not the primaries were conducted in con- 
formity with the laws of the State or with any law or rule that 
might be invoked in the matter. 

Mr. STEPHENSON, however, received a majority of the votes at 
the primary election—a large majority—and the question that 
gave the committee some, not concern, but some reason for 
inquiring into the manner of conducting that primary never 
seemed to me to be a serious question at all. There is no such 
proceeding known as the nomination of a United States Senator 
except before the legislature itself. There can be no such 
thing as candidacy for the United States Senate except before 
the legislature. You may call a man a candidate because, for- 
sooth, he goes out among the constituents and asks them to vote 
for him and says, “I am going to be a candidate”; but the 
word “candidacy” has no place in the consideration of this 
question, because, I repeat, there is no such thing as being a 
candidate for the United States Senate before any body or at 
any place other than in the legislature, The legislature was 
entirely at liberty to select a Senator regardless of the result 
of the primaries; it was at liberty to select a Senator who had 
not been before the primaries or whose name had not been men- 
tioned before the meeting of the legislature at which the re- 
sponsible action was to be taken. Therefore, I want to get rid 
of this question of candidate and candidacy in the beginning, as 
it only tends to confuse the issue. 

Mr. President, this statement covers the proceedings properly 
subject to the consideration of this body at this time. First, 
was the legislature a legally organized body meeting pursuant 
to and in conformity with the provisions of the act of Congress? 
Congress is given specific authority to make such regulations. 
No other question is involved but that of the proceedings before 
the legislature. 5 

It is contended that if it can be shown that Isaac STEPHEN- 
son attempted by unlawful means to secure the indorsement at 
the primary election that question may be taken into consid- 
eration in determining his right to a seat in this body. I deny 
that proposition. I claim that it was not necessary and it is not 
competent to inquire into the regularity of the proceedings at 
the primary or preceding it. I will, however, concede some- 
thing to argument. Under the direct primary law of the State 
of Wisconsin and other States a man may file his petition to go 
before the primary for its indorsement. Isaac STEPHENSON filed 
such a petition. No claim is made that the petition was not in 
form or did not comply with the statute of the State, but it is 
cliarged that in order to secure that indorsement by that straw 
vote he unlawfully expended large sums of money. He testifies 
that he expended about $107,000 before the direct primary elec- 
tion for the purpose of securing his indorsement at that direct 
primary. The testimony shows that that money was expended 
largely for the purpose of canvassing the electors of the State 
of Wisconsin and securing their favorable consideration and 
indorsement at that direct primary. It was expended, according 
to the testimony, for the purpose of securing the services of men 
to canvass in the various districts and counties of the State. 
First, a portion of it was expended for the purpose of secur- 
ing signers to the nominating petition which he must file. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I want to ask the Senator a general 
question, if he will permit me. I preface it by saying that my 
mind is not made up on this case and I am asking purely for 
information. 

The minority report, as I understand, lays down the general 
proposition that, it being admitted that the very large gross 
sum of $107,000 having been expended in this primary, it raises, 
a presumption of impropriety or illegality and shifts the burden 
from the person who makes the charges to the Senator from 
Wisconsin himself. In going over this testimony—I have read 
about 230 or 240 pages of it so far only—I noticed on page 163 
an examination by the Senator from Idaho, who is now speak- 
ing, of a witness by the name of Sacket, and I will read a ques- 
tion or two and the answers: 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you expect to be able to answer a possible 
charge that you had furnished the money to these men whom you term 
“ organizers,” to be used for bribing voters; how did you expect to be 


able to meet that kind of a charge? 
Mr. SACKET. I never expected such ascharge to be made, 
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The CHAIRMAN. You knew the law puts the affirmative upon a man 
8 money during a campaign when the use is challenged, did you 
not? 

Mr. SACKET: I did not. 

I read this, Mr. President, to ask the Senator at this time 
if he indorses the position of the minority, that under such 
cireumstances as these the burden is now on the Senator from 
Wisconsin. to show the proper use of this extraordinary amount 
of money? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Texas 
had read the next paragraph he would have had the answer to 
that question. Mr. Sacket said, as has been read by the Sena- 
tor from Texas: 

I did not. 

22 E S Os UNE. aia Ce pase 
e * 

for which yow paid it out and that it war applied to that purpose; did 

you know that? 

To which Mr. Sacket replied: 


Mr. Sackur. I did not so understand the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you read the law? 

Mr. Sacxrr. I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a law in the absence of any special statute, 
is it not? If you pay „ the party Lagan te 
pay it for ng votes or bribing eleetors, do you not know 
you would be responsible under the law of any State in the Union? 

Mr: Sacker. I presume I would, if it were proven. 

CuamMaN. Then did it not occur to you that this memoranda 


The 
which even before the primaries and 
V 

That controversy arose over the question asked the witness in 
regard to keeping and filing accounts. It had no other appli 
cation; it was stating a question of principle; and I will tell 
the Senate in a moment what I think im regard to that. The 
Senator has passed, before coming to that, a controversy that 
arose between Mr. Littlefield, who was representing Mr. 
Srrernensom, and the chairman of the subeommittee in regard 
to the presumption. If the Senator’s attention had been called. 
to that 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply make the inquiry at this time. 
I have read it, the report of the committee and the statement of 
the counsel for Mr. STEPHENSON in the opening proceedings, but 
I wanted to get the view of the Senator, as he was approaching 
the discussion of the subject of the expenditure of money, where, 
im his opinion, the burden of proof lies in this case? 

Mr. HE¥BURN. Mr. President, the controversy was as to 
the general expenditure of money and the keeping and stating 
of the accounts of such expenditure. F think I have stated it 
correctly, and I feel at present like adhering to that statement, 
because I think it is correct. Those expenditures were not all 
expenditures by Mr. STEPHENSON, but I was seeking simply to 
fasten the responsibility upon one of his representatives who 
had charge in part of the disbursement of money as to the rule 
in keeping accounts of expenditure, and I think the rule is cor- 
rectly stated. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if 
it is not a faet that there was a failure to file the proper ac- 
count under the statute of Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is a question of law, and I will dis- 
cuss it for a moment. The law of Wisconsin requires all candi- 
dates, ineluding their candidates for States offices, to file an 
account of the expenditures incurred in the contest. The ques- 
tion was whether or net this account, which was admittedly 
filed within time, and, so far as form is concerned, in com- 
Pliance with law, was a proper account in so far as it concerned 
the method of stating the details of expenditure? That was the 
question under consideration, and E was asking this witness as 


to whether or not he considered it a proper manner of eonduct- 


ing a campaign, whether a legitimate and authorized campaign 
or any other to destroy memoranda and state items of expendi- 
ture in gross. I was not discussing the question, ner were we 
considering the question, as to whether or not Isaac STEPHEN- 
sox, under the iaw, was required to file a statement of account, 
because he had filed one, but the question was raised for con- 
sideration by the committee as to whether or not the account 
filed was such an aecount or was such a statement of account 
as was contemplated by the law. The question would have 
been just as applicable applied to any other candidate before 
those primaries. 

It was eontended that the manner of stating the aecount was 
not a compliance with the law. Under the statutes of Wisconsin 
the failure to file such an account does not affect the fitle to 
Office, but is made an offense under the law, e as pre- 
scribed In the Jaw. It is not a question with which the United 
States Senate should deal, because under no act that governs 
us in determining this question is any account required. 

I was merely testing this witness, who, in the judgment of 
the subcommittee, as stated in its report, had been very careless 
and lax in his methods in expending and accounting for moneys 


in that primary, and, in fact, at every stage of this campaign. 


So I think the Senator can not fairly take the matter he has 
read as applicable beyond the question then at issue, and that 
was the sufficiency of the account. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
further to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I did not intend to put any construction 
upon what the Senator asked the witness, but to ask what con- 
struction the Senator himself would now place on it and would 
place on the law? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will state that. If it were admitted that it 
was incumbent upon Mr. STEPHENSON to file an aceount, and the 
question were raised as to the sufficiency of his act in doing so, 
then we might probably attach seme importance to the quotation 
from the testimony that has been read by the Senator from 
Texas and the part following that, which was read by me; but 
at all ms 3 and I maintain now, and I believe 
every eco then present will with me, 
that it was not incumbent upon Mr. STEPHENSON 5 to the 
senatorial committee investigating this ease that he flled any 
accounts at all, or that if he had filed them that 
subject of criticism that would go to the merits of the 

I do not believe that the State of Wisconsin can place any 
burden upon a Senator that rests upon a statute 
application te candidates for office before a primary or at an 
election, but we felt that it was proper to bring into the Senate 
all of the facts pertaining to all of these questions so that they 
might be submitted to the judgment of the Senate. 


Because we bring the record of the proceedings here it is not 
to be taken as the judgment of the committee that such an ac- 
count was either required to be filed er that the manner of it 
was suficient or insufficient. : 

Mr. President, it is not competent for the Legislature of 
Wisconsin or of any State to require a Senator whose title to 
his seat in this body is questioned to show that he filed am ac- 


count or that he filed it in a certain manner or that it complied 


with the State statute, or that it did not, because, under the 
provisions of the Constitution of the United States, it is not 
competent for the legislature of a State to regulate the eleetion 
„„ particular or to require him to do any act 
or 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
further to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, without reference to the 
statute of Wiseonsin on the subject of reports of expenditures 
of money in a primary, where dees the Senator believe resis + 
the burden in this case when it is shown affirmatively at the 

that the extraordinarily large sum of $107,000 was 
paid out in the primary, which at least indireetly led to Mr. 
STEPHENSON’s election to the Senate of the United States by the 
Legislature of Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. When charges are made against a Member 
of this body the burden rests upon the charging party, and 
never shifts. The presumption is in favor of the regularity 
and the validity of the proceedings that certify to the Senate 
that a man has been elected by the legislature of the State. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That answers the question that I have 
been wanting an answer to from the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am pleased to have arrived at that an- 
swer because that is my belief. All the way through this case 
it has been the contention, and I believe the belief of members 
of the committee who have inquired into this matter, that 
there was no burden resting upon Senator STEPHENSON. but 
that there was a responsibility resting upon him to vindieate 
himself against any charge of corruption. It would not have 
been corrupt for him to fail to file an aecount. The legislature 
could have elected him had it been confessed before the legis- 
lature that no account had been filed or that no attempt had 
been made to file an account. The legislature might then, pro- 
ceeding in the performance of its duty under the Constitution, 
have elected him a Senator regardless of whether an account 
was filed or an attempt was made to file one. 

The real controversy, I will say to the Senator from Texas, 
arose over the nature of the aceount, and resulted in a com- 
parison between the account that was filed. which need not have 
been filed, and the accounts filed by other candidates at the 
same primary. The attorney who prepared the account testified 
that when he prepared it he took as a criterion the account filed 
by the candidate for supreme judge at that same election. It 
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had that approval. It was also in manner similar to the ac- 
counts filed by other candidates, regardless of party. It was in 
conformity with accounts which had been filed at previous 
elections. 

The question in the testimony to which the Senator directed 
my attention was one intended to probe the conscience of Mr. 
Sacket. The committee were not satisfied with the manner in 
which Mr. Sacket and others connected with him in the manage- 
ment of this campaign had conducted it, and, regardless of the 
legal effect, we deemed it proper to bring the whole proceeding 
into the Senate for consideration. 

Comparatively large sums of money were expended; they 
were placed in the hands of a banker, and through the banker 
were distributed to those who were directly in charge of the 
campaign of Mr. STEPHENSON. It is not necessary that the 
committee should approve of those methods or disapprove of 
them in order to determine the question at issue here, which 
is whether or not Mr. STEPHENSON was elected a Member of 
this body by corrupt means and methods. The means and meth- 
ods go to the election, not to the nomination, because, I repeat, 
there is no such thing known to the law as the nomination of a 
Senator; and corruption in connection with matters not per- 
taining to the election of a Senator may be the proper subject 
for a local jurisdiction to determine, but not for this body. That 
would involve the question of the judgment of those in charge 
of the expenditure of this money. They may have erred in 
judgment; they may not have expended this money in a proper 
manner; but unless the expenditure was shown to have been 
corruptly made by the party in interest, then it would not affect 
the validity of his seat in this body. . 

Now, let me for a moment consider the character of th 
expenditures. I am not going into the matter in great detail, 
but I want to state the principle behind the testimony which 
we have brought to the Senate. Witness after witness was 
examined as to the manner of this expenditure. The result was 
that, to the minds of all the members of the committee who sat 
at the hearings, there was no corruption shown in connection 
with the expenditure of this sum of money or of any part of it. 
It grew out of a vicious law that projects the question of the 
election of a Senator into a contest where it has no plate, but 
the expenditure of the money was shown to have been under 
this vicious law, which the candidate seems to have taken upon 
himself to attempt to comply with. 

If he failed to comply with it, he might be responsible to the 
criminal statutes of the State that made the law, but not to 
this body, because it was no part of the proceeding of electing a 
Senator. 

Witnesses testified that money was paid to them to organize 
the counties. I probed those witnesses, and so did other mem- 
bers of the committee, to find out what they meant by “ organ- 
ize.” It was an indefinite term, and might mean almost any- 
thing, but it transpired that the term “organize” was used to 
describe the process of getting together a man's friends in each 
county or subdivision of the State in order that they might 
work together to secure an indorsement of Mr. STEPHENSON for 
the election. It was charged that this was an expenditure in 
violation of the State law, which is a peculiar one, and which 
I will call attention to ina moment. The money that was paid 
to organize was paid to men to put up posters, to see men and 
talk to them in Mr. StepHeNnson’s behalf, to distribute litera- 
ture which told the people how worthy he was and why he 
should be elected to the Senate. It was made necessary by the 
fact that there are so large a number of counties and voting 
pzecincts in that State that it was reasonable that he should 
haye in each one of them some one who could vouch for him, 
some one who could tell the voters why they should vote for 
him, and the money was shown to have been expended—such 
sums as were expended—for that purpose, with this addition, 
that on the day of the primary election men were employed with 
teams to carry voters to the polls, or, at the legal distance from 
the polls, to hand Mr. STEPHENSON’S card to voters to remind 
them that he was before them for their indorsement. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
there? 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have seen it stated that out of 600,000 
voters there were at that primary only 190,000 votes cast. Was 
there any evidence to show why the voting population did not 
vote why such a large proportion of the voting population re- 
mained at home and did not vote at the primary? 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is the usual cause and one of general 
application. Only a very small proportion of the people any- 
where vote at a primary election. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator from Idaho will allow me, 
I think I’can give an answer to the Senator from North Caro- 
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lina that will conform to the facts as shown in the States that 
have adopted the primary system, especially in the Northern 
States. The people are kept so continuously agitated in the 
matter of elections, one following after another, that they simply 
get disgusted with the whole thing and will not go to the 
polls. It is impossible to get them all out. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. The returns of the last presidential election 
show that the percentage of yoters who remained away from 
the polls upon election day was almost as large in some of the 
States as the percentage of those who remained away from the 
primary. It is not quite fair to put all the remissness of the 
American voter upon the primary. He is just as likely to go 
to the primary as he is to go to the election; and, if I had my 
way, if he stayed away from either I would deprive him of the 
advantage of going again when he wanted to. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suppose that is probably as strong a 
statement as can be made in favor of tlie direct primary, but 
the fact remains that in the State which my colleague so ably 
represents in this body I have personal knowledge—and I think 
he will bear me out—that in some voting precincts the candi- 
dates received 8 and 10 votes at the primary and 160 and 180 at 
the election. 

Mr. BORAH. There were about 10 or 15 carriages at the elet- 
tion and none at the primary. That was my observation, and 
that has been my experience. 

My observation has been that if there is no greater exertion 
made at one time than the other there will be no difference in 
the vote. It is not because it is a primary or not a primary, 
but it is simply because interest has not been worked up to a 
point where the people will take part in the election. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will not at this time pause to enter at 
length upon the consideration of the primary election law. I 
may later say something about it. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It seems very remarkable to me that in a 
State with a voting population of six hundred thousand, a hun- 
dred and ninety thousand, less than one-third of the voters, 
should go to the primary. Does the Senator from Idaho know 
what was the vote at the election following the primary? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have the data. It is in the record. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no evidence of any attempt to keep 
yoters from going to the polls? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No one claims that any money was used 
for that purpose. 

The fact remains that only a small portion of the yoters of 
Wisconsin took advantage of the opportunity to express a pref- 
erence as to a candidate for United States Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Senator if, as a 
matter of fact, there was not really a harder contest made in 
the primaries, at the time when the workers did not get the 
people out, than there was at the general election? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Perhaps so; and I suspect that the people’ 
did not go to the primary to vote on the question of the United 
States Senatorship for the same reason that I would not go— 
that it would be a sham battle, binding upon nobody and in- 
dicative of nothing that would control anyone. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Can not the Senator see another reason, 
if he will allow me? My observation has been that in the pri- 
maries the battle in each party becomes a factional fight in the 
party, and a personal assault by one faction of the party upon- 
the candidate of the other faction, and there are a great many 
good partisan men who are willing to go to the polls and yote 
their party ticket at the election who do not desire to go to the 
polls at a primary for the purpose of yoting against one of their 
party. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Furthermore, my belief is that after an 
ordinary primary contest, if the people were to take the express 
judgment of the men of their own party in discussing the merits 
of the candidates, they would not vote for any of them. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator allow me to make an 
inquiry? À 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. ` 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact, 
as shown by this record, as bearing upon the influence exerted 
by the primary in this election upon the election itself, that 
the Republican candidates for the State senate and the State 
house of representatives did not pledge themselyes and bind 
themselves to vote for Senator for the man nominated in the 
primaries? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think some of them did. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is not that the general trend of the testi- 
mony in the case? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. They had no right to do it; they vio- 
lated their official duty, if not their official oath, when they did it. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. One further question. Did not some 
members of the legislature announce that they would not have 
yoted for the Senator who was elected except for the expres- 
sion of the primary? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. Some of them gave as a reason for 
voting, to counteract certain other statements that were made, 
that Mr. STEPHENSON had received the indorsement of the ma- 
jority of those who yoted at the direct primary. 

Mr. CULBERSON. And they voted accordingly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; but they would have voted the same 
way had he not received a majority. The Senator will not find 
in the record any statement or any claim by anyone that he 
was bound only by that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I stated a while ago that I have read 
only 230 or 240 pages of the testimony, but I caught from what 
I did read that the candidates for the legislature, some of whom 
were furnished money, according to this testimony, during the 
campaign pledged themselves to vote for the man receiving a 
majority of the votes in the primary; and some of the members 
of the legislature announced as they cast their votes, either be- 
fore or after, that they did so because he had received a ma- 
jority in the primary. . 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think perhaps the word “because” might 
be stricken out. They stated in confirmation of their vote that 
* he had received a majority of the votes at the primary, but they 
did not, any of them, state that had he not received a majority 
they would not have voted for him. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

> Mr. HBYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
he believes that if Mr. STEPHENSON had not received a majority 
of the Republican votes in the primary those members of the 
legislature would have voted for him as the Republican candi- 
date? $ 

Mr. HEYBURN. Undoubtedly so. When they were ques- 
tioned in regard to it they said so. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘They would have done it anyway? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. BRISTOW. Whether he had been the Republican nomi- 
nee at the primary or not? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Republicans would have voted for him. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If Mr. Cook or Mr. McGovern had gotten 
more votes in the primary than Mr. STEPHENSON, then these 
Republicans would have ignored this indorsement of some other 
man? 

Mr. HEYBURN. If Cook or McGovern had received a ma- 
jority of the votes in the primary, candidates to the legislature 
favorable to one or the other of those men would have been 
elected. 5 

Mr. BRISTOW. Did not the Republican candidates state in 
the primary that if nominated they would vote for the Repub- 

‘lican who received the party nomination in the primaries? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Some of them said so. But I do not see 
how it affects this question one way or another. It is not 
claimed that any Democrats voted for Mr. STEPHENSON, and if 
the Republicans chose to abide by the result of the primary that 
is no violation of any rule or moral law that I know of. The 
fact was Mr. STEPHENSON was so clearly the choice of the Re- 
publicans of the State, as indicated by this straw vote, that 
there was no excuse for any Republican in the legislature to 
vote against him. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. Before passing from the subject of the small 
yote at the primary, it occurred to me, as I was reading the tes- 
timony, that there was an utter absence of anything to call out 
the voter in the campaign other than the use of money; and in 
saying that I do not use the term in an improper way. But 
what I mean is this: Apparently there was no discussion of any 
important question and nothing in the way of a public meeting 
or public discussion of any matter in which the people of the 
State might be greatly interested; that is, comparatively no 
campaign of that kind. The campaign was carried on almost 
entirely on a cash basis. Those the workers could bring out 
through organization and through the use of money they seem 
to haye got to the polls, but so far as the record discloses there 
was pending no question in which the people of the State might 
themselves have been greatly interested purely as a matter of 
interest. No political proposition in which the people might 
have been concerned seems to have played any part in the cam- 
paign. That would account to my mind very thoroughly for the 
absence of those who did not go to the polls. 


Mr. HEYBURN. The fact was Senator STEPHENSON was 
then a member of this body. He had been elected to that posi- 
tion, and the presumption would be that in the absence of any 
specific objection they would support him for reelection. 

Mr, OVERMAN. It has been stated that $850,000 was spent 
esi primary. Did it take that much money to get out the 
voters? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Ido not know who said that. I think I saw 
it in the newspapers. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I think I heard Mr. Littlefield make the 
statement in his argument before the committee. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator is speaking of the sums in the 
aggregate expended by all the candidates? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Les. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was a very liberal sort of a campaign, I 
will admit. I do not approve of it personally. However, I am 
not here to determine the merits of my belief in that regard, 
but to determine whether or not Mr. STEPHENSON violated any 
law which should prevent him from sitting in this body. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HEYBURN. 3 

Mr. POMERENE. I simply wanted to. suggest, in answer to 
the question put by the Senator from North Carolina, that there 
was some statement in the brief submitted by Mr. Littlefield to 
the effect that about $800,000 had been expended not only in the 
State campaign but in the congressional and county campaign. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Altogether? 

Mr. POMERENE. Altogether. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. I have not added those sums to- 
gether. Two or three other candidates expended forty or fifty 
thousand dollars, or thereabouts, and others twenty-five or thirty 
thousand doliars, and so on, in the senatorial contest. I do not 
approve of it. It is not necessary that it should meet with my 
approval in order to give it its proper place in the consideration 
and determination of this question. It is a part of this system 
which I have characterized. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does not that show the viciousness of the 
primary? ` 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am in entire accord with the Senator from 
North Carolina; but we are not here to determine the morals of 
that question. y 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. -Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator from North Carolina seems to 
be taking this opportunity to strike at the primary system in 
what seems to me to be a very unfair way. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am speaking of the primary system in 
Wisconsin, 

Mr. BRISTOW. Because men see fit to use large sums of 
money corruptly or otherwise at primary elections does not 
necessarily brand all primary elections as of the same char- 
acter. If the Senator from North Carolina will inquire as to 
the operations of the primary laws in other States of the 
Union he will find that the primaries are conducted orderly and 
without any such expenditure as in this case. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am only discussing the facts as they 
appear in this primary. Here is a primary in which it is ad- 
mitted that $850,000 was spent, and out of 600,000 votes in the 
State only 190,000 were cast. Less than a third of the voting 
population voted. It took $850,000 to get them to the polls. 
That is true in the State of Wisconsin, which has been held up 
as an exemplar of purity and as haying such good laws. Iam 
only arguing as to the facts in this State. I do not know what 
are the facts in Kansas. I should like to know, if the Senator 
has any evidence on that subject. I do not want to branch 
off into any other question like that now, but I am bringing 
forth the facts that occurred in this particular case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the discussion will be confined 
largely to the facts in this case, because we do not need to go 
outside of this case to find a basis for a conclusion in regard to 
this class of performance. It affords an opportunity for a class 
of citizens to graft upon candidates and to make use of the 
real or imaginary necessities of the candidate as a means of 
extorting money from him. 

The question here is whether or not this graft was regularly 
worked out. It was made necessary, so far as the State candi- 
dates were concerned, by the laws of the State. The State 
doubtless—the Supreme Court has said that—had the power to 
enact this law, but the Supreme Court did not say it had the 
power to make this law applicable to the candidacy of persons 
for the United States Senate. 

It is charged that the expenditure of this money for the pur- 
pose of organizing was in violation of the laws of Wisconsin. 
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It certainly was not in violation of any law of Congress. It is 
charged that the practice of sending men out through the State 
to put up posters, to make arguments, to discuss the merits of 
men was in violation of the law of Wisconsin. It may be. It 
is immaterial for the determination of the issue before us. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I yield. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator take the position that a 
candidate for the Senate can enter on a campaign to get that 
office in the way providad by a State statute, and then violate 
that statute, and that we have no right to consider that in 
determining whether he is entitled to a seat here or not? 

Mr. HEYBURN. ‘The State has prescribed the penalty for a 
violation of that statute, and it does not mention or include the 
forfeiture of the right to a seat in the United States Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. The State statute may not provide for its for- 
feiture, but does the Senator contend that the Senate has no 
right to take into consideration the fact, if it be a fact, that a 
Member of this body has violated the State statute under which 
he undertook to elect himself here? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not contend any such thing, if the pro- 
ceeding is one appropriate. That might arise on a question as 
to the moral character of a Member of this body, but we are 
not trying that issue. 

Mr. BROWN. When the Senator speaks of a proceeding ap- 
propriate, he is referring to the State primary of Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BROWN. Now then, does the Senator contend that a 
candidate for a seat in this Chamber can enter upon that candi- 
dacy in accordance with the Wisconsin statute and violate it 
and we have not the right to inquire into that violation? 

Mr. HEYBURN. He did not enter upon it in pursuance of 
that statute, because the statute is void, and a man can not be 
bound by a yoid statute. 

Mr. BROWN. But he entered the primaries under the Wis- 
consin statute for the United States Senate? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; and he might have filed for a corner 


grocery. 

Mr. BROWN. And as provided by that statute he filed a 
statement of what he had done? Is that true? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, does the Senator contend that we can 
not inquire into his violation of the Wisconsin statute when we 
come to pass on the question whether or not he was legally 
elected? 

Mr. HEYBURN. We have inquired into it, and we haye 
brought here two large volumes of testimony in regard tb that 
question. 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; but as I understand, the Senator takes 
out of our consideration entirely the fact as to whether he lived 
up to the Wisconsin statute or whether he violated it. I wanted 
to find out just how far we are to be permitted, under this 
theory of the Senator, to inquire into his violation of the statute 
of his own State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Every man, according to his conscience, is 
permitted to inquire into it the same as he would be permitted 
to inquire into any other personal act that was not connected 
with the election of the Senator to the Senate. He might in- 
quire into many questions affecting the integrity of the Senator, 
but this proceeding was not instituted for that purpose. This 
proceeding was instituted for the purpose of determining 
yoran or noť his election by the legislature was secured by 
fraud. 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly. If money was used at the primary 
in violation of the law of the Senator's own State, is it the con- 
tention of the Senator from Idaho that that has nothing to do 
with the question whether or not he was legally elected by the 
legislature? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Iam not compelled to reach that point, be- 
cause the testimony has shown and the committee has found 
that he did not. 

Mr. BROWN. Exactly. You have been arguing that this is 
a vicious statute. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I have not been arguing it. I have 
asserted it. I have not argued that question. 

Mr. BROWN. I have not heard any argument. I heard the 
Senator's assertion. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not feel wider the slightest obligation 
Lere to go into an argument on that question. The question at 
issue is whether Mr. STEPHENSON procured his election, or his 
nomination, for that matter, by corrupt means, 

We bring the testimony here for the consideration of the 
Senate, and I was discussing the question as to what it is ma- 


terial for us to consider in order to arrive at a conclusion in 
the matter. 

Now, the testimony shows, as I was saying, that the money 
was expended for purposes of organization. Is that a violation 
of any law? It is not a violation of the law of Wisconsin, be- 
cause every man who is a candidate does the same thing, even’ 
the candidates for the supreme bench, and until the necessities 
of this prosecution, if I may so denominate it, seemed to make 
it useful, if mot necessary, no one ever dreamed that the 
Senator from Wisconsin was open to any such charge. 

They made the charges, and then they started out to find some- 
thing to substantiate them. The man who made the charges, 
Mr. John J. Blaine, a member of the Senate of Wisconsin, one 
of the legislative committee of that State which investigated 
this case, swore in his testimony that he made those charges on 
information and belief, and that as to the more material mat- 
ters he knew nothing; that he had no facts. The burden was 
upon them to sustain these charges, and when we put on the 
stand the man who made the charges, he said he did not have 
any information upon which to base them; that he had made 
them—I will use his language as nearly as I can remember it 
for the purpose of giving an investigating committee something - 
to work on. 

Mr. OVERMAN, Will it interrupt the Senator if I ask him 
a question? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No. 

Mr. OVERMAN. How many counties are there in Wisconsin? 

Mr. HEYBURN. There are 71 counties, with 2,200 precincts, 
Take those 71 counties, and if you appoint three men in a 
county as head organizers to secure others to do this necessary 
work of making the voting population familiar with the fact 
that Mr. STEPHENSON was a candidate and familiar with the 
facts upon which his candidacy was urged, the expense would 
amount to a pretty large sum of money. If you expend $20 
in each precinct for the purpose of posting his literature and dis- 
tributing his literature, you have a very large sum of money. 

It was charged that it was bribery for Mr. STEPHENSON to 
contribute to newspapers in order that they might tell their 
subscribers he was a candidate and why he was a candidate. 
Mr. Blaine testified that he considered that to be within the 
bribery statute. No Senator would consider it to be such. 
They claim that it was bribery for him to employ men to go 
into the counties for the purpose of organizing. But no Senator 
will charge that that was bribery. It was the expenditure of 
money for a purpose made necessary by the direct primary law. 
Before the abolition of conventions in that and some other 
States to which representative men were sent by the people for 
the purpose of selecting candidates for office, where the dele- 
gates and the candidates looked each other in the face and meas- 
ured each other by their action in the convention and upon the 
recommendation of friends who sent them there and who in- 
dorsed them, it was not necessary that a man should be adver- 
tised throughout the silent country as a candidate. 

I do not desire to tire the Senate after rather a long session, 
and I will ask that this matter be now laid aside. I renew the 
notice that I will call it up to-morrow. 

Mr, CURTIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Feb- 
ruary 29, 1912, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, February 28, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Father in heayen, look down from Thy throne of grace with 
compassion; forgive our sins; be gracious unto us; help us to 
be true to our better self in all that pertains to life that we 
may have the good will of our fellow men and inherit Thy 
praise. So may Thy kingdom come and Thy will be done in 
all our hearts. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the call 
rests with the Committee on Military Affairs. 


DONATION OF CANNON TO CITY OF JACKSON, MISS. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up House bill 9420, authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Jackson, Miss., 
cannon or fieldpieces. į 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. What is the 
calendar number? 

Mr. HAY. Union Calendar, No. 112. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to 
the city of Jackson, Miss., cannon or fieldpieces. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar, and the 
House resolves itself automatically into the Committee of the 
-Whole House on the state of the Union, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Moon] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Moon of 
Tennessee in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the 
city of Jackson, Miss., cannon or fieldpieces. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate to the city of Jackson, in the State 
of Mississippi, two bronze cannon or fieldpieces, with their carriages, 
not needed for present service, which are now and have been for a 
number of 3 mounted on either side of the Confederate monument 
in one of the parks, called Confederate Veteran Park, in said city of 
Jackson, in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to donate to the 
city of Jackson, Miss., these two cannon that are now placed 
in this park and which have been in that park for the last 15 
years. No expense will be incurred by the United States by 
reason of the donation of these two fieldpieces. They are of 
no use to the United States, and the reason for the passage of 
this bill is that the War Department has directed that these 
guns be advertised for sale. 

I do not know that it is necessary for me to take up the 
time of the House with any further remarks upon it. There 
can not be any objection, I think, to the House agreeing to the 
bill. If nobody desires to ask any questions, I will ask that 
the committee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAY. All right. i 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to go a little fur- 
ther than the bill does. I see by the report from the Chief of 
Ordnance, included in the report on the bill, that there is this 
statement, contained in a letter addressed to the mayor of 
Jackson, Miss. : 

The 3-inch wrought-iron gun referred to by you is hereby donated 
tò your city. There is no authority of law, however, for the donation 
of the carriage for this gun, but it can be sold to you at a price of $10. 

That is in addition to the two cannon which it is proposed to 
donate. Would not the gentleman be willing to accept an 
amendment to include in the donation the carriage for one 3- 
inch wrought-iron gun? 

Mr. HAY. I would be very glad to do it, and I presume the 
gentleman from Mississippi would be glad. 

Mr. COLLIER. If the gentleman from Virginia will permit 
me, I think the carriage, at least the working part of it, is prac- 
tically destroyed. These guns were lying out for some years 
in a park. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. But the Secretary of War says 
there is no authority for him to donate the carriage, but it 
ean be sold to the mayor for the price of $10, which is not a 
very large amount. Why not do it all at once and not make 
two bites of the cherry? 

Mr. HAY. What is the amendment? 

Mr. MANN. The amendment is to insert in line 5, after the 
word “Mississippi,” the words “the carriage for one 3-inch 
wrought-iron gun and.” 

Mr. HAY. All right. R 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word “ Mississippi,” in line 5, the following: “the 
carriage for one 3-inch wrought-iron gun and.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill to the House with the recommendation 
that the amendment be adopted and that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] 
moyes that the committee do now rise and report the bill to 
the House with the recommendation that the amendment be 
adopted and that the bill as amended do pass. The question is 
on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Moon of Tennessee, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration the 


bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Jackson, Miss., cannon or fieldpieces, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back to the House, with an 
amendment, with the recommendation that the amendment be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 5, page 1, afte rd “ z 
“the carriage Tor one Zieh . r 

2 SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “A bill au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War tə donate to the city of Jackson, 
Miss., carriage and cannon or fieldpieces 

On motion of Mr. Hay, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR FEMALE NURSE CORPS. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 18781) pro- 
viding for cumulative leaves of absence for the superintendent 
and members of the female nurse corps when serving in 
Alaska or at places without the limits of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the superintendent and members of the 
female nurse corps, when serving in Alaska or at places without the 
limits of the United States, may be allowed the same privileges in 
regard to cumulative leaves of absence and method of computation of 
same as are now allowed by law to Army officers so serving. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar, and the 
House automatically resolves itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for its consideration. 
ie gentleman from New York [Mr. Svurzer] will take the 
chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SULZER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. ` 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this bill is intended to cure a de- 
fect in the act of March 23, 1910, in which female nurses were 
allowed cumulative leave of absence at the rate of 30 days for 
each calendar year; but the act made no provision as to the 
commencement or termination of leave when granted to those 
meri in Alaska or places without the limits of the United 

tates, 

The act of July 29, 1876, grants to Army officers leave of ab- 
sence for 30 days in each year. The leave is cumulative, and 
may be extended to 4 months if taken only once in 4 years. 
It is simply desired by this bill to put the superintendent of 
the female nurse corps and the ‘members of the corps on the 
same footing as officers in the Army. I think it is a matter of 
justice to that corps, and that the bill ought to be agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAY. I will. 

Mr. MANN. I notice that the bill says they may be— 

Allowed the same privileges in regard to cumulative leaves of ab- 
sence— 

And so forth. 

As I understand it, this does not change and is not intended 
to change the law at all as to cumulative leaves of absence, 
except as to the time when the leave commences and ends. 

Mr. HAY. That is all. I move that tlre committee do now rise 
and report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Sutzer, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18781) 
providing for cumulative leaves of absence for the superintend- 
ent and members of the female nurse corps when serving at 
Alaska or places without the limits of the United States, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House without 
amendment and with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, there is a similar Senate bill (8. 
4749) on the Speaker’s table. I ask uhanimous consent that the 
Senate bill be substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that Senate bill 4749, which is identical with the 
House bill 18781, be substituted for it. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

Mr. MANN. Let us have it read. 

The bill was read at length. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The bill says: 

Without the limits of the United States. 

Is that intended to mean without the limits of continental 
United States? 

Mr. HAY. Tes. 

Mr, MANN. This bill under its terms applies to Hawaii? 

Mr. HAY. It is not intended to apply to Hawaii. It only 
applies to Panama, Porto Rico, and the Philippine Islands, 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the Senate bill pass? 

The bill was passed. 

By unanimous consent, House bill 18781 was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

PAYMENTS FOR SUGGESTIONS MADE BY EMPLOYEES IN THE ORDNANCE 
DEPARTMENT. 3 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 17937) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to pay a cash reward for sug- 
gestions submitted by employees of certain establishments of 
the Ordnance Department for improvement or economy in 
manufacturing processes or plant. 

The SPEAKER. This bill being on the Union Calendar, the 
House will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Garner in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 17987, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (II. R. anal A autho the Secretary of War to a 
cash reward for su ons submitted by employees of certain estab- 
lishments of the Ordnance 8 for improvement or econgmy in 
manufacturing processes or plant. 

Mr. HAY, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, during the closing days of the 
extra session of the present Congress a special committee was 
appointed, consisting of Hon. WIA B. WILSON of Pennsyl- 
vania, Hon. WILLIAM C. REDFIELD of New York, and myself to in- 
vestigate the so-called Taylor efficiency system of shop manage- 
ment and other systems of shop management, with special 
reference to their application to Government works. In pur- 
suance of our work we heard much testimony as to relations 
between Government officials in charge of Government works 
and the Government employees in such works. One of the ques- 
tions considered was as to whether there has been heretofore 
proper cooperation between the management and employees and 
especially as to whether the Government has received such 
benefit as it should from suggestions growing out of the skill 
and experience of its employees. It was suggested by Gen. 
Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, that the full advantage of such co- 
operation had not been had by the Government on account of 
there being no adequate means by which the Government could 
offer suitable inducements to the workmen. Under the present 
law no other remuneration could be given to employees making 
such suggestions than to note such suggestions on their effi- 
ciency cards. Such workmen might be already in the highest 
grade, so that it could be of no advantage to them, except in 
ae eee event of preventing reduction to the next lower 
grade. 

A number of instances were brought to the attention of the 
committee where valuable suggestions had been made by work- 
men and adopted by the management to the advantage of the 
Government without any corresponding advantage to the work- 
men making the suggestions. This is not fair to the workmen, 
and I am very glad to have a part in providing a remedy for 
the injustice. Following out a suggestion of Gen. Crozier, I in- 
troduced this bill, which authorizes the Secretary of War, at 

- his discretion, to pay suitable cash rewards for such sugges- 
tions from employees as may be adopted and used. I conferred 
with a considerable number of workmen, including a number of 
labor-union leaders, and all agreed that it would be a most de- 
sirable thing for both the Government and the workmen if such 
legislation were enacted. The Committee on Military Affairs 
has unanimously approved the bill, and it is here now on the 
recommendation of that committee that it do pass, 


In the report are cited a number of instances of valuable sug- 
gestions being made by employees. Gen. Crozier, as well as Col. 
Burr, commandant of the Island Arsenal, stated before 
the investigating committee t a large number of such in- 
stances could be cited. It is well known that in many private 
establishments this policy has long been in vogue and that many 
useful improvements have come as the result of such coopera- 
tion. There is no reason why our Government arsenals should 
not follow the same course. In fact, there is every reason why 
they should, and this bill authorizes them to do so. 

It will be noted that no appropriation is called for in the bill 
and that any amount paid out for rewards for valuable sugges- 
tions must come out of an appropriation already made for gen- 
eral and shop expenses. The total amount which may be ex- 
pended in all the Government arsenals in any one month is 
limited to $1,000, so that the aggregate amount that could be 
paid out under this bill is $12,000 per year. I believe that the 
expenditure of this small amount of money in this way will 
yield large results, both to the Government, in the way of econo- 
mies, and also to the employee whose brain and intelligent skill 
are thus rewarded. There is a further advantage—and, to my 
mind, the greatest of all—growing out of this legislation. It will 
tend toward bringing the management and the employees into 
closer and more friendly relations with each other. It will bea 
forward move on the part of these Government establishments, 
bringing them into line with our most advanced private con- 
cerns. Our Government has not always maintained its manu- 
facturing plants as models in their respective lines. It is 
gratifying to note a general disposition toward improvement. 
The arsenals and armories under the Ordnance Department have 
made most commendable progress in the direction of better condi- 
tions for workmen and a higher degree of efficiency in produc- 
tion. A closer and more harmonious relation between manage- 
ment and employees is now being sought in the proper spirit 
by both. This legislation will aid in bringing it to pass. I 
have found Government employees willing and eager to do their 
full share in establishing and maintaining relations of helpful 
cooperation. I know from conferences with a number of them 
and from letters from others that this bill will be received by 
them as an evidence that fair dealing for all is intended. 

Now I shall be very glad to answer, so far as I am able, any 
questions that may be asked in regard to this measure. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, TILSON. I will yield to the gentleman. ; 

Mr. MANN. In reference to some of the details of the bill, I 
understand that the scope of the bill is confined to the Ordnance 
Department of the War Department. 

Mr. TILSON. That is the intention. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, the purpose of the bill contem- 
plates a possible expenditure of $12,000 a year? 

Mr. TILSON. That is correct; including all the Government 
arsenals and armories. 

Mr. MANN. I see that the bill states that the total amount 
paid under the provisions of this act shall not exceed $1,000 in 
any one month. I take it that it might take the Chief of 
Ordnance or the Secretary of War in some cases a longer time 
than it would in others to determine whether the reward ought 
to be paid at all. Would it not be desirable to provide that the 
amount paid shall not exceed $1,000 for any one month? 

Mr. TILSON. I believe that would better express the idea 
and carry out the exact meaning that was intended to be put 
into the bill. 

Mr. MANN. The bill provides that the rewards shall be paid 
for a suggestion which shall be deemed the most valuable of 
those submitted and adopted for use, It might be that some 
suggestion would be adopted, and yet not be considered worthy 
of receiving a reward. Would the gentleman object to inserting 
an amendment, which would come in after the word “cost,” on 
page 2, line 3, reading as follows: “And, in the opinion of the 

, Shall be so worthy as to entitle the employee making 
the same to receive the reward?” 

Mr. TILSON. That was undoubtedly the original intention, 
3 I shall be very glad to accept it, as it would make it more 

ear. 

Mr. NYE and Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

Mr. NYE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. NYE. Is this a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. TILSON. It is a unanimous report. 

Mr. NYE. Does this include the full scope of the inquiry of 
the committee on the Taylor system? 

Mr. TILSON. Not at all; this is only an incident of it. This 
does not come from that committee. The data that led to the 
introduction of this bill was brought out before that com- 
mittee. Now I will yield to the gentleman from New York. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the amount stated in the 
bill that may be paid is $1,000 a month. The report states that 
the payments are to be made from general appropriations for 


shop expenses. Does the gentleman believe that the department 
has an appropriation that will enable this sum to be paid out 
of its current appropriations? 

Mr. TILSON. It says so in the bill, “and shall constitute 
part of the general or shop expense of the establishment.” 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I know; but it does not say so in the 
bill; the gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. TILSON. It says it shall constitute part of the general 
or shop expense of the establishment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that; but my recollection 
does not make me believe that appropriations for the arsenals 
are so lavish that the department has any surplus funds from 
which to pay these rewards. 

Mr. TILSON. I made inquiry of the Chief of Ordnance in 
regard to that, and he felt sure that he would be authorized, 
under the appropriation bill as it stands, tð pay these rewards 
from the general or shop expense fund. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the gentleman in his report 
to say that is the fund from which it is to be paid, but I do not 
know that the appropriations for arsenals are so generous that 
there would be money to meet any such payments if demand 
were made upon them. Has the gentleman any information as 
to the amount of appropriations that would be available to meet 
these items? 

Mr. TILSON. No; I have no definite information as to 
that. We relied upon the Chief of Ordnance, Gen. Crozier, who 
felt confident that he would be authorized, under the appropria- 
tion as it stands, to make these payments from the “ general or 
shop expenses,” and those were the words he used, and I as- 
sumed that he had the funds under that head which he could 
use for that purpose. 

Mr. MANN, I would suggest to the gentleman from New 
York—— 

Mr. HAY. In the Army bill there is an item carried for 
ordnance service which amounts to about $200,000. 

Mr. MANN. Three hundred thousand dollars—that is, there 
is an item in the Army appropriation bill which the House 
passed under the head of the Ordnance Department, ordnance 
service, which includes, among other things, in the item: 


For incidental expenses of the ordnance service and those attending 
practical trials and tests of ordnance, small arms, and other ordnance 
stores; and for publications for libraries of the Ordnance Department, 
including the Ordnance Office, and ee for mechanical labor in the 
office of the Chief of Ordnance, $300,000. 


Whether that would cover it or not, I do not know. 

Mr. HAY. I think that is the appropriation out of which 
expenses now haye been made, but I do not believe it will 
amount to as much as $1,000 a month. 

Mr. TILSON. It is not anticipated they will, but that would 
be the limit. 

Mr. HAY. It was thought well to provide some limit, and I 
do not think it would ever go that much unless some very 


extraordinary occasion arose. 
Mr. TILSON. If there is no further debate, I ask for the 


reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereb authorized 
to offer periodically at such of the establishments of the Ordnance 
Department as he may select a cash reward for the suggestion, or 
series of suggestions, for an improvement or economy in manufactur- 
ing processes or plant, submitted within the period by one or more 
employees of the establishment which shall be deemed the most valu- 
able of those submitted and adopted for use: Provided, That to obtain 
this reward the winning suggestion must be one that will clearly effect 
a material economy in production or increase efficiency or enhance the 

uality of the product in comparison with its cost: ovided further. 
That the sums awarded to popie ees in accordance with this act shall 
be paid them in addition to their usual com ensation and shall con- 
stitute part of the general or shop expense o the establishment: Pro- 
cided further, That the total amount paid under the provisions of this 
section shall not exceed $1,000 in any month: And provided further, 
That no employee shall be paid a reward under this act until he has 

roperly executed an agreement to the effect that the use by the Unit 
Btabes of the 8. tion, or series of suggestions, made by him shal 
not form the basis of a further claim of any nature upon the Unit 
States by him, his heirs, or assigns. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, on page 2, line 9, I move that 
the word “in” be stricken out and the word “for” inserted 
therefor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 9, strike out the word “in” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ for.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that after the word 
“in” and before the word “month,” in line 9, page 2, the 
word “one” be inserted. 


The COHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 9, after the word “in,” insert the word “ one.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, in line 9, page 2, strike out 
the Fee: word, “section,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
act.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
P: 2, line 9, striki 1 sf 
8 3 ol 15 2 out toa: word “section” and insert in lieu 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TILSON, Mr. Chairman, I move the following amend- 
ment, in line with the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, insert after the word “cost,” in line 3, page 2, the 
following: “And in the opinion of the Secretary shall be so 
worthy as to entitle the employee making the same to receive 
the reward.” - 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clérk read as follows: S 
In line 3. page 2, after th d “cost,” 1 the f Re? 
in the opinion of the Secchtury, vuall be 5 “na 
employee making the same to receive the reward.” 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TILSON. In line 1, page 2, there is one word misspelled. 
I suggest the correction of the spelling in the word*“ sugestion,” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 1, insert another “g” in the word “ sugestion," 


me CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

w rise and report the bill to the House with amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. GARNER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17937) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to pay a cash reward for sug- 
gestions submitted by employees of certain establishments of 
the Ordnance Department for improvement or economy in man- 
ufacturing processes or plant, and had directed him to report 
the same to the House with certain amendments, with the rec- 
ommendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the 
bill as amended do pass. f 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? [After a pause.] The vote will be taken en bloc. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this 
bill, and I am glad that there has come this result from the 
hearings before the committee to investigate the methods of 
work at the Government armories. I think it is a very natural 
result. No committee or man could become familiar with the 
work in these establishments without being impressed with the 
fact that the ingenuity of the employees is constantly improv- 
ing methods whereby the Government saves money, and I am 
glad to support this first step toward recognizing and encourag- 
ing that ingenuity and enterprise. In the city of, Springfield, 
which I represent, for over a hundred years there have been 
employed in the United States armory some of the most skillful 
mechanics in the world, and if they had been compensated for 
all the processes and improvements and inventions which their 
brains and hands have contributed to the manufacture of small 
arms there would be many more families of affluence in Spring- 
field to-day. But they were interested in their work; they de- 
yoted their Yankee shrewdness to the service of the Government 
without any reward except their day’s pay, and the whole coun- 
try has profited from it. Now, when machinery is so highly 
developed and processes of manufacture have become so scien- 
tific and perfect there is not the same opportunity for improve- 
ments that there has been in the past; but even now at Spring- 
field suggestions are still made which lead to economy and 
time saving, and it is wise for the Government to recognize 
and reward such devotion. It will be an encouragement to the 
men, and while I believe that without this incitement they 
would continue to give to the Government their zealous help 
and suggestions in the future as they have in the past, still to 
have the United States give some evidence that it appreciates 
such service is but fair and will, I think, have excellent results 
and be to the ultimate advantage of both the Goyernment and 
its employees. 


— 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1912. 


Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, this bill, which comes with a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Military Affairs, is 
as follows: : 

A bill (H. R. 17937) authorizing the Secretary of War to pay à cash 
reward for su tions submitted by employees of certain establish- 
ments of the Ordnance Department for improvement or economy in 
manufacturing -processes or plant. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
offer periodically at such of the establishments of the Ordnance Depart- 
ment as he may select a cash reward for the suggestion, or series of 
suggestions, for an improvement or economy in manufacturing processes 
or plant, submitted within the period by one or more employees of the 
establishment which shall be deemed the most valuable of those sub- 
mitted and adopted for use: Provided, That to obtain*this reward the 
winning suggestion must be one that will clearly effect a material 
economy in production or increase efficiency or enhance the py of 
the product in comparison with its cost: Provided further, That the 
sums awarded to employees in accordance with this act shall be paid 
them in addition to their usual compensation and shall constitute part 
of the general or shop expense of the establishment: Provided further, 
That the total amount paid under the provisions of this section shall 
not exceed $1,000 in any month: And provided further, That no em- 
ployee shall be paid a reward under this act until he has properly exe- 
cuted an agreement to the effect that the use by the United States of 
the suggestion, or series of suggestions, made by him shall not form the 
basis of a further claim of any nature upon the United States by him, 
his heirs, or assigns. 

I consider this bill of unusual merit. It provides authority 
for the proper reward of men working in the arsenals of the 
United States who make valuable suggestions looking toward 
improvements and economy in manufacturing processes. 

Under the law at present there is no inducement offered for 
men to contribute idéas of this character. 

The Government arsenals haye in their employ men of the 
highest character and skill. They are men who are contribut- 
ing valuable services to the Government. And I know that 
even without any reward whatever they have made many valu- 
able suggestions which have been accepted by the Government. 
The Chief of Ordnance, on January 22, 1912, in a communica- 
tion to the committee, cites the following specific cases where 
men in the employ of the Government at its arsenals have made 
such suggestions and the same have been accepted and adopted 
by the Government: 

[Memorandum giving some typical cases of suggestions made by em- 

loyees of the Ordnance Department for which it has not been possible 

o pay any reward under existing law. For similar cases a reward 

could be paid if H. R. 17937, Sixty-second Congress, second session, 

should become law.] 

Suggested change from a chip reamer to a fluted reamer for reaming 
the bore of small arms. This improvement effected a saving of between 
20 and 25 centa per barrel, which for the barrels made since the adop- 
tion of the suggestion amounts to at least $200,000. 

Suggested automatic cartridge-trimming device. The estimated saving 


resulting from the adoption of this device is $9,500 per annum. 
Suggested automatic varnishing device for caliber .30 ammunition. 


Estimated saving, $10,000 per annum. 
Suggestion for improved cupping dle for cartridge cases. Estimated 


saving, $750 per annum. 

Suggestion for varnish-drying device for cartridge cases. Estimated 
saving, $2,000 per annum. 

Suggested improvement in canteen cover. Estimated saving, $200 per 
annum. 

Suggested improvement in substituting low steel for tool steel in the 
shanks of large drills. Estimated saying per annum, $260. 

Suggested improvement in method o ang a fuse-hole bushings 
for projectiles. Estimated saving on one order for 11,000 bushings, 9 — 

Suggestion for high-pressure testing device for shrapnel cases. Esti- 


mated saving, $2,500 per annum. 
Suggestion for an adjustable arbor for milling machines. Estimated 


saving, $300 per annum. 
Suggested improvement on bullet-assembling machine. Estimated say- 
ng, $600 per annum. 
ü Estimated saying, 


i 
ggested improvement on slug-forming machine. 
$500 per annum. 
Suggested improvement for glueing machine. Estimated saving, $375 
annum. 


m 
Suggested lubricating device for bullets. Estimated saving during five 
years of use, $10,000. 
ORDNANCE OFFICE, January 22, 1912. 


The men who made the foregoing suggestions did not receive 
one cent in the way of reward. They could not and did not re- 
ceive any benefit for their valuable ideas, except, perhaps, a 
slight credit on their efficiency card. It strikes me as absolutely 
right and proper that men who thus render service of value to 
the Government should receive a substantial reward. I believe 
the effect of the passage of this bill will result in a great benefit 
to both the men and the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the amended bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TILSsoN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


“MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3776) permitting the 
board of county commissioners of Lincoln County, State of 


2565 


Montana, to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges across 
the Kootenai River in the State of Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the joint resolution of the following title, in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested : 

H. J. Res. 232. Joint resolution extending the operation of the 
act for the control and regulation of the waters of Niagara 
River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, and for other pur- 
poses. 


BRIGADE POST AT FORT OGLETHORPE, GA. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 17029, author- 
izing the Secretary of War to convert the regimental Army post 
at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade post. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 17029) authorizing the Secretary of War to convert the 
regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., into a brigade post. 

The SPEAKER. This bill being on the Union Calendar, the 
House resolves itself automatically into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the same, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CURLEY] 
will take the chair. k : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to convert the ental: Army post at Fort Oglethorpe, 
Ga., into a brigade post, and that for the purpose of the enlargement o 
the same to accommodate and quarter a brigade of troops there is 


hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
a propriated, the sum of $700,000, or so much as may be necessary for 


gs necessary í 
2 of the brigade at any point in the Chickamauga and 5 
on e- 


National Military Park, whether the same be contiguous to Fort Og 
thorpe or not, said buildings to be used for the accommodation of part 
of the brigade to be located at Fort Oglethorpe. 


Also the following committee amendment: 

Strike out, after the word “ post,” on page 1, 
ee to and including the word “ purpose,” in 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, this bill was very strongly recom- 
mended by the Secretary of War as being a part of the con- 
centration scheme which he is now trying to enforce. The com- 
mittee, after careful consideration, have recommended the bill 
favorably, amending it, however, by striking out that part of the 
bill providing for an appropriation of $700,000. The committee 
thought that the War Department could, out of the current 
annual appropriation for barracks and quarters, and for roads 
and sewers, build up this post without incurring any additional 
expense. I will read what the Secretary of War says, in order 
to apprise the committee of the fact that it is a part of the 
project for concentration of the troops: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
z Washington, February 5, 1912. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 


Sır: Referring to the bill presented by Representative Moon January 
5, 1912, and the bill of same wording presented by Representative LEN 
oa 8, 1912, for the pu of converting the post at Fort Ogle- 
thorpe into a brigade post, I have the honor to report that this depart- 
ment recommends favorable consideration of this measure. 

The — extent of land of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Na- 
tional Military Park made available by the terms of the bill, the 
climatic conditions, which permit troop training almost the entire year, 
the strategic advantage of that point, the economic considerations in- 
volved by thus concentrating troops, all make the enactment of, said 
project hly advantageous to the Government. Fort Oglethorpe fs the 
site decided upon by the department as the most sultable and available 
ree om the southeastern section of the United States for a brigade 
of Cayalry. 

Very respectfully, 


Does anybody desire time? 

Mr. MANN. There are two or three gentlemen who wished 
to be heard on this bill, but they do not seem to be in the Cham- 
ber. Let me say that the gentleman’s committee recently re- 
ported a bill which was passed by the House for an investiga- 
tion and report concerning maneuver ground at Anniston, Ala. 
The gentleman’s committee has also reported a joint resolution 
authorizing the Secretary of War to accept title to about 5,000 
acres of land at Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, for 
maneuver ground. If this brigade camp should be established 
at— E 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman means a brigade post. 

Mr. MANN. A brigade post. Not being a military man, I 
did not use the correct expression. I call it a camp, because 
everybody knows what that means. If this brigade camp be 
established at Fort Oglethorpe, and in connection with the bar- 
racks that the Government owns there, why could not that be 
used for maneuver ground instead of acquiring other ground 
close to it? 


line 5, all the words 
line 10, on the same 


H. L. Stimson, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. HAY. That is a matter, of course, in the discretion of 
the department, 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; that is a matter that seems to be pat 
with the gentleman's resolution already passed, and another 
resolution which is pending. 

Mr. HAY. But it comes back to Congress for determination 
as to whether or not they will accept this site, as I understand 
it, and the department is not compelled to use either the site 
at Tullahoma or the site at Anniston. 

Mr. MANN, Oh, I take it that when Congress passes a law 
providing authority to do a certain thing, and acquiring the 
ground for the purpose, it does not leave to the department very 
much discretion in regard to it. 

Mr. HAY. I call the gentleman’s attention to this fact, that 
Oglethorpe is already a regimental post located in a park 
owned by the Goyernment. The purpose of the bill is to make 
it a brigade post. Now, as a matter of fact, the Secretary of 
War could do that himself if he desired to do so, but he desires 
that shall pass upon all these questions hereafter 
coming up with regard to making regimental posts into brigade 
posts, 

Mr. MANN. But the Secretary of War could not, as I under- 
stand, without the authority of Congress, locate or construct 
buildings for the accommodation of the troops of a brigade 
in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Military Park? 

Mr. HAY. Yes; he could. Why not? 

Mr. MANN. What authority has he? 

Mr. HAY. The authority he has to expend the appropriation 
for barracks and quarters at any mobile army post in the United 
States. 

Mr. MANN. Fort Oglethorpe is a post? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Is the Chattanooga Military Park, the ground 
not contiguous to Fort Oglethorpe, a military post? 

Mr. HAY, As I understand it, the post is located in the 
boundaries of this park. 

Mr. MANN. There the gentleman thinks he can locate these 
buildings? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not claim that the Secretary 
of War would have authority to erect post buildings on some 
other portion of the park not contiguous to the post. That is 
the reason why it is in the bill. 

Mr. HAY. As to that particular provision, perhaps he would 
not; but he would have authority to put up buildings at the 
post on land which has been occupied and used for the troops. 

Mr. MANN. What I was trying to get at was this: Here we 
have had a proposition which has been passed upon, and another 
proposition which is now up, and still another proposition which 
is reported. If this post is to be enlarged and these military 
parks are to be used in the way indicated, why are they not 
sufficient to be used for maneuver grounds? Why should we 
accept additional grounds and improve them for national 
militia maneuvers? 

Mr. HAY. The Chickamauga Park may be large enough for 
maneuver grounds. I think it is. But I do not see that it has 
an, to do with the other proposition. They are entirely 
separate and distinct propositions. 

Now, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, before the chairman of the 
committee sits down I would like to ask him a question. Is it 
not a fact that President Taft, when Secretary of War, recom- 
mended this same change of enlarging this into a brigade post? 

Mr. HAY. I think so. Now I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Moon}. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it seems to be the 
policy af the Government to concentrate the troops of the 
United States in certain strategic centers. The War Department 
has made R A to that effect, so far as it has been able 
to do so, and in the opinion expressed by that department it 
is held that for the purpose of carrying out this concentration 
of troops in the interest of economy and efficiency in the Army 
certain places in the United States be made and designated as 
centers of concentratiom ‘The first one mentioned is Fort Ogle- 
thorpe, near Chattanooga, Tenn., which is said to be a desirable 
center, especially for a Cavalry brigade, and then come Fort 
Sam Houston and Fort McPherson and the Presidio and Colum- 
bus Barracks and at Albany. That is the policy of the Govern- 
ment now, which I assume we will all deem to be wise. 

As to why a Cayalry post should be placed in the Sontheastern 
States, there is nothing I could say on the subject that would 
be half so forceful as the report of the Secretary of War on this 
identical bill. He says, on approving the purpose of this bill: 


The large extent of land of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Na- 
tional Military Park made available by the terms of the bill, the 
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climatic conditions, which permit troop training almost the entirè pear, 
the strategic advantage of that point, the economic 5 in- 
volved by thus concentrating troops, all make the enactment of said 
project by rome A advantageous to the Government. Fort Oglethorpe is- 
site ded upon by the department as the most suitable and 
available location in the southeastern section of the United States for 4 


brigade of Cavalry. 
Very respectfully, H. L. Stimson, Seoretary of War. 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee.. I yield to the gentleman. é 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. How much expenditure for 
the construction of buildings is anticipated, if this bill should 


887 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I placed in the text of this bill 
originally the sum of $700,000, purely as an arbitrary figure. 
It may take $500,000 ultimately to construct the barracks that 
are needed there, but that is stricken from the bill, because of 
the fact that it is left to the discretion of the Secretary of War 
alone to determine the advisability and feasibility of the project, 
and he has enough money in the general appropriation to carry 
it out if desired. 

I want to say in reference to these matters that these Army 
posts are built up largely in this way. There is already a post 
at Fort Oglethorpe that cost, I believe, $1,114,000. It is full 
too large for the regiment that is there. It will accommodate 
part of another regiment. In pursuance of the policy referred 
to it is desired that a brigade be placed there for the reasons 
stated by the Secretary of War. The ground is owned by the 
United States. There is a park of between 6,000 and 7,000 
acres of land that belongs to the Government. There is u rifle 
range of a thousand acres near it. Fort Oglethorpe is situated 
within this park. It may be desirable to put the barracks for 
the other regiments close to the fort as it now exists. It may 
be best to place them a few hundred yards, or a thousand yards, 
or half a mile away, and we want to leave this discretion as to 
the location to the Secretary of War. At Fort Oglethorpe we 
now have the water plant and the electric-light plant. In that 
great park monuments haye been placed by different States of 
the Union commemorating the valor of the soldiers of the States 
who fought upon the field. of Chickamauga. It will be re- 
3 that this park is on the Chickamauga battle field 

The advantages of this location are many; not only its 
strategic position, but the ease of access to it. ‘There are eight 
great trunk lines that run within 10 miles of the park, con- 
venient for the moyement of troops in any direction through- 
out the United States. There is one railroad that runs right 
through the edge of the park. There is an electric line that 
runs to the park from the city of Chattanooga, some 8 or 10 
miles distant. At Chattanooga and in the surrounding country 
supplies for the soldiers, for the Cavalry horses, and for all 
that may be needed at the park can be bought perhaps as 
cheaply as anywhere else in the United States. These are some 
of the advantages of that location. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If I understand the gentle- 
man, there is already provision for one regiment at that fort? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The fort was constructed for one 
regiment, but it is ample to contain a portion of another regi- 


ment. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Has it accommodations for 
Cavalry? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It is a Cavalry regiment that is 
there now. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. This bill, if passed, would 
authorize provision for two additional Cavalry regiments, 
would it not? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. For one brigade, which would be 
three regiments, as I understand it, including the one that is 
already there. : 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The gentleman has stated, I 
think, that the cost for the present barracks and buildings has 
been something like $1,200,000. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. $1,114,000, but that means the 
ground. There are 6,000 acres of ground there owned by the 
United States. ; 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the $1,400,000 include 
the purchase of the ground? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. What has been the expense 
in the construction of the barracks and the buildings? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not know., 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Has the gentleman had any 
estimate made? 

Mr. MOON of ‘Tennessee. I should think it would take be- 
tween $500,000 and $700,000 ultimately to construct the barracks 
that will be desired in the concentration of these troops. 


1912. 
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I think the expenditure gen- 
erally for the construction of the buildings and fixing the 
grounds for regimental posts has been over $1,000,000 for each 
regimental provision. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not include in that estimate the 
1,000 acres of land that Congress bought two years ago, for 
which it paid $20,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Is the gentleman quite sure 
that $1,400,000 includes the purchase of the ground? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I would not be certain of it; but 
I think it does, because of the fact that at the time the ground 
was purchased land was very cheap. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. This isa part of the national 

ark? 
p Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Itis in the national park. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. What is the acreage of the 

ark? 
5 Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Between 6,000 and 7,000 acres, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Then does the gentleman 
mean for us to understand that the expenditure for this 6,000 
or 7,000 acres of land is included in the $1,400,000? : 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I think so; for at the time that was 
acquired that land was not worth more than $10 to $15 an 
acre. The gentleman must recollect that this park is 10 miles 
from any town or city, is back in the ridges and valleys, and in 
a country that is not particularly fertile. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from 
IIIinois. 

Mr. MANN. Is the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National 
Military Park wholly within the control of the War Department, 
or is there a commission? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It is wholly within the control of 
the War Department, because the commission is under the con- 
trol of the War Department, and the War Department super- 
vises and controls the action of the commission. The commis- 
sion acts until some question arises for decision, and that is 
decided by the War Department. 

Mr. MANN. Do we not appoint the commission? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The House of Representatives? 
The President appoints the commission. The law provides that 
the Secretary of War shall make the appointment, but, as a 
matter of fact, we know that the President is always consulted 
on this subject. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the forceful position that is taken 
by the Secretary of War and all the facts as they exist and the 
necessity for the enlargement of this post under the economic 
system of the department, I feel that there ought not to be 
any objection to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman one question more. Does he consider it good legislation 
to authorize the provision for two additional regiments at that 
place without any limitation upon the amount that the Secre- 
tary of War may expend? 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It could not be built except out of 
the general appropriation already made for military purposes, 
and that is purely within the discretion of the Secretary of 
War. He need not build it at all. The whole matter is within 
his discretion. I will say to the gentleman, however, that in 
most posts in the United States there never have been any ap- 
propriations for their construction. 

[The time of Mr. Moon of Tennessee having expired, Mr. Hay 
yielded him five minutes more. | 

Nearly every post in the United States in the beginning was 
constructed without specific appropriations from this House. It 
was under the influence of the first commissioner, that great 
and good old man Gen. Boynton, that this work was done in 
commemoration of that great battle. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Under the present law the 
Secretary of War could not expend over $20,000 on any one 
structure except under special authorization. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The gentleman does not interpret 
the Jaw on the subject as Ido. This question is not a new one. 
Outside the proposition of concentration offered by the Secre- 
tary of War, the present President of the United States when 
Secretary of War felt it to be his duty to go before the Military 
Affairs Committee and recommend the enlargement of this post, 
and he was so deeply interested in the question that he brought 
with him the General of the Army, and they recommended the 
enlargement of this post and the maneuvering grounds. The 
General of the Army insisted on legislation along this line in 
the interest of the National Government. It is a proposition 
that has been supported all along outside of the new idea of 
concentration, and the President even in his campaign thought 
so much of it that he promised the people that he would take 


an interest in the establishment of this maneuvering ground and 
post if he was elected President of the United States. 
Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 


from Tennessee a question. How far is Chickamauga Park 
from Fort Oglethorpe? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Fort Oglethorpe is in Chickamauga 
Park. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be no oppo- 
sition to this bill on this side of the Chamber. It is not only 
a meritorious proposition, but it is one coming here with the 
indorsement of two Republican Secretaries of War, the present 
able Secretary and President Taft. It comes here with a 
unanimous report from the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
was passed upon by a commission from the War Department, 
it has the approval of practically every leading general, it is in 
the interest of the Army, it is in the interest of the service, and 
it is in the interest of the country. This is a proposition long 
advocated by my able and efficient colleague from the third 
district of Tennessee [Mr. Moon], and I have never known 
him since I have been a Member of this House to father any 
legislation which I did not believe honestly was in the interest 
of the public service, and I hope that my colleagues on this 
side will give their united support to this bill. Chattanooga is 
a great historical place, and the immortal battle field.of Chicka- 
mauga, where the world witnessed the great valor and peerless 
courage of the men of the North and the South, should be a lasting 
monument to the American people and the American soldiery. 
I sincerely trust that this bill will encounter no opposition in 
this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe this bill 
should be passed. It is here apparently in response to a recom- 
mendation that Fort Oglethorpe be made a brigade post. It is 
apparently to carry out a policy of the War Department not 
yet accepted by the Congress and not yet put into effect. The 
Secretary of War, under date of January 25, 1912, recommended 
that certain Army posts be abandoned and that provision be 
made for the enlargement and concentration of troops at cer- 
tain other posts. In the Army appropriation bill, by amend- 
ments placed thereon in the House, provision is made that no 
appropriation shall be expended for improvements at certain 
posts indicated by the Secretary of War as proper for aban- 
donment, but that policy has not yet been adopted by the Con- 
gress, nor has any comprehensive, definite, fixed policy been 
adopted as, to where troops shall be concentrated and as to 
what shall be done for their protection. 

No limitation is placed upon the amount that may eventually 
be expended upon this post; no estimate of its cost of what the 
post will need has been made. There is some indication as to 
how much the initial expenditure might be by the fact that 
this bill as introduced provided that there should be expended, 
to carry out the provisions of the bill, $700,000 during the next 
fiscal year. Mr. Chairman, before Congress initiates a policy 
of largely increasing thé size and capacity of these posts the 
Congress itself should adopt a definite, permanent policy in 
regard to what shall be done. That the War Department is not 
to be relied upon I shall demonstrate in a few moments. It 
has no fixed policy; it has no permanent policy. It changes its 
policy overnight. No one here will say or can authoritatively 
say that within six months or a year the War Department will 
not be back in Congress advocating the retention and main- 
tenance of small posts rather than large posts. I have in my 
hand some papers of a very interesting character which show 
the fluctuating, unstable, unreliable policy of the War De- 
partment, and the futility of Congress attempting to rely 
upon its recommendations, and the necessity for Congress itself 
adopting a permanent policy before it begins piecemeal to go 
into the matter of authorizing the enlargement of posts. In 
the sundry eivil act, approved March 4, 1909, and also in the 
act approved June 25, 1910, $200,000 was appropriated, and 
contracts were authorized not to exceed $600,000 for the estab- 
lishment of a Cavalry post for what is known as Camp Schofield 
in the Hawaiian Islands. The authorization was made in re- 
sponse to a unanimous demand upon the Committee on Appro- 
priations by the General Staff as to the imperative necessity for 
Cavalry accommodations in the Hawaiian Islands. The appro- 
priation was made because it was believed to be imperatively 
needed for the public defense, and it was made available speed- 
ily because of the pressing necessity for the accommodations. 
Under date of May 3, 1911, the Secretary of War forwarded a 
communieation to me requesting that the money appropriated 
for the establishment of Cavalry barracks on the Island of 
Oahu be modified so as to permit the purchase of additional . 
land in the city of Honolulu and the erection of barracks there- 
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on to accommodate three regiments of Infantry. The statement 
was made that the Cavalry was so much more needed at that 
time on our Mexican border and could be so much more 
economically maintained in the United States than in the 
Hawaiian Islands that it was not deemed desirable to send 
Cavalry at that time to Honolulu, but that it was desired that 
the money be made available for Infantry barracks. 

The Senate, on the 16th day of May last, passed an act in 
compliance with this request of the War Department to make 
` available the money for Infantry barracks rather than Cavalry 
barracks. As the result of a notification sent by me to the War 
Department, its policy again was changed. Under date of Feb- 
ruary, 1912, an estimate was submitted to Congress in connec- 
tion with the matter. The communication which I sent to the 
Secretary of War, under date of May 4, is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1911. 
Hon. Jacon McG. DICKINSON, 
Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 

arn Sm: Your 8 of = 3d insaat yom Boner nyt nb ia 
legislation to permi e use of appropr ns ofore made 
serommodation of Cavalry in Hawal, for the accommodation of In- 
fantry in the city of Honolulu, is at hand. 


It is the policy of the House and of this committee not to enter 
upon the consideration of general legislative matters during this ses- 

on. Unless there be some matter of imperative necessity, considera- 
tion will be deferred until the next regular n of Congress. 

The suggestions contained in your letter indicate a very. marked 
change from the grounds heretofore taken as to the necessity of Cavalry 
accommodations on the island of Oahu, and would probably necessitate 
careful and exhaustive inyestigation by the committee before any action 


baie Very troly, yours, Joun J.’FITZGERALD. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I did not catch just what the gen- 
tleman was reading. What is he discussing now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am discussing the fluctuating attitude 
of the War Department. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The fact that the War Department 
changed in its attitude about some things? Are you discussing 
the Hawaiian position? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am showing just what the Department 

-of War has done within the past few months. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I just wanted to get in line with 
the argument. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I was discussing what the department 
stated to be imperatively necessary for the public defense in the 
Hawaiian Islands and jts changing attitude. 

Under date of February 19, 1912, after this request of last 
May, and after the Senate had passed, in compliance with the 
War Department’s request, a bill to make this money appro- 
priated for Cavalry available for Infantry barracks, an esti- 
mate was transmitted to Congress requesting that the author- 
ization contained in the sundry civil acts, to which I have 
referred, providing accommodations for two squadrons of Cay- 
alry on the island of Oahu, be amended and changed so as to 
permit the construction of accommodations for a full regiment 
of Cavalry on that island. In his communication the Secretary 
calls attention to the fact that the Quartermaster General states 
that in view of existing conditions in Hawaii the interests of 
the service demand that the post located at the Schofield Bar- 
racks Reservation be completed “as expeditiously as possible.” 
Though the department had had the appropriation for more 
than two years, no step was taken to use it to build this Cavalry 
post, so urgently required, until it was found that Congress 
would not follow the department in its fluctuating and unstable 
policy. 

It is now proposed, upon this letter of the Secretary of 
War, without any authoritative determination by Congress as 
to its policy, to authorize the construction or the conversion of 
this regimental post into a brigade post. I shall read an ex- 
tract from this communication of the Secretary which may 
condemn in the language of the department itself this very 
project more forcibly than I can do it myself, 

Speaking of the old system under which posts had grown 
up the Secretary of War said: 


The Army leaders had grown old under a s 
due to former Indian troubles. The board 


Regulations stated nothing as to the im ce of combined maneuvers, 
but dwelt 8 on the post commander's duty to make his post an 
or the Army by every means available.” For years a 


beautiful parklike reservation had been the surest means of ing for 


te the idea of progressive 
ordinates and recommend pro} course of action. As a whole; 
Army was not aware of its own rtcomings. 

Yet here is a recommendation from the War Department that 
Fort Oglethorpe, now a regimental post, be enlarged into a 
brigade post, and that the department be permitted to locate 


such of the buildings as it desires within the Chickamauga 
National Park, so as very likely to give that parklike appear- 
ance which would commend its commanding officer to the good 
graces of his superiors in the War Department. One of the 
arguments in favor of the concentration of troops is that build- 
ings could be placed close together so that there would be econ- 
anit effected in administration and in the maintenance of the 
pos 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman let me ask 
him a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. I yield. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee, Does not the gentleman think it 
would be wise to give this discretion, and that it is best not to 
crowd all these buildings up together, but to locate some of 
them a little distance from the others? Ought not that dis- 
cretion be left to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think in a post sufficient to accom- 
modate a brigade of troops all of the buildings can not be 
very closely located to one another, but this bill provides—and 
I call the gentleman’s attention to the provisions of it—that 
these buildings may be located in any portion of this park, 
regardless of whether the place where located is contiguous to 
Fort Oglethorpe. It is impossible to haye that concentration 
and that desirable economy of maintenance and administration 
by scattering these buildings through any part of this 7,000- 
acre national park. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. The gentleman has stated that it 
arya to be, in wisdom, left to the discretion of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Perhaps I do not go as far as the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. But you can not determine in 
advance that the Secretary of War is going to do a thing so ill- 
advised as what you suggest. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know. I have just read from 
the official records as to what the War Department has done, 
as to what the Secretary of War has done, recommending last 
May that an appropriation made two years ago for Cavalry 
quarters in the Hawaiian Islands be diverted to Infantry quar- 
ters, and urging in February that authority be given to provide 
larger accommodations for Cavalry, and calling attention to 
the fact that expedition is necessary in the construction of the 
quarters because of the conditions pointed out three years pre- 
viously to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Before any attempt is made to concentrate troops, before any 
attempt is made to enlarge any of the existing posts, I believe 
that Congress should, by legislation, lay down a definite policy 
and state positively what posts shall be maintained, either as 
regimental or brigade posts, and what posts shall be definitely 
abandoned, and then proceed in a proper and logical manner to 
make the expenditures therefor. Not only that, but the War 
Department should be compelled to submit detailed estimates 
showing what it would cost to make the necessary enlargement, 
showing what buildings are needed, the character of them, the 
cost of them, the necessity of them, and then let Congress de- 
termine whether the recommendations of the department are 
such as to meet its approval, or whether it will modify them so 
as to bring them within what would be determined to be rea- 
sonable and proper limits. 

Here is authority to make a brigade post out of a regimental 
post without any limitation whatever upon the cost of the enter- 
prise. It will always be in order on an appropriation bill to 
offer amendments to provide for increased expenditures at such 
posts. It is an indefensible policy to adopt and should not be 
approved by the House. 

There is something else that shows the necessity of some defi- 
nite policy. The House the other day passed a bill creating a 
commission to report to Congress, as I recall, by the 1st of May, 
as to the propriety of acquiring land near Birmingham, Ala., 
for the purpose of maneuver grounds for the troops. There is 
on the calendar, reported from the Committee on, Military Af- 
fairs, a bill accepting 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of 
Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, for the purpose of estab- 
lishing “a maneuver camp for the maneuvering of troops, for 
establishing and maintaining camps of instruction, for rifle and 
artillery ranges, and for the purpose of assembling and mobiliz- 
ing troops from the States of Tennessee, Kentucky, Alabama, 
Georgia, and South Carolina.” That bill is next in order on 
the calendar, reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and the gentlemen interested in the maneuvering grounds in 
Alabama have probably been caught napping; because, if this 
bill becomes a law, there will be absolutely no excuse for any 
commission to report to Congress, either before or after the 
ist of May, as to the advisability of establishing another maneu- 
ver ground so near the one proposed at Tullahoma. 
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Mr. Chairman, it is apparent that before the Congress and this 
House enters upon the policy of authorizing these enlarged 
posts or additional maneuvering grounds, there should be formu- 
lated and laid before Congress a comprehensive scheme, which 
should be taken up by Congress and carefully worked out. 
Congress itself should adopt a policy and adhere to that policy. 

The gravest indictment and the most severe criticism that can 
be made of the War Department is that it has no definite, per- 
manent policy. Every time there is a change in the War De- 
partment, or a change in the offices of the General Staff, or in 
the head of the General Staff, a new policy is proposed, new 
schemes are introduced. Whatever one man advocates appar- 
ently is opposed by his successors. It seems to be the proof of 
progress. There is no continuity of policy here. Take the 
scheme in the Hawaiian Islands, to which I have referred. A 
plan for its proper defense, supposed to have been carefully 
worked out by the General Staff and in the War College estab- 
lished for that purpose, was laid before Congress. It was 
adopted. Yet, although in 1909 and in 1910 they advocated the 
immediate appropriation of money for Cavalry barracks, in 1911 
they asked to have it diverted for Infantry barracks at Hono- 
lulu, a distance of some 12 miles from Camp Schofield, and then 
in 1912 the department comes back again and asks that addi- 
tiohal authority be given for greater accommodations for 
Cayalry. 

I do not wonder that in time of war, if this country is so 
unfortunate to be afflicted with it, the United States should be 
found unprepared in every department of the military service. 
If we are expending the vast sums that we do expend, and if 
we are educating officers at the expense to which we are put to 
haye them study and determine military questions and they 
are unable overnight to confine themselyes to any given policy 
or plan or scheme, it is no wonder that when war does come 
upon us we should have all the horrors and misfortunes that 
followed from the Spanish War. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe it is unwise to pass this bill. In view 
of the fact that we have no definite information as to cost, and 
ano definite information as to requirements, and there is no limi- 
tation upon the amount to be expended, with the likelihood of 
having within a few brief years a repetition of what has hap- 
pened on former occasions, a change of policy, a change of con- 
trol in the governing bodies in the War Department, and a 
recommendation that this system of brigade posts be abolished, 
and that some new or other system be established, action should 
be deferred until Congress changes the existing conditions. I 
hope the House will not pass the bill. z 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I will ask the gentleman from New 
York how many of these little brigade posts which the gentle- 
man speaks about have been established in the State of New 
York, and how many are now being constructed there? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are none being constructed there. 
When the Army bill was under consideration, I did my best to 
get permission for the Secretary of War to negotiate for the sale 
of one post in the city of New York, so that Congress would not 
be plagued with it, but I could not do it. One of the posts in 
the State of New York, recommended for abandonment, to which 
I interposed no objection, is the Madison Barracks on Lake 
Champlain. One or two of these posts are in the vicinity of 
Buffalo. All of them are at least 400 miles from where I live. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. You have about six posts in the 
State of New York, and you have a group about Albany? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am in favor of abolishing many of 
them, not of enlarging them. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I have no objection to your having 
all the posts you have in New York; but with all those posts for 
the troops up there, where it costs four or five times the amount 
necessary in our country to keep them, I do not see why the gen- 
tleman from New York should be opposing a Cavalry post for 
all the Southeastern States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know that I do object 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. You have done it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not object to a post for Cavalry in 
the Southeastern States. If the department were to submit, and 
Congress were to adopt a definite policy, I should be very glad 
to support the action to be taken. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. But the gentleman is opposing the 
policy of the department which looks to that very thing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no confidence in the recommenda- 
tions of the department now, and I do not see how anybody else 
can have any confidence in its recommendations. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. If the gentleman is going to take 


the position that the Secretary of War and all the people con- 
nected with the War Department are faithless and not worthy 
of consideration by this House, and that they are not properly 
discharging the duties of their office in connection with this 
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other, then possibly the gentleman is right, but I 


matter or an 
do not concede that position. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not have to go that far. I think 
they are incompetent in many respects. They certainly have no 
definite, fixed policy. They fluctuate, they shift, they twist. 
The Secretary of War himself admits that present conditions 
grew up because of political pressure that could not be resisted 
by some distinguished gentlemen, so that I am not originating 
this charge. 

One of the posts in the State of New York recommended for, 
abandonment, since the gentleman refers to it, and to which I 
have interposed no objection, is the post on Lake Champlain, 
Madison Barracks, I believe, at Plattsburg. I know the reasons 
that have been urged for its abandonment, and I also know that 
after the War with Spain, when troops were sent back to this 
country in very bad condition of health, they were sent to 
Madison Barracks to recuperate. Whether it is necessary to 
have the barracks there in time of peace I have not said, but 
I made no objection to the abandonment of the post. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It may be desirable to have that 
post at all times. I am making no objection. I am entirely 
willing that the great State of New York should have five posts; 
but I think the Representative from New York, who is no doubt 
honestly seeking to protect the interests of the Treasury, 
is a little bit extreme in opposing the unanimous report of a 
committee of this House that proposes merely to add two regi- 
ments to the one regimental post and create a brigade post for 
all these Southwestern States, in view of the statement of the 
Secretary of War on this subject, which the gentleman im- 
peaches, but which I respect. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me say this, Mr. Chairman: I do not 
believe the number of posts located in the State from which I 
come should have any effect at all upon my attitude on this 
bill; and I know that it does not. The fact that it is proposed 
to locate this post at this particular point does not affect me at 
all. It is a question of the propriety of authorizing at this time 
the enlargement of any regimental post into a brigade post. I 
am inclined to belieye—I am not quite certain, but I believe that 
when the Army appropriation bill passed a provision was in- 
serted in it prohibiting the change of a regimental post into a 
ee post. The gentleman from Virginia will recollect about 

a 

Mr. HAY. Yes; but this is doing just what that provision 
contemplated—that Congress is to act on these propositions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; it is taking an isolated instance 
without having yet succeeded in discontinuing any of the other 
posts. I hope a good many will be discontinued, but none have 
yet been eliminated. 

My experience has been that it is yery unwise to start upon a 
new project until we have definitely eliminated the old one. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will yield. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman stated that 
before Congress acts the War Department should frame a defi- 
nite policy, and he next stated that the War Department is in- 
efficient and incapable to form a definite policy for the guidance 
of Congress. Now, where do we get on and where do we get 
0 8 to the argument of the gentleman from New 

or’ 

Mr, FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania may 
have heard what I said, but he evidently is incapable of re- 
peating it. I did not say that the department was entirely in- . 
competent. I have said that its action during the past three or 
four years shows that it has no definite policy, that it has fluc- 
tuated and shifted and trimmed from one side to the other, 
and if the papers I have called to the attention of the House, in 
one of the most important matters in connection with the de- 
fense of the country, do not demonstrate the accuracy of my 
statement, I do not know how it would be possible to demon- 
strate anything. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. ‘The gentleman has stated defi- 
nitely now that the War Department has fluctuated, trimmed, 
and shifted 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I say that. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Is not that equivalent to say- 
ing that it is incompetent? I do not agree with him, but ask 
the question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is supposed to have rea- 
soning . and he can draw his own opinions. The ones I 
pe and wish to express I haye never found any difficulty in 
doing so. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Would the gentleman from 
New York be willing to state whether he would support the 
policy of the department in an important measure if sent te 
this House through the proper channel? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I might. I did not on the Army appro- 
priation bill, and neither did the majority of the House. What 
particular charm is there about the recommendations of the 
department now that it did nof possess a few weeks since? 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. I do not think there is any 

particular charm attaching then that does not attach now, until 
I heard the argument of the gentleman from New York. He 
says that because of the absence of all these virtues and the 
recommendation of the War Department, the committee should 
not act. 
* Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I did not say anything 
of the kind. The gentleman can not state what I did say. My 
objection to the bill was not based on the action of the War 
Department. I have referred to the communication from the 
Secretary of War in reference to this new policy, but my ob- 
jection is not based on that ground. I am sincere in my op- 
position to the bill, and some gentlemen here are sincere in 
their advocacy of it. I express the hope, Mr. Chairman, that 
until a definite, fixed policy regarding these posts is adopted 
by Congress, not by the War Department, these isolated cases 
will not be singled out and changes authorized without any 
knowledge as to what the limit of cost will be, without an esti- 
mate of what it is proposed to expend, without any limitation 
fixed by Congress as to what may be expended in the work. I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog- 
nized for one hour. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, this is the first fruits of the 
widely heralded new policy of concentration of Army posts. 
Its consideration involves the question of the abandonment of 
posts in the Northwest as well as the building of a brigade post 
in Tennessee. This is some more of the policy of economy so 
loudly heralded on the other side of the aisle. In the interest 
of economy you give the War Department carte blanche to spend 
$5,000,000, for when you give the War Department authority to 
build a brigade post you give them authority to spend all the 
appropriations as they are made for barracks and quarters for 
the construction of that post. It costs about $5,000,000 to build 
a brigade post. When the military bill was under discussion a 
few days ago the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] offered an 
amendment that no part of the appropriation therein contained 
should be used for any purpose; that is, the appropriation for 
barracks and quarters, at certain named posts. I hope gentle- 
men will follow me. Those posts are as follows: 


Fort Apache, Ariz.; Boise Barracks, Idaho; Fort Brady, Mich. ; Fort 
Clark, Tex.; Fort George Wright, Wash. ; Fort 3 N. Y. (mobile gar- 
rison only) ; Fort Lincoln, N. Dak.; Fort Logan II. Roots, Ark.; Fort 
McIntosh; Tex. ; Fort Mackenzie Wyo. ; Madison Barracks, N. X.; Fort 
Meade, S. Dak. ; Fort Niagara, N. V.: Fort Ontario, N. X.; Fort Wayne, 
Mich.: Whipple Barracks, Ariz.; Fort William Henry Harrison, Mont. ; 
Fort Yellowstone, Wyo.; Fort Ethan Allen, Vt.; Plattsburg Barracks, 
N. Y.: Fort Robinson, Nebr.; Fort Missoula, Mont.; Fort Logan, Colo. ; 
Fort Douglas, Utah; Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo. 


Those posts, Mr. Chairman, have cost this Government, I 
think, about $22,000,000—between $22,000,000 and $25,000,000. 
With the exception of two or three small posts therein men- 
tioned, they are all comparatively new, modern, up-to-date 
Army posts. Many of them have been practically rebuilt within 
10 years, first class, with the latest specifications, located, 
many of them, on reseryations of thousands of acres, located in 


an ideal climate, practically every one of them, for the housing 


and maneuvering of troops, and yet this House—no; not this 
House, but the Democratic side of this House which to-day 
brings in this bill—proposes that we shall not use a. penny 
tò stop a leak in the roofs of any of the Army buildings at these 
Army posts. In the interest of economy, twenty to twenty-five 
million dollars’ worth of Government property is to go to rack 
and ruin, and at-the same time, in the interest of economy, I as- 
sume, the War Department is to be given the power to build a 
$5,000,000 Army post. Why do I say a $5,000,000 Army post? 
There are at this time four brigade posts in the United States— 
four posts that may properly be called brigade posts. Fort 
D. A. Russell, Wyo., is one of them. It has cost up to this time 
$4,925,000 in round numbers. Fort Leavenworth, Kans., is a 
brigade post. It has cost $4,263,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. HELM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. In a moment. Fort Sam Houston, Tex., is 
a brigade post, and it has cost $3,625,000 in round numbers. 
Fort Riley, Kans., is larger than a regimental post; it has 
cost $3,491,000. So that a brigade post means an expenditure 
of approximately $5,000,000. Now, I-yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HELM: What is the capacity of Fort Leavenworth? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman's committee made a most ex- 
haustive report on that subject a short time ago. If I had the 
time I should be very glad to quote from it, but I do not have 
in mind now the exact capacity of Fort Leavenworth; but Fort 
Leayenworth has the capacity for approximately the number of 
troops provided for in this bill. It is, in other words, a brigade 
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post, and so known in the Army. Fort D. A. Russell is the new- 
est brigade post. It has cost almost exactly $5,000,000. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman state that 
Fort D. A. Russell has the capacity to quarter a brigade? 

Mr. MONDELL. No; I think it has not. I was giving the 
gentleman the benefit of the doubt. I was giving the cost of 
posts known as brigade posts. I think perhaps none of them 
have the capacity of quartering a brigade; and if the gentle- 
man desires to have me amend my figures and say that a 
brigade post will cost $8,000,000 or $9,000,000—and there is no 
limit on the amount the department might expend—I am per- 
fectly willing to take the gentleman’s estimate, whatever it is, 
provided it is aboye the amount which it has cost to build the 
posts which are now called brigade posts. The post which it 
is proposed to enlarge into a brigade post has cost up to this 
time $1,101,000 in round numbers. So that, assuming that the 
expenditure which we are authorizing to meet the difference 
between the cost of this post as it now stands and the usual 
cost of a brigade post, the very least that the bill authorizes 
is the expenditure of $4,000,000, and it will not require another 
line of legislation to authorize the expenditure of that amount 
of money. 

I said this was the first fruits of the new policy of concen- 
tration and economy. That is not entirely accurate. It is 
about the third blossom, but it seems to be the first to approach 
fruition. There have been passed through the House a resolu- 
tion, or have been reported two—one looking to the purchase of 
maneuver grounds in Tennessee, the other authorizing investi- 
gations which are expected to lead to the purchase of large 
areas in Alabama for maneuyer grounds. Of course that means, 
in the due course of eyents, the erection of Army posts. So, in 
the interests of economy, we are proposing to encourage the 
War Department to abandon twenty to twenty-five million 
dollars’ worth of up-to-date military property in the Northwest 
and to spend millions to establish new Army posts in other 
parts of the country. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] has made some statement with regard to the 
policies of the War Department. I want to record my assent 
to his statement. I suppose the gentlemen on the General Staff 
of the War Department must have something to occupy their 
time, and consequently every so often the Congress has pre- 
sented to it some new and weird proposition of change of or- 
ganization or for housing the Army. If we were to follow all 
of the changing moods of the military and the gentlemen from 
civil life connected from time to time with the War Depart- 
ment our military organization would be a hodgepodge that 
would be a spectacle worth going miles to see. 

Why, take, for example, their suggestion as to the abandon- 
ment of Army posts in the Northwest. Fort Yellowstone is a 
child of the Army. No political influence had anything to do 
with the building of Fort Yellowstone. So far as I know no 
mere politician suggested the building of an Army post at Fort 
Yellowstone. The department spent about $650,000 for the 
building of an Army post there, and they spent it properly, 
because I know of no better location for an Army post than at 
Fort Yellowstone. The climate is ideal for the recuperation of 
troops. It is a place where men grow strong, hardy, and 
vigorous in that mountain climate. The Cavalry stationed there 
is occupied in policing a great national pleasure ground. It 
is an ideal post from the standpoint of the troops, and the 
troops there are about the only ones in the entire Army who 
are really performing valuable service in time of peace. And 
yet the War Department having, on its own motion and with- 
out suggestion from anyone, spent nearly three-quarters of a 
million dollars at Fort Yellowstone, haying there an ideal Army 
post, perfect and up-to-date buildings, a large reservation, an 
ideal location, proposes to abandon the property, and it will be 
utterly valueless and worthless when abandoned. At least it 
will bring no return to the Treasury of the United States. 
Abandon Fort Yellowstone for what? For a proposed policy 
of concentration. : — 

The abandonment of the northern and northwestern posts, they 
tell us, is in the interests of economy and for the purpose of 
concentration, but the first recommendation we have from the 
War Department has nothing to do with the policy of con- 
centration. The policy of concentration, as I understand it, 
contemplates the building of barracks and quarters in or im- 
mediately adjacent to great cities and allow the officers com- 
mutation of quarters in order that they may live in the city. 
That is the department’s idea of concentration. They want to 
get away from the rural denizens of the agricultural districts 
and establish quarters for our Army in the slums or adjacent 
to the slums of great cities, in order, I presume, that the officers, 
in addition to their other advantages, may be given the oppor- 
tunity to attend the opera and enjoy all the delights of large 
cities. They have been proposing to take the American soldier 
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away from the isolated posts, where he is free from the tempta- 
tions of great cities, away from the mountains and the plains, 
where he enjoys à bracing, delightful, healthful climate, and 
put him in the midst of all the temptations of great cities and 
congregate him in great units. While that is the theory, the 
moment some gentleman of the majority approaches the War 
Department with a proposition not of concentration, but a 
proposition for shifting the present seattered Army posts to 
another part of the country, the War Department finds it in its 
heart to adjust its theory of concentration to the theory of seat- 
tering the Army posts in other portions of the country than that 
in which they are located. That is all that is proposed. 

That is all this propeses. Concentration! Why, they are not 
even satisfied to have the new buildings located adjacent to the 
buildings already erected. They can scatter them all about on 
this 8.000 acres of land whieh the Government owns and spend 
all the money that we shall appropriate for the next 10 years 
for barracks and quarters in building up this great post down 
there in Tennessee, leaving, I suppose, the splendid posts of 
the North and Northwest tenantless, inhabited by bats, open 
to the winds of heaven. What matters the throwing away of 
twenty or twenty-five million dollars of Government money? 
The people pay it and our salary runs on just the same. Why 
not toss a $5,000,000 Army post to the winds every morning 
and establish a new one in the distriet of some gentleman who 
may desire it? z 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
permit me to interrupt him? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Tennessee?’ 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to say 
that the purpose of passing this bill is to get somebody back to 
Congress? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I have such very high regard for my 
friend from Tennessee and so great a desire that he may come 
back that if there is anything in what I have said that would 
convey that idea I will take it back. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not want the gentleman to say 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not have the gentleman from Tennes- 
see in my mind in connection with my remarks. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It was my bill, and therefore I 
thought the gentleman had me in mind. 

Mr. MONDELL. No; because high as is my regard for my 
other colleagues there is none for whom I have a higher regard 
than the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. IApplause.] 
It is because I have so high a regard for him that I regret ex- 
ceedingly that I feel it my duty to oppose this measure as vigor- 
ously as I can. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I thank the gentleman for his high 
regard, but I hope it will not increase any more. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. MONDELL. I have a great regard for the gentleman 
from Tennessee. I also have a great regard for the welfare of 
the people and for the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole theory of so-called concentration is 
un-American. It is simply an attempt to ape the methods of 
the military-ridden, military-burdened monarehies of Europe. 


If we did not have an Army post to-day in the United States, if | 


we were now free to outline a plan for the housing of the Army, 
in my opinion the Army should be housed practically as it is 
to-day, with the posts scattered throughout the country, and 
particularly in those portions of the country where the Govern- 
ment has large reservations, where the climate is healthful and 
invigorating, where troops can be maintained at a compara- 
tively small cost, where the Army of the United States shall be 
available as a model for the National Guard, where the Army 
may be so scattered among the body of the people that in ease 
of war the Army posts can be utilized as points for the reernuit- 
ing of volunteers scattered throughout the agricultural regions 
of the country. from which we receive the bulk and the best of 
our Volunteer Army, where they are easily aecessible for the 
maneuvers of the National Guard, and where they are convert- 
fently located for the purposes of concentration in time of war. 

We have in Wyoming a brigade post, the finest in the Union. 
I realize that there is no danger of its being abandoned. Seere- 
taries of War may suggest and Democratic majorities may at- 
tempt to hasten that sort of thing, but we are not going to 
abandon $5,000,000 werth of property situated on the main 
transcontinental lines of the United States—north and south 
and east and west—even in connection with some weird plan of 
concentrating the Army in the slums of great cities. The War 
Department may not know it, but it is a faet that it is the same 
distance across the continent with Army posts located midway 
between the two oceans as it is across the continent if an Army 


post were located in one corner of the country. In case of an 
outbreak requiring our troops on the Pacifie coast it will cost 
quite as much and considerably more to bring troops from Fort 
Oglethorpe than to transpert them from Fort D. A. Russell, 
Wyo. And in the case of trouble on the Canadian border the 
cost of transportation would be greatly increased. ; 

But gentlemen have heard of the reclamation law. In their 
wanderings throughout the country, having occasionally got 
away from the attractions of the large cities, they have run 
across some reclamation projects somewhere, and it has oc- 
curred to them that inasmuch as the Government is hoping to 
recoup its expenditures made in the irrigation of lands, it may 
recoup its expenditures in the abandonment of Army posts in 
the same way. . 

I imagine the people of the country are simply falling ever 
each other to buy old abandoned Army posts. There may be 
an Army post somewhere in the United States for which we 
could get a few dollars if it were abandoned. Some of the 
posts in New Tork State were granted with a reversionary 
clause, and if they are abandoned I assume they go back to the 
original owners, buildings and all. There was a post recently 
abandoned in Texas, and I think one of the gentlemen from 
that State has a bill proposing to turn it over to the State of 
Texas. Unless there are some unusual conditions there, I 
think that is a very proper way to dispose of it. You could 
dispose of all the Army posts that way, except those that the 
States would consider white elephants and would not have any- 
thing to do with. 5 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Fort Elliott, in my district, was 
abandoned a few years ago, and also Fort Richardson, and those 
buildings brought the Government practically not 1 cent of 
what they originally eost the Government. 

Mr. MONDELL. No one who has any knowledge of what 
has oecurred in previous abandonments or has any knowledge 
of the surroundings and conditions of Army posts imagines for 
a moment that any sum worth considering could be secured by 
the sale of these posts. The Government may have a small 
tract of land somewhere which could be sold for a considerable 
sum of money. If there is such a tract, it is probably one 
which the Government eam very well afford to keep and have 
in reserve in case of war, when depots for supplies may be 
needed. 

Mr. KAHN. Does the gentleman recall the case of Fort 
Walla Walla, whieh was abandoned a few years ago? There 
was a preposition to turn the fort over to Whitman College. I 
think $121,000 had been expended on the post in the shape of 
new construction about two years before it was abandoned. 
Whitman College made an effort to secure the land, but some 
real-estate dealers in Walla Walla began to put up the price of 
the land, and I believe they finally offered something like $350 
an acre for it; so that is one post, at any rate, where the Gov- 
ernment is going to get some value for its property. 

Mr. MONDELL. There may be some Army posts where the 
Government can sell a little property for town sites. An Army 
post whieh cost the Government nearly half a million dollars 
in my own State was abandoned some years ago and ceded to 
the State It has been somewhat of a white elephant on the 
hands of the State ever since. 

A Memper. Cede it back. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says “cede it back.” I 
think we would have to do it when there was nobody on the 
floor of the House that understood the situation. I do not 
think that the Government wants to be handicapped with that 
sort of preperty. Army posts are, in the main, a considerable 
distance from the large cities. The War Department suggests 
that we might use them for the purpose of suburban residences. 
Imagine the splendid Army post in the district of my friend 
from South Dakota being used for the purpose of suburban resi- 
dences. It is now an up-to-date post, in a delightful climate, 
with a large reservation, with enormous forest reserves im- 
mediately adjacent. 

No finer place for maneuvers could be imagined than in that 
territory belonging to the Government immediately adjacent to 
this post. And that is so with nearly all the northwestern pests, 
which have, most of them, large reservations and near them 
great mountain forest reserves, an ideal location for maneuvers, 
where the Government owns millions of acres of land, where 
maneuvers of all kinds can be earried on without the daiſger of 
trespassing on any man’s property. P 

Furthermore, they are in a territory where there is often use 
for the Army in fighting great forest fires. A year ago last fall, 
up in Idaho and northern Montana the troops proved themselves 
exceedingly useful and valuable in helping to put out the forest 
fires. 

In several instances the troops were the only considerable 
body of men available in the first instance, and except for the 
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presence of detachments of Cavalry and Infantry the fires, which 
destroyed millions of dollars worth of Government property in 
timber, would have destroyed very much larger areas of Goy- 
ernment timber. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Is the gentleman aware also that 
the department is committed to the policy of ordering these 
troops to put out these fires wherever they can be reached? 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the department has never at any 
time declined to cooperate with the Forest Service where a re- 
quest has been made, and ordinarily the men are glad to do it, 
because it gives them exercise and gets them out into the field. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will. 

Mr. KAHN. I want to call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that in fighting forest fires many soldiers have lost their 
uniforms, or, at any rate, their uniforms were so seriously dam- 
aged that they had to be replaced. The War Department recom- 
mended that the soldiers be paid for this damage, and they 
ought to be paid. I have not heard that any bill has been 
brought in by any committee of this House to refund this money 
to the soldiers, and I dare say that much of the enthusiasm that 
they have displayed heretofore in putting out forest fires will 
be dampened in the future if they find that when their uniforms 
are ruined in doing such good work they will not be paid for 
the destruction. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, the enlisted men of the United States 
Army are fine fellows, and I think they would be glad to help 
put out forest fires even though they might get their uniforms 
smudged a little. Of course, if any uniforms have been lost or 
seriously damaged in that way the Government should replace 
them. 

As I said a moment ago, this is one of the first fruits of the 
proposed imitation of the plans and policies of the armies of 
military monarchies in Europe. Because in Europe they con- 
centrate their troops in large garrison towns, forsooth, it is a 
good thing to do in the United States; and yet the very committee 
that reported the bill encouraging the War Department to move 
in the direction of that kind of a policy did not have enough 
confidence in the War Department to leave them free to change 
the Army uniforms. 

If we need any new military posts I have no objection to 
their being in the hills of Tennessee or Georgia, if they have a 
country down there that is suitable for the housing of troops, 
healthful, invigorating in climate. I have no objection to our 
haying any number of Army posts there if we need them, but I 
do object to the Government abandoning its first-class and up- 
to-date property in the Northwest along the Canadian border, 
on the plains, in the mountains, in the finest climate in the 
world in which to grow and train men. Abandon them, turn 
them over to the owls and the bats, and then give the War 
Department an opportunity to spend $5,000,000 for building an 
Army post somewhere else. One of the finest Army posts any- 
where in the country is in the district of my friend from 
Colorado on the other said of the aisle, a fine post centrally 
situated in a fine climate. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MONDELL (continuing). And in every way suitable for 
a military post, with new buildings, and yet if they leak, they 
must continue to leak because the War Department is pro- 
hibited from repairing them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle 
man from Colorado? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I think the gentleman said that 
Fort D. A- Russell was the newest brigade. post. Fort Logan, I 
believe, is the newest regimental post, and it is an up-to-date 
post, and yet within the last two years it was reduced from a 
regimental post to a recruiting station, and there are over 
$500,000,000 of the Government's money in the mint at Denver 
unprotected by any troops other than by those at Fort D. A. 
Russell. 

Mr. MONDELL. All a mistake; all of this policy of, so-called 
concentration is a mistake, from anybody’s standpoint, except 
from the standpoint of officers who do not get close enough to the 
Ameriean people to understand the theory on which we maintain 
the Regular Army Establishment. We do not have to mass our 
troops on the borders of a hostile enemy, as France and Ger- 
many are compelled to do, or as they feel they are compelled 
to do. We are not compelled, thank God, to mass our troops 
in the yicinity of great cities to put down riot, and I hope the 
day will neyer come when that will be necessary in this country. 
We maintain our Army as the nucleus of a war establishment, 
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It should be scattered, not too widely; there should be some 
brigade posts; and if we needed another brigade post I would 
have no objection to have it at the point suggested by this 
bill; but, in the main, the regimental post is the ideal post for 
an Army like ours. It brings the soldier in contact with the 
citizens; it places him where he is available in the training of 
the National Guard; in case of war the various posts may be 
used as points of rendezvous. It brings the citizen soldiers 
together and trains them for warfaré. Our distributed system 
of military posts is not an accident. It is the result of carrying 
out of the fixed policy of the American people touching our 
military establishment, and it will not be departed from, in my 
opinion. Following the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD], I shall not be at all surprised if within 
a year we should have recommendations from the War Depart- 
ment for the regarrisoning of posts heretofore abandoned. 

Fort Assiniboine, for instance, up on the Canadian border, in 
Montana, no more ideal location for troops on earth than that 
great post; up to date, splendid buildings, and I think there are 
some 25,000 or 30,000 acres of land or more for which the 
Government is going to get nothing. It will be settled upon, 
E is now settled upon, and it will be taken under the homestead 
aw. 

Our present distribution of the Army is ideal. The troops 
ought not to be permanently kept in large bodies. It is not in 
the interests of the military establishment or the morale of the 
Army that they should be. And it is easy to bring them to 
common maneuver grounds. Out in the Dakotas, and in Wyo- 
ming, and in Montana, and up north along the Canadian border 
in New York, there are innumerable localities where troops 
can be cheaply assembled and where, in connection with the 
National Guard, maneuvers can be carried on to the advantage 
of the National Guard and of the Regular Army. 

In my opinion we will not depart from our past policy—no 
matter who may temporarily recommend it—in this bill. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman seems to be so 
thoroughly informed that I would like to haye his views on the 
practical disadvantages of concentration of these troops. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has nine minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there are innumerable objec- 
tions to concentration. In the first place, the proposed concen- 
tration means the abandonment of at least twenty-five to fifty 
millions of dollars of Government property for which I do not 
believe the Government would receive a million dollars all told. 
It means the expenditure of at least $50,000,000 to erect the 
buildings necessary for the proposed concentration. And when 
it is done, what have you? The massing of troops in the 
vicinity of large cities. The idea is, I believe, that officers 
be given commutation of quarters, as they are in Europe, so that 
they can live in the cities. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman believe 
actual economy in the matter of administration would result 
from concentration? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not. The War Department says they 
can save two and one-half millions of dollars in the matter of 
transportation. If there is anyone under heaven who can ex- 
plain how that can be done I shall be glad to be convinced. 
Say we have five great Army posts and it is necessary to move 
the troops, or advisable to move them, as we do now, from one 
post to another occasionally. Is the map going to be shrunk 
any by this policy of concentration? It is going to be just as 
far between two given points as it is now. Will it cost any less 
to move a brigade from the proposed post to the Pacific coast 
than it would be to move the same brigade from two or three 
posts nearer the Pacific coast? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the gentleman will yield 
at that point, I would like to say that the figures of the War 
Department on this subject, or of the board, appear to be that 
they would spend 90 per cent and only save 10 per cent, evi- 
dently made up on the theory that after they got the troops 
concentrated in a few large posts they will simply keep them 
there. 

I think the experience in the last year shows just what would 
happen under that system as compared with the present system. 
Last year we wanted troops upon the Mexican border, and they 
had to be taken there, and it would have cost the Government 
just as much to have taken the troops down there from a few 
large centers as it did cost to take them from the yarious posts 
from which they came. I know from personal observation that 
the troops from the intermountain posts were among the first 
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to get their entire regiments upon the Mexican border. They 
got there just as quickly and just as economically as they could 
have been brought from any part of the United States. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the whole thing is ridiculous 
beyond words. I am amazed that any officer would put his 
name to the suggestion that by concentration you would reduce 
the cost of the transportation of the Army, as my friend from 
South Dakota [Mr. Martrn] says, nine-tenths of its present cost. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. MONDELL. With pleasure. 

Mr, TILSON. Did I understand the gentleman from South 
Dakota to say that the troops from the northwestern posts 
reached Texas as quickly as any troops from other parts of 
the country? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. In substance, I said that the 
getting of the troops from the intermountain posts to the 
Mexican border was accomplished with the same promptness 
as the getting of the troops there from the other parts of the 
country. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, we never will have an Army 
so large but that in time of war all ayailable troops must be 
utilized. Is there anyone who proposes an Army so large that 
if we are attacked in Florida, for example, we will use only 
the troops from the proposed post of concentration in that 
neighborhood; that if we are attacked on the Mexican border 
we will use only the troops stationed in Texas; and if we are 
attacked on the Northern border we will use only the troops 
from the posts located in that neighborhood? No. Nobody 
proposes that. We shall never have an Army large enough 
but that in case of hostilities the whole Army will have to be 
moved. And how, under Heaven, can you move the troops 
more cheaply if you have them concentrated in five or six camps 
on the borders of the country than you can if they are scattered 
generally throughout the country? ‘There, gentlemen, is a 
proposition in mathematics which the gentlemen of the War De- 
partment will need more time than they have as yet taken to 
work out. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. KAHN. I think the gentleman misunderstands the policy 
of the War Department in regard to the moving of troops. The 
policy, as I understand it, is this: When one of these brigade 
posts shall be established, then it will be the policy of the War 
Department to get the recruits that may be enlisted for the 
Army within the vicinity of that brigade post into that brigade 
post, and thereby save a great deal of money for transportation, 
instead of sending the recruits to a far distant post. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It will work just the other way. 

Mr. MONDELL. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
California does not certainly agree with that proposition. 
Where do we secure our recruits? From the body of the people 
in all parts of thé country. The cheapest way to secure recruits 
and have them brought to the posts where they can be trained 
is to have the posts scattered throughout the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Instead of it being a measure of economy 
it would greatly add to the expense. 

Mr. KAHN. ` The testimony before is that most of the troops 
come from the large cities. ; 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not understand that is true. 

Mr. LOBECK. It is not true in time of war. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to address the 
House any further on this subject of the Army posts, but it 

ms to me that, in view of the position that some of the 
embers are taking on the subject, something ought to be said 
to correct what I believe is an entirely mistaken idea, and 
especially the views expressed by the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monpett]. It seems to me that it is such a simple proposi- 
tion, in its last analysis, that the concentration of these troops 
in a few quarters is a cheaper proposition than keeping them in 
176 different quarters, that it ought to go without saying. The 
illustration of the proposition might be stated in this way: 
Here are a man and his wife with five or six children. Would it 
be a matter of economy to maintain a separate establishment 
for every child in the family? Remember that the War Depart- 
ment is spending millions of dollars for heating, lighting, 
plumbing, furnishing, and equipment, and all the running ex- 
penses connected with the establishment. If it would not be 
economical in the case of one family, then if you multiply that 
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proposition by 10,000, you can at once grasp what it means to 
be keeping these troops in this multiplicity of places. 

The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monnet] seems to think 
that this entire proposition hinges upon the question of the 
transportation of troops. As I haye stated before on the floor, 
these Army quarters are comparable to small towns or cities. 
You have expensive heating and lighting plants. You must 
have your waterworks, your reservoirs, your sewage system, 
and miles of roads and concrete sidewalks at every one of them. 
The question of transportation enters but a small way into the 
proposition of maintaining the troops in these quarters. 

I do not want to make war on any man’s pet project in the 
shape of an Army post. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoNDELL] lauds and praises these posts that are situated out in 
the Northwest. I do not vouch for the statement, but I hear 
it here and there—on the wings of the wind, in the language 
of Henry Watterson—that the winds are so severe in those 
Northwestern States that they actually drive the soldiers crazy. 
The only recommendation that the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Mobi] can give for his pet project is that it has a good 
climate. I submit to the intelligence of this House that there 
are other more vital elements for consideration than climate. 
You can not live by bread alone, and you can not maintain an 
Army post simply for climatic reasons. It can not subsist 
simply because it has a good climate. There is a great deal of 
good climate in this country. 

Now, I want to make this further suggestion to the gentleman 
from Wyoming: It is your baby that you are spanking here. 
This War Department, that you say is so badly out of joint, 
has been under the control and administration of the Repub- 
lican Party for over 16 years, and all of these mishaps and mis- 
adventures of which you are hearing on the floor of the House 
belong on the doorsteps of the Republican Party. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is also aware of the fact 
that the War Department never got wrong in these matters 
until we got a Democratic majority in the House to influence 
the Democratic majority in the War Department. 

Mr. HELM. It is a wonderful influence that the Democratic 
majority in the House has on the War Department. 

Mr. MONDELL. It seems to be remarkable. 

Mr. HELM. The Democratic majority found a condition to 
exist there which was in existence long before there was any 
Democratic majority. In the language of a very distinguished 
gentleman, we simply turned on the light, and lo and behold, 
according to the statement of the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. MONDELL], what have you? 

Now, I want to remind this House once more that since the 
1st day of May, 1898, the day of the Battle of Manila, the War 
Department has expended 52.149, 275,766.11, and the mili- 
tary establishment of the War Department has expended 
$1,456,000,000. When I say the War Department, that includes 
the civil establishment, the entire expense. The military 
establishinent relates exclusively to the maintenance of the 
Army. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. Certainly. ` 

Mr. MONDELL. I assume that because of the fact that the 
military establishment has cost a great deal of money, the 
gentleman feels justified in supporting a measure which will 
take $5,000,000 more out of the Treasury in order that it may 
be wasted in additional Army posts. 

Mr. HELM. The answer to that is that whenever you, as a 
business man are conducting a business that is losing money, 
will you continue to run the business or quit it and get out of 
it? Here you are; you can not deny the fact that this Govern- 
ment is spending a stupendous, a staggering sum of money, and 
what have you for it? 

Mr. MONDELL. We have got some mighty good Army posts 
up in the Northwest that they propose to abandon and build 
some others down in Tennessee. 

Mr. HELM. But you can not make an army out of army 
posts alone. The Army is a fighting machine. An army is in 
battle what the twine binder or the thrashing machine is to 
the farmer at harvest time. When your machine does not give 
good results, it does not pay any man to fool with that ma- 
chine. He is losing time, he is losing money and wasting his 
erops. The Army as such is intended to fight with, and here 
is the statement of a man who has been 21 years in the service 
of the Government in the War Department, who has devoted 
his life work to the study of military affairs, and I am going 
to take the time to read a few extracts from his statement to 
show you that you have not an army and you never will haye 
an army, and the reason that you can not have an army is be- 
cause you are going in the very opposite direction from that 
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which you should go. You are practicing a system that de- 
stroys an army instead of making one. As long as you quarter 
your Army in these scattered Army posts you may spend 
$2,000,000,000 and you can not have an army. It is the most 
gigantic, stupendous, monumental piece of stupidity, I think, 
that a government ever stood for. 

Using again my illustration to the gentleman from Wyoming, 
did you ever play football—ever see a game played by trained 
experts? Do not you know that these men have to work months 
and months together in teamwork? Here you have a division, 
a so-called division of the Army, known as the eastern division 
of the Army, scattered from Canada to the tip end of Florida, 
but you have not anything in it that resembles a division. 

Scattered all over the country here and there are a few com- 
panies that I doubt ever saw each other. Now, you are going 
to set them in a game and play the game. You go to Maine and 
California and gather up a few football players and bring them 
to Washington to play against a trained team, and what kind 
of success would you have? The mere statement of the case 
furnishes the answer. 

Now, I want to read something that this officer says. I am 
reading from’ the statement made by Maj. Shelton. Many of 


Fou no doubt know him. 


Mr. MURRAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. With pleasure. 

Mr. MURRAY. Before the gentleman reads the extract I 
want to make a suggestion to him for the purpose of getting 
clearly in my mind the absolute necessity of a much greater 
establishment of the Regular Army than the gentleman seems 
to advocate. If we are to have the mobilized forces and still 
have the same degree of protection that we are now fortunate 
enough to have in the protection from foreign foes in the coun- 
try, may I ask whether or not we could maintain in this country 
a standing Army large enough to protect the country and still 
have the same efficiency that the gentleman says is so essential? 

Mr. HELM. The question of the gentleman is somewhat in- 
yolved and is not intended to be taken seriously. No one expects 
the Army to be converted into a quasi fire department; but I 
will say this to the gentleman, that one well-organized division 
of the Army in tactical organization is worth more than all that 
you have now in its present shape. In other words, one division 


of our Army organized and in fighting trim is worth more to 


the United States than the four divisions that you have with no 
organization. 

Mr. MURRAY. Well, surely that division would not be of 
much value if it were on the eastern border for the purpose of 
protecting the western border of the country. 

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman mean to say that the soldier 
has to fight fire or anything in his own back yard in order to 
put up a fight? 

Mr. MURRAY. Well, the soldier who is wise, if I have been 
correct in my reading of military warfare, picks out his own 
back yard rather than the other fellow’s back yard and tries to 
get him in if. 

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman think that because he could 
fight well on the Atlantic coast he could not on the Pacific 
coast; that his training that he has had on the Atlantic coast 
would not train him to fight on the Pacific coast? 

Mr. MURRAY Not so; but it will take some time to take 
him over there. In other words, if you are going to have a 
system of large organizations in separate places the places must 
be very few, and a tremendous number of places must be left 
unprotected, and therefore it is unwise to maintain mobilized 
centers with so many other places unprotected. 

Mr. HELM. Well, I am a little unfortunate in not following 
the gentleman as well as I might have done, but I understand 
that it is the present intention of the War Department to main- 
tain as many of the troops on the Pacifie side as it does on the 
Atlantic side so that if there is any occasion for troops on the 
Pacific side, why, there they are. They would be trained as 
efficiently on the Atlantic side as on the Pacific side, and vice 
versa. 

Mr. MURRAY. Now, the purpose of my inquiry is to de- 
termine whether or not they can do that without a tremendous 
increase of the present force. 

Mr. HELM. There is no oceasion for an increase in the 
force. What you want is, organization of your present force. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. A small organization organized for fighting pur- 
poses, on fighting lines, on a fighting footing, is better than a 
large organization which is unorganized. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? ° 

Mr. HELM: I do with more than usual pleasure. 

Mr. KAHN. Thank you. As I understood the gentleman, his 
contention is that the Army should be organized either into 


tactical or geographical units. Is that the position of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. HELM. Never into geographical; what has geography 
got to do with the Army? That is what you have done; you 
have got it on geographical lines. 2 

Mr. KAHN. Does not Maj. Shelton, from whom the gentle- 
man is going to quote, say that the Army ought to be organ- 
ized either into tactical or geographical units? Does he not 
say so specifically? 

Mr. HELM. Tactical; not geographical. 

Mr. KAHN. I think if the gentleman will read Maj. Shel- 
ton's testimony—— 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman explain to me what geog- 
raphy has to do with organization? 

Mr. KAHN. Certainly I will. At present there are three 
divisions of the Army—one on the Atlantic seaboard, one in the 
center of the country, and one on the Pacific slope. 

Mr. HELM. What does that mean; what does it amount to? 

Mr. KAHN. Now, the idea is to concentrate in each one of 
those divisions enough troops to organize the troops within the 
geographical district into tactical units, so that there will be 
a proper proportion of Infantry, Cavalry, and Artillery in each 
geographical division. 8 

Mr. Now, what has geography to do with that? 

Mr. KAHN. Well, I have just explained to the gentleman. 

Mr. HELM. You can organize without dividing the United 
States into three equal parts. The fact that you have started 
out by dividing the United States into three equal parts has 
nothing to do with the proposition. 

Mr. KAHN. That is the way in which the United States is 
divided at the present time. 

Mr. HELM. What does it amount to; what do you get out 
of it; what ice does it cut, to put it that way? 

Mr. KAHN. The War Department officials say it is a ques- 
tion of economy ; that instead of having five or six departments, - 
as they had a few years ago, they were now dividing the country 
into three divisions for the sake of economy. 

Mr. HELM. Now, what does the division of the country into 
three sections save? 

Mr. KAHN. It makes for economy in the matter of adminis- 
tration very largely and in the matter of distribution of troops. 

Mr. HELM. As a mater of fact, to give you just an instance 
that these geographical divisions do not make for economy, 
there is a vacancy created either by death or by promotion of 
an officer who belongs to an organization of the eastern division, 
and his successor will, perhaps, be in or come from the western 
division 

Mr. KAHN. You mean that he is detailed in the western 
division? 

Mr. HELM (continuing). And he goes to his assignment 
there. Now, this geographical division does not reduce his 
traveling expenses. The fact that you divide the country into 
three parts does not get any results for you at all. A complete 
tactical organization, without reference to geography, is the 
thing desired. Now, I hope I have in a measure answered you, 
and I would like to proceed. 

Mr. KAHN. I can not quite catch the drift of the gentleman’s 
argument. 

Mr. HELM. I must confess I am a little unable to under- 
stand the meaning of the gentleman’s question, except that he 
just divides the country into three parts, and therefore you 
have an army. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman knows that the country is di- 
vided into three parts now by the War Department, does he not? 

Mr. HELM. Yes; but it does not amount to a rap for any 
purpose. 

Mr. KAHN. Then I entirely misunderstand the gentleman. 
What does the gentleman propose to do? Does he propose to 
put our Army up in the air or put it down to the bottom of the 
sea? Where does he propose to put it. If it does not have to 
do with geography at all, where is he going to put his Army? 

Mr. HELM. Naturally, it has to have a habitat, of course. 
It must have one. 

Mr. KAHN. It does have a habitat at the present time—one 
division is in the East, one in the middle of the country, and 
one in the West. 

Mr. HELM. It is scattered here, there, and everywhere. 

Mr. KAHN. Is not the department trying to concentrate the 
Army in those three divisions? 

Mr. HELM. I trust they are trying. It is time 

Mr. KAHN. When they haye concentrated it in those three 
divisions is it not the policy of the department to reorganize 
the Army in each one of those divisions into tactical units so 
that it can be expanded or contracted when the occasion may 
require? 
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Mr. HELM. I understand you to say it is the intention of 
the department to do that? 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 

Mr. HELM. Then I would infer it has not done that. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman was going to read from Maj. 
Shelton, who was one of the strongest advocates of that policy. 

Mr. HELM. I hope the gentleman feels satisfied with the 
position that he has taken and will let me proceed now. 

Mr. KAHN. I thank the gentleman for yielding so much of 
his time to me. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman—— . 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirty-eight minutes. 

Mr. HELM. I will yield. : 

Mr. MURRAY. Is it not a fact that the principal value of 
the Regular Army is as a nucleus for a yolunteer army in time 
of conflict? 

Mr. HELM. An army is worth nothing as a nucleus. An 
army is a finished product, so to speak. The more of a nucleus 
it is, the worse it is. The nearer you approach a nucleus, the 
less you approach an army. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. I have been quite liberal as to time. Let me 
read this, and then I will yield. 

Maj. Shelton, being before the committee, was questioned 
along this line: 

The CHarnuAx. Including the time that you were at West Point, how 
long have you been connected with the service? 


Maj. SHELTON. Nearly 21 years. 
57 Mg agp And —— have devoted your life work to the study of 

e Arm 

Maj. Burt rox. Yes, sir; to the study of the Army. 

The CHAIRMAN, And you are necessarily familiar with its present 
na rr Pa 

aj. SHELTON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Explain that to the committee as fully as you can. 

Maj. SHELTON. Our present organization of the Army can be escribed 
very briefly. We have no organization of the Army as an army what- 


soever. 
The CHAIRMAN. Why? What is the defect or reason that we haye 


none? 

Maj. SHELTON. If we will stop for a moment to consider what an 
army is I think it will make my meaning clearer. An army Is simply a 
machine—t human machine, it is true, but a machine—made up of many 
different parts; and these different parts are groups of men, each of 
which is designed to fit into its place in the complete machine. There- 
fore, just as with any other Prec of machinery, unless each part is fitted 
to its place, and unless alf the parts are on hand and properly as- 
sembled, the machine will not run. Our Army is not an army to-day, 
because, while It has practically all of the different parts of the whole, 
these parts have never been fitted into any place in the whole, nor 
the whole ever been assembled, nor have we ever tried to 4 8 the 
whole machine. Until we do this we have no army; and until we have 
an army, regardless of its size, we have got nothing in the way of col- 
lective military efficiency. We have individual enano I think; we 
have highly qualified men and highly qualified officers. It could hardly 
he otherwise with our requirements, which are severe in both cases; 
but individual efficiency is not enough. Unless we can collect these in- 
dividuals and make them all move together for the same purpose, we 
have not an efficient service; and we can not, under our present system, 
collect these various individuals and groups of individuals and use them 


for the true purpose of an army. 
The CHAIRMAN. As I understand you, aes the present arrangement, 


the Army is not eficient as an organization : 
Maj. SHELTON. No, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the present arrangement of the Army result in 


the unnecessary expenditure of money 
Maj. SHELTON. Yes, sir. 


Now, I could read you much more of the statement of Maj. 
Shelton, putting the proposition more strongly than the passage 
I haye read to you. There is not a particle of doubt in my 
mind—and I am not posing here before the House as a man of 
. any military experience at all—that a great deal of the criti- 
cism that has been made on the floor concerning the Army is 
well taken. I do not believe that the officers of the Army them- 
selves will undertake to defend existing conditions in the Army. 
The time has come, and it is right here, when we must face 
about and get better results for the money that is being ex- 
pended. : 

Yesterday on the floor the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] told of being at Fort Monroe and standing on the 
fort with some naval officers, and he quotes those officers as 
saying that that fort was not strong enough or sufficient to 
defend Hampton Roads. Here is Gen. Wood’s statement before 
this committee that it is a well-equipped fortification; that 
every one of these Artillery posts can defend itself against a 
fleet of Dreadnoughts; and that particularly Fort Monroe is 
one of the best forts on the Atlantic coast, and that it could 
defend itself against a fleet of Dreadnoughts. 

Now, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania has quoted the 
officers of the Navy correctly, and Gen. Wood has certainly 
made the statement, because I read it to you yesterday, there 
you have the House of Representatives placed in the position 


of depending upon these different departments for information, 
and one of them comes up here and says one thing and another 
one cdémes along and denies it and says an entirely different 


thing. What better result can you expect than what you are 
getting under such conditions? order to act wisely you must 
at least have accurate information. 

Coming down particularly to this bill that we have up for 
consideration, as a general proposition I am in favor of this 
concentration. The letter of the Secretary of War mentions 
Fort Oglethorpe as a proper place for the concentration of 
troops. So far I am inclined to think that it is a good propo- 
sition, but whether you are going at this proposition in the right 
manner is the thing to be considered. I am inclined to agree 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzcEeranp] that 
time should be taken, thought should be had, and this proposi- 
tion should be thought out carefully for once. The Army should 
take Congress more into its confidence, it seems to me. Let 
Congress and the Army understand each other. Let Congress 
know what the War Department intends, or what policy it has 
in view, and how it proposes to carry it out. If that were done, 
I believe the demands of the Army would receive a better re- 
sponse in Congress than they receive to-day. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from California? 7 

Mr. HELM. Les. 

Mr. KAHN. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] is 
not in the House, but the gentleman from Kentucky has referred 
to a statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania on 
the floor yesterday. I am sure that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky does not want to do that gentleman an injustice. 

Mr. HELM. No, sir. 

Mr. KAHN. I desire to call to his attention exactly what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania said in regard to Fort Monroe. 
I read from page 2518 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD : 

Mr, Moore of Pennsylvania. I have not raised that question at all. 
I had reference to the other side of the water toward Cape Henry. The 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia proposed to fortify 
the Cape Henry side. I have raised no question as to the sufficiency 
of the fortifications at Fortress Monroe, but I do raise the question, as 
the gentleman from Virginia does, with regard to the nonprotected coast 
on the Cape Henry side, 

Mr. HELM. Does not the gentleman from California find 
the place there where the gentleman from Pennsylvania says 
that Fort Monroe is not sufficient or able to defend Portsmouth? 
In other words, he said that a Dreadnought could pass Fort 
een and go into Portsmouth, provided you had a fog made 
o order. 

Mr. KAHN. He said in effect that somebody had made a 
statement that that was so, and then he goes on to make this 
statement which I haye just read. I will read what was said if 
the gentleman from Kentucky will permit. 

Mr. HELM, Oh, I have been quite liberal with the gentle- 
man from California, and it is far from me to do the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania an injustice. I think the gentleman from 
California will find there that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania says Fort Monroe is not sufficient to protect Hampton 
Roads. 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania said: 

It was stated on this last visit of mine to Fort Monroe that we were 
not adequately protected, and that in the event of darkness or possibly 
fog it would be easy for an enemy to go into Chesapeake Bay and 
the bombardment of Norfolk. 

He does not himself state that he found it so. 

Mr. HELM. Some officer told him that. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is one of the most strategic points 
along the Atlantic coast, Cape Henry, and yet, if there is any 
weight or importance to be placed upon the statements of these 
officers, it would appear that instead of having fortified the 
gate, we have fortified the back door, so to speak. 

It looks to me about as sensible for a banker to leave open 
the yaults of his bank and lock the directors’ room. When you 
construct a fort 12 miles away from the entrance to the har- 
bor, the invader is allowed to enter the vault, so to speak. I 
did not intend going into this, but it strikes me that there is 
need of some good headwork down there in that department 
somewhere—that we need more headwork and less expenditure 
of money. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], in discussing 
the fortification bill, said there had been $49,000,000 spent on 
the Atlantic coast, and, according to the conditions, here is a 
point where the very vitals and heart of our Government, the 
Treasury of the United States, can be reached through Chesa- 
peake Bay. Apparently you have fortified every other place 
and left the most vital strategie point of access to your Treas- 
ury and your Capital unfortified, and you are still maintaining 
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a fort down there that these men represent to you to be worth- 
less. Now, I should like to know from the chairman of the 
committee, if Fort Oglethorpe is to be designated as one of the 
concentration points, what are the pasa facilities 
there, because transportation of supplies en so largely into 
the proposition? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit me to 
answer? 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] went 
fully into that this morning. 

Mr. HELM. I am sorry that I did not hear it. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Fort Oglethorpe is some 8 or 10 
miles away from Chattanooga. There are eight railroads and 
a river to the city of Chattanooga. Troops can be sent in any 
and every direction throughout the United States by rail from 
Chattanooga. There is a railroad that runs through the park 
to the edge of the fort, that goes down to Atlanta, and there is 
also an electric car line from the city of Chattanooga out to the 
fort. The fort now has an electric plant and a water plant and 
all the facilities of a first-class fort. It is also suggested to me 
by the gentleman from Georgia that there is a belt line con- 
necting all of these roads within 3 miles. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is not Chattanooga the greatest railway center 
in the South? . 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. We think so. I do not know just 
whether it is or not. We think it is pretty nearly so. 

Mr. HELM. From that it would seem that Fort Oglethorpe 
is well equipped on the question of transportation. The only 
remaining question, as I see it, is whether te proceed in the 
manner that this act would lead you into, and if it is to be 
determined finally that you are to abandon these posts and con- 
centrate the troops whether this would disconcert a well- 
thought-out and well-considered plan. I am not prepared to 
say. I am somewhat inclined to think that if the entire propo- 
sition could progress as a project perhaps it would be better. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, if he will permit me for a moment, that this is 
a part of the project of general concentration; but before the 
idea of concentration was thought of the War Department and 
the then Secretary of War, now President of the United States, 
recognized the necessity of the establishment of a Cavalry post 
at this particular place. This recommendation has been made 
heretofore regardless of. this plan, but you will find from the 
letter of the Secretary of War that the reason is set forth for it 
as strongly as it is possible for language to make it. And I 
will say to the gentleman that if a plan of concentration cover- 
ing the whole country is to be carried out, there can be no 
objection to the beginning of that plan by the establishment of a 
brigade post at a point which, regardless of the plans before 
they were thought out, was determined by the War Department 
to be, for economic and strategic reasons, the best place in the 
whole Southeast. ; , 

Mr. HELM. Can the gentleman give the committee any in- 
formation as to what posts the department proposes to 50 
if this project is carried into effect? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I can not because I do not know 
what the plan of the department is, but I want to say this: 
That when the troops, or a portion of the troops, which it is 
likely, are brought back from the Philippines, these posts and 
every other post in the United States in operation will be 
needed. But I am not speaking by authority on that question. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, as I stated before, in so far as 
this particular bill seems to carry out the plan which should 
prevail and which looks like common sense, I am inclined to 
support the bill. 

Mr. MURRAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HELM. With pleasure. 

Mr. MURRAY. The gentleman from Kentucky is the chair- 
man of the Committee on Expenditures in the War Depart- 
ment. I would like to inquire of him if he can give the House 
any information regarding the expenditures of the War De- 
partment in the Philippine Islands. The purpose of my in- 
quiry is that I to-day received a letter from a former Member 
of the House of Representatives, a distinguished representa- 
tive of the district that I now represent, in which he suggests 
that it would be an act of constructive statesmanship to have 
an act passed by Congress requiring the total expenditures by 
the War Department segregated and charged to a distinct ac- 
count. I have written to the Hon. Joseph A. Conry about 


that, and he has indicated to me that there is a great deal of 
- difficulty in determining from a reading of the expenditures 
in the War Department just what the Philippine expenditures 
may be. May I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if he can 
give the House any information upon that matter? 


Mr. HELM, The Committee on Expenditures in the War 
Department have had some testimony before it as to the expendi- 
tures in the Philippines, but I am unable at present to put my 
hand on it. I think I could state with reasonable accuracy that 
the extra cost of maintaining the Army in the Philippine Islands 
since the treaty of Paris—and by extra cost I mean the addi- 
tional pay.that the enlisted men get, the 20 per cent, and the 
additional pay that the officers receive, transportation to and 
from, and some other elements of cost—amounts to $167,486,403 ; 
that is, the extra cost of maintaining the troops in the Philip- 
pines-over what it would cost if they had been in the United 
States. This sum, given to the committee by Gen. Wood, is 
bound to be, as admitted by Gen. Wood, far from accurate and 
manifestly many times too small, because no one can estimate 
how many more men have been maintained in toto because of 
the fact that we have been in possession of the islands than 
would have been the case without them. 

Mr. MURRAY. Were those figures brought out in the testi- 
mony before the committee of which the gentleman is chair- 
man 

Mr. HELM. Yes. I will not vouch for the absolute accuracy 
of my statement; but I will make it correct in the RECORD. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I ask also that the gentleman include 
in his statement a reference to the hearings where those facts 
and figures are found? 

Mr, HELM. I will do so with pleasure—page 197 of hearing 
before Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I was about to conclude my remarks with 
the statement that if this particular proposition did not discon- 
cert or interfere with any plan that has been put forward by 
the War Department to carry into effect the policy of concen- 
tration, it is a step in the right, direction. 

The fact that you are abandoning property that cost the Gov- 
ernment $25,000,000 is no more argument against the proposi. 
tion than it would be against that of a man in business that he 
ought to keep on against a losing proposition. The testimony 
before the committee was that it has cost over $2,000,000 within 
the last five years for the upkeep and repairs of these Army 
posts, so that you can see the result within a few years if you 
abandon them, or that if you continue the expense of $2,000,000 
every five years to keep up these posts, you are still not saving 
any money. As long as you have them they are a barrier, an 
absolute prohibition against an organized Army as such. It 
would be the part of wisdom on our part to get rid of the 41 
Army posts, as recommended by the Secretary of War. 

I undertook to show you that the proceeds of the sale of 
large bodies of land that surrounded these posts could be utilized 
in the construction of enlarged quarters. You do not have to 
give immediate possession, but retain possession until the pro- 
ceeds are realized, with which larger quarters can be con- 
structed, and it looks to me as if that might be an element of 
consideration here. If this proposition is to be put on foot, it 
might have been well to have sold some of the land, disposed of 
some of these posts, and with the proceeds of that sale use it 
in this proposition. But, on the whole, I believe that it is a 
reasonable and safe proposition, and for myself I feel some- 
what inclined to support the bill. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like very much to have 
some understanding about concluding this debate. It has taken 
a wide range and has not been confined wholly to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman willing to concede 45 minutes 
to this side? 

Mr. HAY. If we can reach an understanding to have 45 min- 
utes on a side, one half to be controlled by the gentleman from 
South Dakota and the other half by myself, why I am willing to 
agree to that. 

Mr. MANN. All right. . 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent—I do not 
know that this can be done in committee—— 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; it can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that gen- 
eral debate may be confined to 45 minutes on a side, one half of 
the time to be controlled by the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. Martry] and the other half by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be confined to 45 minutes on 
a side, one half to be controlled by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Martry] and the remaining 45 minutes by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, when the 
Army appropriation bill was under consideration at this ses- 
sion, upon an amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hay] limiting the expenditures for barracks and 
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quarters and repairs in such manner as to preclude any portion 
of the fund being used for the repair of some 25 modern Army 
posts in different parts of the country, I made a brief discussion 
of the question then and now involved. There are two phases 
of this problem. One is purely a question of military policy; the 
other is the question of economy or financial management. Per- 
sonally I anrsatisfied that the new proposition which involves an 
abandonment practically of four-fifths of the present Army posts 
of the country, upon which there has been expended somewhere 
in the neighborhood of fifty to seventy-five million dollars in the 
past decade, is not only a faulty policy from a financial stand- 
point, but, so far as I, a layman, a private citizen, am able to 
judge, is also a very questionable policy from the standpoint of 
military management. There have been and are now two dis- 
tinct ideas adyocated by prominent. men in the War Depart- 
ment upon this subject. The idea of one class of Army men and 
officers is represented by our present military system in this 
country, and the idea of others, a majority of the present 
General Staff, is represented by the policy which would prac- 
tically abandon the old system and, whereas we have some 
49 Army posts at present, to construct 8 along the Atlantic 
seaboard, 3 along the Pacific coast, and 2 in the intermediate 
country, making 8 great posts in all, in which should be concen- 
trated all of our standing Army—the Cavalry, the Infantry, and 
Field Artillery—all under one great field post. 

I want to make simply one observation upon this general 
conflict of policy. It seems to me that the policy now adyo- 
cated is based upon the theory that the Army in time of peace 
should be constantly not only in readiness for war, but at the 
point supposed to be most likely of attack from a foreign enemy, 
and that the policy that has been pursued under the direction 
and advice of the War Department is a policy better calculated 
to care for our standing Army in time of peace. In other words, 
one is a war policy and the other is a peace policy. As a mat- 
ter of experience we have had no invasion from a hostile foe 
for a century. As a matter of probability we will have none 
for another century. We have some use for our standing 
Army in time of peace, chiefly in the Philippine Islands, where 
we keep a number of regiments of Cavalry, and we have had a 
little use for a portion of our Army for moral or political or 
public effect along the Mexican border recently. We will have 
some use for our Army down in Panama for the protection of 
that zone, but so far as we can look into the future and so 
far as we can judge of the future from the past there is abso- 
lutely no likelihood of an inyasion of this country on the At- 
lantic seacoast or the Pacific seacoast. Why should we aban- 
don the present system of our military establishment for over 
100 years of peace upon the theory that this country is liable 
to foreign invasion and that we have to keep our Cavalry, our 
Infantry, and our Field Artillery all together and ready for an 
anticipated conflict. It is a piece of foolishness. Other con- 
siderations of greater importance ought to determine where we 
will have our Army posts and what we will do with our stand- 
ing Army in time of peace. As a principle I am against the idea 
of concentration. There is no body of men of less service in 
time of peace than a concentrated standing Army, particularly 
in a republic. The new policy, as has been so well said by the 
gentleman from Wyoming, is, historically speaking, the military 
idea of monarchial Europe. There they have contending na- 
tions side by side, liable to spring at each other’s throats at 
any time. 

They are in readiness for war, and they must have their posts 
along the frontier. Here in our peaceful Republic all condi- 
tions are changed. We might have no standing Army, abso- 
lutely none. We are not liable to an invasion either from the 
Atlantic or the Pacific coast, or from our friendly neighbor to 
the north, Canada, between which country and this we scarcely 
take the trouble to mark the boundary line. This modern idea 
of aping monarchical continental Europe in the management of 
the standing Army of the American Republic in time of peace 
is as a fundamental policy, in my judgment. altogether wrong. 
[Applause.] I am never able to work myself up to any excite- 
ment over the annual declarations of war of our good friend 
from Alabama [Mr. Hosson]. I have no fear of a Japanese or 
any other invasion. The speed with which the troops of any 
foreign country may ever again land upon American soil will 
be redoubled by the alacrity with which they will escape after 
they have taken stock of their surroundings. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. TILSON. Following out the gentleman’s argument, 
would it not be better to entirely disband the Army and get rid 
of the expense? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. My candid opinion is that if 
we had not taken upon our shoulders the problems in connection 
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with the Spanish-American War and taken over the Philippine 
Islands and assisting those people to a point where they can 
take care of the problems of civilization for themselyes, we 
could have gone right back to the small standing Army that we 
mt Bi the Philippine trouble with entire safety and pro- 
p 5 

Mr. TILSON. Having assumed those burdens and obliga- 
tions, then what? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Having assumed those bur- 
dens and obligations, we had better take care of our standing 
Army in the posts we now have, with our real problem in view. 
What is that problem? We send a number of regiments of Cav- 
alry ever year over to the Philippine Islands. They live in 
that tropical country in a climate to which they are not accus- 
tomed. They last in active service from one to three years, and 
are brought back in large numbers every spring. What have 
we been doing with those regiments, mounts and men, when 
they rettirn from that tropical climate, many of them having 
acquired diseases incident to the life of a white man in that 
oriental country? We have been sending them out into the 
vigorous altitudes of the intermountain west, where, upon the 
recommendation of the War Department for the last 10 years, 
we have built the most modern barracks for the men and the 
most modern stables for the accommodation of the horses, and 
in the course of a year those troops are well recuperated. We 
had better continue just what we have been doing. That is the 
only war problem that we have, namely, the sending of Ameri- 
can boys and American horses into tropical countries and the 
bringing of them back and the taking of their place by others 
while we are recuperating again our Cavalry force for other 
service abroad. 

What is here proposed? I want the members of the com- 
mittee to consider the absurdity. First, we have a bill which, if 
concurred in by the Senate, will reduce the Cavalry of our 
standing Army from 15 regiments to 10 regiments. In other 
words, we are abandoning one-third of the Cavalry of our Army 
if we follow the lead of the Democratic Committee on Military 
Affairs, This House has already acted. What will follow? 
We have now, practically, accommodations for our Cayalry at 
modern, well-built Cavalry posts, in some of the most healthful 
parts of the country. Here it is proposed, after abandoning 
one-third of our Cavalry or preparing for the disintegration of 
it, to build accmmodations for 2 more Cavalry regiments down 
in Oglethorpe, Ga. The policy not only lacks any financial econ- 
omy or any business management or recommendation, but it 
tears to tatters any pretense of either a systematic idea or 
general policy of economy in the management of our standing 
Army. Has anyone upon the floor of this House undertaken to 
give this committee a reason why, in the face of abandoning or 
preparing for the abandonment or disintegration of one-third of 
our Cavalry troops, having already more good modern quarters 
than necessary to house the balance, we should proceed to build 
a brigade post down in Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., to house 2 full 
regiments of Cavalry in addition to what there is by the way of 
accommodations there now? It can not be justified and no one 
has undertaken to justify it. Has any reason been given here 
to the effect that that point will be any better as a place to 
take care of these boys who come back with debilitated health 
from service in the Tropics than the posts in the intermountain 
region, with an altitude of 3,500 feet, or thereabouts, aboye the 
sea? 

No sufficient reason or argument can be given to justify any 
action of that sort. I undertake to say that, from the stand- 
point of the average layman on military affairs, the best use of 
a standing army in time of peace is to have it distributed as 
far as possible in different parts of the Republic to form a 
nucleus—notwithstanding the attack of the gentleman from 
Kentucky on that word—for the rallying together of the militia 
or the National Guard of the States in the effort to make with 
each individual citizen just as good a preparation for the war 
which never comes under our peace policies as could possibly 
be had; and the idea of concentration will not only be more 
expensive, because it involves the abandonment of something 
over $50,000,000 worth of property, but to my mind it is abso- 
lutely a poorer policy in time of peace, eyen if it did not incur 
the additional expense. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Certainly. 

Mr. HOBSON. Just merely to state to the gentleman that a 
bill is pending in the Committee on Naval Affairs upon the 
whole question or policy of national defense, and I believe 
before ‘the session is done the chances are that there will be 
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available a council of nationah defense that can pass properly 
upon such a question as this without prejudice to any side. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That leads me to remember 
something that I might otherwise have forgotten. This Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has appointed a subcommittee from 
the membership of that committee to confer with the War De- 
partment in an effort to work out a general plan under which 
this new idea of monarchical militarism can be carried on in this 
country. It is considering the matter with the War Depart- 
ment now and has made absolutely no report, and yet before 
those deliberations are concluded we are asked here by that 
committee in one bill and another—and I will refer to some 
more of them in a moment—to indorse this and that and the 
other project, without any limitations upon them whatever, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to make a brigade post down at 
this point, with no limitation on the amount of money to be 
expended, no limitation on the number of buildings or barracks 
or officers’ quarters to be erected, and absolutely no limitation 
upon the matter in any respect. And that, I say, is done in the 
face of the fact that the Committee on Military Affairs has ap- 
pointed a subcommittee to work out, in connection with the War 
Department, a general constructive plan to be followed in case 
Congress should conclude to adopt this newly imported idea 
from Europe, which Congress has not yet adopted. 

Now, I want to remind the committee that although for years 
the War Department has been proceeding along another line, 
which I think altogether a better policy, and although this new 
idea so recently put forth has not been passed upon by either 
House of Congress, much less ripened into law, the House has 
been asked to proceed to indorse numerous projects. 

We can perhaps judge something of the desirability of this 
proposed system when put into legislative practice by remind- 
ing ourselves of how far we have gone along this line thus far 
and to inquire how well we like the policy in so far as we have 
proceeded in it. In the first place, I have already reminded 
the committee that under the Democratic leadership we have 
had attached to the Army appropriation bill a limitation upon 
appropriations which makes it impossible for the War Depart- 
ment to protect and preserve any of these great new Army 
posts until we may be able to make some disposition of them, 
if we eyer do. 

If that bill should pass and be enacted into law as it went 
from the House, it would make it impossible to make the 
simplest repairs. A hydrant bursts in the cold weather, and 
there is no fund provided from which it can be repaired. A 
roof blows off or springs a leak over a bin of corn or of oats or 
of hay. The damage by water may run into thousands of 
dollars. But this Committee on Military Affairs has asked the 
House to follow its leadership in a restriction which would 
make it impossible to put a new roof on the building or repair 
the old roof. In other words, it is a policy of waste and reck- 
less neglect of public property. 

Now, while we have been thus careless and thus unmindful 
of the Government's property, what have we been doing in other 
ways to encourage new expenditures? It has been argued in 
the report of the Secretary of War that the land and the build- 
ings of the present Army posts should be sold, and that out of 
the proceeds we should build new ones. 

We have not as yet directed the sale of any; but one of the 
first things that was done by this House under the recommenda- 
tion of the Military Affairs Committee was to convey to the 
State of Texas a portion of the lands at Fort Clark, Tex. In 
the cross-examination of the sponsors for that measure upon 
the floor of the House it was not easy to ascertain the value of 
-that property, but from such questions as were answered upon 
the floor it seemed to me reasonable to suppose it was worth in 
the neighborhood of $250,000. There is a sum of money that 
might haye been applied to the construction of new posts, if that 
was the policy; but it will be found, just as that precedent in- 
dicates, that comparatively little will be realized by the Goy- 
ernment out of these old properties. 

Following up the bill giving a portion of Fort Clark to the State 
of Texas there comes from this same committee an authoriza- 
tion to the War Department to investigate and make report upon 
the advisability of taking over some 5,000 acres, if I remember 
correctly, of lands down in the State of Alabama for maneuver 
purposes, and that bill has passed the House. There is pending 
upon the calendar from this committee, doubtless to be urged 
shortly, after this bill is out of the way, if the Military Affairs 
Committee does not lose its standing upon Calendar Wednesday, 
another proposition of some interest, House joint resolution 118, 
authorizing the Secretary of War to accept the title to approxi- 
mately 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the 
State of Tennessee, which certain citizens have offered to donate 
to the United States for the purpose of establishing a maneuver 
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camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establishing and main- 
taining camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and 
for mobilization and assembling of troops from the group of 
States composed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, 
Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina, Here, 
before the Congress has even adopted a change of policy, we are 
asked to adopt new propositions looking to the establishment of 
large new military enterprises in the districts or States of the 
men interested. 

Something has been said in the newspapers against various 
Sats posts in the Northwest, upon the theory that they were 
political posts. What do we mean by political posts? I sup- 
pose we mean posts designated by politicians or by public men 
in legislation. I have looked through the list of Army posts 
in the Northwest, and I find that comparatively few, indeed, 
have been established by legislative act. The only post near 
the locality where I live was established back in 1878 by the 
Secretary of War himself as a military necessity. At no time 
has Congress had anything to do with it, except at such time as 
the War Department has sent in its estimates for new buildings 
or for the support or maintenance of posts. Yet here we are 
starting out, under Democratic leadership, with a swift, uncon- 
sidered method of establishing Army posts and maneuvering 
points practically all through the South. Texas, Alabama, 
and Tennessee are heard from thus far, and Georgia is now 
before the House. f 


Political posts, indeed! I suppose if, in the reyolution of the 
political wheel, the Republicans should be in the majority next 
time, if the example of our Democratic friends is to be fol- 
lowed, we would have a like number of bills reported out of 
the Military Committee creating similar establishments in 
the Northern or Western States. And if by another reyolution 
the country should conclude that that sort of uneconomic man- 
agement is poor, whether it emanates from one or the other 
of the great parties, and our friend, Victor BERGER, and his 
Socialist cohorts should come into control next time, we would 
have maneuvering grounds in Milwaukee and other great munic- 
ipal centers. I want to say that you are forcing this question 
of Army management into -politics and into sectionalism. Cer- 
tainly, if we are to embark upon an entirely new system we 
ought to do it with decency and with deliberation and upon the 
recommendation of some proper board which may present the 
entire plan and designate the places where these great new 
posts should be established. i 

Just a word as to the defects in this particular bill before I 
take my seat. They have already been called to the attention 
of the committee by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD], the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
It is nearly 12 years since I first became a Member of this 
House. I do not recall at any time a bill passing this Con- 
gress and becoming a law that was drawn with the same 
looseness and recklessness in the expenditure of public money 
with which this bill has been prepared. 


The Secretary of War is authorized to convert a regimental 
Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade post. He is sim- 
ply authorized to make this transformation. What does that 
mean? It means increasing a regimental post by the addition 
of barracks and officers’ quarters, all of the various improve- 
ments necessary to make it competent and prepared for caring 
for three regiments instead of one. 

There has been expended now $1,400,000 on the post, and it 
would indeed be a confiding Representative who would be will- 
ing to hazard a guess that less than $1,000,000 for each addi- 
tional regiment, making $2,000,000 in all under that general 
authorization, will be expended in the conversion of that post 
from a one-regiment to a three-regiment post. 

The Secretary, in section 2 of the bill, at his discretion, may 
locate and construct the buildings necessary for use of the 
troops of the brigade at any point in Chattanooga and Chicka- 
mauga National Park, whether the same is contiguous to Fort 
Oglethorpe or not. 

How do you suppose the Government money would be likely 
to be expended in a broad authorization of that kind? In sec- 
tion 1 he is authorized to increase the capacity from a regi- 
mental to a brigade post, and in section 2 he does not need to 
expend all of the money at Fort Oglethorpe, but he may put it 
anywhere in that national park of six or seven thousand acres 
in extent. If the War Department, in advance of adopting 
this general policy, is to begin to apportion out its supposed 
benefits to localities, let us, in the name of consistency and 
good legislation, define what buildings are to constructed and 
place upon them a limitation of Let us not take away 
our legislative authority and transmit it to any men or single 
individual, however great or prudent or however much confi- 
dence we may have in their business sagacity or the good pur- 
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pose of the present Secretary of War. We all know that ad- 
ministrative officers, in the very nature of things, are not perma- 
nent as to tenure of office. 

How have the posts in the Northwest been built, one after 
another? Invariably by an estimate coming for the construc- 
tion of the particular barracks to cost so much, a riding hall 
to cost so much, or improvement of roads within certain limi- 
tations, item by item, specifying as to the amount that can be 
expended. Under this authorization we say to the Secretary 
of War: “ You have a free hand; go down there and make a post 
that will take care of three regiments of Cavalry; house the men 
and officers and mounts; build these buildings. just as you 
please—of stone, of brick, or gzanite, or what not—expend upon 
them as much as you see fit; you are not limited as to any par- 
ticular part of the work or as to the aggregate amount. You 
are held accountable to no one except to bring out the.result.” 

I may be wrong, Mr. Chairman, but I very much doubt 
whether this House of Representatives has as yet reached the 
point, even under the leadership of the present Committee on 
Military Affairs, where we are willing to legislate in this reck- 
less and inconsiderate manner. I now yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr. La Fotterre}. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is 
one thing that attracts me in listening to this debate. Gentle- 
men speak about the great expenditure for the Army, but do 
not take into consideration that most of this money is spent at 
home; that it is not money wasted or thrown away, and that 
in the present system of Army posts scattered throughout the 
country, the money is probably more evenly distributed than it 
could possibly be if you had a centralized Army-post system, 
where a few great Army contractors would get together and 
handle these Army supplies. I think that is worth taking into 
consideration when we contemplate cutting down the Army posts 
and concentrating the troops at a few points for the sake of 
economy. Now, I have no objection to this bill if properly 
drawn. I have no objection to their having the post advanced 
to a brigade post in the South that is now only a regimental 
post, nor have I any objection to cutting down or doing away 
with some of the Army posts that are not needed, but I think 
in this wholesale reduction of Army posts, there is very little 
wisdom being shown. A great many of those posts have not 
been built more than from 5 to 10 years, many of them for 
eyen a less time. They are on the great transcontinental rail- 
Toads. We have one in my State that has three transcontinental 
railroads and, in addition to that, a railroad leading up to the 
Canadian border and another that will lead to the Mexican 
border, giving those facilities of transportation from that post. 
I have reference to Fort George Wright. A gentleman speaking 
awhile ago in reference to these Army posts said they were 
where the winds would blow and the soldiers would go crazy, 
and all that. I want to say that the most of the Army posts in 
the West, when it comes to location, are ideally located for 
health and for the comfort of the men. Fort George Wright is 
located close to the city of Spokane, a city of 125,000 people, 
and I venture to say that anybody who has ever seen it will 
not dispute my assertion when I say it is a city almost alone 
in its class—that there is not one out of a thousand of its 
size which can compare with it either at home or abroad. It is 
10 hours railroad from Puget Sound, the greatest harbor that we 
have got in the United States, and I think the greatest harbor 
in the world. There is no reason in the world for the abandon- 
ment of that Army post, because some Army officer whose wis- 
dom is perhaps not any better than that of some other man, has 
conceived the idea of the concentration of troops. You get a 
great number of troops together and you will have these 
maneuvers to make this Army the good fighting machine, as 
the gentleman from Kentucky spoke about awhile ago. You 
get this great Army together and you will then only have these 
general maneuvers maybe once or twice a year. They -will 
only get the practice very slowly and they must learn the rudi- 
ments of their work in small bodies just the same as they are 
drilled now in small Army posts. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in economy, but I believe that when 
we get to the policy of concentrating our troops at a few points 
near the largest cities that we are moving a step in a radically 
wrong direction. I am against such a policy. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, my colleague 
was called from the Chamber and asked me if I would control 
the time on this side; and, unless there is some gentleman on 
this side who desires to speak, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED}. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gentleman 
taken? 

The CHAIRMAN. The 10 minutes will complete the time on 
the other side of the Chamber. 
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Mr. HAY. I would like to yield to some gentleman over here 
if it will not inconvenience the gentleman. ~ 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Go ahead. 

Mr. HAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CULLOP]. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this bill is to 
incorporate, as I understand it, the recommendations of the 
War Department for the reduction of the number of posts in 
this country in order to economize in the expenditure of money 
for the support of the Army i 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. i 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman explain to the commit- 
tee how the building of this brigade post will lead to an 
economy or the reduction of the number of troops in the 
country? N 

Mr. CULLOP. That is the very purpose for whieh I intended 
to speak, and will do so before I am through. 

Mr. MONDELL. It will be interesting to hear it. 

Mr. CULLOP. It is to begin the plan, as I have said, of 
preparing for a concentration of the Army of the country, and 
I find that this plan has been recommended by the present 
President of the United States when he was Secretary of War, 
and every Seeretary of War since 1905, and the plan is recom- 
mended by them all down to this time, and the reason that the 
War Department says that it has not been consummated up to 
this time is the reason urged by the last gentleman who spoke 
on that side of the Chamber. It is for the purpose of keeping 
and maintaining the post in his district and, as he said, it was 
a more equitable distribution of the public moneys throughout 
the country. So that if you are to take that argument and 
reduce it to the last analysis the argument would mean a large 
expenditure of maney irrespective of the good that would be 
derived, because it would furnish to the individual Member the 
maintenance of some public institution in his district. Now, 
let us see what has been the result of this system, which largely 
began its growth at the close of the Spanish-American War. 
It had a new impetus then. Up to the time of the breaking out 
of the Spanish-American War we had a standing Army of 
25,000 men, including the officers, that cost the people of this 
country to maintain about $23,000,000, 

To-day we have a standing Army of about $4,000 men, and it 
is costing this Government over $110,000,000 annually with 
which to maintain it. Is the country deriving the amount 
of benefit from that expenditure that it should? I think every 
gentleman on this floor will at once say that it is not. Posts 
are maintained in this country to-day for the purpose simply of 
distributing the public revenue in expenditures for purchases 
that are made for supplies in the cities around these posts. 
They have been established and kept up largely as the stalking- 
horse” upon which gentlemen’s political interests may ride to 
success. And if a Congress is to expend the people's money, 
that which is raised from the people by taxation, for the pur- 
pose of keeping some man in office, it is not meeting the require- 
ments for which this Government was established. What is 
the result? The cost of keeping up these posts is constantly 
being added to the expenditure of the country by the distribu- 
tion of the Army so that they may be occupied, without any 
good result either to the drilling of the Army to make it more 
perfect for use or for the benefit of the citizens of this country. 

If concentrated, as the proposed plan would necessarily do, 
the expense of maintenance would be reduced per capita and 
the efficiency would naturally be enhanced. Means of trans- 
portation of both men and supplies are so abundant, radiating 
to every section of the country, as would enable a reduction of 
cost in both and would furnish the basis for reducing the orig- 
inal cost in the purchase of all supplies. The same business 
rules apply to this matter that apply to other business proposi- 
tions. Concentration of business projects are made in other 
matters in order to lessen operating expenses. Such rules apply 
here with as much pertinence as in other business pursuits. 
There is no difference in their application. If you oppose this 
policy, my Republican friends, you are opposing the recom- 
mendation of every Republican Secretary of War since 1905. 
The present Chief Executive, when Secretary of War, recom- 
mended the policy, and the present Secretary of War recom- 
mends it. The officers of the Army recommend it, The policy 
is a wise one and will eliminate much of the extravagance now 
existing in the maintenance of the Army and which calls for 
attention from Congress, because the country demands retrench- 
ment in this particular, and we should respond to that demand. 
The cost of our standing Army has been growing annually at 
an alarming rate, without a corresponding efficiency and with- 
out a corresponding benefit to the public welfare. This policy 
will, as the officials show, increase efficiency and reduce the 
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cost. Is net that a controlling feature, one sufficient to com- 
mand support for it? To my mind it is amply adequate to 
justify our action and vote for its adoption. 

Local conditions too often control the action of Members 
against policies beneficial to the whole country. Such influences 
should be subordinated where public weal is at stake. 

Public benefits are the desirable objects to be attained in 
public service, and all other considerations should be waived. 
The wishes of the public, the citizen whose fealty to his coun- 
try's welfare inspires his support or opposition to a measure, 
is worthy of attention in the adoption or rejection of a meas- 
ure and should not be ignored. The public approves the policy 
proposed on this subject. It is a wise policy and inaugurated 
for the benefit of the Army, the public service, and the public 
good, and personal considerations of Members to preserve the 
Posts in their districts should not secure its defeat or militate 
against the establishment of this or any other measure which 
will curtail extravagance. That it will be of such benefit there 
can be no doubt as a business proposition, and good business 
methods approve it. The cost of maintenance can be under such 
a policy largely reduced below what it now is. It is well worth 
consideration to investigate the growth in the cost of this de 
partment and ascertain its, cause. Those charged with its 
management attribute much of it to be in the matter which 
this policy proposes to remedy. à 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like before begin- 
ning to ask unanimous consent to éxtend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 4 

Nr. OLMSTED. Before beginning, I desire to yield two 
minutes to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Pray]. 

Mr. PRAY. Mr. Chairman, I had no intention at first of 
making any remarks on the subject of this bill, but in listen- 
ing to this very interesting debate it occurred to me that I 
should like to address myself to one or two phases of this im- 
portant question relating to the Army which is now under con- 
sideration. The first is this: It appears from the discussion 
by gentlemen of the committee that it is very desirable to have 
places in the United States suitable for the recuperation of 
troops who have been on campaign in the Tropics. Some refer- 
ence was made by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] 

during the course of his remarks to an Army post located in 
my State. He referred to Fort Assinniboine. Now, in order to 
throw some additional light on this question this afternoon I 
want to tell you about Fort Assinniboine, This post was ‘built 
Bome 25 years ago of stone and brick, and is said to have cost 
nearly $2,000,000. It is situated in the northern part of my 
State, on the Canadian frontier, within 50 miles of the Ca- 
nadian line. The reservation consisted of 343 square miles. 
It was one of the most magnificent reservations in the entire 
country, with a splendid climate, a location consisting of moun- 
tains, plain, and valley, suitable for all kinds of maneuvers of 
every branch of the Army—of Artillery, of Infantry, and of 
Cavalry. Why, only a few years ago $386,000 were expended in 
repairs on this post. Here it was that the Twelfth Regiment 
of Cavalry got its training for two or three years previous to 
the outbreak of the Spanish-American War. 

The officers and men of this regiment were as fine specimens 
of physical manhood as could be found in the Army. That they 
gave a most excellent account of themselves on San Juan Hill is 
a matter of history. My recollection is that out of 22 officers 
of that regiment 11 were either killed or wounded. There never 
was a better place in the country for the recuperation of troops 
coming from the Tropics than Assinniboine, and the same thing 
may be said of Forts Harrison, Missoula, and Keogh. The 
latter post, with a reservation of 57,000 acres, has been iarned 
into a remount station. Fort Assinniboine was abandoned last 
November while I was en route to Washington, and now it ap- 
pears that Forts Missoula and Harrison, with 23 other posts 
throughout the North and Northwest, have been selected for 
abandonment. According to the Secretary of War in his report 
for 1911 these Army posts have cost nearly $100,000,000. And 
now it is proposed to abandon them in the interests of economy. 
If I really thought that this movement would result in economy 
or any substantial saying of money in the maintenance of the 
military establishment, it would be a different proposition alto- 
gether. But what appears to be the situation in this regard at 
present? 

A few days ago a resolution passed which is intended to re- 
sult in the purchase of maneuver grounds in the State of Ala- 
bama, and to-day we have a bill before us for the establishment 
of a brigade post in Georgia at a probable cost of five hundred 
thousand to seven hundred thousand dollars. Why this great 
expenditure of money for maneuyer grounds and Army posts 
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when the Army is abundantly provided for in this respect in 
all sections of the country? In the limited time at my com- 
mand I shall not be able to say all that I should like to say 
in opposition to this alleged scheme of economy. But the 
ground has been thoroughly covered by others, and I shall not 
attempt to do more at this time than to record my protest 
against what appears to be the plan of the majority to abandon 
these splendid Army posts and reservations now owned by the 
Government in order that other reservations may be purchased 
and other posts established in other sections of the country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to convert 
the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., into a bri- 
oon post. In its original form it proposed an appropriation of 

700,000 for the enlargement of that post. The committee rec- 
ommends the striking out of that provision, because it says: 

The necessary buildings can be provided for from current annual 
appropriations. 

But the second section of the bill confers unlimited authority 
for the construction of buildings at any point in the Chicka- 
mauga and Chattanooga National Park, whether contiguous to 
Fort Oglethorpe or not, and with no limitation whatever upon 
the expense. 

Now, with the merits or demerits of this particular proposi- 
tion I haye very little knowledge, and therefore shall not speak 
upon that subject. But I agree with the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Firzcrrarp] that it is unwise and not in the interest 
of economy to be appropriating for Army posts here and Army 
posts there and everywhere, without having in mind any definite 
plan. 

There was a definite plan looked forward to and provided for 
to a certain extent a few years ago, when in pursuance of an 
act of Congress there was appointed a commission, of which, I 
remember, Gen. Nelson A. Miles was a member. I think he was 
the head of it. It was a commission composed of able and ex- 
perienced Army officers, including some of the most distin- 
guished Army engineers. They inyestigated the whole subject 
matter. They traversed the country from the pine forests that 
used to exist in the State of Maine down to the Everglades— 
about which we hear so much—in Florida, and from the At- 
lantic coast to the Pacific coast. They reported at great length 
and in great detail upon every place that was suggested as an 
eligible place for an Army post or camp. They finally recom- 
mended the establishment of four camps in different parts of 
the country. One was at Mount Gretna, in my district, and 
there certainly is no more desirable point in the United States. 

It is a place that is used from time to time for the encamp- 
ments of the National Guard of Pennsylvania, an organization 
numbering nearly 10,000 men. It is a place that has been used 
by the United States troops for target practice and for other 
purposes. It was used as a concentration camp during the War 
with Spain. It has not only a desirable climate most of the 
year, as this Fort Oglethorpe is stated to have, but it has such a 
climate all the year that troops can be drilled there without the 
slightest inconvenience from undue heat in summer or undue 
cold in winter. It has the advantage of being splendidly 
watered with the purest water imaginable and well drained. 
It has the advantage of two railroad systems. It is not far from 
the Chautauqua encampment; it is not far from the camp- 
meeting grounds, so that the private soldier may have the ad- 
vantage of religious and literary instruction and entertainment, 
The officers, if they must needs have city life, as we have been 
told, may run down the road a few miles to the beautiful city 
of Lebanon, or they may go down the other way to the beautiful 
city of Lancaster; or, better still, they may come up to Harris- 
burg and attend the opera and yisit our magnificent State cap- 
itol, the handsomest and finest State capitol in the United 
States. 

Mr. BOOHER. May I ask the gentleman how much it cost? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I would say to the gentleman that it is the 
cheapest public building in the United States in proportion to 
its size and its furnishings and its quality. 

Mr. BOOHER. Does the gentleman mean in proportion to 
what it actually cost? 

Mr. OLMSTED. It cost very much less proportionately than 
any similar State capitol in the Union at all comparable in size 
or quality. 

Now, I am not recommending Mount Gretna because I think 
it may help me to be reelected, because I am not a candidate. 
I have made two records—at least one—since I have been in 
this House. Since I entered the service in this House I haye . 
taken a wife and have had five children born to me. [Ap- 
plause.] ‘That is one record; and possibly I made another one 
when, last December, having no opposition whatever in my 
district, I announced to my constituents my irrevocable deter- 
mination not to be a candidate to succeed myself. So that I 
am speaking now in the interest of the United States, in the 
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interest of the Army, and in the interest of economy in recom- 
mending that the Committee on Military Affairs, of which my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Hay] is chairman, will hunt up that 
elaborate report that was made a few years ago, which certainly 
cost the Government of the United States at least $5,000 to print 
and which will be found a most important and useful volume of 
information in great detail, touching all the points which have 
been considered as to military encampments or sites for brigade 
posts. If they will examine that and make inquiry and then 
make a report to this House according to its recommendations, I 
am sure the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] and his col- 
leagues will haye the support of the entire House, and I know 
they will be doing a good thing for the Army if the other three 
posts are at all comparable to that proposed at Mount Gretna. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. OLMSTED. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand that the gentleman stated that 
he had announced to his constituents that he would not accept 
another nomination. Do I understand that he announced that 
“under no circumstances ” would he accept another nomination, 
and that his announcement “had reference to the substance 
rather than the form“? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may have time in which to answer the 
question, 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much indeed to hear 
that the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Otmstep] has declined to be a candidate for reelection. I do 
not know of any gentleman in this House who has rendered 
more valuable service during his term than the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Applause.] I should hope that 
there might be a string tied to it, but as he does not resemble 
others whom I might mention, I expect when he says a thing 
he means it. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, about this bill, from which there has been a very great 
departure since we started this morning, I want to answer as 
briefly as I can the objections made to it. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] opposes the 
bill because he says no estimate has been made of how much 
money is to be spent at this post. The gentleman from New 
York knows, or ought to know, that no estimates are made for 
any post which has already been established by the War Depart- 
ment, in the sense in which the gentleman calls for estimates. 
He knows, or he ought to know, that when an appropriation is 
made for barracks and quarters, the Quartermaster General 
allots to the various posts throughout the country a certain 
amount of money to be spent at each one of those posts, and 
the gentleman knows, or he ought to know, that it is not pro- 
posed by the War Department or anybody else to take all of 
the money that is appropriated for barracks and quarters and 
spend it on this post. I do not think there is anything whatever 
in the gentleman's objection. The War Department, as a mat- 
ter of fact, could of its own motion, without any authorization 
whatsoever from Congress, spend money enough to build this 
post up to be a brigade post, if it wanted to do it; but the 
Secretary of War and this administration prefer to come to 
Congress to get authorization for the purpose of showing their 
good faith in carrying out the scheme for the concentration of 
troops in posts which they believe will make for economy and 
for strategic advantage. I see no reason why this House 
should not approve and indorse this course. Of course I under- 
stand the reasons actuating my friend from Wyoming [Mr. 
Monpetr], and the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MAR- 
TIN], and the gentleman from Washington [Mr. La Fotrerre], 
and my genial friend from Montana [Mr. Pray]. It has been 
recommended by the War Department that all the posts in the 
State of Wyoming be abandoned. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentleman wants 
to be accurate, and he generally is very accurate. I think he is 
not entirely accurate in his last statement. 

Mr. HAY. Well, then, I will say three posts in Wyoming. I 
did not know there were more than three posts in that State. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not recall any recommendation of the 
War Department for the abandonment of Fort D. A. Russell. 

Mr. HAY. I will read what the War Department says: 


The following posts should be abandoned as soon as suitable provision 
can be made elsewhere for their garrisons. 


That apples to Fort Yellowstone and Fort Mackenzie. 


The following posts are not located with a view of securing economy 
of administration and supply or a full measure of military effectiveness, 
Their garrisons should not be increased, and should ultimately be with- 
drawn to such concentration centers as Congress may authorize. 

That applies to Fort D. A. Russell, and if that does not mean 
abandonment when we finally get the troops into these concen- 
tration centers I do not know what it does mean. 

I say I understand the motives which actuate these gentle- 
men, and I am very sorry that they saw fit to take this occasion 
to make an attack on this bill, simply because the War Depart- 
pare has recommended the abandonment of posts in their 

tates. 

This bill will make for economy; it will make for effective- 
ness; it will make for efficiency; and there is no reason that I 
have heard adduced by any one of the gentlemen who have 
spoken why the House should not approve this bill. If it does 
not make for economy, for effectiveness, or for efficiency, I 
would be very glad to be informed why it does not. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I assume that the gentleman 
did not do me the courtesy of listening to my remarks. I en- 
deayored to point out why the expenditure of $5,000,000 for a 
new Army post-and the abandonment of $20,000,000 to $25,- 
000,000 worth of military property was not in the interest of 
economy. 

Mr. HAY. I heard almost every word the gentleman said, 
and when he said that it would take $5,000,000 to build this 
post up the gentleman stated that of which he could not have 
been advised, because $1,000,000, or very near it, has already 
been spent, and it certainly will not take $5,000,000 more to 
make it into a brigade post. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman explain in his time how 
it makes for efficiency and economy to abandon brigade posts 
in the center of the country for which nothing can be obtained 
and spend the money necessary to build other brigade posts? 

Mr. HAY. If the gentleman wants me to, I will be glad to 
show the gentleman how it will make for economy to abandon 
Fort D. A. Russell and build a brigade post at Chattanooga, 
notwithstanding $5,000,000 has been spent at Fort D. A. Russell. 
You haye a post where there is a climate in which Cavalry and 
Infantry can not be drilled during almost seyen months in the 
year. You have a post that when the Army was mobilized it 
took 11 days to get the troops from Fort D. A. Russell to the 
Texas border. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman does not mean that there 
are seven months in the year when troops can not be maneu- 
vered at Fort D. A. Russell? 

Mr. HAY. They can be maneuvered when the thermometer 
is below zero, but they are not. The gentleman knows that the 
climate of that country is not suitable for the maneuver of 
troops in the winter months. 

Mr. MONDELL. Has the Army of the United States reached 
that point that it can not stand zero weather? 

Mr. HAY. Oh, the gentleman always begs the question. The 
gentleman stated that we are adopting a policy of economy 
which has abandoned $25,000,000 worth of property. We are 
not doing anything of the sort. We do not propose to abandon 
that property until we get property elsewhere for the purpose 
of sheltering these troops. The gentleman said that you could 
not under the policy adopted here on this side of the House 
mend a water faucet if it got out of order in a northwest 
fort. The gentleman when he made that statement did not 
know what he was talking about. There is not a thing in the 
bill which limits the department from making any necessary re- 
pairs to any one of the forts recommended to be abandoned in 
the report of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, it is possible that you could mend a 
faucet, but you could not put in a bathtub. 

Mr. HAY. You could put in any repairs that are necessary. 
The only thing that the amendment to the Army bill provided 
was that there should not be spent any money for permanent 
improvements at those posts which the department says ought 
to be abandoned. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I haye examined the bill 
again, and I find the only limitation against permanent improve- 
ments seems to be in the one regarding the water system. There 
is absolutely no authorization, as I read it, as to barracks. 

Mr. HAY. If my friend understands disbursements under 
the bill, he would understand that under the item of “regular 
supplies” dre the items of repair. Under “ Barracks and quar- 
ters” they make some repairs, but the most of it is done for 
permanent improvement. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 
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Mr. MANN. I notice under the item the gentleman refers to 
“repairing public buildings at military posts.” 

Mr. HAY. Barracks and quarters item. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. Is not that the item under which they 
make repairs? 

Mr. HAY. Yes, some; and they make some under the head 
of “ Regular supplies.” The object and purpose of the amend- 
ment was to not spend any money upon these posts for perma- 
nent improvement where they had been recommended to be 
abandoned. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then my statement was substantially cor- 
rect. ; 

Mr. HAY. The gentleman’s statement was not correct. 

Mr. MONDELL, That you could not mend a leak in the roof 
or repair a water faucet. 

Mr. HAY. That is not correct; nor was it ever intended that 
there should be anything of that sort in the bill; nor do I 
imagine that the War Department will follow out any policy of 
that sort. The gentleman knows very well that it is much more 
economical to abandon a post which has cost the country a 
great many thousands of dollars and to put the money some- 
where where it will not cost as much to maintain when it is 
established than to keep up the posts which do cost that much 
and which do not occupy a strategic position. It is not econom- 
ical, and it will inevitably cost the Government more than it 
ought to cost. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. What information has the gentleman on 
which he bases his assumption that you can maintain a brigade 
post any cheaper in Georgia than you can maintain a brigade 
post in Kansas or Wyoming? 

Mr. HAY. Well, we are not talking about Kansas. 

Mr. MONDELL. One of the posts referred to in the report of 
the Secretary of War as a post that might ultimately be 
abandoned is a great Army post in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. HAY. Fort Riley. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman imagine that it costs 
less to keep buildings in repair and to feed men in Georgia than 
in Kansas? 

Mr. HAY. Well, I do not know about that, and that is not the 
point in this case. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is the gentleman's argument. 


Mr. HAY. No; I am answering the gentleman’s argument 
that we are trying to take troops from the Northwest, and the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Marrrn] undertook to make 
a sectional matter of it. In so far as I am concerned, there is 
nothing sectional about it, and there can not be. This bill was 
introduced without any purpose of interfering with posts in 
the Northwest. 

If those posts have been interfered with, if they are proposed 
to be abandoned, it has been done by the Secretary of War and 
not by this side of the House. We are not undertaking to make 
this a sectional question, and far be it from me ever under any 
circumstances to make the Army or the posts where the Army is 
sheltered a sectional question. [Applause.] 

5 Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield for another ques- 
on? 

Mr. HAY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. With regard to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, I feel those are his sentiments, but it is a curious fact 
that. although the Secretary of War has proposed some seyen 
centers of concentration, the two resolutions and this bill which 
have been brought to the attention of the House contemplate 
new posts in Alabama, Tennessee, and Georgia. 

Mr. HAY. Well, as a matter of fact, they only provide for 
one post and two maneuvering grounds. 

Mr. MONDELL. There is nothing sectional except that fact. 

Mr. HAY. I will state to the gentleman, if it is true, it is be- 
cause it is recommended by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MONDELL. And the Secretary has recommended these 
other concentration points? 

Mr. HAY. No; this bill was sent to the Secretary of War, as 
all other bills are when they are requested by any Member of 
this House who introduces a bill. It was sent there. If any 
other bills have been introduced for that purpose, I do not know 
it, I have not heard of it. No bill has been introduced for Fort 
Leavenworth, no bill has been introduced for any other post 
except this bill, and this bill was sent to the War Department, 
as the gentleman very well knows is the case with all bills be- 
fore the Committee on Miitary Affairs, for report, and it came 
back with this report. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAY. I will. 


P 


Mr. MANN. DoI understand that this is an invitation to the 
gentlemen in whose districts these posts are to introduce bills? 

Mr. HAY. If they choose to introduce them, I am sure they 
will be accorded the same treatment and given the same consid- 
eration as this or any other bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt of that, and I have no doubt 
they will be introduced. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up any fur- 
ther time of the committee. I hope that this bill will be 
agreed to, because I believe it is in the interest of economy, and 
it carries out the policy which is now being entered upon. It 
is the beginning of this concentration policy, and I think it 
ought to be adopted. I yield a half minute to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LEE]. 

Mr. LEE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I asked the privilege of 
extending my remarks on the bill which has been read“ A bill 
authorizing the Secretary of War to convert the regimental 
Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade post —which was 
introduced by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
Moon] and myself. It provides for the establishment of a 
brigade post of three regiments of Cavalry at Fort Oglethorpe, 
located in Catoosa and Walker Counties, in the State of Georgia. 
Fort Oglethorpe, now a regimental Cavalry post, equipped with 
an up-to-date lighting pant, a splendid system of waterworks, 
and with everything else that contributes to the convenience and 
comfort of the troops stationed there, is located in Chickamauga 
National Park, an imperial domain of about 7,000 acres. The 
Government also owns 1,000 acres for rifle range, a short march 
from Fort Oglethorpe, so that the Government is the owner alto- 
gether of something like 8,000 acres in that immediate locality. 

In the debate on this bill so much has been advanced to com- 
mend the proposed legislation to favorable consideration that I 
need not trespass unduly upon the patience and time of this 
House in urging it to passage. It has the indorsement of the 
former Secretary of War, now President of the United States; 
of the present Secretary of War; of Gen. Duvall; of the 
Army Board; and unanimously of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. So far, therefore, as official commendation is con- 
cerned, I can well afford to let the proposition take care of 
itself, especially as it is in the line of a general policy looking 
to the concentration of the Army in a comparatively small 
number of centrally located posts instead of haying it scat- 
tered, as it now is, all over the country. 

A board was named in 1906 for the purpose of investigating 
the desirability of locating a brigade post and maneuvering 
grounds at or near Chickamauga Park. From the report, dated 
Atlanta, Ga., January 9, 1907, I submit the following extract: 

The board is of the opinion that the portion of this tract adjoining 
Fort Oglethorpe is well suited for iy Pe" into a brigade post, with 
the necessary ground for close-order drills, ceremonies, and elemen 
instruction in extended order. The present garrison of . 


has the use of Chickamauga Park for drill porpora; an recom- 
mended that authority be obtained to continue its use for this 


urpose. 
The board states the remaining 2 of the tract to be admirably 
suited for maneuver t would be difficult to find a region 


ſurposes. 
lending itself so well fo these objects, lying, as it does, in a temperate 
climate, where the winters are usually short and mild. The varied ex- 
tents of its terrain afford opportunities for exercises in every kind of 
regres operation, while the water supply is more than ample in quan- 
tity and excellent in quality. 
> * = a * * 


$ 
The board is of the opinion that the tract shown is both suitable and 
adaptable for the purposes of a brigade post and maneuver site and 
recommends ulred. 


that it be acq 
WILLIAM P. DUVALL, 
Brigadier General, United States Army, President. 


J. B. KERR, 
Colonel Twelfth Cavalry, Member. 
F. G. HODGSON, 
Deputy Quartermaster General, Member. 
f Epwarp T. DONNELLY, 

First Lieutenant, Artillery Corps, Aid de Camp, Recorder. 
A good deal has been said in the course of this debate as to 
salubrity of certain Army posts in the great Northwest and in 
Pacific Coast States. Far be it from me to say aught in detrac- 
tion of that magnificent climate; but, Mr. Chairman, for all- 
year-round comfort there is in all this broad land no place that 
can surpass, if it can equal, that where the Cavalry brigade 
post is proposed to be located. A more equable climate ean not 
be found anywhere. I will not say that “ eternal summer reigns 
in magic splendor there” all the year round, because there may 
be sometimes atmospheric conditions that cause the mercury to 
fluctuate a few degrees up or down. I do assert, however, and 
I fear no contradiction, that there are no extreme yariations of 
temperature, and that our soldiers could live a comfortable out- 
door life from January to December, with interruptions but 
few and far between. Secretary of War Stimson extols these 
“climatic conditions which permit troops training almost the 
entire year.” Neither the men nor the horses would have to 
stagnate in quarters and stables for weeks and months because 
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of inclement weather. They can be kept in activity, their 
physical powers maintained and developed by proper exercise, 
their health kept at the very highest possible standard of ex- 
cellence. That, Mr. Chairman, is not only a moral, but a most 
important economic consideration. 

I submit a letter written by Hon. H. L. Stimson, Secretary of 
War, addressed to the chairman of the Military Affairs Com- 
mittee: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 5, 1912. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives. 


Sir: Referring to the bill presented by Representative Moon January 
5, 1912, and the bill of same wording presented by Representative LEE 
January 8, 1912, for the ab pen of converting the post at Fort Ogle- 
thorpe into a brigade post, I have the honor to report that this depart- 
ment recommends favorable consideration of this measure. 

The large extent of land of the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Na- 
tional Military Park made available by the terms of the bill, the 
climatic conditions which permit troops training almost the entire year, 
the strategic advantage of that point, the economic consideration in- 
volved by thus concentrating troops, all make the enactment of said 
project highly advantageous to the Government. Fort Oglethorpe is the 
site decided upon by the department as the most suitable and available 
location in the goutheastern section of the United States for a Cavalry 


brigade post. 
Very respectfully, H. L. STIMSON, 
Secretary of War. 


In 1898 an investigation of Chickamauga Park was made, and 
I submit a report of Lieut. Nicholas Senn, Assistant Surgeon 


General, made at that time: 


8 Park is admirably adapted for a large camp. It em- 
braces several square miles. The forest trees furnish protection against 
the burning rays of the semitropical sun, and the many open places and 
fields are utilized as drill grounds. Humus is pantys and the subsoil 
is of clay. The surface is somewhat undulating and is cut up here and 
there by ravines, which add much to the beauty of the scenery. An 
2 supply of pure water is obtained from numerous wells from 50 
to 65 feet in depth, recently supplemented by a pumping station, which 
derives water from the river a short distance below Crawfish Spring 
and distributes the water to different parts of the park through fron 
pipes. The vastness of the gionau is realized by the visitor as soon 
as he reaches Camp George H. Thomas, which at present is occupied 
by nearly 50,000 men, yet seldom more than one regiment can be seen 
at one and the same time. 

Gen. H. V. Boynton, chairman of the Chickamauga National 
Park Commission, made the following report in 1898: 


It is a well-known fact in this section that Catoosa and Walker 
Counties, in which the park is situated, are among the healthiest in the 
United States. In the seven years that the park force has been at work 
here not a single member of it, either officer or employee, has died from 
disease. There has not been a single case of typhoid fever among them 
or the 2,000 laborers employed in that time. In the last census year 
there was not in the whole of Catoosa County (and this is the county 
in which the present much-criticized forest camps are situated) a sin- 
gle death from typhoid fever and only three from malarial fever. 

Holding the above views, I 1 ask that this communication 
may be placed in the files, and that if the major Paar commanding 
agrees with me that it would be fair to do so, an attested copy may be 
furnished the press for publication. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. V. BOYNTON, 
Chairman Park Commission. 

Could any locality be found more suitable for such maneuvers 
as cavalry should undertake? The park is ideal for both 
mounted and dismounted practice, and the near-by rifle range 
furnishes opportunity for the soldier boys to perfect themselves 
in “shooting straight.” Transportation facilities are more than 
ample, for nine trunk lines of railway run within a few miles 
of the park, while one touches its very boundaries. Provisions 
for man and beast are plentiful in the country around and can 
be procured at reasonable prices. A God-fearing, morally clean 
community abounds in all that section, and what that means in 
the case of a large body of troops every commander can tell you. 
When nature formed that spot she forgot nothing that might 
contribute to the health and comfort of man—fertile sofl, pure 
atmosphere, and the best of water. There isa spring right at the 
park than which even famous Ponce de Leon is no greater. Craw- 
fish Spring may almost be called-an inland basin, with a daily 
flow of 40,000,000 gallons of water. There are many other 
famous springs in that locality—Yates Spring, capacity 10,000,000 
gallons daily; Martins Spring, capacity 9,000,000 gallons daily; 
Leet Spring, capacity 5,000,000 gallons daily; Poplar Spring, 
capacity 2,000,000 gallons daily; Pond Spring, capacity 6,000,000 
daily—all a short distance from Fort Oglethorpe. Their cool, 
limpid waters are indeed a joy forever. What place can be 
named, Mr. Chairman, in all our beautiful land more beautiful 
than this and that could be more ideally adapted to the purpose 
of being made the abiding place of a great body of troops. 

There is still another consideration of commanding impor- 
tance, and that is the historical greatness of the place. I know 


very well that this alone could not, and should not, determine 
the selection of a modern Army post, but with such a combina- 
tion of physical advantages as I have pointed out it well de- 
serves to be called to mind. Chickamauga Park is hallowed 
ground. All over its expanse the Blue and the Gray grappled 
in titanic conflict for the cause which each held sacred and 
right. Every foot of the soll has been wet with the lifeblood of 


heroes. Near here was fought “the battle in the clouds,” on 
Lookout Mountain, and the bloody Battle of Missionary Ridge. 
Deeds of daring and valor were done there that will thrill the 
souls of generations yet unborn. What inspiration more pro- 
found, more abiding, to a soldier than in such surroundings? 
What incentive more powerful than this to duty, patriotism, and 
sacrifice? 

In the discussion of this proposition the question of dollars 
and cents has been elaborately put into the foreground, and I 
shall but briefly touch that feature. We have been told that 
$1,000,000 has already been spent at Fort Oglethorpe, and that 
the enlargement of the post to proportions adequate to the 
accommodation of a brigade of Cayalry will call for the expendi- 
ture of probably $4,000,000 more. Mr. Chairman, I am proud of 
my membership in a party that is pledged to economy in every 
department of the Government, and I would not wantonly sup- 
port or indorse any scheme that falls short of an accurately 
measured standard of public housekeeping. By early training 
and by the habits of a lifetime I am accustomed to “ guard the 
dime to gain the dollar,” and this principle of private life I have 
always endeavored to apply in the discharge of public duty. 
Mere local considerations would not move me to give voice or 
yote to any enterprise, no matter how alluring, which would 
lack the essential of usefulness. 

In this instance, however, my mind is clear as to the great 
advantages to the Government from the proposed change. From 
the Canadian border to the Gulf, and from the Atlantic Ocean 
to the Pacific, Army posts are scattered over the wide expanse 
of our country. Poor, indeed, the State that does not contain 
one or more of them. They have cost the Government hundreds 
of millions of dollars for construction and manitenance In 
many instances their location was determined, not by the 
judgment of officers of the Army, but by political pressure. In 
the years gone by some of them haye served a useful purpose 
as bases of protection against marauders of one kind or an- 
other. But conditions have changed, and these straggling out- 
posts are no longer needed, As population increases and be- 
comes more and more concentrated; as regions, once sparsely 
settled, teem with dwellers, police protection by the Army is 
required in ever-decreasing measure. Nothing, then, more rea- 
sonable than that the War Department should seek to further 
the larger purposes to which every branch of the Military 
Establishment should be applied. 

The plan for the centralization of troops, of which the propo- 
sition embodied in this bill forms a part, is not only in the 
direction of economy, but also of the readier movement of large 
army units. In this plan is embraced the question of transporta- , 
tion facilities no less than that of the saving caused by providing 
maintenance for thousands at one point instead of hundreds in 
widely separated localities. The argument that an Army post 
may be a few hundred miles nearer a given point loses its force 
when it appears that transportation from that post to that 
point is more difficult of accomplishment than from a post more 
distant perhaps, but within immediate reach of ample means to 
transport large bodies of troops without delay. 

All essential requirements are met in the case under con- 
sideration. Central location, nearness, and ampleness of trans- 
portation facilities, salubrious climate combine to make Fort 
Oglethorpe an ideal place for a great Army post, and I earnestly 
hope that this bill will be passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The.Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill under the five-minute rule. ~ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to convert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., 
into a brigade post, and that for the purpose of the enlargement of the 
same to accommodate and quarter a rate of troops there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $700,000, or so much as may be necessary for this 
purpose. 

Mr. HAY. I will call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that the committee has recommended an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 1, line 5, by striking out all in the line after the word 
“post” and all of the remainder of the section. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word of the amendment for the purpose of 
asking a question. The gentleman from Virginia stated in his 
closing remarks that this bill, in his opinion, ought to be sup- 
ported, because it was in the direction of economy. What I 
ask of the gentleman is, have there been any facts brought 
before the committee tending to show that a brigade of Cavalry 
can be maintained any more cheaply at Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., 
than at our present Cavalry posts? 

Mr. HAY. I will state to the gentleman that at some posts 
where there is now Cavalry, for instance, at Fort Apache, in 
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Arizona, I believe we haye two troops of Cavalry, a post about 
60 miles from a railroad, it is very easy to perceive it will 
very much cheaper to put those two troops of Cavalry at Fo 
Oglethorpe than to keep them where they are. 

There are also other Cavalry posts, or places where they have 
some Cavalry, and it would be very much cheaper to abandon 
those posts and put that Cavalry at Fort Oglethorpe. But I 


want to say to the gentleman that the mere fact of the mainte- |. 


nance or the sustenance of Cavalry is not the only thing that 
enters into the economy. Transportation is a very important 
and 2 very large item. Take, for example, the transportation 
of recruits. Three or four hundred recruits are transported to 
these various posts at one time. If you have a post like Chatta- 
nooga, for example, where it is on a line of railway and easily 
accessible to the centers where troops are largely recruited, it 
costs much less to transport them there than to a post out in 
South Dakota, or in Wyoming, or in Washington. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course, it depends entirely 
on where you start the troops from. 

Mr. HAY. That is true. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. And there has been no effort 
made, so far as I have seen, to show the probable place of 
starting of troops is any nearer Oglethorpe, Ga., than Wyoming? 

Mr. HAY. I will say to the gentleman that the three largest 
recruiting posts in this country are New York, Chicago, and Co- 
lumbus Barracks. They get more recruits from those depots 
than from any other points in the United States. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Of course, the transporta- 
tion of the troops is a small part of the maintenance of the 
Cavalry arm of the Government. 

Mr. HAY. It is a very large expense. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There are the supplies for 
men and for horses. The particular post in Arizona to which 
the gentleman refers is a small one. 

Mr. HAY. That is true. I happened to think of that one. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. You are proposing now to 
cut down five regiments, or one-third of the entire remaining 
Cavalry. I know from observation that there are some of these 
Cavalry posts in the best agricultural sections, where forage 
for horses and general supplies for men, the large items of 
maintenance, can be supplied in competition with Fort Ogle- 
thorpe or any other part of the United States. 

Mr. HAY. That may be. But I do not understand the gen- 
tileman mhintains it is any cheaper at those posts than it is at 
Oglethorpe? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Exactly as cheap and per- 
haps cheaper. 

Mr. HAY. I have tried to show the gentleman that there 
were other economies entering into the location of these posts 
other than the purchase of supplies or the mere purchase of 
what the cavalryman may have to eat. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That is one item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. Martin] has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

When the Army bill was under discussion the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hay] moved an amendment, which was carried, 
reducing the Cavalry Arm by 5 regiments. If that should be- 
come a law we should have only 10 regiments of Cavalry. If 
the bill now before us should become a law and the post be 
enlarged as proposed it would house 3 of the 10 regiments of 
Cayalry in the United States Army. In other words, the propo- 
sition puts nearly a third of the Cavalry regiments of the Army 
at one post. The gentleman discusses the matter from the 
standpoint of economy. I think it can scarcely be successfully 
demonstrated that Cavalry can be maintained in northern 
Georgia or Tennessee more cheaply than it can be maintained 
in Kansas or in Wyoming. The gentleman seems to be par- 
ticularly disposed to criticize the maintenance of Army posts in 
Wyoming. 

Mr. HAY. No; Iam not. The gentleman seemed disposed to 
criticize me and I simply criticized him. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman speaks of the added cost of 
transportation. Most of the mounts of the Cavalry regiments 
of the country come from the Mississippi Valley and the Plains 
and Mountain States, All of these Cavalry horses will have to 
be transported from 1,000 to 1,500 miles in order to reach this 
great Cavalry post, whereas the Cavalry posts now built and 
utilized are in the localities from which Cavalry horses are 
drawn, and therefore, instead of it being in the interest of 
economy to establish a great Cavalry post down in the region 
proposed, it would very largely increase the cost of the main- 
tenance of Cavalry. 

The fact is that there is no argument at all for this bill 
unless we need additional Army posts, and that we do not re- 


quire additional posts is proven by the fact that the War 
Department now is considering the. advisability of abandoning 
some of the posts we already have. So that the proposition 
before the House, as I attempted to state it a little while ago, 
is to abandon first-class, up-to-date Army posts, recently con- 
structed in the North and Northwest, and to spend the people's 
money uselessly in the building of new Army posts elsewhere. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the head of the Army and the 
Secretary of War have made recommendations to reverse what 
has been the policy of the country heretofore in reference to 
Army posts, recommendations designed to do away with the 
smaller posts and to concentrate the Army in larger posts. 
While I am not at all sure that the recommendations of the 
present Secretary and the present Chief of Staff may not be 
reversed by the succeeding Secretary and the succeeding Chief 
of Staff, I would be inclined to follow the recommendation of 
the Secretary of War in reference to this bill if it were not 
for one thing. The letter of the Secretary of War is dated 
the 5th of February, the 5th of this month. At that time the 
Army appropriation bill was practically prepared, if not re- 
ported. There was no item in that bill, as reported, cutting 
down the Cavalry by one-third, and it is to be presumed that 
the Secretary of War, in making his report upon this bill, con- 
templated a brigade post at this point, upon the basis of 15 
regiments of Cavalry, where he might be willing to recom- 
mend that one-fifth of the Cavalry be concentrated at this mili- 
tacy park. But in so far as I am aware, we have no expres- 
sion of opinion from the Secretary of War as to whether one- 
third of the Cavalry in all the United States shall be concen- 
trated at this one post. It is quite a different thing to put 
8 regiments of Cavalry out of 15 at Fort Oglethorpe from 
what it is to put 3 regiments of Cavalry out of 10 at this post. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman 
think there will be just 10? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know just how many there will 
be, but certainly it is the part of wisdom not to act upon the 
assumption that the House will not maintain its prerogatives 
in reference to appropriations, and it is not to be assumed now 
for the purposes of legislation that the proposition which the 
House agreed to will not be in the law when it is passed. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No; I do not assume that. 

Mr. MANN. It would be easy and wise to wait until the 
appropriation bill is disposed of and we know whether there 
will be 10 or 15 regiments of Cavalry before we legislate upop 
either proposition, 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Let me ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Does not the gentleman think it safer to leave the ques- 
tion of the distribution of Army posts to the discretion of the 
Secretary of War rather than that Congress should go into 
details of administration of that character? 

Mr. MANN. Ido. I fully agree with the gentleman in refer- 
ence to that. But I do not think it wise for Congress to legis- 
late in providing a new post upon the assumption that the action 
which was recently taken is to be stricken down or overridden at 
the other end of the Capitol, and we have no report from the 
Secretary of War as to what he would recommend, based upon 
only 10 regiments of Cavalry in the United States. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. If it is to be left to the discretion 
of the Secretary of War, where the gentleman concedes it ought 
to be left finally, is it not the wise course to leave it there now 
regardless of the action of the Senate? 

Mr. MANN. No. On the contrary, the Secretary of War 
feels bound, and ought to feel bound, by the action of Congress 
in legislating, and if we legislate to provide a brigade post at 
this place it is the duty of the Secretary of War to carry out 
the expressed wish of Congress. The gentleman has already 
stated that the Secretary of War now has the authority to do 
this, and the purpose of this legislation is to guide that author- 
ity which he now exercises. If that is the case, we ought to 
wait until we know what we are to legislate upon. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] on behalf of the committee. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Spec. 2. That the Secretary of War, in his discretion, may locate and 
construct buildings necessary for the use and accommodation of the 
{rong of the brigade at sar 5 in the Chickamauga and Chattanoo; 

ational Military Park, whether the same be contiguous to Fort Ogle- 

buildings to be used for the accommodation of part 
loca at Fort Oglethorpe. 


thorpe or not, said 
of the brigade to be 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment presented by the gentle- 
man from New York will be reported by the Clerk. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to section 2 the following 

“Provided, That for the fecal’ 5 8 1914 and thereafter the Secretary 
of War shali submit to Congress, for its be mide at” detailed estimates of 

any buildings and improvements to be at said post before pro- 
ceeding further to the construction thereo: 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 3 it seems to me that in 
the authorization of these brigade posts Congress should have 
detailed information as to the scheme proposed by the depart- 
ment, and should approve some plan for the enlargement of 
them. This amendment is so drawn that if this bill shall be- 
come a law, it will not interfere with the department im its 
work during the coming fiscal year: Thereafter detailed. esti- 
mates are to be submitted, and then the committee having juris- 
diction of this matter can specifically approve and make its 
recommendations, and Congress will have some control over the 
enlargement of the post. I believe it to be wise legislation to 
keep that control in the hands of Congress. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York; first, because 
the department submits detailed information as to how they 
spend each appropriation and where they propose to spend it, 
and, secondly, because Congress would have a right, by a limita- 
tion on the appropriation bill, to. confine the appropriation to a 
particular sum at any post. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the a 
ment submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD]. 

The- amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill with the amendments to the House with 


the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 


that the bill as amended do pass. 5 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CURLEY, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 


committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 17029) | Boot 


authorizing the Secretary of War to convert the regimental 
Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade post, andi had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments and with the recommendation that the amendments. 
be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared the bill 
passed. 

Mr. MONDELL. I make the point of no quorum present. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the point 
of no quorum: comes too late: 

The SPEAKER. The announcement had been made that the 
pa was passed, and the Chair thinks the suggestion comes too 
ate. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair usually announces that the bill is 
passed, but in this case the Chair da not make the usual an- 
nouncement. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair did aoe announce that the: bill 
was passed; then the gentleman’s point of order is in time. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair announced that the bill was passed. 
but the Chair did not make the preliminary announcement 
which the Chair usually makes, that The ayes seem to have it.“ 
The point of order was made in proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair likes to be fair and to give every 
man a chance, and while he does not remember whether he 


Chair remembers that the very same thing occurred with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Firzcrratp], and the Chair 
gave him a chance to raise: the: point. 
Mr. MANN. The rules: provide, Mr. Speaker, that if the 
Chair announces the result 
The SPEAKER. There is no trouble about it because the 
Chair recognizes the fact, and the call of the House takes place 
automatically under the rule: 
Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr: Speaker, a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it } 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to make tħe suggestion that 
it has not officially been determined that there is no quorum: 


present. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct, although the 
Chair thinks his eyes are pretty reliable. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and thirty-nine- Members pres- 
ent; not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will lock the doors, the 
Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk will 
call the roll. Those in favor of the passage of the bill will. 
when their names are called, answer “aye” and those epposed 
will answer “no.” 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 177, nays 40, 
answered “ present” 11, not voting 165, as follows: 


Adair 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anthony 
Ashbrook 
Austin 
Ayres 
Barchfeld 
Barnhart 
Bartlett 
Bathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 


Clark, Fla. 
Claypool 4 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Crago 
Crayens 
Cullop 
Curley 
Carry ty 
ugher 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 


Anderson, Minn. 
Bowman 


Difenderfer 


said The ayes seem to have it” or not, the point of order is | Dodds 


made that there is no quorum present, and the gentieman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hay] moyes a call of the House. 

Mr. MANN. It comes automatically, does it not? 

The SPEAKER. That is true. The call of the House orders 
itself automatically, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, what has become of my point of 
order against the claim of the gentleman: from Wyoming that 
there is no quorum present? I made the point of order that 
the Speaker had announeed the result and declared that the 
bill had: passed. 

The SPHAKER. The Chair will state that usually and 
properly the proceeding is to announce that the ayes or the 
noes, as the case may be, seem to have it, and thus give Mem- 
bers an opportunity to make the point before the announce- 
ment that the bill is passed. But when everything seems to 
be going along smoothly and nobody raising opposition some- 
times the Chair is pretty quick in announcing these matters 
and does it before a Member can make himself heard. The 


Adamson 
Bates 
Berger 


Aiken, S. C. 
Ainey 

Akin, N. I. 

Am 

Anderson, Ohio 
Andrus 


YEAS—177. 
Dies Holland Pou 
Dixon, Ind. Houston Rainey 
Donohoe Howard 
Doremus H: N. J. Rauch 
Driscoll, D. A. H Rees 
Dupre Humphrey, Wash: Reilly 
Dyer Humph 
Edwards rey ky Rubey 
Ellerbe Johnson, S. C. 
Evans Jones Sabath 
n : Sharp 
Fergusson Kendall Sherwood 
a i Simmons 
Fields N. J. Sims. 
Finle: Kitchin. Sisson. 
Flood, Va. Knowland: Slayden 
Floyd, Ark. Kono) Speer 
Foss Korbiy 
Foster, III. Lafean Stephens, Miss. 
Gallagh Langl Sterling oe 
agher ey 
Garner Lee, Stone 
Garrett Lee; Pa. Sulloway 
lass Sulzer 
Godwin, N. C. Lever Talhott, Md. 
Goldfogle Talcott; N. Y. 
Goodwin, Ark. Linthicum ‘Taylor, Ohio 
Gould oyd: yer 
Gray — . Thistiewood 
Gree dez Maani Seuive, Nab ‘Tilson. 
regg, Tex. 'aguire, T: son 
Triest Miller Tribble 
Hamilton, W. Va. Moon, Pa. Turnbull 
amlin Moon, Tenn. Tuttle 
Hammond Morgan Underwood. 
Morrison Watkins 
Hard: Moss, Ind. b 
II Miss. Murray ekliffe 
Hag Aae —— a. E 
ayden adgett Son, Pa. 
Heald Palmer With n 
Heflin. Parramn Young, 
Helm Pepper 
Henry, Tex. ters 
Plumley „ 
NAYS—40; 
La Follette 
Fitzgerald Lenroot. Roberts, Nev. 
G er. N. J. Lobeck loan: 
Good. Smith, J. M. C. 
Hamilton, Mich. Martin, Colo Utter 
Hayes 8. olstead 
Hinds Mondell edemeyer 
Kent M 
Kopp Naot Woods, Iowa 
Lafferty Olmsted Young, Kans. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”’—11. 
French Jacoway Page 
Gillett MeMorran Shackleford 
Hobson Moore, Pa. 
NOT VOTING—165. 
Car Driscoll, M. E. Gudger 
Catlin: Dwight Guernsey 
Conry Estopinal 
Covington Fairchild Hanna 
Cox, Ind. Farr Harris 
Cox, Ohio Focht Harrison, N. L. 
Crumpa Eordney H an 
Currier Fornes Haugen 
Dalzell Foster, Vt Hawley 
Danforth Fowler Helgesen 
Davenport Fuller Henry, Conn. 
Davidson Gardner, Mass. Hig 
vis, George- Hill 
De Forest ke Howell 
Graham Howland 
Doughton Green, Iowa bard. 
raper Greene, Mass. Hughes, Ga. 
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Hughes, W. Va. Macon Ransdell, La, Stanley 
Jackson Madden field Steenerson 
James Maher Reyb Stephens, Cal. 
Kindred Malb: Richardson Stephens, Nebr. 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Matthews Rio Stevens, Minn. 
Kon! Mays Roberts, Mass. Sweet 
Langham Moore, Tex. Robinson Switzer 
Lawrence Morse, Wis. Rodenber; Taggart 
Levy Mott Rotherme Taylor, Ala. 
Lindbergh Neeley Rouse Taylor, Colo. 
Lindsay Nelson Rucker, Colo. Towner 
Littlepage Norris Rucker, Mo, Townsend 
Littleton Oldfield Saunders Underhill 

ngworth ‘O'Shauness Scully Vreeland 

ud Patten, N. Y. Sells Warburton 
McCall Patton, Pa, Sheppard Weeks 
McCreary ayne Sherley Whitacre 
McDermott Porter Ppop White 
MceGillicudäy Post mal Wilder 
McGuire, Okla. Powers Smith, Saml. W. Wilson u 
McHenry or ray. Smith, Cal. Wood, N. J. 
McKellar Prince Smith, N. X. Young, Mich, 
McKenzie Prouty Smith, Tex. 
McKinley Pujo Sparkman 
McLaughlin Randell, Tex. Stack 


So the bill was passed. 


The 


Clerk announced the following pairs: 


Until to-morrow: 


Mr. 


SAUNDERS with Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania. 


Until Friday noon, March 1: 


Mr. 


MCKELLAR with Mr. McCreary, 


Until March 4: 


Mr. 


James with Mr. MCCALL, 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Carter with Mr. DALZELL. 

Burke of Wisconsin with Mr. CURRIER, 
Brovussarp with Mr. CATLIN. 
BRANTLEY with Mr. CRUMPACKER, 


. BorHNeE with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

. ANSBERRY with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

. ANDRUS with Mr. AMES. 

„ AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AN Ex. 

. Tuomas with Mr. HUBBARD. 

„ SPARKMAN with Mr, DAVIDSON. 

. CANTRILL with Mr. FORDNEY. 

„ Grorce with Mr. MALBY. 

. Hucues of Georgia with Mr. DRAPER. 

. DoucHTon with Mr. FRENCH, 

„ SHERLEY with Mr. GILLETT. 

. SHEPPARD with Mr. BATES. 

. OLDFIELD with Mr. BINGHAM, 

. UNDERHILL with Mr. CURRY. 

. Fornes with Mr. MOKINLEY. 

. Hopson with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 

. LITTLETON with Mr. DWIGHT. 

. Macon with Mr. Smirn of California. 

. Conry with Mr. DANFORTH. 

. CovincToN with Mr. DE Forest. 

Cox of Indiana with Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. 
r. Cox of Ohio with Mr. FARR. 

. DAvENPoRT with Mr. Foster of Vermont. 
Davis of West Virginia with Mr. Fochr. 

. Dickson of Mississippi with Mr. FULLER. 

„ ESrorINAL with Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
. Fowrer with Mr. Green of Iowa. 

, GOEKE with Mr. Greene of Massachusetts. 

. GupGER with Mr. GUERNSEY. 

. GRAHAM with Mr. HANNA. 

„ Hast with Mr. Hargis. 

. HARRTSON of New York with Mr. HARTMAN. 
. Krnprep with Mr. Henry of Connecticut. 

. Konia with Mr. HAUGEN. 

. Levy with Mr. HAWLEY. 

. LINDSAY with Mr. HELGESEN. 

„ LITTLEPAGE with Mr. HIGGINS. 

. McDrr{morrt with Mr. HOWELL. 

. McGrticuppy with Mr. HIL. 

. McHenry with Mr. HOWLAND. 

. Maner with Mr. Hues of West Virginia. 
. Mays with Mr. JACKSON. 

. Moore of Texas with Mr. KINKAmD of Nebraska. 
. NEELEY with Mr. LANGHAM. 

. O’SHAUNESSY with Mr. LAWRENCE. 

. Patten of New York with Mr. LouD. 

. Post with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma. 

. RANDELL of Texas with Mr. McKenzie. 

. RANSDELL of Louisiana with Mr. MCLAUGHLIN., 
„ REDFIELD with Mr. MADDEN. 

. Ricwarpson with Mr. MATTHEWS. 

. Rosrnson with Mr. Mort. 

. RoTHERMEL with Mr. Parron of Pennsylvania. 
. Rouse with Mr. PORTER. 


. RUCKER of Colorado with Mr. PAYNE. 
. Ruoxer of Missouri with Mr. Pray. 
. Scurry with Mr. POWERS. 
. SMALL with Mr. Prince, 
. Sire of New York with Mr. Proury. 
Ir. Sarre of Texas with Mr. RExnunx. 
r. Stack with Mr. Roserrs of Massachusetts, 
. STANLEY with Mr. RODENBERG. 
. STEPHENS of Nebraska with Mr. SELLS. 
Mr. Sweer with Mr. Stem. 
. Taccart with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, 
. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. Towner. 
. TAYLOR of Colorado with Mr. VREELAND, 
. TOWNSEND with Mr. WEEKS. 
. WHITACRE with Mr. Witson of Illinois. 
. Warre with Mr. Woop of New Jersey. 
For the session: 
Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Mr. Puso With Mr. McMorran. 
Mr. ApAmMson with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. A quorum is present; the Doorkeeper will 
open the doors, and further proceedings under the call are 
dispensed with. 
On motion of Mr, Hay, his motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MANEUVER CAMP NEAR TULLAHOMA, TENN. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up House joint resolution 118. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of 
Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which certain citizens have 
offered to donate to the United States for the purpose of establish- 
ing a maneuver sme 4 and for the maneuvering. of troops, establish- 
ing and maintaining camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery 
ranges, and for mobilization and assembling of troops from the group 
of States composed of Kentucky, Tennessec, Mississippi, Alabama, 
Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina. 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres 
of land in the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which 
certain citizens have offered to donate to the United States and which 
have been inspected by the commission authorized under the joint 
resolution approved ee 24, 1911, for the purpose of establishin 
a maneuver camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establishing an 
maintaining camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and for 
mobilization and assembling of troops from the group of States com- 

osed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
orth Carolina, and South Carolina. 

Src. 2. That he is directed to take steps to have the State of Ten- 
nessee cede jurisdiction over said lands to the United States Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. This joint resolution being on the Union Cal- 
endar—— 


Mr. HAY. It is not on the Union Calendar; it is on the House 
Calendar, 
Mr. MANN. Well, it should be on the Union Calendar 


Mr. HAY. Why? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, and he said it was on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. I am not making a point of order on it. 

Mr. HAY. As a matter of fact, it is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. I was going to ask a hypothetical question based 
on its being on the Union Calendar. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: > f 

S. 8776. An act granting the consent of Congress to the board 
of county commissioners of Lincoln County, State of Montana, 
to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges across the 
Kootenai River in the State of Montana. 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 18794. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney General to de- 
liver to the governor of the State of New Mexico, for the use of 
the State, certain furniture and furnishings, law books, and 
typewriters. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 36 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 29, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. . 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate for increase in current appropriation, 
and also deficiency estimate of appropriations for care and cus- 
tody of insane in Alaska (H. Doc. No. 576); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of an appropriation, to be immediately 
available, for expenses of rifle team to represent the United 
States in the Pan-American tournament to be held at Buenos 
Aires May, 1912 (H. Doe. No. 575); to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. SULZER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 254) con- 
gratulating the people of China on their assumption of the 
powers and responsibilities of self-government, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 368), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. TILSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 19788) to restore Capt. 
Harold L. Jackson, retired, to the active list of the Army, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 367), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 20988) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the addition to the post-oflice building at Detroit, 
Mich.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 20989) for the erection of 
a post-office building at Bonne Terre, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 20990) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Saco, in the State of Maine; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 20991) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the town of Covington, Va., 
two cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 20992) for the retirement of 
employees of the Government who served in the War with 
Mexico or in the Civil War; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 20993) making an ap- 
propriation forethe improvement of the Government road con- 
necting with the State and county road in Pierce County, Wash., 
through the Rainier National Forest Reserve, connecting with 
the Government road in Mount Rainier National Park; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20994) to provide that 25 per cent of the 
forest timber shall go to the States and Territories in which the 
forest is located, for the benefit of public schools and public 
roads, and 25 per cent shall be used for the construction of 
roads and trails in the said forests; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 20995) granting to the 
civilian employees of the United States the right to receive from 
it compensation for injuries sustained in the course of their 
employment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 20996) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to convert the regimental Army post at Van- 
couver, Wash., into a brigade post; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 20997) to estab- 
lish a life-saving station at or near Sea Gate, New York Har- 
bor, N. V.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 


By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 20998) to authorize the Rapid 
Transit Interurban Co., a corporation, to construct and operate 
a railway, telegraph, telephone, and trolley lines through the 
Platt National Park, in Oklahoma, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as foltows: 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 20999) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Myer; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21000) granting a 
pension to Toliver W. Corn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21001) granting a pension to William A. 
Senkbeil; to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21002) granting a pension to Jackson A. 
Watkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21003) granting a pension to James N. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21004) granting a pension to -‘Swinfield 
Stanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21005) granting a pension to William S. 
Kemp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 21006) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Canady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21007) granting an increase of pension 
to Clark M. Slade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: A bill (H. R. 21008) for the relief of 
Joseph Sledz; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21009) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 21010) granting a pension to 
George Gregory; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 21011) granting an increase 
of pension to Bartimeus Beardsley; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21012) for the relief of Thomas Ashley; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21013) for the relief of the heirs of John 
McBride; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21014) granting 
an increase of pension to John L. Worsham; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 21015) granting an increase of 
pension to Alexander Chisholm; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

‘Also, a bin (H. R. 21016) granting a pension to Alec A. 
Ewing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 21017) to correct the military record of 
Wiktiam F. McGee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21018) to correct the military record of 
Jeremiah Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21019) to restore Lieut. 
Cyrus R. Street, retired, to the active list of the Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bil (H. R. 21020) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles R. Gentner; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21021) grant- 
ing a pension to Minnie Noeller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21022) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest Buse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21023) for the relief of Charles J. Allen; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FAISON: A bill (H. R. 21024) for the relief of R. W. 
Williamson, administrator de bonis non of the estate of William 
Ward, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21025) for the relief of Allen 
J. Mann, jr., sole heir of Allen J. Mann, sr., deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21026) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Polk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21027) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Walker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21028) for the relief of Mary E. Park; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21029) for the relief of Ivy L. Merrill; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21030) to correct the military record of 
James Wilson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21031) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Josiah Short; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21032) for the relief of John H. Schmidt; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 21033) granting an increase 
of pension to Abisha C. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 21084) to correct the mili- 
mey record of Aaron Kibler; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. GOEKE: A bill (H. R. 21035) granting a pension to 
Lucy Roser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21036) granting a pension to Georgianna 
E. De Forest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21037) granting a pension to Scott Wilkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 21088) granting a pension to 
Susan W. Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 21039) granting an increase 
of pension to Reuben M. Cole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 21040) for the relief of Thomas 
W. Bell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21041) to refund to John B. Keating 
customs tgx erroneously and illegally collected at Portland, Me., 
on cargo of coal March 11, 1903; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 21042) authorizing the 
establishment of a brigade pest at Fort McPherson, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A Dill (H. R. 21043) for the 
relief of the owners of the cargo laden aboard the schooner 
Moi Wahine; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 21044) for the relief of John 
J. Sewell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21045) for the relief of Merida Risner; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21046) for the relief of the heirs of William 
O'Bryant; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21047) for the relief of Moss Martin; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21048) for the relief of Eliza Magowan; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21049) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Thomas O. Marrs; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21050) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Marrs; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21051) for the relief of the heirs of Caleb 
May; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21052) for the relief of E. W. McCormick ; 
to the Committee on War 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21053) för the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of G. V. Lykins; to thë Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21054) for the relief of Gilbert Yates; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21055) for the relief of R. F. Wells: to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21056) for the relief of G. W. Adkins; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21057) for the relief of Harriet Auxier ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21058) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Adam Baum; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, á bill (H. R. 21059) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
George Boone, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21060) for the relief of J. William Bur- 
roughs; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21061) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Polly Clark; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21062) for the relief of Alfred Combs; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21063) for the relief of J. M. Daniel; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 21064) for the relief of William H. Dotson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21065) for the relief of B. L. Davis; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 21066) for the relief of Amanda Davis; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21067) for the relief of Elijah Fuller; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21068) for the relief of Clary Fulkerson; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21069) for the relief of John B, Groves; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21070) for the relief of Henry Holbrook; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 


* 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21071) for the relief of Phebe J. Ham- 
mond; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21072) for the relief of John Henry; to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21073) for the relief of Riley Howard; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21074) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Arch Huffman; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21075) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of George W. Johnson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21076) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Evan Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21077) for the relief of Mrs. John Wesley 
Leap; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21078) granting 
a pension to Caroline Koch; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 21079) for the relief of 
Hugh Chambers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 21080) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Edward Tighe; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21081) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Ann Eastman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 21082) granting an increase 
of pension to La Salle Corbell Pickett; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21083) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James C. Firth; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21084) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick J. Cotton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 21085) granting a pension to 
Hugh McKane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 21086) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel Mecham; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21087) granting 
a pension to Sarah Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 21088) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Overstreet; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 21089) granting a pension to 
Ann M. Hays; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 21090) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances M. Dille; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 21091) granting an increase 
of pension to Arthur W. Brittingham; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R 21092) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin B. Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 21093) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James L. Conn; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Milk Producers’ Asso- 
ciation of Illinois, Wisconsin, and Indiana, protesting against 
any change in the Federal laws respecting oleomargarine and 
butterine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of Agrimson & 
Ensberg and others, of Peterson, Minn., against parcel-post leg- 
islation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Levi Rickenbach and other 
business men of Leona, Kans., protesting against the establish- 
ment of a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of J. H. Riley and other citizens of Soldier, 
Kans., protesting against the establishment of a parcel post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Sabetha and Whiting, Kans., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Sutton Bros.,-of Columbus, 
Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill 17936; to the Com: 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. BULKLEY: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
for old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Union 
Veteran Legion, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against abolishment of 
the pension agency at Pittsburgh, Pa.; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Bancroft, S. Dak., in favor of 
House joint resolution 163, for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion; to the Committee.on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Maryland Association of Cer- 
tified Public Accountants, protesting against employment of 
chartered accountants to exclusion of certified public accountants; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

By Mr. CLINE: Petition of the Hawpatch Industrial and 
Live Stock Association, of Lagrange County, Ind., in favor of 
House bill 18160; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment of chartered ac- 
countants to the exclusion of certified public accountants; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of J. J. Uren & Co. and other 
residents of Blanchardyille, Wis., asking for legislation to ex- 
tend the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission toward 
the regulation of express rates, etc.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. J. Uren & Co. and other residents of 
Blanchardville, Wis., protesting against the enactment of parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Cfice and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of H. D. Maxon and other citizens of Walworth, 
Wis., against enactment of House bill 9433, providing for the 
observance of Sunday in post offices; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAGO: Memorial of the General Francis V. Greene 
Camp, No. 54, United Spanish War Veterans, Tonawanda, N. V., 
indorsing House bill 17470, providing a pension for widows and 
minor children of deceased Spanish War veterans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of Camp John M. Stotsenburg, No. 1, Army 
of the Philippines, held at Lincoln, Nebr., indorsing House bill 
11169, granting pensions to widows and minor children of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors of the War with Spain and the Phil- 
ippine insurrection; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of San Juan Camp, No. 2, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of Shawmut, Ark., 
for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of George H. Kibling and other 
citizens of West Lebanon, N. H., against the extension of parcel- 
8 to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of Souhegan Grange, of Amherst, N. H., for a 
reduction in the duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Webster, N. H., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of 95 members of Improved 
Order of Red Men of Rochester, N. X., for an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Papers to accompany House bills 2114, 

, 15385, and 15299; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Cedar and St. Clair Counties, Mo., 
against passage of the Johnston Sunday bill; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Papers to accompany bill 
for the relief of Minnie Noeller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petition of citizens of Solano, N. Mex., 
praying for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany House bill 
20020; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of Central Federated Union of 
Greater New York and vicinity, for construction of at least one 
fe Seana at Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on Nayal 

airs 

By Mr. FRANCIS: Petition of the Bible Class of 8 
Ohio, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Maryland Association of Certi- 
fied Public Accountants, opposing employment of chartered ac- 
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countants to the exclusion of certified public accountants; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of the Lakes to the Gulf Deep Waterway Asso- 
ciation, favoring the passage of House bills 19405, 19406, and 
19407, for increase in salary of officers in the Steamboat-Inspec- 
tion Service; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of German-American citizens of Peoria, III., 
against passage of legislation for prohibition of interstate- 
commerce liquor measures now pending; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. M. Bayne and other merchants of Ottawa, 
III., against legislation for the extension of the parcel-post sery- 
ice; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Dairy Union, for legislation to 
prevent the coloring of oleomargarine in imitation of butter; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Conservation Congress, protest- 
ing against reduction of appropriation for fighting forest fires; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of citizens of Gibson County, 
Tenn., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstata liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Improved Order of Red Men 
of Witt, Ill., in favor of House bill 16313, for the erection of an 
American Indian memorial and museum building at Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAY: Papers to accompany House bills 16741 and 
16742; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of the German Alliance, of Wil- 
liamsport, New Castle, and Reading, Pa., against the enactment 
of legislation restricting the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Maine, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: Petitions of citizens of 
the State of West Virginia, asking that the duties on raw and 
refined sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of the Baptist Church of Fair- 
mount, N. Dak., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of P. Berglund, of Palermo, N. Dak., asking 
that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of Napoleon, N. Dak., for parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Huff, N. Dak., against parcel-post 
legislation ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin Country Life Conference 
Association, for House bill 18160; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Study Club of Wimbledon, 
N. Dak., for investigation of disease in dairy products; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brogie, N. Dak., for old-age pen-. 
sions; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Ore- 
gon, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
8 Unions, churches, etc., of the State of Maine, praying 

or legislation to restrict the interstate traffic in intoxicating 
liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Grange No. 63, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Harrison, Me., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Arkansas, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 665, F. E. & C. U. A., of 
Quitman, Ark., for parcel-post, etc.; to ‘the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of St. James Congregation of 
St. Paul, Iowa, against Stephens resolution regarding Indian 
missions; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Friends Church of Salem, Iowa, for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
ge on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENT: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 


ance Union and churches of Petaluma, Cal., for passage of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; fo the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Big Run, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1172, Patrons of Husbandry, for 
certain changes in the oleomargarine laws; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of the Men’s Club of Williams- 
burg, Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Citizens No-License Committee, of Pittsfield, 
Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Union Guard, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission 
interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of Greater New 
York and vicinity, New York City, urging the construction of at 
least one battleship in the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Nebraska State Automobile 
Association, Omaha, Nebr., protesting against House bill 2948, 
relative to size of freight cars; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Commercial Club and Chamber of Commerce 
of Tacoma, Wash., giving 10 concrete reasons for free tolls at 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of North Platte Valley Water Users’ Associa- 
tion, of Scotts Bluff, Nebr., relative to irrigation matters: to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MeGILLICUDDY: Petitions of citizens of the State 
of Maine, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the First Methodist Episcopal Church and of 

W. A. Danforth and David N. Beall, of Bangor; the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Camden; the Evangelical Church 
(Congregational) and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Greenville; of William O. Ayer, of Kenduskeag; the Pleasant 
Street Baptist Church and of Edward C. Leach, A. K. Morton, 
and W. A. Gould, of Mechanic Falls; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of New Harbor; and of Rey. Edmund B. Tetley. of 
Topsham, all in the State of Maine, for the passage of the Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
By Mr. MANN: Petition of members of the Milk Producers’ 
Association of the States of Illinois and Indiana, protesting 
against any change in the present Federal laws respecting oleo- 
margarine, butterine, etc.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Hymen and others, of Chicago, III., 
for building of, one battleship in a Government navy yard; to 
the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Spearfish, S. Dak., protesting against extension of parcel-post 
service beyond its present limitations; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

|. By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of W. H. Smith and others, of 
Buffalo, Wyo., in support of House bill 14, for the establishment 

: y Pg ii post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

| Also, petition of the members of the Improved Order of Red 
Men and citizens generally of Sheridan, Wyo., in support of 
House bill 16313, providing for the erection of an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Soda Springs, 
Idaho, in support of Senate bill 3367, to allow entrymen to 
prog: title after three years; to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolution of the Garden City (Kans.) 
Industrial Club, relating to a tariff on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the United Presbyterian. 


Congregation of Salinas, Cal., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of citizens of the State of Ten- 
nessee, for parcel- legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roa > 

1 Petiti 


By Mr. P. 
Stroudsburg, 


of the People’s Education and 
Social Club o 


A., protesting against treatment 
co strikers at Lawrence, A akea to the Committee on 
r. S 


Ea — 
Buy Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of ci of the State of New 
York, for passage of Ki Sh pard interstate Mbor ful: 


ta the Committee on the Judiciary," 
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_By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the Waterbury (Conn.) Central 
Labor Union, protesting against employment of enlisted men in 
construction of battleships; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. B. Brown, of East Hampton, Conn., pro- 
testing against the repeal of the anticanteen law; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Kate A. Stevens, of New Haven, Conn., in 
favor of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of members of the Improyed Order of Red Men 
of the second congressional district of Connecticut, in favor of 
House bill 16313, providing for the erection of an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in Washington, D. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the Manalupan Church Congre- 
gation, of Manalupan, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard ` 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Society of the Cincinnati, in the State of 
New Jersey, for compilation of the military and naval records 
of the Revolutionary War, with a view to their publication; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SISSON: Petitions of members of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, and Baptist, Methodist Episcopal, and 
Presbyterian Churches, and citizens of Pontotoc, Miss. for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of Michigan, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Michigan, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 1 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Balti- 
more and Carroll Counties, Md., protesting against repeal of the 
anticanteen law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of Baltimore, Md., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petitions of citizens of New London, Conn., 
for enactment of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of Mrs. Clara McKinley and 
others, of Humeston, Iowa, in favor of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Elias G. Moore and other old soldiers of 
Bedford, Iowa, asking for a raise of rating of pensions; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: Resolutions of the Society of the Cincin- 
nati in the State of New Jersey, urging the passage of Senate 
bill 271, to authorize the compilation of the military and naval 
records of the Revolutionary War with a view to their publica- 
tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

Also, petitions of the Presbyterian Church and First Reform 
Presbyterian Church óf Boonton, the Presbyterian Church of 
Succasunna, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Vienna, all 
in the State of New Jersey, for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. UTTER: Papers to accompany House bill 11462; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorials of Camps Nos. 1, 8, 6, and 7, United Spanish 
War Veterans, fayoring House bill 1235; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Camps Nos. 1, 3, 6, and 7, United Spanish 
War Veterans, favoring House bill 1747; to the Committee o 
Pensions. = 

Also, petition of Woonsocket Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Rhode Island, favoring a national 
archive building; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petitions of the Sunday School Association of Woon- 
socket, R. I., and Rhode Island Christian Endeavor Union, for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of citizens of North and South Caro- 
lina, asking that the duty on raw and refined sugars be reduced ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of General Henry W. 
Lawton Camp, No. 21, United Spanish War Veterans, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., indorsing House bill 17470, providing a pension for the 
widows and minor children of deceased Spanish War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Russian Caviar Co., New York City, re- 
questing specific duty on caviar; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 
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Also, resolution of the Twenty-eighth Ward Taxpayers’ Asso- 
ciation, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Central Federated Union of Greater New 
York and Vicinity, protesting against employment of enlisted 
men in construction of battleships; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petitions of numerous 
granges, Patrons of Husbandry, in opposition to repeal of tax 
on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions and churches of the State of New 
Jersey, for the passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the German-American Alliances of Middle- 
sex County, Elizabeth, and Newark, against passage of pro- 
hibition or interstate liquor measures; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 29, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 9420. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to the city of Jackson, Miss., carriage and cannon or fieldpieces ; 
and 

H. R. 17937. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to pay a 
cash reward for suggestions submitted by employees of certain 
establishments of the Ordnance Department for improvement or 
economy in manufacturing processes or plant. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 4551) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the building of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near 
the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
S. C., and Columbia, Ga.,” approved August 5, 1909. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 232) extending the operation of the act for the control of 
the waters of the Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara 
Falls, and for other purposes; asks a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Suizer, Mr. Froop of Virginia, and Mr. 
Foster of Vermont managers at the conference on the part of 
the House, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 8776) granting the consent of 
Congress to the board of county commissioners of Lincoln 
County, State of Montana, to construct, maintain, and operate 
three bridges across the Kootenai River in the State of Mon- 
tana, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


SAVANNAH RIVER DAM. 
Mr. NELSON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4551) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of a 
dam across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of 
Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Co- 
lumbia, Ga.,” approved August 5, 1909, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from the following amendment to said 
bill: 

“ Provided, That such dam shall be constructed, maintained, 
and operated in accordance with an act entitled ‘An act to regu- 
late the construction of dams across navigable waters,’ ap- 
proved June 21, 1906, as amended by an act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,’ approved June 23, 1910.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the following 
amendment of the House and agree to same: 

“Amend the title so as to read: ‘An act to extend the time 
for completion of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near 


the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
S. C., and Columbia, Ga., authorized by an act approved August 


5, 1909.’ ” 
KNUTE NELSON, 
Gro. C. PERKINS, 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
WILIAM RICHARDSON, 
F. C. STEVENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
LAWRENCE (MASS.) STRIKE, 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have received a communication 
transmitting resolutions of the common council of the city of 
Grand Rapids, Mich., bearing upon the Lawrence strike. I 
send the resolutions to the desk and ask that they may be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read and or- 
dered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Whereas it has come to our notice through the columns of the daily 
newspapers that the authorities in the city of Lawrence, Mass., where 
there is now pending a strike of la magnitude, have taken it upon 
themselyes to detain children of the strikers who are about to leave the 
city, on thelr way to the homes of friends and sympathizers in other 
sections of the United States, which friends and sympathizers were to 
care for the children Nee key so that the suffering occasioned by 
the strike troubles in that locality might not reach the children who are 
innocent of any participation in said trouble: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the common council of the city of Grand Rapids, as 
city officials and as representatives of the citizens ihereof, do hereby 
prorat against the unjust and cruel acts of said officials of said city of 

awrence, Mass., and do decry said acts as inhuman and against all 
the ie of American citizenship, and as this body believes against - 
the laws of these United States relative to the free enjoyment of liberty 
by every citizen and every resident within the confines of this country; 
ane. volved, That f said luti be fi 
esowed, at a copy of said resolutions ‘orwarded to the gov- 
ernor of the State of Anaan ehunekin, the mayor of the city of Pee OAR 
Mass., Congressman EDWIN F. SWEET, Senators TOWNSEND and SMITH. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the National 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the erection of a colossal statue of peace 
at the entrance to the Panama Canal, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Su- 
peryisors of the county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii, favoring 
the enactment of legislation granting to L. S. Conness, W. H. 
Johnson, and their associates and assigns a franchise for a 
street railroad system for the city of Hilo, county of Hawail, 
Territory of Hawaii, and also that the same be amended so as 
to include the rights and privileges of furnishing power, lights, 
and ice, etc., which were referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Christian Church; of the Christian Endeavor Society; of 
Rockland Grange, No, 284, Patrons of Husbandry ; and of sundry 
citizens, all of Sunapee, in the State of New Hampshire, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nul- 
lification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Union Council, No. 8, Junior 
Order of United American Mechanics, of Rochester, N. H., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigra- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Central Council 
of the Thirty-second Irish County Associations of Greater Bos- 
ton, in the State of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rock 
Island, III., remonstrating against the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating-liquors, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Furniture Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Chicago, III., remonstrating against an 
increase of the duty on varnishes and other materials used for 
finishing furniture, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Tri-City Central Trades 
Council, of Granite City, Ill, remonstrating against the Navy 
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Department compelling enlisted men to perform the work for- 
merly done by civilian employees, which was referred to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange of 
New York, N. Y., remonstrating against the proposed reduction 
in the annual appropriation for the maintenance of the Diplo- 
matic and Consular Service, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts, New York, New Jersey, Ohio, and Wisconsin, praying that 
an appropriation of $50,000 be made to defray expenses incident 
to the entertainment of foreign delegates to the Fifth Inter- 
national Congress of Chambers of Commerce, which tat gd re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Penns Grove, Alloway, Bridgeton, Mays 
Landing, Hancocks Bridge, Medford, Pleasantville, and Woods- 
town; of the Bethel Methodist Protestant Church, the St. Paul's 
Methodist Episcopal Church, and the Emanuel Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Penns Grove; of the Society of Friends and 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Hancocks Bridge; of the 
Seventh-day Baptist Church of Shiloh; the Methodist Episcopal 
Chureh of Alloway; the First Baptist Church and the First 
Presbyterian Church of Manasquan; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and the Presbyterian Church of Mays Landing; the 
Presbyterian Chureh of Hopewell; the First Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Pennington; of Local Grange No. 36 of Med- 
ford; of the Simpson Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Long Branch; the First Baptist Church of Trenton; and of sun- 
dry citizens of Haddonfield and Bridgeton; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions of Bridgeton, New Egypt, Dennis- 
ville, and Audubon; the Methodist Episcopal Church of New 
Egypt, Woodstown, National Park, Clarksboro, Bradley Beach, 
Point Pleasant, Bayhead, Clayton, and Hightstown; of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Cape May City; the Presby- 
terian Church of Woodstown; the Logan Memorial Presbyterian 
Church, of Audubon; the Friends Meeting of Woodstown; the 
Reformed Church of Oradell; the Wesley Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Trenton; the Bethany Evangelical Lutheran Church, 
of North Bergen; the First Presbyterian Church of Point 
Pleasant; the First Congregational Church of Closter; the First 
Presbyterian Church of Long Branch; the Presbyterian Church 
of Westfield; the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions 
of Vineland, Cape May City, Smithville, Trenton, and Tutka- 
hoe; of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Smithville; the 
Pearl Street Baptist Church, of Bridgeton; the Young Peo- 
ple’s Society of Christian Endeavor of New Egypt; the Wes- 
leyan Methodist Church, of Vineland; the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Port Norris; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of South Dennis; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dennisyille; and the Congregational Church of Closter, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
Gutside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Civic Club of 
Arlington, the Porch Club of Riverton, the Public Welfare Com- 
mittee of Essex County, the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Orange, and of sundry citizens of Newark and Bound 
Brook, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the use of phosphorus in the manufacture 
of matches, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Blackwood, 
Haddonfield, Marlton, Ashland, Merchantville, and Laurel 
Springs, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of the so-called Sulzer parcel-post bill, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Califon, 
Andover, and Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, re- 
monstrating against the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
her were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

He also presented petitions of Hamilton Grange, No. 79, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Hamilton Square; the Grand View 
Grange, No. 124, Patrons of Husbandry, of Flemington; and of 
sundry citizens of Blackwood and Laurel Springs, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the establishment of a parcel- 
post system, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of members of the German-Irish 
Alliance of Essex County; of the Republican Club of Passaic; 
and of sundry citizens of Jersey City, Passaic, and Montelair, 
all in the State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 


Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Delaware State 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, praying for the ratification of 
the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sarles, 
N. Dak., praying for the repeal of the Canadian reciprocity act, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Anamoose, 
N. Dak., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of McMinnville, Oreg., praying for the establishment of a parcel- 
post system, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Medford, 
Oreg., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Union and 
Jefferson, in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment 
of ar interstate liquor Jaw to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THORNTON presented a petition of the Pastors’ Associa- 
tion of Lake Charles, La., praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented resolutions adopted by the 
Maine Peace Society, in convention at Portland, Me., favoring 
the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Union Springs, Huntsville, and Demopolis, all in the 
State of Alabama, remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of Local Union No. 30, 
International Alliance Theatrical Stage Employees of the 
United States and Canada, of Indianapolis, Ind., and of Colum- 
bia Lodge, No. 174, International Association of Machinists, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of the so-called 
eight-hour bill, which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Indiana 
National Guard, residents of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the pay of the Organized 
Militia, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WATSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fair- 
yiew, Mannington, Cameron, Clarksburg, Bridgeport, and 
Shinnston, all in the State of West Virginia, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Hillsdale County, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOURNE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pen- 
dleton, Oreg., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wor- 
cester, Mass, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of John- 
sonburg, Pa., praying for the establishment of free mail delivery 
in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 1,000, 
which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pottstown, 
Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the erection of 

a Federal building in that city, which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oxford, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Encampment No. 1. Union 
Veteran Legion, of Pittsburgh, Pa., and a memorial of General 
Hays Post, No. 3, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the 
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proposed discontinuance of the United States pension agency at 
that city, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Johnson, 
Middletown Springs, Washington, Waterville, North Benning- 
ton, and Ludlow, all in the State of Vermont, praying for the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
` the Committee on Post Offices and Pest Roads. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petition of the congregation 
of the Free Methodist Church, of Colorado Springs, Colo., and 
a petition of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of members of the German- 
American Alliance of Minnesota, remonstrating against the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. BROWN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Wil- 
sonville, Lebanon, and Cambridge, all in the State of Nebraska, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation compelling 
the observance of Sunday in post offices, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of New- 
berry and Branchville, in the State of South Carolina, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He alse presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Columbia, 
Sumter, Newberry, Abbeville, Greenwood, Anderson, Greenville, 
Westminster, Spartanburg, and Orangeburg, all in the State of 
South Carolina, remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of Local Post No. 71, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Eureka, 
Kans., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Frankfort, 
Kans., praying fer the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sabetha and 
Whiting, in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Goshen, Conn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Westchester District As- 
sociation of the National Association of .Letter Carriers, of 
Port Chester, N. Y., praying for the enacment of legislation to 
regulate the hours of employment of letter carriers, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Westchester District As- 
sociation of the National Association of Letter Carriers, of Port 
Chester, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the retirement of civil-service employees after 30 years’ 
service and who have reached the age of 60 years, which was 
referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. SWANSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
‘New Kent County, Va., praying for the establishment of a par- 
cel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Roanoke, 
Petersburg, and Richmond, all in the State of Virginia, remon- 
strating against the establishment of a parcel-post system and 
for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, which were referred 
to the Commitiee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Danville, 
Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide proper 
punishment for the breaking of seals of railroad cars contain- 
ing interstate or foreign shipments and the larceny of the same, 
etc., which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Universalist Church and the Congregational Church of Friend- 
ship; of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Baptist Churches of 
Penn Yan; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 


Coxsackie, Newfield, and Friendship; and of O. R. Pang, of 
Jamestown, all in the State of New York, praying for the en- 
actment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ° 

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, while I do not desire or 
propose at this time to discuss the situation in Mexico, yet as 
that matter is being considered, I understand, by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, I feel it my duty to present to the Senate 
a letter, or rather a part of g letter, which I have received from 
a very intelligent and respected citizen of San Antonio, Tex. I 
ask that it be read. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

San ANTONIO, TEX., February 23, 1912. 
Hon. Cras, A. CULBERSON 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. CULBBRSON : I write this to call your attention to the con- 
tinued use of this city as a place of rendezvous and plotting for numbers 
of revolutionis{s in rebellion the constituted authorities of their 
own countrf. This has been the case for many ma past, 1 
in connection with discontented politicians from Mexico, who have so 
often availed themselves of the security afforded them here to arrange 
and work up schemes against their home government, this being a direct 
violation of the neutrality laws, as Mexico is a friendly power. I think 
it is high time that some adequate measure should be adopted to pnt 
an end to such proceedings, which are so extremely disastrous to the 
a of px Antonio, of the State of Texas, and of the United 

es in general. i 

I especially call to your attention a clipping inclosed from the local 
paper, which shows the audacity of these e in their use of our soil 
as a ground for working up their plots. be thing usually happens in 
this way: Senor don Such-a-One arrives here full ef appeals for sym- 

athy as a much-abused refugee from his country; his life and his 
y's lives in danger there, and coming here to seek sanctuary in the 
land of the free, where everybody is safe. This is Act I. Then comes 
Act II. This peaceful and peaceable gentleman, who declares he has 
not the slightest idea of promoting a revolution nor any intention of 
any active or inactive movement against the ho rulers, re- 
ceiyes the visits of “a little band of his devoted friends and adherents,” 
and this pacific gentleman, who is here only for peace and safety and a 
little pleasant recreation, issues a manifesto, manng his infinite re- 
luctance, ete., but really, in view of the immense whicb his coun- 
try bas for him, etc., etc., ete, he will consent to accept the Presi- 
dency, etc. Act III comes in in another direction, when Americans 
liv in Mexico, many of them at a distance from large towns, in 
small pueblos, or on haciendas, are forced to flee for their lives, having 
no police or military protection rebels or bandits, leaving their 
property to the mercy of the raiders, and often suffering great dan 
and hardships on the way and great loss and ruin in their business in- 
terests. Then there is the gaye pee or practical destruction of trade 
between the two countries; the interruption or disruption of traffic and 
transportation facilities; and this is not merely for the time, but each 
oecurrence of this sort increases the feeling of hostility toward the 
United States, for the party in power for the moment will not fail to 
bear in mind the successful machinations of their opponents, under the 
rotection of our flag, even though they also may have sought and used 
he same protection not long before. This sort of thing has been done 
no less than three times within a year, and but for this immunity and 
the ease with which conspirators can come here and carry on their 
lottings, under the guaranties of safety they have here, the revolu- 
nary movements in Mexico would not have been as easy to initiate 
nor as difficult to suppress as they haye been with this shield behind 
their 8 

I would ask you, then, to take at once some — hg bring about 
adequate and proper legislation for the purpose of p ga stop to the 
unmolested presence here of such plotters, who are audacious enough to 
allege their complete innocence and innocuousness up to the very mo- 
ment of their starting ont in armed rebellion against their home gov- 
ernment. The consequences of such di ces are ruinous to the 
many Americans ha interests in Mexico, besides the damage to 
our commerce with tbat country, the expense of military movements 
entailed by the need of horder protection, etc, 

* 2 * e > * 


* 

Mr. CULBERSON. The name of the writer of this letter is 
not given by me, but the original letter is subject to the inspec- 
tion of any Senator who may desire to see it. The newspaper 
article to which he refers is from the San Antonio Daily Ex- 
press of the 18th instant, and I ask that it may be inserted in 
the Rrconp without reading. It contains a manifesto dated 
and signed at San Antonio, Tex., February 17, 1912, by a man 
who has been chosen as provisional President of the Republic 
against the present occupant of that high station. 

There being no objection, the article referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the Reconrp, as follows: 

{From San Antonio Express, Feb. 18, 1912.] 


GOMEZ ACCEPTS THE PROVISIONAL PRESIDENCY—IN MANIFESTO ISSUED 
FROM SAN ANTONIO HE SAYS HE HARKS TO CALL. FROM MEXICO—WILL 
NOT CROSS BORDER—HE REITERATES THAT HE WILL STAY IN SAN AN- 
TONIO AND WILL TAKE NO PART IN WARFARE—URGES THAT ALL FOR- 
EIGNERS BE RESPECTED. 

Emilio Vasquez Gomez, formeriy a member of the Mexican cabinet, 
broke his sternly kept silence last night by issuing a manifesto ad- 
to the Mexican Nation, in which he says he is willing to become 
provisions! president of the country across the Rio Grande if the people 
are willing and want him. 
Senor Gomez, self-exiled, has told reporters of the Express dally for 
two or three weeks that he knew no more of what was going on in 
Mexico than he gathered from the daily papers. He has tedly de- 


elared he knew po more of the workings of the men and factions opposed 
te President Madero than did any other man who made a habit of 
perusing the press. 
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Immediately after his arrival, however, he said he would like to see 
conditions in his country bettered, but that he would not engage in the 
work of leading any such a force as he thought would be necessary to 
bring about the change he desired. 

The proclamation of Mr. Gomez goes further than did his original 
statement, but nowhere does it contain a suggestion eyen that its author 
expects to cross the dividing line between the land of his birth and the 
one in which he has found refuge during the past few weeks. 

Mexican Consul General M. A. Esteva heard of the Gomez proclama- 
tion and came to the Express office to see a copy of the document. He 
communicated with United States Marshal Nolte at once, and, of course, 
cabled Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs Manuel Calero the substance 
of the matter. 

ESTEVA IS SURPRISED. 


Mr. Esteva regards the proclamatiom as deeply significant. He ex- 
pines much surprise that a man of Gomez's quietness would attach 

is signature to a manifesto of the kind. “I had come to believe Señor 
Gomez was entirely harmless,” said Mr. Esteva, We shall pay closer 
attention to him in future,” 

“I received good news from my Government to-day,” added Mr. 
Esteva. “I am officially informed the disorders in and about Chi- 
huahua are lessening to a minimum and that better conditions prevail 
in a number of sections.” 8 

Mr. Esteva and Marshal Nolte will have a conference this morning. 
United States and Mexican secret-service men will at once begin a 
sharp suryeillance of Mr. Gomez and of his residence at 501 South 
Presa Street. But Marshal Nolte says the proclamation, no matter 
how significant it may be, can not be construed within itself as an 
overt act, as something ee a warrant of arrest on account of 
the neutrality laws of the United States. 

The Gomez proclamation, signed in his own hand and given to the 
Express, follows, the translation having been made by a capable in- 
structor in Spanish in the San Antonio public schools: 

“Manifesto of Hon. Emilio Vasquez Gomez to the nation: In the 
city of Tacubaya, on the 31st of October of last year, while I was 
absent from my country, the plan bearing the above name was sub- 
scribed by some of my followers calling the Mexican people again to 
arms to continue the glorious revolution according to the San Luis 
Potosi plan, because the high ideals proclaimed in the said plan of 
San Luis Potosi and brought out victorious in the last revolution had 
been abandoned and even destroyed by the leader of that revolution, 
Mr. Francisco I. Madero. 

“The Tacubaya plan declares void the general elections from the 
Ist to the 15th of October, 1911, on account of the vice presidential 
imposition the Houses of Congress of the union are declared dissolyed 
as well as all thelr acts null from the 15th of September to the 15th 
of December; it demands that the elections legally effected throughout 
the. States of their respective officers should be held as sacred; and 
finally proclaims the actual continuation of the revolution according 
to the Tacubaya plan, which has for its immediate purpose to take me, 
after the accomplishment of victory, to the presidency of the Republic, 
endowed with all the necessary powers to convoke to general elections 
for President and Vice President of the Republic, for Representatives 
and Senators to Congress of the union, and in order that I should at 
once begin in that high position to carry out the glorious ideals won by 
the revolution of November, and in this manner to restore the peace and 
tranquillity of the country, which had already been altered when the 
plan of Tacubaya was proclaimed. 

“From the last days of September of last year to the present moment 
I have been and I am still in a foreign land, without taking part in my 
country's politics, excepting the small correspondence addressed to the 

ress and to some persons in Mexico, advising them as to what should 
2 done to heal the deep wounds and cure the acute pains that my 
country was and is still bitterly suffering. 


“CONDEMNS MADERO GOVERNMENT. 


“The conduct of the government of Francisco I. Madero by abandoning 
and even destroying the sacred ideals of the revolution has exclusively 
created and developed in the south, in the north, and even in the center 
of the Republic formidable revolutionary movements that will shortly 
do away with the present Government. That armed movement has for 
its generel aim the triumph of the Tacubaya plan and bears also for its 
general standard my humble name. 

“ By means of those revolutionary movements the Mexican people, dis- 
appointed on account of the conduct of Mr. Madero, is anxiously and 

atriotically striving to establish as facts and truths in their daily 
ife the ideals of political liberty ; of justice in all its manifestations; 
the establishment of irrigation by the State; the acquisition and diyi- 
sion, without injury to anybody, of the extensive tracts of Iand; to 
organize numerous legions of small proprietors throughout the country, 
securing peace and the increasing development of Mexico; and in some 
regions still go further, and regain for the small towns lands, water, 
and woods, so that they may in this manner entor the life of the 
honest worker, free from misery and from the sordid and abject condi- 
tion they have stood for many years, 

“In the presence of so far-reaching events, brought forth by intense 
desire and the firm determination of the Mexican people to sincerely, 
honorably, and N carry out in triumph and to their complete 
realization the glorious ideals of the revolution, because they clear! 
see in them the longed-for conquest of their moral, intellectual, political, 
and economical aggrandizement, I therefore feel that it is my duty 
before such events to break silence and declare, as I do solemnly de- 
clare, that with heartfelt gratitude and deep conscience of the high 
duties 1 ger upon me I shall accept the position as provisional Presi- 
dent of the Mexican Republic, and I shall comply, and I do now protest 
that I shall honorably and 8 comply with the high duties 
imposed upon me by the highest charge and by the plan of San Luis 
Potosi as reformed in Tacubaya. 

“I have considered it imperative to formulate the above protest and 
declaration, because all Mexicans must be always and inexcusably at 
the service of the fatherland and where the fatherland calls us. 

“I appreciate the great responsibility that a citizen assumes when 
under such difficult and serious circumstances as those about to come 
decides to take the rudder of state to firmly guide it toward the return 
of constitutional order and toward peace, toward the realization of the 
ideais already won and longed for by all, but I have faith, profound 
faith, in the fact that with a fixed eye persistently riveted upon our 
supreme laws and upon the revolutionary ideals, the only lighthouses 
that shine over my path, and with the help of common effort from all 
and the patriotism and heroie example of our forefathers in similar 
cases that has inspired the heart of the Mexican ple, we shall all 


united reach the desired port where we shall find salvation and the 


eee ent of that fatherland bequeathed to us by our fathers, 
— oe we protest to deliver to our children integral and always 


“WILL NOT GO TO MEXICO. 


“T am residing now and I shall continue to reside in this city, with- 
out taking, as I haye never taken, part at all in the armed movement 
now going on in my country, but I take the liberty of recommending, as 
a simple citizen only, to all my partisans who are now or may be under 
arms the greatest order ible in all their acts, profound respect and 
even true protection to the life of a peaceful man, whomsceyer he may 
be, either native or foreigner, since in this manner only just, noble, and 
3 causes are conducted, so do national culture, decency, and 

ignity demand it at all times and under all circumstances, 

I would make a special recommendation in regard to foreigners; 
they have effectively and powerfully contributed and will continue to 
contribute their ares and valuable teachings that they bring to us 
for the elevation of the Mexicans and the progress of the country, and 
it is necessary that they should have in our honest and worthy conduct 
a true guaranty and protection of their lives and property, and we 
must necessarily do it in this manner to justify and give credit to our 
cause and in order to maintain before all the nations of the earth the 
culture of our people and the national 3 

Everything for the fatherland's sake and for the fatherland. 

“EMILIO Vasquez, 

“San ANTONIO, TEX., February 17, 1912.” : 
WOULD REMEDY CONDITIONS. 


Sefior Gomez said yesterday he would use his influence to bring about 
e peg con of rail communication between Torreon and C. P. Diaz, 

exico. 

I believe the railroads should be kept in operation,” said Señor 
Gomez. “It is bad for traffic to be stopped and valuable property 
destroyed in the manner reports indicate. I expect to send a message 
to some of my friends, as 2 private citizen. of course, to use their best 
efforts in abating the molestation of the railroads.” 

Señor Gomez's decision to take action at once was largely brought 
about by a letter which he received 1 from West Livaudais, a 
prominent exporter of New Orleans, In his letter Mr. Livaudals said: 

“In view of the demoralization in Torreon and the Laguna district 
and the fact that the rebels there have formally decla themselves 
under your banner, I respectfully beg leave to call your attention to 
the distressing conditions now prevailing in that territory. Hundreds 
of women and children have flocked to Torreon from the surroundin 
country in the last few days only to find all outlet to the north cut o 
by the rebels, and I am just in receipt of a telegram from Torreon 
telling me that the conditions border on panic, and that the fear and 
3 among these neutrals is something terrible, and this con- 
dition is only intensified by the fact that the rebels refuse to permit 
the railroad company to repair a few bridges so as to resume communi- 
cation with C. P. Diaz. 

“I have been in Torreon several times during the past 18 months 
under just such conditions as prevail at present, and am quite con- 
vinced that my informant has not exaggerated the facts. ith your 
permission, I would like to suggest that a word from your very good 
self to the gentlemen in command of these Laguna forces might have 
the immediate effect of permitting a resumption of rail communication 
between Torreon and C. P. Diaz, as the railroad officials inform me that 
they are prepared to repair their bridges just as soon as they are 
assured of the necessary protection. Such a move on your part will be 
of much benefit to noncombatants and can not possibly hurt the cause 
for which you and your friends are struggling. 

“Please give this matter your serious consideration, and if it meets 
with your approval, please have the kindness to act quickly.” 

Railroad officials in the City of Mexico have informed Mr. Livaudais 
they are prepared to make repairs just as soon as they are given the 
necessary protection. 


Mr. CULBERSON. In this connection I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read section 5286 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read, as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 5286. Every person who, within the Neila A or jurisdiction of 
the United States, begins, or sets on foot or provides or prepares the 
méans for any military expedition or enterprise, to be carried on from 
thence against the territory or dominions of any foreign prince or state, 
or of any colony, district, or peons with whom the United States are 
at peace, shall be deemed-guilty of a high misdemeanor, and shall be 
fined not exceeding $3,000 and imprisoned not more than three years. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I ask that the portion of 
the letter submitted and the newspaper clipping from the San 
Antonio Express be referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that reference 
will be made. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5272) appropriating $75,000 for the 
protection of Valdez, Alaska, from glacial floods, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 420) thereon. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 77) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to loan certain tents for the use of the Grand 
Army of the Republic encampment to be held at Pullman, 
Wash., in June, 1912, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5207) to provide an American register 
for the steamer Occana, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 421) thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 4663) to authorize 
and empower the Secretary of War to locate a right of way for 
and to grant the same and the right to operate and maintain a 
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line of railroad, telephone, telegraph, and electric transmission 
lines through Vancouver Barracks and Military Reservation, 
in the State of Washington, to Washington-Oregon Corporation, 
its successors and assigns, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 422) thereon. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 3917) for the retirement of 
Henry R. Drake, captain, Philippine Scouts, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report No. 423) thereon. 

Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 

were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon, 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely : 
S8. 4685. A bill to correct the naval record of Michael Philbin; 
and ~ 
8. 4227. A bill for the relief of Lieut. Richard Philip Me- 
Cullough. 

Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1683) for the relief of Baer, Senior & Co.’s 
successors and C. Ingenohl, submitted an adverse report (No. 
424) thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 3625) for the purchase or construction 
of n launch for the customs service at and in the vicinity of Los 
Angeles, Cal, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 425) thereon. 

HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am directed by the Committee 
on Commerce, to which was referred the bill (S. 4978) to sup- 
plement and amend the act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
North River Bridge Co. and to authorize the construction of a 
bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson 
River, to regulate commerce in and oyer such bridge between 
the States of New York and New Jersey, and to establish such 
bridge a military and post road,” approved July 11, 1890, to 
report it favorably with an amendment, and I submit a report 
(No. 419) thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill just reported by the Senator from 
Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, may I inquire if the whole of the 
bill has been read? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been read save the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, which the Secretary is about 
to read. 

Mr. ROOT. I reserve the right to object until I hear the 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York re- 
serving the right to object, the Seeretary will read the proposed 
amendment. 

The Secretary. The committee propose to amend by adding 
at the end of the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That e location of said bridge and all plans for its con- 
struction shall hereafter be submitted to the Secretary of War for his 
consideration and approval before the construction of said bridge shall 
be entered upon. 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the act entitled “An act to 
incorporate the North River Bridge Co. and to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge and approaches at New York City across the Hudson 
River, to regulate commerce in and over such bridge between the States 
of New York and New Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military 
and post road,” be, and the same is hereby, so supplemented and 
amended as to extend the time for the completion of the construction 
of the bridge by the said act authorized until the Ist day of January, 
in the 5 of our Lord 1922: Provided, That the location of said beige 
and all plans for its construction shall hereafter be submitted to. the 
Secretary of War for his consideration and approval before the con- 
struction ef said bridge shall be entered upon. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I wish to ask the junior Senator 
frem New York whether that is deemed to be all that is requisite 
to enable the authorities of the city of New York to exercise 
their judgment regarding the location of this bridge? There 
is a very important and extensive plan for the improvement 
of the water front, and it would be very unfortunate to have a 
bridge located in such a way as to interfere with that plan or 
with any plan that may take its place. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, there were three corpora- 
tions interested in the proposed project of bridging the Hudson 
River. This application for the extension of a franchise on 


behalf of one of the three was at first opposed by the interstate 
commission representing the States of New Jersey and New 
York. Before the committee to-day all of those companies, 
including the interstate commission, approved the proposed 
The amendment was suggested by the interstate 


amendment. 


commission so that it might not be embarrassed in its future 
plans by a location of the terminal by one of these private enter- 
prises. The bill as amended meets the approyal of every 
person interested. 

Mr. ROOT. I have no objection, Mr. President. 

There being no objectéon, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PHILADELPHIA & READING COAL & IRON co., ETC. 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 5459) for the relief of the Philadelphia & 
Reading Coal & Iron Co. and Walston H. Brown, sole surviving 
partner of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co., reported the 
following resolution (S. Res. 239), which was. considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Reazoiced, That the bill (S. 5459) entitled “A bill for the relief of the 
Philadelphia & Reading Coal & Iron Co. and Walston H. Brown, sole 
suryiving partner of the firm of Brown, Howard & Co.,“ now pending 
in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the 

rovisions of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the 
aws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; and the said 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions 
of such act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND 


GROUNDS. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred the 
resolution (S. Res. 234) submitted by Mr. SUTHERLAND, on the 
26th instant, reported it favorably without amendment, and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or 
any subcommittee thereof is hereby authorized during the Sixty-second 
Congress to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, to employ 
stenographers from time to time to report such hearings as may be had 
in connection with any subject that may be pending before said com- 
mittee, and to have the testimony and proceedings of such hearings 
printed for the use of the committee. e expense of such hearings 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and said commit- 
tee and subcommittee thereof may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 5540) for the relief of the trustees of the Zion 
Methodist Church, of York County, Va. (with accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: 

A bill (S. 5541) for the relief of John W. Barriger and 
others; and 

A bill (S. 5542) for the relief of Jane A. Oberly (with accom- 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HEYBURN: = 

A bill (S. 5543) for the relief of Fred Larsen; an 

A bill (S. 5544) for the relief of Peter W. Anderson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BORAH introduced a bill (S. 5545) providing for the 
issuing of patent to entrymen for homesteads upon reclamation 
projects, which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BORAH. The bill relates solely to homesteads upen 
irrigation projects under the Carey Act, and I think it should 
be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
so referred. ` 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 5546) to create a commission of industrial rela- 
tions; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. By request, I introduce n bill for the relief 
of certain officers of the Regular Army who graduated from 
West Point. I do this not because I am in sympathy with the 
general proposition but because it covers the case of men who, 
under the ruling of the Supreme Court, undoubtedly would be 
entitled to this longevity pay. For myself, it occurs to me it 
would be much better for the Congress to consider the rights 
and the claims of Volunteer officers of the Civil War rather 
than to pay for services rendered by officers While they were 
being supported and edueated by the Government as students 
at West Point. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 5547) for the relief of James Butler and others 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee ou 
Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 5548) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
convey a certain tract of land to the Minnesota & Manitoba 
Railway Co.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 5549) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
E. Bradford; 

A bill (S. 5550) granting a pension to Emma P. Justison; 

A bill (S. 5551) granting a pension to Edward Wilson (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 5552) granting a pension to Martha McCutcheon 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 8 

A bill (S. 5553) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Fordham (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (8. 5554) granting a pension to Lucy W. Lockwood; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5555) granting an increase of pension to Jacob W. 
Kinsey (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5556) to amend “An act to creat an auditor of 
railroad accounts, and for other purposes,” approved June 19, 
1878, as amended by the acts of March 3, 1881, and March 3, 
1803, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 5557) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Saylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: ; 

A bill (S. 5558) granting a pension to Frances A. Cox (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Geraghty (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5560) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Hastings (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5561) granting an increase of pension to Alice L. 
Horne (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5562) granting an increase of pension to Joby A. 
Howland (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5563) granting an increase of pension to Emma C. 
Palmer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5564) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Ruff (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5565) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
Thomas (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND (by request) : 

A bill (S. 5566) for the relief of the estate of William Hemp- 
hill Bell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 81) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution providing that the right of citizens of the 
United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the 
United States or by any State on account of sex; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 82) authorizing free or reduced 
transportation to regular immigration agents while actually 
engaged in the performance of their work, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


INTRACOASTAL WATERWAYS SURVEY. 


Mr. PENROSE. I submit a resolution for the printing of a 
document,.the estimated cost of which will be under $500. I 
ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 240) was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed in paper covers, for the use of the 
Senate, 1,700 copies of House Document No. 391, Sixty-second Congress, 
second session. ` 


DETAIL OF ARMY OFFICER TO CHILE (S. DOC. NO. 352). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of War, 
having relation to the request of the Republic of Chile that an 
officer of the Coast Artillery Corps, United States Army, be 
permitted to serve as an instructor in the army of that Republic. 

I believe that should Congress grant authority for the detail 


of the officer named by the Secretary of War it would inure 
greatly to the benefit of the relations existing between Chile and 
the United States, and I respectfully and strongly urge that 
Congress take favorable action in the case under the precedents 
which have been established and which are cited in the letter 
of the Secretary. 
Wm. H. Tarr. 
Tue Waite House, February 29, 1912. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

H. R. 9420. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to donata 
to the city of Jackson, Miss., carriage and cannon or field- 
pieces; and 
H. R. 17937. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to pay 
a cash reward for suggestions submitted by employees of certain 
establishments of the Ordnance Department for improvement 
or economy in manufacturing processes or plant. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I desire to announce that, 
with the permission of the Senate, on to-morrow, immediately 
after the routine morning business, I will submit remarks on the 
Stephenson case. 


AMENDMENT OF PRINTING LAWS, 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to announce that on 
Monday, March 4, following the routine morning business, I 
shall desire to address the Senate on the bill (S. 4239) to 
amend, revise, and codify the laws relating to the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of Government publica- 
tions. 

Mr. HEYBURN.: Mr. President, a word in connection with 
the announcement of the Senator from Utah and the Senator 
from Kansas. I have already a standing notice that I will call 
up the Stephenson matter and would probably antagonize any 
other business with that motion. So I would not want Sen- 
ators to think that by giving notice that they would on a cer- 
tain time take up matters within the time legitimately appro- 
priated to the consideration of the Stephenson matter, I would 
waive it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to state to the Senator from Idaho 
that I announced I would speak on the Stephenson case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I so understood it. I said nothing to the 
contrary. , 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply gave notice, and if the Senator from 
Idaho should then insist upon taking up the Stephenson case, of 
course I could name another day. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I only desire to avoid any suggestion of dis- 
courtesy in case I may call it up at that time. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a resolution coming over from yesterday, which will be stated. 

The Secrerary. Senate resolution 237, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Hrrcucocx, requesting the President 1 to the 
Senate copies of all correspondence and cofminunications be- 
tween this Government and the Government of Colombia since 
the last presentation to the Senate of such correspondence and 
communications to this date. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] gave notice some 
time ago that he would speak on the arbitration treaties to- 
day, I ask unanimous consent that my resolution may go over 
until to-morrow or until the next legislative day, without 
prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, an order to that 
effect is entered. Morning business is closed. 


GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES (S. DOC. NO, 353). 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the arbitration treaties with Great 
Britain and France as in open executive session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the resolution of ratification which I 
send to the desk, the adoption of which at the proper time I 
shall move. It is the one that has been printed as part of the 
committee report, but I have made two slight modifications in 
it, one correcting a typographical omission and the other adding 
a single word to make it more explicit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the rati- 
fication resolution with the proposed modifications. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Lopet in the nature of 
a substitute to the resolution of ratification submitted by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations August 12, 1911, with their report upon the treaty 
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signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United States and Great Britain 
on August 3, 1911: 


“Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein), 
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of a treaty signed 
by the Serr tentiaries of the United States and Great Britain on 
ape rol „ 1911, extending the scope and obligation of the policy of 
arbitration adopted in the present arbitration treaty of April 4, 1908 
between the two countries, so as to exclude certain exceptions contained 
in that treaty, and to provide means for the peaceful solution of all 
questions of difference which it shall be found impossible in future to 
settle by diplomacy. 

“Resolved further, That the Senate adyise and consent to the ratifica- 
tion of the 2 7 with the understanding, to be made a part of such 
ratification, that any joint high commission of inquiry to which shall 
be referred the question as to whether or not a difference is subject to 
arbitration under Article I of the treaty, as provided by Article III 
thereof, the American members of such commission shall be appointed 
by the President subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, and 
with the further understanding that the reservation in Article I of the 
treaty that the special agreement in each case shall be made by the 
President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate means the 
concurrence of the Senate in the full and unrestricted exercise of its 
constitutional powers in respect to every special agreement whether 
submitted to the Senate as the result of t ware ae of a joint high com- 
mission of inquiry under Article III or othe: 5 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the greatest attribute of sov- 
ereignty is the war power, for on that power rests the peace of 
the country, and the issues of life and death are in its keep- 
ing. The maintenance of peace depends upon the ability of 
the sovereign nation to defend itself against aggression and 
upon the wise management of its foreign relations. Under our 
form of government everything relating to peace and war was 
given by the States to the Government of the United States. 
The duty of keeping the United States so well prepared that 
aggression from other nations will not be invited, and if at- 
tempted will be repelled, is imposed by the Constitution upon 
the Congress of the United States and is effected through legis- 
lation which must receive the assent of the President. This 
duty has not been adequately fulfilled at all times in our his- 
tory, and there is always a tendency to overlook the uncon- 
querable fact that nothing is so essential to a country's peace 
2s a well-settled conviction on the part of the rest of the world 
that to make successful war upon that country would be a 
highly dangerous as well as a most unprofitable undertaking. 
Weakness and wealth combined constitute the greatest incentive 
to war, for the nation which is at once rich, high-spirited, and 
unarmed is a constant temptation to great military powers 
which have not yet ceased to stand armed and ready along the 
highways of civilization, prepared, if the opportunity seems 
favorable, to spring out upon and to despoil the unwary and 
unready traveler. We have a striking illustration of this im- 
portant fact before our eyes at this very moment. If Turkey had 
possessed a strong and efficient navy the shores of the Mediter- 
ranean would be to-day unvexed by war. The naval weakness 
of Turkey alone made the Tripolitan War possible. 

The second element in the maintenance of peace lies in the 
conduct of the country’s foreign relations, and when the States 
stripped themselyes of this great function of sovereignty they 
exercised the utmost care in transferring it to the Government 
of the United States. To the two Houses of Congress they gave 
the power of declaring war. Upon the President and the Senate 
they conferred the power to make peace. We can make war 
without the participation of the Executive; we can make peace 
without the participation of the House of Representatives; but 
we can make neither peace nor war without the participation of 
the Senate. The makers of the Constitution represented the 
States, and the States wished, so far as possible, to retain con- 
trol not only of the issues of peace or war, but of the entire 
conduct of our foreign relations in the body which was to repre- 
sent them under the new Constitution. The first plan was to give 
to the Senate the sole power to make treaties and to appoint 
ambassadors and judges of the Supreme Court, which is of in- 
terest as indicating the purpose of the States represented in the 
Constitutional Convention to keep, so far as possible, in their 
own hands the absolute control of our foreign relations. The 
impracticability of this scheme led to the adoption of the ar- 
rangement which exists to-day under the Constitution. Our 
foreign relations are to be conducted by the President and the 
Senate. The initiative rests with the President, but no action 
can be taken without the concurrence of the Senate. 

I call attention to these familiar facts, because they are too 
often overlooked by those who seem to think that in dealing 
with treaties the Senate, if it happens to differ with the Execu- 
tive, is engaged in a merely selfish struggle for its own preroga- 
tives and is eyen usurping powers which do not properly belong 
to it. The most casual examination of our history shows 
what is too often forgotten, that it was the deliberate purpose 
of the States, when they made the Constitution and resigned 
some of their sovereign powers to the General Government, to 
retain in the body which represented the States an unquestioned 
authority in our foreign relations and in the last resort a com- 
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plete control over them. The treaty-making power was not 
thus arranged as a mere matter of governmental machinery or 
as a contrivance: which would prove convenient in operation, 
but as embodying a fundamental principle which the States re- 
garded as of the most vital importance. The framers of the 
Constitution were determined that the relations of the United 
States with foreign nations should not pass beyond the control 
of the representatives of the States which had resigned this 
great power to the care of the General Government. The his- 
tory of our foreign relations, therefore, is the history of the 
joint action of the President and the Senate, and in every 
phase of those relations from the foundation of the Government 
the Senate has been deeply concerned. 

We are now called upon to deal with two treaties designed 
to secure, under certain limitations, the general arbitration of 
all differences which may arise between the United States and 
the two nations with which the treaties are made. Before 
entering upon an analysis of those treaties it will not be amiss 
to review briefly the course pursued by the Senate in that 
portion of our foreign relations which has been concerned 
with the promotion of the cause of international peace. 
The necessity of doing so arises from the fact that these 
treaties haye been made the subject of public agitation and 
organized clamor—methods of managing our foreign relations 
which I venture to think eminently unsuitable—and because 
the attitude of the Senate and the questions involved in the 
treaties have been grossly misrepresented and the real issues 
clouded and confused. For example, I haye had letters from 
persons, presumably intelligent, asking how it was possible 
that I could oppose the treaties when I knew that the alterna- 
tive was war. It was apparently vain to reply that I was not 
opposed to the treaties; that, on the contrary, I favored them, 
and that the altermmtive of the treaties was not war; that our 
friendship with England and with France rested, fortunately, 
on much deeper and firmer foundations than any paper promises 
to arbitrate could create; and that, whether those treaties ex- 
isted or not, war befween the United States and England or 
the United States and France was inconceivable, if not im- 
possible. In many letters and resolutions it was obvious that 
the writers of the letters and the framers of the resolutions 
were entirely unaware that we already had twenty-five general 
arbitration treaties with as many different countries, and that 
the two treaties now pending are not new propositions, but are 
merely intended to be extensions of the terms of those which 
they will supplant. If we are to have intelligent discussion of 
115 N this is a preliminary fact which it is well to keep 
n mind. 

A distinguished member of the New York bar was kind 
enough to send me not long since a copy of an address which he 
had delivered upon the subject of these treaties. On the first 
page I find this sentence: 


NEYS France our relations have from the beginning eyer been of the 
closest. 


There is no more doubt of the great help given us by France 
in our Revolution than there is of our lasting gratitude for 
what she then did. But the statement I have quoted is his- 
torically entirely inaccurate. Our relations with France down 
to 1867 were at times the reyerse of close or friendly. At the 
close of the eighteenth century France was seizing our mer- 
chant vessels, and the quarrel growing out of these seizures 
and out of our acceptance of the Jay treaty was bitter in the 
extreme. Actual, although not declared, war existed. We re- 
taliated on French merchant ships and privateers. In 1798 we 
abrogated all the French treaties, There were two frigate 
actions in which we were victorious, in one instance capturing 
the French man-of-war, and we raised a provisional army with 
Washington in command in order to be ready for a French 
invasion, In Jackson’s time our relations with France were 
strained almost to the breaking point owing to the ill feeling 
growing out of our unsatisfied claims against France for 
depredations upon our commerce. During the Civil War no 
foreign country was so hostile to the United States as 
France under the Government of the third Napoleon, and it 
was he who tried, when we were struggling for existence, to 
destroy the Monroe doctrine and set up an empire, with an 
Austrian archduke at its head, in Mexico. In the face of 
these facts to say that “our relations with France from the 
beginning have ever been of the closest” is of course utterly 
incorrect, and I instance this case merely in order to show how 
carelessly and with what imperfect information the discussion of 
these treaties has been approached during the public agitation 
of the subject, even by men of ability and legal training. The 
Senate, which they are so quick to criticize, can not afford to 
approach and does not deal with treaties in this uninformed 
way. 
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Let me take yet another example of the public discussion of 
these treaties. In a newspaper ordinarily sane and intelligent I 
have seen it gravely alleged that Senators opposed the treaties— 
by which it was meant that some Senators thought an amend- 
ment necessary—because they feared that the ratification of the 
treaties would deprive them of military patronage. What this 
may mean I do not know, for beyond occasionally nominating a 
cadet or a midshipman I am not aware that Senators have 
any military patronage, and I hardly think that when these 
treaties are ratified West Point and Annapolis will thereupon 
be closed, the buildings razed, and the land sold. If we did that 
we might end by leaving the dove of peace without a cannon’s 
mouth in which to build its nest, a possibility not to be contem- 
plated with calmness. The same newspaper further said that 
the resistance to the treaties came from the influence of cor- 
porations interested in the manufacture of military supplies. 
If such corporations—and it is the fashion just now to charge 
everything to corporations have labored to oppose these treaties, 
they have done it with such profound secrecy that no Senator, 
at least, has been able to detect them at their nefarious work. 
The only relation sustained by any corporation, which I have 
been able to discover, to the question of these treaties is that 
agitation in their behalf has been supported in part, at least, 
by the profits derived from the manufacture and sale of armor 
plate. 

The fact is that this attribution of improper motives to Sena- 
tors who venture to think that these treaties might be improved 
by amendment is a rather sorry business. If Senators feel that 
these treaties, like all treaties, should be carefully serutinized 
and that it would be wise to amend them, they do so from a 
high sense of the duty imposed upon them by the Constitution, 
and are well aware that in the performance of this duty they 
expose themselves to misrepresentation, misconstruction, and 
much ignorant abuse. The pleasant and easy thing to do would 
be to disregard their constitutional duty, shut their eyes, jump 
down into the arena, and shout with the crowd. The primrose 
path is that marked out by the wisdom of Mr. Pickwick: 


“Slumkey forever!“ roared the honest and independent. 

“ Slumkey forever!" echoed Mr. Pickwick, taking off his hat. 

“Who is Slumkey?" whispered Mr. Tupman. 

“I don’t know,” whispered Mr. Pickwick in the same tone. 

Hush, don’t ask any questions. It's always best on these occasions 
to do what the mob do.” 

“But su there are two mobs?“ suggested Mr, Snodgrass. 


pose 
“ Shout With the largest," replied Mr. Pickwick. 


Volumes could not have sald more. G 

When Senators decline to take this excellent if worldly advice 
they may be mistaken, but they can by no chance be governed 
by any motive except the desire to do their duty to their 
country as they understand that duty. The assumption that 
excellent but wholly irresponsible persons are more concerned 
about the preservation of-peace than Senators who are charged 
with the heavy responsibility of peace and war may, I think, be 
described as unfounded if not unwarranted. 

It has also been declared in many letters and resolutions that 
any attempt to amend the treaties was an evidence of hostility 
to peace, and that the Senate, which had shown itself dissatis- 
fied with some of the terms of the treaties, was therefore hostile 
to the promotion of peace on earth. I think, Mr. President, we 
have had a little too much of this very modern doctrine that a 
bill or a treaty must not be amended by the Houses of Congress, 
which possess the right of amendment, and that because Sena- 
tors think that a treaty can be improved by amendment they 
should therefore be set down as hostile to its purpose. It is 
well to remember that perfecting amendments are not yet wholly 
unknown and that not infrequently amendments have proved in 
the end to be the best parts of both laws and treaties. 

I trust I shall be pardoned for referring to a case in point 
as to this matter of amendment. When the reciprocity 
measure was before the Senate the senior Senator from New 
York and I, who both favored the bill and voted for it, pointed 
out that by the paper provisions we were laying ourselves open 
to a great deal of trouble with other nations, who would 
surely seek to apply the favored-nation clause to the conces- 
sions given to Canada on wood pulp and print paper. No heed 
was given to our warning; the doctrine that amendments were 
equivalent to enmity was rigidly applied and to-day, as a 
consequence, we find ourselves involved in a most unpleasant 
controversy with friendly nations who insist that under the 
favored-nation clause their wood pulp and print paper must 
come into the United States free of duty. We must either 
accept their interpretation and thus bring about in a furtive 
way a situation which Congress certainly did not intend or we 
must deny their contention and expose ourselves to the charge of 
bad faith in not carrying out our treaty agreements and very 
likely to retaliation because of our attitude in this respect. I 
mention this circumstance merely to show the great danger of 


undertaking to uphold the doctrine that amendments to a bill or 
a treaty are necessarily hostile and that under the pressure of 
public clamor we must resign the important right of amendment 
and accept the exact terms of a bill or a treaty which we have 
had no part in framing or preparing. 

Let us now determine by a brief review of the course of the 
Senate in regard to the policy of arbitration the justice or the 
injustice of the charge so loosely made of late that the Senate 
is not friendly to the cause of pence. The concerted and general 
effort to solve international differences without resort to war 
is very modern and is one of the developments of our own times 
in which we may take a just and a profound satisfaction. 
After the Pax Romana, the widespread peace of the Roman 
Empire, came to an end—after the great civilization of Rome 
went down in ruins and when men were left to struggle pain- 
fully back toward the light which had been extingnished by 
the fall of the civilization of Rome and Greece, it may be 
broadly snid that for 1,500 years war never ceased in the 
western world. Even when truces and armistices had been 
agreed to, even when formal peace had been made and there 
was no declared war, private war and reprisals recognized or 
connived at by governments, went on unchecked; as was the 
case during centuries, for example, on the Scottish border or 
on the high seas in the days of Elizabeth. Gradually, as 
governments strengthened and as feudalism disappeared, pri- 
vate wars came to an end, although reprisals without declared 
war still lingered on. The suppression of private wars was the 
first great step of modern civilization toward the establishment 
of universal peace. The next advance was made by putting an 
end to systematic reprisals, such as happened between this 
country and France at the close of the eighteenth century when 
no war between the two countries was formally declared. The 
last stage is necessarily that in which we shall so far as pos- 
sible put an end to declared war between nations, and the first 
step in this direction is to remove as many questions as possible, 
which can not be settled by diplomatic negotiations, from the 
arbitrament of war and submit them to the judgment of an 


„| arbitral tribunal. 


Let us see what the share of the United States and of the 
Senate of the United States has been during the last century in 
the promotion of this great policy. By special clauses in the Jay 
treaty of 1794 with Great Britain and the Pinckney treaty of 1795 
with Spain we recognized the principle of referring to a com- 
mission for decision certain questions involving claims then ont- 
standing. The action of the Senate in favor of arbitration thus 
began with those treaties at the yery outset of our history 
under the Constitution. Since that time we have made with 
different countries 84 treaties providing for the special or gen- 
eral arbitration of international differences. The Senate has 
ratified 83 and rejected 1, the treaty of arbitration with 
England in 1897. I venture to say that no other country has 
such a record in favor of the arbitration of international 
disputes as is displayed by this list, which I shall ask permis- 
sion to print at the end of my speech and as a Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted as requested. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that this record is good evidence 
of the practical services of the Senate of the United States to the 
cause of peace through arbitration. The list includes the 10 
treaties negotiated by Mr. Hay and submitted by President 
Roosevelt in December, 1904, which the Senate amended by the 
substitution of the word “treaty” for the word agreement.“ 
and which our own Government declined to submit to the Goy- 
ernments with which they were made on account of the Senate, 
amendment. This long list includes such great arbitrations as 
the Alabama claims, the Mexican boundary, the Northwestern 
boundary, the fisheries, and the Alaskan boundary; but this is 
not all. In 1888 the Senate took up the question of general 
arbitration before The Hague conyention had been thought of 
and before some of those who now reproach the Senate and 
describe it as hostile to peace had given any marked attention 
to the subject. Im 1890 the Senate passed the following reso- 
lution : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President be, and is hereby, requested to inyite, from time to 
time as fit occasions may arise, negotiations with any government with 
which the United States has or may have diplomatie relations, to the 
end that any differences or disputes arising between the two Govern- 
ments which can not be adjusted y diplomatic agency may be referred 
to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such means. 

To the policy embodied in that resolution the Senate has 
adhered eyer since. 

I think, Mr. President, that these facts dispose of the some- 
what silly assertion that the Senate is opposed to peace because 
it seeks to amend a given treaty. There is no branch of the 
Government, there is no branch of any government, which kas 
done so much to promote the cause of peace by practical action 
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as the Senate of the United States. We have not altered our 
position. Every Member of the Senate to-day is in favor of 
promoting peace through arbitration. Every Member of the 
Senate is in favor of enlarging the scope of arbitration so far 
as it is practicable. There is not a Senator in this body who 
does not sympathize in the fullest degree with the purposes of 
these treaties, and I confess that it wearies me to hear this 
constant reiteration of the statement that the Senate is taking 
adyantage of technicalities to oppose the policy of peace because, 
in pursuance of the duty imposed upon it by the Constitu- 
tion, it is considering whether the terms in which the purposes 
of these treaties are expressed are wise and safe and judicious. 
The Senate from the foundation of the Government has almost 
invariably treated these questions involving our relations with 
other countries in the spirit in which they should be approached. 
Party politics, as a rule, have been conspicuously absent from 
the action of the Senate in regard to our foreign relations. They 
haye been entirely absent since I have been in the Senate, and 
one Yeason for the pride and confidence which I feel in the For- 
eign Relations Committee of the Senate is that during my 
service there of more than 14 years I have never seen the 
introduction of party politics into a question involving our 
relations with a foreign nation. We have often been divided 
upon the questions submitted to us, but never upon party lines, 
nor, so far as I could judge, for political purposes. We have 
always adhered to the principle laid down by Webster when 
he said that his politics “ceased at the water's edge.” 

The Senate of the United States, therefore, in my opinion, 
approaches these treaties, as it has approached all others, in the 
manner and with the spirit hoped for and expected by the great 
men who framed the Constitution. Knowing as I do the his- 
tory of the Senate in regard to the promotion of peace by arbi- 
tration, knowing as I do its attitude at the present moment, I 
confess that I resent the attack made upon the Senate by persons 
who have neither the knowledge nor the responsibility which 
the Senate possesses and who, although actuated no doubt by 
an admirable sentiment, do not pause to consider carefully and 
thoroughly the great issues involved in every treaty of a far- 
reaching and perpetual character made by the United States 
with a foreign government. 

I desire now to take up the two treaties actually pending 
before the Senate. ‘These treaties in nowise alter our rela- 
tions with England and France. With both these great nations 
if a difference should arise on any subject where arbitration was 
possible it would be referred to arbitration as a matter of 
course. As I have already said, there is not the slightest peril 
of war with either of these nations, and our friendship with 
them rests on the firmest and strongest grounds. The purpose 
of these treaties is to serve as an example and in that way to 
promote the general cause of peace throughout the world by 
extending the scope of arbitration beyond the limitations agreed 
to in the treaties now existing. The fact that the great merit 
of these treaties lies in the hope that they will serve as an 
example to the rest of the world makes it peculiarly important 
that their terms should be considered with the utmost care. If 
we make these treaties with England and France, it must always 
be borne in mind that we could hardly refuse to make a pre- 
cisely similar treaty with any other friendly nation with whom 
our relations and the possibility of the development of future 
differences might not at all correspond to those which exist 
with France and England. 

The first article of these treaties is the one which enlarges 
the scope of arbitration as compared with that established by 
those now existing. It effects this purpose by substituting for 
the clearly defined limitations of the treaties which are at 
present the supreme law of the Jand the general limitation that 
all differences in which the parties are concerned by virtue of 
a claim of right made by one against the other and which are 
justiciable by reason of being susceptible of decision by applica- 
tion of the principles of law or equity shall be submitted to 
arbitration. In other words, the limitation in these treaties is 
that questions which are not claims of right and which are not 
justiciable in accordance with the principles of law and equity 
shall not be arbitrated. It is therefore of very great impor- 
tance to make sure that we know, when we come to the adop- 
tion of these treaties now pending, exactly what a “claim of 
right, justiciable according to the principles of law or equity,” 
means. In the determination of this question, however, we are 
met at once by the fact that no one knows what the vital 
phrases of the first article actually mean or may be held to 
mean in this connection, for they have never been the subject of 
interpretation or even of consideration in the domain of inter- 
national law. 


Let us begin with the words “claim of right.” I haye heard 


this phrase referred to in debate as if its meaning and infent 
were as fixed and well known as those of “tort” or “trespass” 


or “life estate” or “contingent remainder,” to which last Mr. 
Fearne devoted the celebrated volume reputed to be one of the 
most profound and most difficult books in the whole range of 
legal reading. Not being aware of the exact meaning of the 
words “claim of right,” I tried at once to relieve myself of such 
unpardonable ignorance. I turned first to the most obvious source 
of knowledge, the dictionary, and I found no such phrase given 
in Bouvier. Under the word “claim” certain kinds of claims 
were defined, but there was nothing about a “claim of right.” 
Unenlightened, I turned to the word “ right,” and there I learned 
from the first line that a “right” is “a well-founded claim,” 
which seemed to indicate that a “claim of right” was a claim 
of a well-founded claim, or, more simply, a well-founded claim. 
The dictionary goes on to define “human rights,” “ inalien- 
able rights,“ and “divine right,” and then says: 

The idea of claim and that the claim must be well founded always 
constitutes the idea of right. 

Further on it is stated that— 

As rights precede government, so we find that now rights are 
acknowledged above governments and their states in the case of inter- 
national law. International law is founded on rights—that is, well- 
grounded claims which civilized states, as individuals, make upon one 
another. As governments come to be more and more clearly established 
rights are more clearly acknowledged and protected by the laws, and 
right comes to mean a claim acknowledged and protected by the law. 

From which I should deduce that a “claim of right” is 
simply a claim acknowledged and protected by law—that is, a 
legal claim. I searched in vain, however, through a number 
of textbooks of highest authority in international law for the 
words “claim of right.” That phrase appeared to be un- 
known to the best writers on the law of nations. I turned back 
then to the law as it is generally known, and in our Supreme 
Court Reports I found a definition which seemed to throw some 
light upon the object of my search. In delivering the opinion 
of the court in Prigg against Pennsylvania (16 Pet., 539) Mr. 
Justice Story, eminent both as a judge and as a writer upon 
law, said (p. 615): 5 

What is a claim? It is, in a just, juridical sénse, a demand of some 
matter as of right made by one person upon another, to do or to for- 
bear to do some act or thing as a matter of duty. 

In other words, a claim, to be a claim at all in a “just, 
juridical sense,” must be a claim of right, or, more simply, a 
legal claim which does not differ in essence or principle from the 
plain and easily understood words, “ differences which may arise 
of a legal nature,” as used in the 25 general arbitration 
treaties which we now have with 25 different countries. The 
advantage of the latter phrase is that everyone understands 
it, while the words “claim of right” are not apparently known 
as yet in the domain of international law and have still to be 
interpreted and accepted in that somewhat misty region where 
law exists without a sanction and is based on customs and tra- 
ditions many of which are ethically wrong according to modern 
ideas. I think, therefore, that we may assume that these 
treaties cover any international difference of a legal nature 
which is “justiciable” according to the principles of “law or 
equity.” We are, however, entirely in the dark as to the mean- 
ing which The Hague court or a special arbitral tribunal or a 
high commission of inquiry might give to the word “ jus- 
ticiable,” and for anyone to declare with an air of finality that 
it means this or that is merely an expression of the individual 
opinion of the man who attempts to furnish the definition. 

We are equally destitute of any authoritative definition or 
determination or interpretation as to the significance of the 
words “law or equity” in this international connection. The 
Senator from Maryland said that the committee had interpreted 
the word “equity” wrongly in arguing that the use of that 
word in these treaties would open the door to questions of every 
kind. The committee in its report and in what was there said 
about the words “law and equity” did not intend to suggest 
that these words of and by themselyes opened the door to an 
unlimited range of questions, All the committee desired to 
suggest was that “law or equity,” like the word “ justiciable,” 
in this connection entirely lacked any authoritative definition 
or interpretation. The report of the committee pointed out 
correctly, as it seems to me, that the word “equity” had in all 
English-speaking countries a technical and artificial sense for 
which other countries, where the English common law and 
equity do not prevail, afforded no exact parallel. This I be- 
lieve to be an absolutely accurate statement, both historically 
and legally. That equitable principles were understood by 
Roman jurists and find recognition in the modern codes, which 
are based upon the Roman system, is undoubted, but that is a 
very different thing from the accepted interpretation. of the 
words “law or equity” as used by English-speaking people. 
The analogy between our law and equity and the Roman 
jus civile, jus naturale, and jus gentium is as clear as it is ob- 
vious, but the origin and development of these ideas were not 
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at all the same in the Roman and English systems, and have 
resulted in practice in very different conceptions and definitions. 
Equity as a system, such as is known to us, is peculiar to those 
countries which have grown up under the English common law 
and has no parallel among those other nations which have 
grown up and developed their institutions under a system of 
jurisprudence derived from Rome. All this is the merest com- 
monplace, and the sole purpose of the committee in referring to 
the words “law or equity” was to point out, what I believe 
to be true, that those words were differently understood in 
different countries and had never yet found a common interpre- 
tation in international law in the connection in which they are 
used in these treaties. 

Therefore the limitation placed by Article I upon arbitrable 
questions is entirely undefined. No one knows and no one can 
know how tribunals of the future may construe those words. 
They may give them a yery narrow or a very broad applica- 
tion, but the opinion of anyone beforehand, no matter how 
eminent he may be, as to what these tribunals in the future 
will decide must, in the nature of things, be mere speculation, 
Such being the case, it is obviously of the utmost: importance 
that neither the United States nor Great Britain nor France 

should put itself in a position where it could not, while rigidly 
observing the terms of the treaty, decide in the last resort the 
extent of the limitation imposed upon the field of arbitration 
by the statement that questions not justiciable are not within 
that field. 

Tf these treaties, following the example of those now upon the 
statute books, had stopped with Article I, which enlarges and 
defines with a new definition the scope of arbitration, there 
would have been, I think, no question as to their immediate 
ratification, because under the terms of that article every special 
agreement—and there can be no arbitration without a special 
agreement in each case—was to be submitted by the President to 
the Senate for its advice and consent. No question, therefore, 
could be arbitrated under that article, if it stood alone, which 
had not received the approval, first, of the President and, sec- 
ondly, of the Senate; that is, of the entire treaty-making power 
of the United States. Under Article I alone, no matter how un- 
certain and undetermined the words of definition and limitation 
might be, there could be no danger of any question being forced 
to arbitration which in the opinion of the President and the Sen- 
ate was not properly arbitrable. But these treaties did not stop 
at that point. Articles II and III provide for an international 
commission of inquiry. These articles are identical, in substance 
if not in language, with the provisions of The Hague conventions 
for the establishment of commissions of inquiry, whose duty it 
shall be, after a delay of a year, to inquire into all the facts 
relating to the question in difference between two nations and to 
report thereon to the parties to the difference. The Hague pro- 
visions declare specifically that the report of such commissions 
of inquiry shall in no sense be an award, but shall be merely a 
statement of facts upon which the parties to the controversy may 
take such action as they see fit. It is just at this point that 
Articles II and III of these treaties depart entirely from The 
Hague provisions. In clause 3 of Article III in these treaties 
it is provided that the high commission of inquiry shall be 
authorized to decide, if there is not more than one dissenting 
vote, whether the question before them is arbitrable; and if 
they decide this question in the affirmative, then clause 3 of 
Article III declares unconditionally that the question shall be 
arbitrated. It is this clause which has engendered all the dis- 
cussion which has taken place in regard to these treaties and 
which has caused the Senate committee and, I believe, the 
Senate itself to feel that either some amendment or some clear 
explanation of the clause in the ratifying resolution is abso- 
lutely essential. Clause 3 of Article III has been differently in- 
terpreted by those who have discussed it. The Secretary of 
State, for whom I have not only the greatest regard as a friend 
but the highest respect as a lawyer, and whose legal opinion 
justly carries very great weight, has stated, in a speech which he 
made at Cincinnati, that clause 3 of Article III leaves the consti- 
tutional powers of the Senate, in dealing with a special agree- 
ment, wholly unimpaired. That is also the view of the Senator 
from North Dakota, of the Senator from Ohio, and, no doubt, of 
some others. I am unable personally to interpret that clause 
in that way. It seems to me to be final in its character, and 
that if it were adopted the Senate would be morally, if not 
legally, debarred from considering the arbitrability of any ques- 
tion involved in a special agreement which the high commission 
had previously declared to be arbitrable. I think this view is 


shared by a majority of those who have carefully considered 
these treaties. But whichever view is correct, there can be no 
doubt that the mere existence of divergent opinions as to the 
meaning of clause 3 makes it absolutely necessary either to omit 
that clause from the treaty or to interpret it in the ratifying 


resolution in such a way that no doubt can ever arise as to the 
understanding upon which it was accepted by the Government 
of the United States. This is essential, because if the yiew 
which I and others hold should be correct and should be held to 
be correct by other nations and by the commissions of inquiry 
for which the treaties provide, a situation would then be cre- 
ated to which, in my judgment, this Government ought never to 
assent. The reasons for refusing to assent to clause 3 of Arti- 
cle III, if interpreted as I interpret it, are two. One is the 
constitutional objection that it involves a delegation of the 
treatysmaking power; the other, which is the controling ren- 
son and one that can not in my judgment be set aside, is that, if 
I correctly interpret that clause, it causes the United States to 
make a promise which everyone knows would not be kept under 
certain contingencies and if certain situations should arise. Let 
me take these reasons in their order and speak first of the con- 
stitutional objection. 

Under this clause of Article III, as I read it, if the high 
commission of inquiry decides that a given question which has 
been submitted to them for investigation is, in their judgment, 
arbitrable, the President and the Senate are then bound mor- 
ally and in honor not to object to the special agreement which 
follows on the ground that the subject of that agreement is 
not arbitrable. In other words, the President and the Senate 
would have divested themselves of the right to pass upon the 
arbitrability of the question involved in the special agreement. 
Whether the subject of a treaty or agreement is one upon which 
a treaty or agreement can properly be made is, of course, the 
most vital point involved, and it is precisely the decision of 
this vital point which is taken from the treaty-making power 
of the United States as established by the Constitution and 
given to the high commissions of inquiry which are to be es- 
tablished in the future in accordance with the terms of these 
treaties. Does this transfer of authority, so far as the right 
to consider the arbitrability of any given question is concerned, 
constitute a delegation of the treaty-making power? 

In Field against Clark (U. S. Repts., 143, p. 692) the court says: 

That Congress can not bere or legislative power to the President is 
a principle universally recognized as yital to the integrity and main- 
tenance of the system of government ordained by the Constitution. 

The court then quoted, with approval, from Locke's appeal 
(72 Pa. St., 491-498) the following words: 

The legislature can not delegate its power to make a law. 

And then said: 

What has been said is equally applicable to the objection that the third 
section of the act invests the ident with treaty-making power. 

The Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Lamar dissented, but not 
upon these propositions. The question at issue in Field against 
Clark was whether a certain provision of the tariff act was a 
delegation of legislative and treaty-making power or not, but 
the whole court was agreed on the proposition that the legisla- 
tive and treaty-making powers could not be delegated. I take 
it that this general principle is not open to dispute, and that 
the only point inyolyed here is whether the third clause of 
Article III constitutes a delegation of the treaty-making power. 
It may also be properly said in this connection that when the 
general arbitration treaties submitted by President Roosevelt 
in December, 1904, were before the Senate the Senate took 
the ground that these treaties attempted to delegate the treaty- 
making power to the President, and by an overwhelming vote 
inserted the word “treaty” in the arbitration treaties then 
before them, thus securing the submission to the Senate of all 
special agreements which might be made under the terms of 
the proposed treaties. I recall this fact because it shows that 
the Senate then took the ground laid down by the court in Field 
against Clark that the treaty-making power could not be dele- 
gated, in whole or in part, to the President, and a fortiori could 
not be delegated to any outside body. 

In the course of the public discussion, which this question 
has caused, Mr. Rogers, the dean of the Yale Law School, with 
the acumen and learning which one would expect from the 
occupant of that important position, referred to postal treaties 
as precedents which sustained the proposition that clause 3 of 
Article III did not involve a delegation of the treaty-making 
power so far as to be obnoxious to the general principle. ‘The 
history and practice of the Government in regard to postal 
treaties or conventions are not unknown to the Senate, and 
if Mr. Rogers had extended his researches beyond the act of 
1872, I think it possible that he might have seen reason to at- 
tach less value to postal treaties as precedents bearing upon the 
case now presented. From the beginning of the Government to 
the present day postal treaties, conventions, or agreements have 
never been submitted to the Senate for its advice and consent, 
as all other treaties and conventions have been submitted; * that 
is, postal agreements in any form have never been regarded 


1See note on p. 2605. 
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as falling within the jurisdiction of the treaty-making power. 
The determination of the rates of foreign postage has never 
been regarded from the adoption of the Constitution to the 
present time as a function of the treaty-making power imposed 
by the Constitution upon the President and Senate of the United 
States. It will not be out of place, I think, to trace briefiy the 
course of governmental action in regard to settling the rates of 
foreign postage. In the act establishing the Post Office De- 
partment, approved February 20, 1792, it is provided in section 
26 as follows: 

The Postmaster General may make arrangements with the post- 
masters in any foreign country for the reciprocal receipt and delivery 
of letters and packets through the post offices. 

This clause was-repeated in the same words in the act of 
1794, the act of 1799, and the act of 1825, and upon this simple 
provision the entire system of treaties and conventions for de- 
termining the rates of foreign postage has been built up. All 
these acts, it may also be mentioned in passing, fixed the rates 
to be charged for foreign postage in the United States, and au- 
thorized the Postmaster General to make arrangements for the 
receipt and delivery of letters and packets with the captains of 
vessels which carried mails. Not many years after the passage 
of the act of 1825, the cheapening of postal rates on domestic 
letters and the development of steam transportation made it 
obyious that the simple arrangements authorized by the early 
acts were inadequate, especially when it became necessary to 
protect the United States against unfair discrimination in the 
postal rates of other countries. Accordingly in the act to re- 
duce and modify the rates of postage in the United States, and 
for other purposes, approved March 3, 1851, the following pro- 
vision was made: 

The Postmaster General, by and with the advice and consent of the 
President of the United States, shall be, and he hereby is, authorized to 
reduce or enlarge, from time to time, the rates of postage upon all 
letters and other mallable matter conveyed between the United States 
and any forei country, for the purpose of making better postal ar- 
rangements with other governments, or counteracting any adverse 
measures affecting our postal intercourse with foreign countries. 

By this statute the rates on foreign postage were no longer 
fixed by law, but the power to determine what they should 
be was left to the Postmaster General so that he might be able 
to secure fair rates from other countries. By this statute, also, 
power was conferred upon the Postmaster General, by and with 
the advice and consent of the President, to make arrangements 
for postal rates with foreign governments instead of with the 
postmasters in foreign countries at the ports of delivery, as had 
been provided by the old laws. Under this new act successive 
Postmasters General made conventions with many countries in 
regard to reciprocal rates of postage, and these conventions were 
in the ordinary treaty form and were signed by the duly em- 
powered officers of the governments concerned. In 1872 another 
act was passed, consolidating and codifying the postal rates, 
and this statute provided as follows: 

For the purpose of making better postal arrangements with foreign 
countries, or to counteract thelr adverse measures 3 our postal 
intercourse with them, the Postmaster General, by and with the advice 
and consent of the President, may negotiate and conclude postal treaties 
or conyentions, and may reduce or increase the rates of postage on 
mail matter conveyed between the United States and foreign countries. 

This recognized by name the conventions which it had been 
customary to make in previous years and also added the word 
“treaties,” which made it look superficially as if the treaty- 
making power had to that extent been delegated. Under this 
clause many conventions were made, and the United States 
became, in 1897, a member of the International Postal Union. 
The use of the word “ treaties,” however, has really no signifi- 
cance in regard to the treaty-making power in this connection, 
for, as I have shown, no postal conventions were ever submitted 
to the Senate. The whole matter of foreign postage was ar- 
ranged by statute from the beginning of the Government, and 
the power to deal with foreign postage was committed to the 
Postmaster General in exactly the same way as the transmis- 
sion of domestic letters and the making of contracts for carry- 
ing the mails within the United States. The words “treaties 
and conventions” were used in the statute of 1872 simply as 
a matter of convenience, and the conventions of the middle of 
the last century and the modern Postal Union are merely out- 
growths of the system established in the act of 1792, by which 
the Postmaster General was authorized to make arrangements 
with postmasters in other countries for the receipt and deliy- 
ery of foreign mails. In other words, the matter of foreign 
postage and the transmission of foreign mails was dealt with 
by Congress under the specific power which the Constitution 
gives it to establish post offices and post roads. Of course, 
carrying the mails and fixing rates of postage are necessary 
incidents of the power to establish post offices, for a post office 
without mails is inconceivable. Congress also had the un- 
doubted right to deal with this matter under its general power 


to regulate foreign commerce, to which, again, the transmission 


of letters is a necessary incident. In fact, all our treaties of 
amity, commerce, and navigation are based on the understand- 
ing that we maintain with other nations the comity which is 
universal among all civilized peoples, and of which the inter- 
change of letters, newspapers, and periodicals is a necessary 
and inalienable part. It is thus apparent that the practice of 
making postal treaties and conyentions has no relation whatever 
to the treaty-making power, and the authority given to the Presi- 
dent to make such treaties and conventions is not and never has 
been a delegation of that power and has never been so consid- 
ered. The authority conferred upon the President in this respect 
comes from the constitutional authority to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and to establish post offices and post roads, 
which is much more specific than the treaty-making power and 
removes from that general authority the particular subject of 
postal communication. No precedent for the delegation of the 
treaty-making power is to be discovered in the postal conven- 
tions which we habitually make with other countries. 

The case in regard to Indian treaties, which have also been 
mentioned in this connection, is eyen simpler. The Indian 
treaties have no application here, for there has been in that case 
no suggestion of any delegation of power. From 1789 to 1871 
treaties with the Indians were made by the President, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, in the same way as 
treaties with foreign nations. (See Butler, Treaty-making 
Power, Vol. II, pp. 197-199.) In 1867, by an amendment to 
the deficiency bill, the President and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs were prohibited from entering into treaties with 
the Indians unless appropriation was made for the expense of 
the negotiation. Four months later this law was repealed, and 
in 1871 the Indian appropriation bill provided that no Indian 
nation or tribe should be acknowledged or recognized as an 
independent nation with whom the United States could con- 
tract by treaty. This ended our treaty relations with the 
Indians, whose affairs haye since that time been regulated by 
statute, and the last Indian treaty under the old system was 
ratified by the Senate on February 26, 1869. There is, of course, 
no delegation of treaty-making power to be found in these 
facts and no precedent can be drawn from them, Neither In- 
dian treaties, which were always made with the ratification of 
the Senate until such treaties were prohibited by law, nor 
postal treaties or conventions, which were never submitted to 
the Senate, have any bearing on a case like that presented by 
the two treaties now pending. 

The suggestion, therefore, that in these two directions prece- 
dents could be found for the delegation of the treaty-making 
power falis to the ground. There is no such precedent in either 
case, and we come back to the proposition already cited, which 
was so broadly laid down by the court in the case of Field 
against Clark, that neither the legislative nor the treaty- 
making power can be delegated, and, as I have said, the only 
question is whether the provision of clause 3 constitutes such 
delegation, On that point every man must decide for himself, 
for there are no precedents to guide us. It will not be con- 
tested that the making of an arbitration treaty, whether special 
or general, is an exercise of the treaty-making power and 
could not be delegated—that is, we could not establish a com- 
mission, whether composed of citizens of the United States or 
of foreigners or of both, to make special agreements for the 
arbitration of differences with other countries, as they might 
arise, which would bind the United States. No one for a 
moment would sustain such a proposition as that. We could 
no more delegate the power to make an arbitration treaty to 
any outside body than we could delegate the power to make a 
boundary treaty or a treaty of peace or an extradition treaty. 
The courts have held repeatedly that, when Congress confers 
upon the President the right to put a certain law into opera- 
tion or to stop the operation of a given law on the occurrence 
of a certain contingency, this does not constitute a delega- 
tion of the legislative power. Of the soundness of this rule 
I think there can be no question, but in the delegation of the 
power to make an arbitration treaty there is no room for the 
application of this rule. It is not a case in which a law is to 
come into operation when a certain event occurs. It is the un- 
limited power to make a treaty, the terms of which are not 
known and which shall be the supreme law of the land on the 
occurrence of events which no one can define beforehand. If 
it be true, and I think it can not be questioned, that the Presi- 
dent and the Senate can not delegate to an outside commission 
the power to make a treaty, it seems to me that it necessarily 
follows that they can not delegate the power to make a part of 
any treaty. To do so does not involve putting into force a de- 
fined law contingent upon the occurrence of a certain event, 
but is the exercise of a constitutional power in whole or in part. 
If we can not delegate the whole power I do not see how it can 
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be argued that we can delegate a part of it, and it certainly 
can not be urged that the arbitrability of any question is not a 
na and essential part of the power to make an arbitration 
reaty. 

For these reasons it seems to me, personally, perfectly clear 
that clause 3 of Article III, under the interpretation which I 
give it, involves a delegation of the treaty-making power. I 
am aware that eminent lawyers like Mr. Choate and Mr. 
Edmunds think that no delegation of power is here involved, 
while Mr. Olney, who is not only one of our most eminent 
lawyers, but who held with great distinction the high offices of 
Attorney General and Secretary of State of the United States, 
takes a different view and concurs in principle with that 
which I have tried to set forth. I can only say that for myself 
I am utterly unable to conceive that the provisions of clause 3 
of Article III, as I interpret it, do not constitute a delegation of 
the treaty-making power. As fhe Secretary of State interprets 
that clause, it of course does not, because he does not give 
it the meaning which I attribute to it, but with the meaning 
generally given to the clause it seems to me that it is a delega- 
tion of the treaty-making power, which we know from the 
Janguage of the court in Field against Clark can no more be 
delegated than the legislative power. 

The constitutional question of the delegation of power is not, 
however, the controlling reason for the objection to clause 3 
of Article III, if it is given the interpretation which I place 
upon it. I do not, in saying this, underrate the importance of 


any doubt concerning the constitutionality of this or any other |. 


clause, whether in a bill or treaty, but there is a division of 
opinion on the constitutional question here presented and 
opposing views in regard to it, as I have just said, are held by 
lawyers and jurists of the greatest eminence. The other 
objection, which is neither constitutional nor legal, is open, 
in my opinion, to no such uncertainty, if my interpretation of 
clause 3 of Article III be correct that we make in that clause 
a promise to arbitrate any question which the high commission 
of inquiry declares to be arbitrable. We should in this way 
divest the treaty-making power of the United States—not only 
the Senate but the President—of all opportunity to say whether 
under certain contingencies the question involved in a special 
agreement is arbitrable or not. It is needless for me to point 
out that in every agreement for the arbitration of a specific 
difference between two nations the most important, the most 
vital question to be decided fs whether it is an arbitrable ques- 
tion; that is, whether it comes within the limitations prescribed 
by Article I of this treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I should be obliged if the Senator from 
Mississippi would let me complete my argument, and then I 
will answer any question, if I can, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It comes right here, at this very point. It 
would be useless later. 

Mr. LODGE. Go on and state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not ask it if it interferes with the 
Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. No; go on and ask it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Suppose the President of the United States 
did not raise the question of the justiciableness of a question 
sought to be submitted to arbitration; suppose that, without 
invoking clause 3 of Article IIT at all, because it was unneces- 
sary to invoke it, the Executive of the United States admitted 
the arbitrableness or the justiciableness of the question. Then 
there would be a special agreement which would come to the 
Senate, upon which the Senate would pass in the usual con- 
stitutional way? 

Now, then, I understand the Senator to say that, under clause 3 
of Article III, a question having been raised as to the justiciable- 
ness, and that question of interpretation having been submitted 
to the high court of inquiry and it having been decided that the 
question is justiciable, that then, unless that decision that it 
was justiciable came back to the Senate, the Senate would be 
deprived of some of its constitutional power. 

Now, the question I want to ask the Senator is this: Suppose 
the President had decided that the question was justiciable, 
without any reference to the high court and this special agree- 
ment was entered into, would not the President's action in de- 
ciding that it was justiciable be just as much—and no more 
and no less—an intrenchment upon the prerogatives of the 
Senate as the decision of the high court of inquiry? 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. One more question, because the Senator 
can answer both at the same time. Does clause 3 of Article III 
do anything except this, when the question of justiciableness is 
decided, if it is decided that the question is justiciable, to put 
the whole matter back under clause 1, where it would have been 
if the President had decided it was justiciable in the beginning? 

Mr. LODGE. As it appears to me, if the President sends 
in a treaty or a special agreement of arbitration, and he 
thinks, as of course he must think, if he sends it for our ap- 
proval, that the question involved is justiciable, that is his 
view as a part of the treaty-making power, and in no way binds 
the Senate or impairs the powers of the Senate. 

My sole point is that, as it is possible under this treaty to 
take any question before the high commission without the 
assent of the President and without the assent of the Senate, 
if the high commission then decides that it is arbitrable, the 
President is debarred from raising the question of the arbitra- 
bility of it under clause 3, and we should be debarred when 
the agreement comes to us. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But suppose the President should decide 
that a question was arbitrable and justiciable and the Senate 
did not agree with him? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senate is not bound by anything the Presi- 
dent does. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Neither do I so maintain. But suppose the 
President should decide that a question was justiciable. Would 
we be bound 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To accept his decision, by anything the 
President does? And if not bound by the whole treaty to accept 
his interpretation, why are we any more bound to accept that of 
the high court? 

Mr. LODGE. We should be no more bound than he is to 
accept the decision of these people in a certain contingency. 
My whole point is that clause 3 of Article III does bind us. 
The commission of inquiry is not put in the place of the Presi- 
dent. Their relation in this matter when they decide on the 
arbitrability of a question is an independent relation, and their 
action binds, according to my interpretation of the clause. 

All other questions connected with a special agreement are 
insignificant compared to this one, and yet it is upon this vital 
question that we promise to set aside the treaty-making power 
of the United States and entrust it to an outside commission 
unknown to the Constitution. 

In dealing with this promise made, as I conceive, in the last 
clause of the third article there are two important facts of a 
general character which should be carefully remembered at the 
outset. One, as I have already pointed out, is that if we make 
these treaties with France and England we can not, without 
creating a most undesirable situation, refuse to make treaties 
in precisely similar terms with other friendly nations who 
may ask us to do so, and our possible relations with all other 
nations are by no means the same as those which so fortunately 
exist between this country on the one side and Great Britain 
and France upon the other. These treaties, therefore, must be 
considered not simply with relation to England and France 
but as to their meaning and effect if adopted with all other 
nations. 

The second fact to be remembered—and this is often and gen- 
erally overlooked—is that all the differences with other nations 
in which we shall be involved will be American questions. We 
have no interests in Europe. It has been our settled policy 
from the foundation of the Government to hold ourselyes en- 
tirely aloof from all European questions. This attitude was 
recommended by Washington in his farewell address, and we 
have never departed from it. On the other hand, the powers 
of Europe have now and always have had many important in- 
terests in the American Hemisphere. If you will glance over the 
list of arbitrations in which the United States has taken part, 
you will find, I think, that without exception they concerned 
American questions. Pecuniary claims may of course arise any- 
where, but apart from these, which are not serious as a matter 
of international difference, all the great arbitral settlements in 
which the United States has taken part, with the exception of 
the Alabama claims, haye concerned American boundaries or 
the rights of the United States on the American Continent, 
under treaties or otherwise. In assenting to general arbitration 
treaties, therefore, we must go much further and give much 
more than any other nation, for the questions which we 
promise to arbitrate are, in the necessity of things, American 
questions. Other nations promise to arbitrate American ques- 
tions, but the whole great range of European and Eastern 
questions in which they are involved are not affected by 
any treaty which they make with us. There is therefore 
reason for much greater care upon our part in making general 
arbitration treaties than on the part of the European powers, 
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for with us these treaties embrace questions of primary interest 
to the United Sfates, but only questions of secondary interest 
to the powers of Europe. Owing to this fact we have in the 
past been put, again and again, in a position, under an arbitra- 
tion, where we might easily lose and could by no possibility 
gain, even if the case was decided wholly and absolutely in our 
fayor. Unfortunately for the cause of arbitration, the decisions 
of arbitral tribunals have commonly resulted in a diplomatic 
compromise, and on account of the conditions which I have just 
set forth we have been at a disadvantage, because any compro- 
mise necessarily fell short of our position, whereas with the 
nations with whom we joined in arbitration the case was exactly 
reversed, for they, submitting only American questions, could 
not lose materially and were tolerably certain to gain something. 
These two general conditions, inherent in our geographical po- 
sition and in our uniform and traditional policy, constitute, as 
I have said, a most important reason for peculiar care on our 
part in making either special arbitral agreements or general 
promises of arbitration in future cases. We do not and we 
can not enter upon these agreements on an equality of risk 


with tite other nations with which we treat. This consideration 


aldo disposes of the argument, which I have seen advanced, that 
we could afford to agree to anything that was set down in a 
tregty of arbitration, because the nations with which we made 
it agreed to it and were as much affected by it as we. They 
are not as much affected by it as we, because the principal inter- 
ests of the nations of Europe are not involved and never will 
be involved in any treaty of arbitration which they make with 
us, whereas with the United States the exact reverse is the 
case. 

Now, assuming constantly that the interpretation of this 
clause is that which I have given to it, and which I say again 
most people give to it, let us see where such a promise would 
lead. There may be, I suppose, persons who are willing to sub- 
mit the arbitrability of every international question that can 
possibly arise to the decision of an outside commission made up 
in whole or in part of the citizens or subjects of foreign nations. 

such persons there is of course nothing perilous or objection- 
able in clause 3 of Article III, as I have interpreted it, but if 
those who hold this view are consistent they are, according to 
my thinking, neither patriotic nor prudent. In the present stage 
of human development they occupy a position which to my mind 
is extremely dangerous to the peace and welfare of their own 
country. But the great mass of the people of this country 
believe that there are certain questions that might arise which 
they would never consent to submit to the arbitration of any 
outside tribunal. The President of the United States, in a 
speech which he made at Rochester soon after the close of the 
last session, admitted this, saying that of course there were 
certain questions which were not arbitrable, and mentioning 
three at least as coming within this category. From the Presi- 
dent down I believe this to be, as I have said, not only the 
view of the American people, but of every responsible and 
reflecting public man. Even if a President and Senate thought 
otherwise there are certain questions which the people of the 
United States would never permit any President or any Senate 
to submit to arbitration. Now, under the clause, as I am inter- 
preting it, I know of no question which we should not be bound 
to arbitrate if the high commission of inquiry decided it to be 
arbitrable. It is no reply to say that we should have the right 
to appoint American members of these high commissions and 
that no American commissioners would ever agree to the arbi- 
tration of such questions as I have in mind. Such an assertion 
is equivalent to declaring that we are to avoid a promise which 
we are not willing to fulfill by packing the tribunal to which 
its arbitrability is submitted; in other words, that we are to 
defeat and absolutely disregard the entire purpose of these 
provisions for a high commission of inquiry, which are taken 
bodily from The Hague convention, and to which clause 8 of 
Article IIT is an appendage unknown to The Hague agreement. 
We can not afford to make a promise which we know in certain 
cases we should not keep and then deliberately propose to es- 
cape from our promise by packing the tribunal to which we 
have agreed to submit the question. Neither peace nor any 
other good cause can be advanced by such devious methods as 
that. If we are to make the promise, as I understand it in that 
clause, then I say we are morally bound, bound in honor, bound 
by every obligation of good faith to keep the promise exactly 
as it is intended. Let me now, as illustrating the dangers to 
which such a promise would expose us, state a few examples of 
the perils which I foresee. 

Suppose, for example, some great Eastern power should di- 
rectly or indirectly take possession of a harbor on the west 
coast of Mexico for the purpose of making it a naval station 
and a place of arms, I am using no imagination in suggesting 


such a case. It is not very long since an indirect movement 
was begun, and it is apparently still on foot, to obtain posses- 
sion for a foreign power of Magdalena Bay, so I may fairiy 
suppose that such a case might arise, If it did, we should imme- 
diately intervene. We should declare that this was a violation 
of our constant policy known as the Monroe doctrine. The 
nation seeking the station on the coast of Mexico would then say, 
“Very well, let us take this to arbitration.” We could not help 
ourselves, for under the terms of the treaty either party to a 
dispute can bring the other before the high commission of 
inquiry, and the Monroe doctrine would then be submitted to 
them by us as a bar to the arbitrability of the question. 

The Monroe doctrine in general terms would not and could 
not, as an abstract proposition, come before the commission, 
but it would appear there inevitably as incidental to the taking 
of the harbor on the west coast of Mexico as proposed by 
the foreign power. A year may, and in practice would cer- 
tainly, elapse before the matter would be taken up by the 
commission, and during that time the foreign power would go 
on strengthening its hold upon the position which it had taken. 
Then comes the investigation of the commission. Under the 
general principles of international law the foreign power would 
have a perfect right to secure that land by purchase or treaty. 
The only bar that we could plead to their doing so would be 
that the action of the foreign power threatened our safety and 
violated our settled policy; that is, the Monroe doctrine. What 
chance do you think the Monroe doctrine would have before 
a commission made up in part of persons not Americans? The 


Monroe doctrine is not international law. It is the policy of 


the United States, declared after ample consideration as essen- 
tial to its safety, and the strength of the doctrine is exactly 
that of the power of the United States and of its Navy. Sup- 
pose the commission decided it was an arbitrable question. Do 
you think the American people would arbitrate it? I do not, 
and I do not think it ought to be arbitrated. We should decline 
to arbitrate it, and the treaty would be disregarded, with all 
the unpleasant consequences which a disregard of treaty obliga- 
tions always involves. 

Take another example. The Galapagos Islands lie not far 
from the western mouth of the canal. They belong to Ecuador. 
Let us suppose, what has happened in the past on more than 
one occasion, and even before the building of the canal was 
contemplated, that some western or eastern power was re- 
ported as intending to buy those islands. This again is not 
an imaginary case. Inquiries have been made of Ecuador, as 
I have said, on more than one occasion whether she contem- 
Plated the sale of those islands, and she has been told politely 
and diplomatically that if those islands were to be sold there 
was only one purchaser in the world. Suppose, I say, they 
should now be offered for sale and some western or eastern 
power should try to buy them. Again we should intervene and 
we should find ourselves discussing before an arbitral tribunal 
whether those islands, essential to the safety of the canal, could 
be sold to some foreign power in flagrant violation of the Mon- 
roe doctrine. 

Pass to the other mouth of the canal. Look on the map. You 
will find a very important island there called Curacao. It be- 
longs to Holland, which is entirely satisfactory to us. Suppose 
that in the chances and changes of European politics that 
island should pass into the control of a great military power. 
Do you think we should submit that question to arbitration, 
no matter what we promised? I do’not think we should. I 
think the promise would be broken. I do not think the Ameri- 
can people, who have paid for and built the canal, propose to 
have it endangered by the presence of any new neighbors at 
either end. 

Take the question of immigration—Chinese or, if you prefer, 
Asiatic. We now have a treaty of general arbitration with 
China and could hardly refuse to make another along the new 
lines. The question of immigration in that case and in others 
might be a question arising under a treaty, and nothing is more 
arbitrable than the interpretation of treaties, or it might be 
merely a general question as to how far our general treaties 
permitted us to pass exclusion or restriction laws in regard to 
immigrants. I see no way to preyent such a question under this 
treaty being brought before an arbitral tribunal if the high 
commission of inquiry should decide it to be arbitrable. I do 
not believe the American people would ever permit such a ques- 
tion to be arbitrated. I do not think it ever would be arbitrated 
by the people of the United States, and any promise that we 
would arbitrate it would be broken in an instant. 

Take the question of the southern bonds. I do not think that 
question ought to go to arbitration. My friend the Senator 


from Mississippi thinks it could not be taken to arbitration be- 
cause the claim concerns the debts of States. It seems to me, if 
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he will permit me to say so, that that is a question of the merits 
and does not touch the question of jurisdiction. The question 
first to be decided is the question of jurisdiction, and what is 
to prevent any country from asking that these pecuniary claims 
should go before a high commission of inquiry to decide 
whether they are arbitrable? We could not preyent their going 
there by saying anything about the States. One party to the 
controversy can take the question before the high commission, 
and there the question of the arbitrability of those bonds would 
be decided. Then, if you please, the argument that they are 
State obligations could be advanced upon the merits of the case, 
but it seems to me to be forgotten by those who lightly dismiss 
this question that foreign nations do not recognize and can not 
recognize a State of the Union. The only authority that a for- 
eign power can recognize in this instance is the United States. 
In our foreign policy the States under the Constitution have no 
existence. As a general proposition, what is there more proper 
for arbitration than a pecuniary claim? If we can not arbitrate 
pecuniary claims, what can we arbitrate? These particular 
claims are based on bonds signed and sealed with the seals of 
the several States. Owing to the circumstances under which 
those debts were contracted, we believe that they were in very 
large measure, if not entirely, fraudulent. We separate them 
and take them out from the ordinary class of pecuniary claims. 
Our reasons for doing so are well known to us and rest on the 
broad grounds of justice and right, but the world neither knows 
nor understands our reasons. Whatever the decision of the 
high commission might be on this question, I for one do not 
believe in ever permitting the question of these bonds to go 
before any outside tribunal. They are our own concern. I do 
not believe that they should be even discussed before a board 
composed in whole or in part of foreigners, and you can not pre- 
vent their being brought there if you assent to this treaty with- 
out any modification of clause 3. 

Are you ready to submit to arbitration the question of the 
right of expatriation which we haye supported, insisted upon, 
and enforced for more than fifty years? Will you arbitrate with 
Russia the question of her right to discriminate against certain 
classes of American citizens on the ground of race and religion, 
as we discriminate against certain immigrants on the grounds 
of crime and disease? I am not willing to submit those ques- 
tions to arbitration, and I will not promise to do so. It is easy 
to show that there are other questions not properly arbitrable 
which might be brought before this commission. The tolls to be 
charged by us in the Panama Canal, which we have built at our 
own expense, might be brought before a tribunal, in whole or 
in part composed of foreigners, to be fixed and determined by 
them. Worse than this, our title to our own canal might be 
called in question. Three successive Secretaries of State have 
refused, and properly refused, to submit our title to the canal 
to arbitration, and now under clause 3 of Article III, as I in- 
terpret it, we might be forced to submit that title to The Hague 
court or some outside tribunal. The men who rejected the 
Hay-Herran treaty because they hoped to extort more than ten 
millions from us for their own use and behoof are even now 
struggling, through assistants in this country who mean to 
‘share the spoil, to secure by arbitration what they failed to 
obtain by blackmail and could not seize by violence. Our title 
to the canal or to our territory anywhere is not to be dragged 
before any arbitral tribunal for examination and determina- 
tion, and nothing should be subscribed to by us which by any 
twisting could be construed into a promise that we would sub- 
mit such a question to any judgment but our own. I might 
cite other instances of questions not arbitrable or to be arbi- 
trated, but I have said enough to show what might happen 
under the last clause of Article ITI. 

As it is to-day those questions to which I have alluded are 
peacefully at rest. There is not a nation on earth that would 
for one moment think of raising those questions with the United 
States; but if clause 3 is ratified and is given the interpretation 
which I put upon it—and the final decision as to the interpre- 
tation will rest with the high commission itself—we shall find 
all these questions starting into life. We are tempting, we are 
inviting, other nations to raise these perilous and vital ques- 
tions, which now slumber peacefully in a sleep which should 
know no waking. If they were raised, they would come in such 
form, some of them, that this treaty would be blown to the 
winds and be as if it had never been. That is the danger which 
I apprehend, and I apprehend it not because I fear for the 
United States, not because I am alarmed lest the Monroe doc- 
trine be overturned and our immigration laws interfered with, 
for neither this nor any other treaty will be permitted to 
destroy the safeguards which certain policies throw around 
the United States. I fear it because I am the friend of peace, 
and, in my opinion, no greater disaster could befall the cause 


of peace than to make a promise in a treaty designed to pro- 
mote peace which we know when we make it will not be kept 
in certain contingencies. Nothing could do more harm to the 
cause we all have at heart than such an outcome as this. When 
we make a general promise of arbitration we must make noth- 

more and nothing less than a promise which we intend to 
1 to the very letter of the agreement. There is no other 
way in which peace or any other great cause can be advanced. 
The cause of peace can not be promoted by eloquent allusions 
to plowshares, pruning hooks, and olive branches, still less by 
pretense or by cloudy or furtive devices. I will go just as far 
as I can in promoting peace, but I will not retard the cause 
of peace by promising on paper what I know can not be per- 
formed in action. - No country has done more to further the 
cause of peace by arbitration than the United States, and noth- 
ing could be more harmful to the cause of peace than to have 
the United States, the leader in the good work, make a promise 
which in any and every contingency she could not and would 
not keep. Washington, I know, is not regarded in these days 
by advanced political thinkers as an authority of much weight 
in dealing with public questions, and yet I can not forbear 
citing the wise words which he uttered in his first message 
transmitting an Indian treaty. He said then: 

It_ doubtless is important that all treaties and compacts formed by 
the United States with other nations, whether civi or not, should 
be made with caution and executed with fidelity. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I feel very strongly that 
the paragraph which has been the cause of all this discussion 
should be placed beyond the possibility of doubt. I should pre- 
fer to leave it out of the treaty, where it is of no advantage 
and has simply aroused suspicion, misgivings, and opposition; 
but I have no desire in a matter like this to insist upon my 
own preference as to the method of amendment. If it is thought 
best not to take the clause from the treaty, then let it be in- 
terpreted in the resolution of ratification, which becomes part 
of the treaty, so that no man can ever misunderstand it. It is 
for this reason that I offer a resolution of ratification which 
gives to that clause the meaning which those who favor the 
unamended treaty say it now possessses and which all the rest 
of the world say it ought to possess. Such a proposition is 
entitled to command every vote. 

We have, as a Nation, rendered real service to the cause of 
peace on earth. We hope that a still further service may be 
rendered by these treaties. But no good end is served—on the 
contrary, great harm may be caused—by employing doubtful 
language or by overrating what has already been accomplished 
or what we are now striving to do. These treaties do not mark 
the dawn of universal peace as proclaimed in the thoughtful 
statements of the newspaper headlines. They are but one step, 
ina long march. Other steps have preceded them. Many, many 
others it is to be hoped will follow, all advancing us toward 
the haven where we would be. Slowly, very slowly, we have 
drawh ourselves out from the ceaseless welter of private wars 
which afflicted western civilization for more than a thousand 
years. Three hundred years more passed before we could get 
free from the old system of reprisals without declared and 
public hostilities, which amounted to private war among the 
citizens of different nations. Now we are in the last stage 
seeking to put an end to public and declared wars among the 
nations of the earth. In the last century progress was made. 
In the last twenty-five years the advance has been remarkable. 
But it would be worse than folly to suppose that in a few short 
years we can cover the last stage of a journey which consumed 
fifteen centuries in traversing the first two. We have girdled the 
globe and annihilated time with the electric current. We have 
brought space on the earth into subjection by the power of 
steam and electricity. We have entered upon the conquest of 
the air. But when we seek the establishment of lasting and 
universal peace we meet an elenient more elusive, more impal- 
pable, more difficult of conquest than time or space or air, a 
condition more unchanged, unchanging, and unchangeable than 
any other in recorded history—human nature. It is easier to 
dominate the forces of nature and lead them captive than to 
subdue ourselves and master our own passions. The road 
which lies before us if we would secure universal peace is both 
long and steep. We shall not pass over it in one lifetime, nor, 
it is to be feared, in the lifetime of many generations. We 
shall have done our duty and earned our reward if under our 
leadership the march has been forward and onward and if we 
hold all we gain. We shall deserve well of posterity if— 

The victors when they come, 
When the forts of folly fali 
Find our bodies at the wall. 

If, then, we would succeed in our work, let us look facts in the 
face and not wander darkling, the victims of words and illu- 
sions. Actual peace will be, as it always has been, best 
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preserved by enlightened men who are charged with the con- 
duct of governments in crises which go beyond the strength of 
arbitral tribunals, In support of such men and for the diffusion 
of the spirit of peace and the habit of peaceful settlement of 
international disputes much can be done by promoting arbitra- 
tion in every possible way. Herein lies the value of these 
treaties and all similar agreements. But this is the easiest 
part of the work. To attribute to these or any treaties of like 
character a force and effect which they do not possess does 
harm and not good. Instruments like these are important, but 
to treat them as if they were the be-all and the end-all here, 
and if when once attained wars would cease, is not only false 
but injurious. 

I have a great respect for those who labor in the cause of 
peace, but I would have them look facts in the face. Even now 
while all the vast and well-endowed enginery of agitation has 
been put into operation to secure the ratification of these 
treaties, to which nobody is opposed, there is fighting in China 
and in Persia and declared war between Italy and Turkey. 
There are great fields for labor in the cause of peace. There it 
is possible to put peace in the place of actual and existent war, 
a more immediate service to humanity than reciprocal promises 
to arbitrate interchanged by nations between whom war is 
practically inconceivable. The treaties now pending with 
Nicaragua and Honduras will do more, if ratified, to stop the 
killing of men by their fellow men than any general arbitration 
treaties made by nations between which war is well-nigh im- 
possible. I call these treaties to the attention of the friends of 
peace and ask them to consider the results of a similiar treaty 
now existing with San Domingo. 

Let me also remind them of certain facts in recent and 
present history. The total loss of life by wars during 1911 
in actual battle amounted to 72,000, in round numbers, as 
compared with 13,000 in 1910, 68,000 in 1909, and 22,000 in 1908. 
In making this enumeration no account is taken of the large 
number who must have perished in massacres which have fre- 
quently characterized both the pending wars in China and 
Tripoli, but of which no estimate has been made. The losses 
as reported are as follows: China, 41,878; Tripoli, 13,309; 
Mexico, 7,624; Arabia, 2,790; Morocco, 1,913; Persia, 1,800; 
Central Africa, 1,249; Paraguay, 300; Haiti, 71; Honduras, 55; 
Portugal, 44; Spain, 41; Formosa, 30; Philippines, 62; Ecuador, 
11. These are grievous statistics. Werejoice in our own peace, 
which basks beneath cloudless skies; but peace knows no bound- 
aries, and here in these cold figures is told a tale of suffering 
and misery which cries aloud to all lovers of humanity for 
remedy, alleviation, and help. A few months ago three of the 
greatest nations of the world were on the verge of a war which 
would have been a disaster to mankind and a reproach to 
civilization. By.the wisdom of those charged with the responsi- 
bilities of government and by the infinence of the financial in- 
terests, which many eminent persons think unworthy and unfit 
to exist, war was happily avoided. There, indeed, was oppor- 
tunity for the efforts of the organized friends of peace; and 
if such perils loom again upon the world, as they probably 
will, let those who haye peace particularly in their keeping ad- 
dress themselves to what will be a really great task and seek 
to win what will be in truth a great and noble triumph. 

Nothing probably has done more to retard real progress in 
these modern times than.the widespread and apparently in- 
eradicable belief that all human ills can be cured and cured at 
once by laws. There is much truth, too often forgotten, in the 
lines of Johnson: 

How small of all that human hearts endure, 
That part which laws or kings can cause or cure! 

Wise principles of government and good laws can do and 
have done much for the benefit of humanity, but nothing is 
more fatal than to overestimate their power. To do so tends 
to breed in man the most deadly of all diseases which can 
afflict human society, the loss of self-dependence and the weak 
impulse to look for help to something or somebody outside one's 
self at every step upon the road of life. In the past three hun- 
dred years there have been enormous advances in political 
freedom, in the protection of human rights, and in guarding the 
weak from the oppression of the strong; but those advances, so 
great when we look back over the centuries, were slowly and 
painfully obtained. They did not come in a day or a year, or 
even in many years; they came little by little, but when they 
came in that way they were lasting. Mankind accepts all the 
benefits gained by those who have gone before, thinks exclusively 
of existing evils, and, as is right, looks forward only to future im- 
provement. But that improvement can be obtained, as the im- 
provements of the past have been obtained, only by slow de- 
grees. American liberty and American institutions have thriven 
and been examples to the rest of the world because they were 
the work of a people who had boon trained for many genera- 
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tions in ciyil liberty and intellectual freedom. In the French 
Revolution men tried to solve all these questions at a blow and 
one perfect constitution succeeded another, perishing like the 
lily of a day almost as soon as it was born. The French 
people had not passed through the long years of training, of 
slow advance, which had been the inheritance and the fortune 
of the people of the American Colonies and of the United States. 
We see with deep gratification the success and the permanency 
of the French Republic of to-day, but the principal cause of that 
success, in my opinion, is that the French people, one of the 
most brilliant and most enlightened people in the world, have 
now had a hundred years of training in the difficult art of 
self-government. 

I know that men grow restless in the presence of the truth 
which lies in what I have just said. We all feel the natural 
human impatience to be rid at once of all the evils of our time, 
but we should take to heart the lesson that the great and 
lasting advances are those which have been slowly made, 
whereas those which were the offspring of a moment, which 
have tried to accomplish too much and sought a panacea where 
none was to be found, have not only perished, but have only 
too often left the cause of sane progress crippled and deformed 
and the condition of mankind worse even than it was before. 
We all rebel against the slowness of the movement toward the 
light and upward to the perfection which we must always seek, 
even though it may never be attained. Yet it is the true move- 
ment and the best one after all, and it is well perhaps to 
remember that— 

«x While the tired waves, vainly breaking, 
\ _ Seem here no painful inch to gain, 


Far back, through creek and inlet making, 
Comes "silent, flooding in, the main, 
i And not by eastern windows only, 
k Wen daylight comes, comes in the i 17 
In front, the sun climbs slow, how slowly 
But westward, look, the land is Bright 


Nore.—In stating that no postal treaty had ever been submitted to 
the Senate I overlooked, despite a very careful search, certain postal 
treaties with Great Britain, New Granada, and Mexico, made respec- 
tively in 1844, 1848, and ‘1861 which were ratified by the Senate. 
A thorough examination which I have since been able to make shows 
that these treaties all contained a ROVIRA for the transit of mails 
across territory of the countries with which they were made—in the 
case of New Granada, across the Isthmus; in the case of Great Britain, 
through Canada; in ‘the case of Mexico, over Mexican territory. This 
right to cross foreign territory could only be conferred by treaty and 
could only be arranged by treaty now. hey are, therefore, not prec- 
edents for the ratification of postal conyentions by the Senate, and 
confirm my original statement Phat purely postal arrangements were 
always treated as a matter of statute under the constitutional powers 
to establish post offices and post roads and regulate foreign commerce. 


LIST OF ARBITRATION TREATIES AND CONVENTIONS SUBMITTED TO AND 
ACTED UPON BY THE SENATE (S. DOC. NO. 373). 
1. With Chile: 
For arbitration of the “ Macedonian” claims. 
Concluded November 10, 1858 ; aanas by Senate March 8, 1859; 
roclaimed December 22, 1859. 
2. With Chile: 
Submitting eain 155 United States citizens to a commission. 


Concluded Au , 1892; ratified by Senate December 8, 1892; 
roclaimed 3 28, 1893. 
3. With Chile: 


Reviving convention 
Concluded May 24, 
March 12, 1900. 
4. With China: 
Referring claims of the United States to a commission. 
Concluded November 8, 1858; ratified by Senate March 1, 1859; 
ratified by President March 3, 1859. 
5. With Colombia: 
Referring claims to a commission 
Concluded 8, 1850 5 10, 1857 ; ratified by ere with amendments 
March 859; proclaimed "November 8, 
6. With Colombia: 
Extendin ng foregoing ic 50 and providin 
Concluded February 1 864; ratifled 
roclaimed August 18, 1865. 
7. With Costa Rica: 
Referring United States claims to a commission 
Concluded July 2, 1860; 1 575 by Senate cannery 16, 1861; pro- 
claimed November i1, 
8. With Denmark: 
Referring claim of aripa Butterfield & Co. to arbitration. 
Concluded December 6, 1888; ratified by Senate February 11, 1889; 
roclaimed May 24, 1889. 
9. With Ecuador: 
Referring United States claims to a commission of two members and 


an arbitrator. 
55 by Senate January 28, 1883: 


of 1892. 
1897; ratified February 28, 1899; proclaimed 


for a new commission. 
y Senate June 10, 1864; 


Concluded November 25, 1862 
roclaimed September 8, 


10. With Ecuador: 
Submitting claim of Julio R. Santos to arbitration. 
Concluded February 28, 1893; ratified by Senate September 11, 
1893 ; proclaim November 7, 1894. 
11. With France: 


Referring claims of United States citizens and French citizens to 
a commission of three. 
Concluded January 285 „e880; ratified by Senate March 29, 1880; 
proclaimed June 25, 1 
gue term of the Claims Commission constituted by the forego- 
ing treaty was extended twice by special convention, first in 1882 
and the second time in 1883, on the latter occasion with a Senate 


amendment.) 
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138. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


17. 


18. 


19. 


. With ao aras 
The “J eaty.” 
Conclud prea OD 19, 1794: ratified with an amendment not 
affecting the arbitration clause June 24, 1795 roclaimed Feb- 
ruary , 1796. In Articles VI and VII ce claims were 


referred to a commission. 

With Great Britain: 

The commission constituted by Artide Yt of, the Taz tagy was 
continu y reaty ra 

With Great pama 

The treaty of Ghent 

Concluded December 24, 1814; 
exchanged at Washington 
ruary 18, 1815. In Article IV of this ain boun: 
questions are referred to a commission — or final settlemen 
to a friendly sovereign or state acting as arbitrator. 

With Great Britain: 

Convention respecting fisheries, boundary, and restoration of slaves. 

Concluded October 20, 1818; ratified by — January 25, 1819; 
proclaimed January 80, 1819. In Article V of this treaty cer- 

to arbitration. 


ratified 17 55 Senate and ee 
February 11 proclaimed Feb- 


tain claims are 
With Great Britain: 
Indemnity for slaves carried away. 
Concluded November 13, 1 et ti ratified by Senate December 26, 
1826; proclaimed March 1 „ 1827. A 
With Great Britain: 
Referring claims of “American and British citizens to a commission. 
Coneluded February 8. i ratified by Senate March 15, 1853; 
proclaimed August 20, 
(The commission irren hen fore convention was 
extended h special treaty proclaimed in 1 
With Great Britain: 
Convention relative to the northeastern boundary, referring the 
question to arbitration. 
Concluded September 29, 1827; ratified by the Senate January 14, 
1828, Proclaimed May 15, 1828. 
With Great ponin 
Reciprocit, as to fisheries, duties, and navigation. Article 
I provi —.— 1 ch certain fishery disputes should be referred to a 
commiss 
Concluded June 5, 1854; ratified by the Senate August 2, 1854; 
proclaimed September 11, 1854. 


. With Great Britain; 


Referring claims of the Hudsons Bay Co. and the Pugets Sound 
Agricultural Co. against the United States to a commission. 
9 a 8 1804. ratified by Senate January 18, 1864; pro- 


with Great Britain: 

Berenta eager claims to a tribunal and referring Civil War 

Constuded Mar 8, 8, 18717 ratified by Senate May 24, 1871; pro- 
claimed July 4, 1871. 

With Great Britain: 

Referring a of fur seals in Bering Sea to arbitration. 

Concluded ree 29, 1892; ratified by Senate March 29, 1892; 

aimed May 9 1892. 

With Great Britain: 

Referring Bering Sea Sne: toa commission. 

Concluded February 8, 1896 ratified 3 amendments by Senate 
April 15, 1896; — June 11, 

With Great Britain: 
General arbitration treaty. 

Concluded ae 25 1897; amended and finally rejected by 
Senate 1 5 OY 

With Great tains 

Referring Alaskan boundary 8 a tribunal. 

Concluded January 24, 1903; ratified by Senate February 11, 1903; 
roclaimed March 3, 1903: 

With Great Britain 

Newfoundland fishe vies. 

8998 April 4, 1908; 
March 4 1909. 

With Kongo; 

Article XIII of this cay refers any disputes concerning the 
terms of the treaty to bitration. 

Concluded Januarx 24, 18913 ratified by Senate January 11, 1892; 
proclaimed April 2, 1892. 

With Mexico; 

Referring claims of 3 States citizens to a commission of four 


ratified February 18, 1909; proclaimed 


members and an ob 
Concluded April i, “8 9; ratified by Senate March 17, 1840; pro- 
claimed April 8, 1840. 
. With Mexico 


1 XXI ot this treaty provides for the reference of future 


ents to arbitration. 
Concluded February 2, 1848; ratified by Senate with ae 


5 arbitration article March 10, 1848; proclaimed July 
(The fore: regoing reaffirmed in Article VII of the gna A 8 
e an 


ratified by. nate with amendments not affecting articl 
roclaimed in 1854.) 
. With Mexico: 


pene claims o! — A oe countries to a commission of two mem- 


and an 
Concinded July << P1868 ae by Senate July 25, 1868; pro- 
claimed Febzuary 1, 


' (The foregoing 3 was extended four times by special 


treaty—in 1871, 1872, 1874, and 1876.) 
With Mexico: 
Referring boundary d tes to a commission. 
Concluded July 29, 1882; ratified by Senate August 8, 1882; pro- 
claimed March 5, 1883. 
(The commission or in the foregoing treaty was extended 
twice—in 1885 and 1889.) 


. With Mexico: 


Referring all future boundary disputes to a commission. 
Concluded March 1, 1889 1355 ratified by Senate May 7, 1890; pro- 
claimed December 26, 1 
(This treaty was 9 six times—in 1894, 1895, 1896, 1897, 
1898, and 1900.) 
With Paraguay 
Referring claim ‘of the United 3 and Paraguay Navigation Co. 
against Paraguay to n commissio: 
Concluded February 4, 1859; ratified by Senate February 16, 1860; 
proclaimed March 12, 1860. 


84. 


47. 


With Peru ; 
Referring claims of Peru a st United -States to an arbitrator, 
Concluded December 5 aH ; ratified by Senate February 18, 1863}; 


predam roclaimed May 19, 
a Meterring shins United States s and and Peru to to a commission of fiye. 
a 
uiid de 18, iPr a e May To, Senate, with amendment, 


Referring claims of United States and Peru to two commissioners 
8 
n ember 868; ratified by Senate April 15, 1869 
roclaimed July 6, 1869. 1 4 * 3 
With Portugal: , 
Referring General Arms 
Concluded February 26, "Ish; 
Wik tee September 1, 


:) 
reaty with Germany and t 1 
2 io ar Titration 5 f : 5 7929 7 n referring Samoan disputes 
on ovember ratified by Senate F. 5 
ay — . Sors y Sena ebruary 21, 1900; 


in: 
if friendship, limits, and navigation. 

Coneladed October i, 2 178 ratified by the Senate March 3, 1796; 
proclaimed Au 14 90 Under Article XXI of this’ treaty 
claims were a commission. 

With Spain 

Referring cialis 55 indemnity to a commission. 

Spin ne August 11, 1802; ratiged by Senate January 9, 1804; 


ber 
wham 3 15 
Referring bo on to a commiss 


undary qu 
Senelnden Lord 2 888 ratified hy Benste May 10, 
claimed October 13, 1838. y Senate May 10, 1838; pro- 


With Venezuela: 
Referring claims of sinter States citizens to a commission of two 
Concluded” ape 35 4 18683 ratified by Senate July 5, 1866; 
claimed May 29, 1867. 7 er 
With Venezuela: 
Constituting a commission to reopen and decide awards under treaty 


of 1866. 
Concluded. ors 5, 1885; ratified Senate, with amendments. 
April 1 proclaimed June 4, teen 2 


claim to an arbitrator. 
oe by Senate March 7, 1851; 


men 

Concluded January 19, 1892; ratified by Sena 
proclaimed July 30, 1894. 

General: 


Hague convention 7 acific settlement of international disputes. 
Concluded ay 29, 1899; ratified by Senate February 5, 1900; pro- 
claimed November 1 


General : : ; 
Second a= convention for pacific settlement of international 
ute: 
Concluded October 18 1 746 ee by Senate April 2, 1908; pro- 
claimed February 28, 19 N = . 
General: 
q Sanai oe as Central an South American Faauary 11, 1905 
ne anuary ra an 
proclaimed March 24, 1905. 5 : 
Gencrai arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
e on; 
Gone al bitrath tified i Sena 908. 
eneral ar on; ra 1 
Gan T arbitrati tified g ee 1908, 
eral ar on; ra 
With Great Britain: J $ ‘ 
General arbitration; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
With Italy: 
ee arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 


. With 


Japan 
General Arbitration; ratified by Senate, 19 
With Mexico: £ 4 0 58 
General arbitration; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
With the Netherlands: ; 
— Naa „„ ratified by Senate, 1908. 
8 pues arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
General arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 


General arb tration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
General a arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 


With 
General P arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
With Sweden: b sabe 1 


General arbitration; ratified by Senate, 1908. 
With Switzerland: 

General arbitration ; 3 by Senate, 1908. 

With Austria-Hungar, 

General arbitration ; Tauned by Senate, 1909. 

With Costa Rien 

General arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1909. 


65. With Haiti: 


Ti. 
72. 


. With Pa 
General 


General arbitration; ratified by Senate, 1909. 


arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1909. 
With the ‘Argentine Republic: 
General arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1909. 


With Bolivia: 

Gene bitration ; ratised by Senate, 1909. 
With Ecuador: 

General arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1909. 
With Uruguay 

General arbitration ; ratified by Senate, 1909. 
With Chile: 

wae et ratified by Senate, 1909. 
General Arbitration; ratified by Senate, 1909. 
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73. With Great Britain: z 7 

Boundary waters; ratified by Senate March 3, 1909. 
74. With Mexico: 7 

Arbitration of Chamizal case; ratified by Senate December 12, 1910. 

In addition, arbitration conventions with the following coun- 

tries were ratified by the Senate on February 11, 1905, with an 
amendment, but were never submitted to the countries with 
which they were made: Austria-Hungary, France, Germany, 
Great Britain, Italy, Mexico, Norway and Sweden, Portugal, 
Spain, Swiss Confederation. 

LIST OF ARBITRATION AGREEMENTS NOT REFERRED TO THE SENATE. 


With Brazil: Referring.“ Canada” claim to an arbitrator. Signed 
March 14, 1870. 

With Colombia: Referring the “Montijo” claims to arbitrators. 
Signed August 17, 1874. 

With Dominican Republic; Referring claim of Improvement Co. to a 
tribunal. Signed January 31, 1903. 

With Guatemala: Private claims. Signed February 23, 1900. 

With Haiti: Referring two private claims to an arbitrator. Signed 
May 28, 1884. (The term of this prototo was extended by an addi- 
tional protocol signed March 20, 1885.) Submitting a private claim to 
an arbitrator; signed May 24, 1888. Submitting a im to arbitra- 


tion; signed Octo 18, 1899. 
With Mexico: Private claims; signed March 2, 1897. Pius fund, re- 
ed March 22, 1900. 


ferred 10 The Hague tribunal; signed May 22, 190 
ivate claims. Signed y 17, 1898. 


With Nicaragua: Private claims. 8 
With Peru: 
With Russia: Submitting claims for detention of American schooners 
to arbitration. 2 August 22 and September 8, 1900. 

With Salvador: Private claims. S December 19, 1901. 

With Spain: Agreement for the settlement of claims of Americans 
for injuries committed by Spanish authorities in Cuba. Concluded 


February 11-12, 1871. 
With Venezuela: Private claims. Signed February 17, 1903. 


With Portugal: Referring to arbitrators the Lourenco Marques Rail- 
road claim. Signed June 13, 1891. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, we have just listened 
to an able, exhaustive, and instructive address delivered by the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], which must 
have left a profound impression upon all Senators. I do not 
believe there is a Member of this body who does not appreciate 
the value of this intelligent and patriotic contribution to the 
discussion upon the arbitration treaties now before the Senate, 
and that it may be immediately available to us all I ask unani- 
mous consent that the speech just delivered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts be printed forthwith as a public document (S. 

. Doc. No. 353). 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the order will 
be entered. 

The order as agreed to was reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That the address delivered in the Senate of the United 
States by Hon. IInxur Canor Lobak, February 29, 1912, on the pendin 
arbitration treaties between the United States, Great Bri „ ani 
France, be printed as a public document. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate resume the considera- 
tion of legislative business. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished 
business may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities in the 
District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a public 
utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it has been so long since 
the bill was under consideration that I have somewhat forgotten 
the pending amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The pending amendment is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, on 
page 34 of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I recall, the motion 
was to strike out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment, if the Senator prefers, but the Secretary advises 
the Chair that the motion to strike out has been agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. Then, Mr. President, I move 
that the language which I send to the desk be incorporated in 
the bill at the point where the other language was stricken out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 34, line 9, after the word “for- 
feiture,” it is proposed to insert the following words: 

It shall be unlawful for any street railroad corporation, gas corpora- 
tion, electrical 5 telephone corporation, telegraph corporation, 
or other public-ntility corporation, directly or indirectly, to acquire the 


910 agreement 


stock of any other corporation, and every contract, tr: 
and ot no 


= Zaraan or assignment of any such stocks shall be voi 
ec 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, would the Senator from New 
Hampshire agree to an amendment to the amendment which, 
in addition to prohibiting the acquirement of stock by a cor- 
poration in another corporation, would also forbid the owner- 
ship of it? = : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would agree to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, I suggest that, in line 4 of the amend- 
ment, following the words “ directly or indirectly, to,” to insert 
the words “own or to“; which will make it read “to own or to 
acquire.” I think that probably will cover the case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4 of the amendment as printed, 
before the word “acquire,” it is proposed to insert the words 
“own or to,” so that it will read “to own or to acquire the 
stock of any other corporation,” and so forth. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it will be recalled that 
when the bill was under consideration before the Senate the 
senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumacans] took exception to 
the language of section 15, which deals with the matter of 
depreciation. I have consulted with that Senator, and he has 
said to me that he thinks it is wise to strike out that section 
and to leave that matter entirely in the hands of the commis- 
sion. I am inclined to agree with that Senator that that would 
be the wise thing to do. Therefore I move to strike out section 
15 from the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire offers an amendment, which will be stated. i 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, beginning in line 1, it is pro- 
posed to strike out section 15 of the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 15. That every ponies utility shall carry a proper and adequate 
depreciation account whenever the commission, after investigation, shall 
determine that such depreclation account can be reasonably required. 
The commission shall ascertain and determine what are the proper and 
adequate rates of depreciation of the several classes of property of each 
public utility. These rates shall be such as will 3 the amounts 
required over and above the expense of maintenance to keep such 
property in a state of efficiency corresponding to the progress of the 

dustry. Each public utility shall conform its depreciation accounts 
to such rates so ascertained and determined by the commission. The 
commission may make changes in such rates o . on from time 
to time as it may find to be necessary, The commission shall also pre- 
scribe rules, regulations, and forms of accounts regarding such de- 
preciation which the public utility is required to carry into effect. The 
commission shall provide for such depreciation in oe A the rates, 
tolls, and charges to be paid by the public. All moneys in this fund 
may be expended in new constructions, extensions, or additlons to the 
property of such publie utility, or invested, and, if invested, the in- 
come from the investments shall also be carried in the depreciation 
fund. This fund and the proceeds thereof shall be used for no other 
pu than as provided this section and for depreciation unless 
with the consent and by order of the commission. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer a substitute for section 93, which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 93, as 
follows: = 

Sec. 93. That a sum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this act 
is hereby appropriated out of the revenues of the District of Columbia 
and not exceeding $40,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 93. That the sum of $40,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, is hereby appropriated to carry out the provisions of this act, 
one-half out of revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half out o 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ; and all moneys 
recelyed from fines, forfeitures, and penalties shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, one- to the credit of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, some days ago I proposed an 
amendment by way 6f substitute for the pending bill. I desire 
now to offer it as an amendment to the pending bill. I wish to 
say in connection with that matter 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just one word, if the Senator please. 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to state that so far as I know the 
amendments which I have offered are all the amendments the 
committee desire through me to offer. Now, the Senator can 
call up his amendment. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to say in connection 
with this subject that some of the amendments which have been 
made within the last few minutes meet some of the objections 
that I had to the bill, and which I desired to meet by the 
amendment which I have submitted. I considered, in the first 
instance, whether I should attempt to correct the bill by the 
various amendments that I thought to be necessary, or whether 
it were better to offer an entire substitute. I finally concluded 
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to adopt the latter course with respect to it, and I desire now 
to submit that amendment. 
It will be necessary for me to take up some of the time of the 


Senate in undertaking to point out and explain the differences 
between the two bills, and I would have to do that with refer- 
ence to the amendments that have now been offered. I should 
very much prefer not to take the matter up now, and I may be 
able to do it in a great deal less time if I take it up at some 
later date, if that will be agreeable to the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 


Mr. GALLINGER. There isa great deal of pressure for the 


passage of this bill. 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; I understand that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a matter to which I have given a 
great deal of time, more than I would want to do if the work 
was to be again gone over with, and I had heped that we might 
dispose of it to-day. 

Mr. WORKS. I have no disposition, I think the Senator will 
understand, to delay the disposition of the bill. It is an im- 
portant matter, and one te which I have given considerable 
attention, because it is one that I am particularly interested in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator desire to have his 
amendment read, it being, as I understand, a bill which has 
been introduced in the other House? 

Nr. WORKS. I intended to ask unanimous consent that the 
reading should be dispensed with. Its reading would take up 
probably an hour of time, but I can in less time than that ex- 
plain the changes that would result from the adoption of the 
amendment. I desire to save all the time I can. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from California, whose 
interest in this bill, I understand, is quite as intense as is my 
own, and he desires legislation as much as I do, if he will be 
prepared to-morrow to discuss the matter? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes, sir; I shall. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well, Mr. President. Then I ask 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be now laid 


aside. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be 
done. 
SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to call up the report of the Oom- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in the Stephenson case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the ques- 
tion of privilege called up by the Senator from Idaho. 

The Secretary. Order of business 299, Senate resolution 136, 
directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to investi- 
gate certain charges relative to fhe election of Isaac STEPHEN- 
SON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 


motion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] to agree to 


the report of the committee. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not intend to protract 


my remarks in opening this debate. Inquiry was made yester- 


day at the close of the session as to the number of votes which 
had been received by each of the candidates for Senator, if we 
may term them candidates. At that time I did not have the 
figures before me. I will now give them, with the amounts ex- 
pended by each, according to the official record. 

Mr. STEPHENSON, at the primary, received 56,909 votes, and 
expended $107,793.05. 

Mr. Cook, another candidate of the same character, received 
47,825 votes, and expended $42,293.29. 

Mr. Hatton, another such candidate for the Senate, received 
85,552 votes and expended $26,413. 

Mr. McGovern, the present governor of the State, then such 
candidate for the Senate, received 42,631 votes and expended 
$11,063.88. 

The total amount expended by all those candidates was 
$188,563.23. The total vote received by those candidates was 
182,917. 

Some inquiry was made as to whether or not I conceded a 
statement that seems to have been found somewhere in the record 
that seven or eight hundred thousand dollars had been expended 
at the primary election. At the time the question was propounded 
I did not have the figures in mind. That statement has been 
made since I had had occasion to go through the record, and it 
has been some months now since this record was fresh in my 
mind. I find no justification for such statement, unless you 
take into account the amounts expended by all of the candidates 
for State, county, and lesser offices. It may be that the aggre- 
gate would or would not amount to such sum; but I do not feel 
that it is at all pertinent to the issue to inquire as to what was 
expended by the candidates for other offices than that of United 
States Senator. Merely as a matter of reference, ‘I stated that 


one of the candidates for the supreme bench had filed a certain 


account and made certain expenditures. I merely did it to illus- 
trate a point. - 

Mr. JONES. I merely want to suggest that possibly the 
Senator has in mind a statement made in the brief of Mr. Little- 
field, wherein he estimates, I think, the total expenditures for 
all county and State officers at something over $800,000. 

Mr. HEYBURN. He made that statement. Mr. Littlefield 
made his argument before the committee and filed a brief, but I 
saw the statement exaggerated with growing rapidity in the 
newspapers, until, I think, it finally reached a million. When a 
story like this once starts it is Hke a snowball going downhill 
on a cold day. 


Mr. President, I think I have fairly opened for discussion and 
consideration the points involved in this inquiry. I do not feel 
at all inclined to go into an analysis of the testimony of the 
witnesses. It is no part of the duty of the committee, or of my 
duty as representing the report ef the majority in this case, to 
do so. Every presumption is in favor of the validity of this elec- 
tion, because it was certified to this body by a sovereign State 
in a constitutional manner, and the citizen whose right is con- 
tested is now enjoying the rights and privileges of a Member 
of this body. The burden is upon those who would oust him to 
show reasons sufficient to evercome the presumption in his favor, 
because it is not the rule that a man shall be unseated merely 
upon a preponderance of testimony. We will take into consid- 
eration properly the fact that it is a constitutional office, filled 
in a constitutional manner, and held under the guaranty of a 
constitutional right. 

With that statement I will have nothing mere to say, unless 
there should develop some opposition to the motion which is 
pending, that the report ef the committee be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Idaho to adopt the report of the 
‘committee. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I understand there are several 
Members of the Senate who desire to speak on this motion, 
but I do not think they are quite ready yet. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Bristow] has given notice that he will address 
the Senate on this matter to-morrow, so I do not think we 
should press it to a vote at this time. 

Mr. KERN. What is the motion? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to agree to the re- 


port of the committee. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I had understood that the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] was to enter upon the 
discussion this afternoon or to-morrow,.and I had intended 
myself to follow him; I think there are also other Senators 
who desire to speak on this question. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I desire to say that it is 
getting quite late, and I prefer to begin my remarks in the 
morning immediately after the routine morning business, if that 
is agreeable to the Senator. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, we have now reached a 
point where I deem it praper to suggest that we agree upon a 
day upon which to take the vote. I was only waiting for this 
‘condition of affairs to arise. I now ask unanimous consent that 
on Tuesday, March 12, at 4 o'clock, a vote be taken upon the 
resolution and all amendments then pending. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I have no opinion about 
this case, and I want to have an opportunity to look through 
the extended record. I say that without intimating in the 
slightest degree that I have any opinion, favorable or unfavor- 
able, about it, but it is no small task to go through the record 
in this case Here is a volume, one of the two volumes pre- 
sented to us, that contains nearly a thousand pages, and I do 
not think the Senator from Idaho should ask that we consent 
to a particular date for a vote when this record has been in 
the hands of Members of the Senate less than two weeks time, 
I believe, and when we have been engaged with numerous 
other duties. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will speak louder so that 
those of us on this side will haye the benefit of what he is 
saying. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I say, I am not willing to consent to have 
a time fixed to yote upon this matter so soon, inasmuch as one 
of the volumes, the first volume, of the testimony contains 
nearly a thousand pages, and there is still another volume 
which I have not yet seen. I think we ought to have an op- 
portunity to at Jeast casually go through this record before the 
Senator asks that we be to vote upon it. I do not 
wish to be captious, but I am not willing to consent to-day to 
having a date fixed as early as that which the Senator indicates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from South Dakota 
objects. 

255 KERN. Mr. President, I inquire what the proposition is? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
preferred by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]. 

Mr. KENYON. I suggest to the Senator from Idaho to make 
the date a little further along, say, March 28, so as to give us 
a little more time. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr, President, I am not inclined to be 
unreasonable about it. Six months will haye elapsed from the 
time when the defendant, as I may term him, entered upon his 
defense, and six months is a long time in the life of a public 
man to be held up to ridicule and grilled before his constituency, 
the people of the United States, without having a vote as to 
whether or not he is guilty. If other Senators were in the 
same position as that occupied by Senator STEPHENSON in this 
case, and were to be confronted every morning and every night 
in the newspapers with the ridicule and the harsh treatment 
that confronts him in his old age, they would realize that there 
is a sense of humanity involved in this question which Senators 
should take into consideration. 

Then, as to reading the record, we have gone to the trouble 
of haying perhaps as complete a digest index made of this 
testimony as was ever made in the history of the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Can not the Senator agree to a date a 
little later on? 

Mr. HBYBURN. Perhaps. We will see in a minute; but I 
want the Recorp to show that this was not a captious objection 
on my part. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. No one has intimated that it was. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The digest was made with a view to avoid- 
ing the necessity of reading every word in the record. Sena- 
tors are not prosecutors here; they are merely to observe and 
consider the record of one of their associates in this body. It 
is not a man hunt to see if you can find some ground upon 
which to convict; it is rather an investigation to see if you can 
not find him to be clear of the charges against him; and there 
is no presumption against him. 

With that expression, let us see how the calendar looks. I 
suggested Tuesday, March 12. The 14th is appropriated for 
ceremonies commemorative of our late associate, Senator Frye. 
The 15th of March is getting pretty far along. That will be 
more than three weeks hence. I would feel culpable in asking 
that a Member of this body situated as Senator STEPHENSON 
is should wait three weeks. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE and Mr. TOWNSEND. It is only two 
weeks. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let us see. Well, it is between two and 
three weeks; but it is a long time to a man resting under these 
charges, and if Senators have given attention at all to the 
record in this case I am sure they must be conyinced that it 
would be in the nature of a man hunt to go through it by sen- 
tence, word, and syllable to see if they can not find something 
in it upon which to transfix the life and destiny of their 
associate. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KERN. I am in hearty accord with the last suggestion 
of the Senator from Idaho, that the date be fixed three weeks 
from to-day. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The 15th of March. To-morrow will be the 
Ist of March—15 days from to-morrow. I am very reluctant to 
suggest a date so far ahead when I consider all the circum- 
stances of this case. I would not personally impose that burden 
of waiting upon any man living, and I appeal to the generous 
impulses of Senators not to do it. Let us take up the case and 
discuss it. The facts will come out fast enough from this rec- 
ord. If there are those opposed to the adoption of the resolu- 
tion they doubtless haye the germ of the opposition well for- 
ward in their heads, and it will be promptly pronounced. Let 
us vote upon it at a much earlier day than that. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to say that I want this matter to come 
to a vote just as soon as possible consistent with the proper 
consideration of it by Senators. The record in the case is 
voluminous, and I think all Senators desire to do just what the 
Senator suggested a moment ago, namely, to act as judges in 
this matter and not as prosecutors; but we can not act as 
judges unless we have an- opportunity to examine the record. 
During my short service in this body my experience has been 
that when a matter of importance is set down for a day certain 
then but very little attention is paid to it except by those who 
desire to discuss it, and I am not willing at this time to agree to 


any specific time to vote. I believe that if that is not done we 
will reach a vote eyen sooner than we could by an agreement. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, of course, the discussion will have to 
go on now. 

Mr. JONES. The discussion will go on if the Senator insists 
upon it, but the Senator can not drive this matter through at 
once, and the Senator will not gain time by simply insisting 
upon discussion at a late hour like this on a matter of such 
importance, 

Mr. HEYBURN. We certainly will not gain time if the 
Senator says he will not agree to fix a time to vote. 

Mr. JONES. I will not at this time. 3 

Mr. HEYBURN. And it is not possible to lose any time under 
those circumstances, either. 

Mr. JONES. I will not agree at this time to a definite day 
for a vote. ‘ 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then the matter is before the Senate, and 
unless some Senator desires to proceed with the discussion, I 
cali for a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas suggests 
the absence of a quorum. ‘The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Dillingham Martin, Va. Richardson 
Bourne Gallinger Martine, N. J. ‘oot 
Brandegee Gardner Nelson Simmons 
Briggs Gore Oliver Smith, Ga 
Bristow Heyburn * Overman Smoot 
Bryan Johnson, Me, Page Stephenson 
Burnham Jones Penrose Sutherland 
Crane Kenyon Perkins Swanson 
Culberson Kern Poindexter Townsend 
Cullom Lodge Pomerene Warren 
Curtis McLean Rayner Williams 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have answered 
to the roll call; not a quorum. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 1, 
1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 29, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our God and our Father, we bless Thee for the bright skies 
above us, for the firm earth beneath us, for the bright hopes 
that cheer us, for the pure homes that love us, for the sunny 
smiles that greet us, for the best Government on the round 
earth, for the flag that floats o’er us, for the strong arms and 
brave hearts that would defend it, for the miracle of faith, 
hope, and love, for the heaven that waits above us and the 
good that we can do. Make us, we beseech Thee, worthy of 
these and the innumerable blessings which are showered down 
upon our pathways day by day; for Thine is the kingdom and 
the power and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approyed. 

PRESERVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House House joint resolution 
232, extending the operation of the act for the control and regu- 
lation of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of 
Niagara Falls, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House disagree 
to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPHAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. 
SULZER, Mr. Fioop of Virginia, and Mr. Foster of Vermont. 

DAM ACROSS SAVANNAH RIVER. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the con- 
ference report on the bill S. 4551, and I ask that the statement 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the statement. 

The conference report (No. 369) is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 4551) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the building of a 
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dam across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of 
Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and 
Columbia, Ga.,” approyed August 5, 1909, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from the following amendment to said 
bill: 

“ Provided, That such dam shall be constructed, maintained, 
and operated in accordance with an act entitled ‘An act to regu- 
late the construction of dams across navigable waters,’ ap- 
proved June 21, 1906, as amended by an act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,’ approved June 23, 1910.” 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the following 
amendment of the House and agree to same: 

“Amend the title so as to read: ‘An act to extend the time for 
completion of a dam across the Savannah River, at or near the 
mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
S. C., and Columbia, Ga., authorized by an act approved August 


5, 1 i” 
j 5 
W. C. ADAMSON, 
WILLIAM RICHARDSON, 
F. C. STEVENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Knute NELSON, 

Gro. C. PERKINS, 

THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


On August 5, 1909, an act was approved granting the con- 
sent of Congress for the construction of a dam across the 
Savannah River in accordance with the provisions of the gen- 
eral dam act approved June 21, 1906, 

The company interested at once proceeded to work and ex- 
pended about $40,000 and contracted for the financing of the 
enterprise through the negotiation of bonds. They acquired a 
great deal of the riparian lands and flowage rights, but, al- 
though they commenced the work within one year and exercised 
due diligence in prosecuting the work, they were delayed by 
some litigation and securing some legislation bearing upon the 
securing of their necessary flowage rights which delayed them 
so as to render it impossible to complete the dam within three 
years. The Senate bill, the basis of this conference, was intro- 
duced for the purpose of extending the time allowed for the 
completion of the dam. Of course, the original act sought to 
be extended required the construction to proceed in accordance 
with the provisions of the general dam act of 1906. The House 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce amended the 
Senate act so as to require also that the construction should 
proceed in accordance with the amended act approved June 
23, 1910. The House Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce also amended the title to conform to the provisions 
of the act. The House adopted the two amendments recom- 
mended by the committee and passed the Senate bill. The 
Senate disagreed to the amendments, asking a conference, to 
which the House agreed. 

On further consideration of the two amendments in confer- 
ence it appeared that the amendment of 1910 in express terms 
itself provided “that this limitation shall not apply to any 
corporation or individual heretofore authorized by the United 
States or by any State to construct a dam in or across a naviga- 
ble waterway upon which dam expenditures of money have here- 
tofore been made in reliance upon such grant or grants.’ In 
addition to the facts stated by the Secretary of War as to the 
commencement of work and the acquirement of flowage rights 
within a year the conferees were given additional information 
as to the expenditures of money and the financing of the prop- 
erty in reliance upon the original grant, Therefore we believe 
that the first amendment was erroneous, but that the second 
amendment was right, therefore the managers on the part of 
the House recede from the first amendment and the managers 
on the part of the Senate recede from the second amendment, 


W. C. ADAMSON, 

Wm. RICHARDSON, 

F. C. STEVENS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree 
to the conference report. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. If I recall, this dam was probably the only one 
authorized between the time that the committee determined not 


to report any more bills under the original dam act and the 
time when the amended dam act went into effect. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think that is true. 

Mr. MANN. The original dam act and the original act under 
which this dam was proposed to be constructed contained pro- 
visions authorizing Congress at any time to repeal, alter, or 
amend either of the acts, as I recollect. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. In this case it is said these people have com- 
menced work, and that the 50-year limitation in the amended 
dam act, and possibly some other provisions in it, would come 
in conflict with the effort which they have already made to 
finance the proposition, and might, and probably would, as 
they claim, end their present arrangement. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It would seriously embarrass it, anyhow, 
if the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. MANN. Does this act contain the provision for the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal? 

Mr. ADAMSON, I think it does. I do not have it before me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAM- 
soN] moves to agree to the conference report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ApAmson, the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. While in the city of Trenton, 
N. J., yesterday morning, I purchased and read a copy of the 
Public Ledger, of Philadelphia, a newspaper, in which was 
contained an article evidently suggested by a Member of this 
House, which reflects upon me so far as my conduct as a Mem- 
ber of the House is concerned. I send this article to the Clerk's 
desk and ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the article. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DONOHOE OBTAINED HARBOR INCREASE—PHILADELPHIA CONGRESSMAN SAYS 
MOORE HAD NOTHING TO DO WITH IT—SUBMITS LETTER A8 PROOF— 
DECLARES HE PREFERS TO WORK QUIETLY, BUT CAN NOT SUBMIT TO AP- 
PARENT INJUSTICE, 


To the editor of the Public Ledger: 


Irn: Representative Moore did not appear before the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee yesterday nor at any time to urge increase for Dela- 
ware Birer, and had absolutely nothing to do with increasing the 
amount, 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 27. 


[From a staff correspondent.] 
WASHINGTON, February 27. 


Representative Doxouon to-night issued a statement to show that, 
as a member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, he was responsible 
for the increase in the appropriation for the 35-foot Delaware River 
channel from $700,000, originally apportioned, to $1,000,000. He was 
8 to issue this statement because of reports that Representative 

. HAMPTON Moonn had been partly responsible for Inducing the mem- 
bers of this committee to take better care of the Delaware. Mr. Dono- 
Hon's statement is: 

“From a report in this morning’s newspapers it would appear as it 
Representative J. HAMPTON Moore did the real work in connection with 
the increase of appropriation for the Delaware River and that I merely 
seconded his efforts. The fact is Mr. Moors had absolutel nothing to 
do with it. He did not appear before the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee, and hence made no argument in the matter. 

Representative H. O. Young, a Republican member of the committee, 
sent me the following letter joey 

In response to your inquiry o totay I have the pleasure to state 
that my recollection is very clear as to what occurred in the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors yesterday relative to the increase of the appro- 
priation for the Delaware River from $700,000 to $1,000,000, When I 
entered the committee room in the morning the committee had not yet 
convened. You approached me immediately and said that you were 

oing to request the committee to increase the a 5 riation for the 

laware River and asked for 95 support. Immediately after conven- 
ing you took the floor and advocated such increase most urgently, giving 
reasons therefor. 

“*‘after some general discussion a motion was made and carried 
unanimously to increase the amount to $1,000,000. No other person 
than yourself appeared before the committee on that occasion in favor 
of this proposition before its adoption.“ 

“I have a letter of almost similar purport from Chairman SPARK- 
MAN, and a majority of the members of the committee have made the 
following statement: 

„ In view of the fact that certain Philadelphia newspapers of this 
date in reporting an increase of $300,000 for the -foot channel 

roject for the Delaware River do a prest injustice to Representative 

Bene of Pennsylvania, we the undersigned members of the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee take pleasure in stating, in the interest of truth 
and justice, that the only ar, ent made yesterday for an increase in 
the appropriation for the Delaware before our committee was made by 
Representative DONOHOE,” 

“In short, every member of the committee, irrespective of party 
affiliation, will freely admit the truth of the foregoing. 

“I had rather continue to move along in my own quie 
tious way and not be drawn into unseemly controversy, 


MICKAEL Doxonon. 


unostenta- 
ut in this 
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instance there has been such violence done to truth and decency that I 


am censtrained to make this statement with the hope that justice may 
occasionally come to other Members of the Philadelphia delegation in 
Congress, whose voices are now lost in the incessant din of the tom- 
tom of a single Member.” 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to my friend 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania being heard, but I do not 
think this raises a question of personal privilege, and the prece- 
dent is one that ought not to be established. Therefore I will 
ask unanimous consent, if my friend desires it, that he may be 
heard on it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate 
the courtesy offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 
LETT]. I have suggested to Members on the other side that the 
Member who indited the article, or who is responsible for it, be 
sent for, in order that I may explain my position regarding it 
in his presence. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Bartietr] raises is that the article read from the 
Clerk’s desk does not lay the foundation for a question of per- 
sonal privilege, and the Chair is inclined to think that is 
correct. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the Speaker hear me for 
a moment on that? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asked unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. 
ference to me. 

The SPEAKER, 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, to the charge 
that I am addicted to “ the incessant din of the tom-tom,” what- 
ever that may mean, I have no serious defense. If I were to 
deny it and call upon my fellow Members of the House as wit- 
nesses it would probably result, on cross-examination, in need- 
lessly incriminating a number of others who have, more or less, 
innocently yielded togthe seductiye influence of the newspaper 
habit—to acquaint the folks at home as to their doings in Wash- 
ington. Nor do I think a charge of this kind involves a ques- 
tion of personal privilege. It affects principally the vanity of 
a Member, and I do not intend to enter upon a discussion of 
that phase of the question. 

As a newspaper man, several times a candidate before the 
people, I haye taken my medicine in times of stress, but in 
every instance I have done the best I could to fight back honor- 
ably and in the open. I yalue publicity as an instrumentality 
for public good, and am free to admit that I avail myself of it 
whenever I am fortunate enough to obtain it for the Delaware 
River, the city of Philadelphia, the intracoastal waterway, or 
any other cause or community that is deserving of public con- 
fidence and support. I do not seek it for personal glory and am 
growing less inclined to want it as the exactions of public life 
increase. I think this is true as to most Members of the House 
who are striving to achieve something for the people they 
represent, and who are not anxious to increase their personal 
obligations and responsibilities. 

But I do believe the charge in the last paragraph of the 
statement attributed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Donxouor] involves a question of personal privilege “affecting 
the conduct of a Member,” in that, after referring to letters 
he claims to have obtained from the chairman and members of 
his committee, giving him a certificate of character, he refers 
to his “own quiet, unostentatious way,” and with evident ref- 
erence to my official conduct, protests against such violence 
done to truth and decency.” 

The very fact that the gentleman deemed if necessary to 
fortify himself with letters from the chairman and some of 
the members of the Rivers and Harbors Committee—a rather 
unusual and, I would think, undignified proceeding, as it affects 
the ethics of this great body—to bolster up a claim that he had 
performed the simple duty of attending his committee meeting, 
would seem to indicate that if the gentleman did not have 
some doubt about his own performance of duty, he was, at least, 
with the unintentional assistance of those whose letters of in- 
dorsement he was able to obtain, preparing to raise the issue of 
“truth and decency” affecting “the conduct of a Member,” 
and which he hastily and impulsively let loose to the news- 
papers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the charge affecting 
“the truth and decency ” of a Member, since it comes to me as 
the result of the excitement and heated reasoning of my col- 
league [Mr. DonoHoe], it is due to the House that I should be 
heard briefly. My first effort in this body after my election in 
the fall of 1906 was in behalf of the Delaware River, a great 
commercial river, the improyement of which, in Philadelphia, 


It makes no dif- 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


we believed to have been stood aside for reasons which it is 
not now necessary to recall. Mr. Burton, of Ohio, was then 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. I think 
it will be remembered that I pursued Mr. Burton persuasively 
and by argument and dunning for many sessions, and that I 
was something of a thorn in the side of his immediate sueces- 
sor, Mr. Alexander, of New York, until finally we were given 
authorization and appropriations for a 35-foot channel for the 
Delaware, which, when completed, would put us upon an equal- 
ity with our sistex ports of Boston and New York. 

Out of this Delaware River agitation, it will also be remem- 
bered, was born the Atlantic coastal project, contemplating a 
continuous inland waterway from New England to Florida, npon 
which, after long and persistent agitation, we have just obtained 
a report from the United States engineers. It will be conceded 
that I haye devoted much time to the promotion of this project 
and have beaten a few “tom-toms,” whatever they are, along 
the coast and in this House with regard to it. As to the “ truth 
and decency” of this statement, I invite an inspection of the 
records of the House. At the same time I invite the closest 
scrutiny of the record of my colleague [Mr. Doxonon] since he 
has been a Member of the House as to any aid or assistance he 
has given to either of these projects. - 

So much in a general way for my record on the Delaware 
River and other waterways, as it is affected by the gentleman's 
charge as to “ truth and decency.” 

Now, as to the incident which induced him to seek the cover 
of his chairman and fellow committee members to attack me. 
I am not a member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, but 
presume I am as familiar to the members of that committee as 
most of the Members of this House. I understand the pressure 
that is brought upon the chairman and members of the com- 
mittee by those interested in local projects, and when it comes 
to the framing of a bill I do not wonder that the chairman and 
members of the committee get tired and restive and seek the 
seclusion of secret meetings. It is perhaps the only way in 
which they can get their bill in shape. The trouble which 
seems to have agitated my colleague [Mr. DonoHoE] arises from 
the fact that when these meetings began he was upon the inside 
and I was upon the outside. 

My interest was in the Delaware River. I wanted that work 
protected in committee. I had spoken te the chairman and to 
other Members about it and understood my colleague was pro- 
tecting our interests. It was because I thought so that I did 
not ask for a formal hearing. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the report of the Chief of Engineers ap- 
proving the Delaware River 35-foot project, dated March 2, 
1910, was based upon the report of the district engineer, who, 
after a survey—after carefully going over the whole project— 
suggested that the work should be completed within a period of 
six years. That portion of the report of the district engineer 
indorsed by the Board of Engineers, approved by the Chief of 
Engineers, reported to this House, and indorsed in the bill 
pen in by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, was as 

ollows: 


Taking into consideration the results of the survey, the needs of the 
navy yard, the possible increase in the size of ships ore the improve- 
ment can be completed, and the presen and prospective importance of 
Philadelphia, I am of the opinion that the Federal Government is 
justified in under g the improvement of the Delaware River with 
a view to securing a channel 35 feet in depth, 800 feet wide in straight 
portions, 1,000 feet wide at the easier turns, and 1,200 feet wide at 
the worst turn at Bulkhead Bar. The estimated cost of this channel is 

10,920,000 for original work and $300,000 per year for maintenance. 

ith proper appropriations the work should require for completion 
about six years. e large amount of excavation required should be 
done by contract if reasonable prices can be obtained; otherwise it 
should be done by Government plant. 


Approving the report of the district engineer, the Chief of 


Engineers said: 

These reports have been considered by the Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors, which has held a public hearing in Philadelphia, 
and in its report dated March 1, 1910, the board states that the channel 
dimensions of the present project are insuficient to meet the demands 
of the growing commerce of 1 and vicinity. Believing that 
the depth of feet now proposed will be utilized by the time it can be 
made available, and that the commercial navigation interests inyolyed 
are sufficient to justify improvement to that depth, the board recom- 
mends the improvement as proposed. 

Conceding the urgency of the work, Mr. Speaker, it would take 
at least $1,700,000 per annum to keep up with the recommenda- 
tions of the report of the Army engineers. We haye had to 
struggle to get recognition for the Delaware River, but that re- 
port was approved and Congress passed an act, approved June 25, 
1910, which not only indorsed the report of the engineers and 
gave specific recognition to the improvement contemplated, but 
appropriated $800,000—and this before my colleague arrived. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have those facts borne in 
mind. At the rate of $800,000 per annum we could not comply 
with the recommendations of the United States Army engineers, 
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and the six years’ handicap which other large communities 
along the Atlantic coast now have against the city of Philadel- 
phia would be increased inte a period of 15 or 18 or 20 years 
before we could expect to compete on equal terms with any one 
of these large cities. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me a 
question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. BOOHER. I would like to say to the gentleman that the 
fact that only $800,000 was appropriated last year and $1,000,- 
000 this year does not mean that the project will not be com- 
pleted in the time limit set in the law. Every dollar was ap- 
propriated last year and this year that the Chief of Engineers 
said he could expend on the project, and next year, if the esti- 
mates of the Chief of Engineers require it, you will be doubled 
or trebled. But the project, as we understand it in the commit- 
tee, will be completed within the time fixed by law. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But at the rate allowed in the 
bill as first proposed, to wit, $700,000, we would be 20 years in 
the compietion of that channel, and perhaps we would be 
thrown back another 10 years. 

Mr. BOOHER. The idea was that it should be completed 
within the time limit set. Next year, perhaps, three times this 
appropriation will be given if it can be used. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am glad to hear the gentle- 
man say that. The gentleman understands perfectly well, I 
hope, that I am not finding fault with the committee. The com- 
mittee and I are on the best of terms. I am only leading up to 
the causes which induced my colleague [Mr. DonoHor] to 
charge that I had made untrue statements or had been unfair 
toward him as a Member of the House. 

Mr. BOOHER. I thought, perhaps, the gentleman was labor- 
ing under a misapprehension that because we had only appro- 
priated $1,000,000 for this year no more would be appropriated 
under the contract next year. The project will be completed in 
the time fixed in the law. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I was referring to the fact 
that in 1910 it was estimated that $1,700,000 per annum would 
be required to complete the work within the time allotted. The 
first year we got $800,000. In February, 1911, another act was 
approved which appropriated to this project $800,000 more, 
which was raised in amount, so far as continuing contracts were 
concerned, $700,000, making a total of $1,500,000 for that year. 

Now, I want the gentlemen who are interested, and whose 
friendship I desire, to bear that in mind; that we had been 
raised from $800,000 the first year, when my colleague [Mr. 
DonoHoE] was not in Congress, to $1,500,000, including con- 
tinuing contracts, for the second year, when my colleague was 
not in Congress, and that, therefore, as one who was following 
this matter closely, I was solicitious about what the committee 
would do this year. 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman will bear in mind that I am 
not entering into the controversy between him and his col- 
league. I simply wanted the gentleman to understand the 
facts from the standpoint of the committee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I understand that thoroughly, 
and I thank the gentleman for referring to it. A Member of 
this House has some difficulty in getting access to all the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and when the 
bill is about to be made up the chairman of that committee has 
about as much pressure brought to bear upon him as any man 
in this House. He has my sympathy, and he has always had 
my support, so far as I have been able to give it to him, in the 
work he has undertaken to do. 

My colleague [Mr. DonoHor] had been placed upon this com- 
mittee immediately upon his entry into this House last fall. 
He therefore was in a position to protect the city of Philadel- 
phia, and I believed that he would do so. I had no desire to 
enter into a dispute or a quarrel with him, and I have no desire 
to enter into a dispute or a quarrel now. But the fact remains 
that while we got $1,500,000 last year, we are now, eyen with 
Mr. Dononor on the committee, to get only $1,000,000, and even 
this was at first cut to $500,000, plus $200,000 for contracts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was clever of our friends upon the other 
side to put a new man upon this committee to take care of inter- 
ests that some of us have been watching for years, but that 
ought not to be a barrier to the right of the rest of us to con- 
tinue our work; and I as a representative of a district which 
fronts upon the Delaware River certainly demand the right to 
continue my interest in that work and to go to the committee 
as often as I can, or ought to, in order to obtain what I believe 
to be justice and fair treatment for our great improvement. 

Now why did any dispute arise between my colleague and 
myself? I had spoken to the chairman of the committee and 
belieyed our project would be provided for. I had spoken to 


other members upon the committee and did not desire to bore 
them upon the subject. I did ask for a hearing upon the ques- 
tion of the intercoastal waterway and obtained a very fair and 
very courteous hearing, incidentally speaking for the Delaware, 
and my acknowledgments are due to the individual members of 
the committee and to the committee as a whole for the courtesy 
shown me. But my colleague from Philadelphia [Mr. Dononox] 
has been a little touchy, because, even though he is a brand-new 
man on this committee and has been placed by his party in a 
position of prominence, I have continued to exercise the same 
interest in the Delaware that I started with here over five 
years ago. 

It was commonly reported in the newspapers of Philadelphia, 
and the information did not: come from me originally, that we 
would receive $1,400,000 in this bill for the coming year. My 
colleague objected to my name being associated with that 
announcement, and yet, Mr. Speaker, he received most of the 
headlines and has been continuing to get most of the headlines, 
I have not pressed the newspapers any harder than he has for 
publicity for this enterprise and have not been getting so much 
of it for myself. 

When I was informed that we were to receive $1,400,000 in 
this bill for the coming year I was pleased that we were going 
to get that much recognition, and so stated. 

There seems to have been some dispute as to whether I was 
entitled to the credit for obtaining that $1,400,000. I never 
claimed it. It was commonly accepted among the commercial 
interests and trade bodies of our city, who are concerned about 
the project, that we would get $1,400,000, and that my colleague 
[Mr. Dononor] would be on the job and see that it was ob- 
tained. They were looking to the rest of us. Communications 
were coming to me, and I certainly was not asleep with regard 
to my duty in the matter. But on Monday morning last, fol- 
lowing preliminary newspaper reports for which I certainly was 
not responsible with regard to what this committee was going 
to do—somebody had evidently leaked and given out the secrets ` 
of the committee—the Philadelphia Record, a newspaper which 
has been indorsing my colleague [Mr. DéNonor] and which is 
perhaps the best spokesman of the Democratic Party in my 
State, published this editorial, which I desire to have read from 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Henry of Texas). 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

MISSISSIPPI “ PORK.” 


In the Record of Saturday there was reprinted from the New Orleans 
Picayune a portion of an article deploring the almost complete disap- 
pearance of the once great commerce of the Mississippi River within the 
past 30 or 40 years. To-day,” it said. with the exception of fleets 
of coal barges from Pittsburgh, far up in Pennsylvania, and a few 
steamboats bringing sugar and cotton out of the bayou regions of Louis- 
iana and Mississippi, the entire interior river commerce, once so vast in 
volume, has vanished, absolutely ceased to exist." 

This is a particularly interesting statement when placed side by side 
with the river and harbor bill pe compete by the House of Repre- 
sentatives’ committee that has charge of that feature of the pork barrel. 
Of the $25,965,011. which it carries the largest single amount, 
$5,400,000 goes to the Mississippi River. This is closely followed b 


The 


5,400,000 for the Ohio River, $800,000 for the Missouri River, $350,0 
‘or the Tennessee River, and $100,000 for the Ouachita and Black 
Rivers, in Arkansas and Louisiana, the total amount which it is 
poet to appropriate for the rivers and harbors of the entire country 
t will be thus seen that the streams of the Mississippi Valley, from 
which, according to the New Orleans 285 water commerce has almost 
completely vanished, are to receive $12,600,000, or about 48.5 per cent. 

Compare this with the $700,000 set aside for the Delaware River. 
The tornan commerce of Philadelphia amounted last year to about 
$150,000, in the value of exports and imports, and the domestic and 
coastwise traffic, of which no statistical account is kept, was, it may 
safely be said, fully twice as much. Add the river business of Chester, 
Wilmington, Burlington, and the scores of other towns along the Dela- 
ware, and it will be seen that splendid stream carried not less than half 
a billion dollars“ worth of foreign and domestic commerce in 1911. Yet 
it gets less than the Missouri River, which has absolutely no trade 
whatever, and all efforts to improve which, in the interest of Kansas 
city and other interior cities, have proved dismal failures. 

t is well known that the very successful efforts to bag appropriations 
for the Mississippi and the Ohio Rivers are in no manner due to the 
needs of those streams, whose commerce seems to wane in proportion as 
Uncle Sam lavishes money upon them, but to a very compact combina- 
tion of the Congressmen of the States lying in the Mississippi Valley. 
The expenditures of $12,600,000 of Federal cash within their districts 
is no slight matter. Army engineers have reported more than once that 
the dream of a deepened and straightened Mississippi, up which large 
foreign steamships could make their way to Memphis, St. Louis, and 
ultimateiy to Chicago, is the wildest kind of a chimera, impossible of 
realization: but what is such an argument among those who have their 
hands in the pork barrel? In the meantime the merits of the Delaware 
and other streams which really have some commerce are neglected be- 
cause of a failure among Eastern Congressmen to stand solidly together 
for the iaterests of their own territory. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, my colleague is 
an eastern Congressman. He is on this committee and in a 
favorable position to do good work for the East, as well as for 
the whole country. After reading this editorial, it seemed to 
me to be the part of wisdom to inguire whether we were to be 
cut down, and whether the bulk of the appropriations were 
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again to go into the western territory for these three great rivers 
that have been mentioned. So on Monday morning last I called 
at the rooms of the Rivers and Harbors Committee with a view 
of seeing the chairman. The chairman was busy. I conferred 
with the clerk of the committee and ascertained that the ap- 
propriation for the Delaware River, which we had expected to 
be $1,400,000, was not to be $1,400,000, but was to be $500,000, 
plus $200,000, for which we might enter into contracts, Our ex- 
pectation that we were going to get $1,400,000 was blighted; we 
had been cut in half; that half to include maintenance also. 
This fact led me to say to the clerk of the committee, in urder 
that he might say it to the chairman, that if we were to be cut 
to that extent, despite the fact that my colleague was upon the 
committee, those of us who were interested in the continuance 
of this work and in seeing that money spent upon it would not 
go to waste, and that we should get somewhere within the time 
fixed by the engineers, would protest, and I said it would lead 
to a protest on the floor, perhaps, when the bill came up in 
the House. The sum of $2,000,000 having been recommended by 
the engineers for the ensuing year, and we haying expected 
$1,400,000, and it being proposed to appropriate only $500,000, 
plus $200,000, I said we could not submit without protest, for 
it would mean waste and delay on a great work begun and not 
completed. Subsequently, I was informed, the Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee met in executive session. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no means of knowing what trans- 
pired in the committee meeting, but I do know that before the 
committee meeting was held on Monday I saw the adyance 
sheets of the committee report in which it was provided that the 
Delaware River should receive $500,000, plus $200,000. That 
meant a loss of at least one-half of the sum that had been con- 
fidently expected. At the subsequent meeting of the committee 
I was not present. The statement of my colleague is perfectly 
true in that respect. It was a secret meeting of the committee 
in which I had no right, and it was for shaping up its report. 
I have been informed, and I give him full credit, that my col- 
league did urge at this meeting that the appropriation be 
raised from $500,000, plus $200,000, to a higher sum, and that 
the committee did finally fix $1,000,000 as the amount of the 
appropriation for the Delaware River, or $500,000 less than 
we got last year. 

That afternoon, with my heels cooling outside the door of 
the committee room, I was admitted upon adjournment, and 
I went, as every Member of Congress has a right to do and 
ought to do under such circumstances, to the chairman of the 
committee and those still assembled in the room and was ad- 
vised that the change had been made, and that instead of re- 
ceiving $700,000 we were to get $1,000,000, but how we were to 
get it I was not informed. 

Now, I make this statement merely as a matter of justice to 
myself, in view of the charge that my methods in the matter 
haye been unfair to my colleague [Mr. Dononogr]. I want to 
give him all the credit that can come to him for the work he 
can do or will do for the Delaware River, for the city of Phila- 
delphia, or for the State of Pennsylvania. I think it is the duty 
of every man in the House to give full credit to every other 
Member for the work that he does. I have seen cases where 
credit has not been given to the man who originated and pushed 
the work; where jealousy and envy have robbed the rightful 
man of the credit that he ought to receive. I haye no envy for 
any man who accomplishes something, but am ever ready to 
give him earnest praise for his work in the House; and if any 
Member of the Pennsylvania delegation, or any other delegation, 
makes himself conspicuous in his work for the benefit of his 
constituency and the country, I will applaud him, no matter 
whether he is on this side or the other side of the House. 
{[Applause.] But I repeat that when we were given reason to 
believe that we would get $1,400,000 to continue an absolutely 
necessary work and prevent waste on the Delaware project, 
and found by reason of conditions that gave a tremor even to 
the Record of Philadelphia, the greatest Democratic news- 
paper of our State, and found we were to be cut in two, I was 
doing no more than my duty in calling public attention to it, 
and since my colleague got busy, after I had sounded the alarm, 
and induced the committee to raise the appropriation to 
$1,000,000, there is no reason why he should not be given the 
credit he covets. [Applause.] 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that he may proceed for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I have taken the floor at the 
conclusion of the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore] because of the absence of my colleague, Mr. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2613 


Dononor. I am not very familiar with the proceedings before 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors which have resulted in 
some appropriation for the improvement of the Delaware River, 


and I do not propose to discuss the merits of that proposition. 
I want simply to say that this whole matter arises out of the 
fact that there has been considerable friendly and political 
rivalry between the partisans of the gentleman from Philadel- 
phia, Mr. Moore, and the gentleman from Philadelphia, Mr. 
Donosor, in the Philadelphia newspapers as to which of these 
two gentlemen is entitled to the greater credit for the final 
recognition of the great Delaware River. 

Up to the time that this Congress met, Mr. Speaker, the pub- 
licity agents of some Members of this House had been so ac- 
tively at work that the public in Philadelphia, judging from the 
newspaper dispatches sent out from Washington, had been 
taught to believe that the Congress of the United States con- 
sisted exclusively of Mr. Speaker CANNON and Mr. J. HAMPTON 
Moore. [Laughter and applause.] 

In the Sixty-first Congress the gentleman from Philadelphia, 
Mr. Moorg, was 2 candidate for a position on the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, where he believed he could be of service to 
his city. He had been a candidate for that place in the Con- 
gress before that and in the first Congress of which he became a 
Member. The Speaker of the House and the Republican ma- 
jority of this House refused to recognize the interests of the 
great city of Philadelphia and its needs and refused to place 
him on that committee. : 

He takes umbrage now that a new Member is placed upon 
that committee in this Congress, yet in the Sixty-first Congress 
the Speaker put upon the Rivers and Harbors Committee as a 
Representative from the State of Pennsylvania a man who had 
never seen service in this House, who was a brand new Mem- 
ber, the gentleman from Washington County, Mr. Tener, and 
passed over the demands of the gentleman from Philadelphia 
that he and his great city should be recognized upon that com- 
mittee. The Republican Party refused consistently to do any- 
thing for Philadelphia, or for Mr. Moore if he were anxious and 
earnest in his desires to improve the waters in that section of 
the State, and the whole trouble comes about from this, that 
when the city of Philadelphia, in part, woke up and broke from 
the political shackles which had bound it for generations [ap- 
plause on the Democratic side] and sent to this House a Demo- 
erat, the city of Philadelphia, with its legitimate desires and 
needs, was recognized by this House [applause on the Democratic 
side], and a Democrat was put in a place where he could be 
of service to his people and his State, a recognition which had 
been denied the city by a Republican majority in previous Con- 
gresses. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I mention these 
things to lead up to this proposition, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. All that the gentleman has 
said does not deprive me as an humble Member of the minority 
and still a representative from Philadelphia from doing the 
best I can for the Delaware River, does it? 

Mr. PALMER. No; the gentleman is doing the best he can, 
but I want to assure him t his best is not a farthing com- 
pared with the best of the gentleman from Philadelphia Mr. 
Dononor. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think, 
when the appropriation was cut—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask for two minutes. 

SEVERAL Members. Take five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania asks unanimous consent that he may proceed for five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause] ‘The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylyania. Reserving the right to object, 
I would like the gentleman to answer one or two questions. 

Mr. PALMER, I will answer the questions of the gentleman. 
I did not object when he took the floor to enter upon a long 
tirade against Mr. DONOHOE. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I made no tirade against Mr. 
Dononor. I tried to give him all the credit I could for coming 
in after the appropriation had been cut asd doing his best to 
restore it. Will not the gentleman admit, since he has brought 
politics into this discussion, that the gentleman himself is en- 
titled to a bouquet which should be made even of lilies of the 
yalley for having, immediately upon the introduction of Mr. 
Dononor into this House, placed him upon that committee, 
where he might bask in the sunshine of the records his prede- 
cessors made for the Delaware River? 
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Mr. PALMER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I did not place Mr. Dono- 


Hor upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Did not the gentleman see 
the advantage of his being there 

Mr. PALMER (continuing). He was placed there by the 
majority of this House, and was elected by this House to that 
place. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the gentleman could 
see -—— 

Mr. PALMER. One moment—and.neither is it true that he 
is basking in the sunshine of the efforts made by his prede- 
cessors in this House. He started work anew, and regardless 
of errors and mistakes made by his predecessors in this House 
and regardless of discriminations made by the Republican Party 
in this House against the Delaware River, he went about his 
work and has accomplished something worth while for Phila- 
delphia and Pennsylvania {applause on the Democratie side], 
more than the gentleman from Philadelphia and his entire dele- 
gation have ever in the past been able to accomplish. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman says—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania further yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I have always paid tribute to 
the gentleman for his ability, and I want him to answer this 
question. 

Mr. PALMER. We are not talking about myself 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I know, but there are some 
things I want to talk about. 

Is it not true that the gentleman himself, coming on to be the 
leader of Democracy in his State, suggested the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DONOHOE] for appointment on this commit- 
tee in view of the circumstances he has just described? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, there is no politics, as far as we 
are concerned on this side of the House, in the Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the gentleman will not 
answer. 

Mr. PALMER. And the attempt to inject politics into this 
proposition has been made by the gentleman who last spoke. 


In Philadelphia he has made this a burning political issue, and 


he has had his newspapers defending him 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PALMER (continuing). When the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Dononor] has been given real credit by those 
. for his honest work. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman answer 
this question? I put it to him fairly and frankly: Did not the 
AERA from Pennsylyania who is now ganre fe House, 

view of the known conditions existing in Philadelphia and 
Pennsylvania, seeing the advantage that it would be to him from 
a party sense, suggest Mr. Dononog for appointment on this 
committee, and by reason of that fact haye we not heard of 
Mr. Dononor’s interest in the Delaware River, concerning 
which we had never heard before? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, not for pa advantage, not 
for the purpose of giving the Democratic credit, but for 
the purpose of giving Philadelphia and Pennsylvania the recog- 
nition which your party had denied them was the reason that 
I supported Mr. Dononor for a place on the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Does the gentleman assert 
that there was any lack of interest on the part of the other 
Republican Members and this particular “gentleman from 
Pennsylvania” in advocating waterway projects in the East? 

Mr. PALMER. There was apparent interest on the part of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and much ad- 
yertisement in the Philadelphia newspapers concerning his 
efforts in the direction, but small real results. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PALMER] has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. Moorr] asks unanimous consent that the time of his 
colleague be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman answer 
this: Is it not a fact that when the 85-foot-channel appropria- 
tion question was approved that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania [Mr. DonoHor] was not a Member of the House? Will 
not the gentleman answer that? 
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Mr. PALMER. ‘That may be true. 

Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania. It is true? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly we do not claim any credit for the 
gentleman [Mr. Dononor] for things which were done before 
he became a Member of the House. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You are doing it now. 

Mr. PALMER. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] in the Philadelphia newspapers 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will admit that I am work- 
ing for the interests of my city.. I admit it. 

Mr. PALMER (continuing). Is taking credit to himself for 
what the other gentleman from Philadelphia has done. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not deny getting all the 
help J can. I ask the gentleman to yield in order to answer a 
question. 

Mr. PALMER. I yield to the gentleman for the purpose of 
asking the question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. When the act of June 25, 1910, 
was passed, putting the 35-foot project into legislative form and 
appropriating $800,000 for that purpose, when I was a Member 
of the House, was the gentléman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


Donoxox] a Member of the House? 

Nr. PALACER, Tha ds'a question of history which the Con- 

gressional Directory will answer. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. One more question. The gen- 
tlë ‘has answered my other question so cleverly, so directly, 
and so frankly that I would like to ask one more. When the 
act of February 27, 1911, was passed did Mr. Doxono get any 
of the appropriation for $700,000 plus $800,000, a total of 
$1,500,000, the $700,000 being put in on the Senate side, and for 
which certain newspapers of Philadelphia are giving Mr. Dono- 
HOE credit? Was he here then? 

Mr. PALMER. He was not a Member of the House until the 
4th of March, 1911. His service has been short, and while I 
would not rob the gentleman from Philadelphia Mr. Moon 
Mrs MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank you for conceding 

Mr. PALMER. Or the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Penrose], at the other end of the Capitol, who have 
done what they could or what they would for the River Dela- 
ware and the city of Philadelphia, I am objecting to the gentle- 
man from Philadelphia Mr. Moonxz attempting to rob his pres- 
ent colleague Mr. DononHoz—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I give him credit for all he 
has done 

Mr. PALMER. Of credit belonging to him for the great sery- 
ice he has rendered to his eity and State since he has been a 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The ‘gentleman from Pennsylvania IMr. 
Moores] must address the Chair if he desires to interrupt a gen- 
tleman speaking on the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I want to add only this, Mr. Speaker: That if 
the good people of Philadelphia elsewhere will follow the ex- 
ample of those who reside in the district of the gentleman from 
Philadelphia Mr. DONOHOE, and if the good people of Penn- 
Sylvania outside the city of Philadelphia shall also follow that 
example, they will place upon the floor of this House men who 
will be able by their service here to bring results to their city 
and to their State such as have not been secured while the gen- 
tleman from Philadelphia Mr. Moore and his colleagues have 
oy 7 that side of the House. [Applause on the Democratic 

E. 5 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylyania. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Ilinois rise? 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have unanimous consent to 
speak for fiye minutes, inasmuch as my name has been dragged 
into this debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
asks unanimous consent to be allowed to address the House for 
five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, The gentleman from IIlinois is recognized. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address the House 
briefly, because, though only incidentally, I am involved in this 
controversy on account of the organization of the Sixty-first 
Congress, 

I recollect yery well the designation of the membership upon 
committees, which under the rules of the House is always 
subject to approval and change by the House if they disagree. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] It always has been so, as 
a matter of high privilege, after the committees have been 
designated. I did designate the members for service on the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Moore] was anxious to a member of that 
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committee. The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE] was a member of the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate, haying jurisdiction over the subject of rivers and 
harbors in that body. Pennsylvania is a great State, abutting 
on the Atlantic coast, its confines reaching out to the Ohio 
River. This is a large country, and it seemed to me, in desig- 
nating the membership of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, that Philadelphia was represented in the Senate and that 
the Middle West and the Mississippi River and the Ohio and 
the tributaries of the Mississippi were entitled to representation. 
Therefore, notwithstanding my great respect for the gentleman 
representing the Philadelphia district [Mr. Moore], I designated 
a man in the western end of the State for membership on that 
committee. I have no apologies to make therefor, and it is 
not to the discredit of my friend, politically and personally [Mr. 
Moore], that he was not designated. 

May I say a word further? The majority is always respon- 
sible, and while the Speaker organized the committees without 
objection in the Sixty-first Congress, yet in the Sixty-second 
Congress the Ways and Means majority, then not yet appointed, 
organized the House—the present House—and so organized it 
that its plan of organization had legs enough to receive the 
approval of the Democratic caucus. Czar CAN NoN! Yet Czar 
Unperwoop and my friend, in whose eye I look, Czar PALMER, 
made the organization. [Applause and laughter.] A 

Gentlemen, that was your right. I am throwing no clubs at 
you for doing it. 

By the by, I notice that the great Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania has always been represented under all conditions, and 
well represented. [Applause.] The Delaware River, with a 
80-foot channel, and then a 85-foot channel, has been treated 
with fair liberality, along with the balance of the country; and, 
so far as my friend and colleague Mr. Moore is concerned, I 
want to say that in former Congresses and in this, in my judg- 
ment, he has been quite second to no other Member of this 
House touching appropriations by his industry and ability. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] I have not the pleasure of 
the acquaintance of the Democratic Member from Philadelphia 
[Mr. Dononoe], but I will venture the prediction and express 
the hope, notwithstanding his admirable personality as it has 
been portrayed by my friend in church and state, who sits on 
the other side of the House [Mr. PALMER], that when the ides 
of November come the places that know them now will know 
them no more in this House. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. PALMER. The gentleman should not be too sure about 
that. [Laughter and applause on thé Democratic side.] 


INJUNCTION LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of 
injunction legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Tivenes] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Rercord on the subject of injunctions, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I desire to lay 
before the House for its information a statement of law on the 
subject of injunctions, given to me by Mr. Andrew Furuseth: 

GOVERNMENT BY INJUNCTION—THE MISUSE OF THE EQUITY POWER. 


The modern use of the writ of injunction, especially in labor disputes, 
is revolutionary and destructive of popular government. 

Our Government was designed to be a government by law, said law 
to be enacted by the legislative branch, construed by the judiciary, and 
administered by the executive. 

An injunction is “an extraordinary writ issued out of equity enjoin- 
ing a threatened injury to property or property rights where there is 
not a plain, adequate, and complete remedy at law.’ 

The definition of equity is “the application of right and justice to 
the legal adjustment of differences where the law by reason of its 
universality is deficient,” or “ that — 7 55 of jurisprudence which com- 
prehends every matter of law for which the common law provides no 
remedy * * * springing originally from the royal prerogative, 
moderating the harshness of the common law according to g con- 
science.” In other words, it Is the exercise of power according to the 
judgment and conscience of one man. 

It was for this reason that in Great Britain, whence the United States 
derives its system of equity as well as of law, the equity power was 
limited to the protection of property or property rights, and in such 
cases oy where there was nọ remedy at law; the words adequate and 
complete have been added here. ‘ 

When the courts of equity take jurisdiction over and issue injunc- 
tions in labor i ao they do so to protect business, which, under late 
rulings by several courts, is held to be property. These rulings are dis- 
puted and condemned by other courts, which hold that relations between 
employers and employees—between buyer and seller—are personal rela- 
tions, and as such, if regulated at all, are regulated by statute or com- 
mon law only. If the latter contention be right, and of this we believe 
there can be no question, the ruling that makes business property, or 
the right to carry on or continue in business a property right, is revolu- 
tionary, and must lead to a complete change, not only in our industrial 
but in our political life. If the court of equity be 8 to regulate 

rsonal relations, it will gradually draw to itself all legislative power. 


it be permitted to set aside or to enforce law, it will ultimately ar- 


ness to itself jurisdiction now held by the law courts and abolish 
trial by jury. 
The Constitution confers equity power upon the courts by stating that 


they shall have jurisdiction in law and in equity in the same way that it 
makes it their duty to issue the writ of habeas corpus, and in substan- 
tially the same way as it provides for trial by jury. Equity power 
came to us as it existed in England at the time of the adoption of our 
Constitution, and it was so limited and defined by English authorities 
that our courts could not obtain jurisdiction in labor disputes except by 
the adoption of a rule that business is property. If business be property 
in the case of a strike or boycott, and can therefore be protected by 
the equity court against dimunition of its usual income caused by a 
strike or boycott conducted by the working people, then it 5 
must be property at other’ times, and therefore entitled to be protect 
against loss of income caused by competition from other manufacturers 
or business men, Business and the income from business would become 
territorial and would be in the same position as land and the income 
from land. The result would be to make all competition in trade un- 
lawful; it would prevent anyone from engaging in trade or manufac- 
ture unless he comply with the whims and fancies of those who have 
their trade or means of production already established. 

No ase could enter into business except through inheritance, bequest, 
or sale. 

In order to show the failacy of this new definition of property, we 
here state the accepted legal definitions of pro „business, and labor. 

Definition of ge Becht ty “Property means the dominion of indefinite 
right of user and d e which one lawfully exercises over particu- 
lar things or subjects, and generally to the exclusion of all others. 
Property is ownership; the exclusive right of any person freely to use, 
enjoy and dispose of any determinate object, whether real or personal.’ 
(English and American 75 of Law. 

s is the exclusive right of possessing, enjoying, and disposing 


ropert, 
of a th ng. (Century Dictionary.) 
“A right imparting to the owner a power of indefinite user, capable 


of being transmitted to universal successors by way of descent, and im- 
parting to the owner the power of disposition from himself and his suc- 
cessors.” (Austin, Jurisprudence.) 

“The sole and despotic dominion which one claims and exercises over 
the external things of the world in total exclusion of the right of any 
other individual the world.” (Blackstone.) 

It will be seen that property is products of nature or of labor, and 
that the essential element is that it may be disposed of by sale, be given 
3 or in any other way transferred to another. 

There is no distinction in law between property and property rights. 

From these definitions it is plain that labor power or patronage can 
not be property, but aside from this we have the thirteenth amendment 
to the Constitution prohibiting slavery and involuntary servitude. 

Labor power can not be property, because it can not be separated 
from the laborer. It is personal. It grows with health, diminishes in 
sickness, and ceases at death. It is an attribute of life. 

The ruling of the courts make of the laborer a serf, of patronage an 
evidence of servitude by assuming that one may have a property right 
in the labor or patronage of another. 

Definition of business: That which occupies the time, attention, and 
labor of men for the purpose of livelihood or profit; that which occupies 
the time, attention, and labor of men for the purpose of profit and im- 
provement. (American and English Encycl. of Law.) 

That which busies, or that which occupies the time, attention, or 
labor of one, as his principal concern, whether for a longer or shorter 
time. (Webster's Dictionary.) 

Definition of labor: Physical or mental effort, particularly for some 
useful or desired end. Exertion of the powers for some end other than 
recreation or sport. (Century Dictionary.) 

It will be seen from the above definition that while there is a funda- 
mental difference between property and business, there is none at all 
between business and labor, so that if business be property, so is labor, 
and if the earning power of business can be protected by equity power 
8 injunction, so can the earning power of labor; in other words, 
the laborer may obtain an injunction against a reduction of his wages, 
or against a discharge, which would stop the wages entirely. 

If this new definition of property, by including therein business and 
labor, be accepted, then the wee sitting in equity becomes the irre- 
sponsible master of all men who do business or who labor. 

We contend that equity power and jurisdiction—discretionary gov- 
ernment by the judiciary—for well-defined purposes and within specific 
limitations gees to the courts by the Constitution, has been so ex- 
tended that it is Invading the field of government by law and 8 
ing constitutional liberty; that is, the personal liberty of the individual 
citizen, 

As government by equity—personal government—advances, repub- 
lican government—government by law—recedes. 

We have escaped from despotic government by the King. We realized 
that, after all, he was but a man. Are we going to permit the growing 
up of a despotic government by the judges? Are not they also men? 

The despotism of one can in this sense be no better than the despotism 


of another. If we are to preserye “government of the people, by the 
ple, and for the people,” any usurpation 55 the judiclary must be as 
sternly resisted as usurpation by the Executive. 


What labor is seeking is the assistance of all liberty-loving men in 
restoring the common-law definition of property and in restricting the 
jurisdiction of the equity courts in that connection to what it was at 
the time of the adoption of the Constitution. 

A bill has been, and now is, before Congress for his purpose. We 
ask your careful consideration of the reasons for this bill and of the 
bill itself, and your assistance in inducing Congress to make it law. 


NAVIGATION LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask immediate consideration 
for the privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 365. 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound in cloth, for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 1,000 copies of the Navigation Laws of the 
United States, edition 1911, issued by the Bureau of Navigation of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that the Clerk read the report (H. Rept. 
875). z 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Printing, having had under consideration the House 
resolution (H. Res. 365) providing for the printing of the Navigation 
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recommendation that the resolution be agreed tô. 

The estimated cost will be $459.95. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN, Is this an annual resolution? 

Mr. FINLEY. I can not say that it is. I can only say that 
the supply is exhausted, and that these copies are needed. 

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Will these copies, when they are bound, go 
to the document room or to the folding room to the credit of 
Members? 

Mr. FINLEY. They will go to the folding room to the 
credit of Members. 

Mr. MANN. And there most of them will be unused and 
useless. 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think they will not be use- 
less, and I think they will be used. There has been a very 
insistent demand for these publications, and there is a very 
good reason for the passage of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not understand the remark 
that I made. 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman from South Carolina will 
permit me, I made this inquiry for the purpose of ascertaining 
where these documents would go and how many each Member 
of Congress would have. Under this resolution the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] would have about two copies to 
his credit; so if he had a great deal of call for them, I imagine 
he would have to go and beg his colleagues to let him have 
a few of them to send to his constituents. Why not let these go 
to the folding room, where the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Moore], who has a great many calls for them, can get 
them and send them to his constituents? The gentleman from 
Texas and the gentleman from Illinois may never have any call 
for them. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from 
South Carolina yield to me? : 

Mr. FINLEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not care very much how 
these are distributed, if we can get them. I want to say that 
there is a positive demand for these navigation laws. The De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor has a very heavy demand. 
The Bureau of Navigation can not comply with the requests 
which come for them, and during the coming year there will be 
an international congress of navigation held for the first time 
in the United States, with delegates coming from all over the 
world—probably 400 or 500 of them. The officers of that con- 
yention, who are Government officials, have asked that they be 
given some of these copies in order that they may present them 
to these foreigners. 

Foreigners are anxious to know what the navigation laws of 
the United States are. Al along the coast there is a demand for 
them, shipping is increasing along the Atlantic seaboard, and 
people want to know what the laws are. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. This provides for printing 1,000 copies. That 
would be 2 to each Member, and the odd number of 200 or more 
would go to the document room of the Publie Printer for sale. 
Is there a demand there for them, or are they out of them at 
that office? 

Mr. FINLEY. I can not answer as to what the demand is 
there. I can only say that I do not think any copies will be 
wasted or not be called for. There is a demand for this publica- 
tion. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. i 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate concurrent resolution 11. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That there be printed 10,000 additional copies of the . 0 
the President of the United States transmi ing the report of the 

' Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Commission, to. 
gether with the hearings held before the commission, of which 2.500 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, and 2,500 copies for the use of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate; and 

That there be printed as a Senate document, in one pamphlet, 25,000 
copies of the message and Bet only, of which 5, copies shall be 
for the use of the Senate, 12,500 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 7,500 copies for the use of the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate. 
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Laws of the United States, reports the same back to the House with the: 


ate concurrent resolution 
of the hearin 


FEBRUARY 29, 


The Clerk read the following report (No. 374) of the com- 


mittee: 


The Committee on Printing having had under consideration the Sen- 
S. Con. Res. 11) providing for the printing 
before, and the report of, the Employers’ Liability and 
Workmen's mpensation Commission, reports the same back to the 
House with the recommendation that the resolution be agreed to. 

The estimated (approximate) cost will be $8,406.45. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will. X 

Mr. MANN. I see that the resolution provides for the print- 
ing of an equal number of these reports for the use of the House 
and the use of the Senate, including the Senate committee 
that has jurisdiction. It is not exactly in that form, but that is 
the effect of it. Why should we proyide for printing 7,500 
documents for the use of the Judiciary Committee of the Sen- 
= and not any for the use of the Judiciary Committee of the 

ouse? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will inform the gentleman. This work was 
done by a joint commission of the House and Senate. That 
commission is out of commission. They had many thousand 
requests for this publication. Now, it is intended by this pro- 
vision in the resolution that the Senate Committee on the Judi- 
ciary shall fill the requests that have come to this joint com- 
mission. 

Mr. MANN. The purpose is to turn over practically that 
number to Senator SUTHERLAND, Chairman of that commission, 
to fill the requests that have been made of the commission? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; and to other members. 3 

Mr. MANN. Turn them over to them for the purpose of filling 
requests that have been made on the commission? 

Mr. FINLEY. That is substantially true. 

Mr. MANN. Is that satisfactory to the House members of 
the commission? 8 

Mr. FINLEY. It is. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moon], a member of the commission. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
that I have anything to say on the subject, except that I regard 
it as of the utmost importance that this publication should be 
made and made promptly, A great inquiry has arisen throughout 
the country and a great many requests have been presented to me 
as a member of the commission for the publication of this 
report. I would like to ask the chairman of the Printing Com- 
mittee a question. 

Mr, FINLEY. I will yield. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I have not seen the report or 
the resolution. May I ask whether it is intended to publish any 
of the hearings? 

Mr. FINLEY. The report of the House Committee on Print- 
ing recommends that the Senate resolution pass without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. 
eation of the hearings? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; 10,000 additional copies of the message, 
together with the hearings held before the commission. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. It seems to me that it ought to 
be amended to include the report of the commission. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will read the resolution—I 
was under the impression that he was familiar with it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. No; I have not seen it; but it 
seems to me most important that the report of the commission 
should be published. The commission spent a great deal of 
time upon it, and we have summarized both the law and the 
facts. It seems to me that there would be few people who would 
be inferested in the hearings alone. 

Mr. FINLEY. There is ample provision for the printing of 
the report. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I see there is a provision to 
print 25,000 copies of the report. I trust the House will pass 
this, as there is a very great demand for it. 

The question was taken, and the concurrent resolution was 
agreed to. 


DECISION, SUPREME COURT, RAILROAD EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 383. 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 15,000 copies of the opinion and order of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, delivered January 15, 1912, at Nos. 120, 170, 289, 
and , October term, 1911, known as the opinion of the Supreme 
Court on the “Act of Congress relating to the lability of common ear- 
riers railroad to their employees in certain cases,” to be distributed 
. the document room of the House of Representatives. 


Does it provide for the publi- 
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The report of the committee was read, as follows: 
Report No. 372 to accompany House resolution 383. 

The Committee on Printing having had under consideration the House 
resolution (H. Res. 383) providing for the printing of 15,000 copies of 
the 3 of the Supreme Court on railroad employers’ liability act, 
reports the same back to the House with the recommendation that the 
resolution be surged to. 

The estimated cost will be $120.26. 

Mr. MANN. How many is it proposed by the resolution to 
print? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. FINLEY. I do. = 

Mr. MANN. I did not hear the number. 

Mr. FINLEY. Fifteen thousand, and I will state that this is 
a very important decision of the Supreme Court. It relates the 
law as to fellow servants. 

Mr. MANN. It sustains the law we passed? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN, After the Judiciary Committee had two whacks 
at it they succeeded finally in getting a law that was consti- 
tutional? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

PUBLIC HEALTH BULLETIN No. 48. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate consid- 
eration of the privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 393. 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House document 
room 16,000 copies of Public Health Bulletin No. 48, on pellagra, pre- 
pared by P: Asst. Surg. C. H. Lavinder. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Report No. 373 to accompany House resolution 393. 

The Committee on Printing having had under consideration the House 
resolution (H. Res. 393) ponang for the ge jee of Public Health 
Bulletin No. 48, reports the same back to the House with the recom- 
7400.28. that the resolution be agreed to. The estimated cost will be 

Mr. MANN. What is the number? 

Mr. FINLEY. Sixteen thousand copies. 

Mr. MANN. That is the bulletin of the Public Health Service? 

Mr. FINLEY. It is, and a very valuable one. 

Mr. MANN. They have published a bulletin recently in 


regard to typhoid; has the gentleman any request to have that | 


printed? 

Mr. FINLEY. I think there is one, but I have not it on my 
desk. 

Mr. MANN. It ought to be printed in large numbers. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION, 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr, Speaker, I ask the immediate considera- 
tion of the following privileged resolution, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 28. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed, for the use of the House of Representati 
80,000 copies of the report, with accom ing bill, of the Nation 
Monetary Commission, to be delivered to the superintendent of the fold- 
ing room of the House of Representatives for tribution. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Report No. 376 to accompany House concurrent resolution 28. 


The Committee on Printing, ha had under consideration the 
House concurrent resolution (H. Con. 28) providing for the print- 
ing of 30,000 copies of the 228 of the National Monetary Commis- 
sion, reports the same back to House with the recommendation that 
the resolution be agreed to. 

The estimated cost will be $604.94. 


Mr. FINLEY. Fir. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This is simply to print the report? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Paperrr]. „ 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it simply the report? 

Mr, PADGETT, A part of the report and the suggested bill 
that accompanies it. It does not reprint all of it. That would 
ssi many thousands of dollars. This is the report of the com- 
m. on. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the House 
concurrent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the House concurrent resolution 
was agreed to. 


FERTILIZER RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. FINEET. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate consid- 
eration of the House concurrent resolution No. 40, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk ‘read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 40. 

Resolved by the House of Sh sigs eee the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 10,000 copies of Senate ent No. 190, “ rer. 
tilizer Resources of the United States,” message from the President of 
the United States, December 18, 1911, for the use of the House. 

The report (No. 377) was read, as follows: 

Mr. FINLEY, from the Committee on Printing, makes the following 
2 to accompany House concurrent resolution 40: 

Committee on 3 et had under consideration the 
House concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 40) providing for the print- 
Ing of 10,000 copies of Senate Document No. 190, reports the same back 
to the House, with the recommendation that the resolution be agreed to. 

The estimated cost will be $1,669.26. 

Mr. FINLEY. In the last agricultural appropriation bill 
there was appropriated $12,000, as I remember, to make an in- 
vestigation for the purpose, if possible, of finding a potash sup- 
ply somewhere in the United States, and this document gives 
that information. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the House 
concurrent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


MILEAGE AND COST OF PUBLIC ROADS, 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate consid- 
8 1 of House resolution No. 400, which I send to the Clerk's 

esk, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows. 

House resolution 400, 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House document 
room 11,750 copies of Public Roads Bulletin No. 41, Mileage and Cost 
of Public Roads in the United States in 1909. 

The following report (No. 378) was read: 


Mr. Frintey, from the Committee on Printing, makes the following 

report to accompany House resolution 400: 
e Committee on Printing, ha had under consideration the 

House resolution (H. Res. 400) pro for the etre 9 of 11750 
copies of Public Roads Bulletin No. 41, Mileage and C of Public 
Roads in the United States in 1900, sate the same back to the House 
with the recommendation that the resolution be agreed to. 

The estimated cost will be 8488.98. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
EXCHANGE OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 14, and I will 
state that this is a mere matter of comity—— 

Mr. MANN. Let us hear it reads 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate concurrent resolution 14, 
22 of Mente we POSON nuthoriset to ANAE cong cd 
the daily and bound CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to the Under Secretary 
of State for External Affairs of Canada, in ex e for a copy of the 
Parliamentary Hansard; and that the Public Printer is hereby 
to honor the requisition of the Secretary of State for such copy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? e 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, is this a con- 
current resolution? 

Mr. FINLEY. It is. 

Mr. MANN. It is designed to make permanent law? 

Mr. FINLEY. To exchange similar publications between this 
country and Canada. 

Mr. MANN. With all due respect to the distinguished body 
at the other end of the Capitol and to the Committee on Print- 
ing of the House, I think everyone who thinks of it is familiar 
with the fact that a concurrent resolution can not make perma- 
nent law, and has no effect after the life of the Congress that 
passes it. 

It may be construed by the State Department as a direction, 
and I have no objection to it; but I would have supposed that 
whoever presented the resolution would have been familiar 
enough with the distinction between a joint resolution and a 
concurrent resolution to have prepared a proper resolution on, 
the subject. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will only say that the House 
Committee on Printing took the resolution as it came from the 
Senate. They were very anxious to have it passed, and we 
have no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
from South Carolina that he can amend his concurrent resolu- 
tion and make a joint resolution out of it, and let the Senate 
concur in his amendment. ; 

Mr. FINLEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ask leave to with- 
draw the resolution for the present, if the Speaker will indulge 
me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Frniey] withdraws his resolution for the present. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVES ALEXANDER C, MITCHELL AND EDMOND 
H, MADISON, 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Sunday, April 14, be set apart under special order for eulogies 
of the late ALEXANDER C. MITCHELL, of the second district of 
Kansas, and of the late EpMonp H. Manson, of the seventh dis- 
trict of Kansas, late Members of this House. I move that that 
day be set aside for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] asks unanimous consent that Sunday, April 14, be set 
aside for eulogies of the late Mr. MrrcomELL and the late Mr. 
Manrson, both of Kansas. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. BARNHART rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARNHART. To ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
to proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARN- 
HART] asks unanimous consent to address the House for five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word 
concerning some of these printing bills upon which the com- 
mittee has acted. As a member of that committee I have agreed 
with the majority in reporting certain bills or resolutions for 
the printing of documents which in their nature are extravagant 
and in some respects useless; 

I want to call particular attention to the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], which has 
already been passed by the House, and I do so for the purpose 
of giving notice that hereafter, regardless of which side of the 
House these resolutions mey come from, I shall protest against 
the passage of a resolution which on its face is an extravagance 
from any reasonable standpoint. The gentleman from Ilinois 
introduced a resolution in which he asked for the publication of 
20,000 copies of the President’s message carrying the report of 
the Tariff Commission on Schedule K. The cost of that publi- 
cation will aggregate something like $13,000. I made a general 
canyass among Members on both sides of the House to ascer- 
tain, if possible, what the demands were for this Gocument, 
and the largest demand I héard of was that of my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. Wits], who stated that he thought he could use 
100 copies, inasmuch as he represented one of the principal 
woolgrowing districts of Ohio. Many other Members said they 
had no requests for this document. Some said they had one 
request, others more. Even the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] indicated that he had as yet had comparatively few re- 
quests for the publication. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARNHAKRT. In just a moment. I am perfectly willing 
to concede the propriety of granting leave for the publication 
of any document in which the public is interested in such 
numbers as will probably be used, but I am opposed to the prac- 
tice that prevails of directing the Public Printer to print an 
enormous amount of these publications, with the result that 
the storerooms are glutted with all sorts of documents that are 
seldom sent out. Now I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman was referring to me a 
moment ago, and unintentionally, I think, he was misquoting me. 

Mr. BARNHART. I did not quote the gentleman. I simply 
said it was my inference of the gentleman’s observation. ; 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I would state that I have re- 
ceived several requests for that report. 

Mr. BARNHART. Relating to what? 

Mr. HAUGEN, The Tariff Board report. 

Mr. BARNHART. For how many? 

Mr. HAUGEN. For at least a dozen. 

Mr. BARNHART. The resolution as it passed provides, I 
think, an average of 40 copies for each Member of the House 
and more for Senators. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I wish to state that few requests have been 
made at the document room, but I have personally received 
several requests. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does not the gentleman think that that is a 
document which, if available, would be much more largely 


called for? The idea has gone out in the country that it can not 
be obtained. Since I have talked with the gentleman from 
Indiana, I will say that I have received requests for 30 or 40 
copies. I think if it were known that this report could be 
obtained the Members would have much larger calls for it, The 
idea now is that they can not get it. 

Mr. BARNHART. I do not understand how that could be; 
but even if there is such demand, after they get this voluminous 
set of books they will not have time nor patience to read them, 
and half the number authorized would be more than will ever 
be sent out to people who want them and will read them. 

The SPEAKER. Thé time of the gentleman has expired. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. Lame the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18960) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1913, with Mr. Bortanp in the chair, 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. How much time is still left for gen- 
eral debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAAB] 
has 1 hour and 50 minutes remaining and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Havcen] has 1 hour and 49 minutes remaining. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Ruger]. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, in the time which I shall occupy 
this afternoon in the discussion of this bill I shall confine my- 
self almost wholly to those things that I think pertain to the 
bill itself. It is not my intention at this time to discuss matters 
which are not before the House. 

The importance of the work of the Committee on Agriculture 
can not be overestimated, and the benefits to be derived by the 
passage of the pending bill which it has prepared and submitted 
to this House can not be overstated. More than any other of 
the great appropriation bills, this one comes nearest to the great 
body of the American people. ` : 

On the 14th day of the present month the President of the 
United States issued his proclamation, and Arizona, the last of 
the organized Territories, became a part of this great Union. 

Forty-eight imperial States, embracing that vast territory 
extending from Canada on the north to Mexico and the Gulf on 
the south and lying between the Atlantic and the Pacific, unite 
to form this great Nation, a Nation unexcelled, yea, unequaled 
in all the history of the world. [Applause.] 

As we turn the pages of American history we are surprised 
and gratified at the great progress she has made. This great 
Republic, composed as it is of many States, each of which in 
its individual capacity is imperial, and yet all bound together 
by the stronger ties of the General Government, presents to the 
world the example of a Nation that meets with universal ap- 
proval, one that has often been imitated but has never been 
equaled. Much of the advancement of the Nation is due to the 
progress and the development within the individual States. 
Each has its own laws, its own officers, and, with commendable 
zeal, each strives earnestly for those things which will be for 
the upbuilding, the advancement, and the betterment of its own 
citizens. Each becomes a generous rival of the other, each vies 
with the other in loyalty, and each is bound to the other and to 
the Nation by the Constitution of the United States—the su- 
preme law of the land. The General Government reaches out 
its protecting hand to all parts of the country. The President 
is the President of all of the people, and his executive authority 
extends to all the States. The judiciary issues its decrees, and 
its decisions are supreme everywhere. The Congress is the Con- 
gress of every State. It is the Congress of all the people, and it 
should legislate for all the States and all tlfe people with equal 
and exact justice. 

Let us turn our attention for just a moment to some of the 
really great things which have made for advancement, and 
in connection with each and every one of them let us see what 
the Congress of the United States has done to assist in its de- 
velapment. 

Our seacoast is indented with beautiful and extensive har- 
bors—the open doors that invite the commerce of the world. 
Congress has with generous hand given much aid to the im- 
provement of these harbors and has expended upon them mil- 
lions of dollars. Through every part of the country flow great 
rivers and their tributaries, bearing our products from city to 
city and on to the sea. Realizing their importance as means 
of transportation, Congress has spent millions of dollars in 
deepening channels, revetting banks, and in every way improv- 
ing these great waterways. 
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Our great railroads, extending from sea to sea, sending their 
subdivisions and branches in all directions, covering the land 
with a network of steel, reach almost to every hamlet and vil- 
lage. As I speak to you this afternoon thousands of freight 

, trains are bearing the products of the factory, of the farm, and 
of the mine to their respective markets in all parts of the coun- 
try. Modern passenger trains, laden with travelers, rush to 
their destinations, bearing their precious freight of human souls 
in comfort, ease and luxury. In the building of railreads Con- 
gress has taken an important part. Millions of acres of the 
best land of this country haye been given to the railroads—aye, 
even more than have been given to homeseekers for homesteads. 

We Boast of our factories and our mills, giving employment 
to thousands and sending their products into all the world. 
For years and years this Government has, by its high protective- 
tariff system, compelled the people living in every nook and 
corner of this Republic to pay tribute to these great institu- 
tions. Under this policy of protection these institutions haye 
grown so eficient and so powerful that they are now sending 
their products into foreign markets and with absolute lack of 
appreciation of a generous and long-suffering people, who have 
during all these years cqntributed to their upbuilding, they are 
selling abroad cheaper than they are selling at home. 

Our mineral resources are important; the same policy of 
protection that extends to the factory extends to the products 
of the mines. The mineral products are protected, the mine 
owner is thereby benefited, and he owes much to the General 
Government for the advancement of his industry. 

Time will not permit me to take up every great industry that 
has had to do with our development and upbuilding. I come 
now to one that stands in importance far above any of these, 
an industry that in the progress and development of the Re- 
public has played a greater part than any of those I have men- 
tioned, if not, indeed, a part greater than all of them combined. 
Agriculture is the greatest industry in America to-day. [Ap- 
nlause.] Without it we would have no use for our magnificent 
harbors. Take it away, and the boats that ply on our great 
rivers would rot and decay. Stop the plow, and the railroad 
trains would stand still, the tracks would grow up with weeds, 
the factories would close their doors, and the mines would cease 
to operate. [Applause.] 

Six and one-half millions of farmers, who with their families 
constitute nearly one-third of the population of the United 
States, cultivating, -as they do, more than 500,000,0. acres 
of land, raising annually more than $8,000,000,000 of produets— 
the foodstuff of 90,000,000 of people—present to us the picture 
of an industry so vast and so great that its importance can not 
be estimated. Upon the successful operation of the farms of this 
Jand must depend for their foodstuff the toiling millions who 
labor in the factories, in the mines, and upon the great railway 
systems. To the farmer must look for food all who live in the 
great cities of the country. Briefly stated, upon agriculture 
must depend every man, woman, and child throughout the land. 

Congress has almost from the beginning recognized the im- 
portance of other great industries and has legislated for them 
generously, but it has been only in recent years that it has 
awakened to the importance of agriculture. Prior to 1900 the 
entire amount of money given to the Department of Agriculture 
by Congress was less than $45,000,000. Since then the amount 
appropriated has been $107,000,000 making an aggregate 
amount appropriated for the Department of Agriculture $152,- 
000,000 of which more than $100,000,000 have been appropriated 
within the last 10 years. Even in recent years the amount of 
money appropriated for agriculture has been indeed meager, 
when compared with the vast sums appropriated for other 
things. Since 1900, $1,512,161,984 have been appropriated for 
the maintenance of the Army of the United States, $1,275,941,034 
for the Navy, $301,326,049 for rivers and harbors, and $140,- 
721,541 for public buildings. The appropriation bill a year ago, 
in a time of profound peace, carried for the Army and Navy 
$219,613,885 a sum greater than has been appropriated for agri- 
culture since the establishment of the Government, and a sum 
more than twice as great as has been appropriated since 1900, 

Why all these preparations for war in a time of absolute 
peace? A hundred years have passed since the country was 
invaded by a foreign foe, and, in my opinion, the time will be 
far distant—centuries will come and go—before a foreign na- 
tion will ever again attempt to invade the United States of 
America. [Applause.] But should the invader come, let me 
say to you, history will repeat itself. Away back yonder in 
revolutionary days it was the embattled farmer that stood on 
the plains of New Hampshire and “ fired the shot heard around 
the world.” It was the American farmer, poorly armed and 
equipped, who stood with Jackson at New Orleans and repelled 
the British invader an hundred years ago. From the fields 


came the bulk of our Army that marched down into Mexico 
and carried our flag to victory and planted it triumphantly upon 
the battlements of the Montezumas. It was the boys from off 
the farms and from out the small villages that constituted the 
Army in the Spanish-American War; and it was a farmer boy— 
a Missouri boy, if you please—who in that struggle planted the 
first American flag on Cuban soil. [Applause.] In the years 
to come it will be the American farmer who will stand ever 
ready to defend his country, and upon him will we largely 
depend should a foreign foe darken our borders. 

In view of these facts, why these great appropriations for 
the maintenance of a large standing Army and for the addition 
of numerous battleships to our Navy? Prior to the Spanish- 
American War, in the year 1898, Congress appropriated only“ 
twenty-three millions for the Army, less than one-fourth the 
amount appropriated annually since that time. In the same 
year it appropriated only thirty-three millions for the Navy, 
whereas last year the appropriation amounted to one hundred 
and twenty-six millions. It is time to call a halt. If one-half 
of the money that has been spent during the last 40 years for 
the maintenance of the Army and the Navy had been spent for 
internal improvement—upon the rivers, improving them and 
adapting them to commerce; upon the roads, aiding the various 
States in the construction of public highways—the conditions 
throughout the length and breadth of this land would, in my 
opinion, be advanced far more than they are today. 

Let us see briefly what the Department of Agriculture has 
been doing in the recent years that it has taken up this work. 
Feeling that the work must be known to be appreciated, every 
effort has been made to bring it in close contact with the great 
body of the people throughout all parts of the country, until 
to-day the work of the Agricultural Department is felt through- 
out the Republic. Investigations are being made in every possi- 
ble line of agriculture. Experiments are being tried in every- 
thing that can be thought of, the result of which will bring im- 
provement and advancement. The results of these investiga- 
tions and experiments are carried to the farmer in bulletins 
and by personal representatives of the department. Men are 
sent out to visit communities here and there. The department, 
cooperating with the agricultural agencies of the various States, 
is sending out upon great lines of railway its special cars 
laden with agricultural products and accompanied by the best 
specialists in the land. These cars are stopped at points all 
along the line, farmers are notified far in adyance of their 
coming, lectures are delivered, demonstrations are made, ques- 
tions are answered, information given, and great interest is de- 
veloped wherever they go. 

A few years ago the boll weevil made its appearance and 
threatened the entire destruction of the cotton of the South. 
The Agricultural Department, cooperating with States and pri- 
vate citizens, has taken hold of this work and has by means of 
its farm demonstrations throughout the South proved to the 
farmers in that section that the way to meet this evil and to 
counteract it is to diversify the crops they seek to raise upon 
their land. As a result, throughout all that great country farm- 
ers who only a few years ago depended entirely upon the cotton 
crop are to-day raising all kinds of agricultural products, and 
that great section of the country bids fair to become the agri- 
cultural garden spot of the world. [Applause.] 

What has been done in the South in the way of teaching the 
people diversification of crops, improving the soil, and all that 
sort of thing, can be done and should be done throughout other 
agricultural districts. Our committee has before it now for its 
consideration a bill introduced by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever], which provides that the Department of 
Agriculture shall, cooperating with agricultural colleges of the 
various States, place men in the field in every State, whose duty 
it shall be to study soil conditions, cooperate with the farmers 
themselves, and carry on a complete system of farm demonstra- 
tion. In my opinion, this is one of the most important measures 
before Congress to-day. It would stimulate agriculture every- 
where, and should be passed without delay. 

It is impossible for the Department of Agriculture through 
its personal representatives to reach every farmer. It is, how- 
ever, making up for this by the issuing of the Farmers’ Bul- 
letins. The results of experiment and investigation are set forth 
in brief, concise form in bulletins, and these are sent out in 
great numbers to the men upon the farm. They have been 
written upon almost every conceivable subject, and the farmer, 
after his day's labor is over, may sit by the fireside in the even- 
ing and by the aid of this bulletin get a large amount of valuable 
information and receive much encouragement and instruction in 
the great work he is doing. 

In recent years the teaching of agriculture in the country 
schools is required by many States. To aid the teacher in this 
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work the Department of Agriculture has prepared a special set 
of bulletins. I have mailed a complete set of these bulletins to 
every teacher in my own congressional district, and they have 
been used by them in the teaching of agriculture to the children 
of their respective schools. Many letters which I have received, 
from both teacher and pupil, attest the fact of the t interest 
that is now being taken in the study of agriculture by the school 
children. 

Throughout the South and in some other parts of the country 
boys’ corn-growing contests haye been conducted. Clubs have 
been organized in the various schools and the number of boys 
actively engaged in the corn-growing contests in the South num- 
ber 60,000. These clubs are organized through the public 
schools, They have for their object not only the teaching of 
the boys the preparation of the soil, the planting, cultivating, 
and harvesting of corn, but, through the boys, the encourage- 
ment in the growing of home supplies, by the fathers. In many 
instances a successful corn crop grown by a boy is an efficient 
means to get hold of the farmer himself and to get him inter- 
ested in the proposition of increasing the yield per acre of his 
land. In this work the department cooperates most heartily. 
In December last there appeared before our committee about 
25 boys. These boys were the winners from the South in the 
corn-growing contests. Later on in February there appeared 
before our committee prize winners of the boys’ corn-growing 
contests from the State of Iowa. 

I hope the time may not be far distant when the boys in 
every State will be reached and through means similar to these 
may become interested, deeply interested, in the development 
and the betterment of farm methods and farm life. [Applause.] 

Up to the present time the great work of the Department of 
Agriculture has been confined almost wholly to experiments 
und investigations that will lead to greater production. Mak- 
ing two blades of grass grow where one grew before” has, up 
to the present time, been the great aim in the development of 
agriculture. Methods of fertilization, study of soils, rotation of 
crops, and everything of that sort has been investigated to the 
end that the agricultural lands of our country may be made to 
produce better and more abundant harvests. 

One very important factor in agriculture has been to a great 
extent neglected, if not entirely overlooked, and that is the 
question as to how the farmer may best market the crops he 
raises, with the least possible expenditure of money; and, 
further, that he may secure for the labor he performs the 
largest possible compensation in the price he receives for such 
crops. 

Secretary of Agriculture Wilson, in his report says: 

The consumer pays a dollar for food the farmer gets less than 50 
cents for. Who gets the rest? 

If it be true, and we can not question it, that the farmers 
-of this country are getting as their compensation less than 
half of the value of their products, then something is radically 
wrong. It often happens that the more abundant the crop the 
less the farmer receives for it. In my own country—in the 
Ozarks of Missouri—I have seen the trees bent over with rich, 
red apples, and I have seen the fruit rot upon the ground, for 
the reason that the current price offered was not sufficiently 
high to pay the cost of gathering and hauling to market. I have 
been informed that similar conditions have existed in other 
localities in other fruits and in other crops. 

Several bills are now pending before the Committee on Agri- 
culture providing for the establishment of a bureau of markets. 
These bills provide that there shall be established either in the 
Department of Agriculture or in the Department of Commerce 
and Labor a bureau whose business it will be to study the various 
market conditions of the country and to develop ways and means 
whereby the farmer may be informed as to how he may best pre- 
serve, pack, transport, and dispose of his products. It seems to 
me that this is an important movement in the right direction, and 
one which, if ultimately carried out and put into effect, will 
result in the farmer getting a larger share of every dollar's 
worth of produce that he raises. The farmers are to-day, and 
have been for many years, the poorest paid laborers in the 
United States, and if this bill will improve this condition let us 
pass it as speedily as possible. 

In connection with the question of markets, I desire to say 
that we want a stable market, one based upon the law of supply 
and demand. I am unalterably opposed to all unlawful com- 
binations made for the purpose of controlling prices. All 
gambling in farm products by exchanges should be prohibited 
by law. These men do not deal in the actual products; they buy 
and sell futures which they never expect to be delivered, and 
are enabled by their manipulations to raise and lower prices 
at their own sweet will to the great detriment both of the pro- 
ducer and the consumer. I have introduced a bill which, if 
passed, will, I think, absolutely prevent gambling in farm 


1 I do sincerely hope that this Congress will not ad- 
ourn without placing this or some similar measure upon the 
statute books. 

There are other things that in my opinion Congress should 
do for the advancement of agriculture and for the upbuilding of 
the agricultural communities. f 

The Government of the United States should cooperate with 
the various States of the Union and assist financially in the 
building of public roads. And why should not the Government 
aid in the building of public highways? In the past it has 
helped to build railroads, why not help to build wagon roads? 
I repeat, it is an astounding fact that this Government has 
given to the railroads more acres of land than it has given to 
its citizens for homes—77,594,792 acres have been donated to 
railroads. This is equal to 327 acres for every mile of track 
laid in the United States. We have before the committee now 
some 25 or 30 bills upon the subject of Federal aid in the con- 
struction of public roads. I hope that the Committee on Agri- 
culture will agree upon one of these measures, and that this 
Congress will put upon the statute books a law whereby in the 
coming years the National Government may cooperate with the 
various States and begin a real forward movement toward the 
improvement of the country roads. ~ 

For a number of years Congress has sought in every way to 
regulate freight rates and place them upon an equitable and 
just basis, to the end that the corporation may receive a just 
compensation for the money invested, and at the same time the 
shipper may not be compelled to pay exorbitant and unjust 
rates. This work must be continued, the Government must con- 
trol the railroads, and compel them to give just rates not only 
to the farmer but to every shipper. 

Another crying need is a means of transportation that will 
enable the farmer to get to market promptly those products 
which are perishable in their nature and which must be carried 
quickly and at a reasonable rate. At present there is no ade- 
quate method of transportation which meets these requirements. 
As now conducted, the railroads are not adequate, because 
freight is ordinarily held until carload or train-load lots are 
collected. This results in much loss in perishable commodities. 
The express companies transport products more promptly, but 
their rates are exorbitant and their service so unsatisfactory 
that the farmers can not profitably patronize them. 

Able minds are engaged in trying to work out the farmer's 
transportation problem, but as yet nothing tangible has been 
accomplished. : : 

It has been proposed that the parcel-post system be extended 
with a view to meeting the requirements. Many bills on this 
subject have been introduced. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads has reported a bill which increases the weight 
of parcels that may be carried in the mails from 4 to 11 pounds 
and decreases the rate from 16 cents to 12 cents a pound. But, 
it is urged, the farmer can not afford to pay even 12 cents a 
pound to get his products to market. 

Another remedy proposed is to compel the railroads to haul 
fast freight cars in the trains that now carry express packages, 
and to allow them to charge a higher rate than is collected 
upon freight in ton or carload lots, and yet a rate low enough 
to enable the farmer to profitably ship his commodities. In 
my opinion this would be a wise law. It would benefit not 
only the farmer, who would use it to ship perishable products 
promptly, but it would also benefit the consumer, who would 
receive those products in a fresher and more wholesome condl- 
tion. 

Another plan, advocated in bills now pending in Congress, is 
for the Government to condemn and take over the business of 
the express companies and conduct the express business itself. 
Eminent lawyers who have studied this question agree that the 
Government has the right to do this. Those who advocate Gov- 
ernment express contend that the system wonld not in any 
measure partake of the nature of Government ownership of 
transportation lines; that the Government would simply collect 
and deliver the packages, and pay the railroads for hauling 
them as it now pays them for hauling the mails. 

It is urged in behalf of this measure that while it would 
greatly increase the facilities of the farmer in getting his per- 
ishable products to market at reasonable rates, it would still be 
fair to the local merchant, because it would not be creating any 
new facility of competition against him; that the express 
business is already here, and the taking of it over by the Goy- 
ernment would simply be placing it under new and better 
management; that it would furnish not only increased and 
cheaper facilities to the farmer, but to the local merchant as 


well. : 

The friends of this measure claim that it would give the 
people a rate of not more than half that of a parcel post. In 
support of this contention they have compiled comparative 
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tables of rates, which seem to clearly make good their claims. 
These rates are for a distance of 196 miles, which is the average 
journey of express packages. I will now read these tables. 


Table comparing parcel-post rates with express company rates and 
Government express rates. 


Express 
at 
post rate | rates as | post rate 83 
ment 
could 
operate 
ress 
without 
loss. 

12 * 
"H 8 
30 08 
48 2 
“9 12 
„H 14 
90 X 16 

1.08 18 
1.20 19 
1.32 20 
7.92 1.40 


2$ cents per pound. 


1 12 cents per pound, 


From this table it is seen that the 12-cent parcel-post rates 
are practically double the present express rates, and the 8-cent 
parcel-post rates are one-third greater. On small packages, of 
from 1 to 2 and 3 pounds, the parcel-post rate is, at best, only 
about equal to the express rate, while on packages of greater 
weight the parcel-post rate is much higher than the express 
rate. 

To illustrate more plainly, if an individual during a given 
time, say one year or less, were to send 11 different articles 
representing the 11 different weights, the total cost to him 
would be $1.40 by Government express, $3.97 by private ex- 
press, $5.28 by S-cent parcel post, and $7.92 by 12-cent parcel 
post. 


We are here to legislate for all the people and to do that 
which will be of the greatest good to the greatest number. Let 
us consider all these propositions and agree upon and enact 
into law one that will accomplish the best results and bring 
to the people the greatest relief. For my own part, I am frank 
to say that, with the information I have before me, the propo- 
sition providing for Government express has much to com- 
mend it. 

Thousands come to our land from every clime, they fill our 
cities, they compete with our laborers in the factories and in 
the mines; only a small per cent of them ever become farmers. 
We welcome the desirable, but the undesirable should be ex- 
eluded. 

Stringent laws should be passed regulating immigration. Let 
us open wide our doors to worthy homeseekers, but close them 
securely to those who come merely to make money and who, 
caring nothing for our institutions, retain their allegiance to a 
foreign government, whither they return when their greed for 
gain has been satisfied. 

Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me it is impossible 
to discuss, even briefly, many of the things important to agri- 
culture and helpful and stimulating to farm life. To-day, as 
never before, the farmers of the country are awake to the things 
that make for their own advancement. The rural routes bring 
to them the daily papers, market reports, and journals of agri- 
culture, They have their own organizations, and they are co- 
operating for the development of their own great industry. By 
proper legislation in both State and Nation it is possible to im- 
prove farm conditions and make more attractive farm life. 

Thousands of young men and young women, attracted by the 
glamour and the glitter of city life, have been leaving the farms 
and casting their lot with those who throng our large cities. 
This movement is in the wrong direction. It should be reversed. 
The boys and girls who live upon the farm should be induced 
to stay there, while many who are now eking out a miserable 
existence in our overcrowded cities should be persuaded to 
leave them and make their homes upon the farms. The slogan 
should be not only “Back to the farm,” but also “Stay on the 
farm.” 

This appropriation bill carries $15,000,000. I have but one 
objection to it. There may be some criticisms, there may be 
Members who will seek to cut it down, there may be others who 
may seek to increase it, but the only objection I have to this 
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appropriation bill is that it is not large enough; it does not 
carry enough money for the American farmer. [Applause.] 

Let us cease our great appropriations for war in this age of 
peace. Let us increase our appropriation for the Agricultural 
Department and for those things that will improve and build 
up the farm. Let us give greater attention to internal improve- 
ment, the dredging of rivers, the construction of public high- 
ways, and the passage of bills which will benefit the great 
masses of American people. Let us do this, and the Congress of 
the United States will bring about a great change for good in 
the condition of affairs throughout the land. Do this, and farm 
life in this country will be made the best and the most desir- 
able that can be found anywhere. 

Mr. Chairman, the farmer presents the highest type of Ameri- 
can citizenship; strong, sturdy, robust, he has toiled on in this 
great work of development. By the sweat of his brow he has 
produced 87 per cent of the wealth of the Nation. He has asked 
but little of the Government; he knows no eight-hour law; he 
goes to work with the rising of the sun, toils on through its 
burning rays, and ceases only with the darkness of the closing 
day. In justice to him, let us pass this bill without the reduc- 
tion of a single item. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I haye enjoyed, and I am sure 
that the Members of this House haye enjoyed, the splendid 
speech of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rupey]. I was 
glad to hear him speak in the interest of the farmers of the 
country. Agriculture is the corner stone of all other industries. 
[Applause.] 

Our people are waking up to the importance of encouraging 
the farmer, and this means much not only to the farmer but to 
the country. I desire to discuss briefly a question of vital inter- 
est to the farmers of the South. The people who produce two- 
thirds of the world's cotton crop are laboring under great dis- 
advantages. They are greatly imposed upon by wild speculation 
permitted on the cotton exchanges to-day. I desire to answer 
some of the arguments that are being sent to Members of 
Congress by persons interested in these cotton exchanges. It 
is not my purpose to abolish any cotton exchange, but it is my 
fixed purpose to help regulate the exchanges. I want the ex- 
change to be helpful, not hurtful, to the cotton producer, and 
unless the cotton exchange deals in real cotton and aids in 
distributing the crop it is not helpful, but harmful, to the 
farmer. I shall continue to fight for that regulation which will 
require the exchange to deliver the grade of cotton named in 
the contract. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the New York Cotton Exchange, under 
its rules, is permitted to tender me any grade of cotton that 
it chooses, although that exchange has with me a solemn con- 
tract to deliver to me strict middling cotton, we will say, 
worth 14 cents per pound. When the day comes to fulfill the 
contract they tender me cotton worth not more than 2 cents 
per pound. I say that that is not a compliance with the con- 
tract, and has in no way helped the cotton producer, but this 
practice injures him. I can not use the cotton tendered me by 
the exchange, and I decline to take it. Then the exchange man 
is not offended; he is happy, because he is conducting what 
he calls a cotton business without the use of real cotton, and 
he keeps the same unspinable cotton that he offered me to offer 
to thousands of other men. 

The size of the cotton crop has nothing to do with the amount 
handled on the exchange. They sell a hundred million bales and 
never call on the farmer for cotton with which to fill the con- 
tracts, and they do not fill the contracts. The cotton that they 
handle is what I have called here on another occasion “dummy 
cotton.” Discussing this question with a northern gentleman 
once, he said: 


This exchange cotton is like the saloon sandwiches once used in my 
town. It was against the law to sell whisky on Sunday unless some- 
thing to eat was served with it. Fifteen cents a drink on Sunday, with 
a sandwich thrown in. 


And he said: 


Do you know what the bartender did? He had some sandwiches made 
of wood and painted so as to resemble brown bread, and in the middle 
something that resembled a slice of meat, and when a man came in and 
asked for a drink of whisky on Sunday they would put a wooden sand- 
wich with the drink on the table. The man took his drink and they 
took his 15 cents, and then they put the dummy sandwich back and 
sold it over and over again to a thousand men; and they called that 
complying with the law, but they never called on the baker or butcher 
for bread or meat. 


That is what is going on to-day in the New York Cotton Ex- 
change and probably in some of the others. They do not de- 


liver real cotton, but they keep a certain grade of dummy cotton 
to serye on contracts; but this cotton remains in New York, and, 
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like the saloon sandwich, is served over and over again to thou- 
sands and thousands of men, but they do not call on the pro- 
ducer for cottton. 

I haye a letter here from a gentleman in Texas in which he 
says: 

Cotton exchanges, all of them, should be regulated as far as is 
sible to prevent their using their machinery to make inoperative the ae 
of supply and demand. 

I want everything removed that hinders the law of supply 
and demand. Why, if an exchange never has to call upon the 
man who produces cotton, for real cotton, is the exchange aiding 
the farmer or helping to carry out the law of supply and de- 
mand? Say, for instance, the farmer has a bale of cotton. 
Under a bear raid on the exchange in less than one week it will 
be reduced $15 in value, as values are fixed on the exchange. 
It is good cotton, and the value of that cotton for the purposes 
of the spinner is unchanged from the beginning of the bear raid 
to that time. You can keep a bale of cotton a hundred years, 
or longer than that, and it will be spinnable and good cotton at 
the end of that time if kept in a dry place. 

And yet by bear speculation they beat the price down. They 
create an unnatural condition and cause destructive fluctuations 
in the price. But some one says, “Can not the bulls pnt the 
price up?” And I answer: The bull is an uncertain quantity. 
He is in to-day and out to-morrow; he does not abide like the 
bear. The bear is backed by the spinning interest of the world. 
[Applause.] He must have cotton all the time, and this is why 
these bear agents are on the exchange all the time. The bull 
goes in only when he thinks that there is a chance of making 
money by speculating. The bear is in all the time because he 
represents an interest that must have cotton all the time, and 
he uses every means possible to reduce the price of cotton just 
as low as he possibly can. The New York Exchange limits its 
membership to 450 members, and you can safely count three- 
fourths of its members as bears. If they had no limit on their 
membership, the cotton producers of the country might buy seats 
on the exchange and the bear and bull forces might be more 
equally divided. But, oh, no, they have limited the number to 
450, and whenever there is a yacancy they pass on the applicant 
and scrutinize carefully the credentials of the gentleman who 
buys that seat. A seat sold some time ago for $17,000. 

Men buy a license to speculate on the farmer's products, and 
the speculation injures the farmer. 

I read further from the letter of a Texas gentleman: 

They buy futures with no intention of receiving the actual cotton, 
because under the exchange rule the seller is privileged to deliver prac- 
tically any grade, and they might be forced to receive such grades that 
were as unsuitable as baled hay to make cotton goods with. 

Mr. FORNES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORNES. Does the law compel the cotton producer to 
sell direct to the New York Cotton Exchange? Could he not 
sell direct to the consumer? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No; the law does not compel the producer to 
sell cotton direct to the New York Cotton Exchange. The New 
York Exchange does not handle real cotton, but by the opera- 
tion of its rules injures the price of the farmer’s cotton. I will 
read another line from the Texas letter which touches this 
situation: 

uld be revised specify the 

sil © a al a ca te ae 
0 j A 

3 middling oe basis | middling; nothing below strict ordinari 

And so forth. 

Why not require the exchange to do what is required of the 
man selling spot cotton for future delivery? If he agrees to 
deliver on a certain day 100 bales of a certain grade he is 
compelled to comply with the contract. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with the New York Cotton Exchange 
holding this dummy cotton, grades unfit to spin, year in and 
year out, tendering it to this man and that man and the other 
man, and nobody taking it, and keeping it there for years and 
years, they are injuring the cotton farmer. What we want to 
do, I will say to my friend from New York, is to fix it so that 
whoever deals in cotton will have to call on the farmer some 
time for cotton with which to fill the contracts. 

That is what I am contending for to-day, and that is what 
the farmer is contending for. A gentleman in Dallas, Tex., 
Mr. N. T. Blackwell, who is editor of the Cotton and Cotton 
Oil News, of Dallas, Tex., has written a letter to all the Mem- 
bers of this House and the Senate, urging them to oppose the 
Heflin bill, looking to the regulation of cotton exchanges; and 
he goes on to say that it would be detrimental to the farmer, 
The gentleman is making the same argument that the cotton 
exchanges make. 


I have heard the same argument made by members of the 
New York Cotton Exchange. 

They have issued a book, 124 pages, which also pleads the 
cause of the cotton exchange, and they have circulated it 
through the South. And they have sent out a speech purport- 
ing to have been made by this same gentleman, N. T. Blackwell, 
of Texas, and here it is. They have sent it to all the papers of 
the South, and what do you suppose they have printed at the 
top of this dangerous-looking document? Notice to the pub- 
lishers: Plates of this article will be shipped to you free of 
charge, express prepaid. We act as manufacturers. Return 
the metal to the Western Newspaper Union.” The Western 
Newspaper Union’s headquarters, I understand, are in Chicago. 

Who is putting up the money to send all this plate matter 
to thousands and thousands of papers in the South, paying the 
express charges to and from the newspapers? Who is fur- 
nishing the money to publish all these little books now being 
circulated? Why, Mr. Chairman, it is costing somebody a 
large sum of money to send out the literature that they are 
now sending out to attack my bill, which simply demands that 
the exchange shall deal in real cotton. [Applause.] 

The exchanges haye grown wise in the last few years. They 
no longer issue their documents direct from the exchanges to 
Congress. They go out in the States and get some fellow there 
who pretends to be a friend of the farmer, and he fathers their 
arguments. N. T. Blackwell, of Texas, in the position that he 
has taken, places himself in the column of the real enemies of 
the cotton producers of the South. [Applause.] No man well 
informed on cotton can read his effusions in defense of gambling 
in cotton and class him as a friend of the farmer. 

Why, this year, Mr. Chairman, the speculative exchanges, it 
is said, have sold to the foreign spinners, five years in advance, 
a portion of five crops to be made in the future. The farmer 
is having his product gambled in and bartered away one, two, 
three, four, and five years before he plants it or produces it. 
What kind of a combination must the farmer face two years 
from nowy and four years from now, and five years from now? 
Millions of ‘dollars’ worth of cotton have been bartered by these 
men who own no cotton. What a powerful combination is at 
work to rob the cotton farmer! 

The speculator will say at the end of that time, “ We have 
got a contract with you for cotton. What are you going to do 
about it?” The answer will be, “I am going to force you to 
deliver it if I can.” “I need your aid in putting the price 
down,” the speculator says, and the spinner says, That is not 
hard to get. You know that. I want to buy the raw material 
as cheaply as possible, and I'l! back you in bearing the market.” 
He has got his own interest at stake. If the speculator contracts 
to deliver 500,000 bales of cotton at 12 cents a pound, he will, 
if he can, buy it at 10 cents a pound and make something more 
for himself before it goes into the hands of the man to whom 
he has promised to deliver it at 12 cents a pound. 

Mr. FORNES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORNES. The gentleman agrees with me that there is 
no law of man that can change the price except the natural law 
of supply and demand? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FORNES. There is no law? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I disagree with the gentleman on that. We 
are striving to come to the time when the law of supply and 
demand will havé full and free operation, but the exchanges, 
by supplying a fictitious product and misrepresenting the facts 
about crops and the movement of cotton through subsidized 
newspapers, create a false condition that robs the farmer of his 
product. [Applause.] 

Mr. FORNES. Did I not understand the gentleman to answer 
a question in which I inquired whether the producer can not 
sell direct to the consumer? Did not the gentleman say, “ Cer- 
tainly, he can“? 

Mr. HEFLIN. He can. But the exchange as conducted to- 
day is resorted to for the purpose of beating down the price 
that the farmer must take from the consumer. 

Mr. FORNES. Now, if that is the fact, can not the producer 
do without the cotton exchange? 

Mr. HEFLIN. He can; for as it is now conducted it is hurt- 
ful to the farmer. [Applause.] I want to regulate the ex- 


anges. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. HEFLIN. With pleasure. 
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Mr. POU. I want to ask the gentleman if several years ago 
the people of the States could not also have gotten along with- 
out the Louisiana State lottery? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly they could. It was not helpful, but 
hurtful to the State. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I am very much interested in the 
gentleman’s argument upon cotton, but can he not tell us 
whether the same argument applies to gambling in grain, wheat, 
oats, and rye? 

Mr. HEFLIN. It certainly does. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman reminds me of 
this, because he says the cotton is sold before it is gathered. 
Now, May wheat is sold, and it is not yet out of the ground in 
many sections of the country. 

Mr. HEFLIN. ‘The only difference, as I understand it, is that 
the New York Cotton Exchange uses 28 different grades of cot- 
ton, and, as I understand it, there are not over 4 grades of 
grain. Now, as I have said before on this floor, they sell you 
strict middling cotton, but when they come to deliver they can 
deliver you any one or some or all of the 28 different grades. 
On the grain exchange if you contract to deliver No. 2 wheat 
you can not deliver No. 3 wheat. Suppose you contract with a 
man to sell you a pair of white horses 16 hands high and on the 
day of the delivery he brings you two Texas ponies. Has he 
complied with your contract? 

No fair-minded man would say that he has, and yet that is 
what the New York Exchange does. It sells you a strict mid- 
dling cotton, and it will deliver to you dog-tail cotton that you 
can not use, that you did not buy, and that you do not want, and 
then settle the difference with you in money. What does that 
do? That puts actual cotton out of the transaction, and I may 
stand here with 10 bales of cotton to sell, but they speculate on 
the exchange and settle the difference in money. After a few 
days I find that my 10 bales of cotton are worth $15 a bale less 
than when they started to speculating. They have been dealing 
in cotton, but nobody has called on me for cotton. Does the 
spinner buy? -I answer my friend from New York, no. Why? 
He is waiting until the exchange beats the price down so that 
he can get it cheaper. [Applause.] That is why he does not 
buy my cotton. Now, suppose we require the exchange to de- 
liver cotton as agreed in the contract. What will the spinner 
do? He will take the cotton then, because the contract stipu- 
lates that a certain grade of cotton shall be delivered at a cer- 
tain time. Then what will the broker on the exchange do? He 
will turn his eyes to the South and will say, “I want a thousand 
bales of cotton. I have a contract with the spinner to deliver 
him a thousand bales of strict middling cotton. Can you sell it 
to me?” You sell it ġo him, and it takes cotton to fill the con- 
tract. The farmer makes a profit on his cotton, and the ex- 
change is a helpful function to the farmer. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a result of bear gambling on the 
New York Cotton Exchange our farmers have been robbed of 
millions of dollars during this selling season. As a further re- 
sult of this gambling thousands of acres of cotton are rotting 
in the field now. Men are plowing in cotton, nearly a bale to 
the acre in some places, and they are sowing oats and making 
ready to plant corn. They are driven to this by bear specula- 
tion. Now, what do you find? The southern Members of Con- 
gress are receiving letters every day, saying, Send me bulletins 
on corn culture. Send me bulletins on hog raising, on hay, on 
peas. We are going to quit planting so much cotton; we are 
going to reduce our acreage, and if we make a small crop we 
will get more for it than we do for a big crop, and good sense 
tells us to mgke a small crop.” We are reducing cotton acreage. 
Here are responses which I have just received from five com- 
missioners of agriculture in the cotton States. I wired only 
these commissioners of agriculture: 


COLUMBIA, S. C., February 28, 1912. 
Hon. J. Tuos. HEFLIN, 3 : = 


United States House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Canvass individual growers by townships; nearly complete actual 
signed pledges assure average reduction entire State of at least 15 per 
cent; may be 25 when all returns received. 
E. J. WATSON, 
President Southern Cotton Congress. 


= ATLANTA, GA., Febr 5 
J. THOS. Herrin, „ wary 28, 1912. 


Member of Congress, Washington, D. 0.: 


Cotton acreage in Georgia will be reduced 20 or 25 per cent. 
T. G. HUDSON. 


AUSTIN, TEX., February 28, 1912. 


Hon. J. T. HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

Your wire 28th. Reports all parts of State indicate material reduc- 
tion common acreage. Many conseryative farmers believe it approxi- 
mate 20 per cent, 

Ep. R. Kong. 


JACESON, MISS., February 28, 1912. 
J. THOMAS HEFLIN, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Yes; acreage will be reduced 15 per cent on account boll weevil. 
$ W. E. BAKESLEE. 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., February 28, 1912. 
Hon. J. THos, HEFLIN, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C.: 


Farmers signing pledges for cotton-acreage reduction all over State. 
„ F. KOLB, 
Commissioner of Agriculture and Industries. 


Mr. Chairman, the amount of fertilizers purchased in the 
South is one-third less than last year. 

Why this reduction in cotton acreage? Because our people 
have not been able to get a good price for cotton. We received 
144 and 15 cents for the last two crops, but this crop is selling 
below the cost of production. But some say the price of cotton 
is going up a little. Yes; that is always the case. After cotton 
leaves the farmer, after it has gone out of the hands that produce 
it from the ground and it gets into the hands of people who can 
hold it, they bull the market and it does go up, but the man 
who produces it has already been impoverished by bear gam- 
bling on the exchange. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, this gentleman from Texas, Mr. Black- 
well, who poses as the farmer’s friend, says that if you de- 
stroy the speculative exchange you put cotton on the same foot- 
ing with sugar, coffee, and tobacco. Why did he not say that 
you will put it on the same footing with wool; why did he not 
say that you will put it on the same footing with hay? There 
is no wool exchange, and yet wool fares better in the market 
place than cotton. Where is no hay exchange, and yet the hay 
crop of the United States is greater than the cotton crop of the 
United States. Why did he not put it on the same footing with 
cotton seed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gentleman 10 
minutes more. 

Mr. HOWARD. I yield him my time. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, cotton seed has no exchange to 
exploit it. Cotton seed has no exchange to fix its price, and yet 
I haye seen the price of cotton seed rise from $5 to $25 a ton. 
Wool has no exchange, as I said. Why is it that wool fares so 
well, and why do they not have an exchange on wool? It isa 
product that must be made into clothing. Hay is a tremendous 
industry in our country, and it has no exchange. Why is it 
that hay and wool can get along so well without an ex- 
change? f 

But this Texas gentleman fears that the cotton farmer could 
not get along without the exchange, as the wool, hay, and cotton- 
seed people do. The cotton farmer could count the cost of pro- 
duction and add a reasonable profit. That is what the wool men 
do; that is what the hay men do; that is what the cottonseed 
men do. Then, who would buy the cotton? Thousands of men. 
Who buys mules now? Thousands of men. They have no mule 
exchange, but they know how much a good mule is worth— 
some of them bring $250, and so hundreds of men who buy the 
real mule must put that amount of money in him. He can not 
gamble on him, but he must put up $250. We want to reach 
the time when a man who wants a $65 bale of cotton wiil put 
$65 into it instead of putting up just $1 a bale to speculate on. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FORNES. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 

Mr. FORNES. The gentleman said there was no wool ex- 
change; that there was no horse exchange. Is not the gentle- 
man aware that the London Wool Exchange fixes the price 
of wool for the entire world? Is not the gentleman aware 
that there are such institutions as horse exchanges in New 
York? 

Mr. HEFLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. FORNES. Is not the gentleman aware that for every 
commodity there is a market, whether it be for grain, apples, 
or any product that is raised by nature or produced by man? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad the gentleman from New York has 
interrupted me again. There are wool dealers in London, and 
those who are dealing in wool deliver wool according to the con- 
tract; and those who deal in mules deliver mules according to 
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the contract. That is what we want done in the case of cotton. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FORNES rose. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I am sorry, but my time is limited and I can 
not yield to the gentleman now. Some of the exchanges now 
display much interest in the farmer. They are afraid that the 
farmer will be injuriously affected by legislation that looks to 
the regulation of the exchange. Suppose the exchanges refuse 
to do business unless we allow them to continue to plunder and 
rob the cotton producer. There would be spot-cotton exchanges 
all over the South. What would they do? They would deal in 
cotton just like a great mule dealer deals in mules. He buys 
mules, thousands of mules; he does not put a dollar a head on 
them like they do a dollar a bale on cotton and reduce the price 
of that mule 815. When he buys him he has to feed him, he 
has to groom him, he has to look out for the welfare of the mule 
and ship him to a given point and there sell him and deliver 
him to the man who buys him. 

But the exchanges sell cotton, and they never see any cotton, 
much less deliver cotton, and by the use of a dollar a bale the 
bear beats down the farmers’ cotton $20 a bale. Is that fair? 
It is unfair; it is wrong. I[Applause.] Take the mule indus- 
try in Kansas City, Mo. There are 25 or 30 of them. They do 
not. speculate; they buy mules and horses, and I dare say one 
of them has got $25,000,000—yes, 830,000,000 inxested in live 
stock in the United States. They ship mules into my country, 
and I have seen them sell for $500 a pair in my town, and then 
cotton brought $75 a bale. I have seen the bear speculators 
reduce cotton to $45 a bale, and yet the farmer had to pay the 
$250 for the mule that he bargained for when he received $75 
a bale. You say, “ Why did not the farmer hold his cotton?” 
Thousands were not able to hold it; they were forced to sell; 
debts were coming due in October, November, and December, and 
they had to sell—many of them. This Texas gentleman, Mr. 
Blackwell, says that if Hxrrix's bill should have a favorable re- 
port it would break the price of cotton $5 a bale. Oh, how 
anxious he is about the farmer, this man Blackwell! 

The Scott bill, looking to the regulation of exchanges, was 
favorably reported from the Committee on Agriculture in April, 
1910, and cotton went up between 40 and 50 cents a bale the 
next day. That bill passed this House in June, 1910, and 
cotton went up again the next day, so, if history repeats itself, 
let us hurry and report my bill, or some other bill, out of 
the Committee on Agriculture. [Applause] My friend from 
Mississippi [Mr HUMPHREYS] informs me that when the 
Senate defeated the Scott bill cotton went down immediately, 
so we had better bring a bill in and put it through both the 
House and the Senate, and then the Lord only knows what 
will happen to it with the vetoing President. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I hope the gentleman will promise 
me he will help to bring my bill along with his. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I promise the gentleman that I will do all in 
my power to relieve the western farmer, the northern farmer, 
and the eastern farmer from the clutches of the grain-gambling 
exchanges. [Applause.] Yes; I want to regulate gambling 
in grain, I want to regulate the gambling in cotton so that when 
a man claims to deal in cotton he must handle cotton. What 
benefit is the exchange to the farmer if it does not help 
distribute the crop? What benefit is it to the spinner if it 
does not help distribute the crop? 

I will tell you how it benefits the spinner by putting the price 
of cotton down so that the spinner can buy the raw material 
as cheaply as possible. The incentive is always there to bear 
the market. It is to the interest of the spinners of the world. 
But this gentleman from Texas, Mr. Blackwell, says the New 
York Exchange and the New Orleans Exchange are the pro- 
ducers’ exchanges; that Liverpool is the spinners’ exchange. 
The New York Commercial, a reliable cotton paper, said that in 
1910 the bears were unable to pick up spot cotton in the South 
and had 50,000 bales shipped back from Liverpool. Does that 
look like these exchanges are pulling against each other? One 
representing the spinner and the other the producer? The pro- 
ducers’ exchange wants 50,000 bales of contract cotton from the 
spinners’ exchange at Liverpool, and it gets it from the spinners’ 
exchange, which, while it is real mad with the producers’ ex- 
change [laughter and applause], lets it have the contract cotton 
to help it out ofa tight place. [Laughter.] That is the ridiculous 
attitude that this Texas man’s argument finds itself in. Members 
of the New York Exchange belong to the Liverpool Exchange, 
and members of the Liverpool Exchange belong to the New 
York Exchange. The South demands that all these exchanges 
shall be required to perform legitimate and helpful functions 
in the matter of distributing and ae to secure a reasonable 
price for cotton. We want competitive buying; we want trans- 


actions in real cotton; we want eyi g removed that hinders 
the honest operation of the law of supply and demand. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. RUCKER]. 8 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, after the strategic 
scoring of this morning for the political poll at the election 
polls in November next, looking at times as if it might end in 
tragedy, and then listening to these worthless arguments upon 
this dry subject of agriculture, I am moved to draw the atten- 
tion of the House to something both serious and of transcendent 
importance. 

Mr. Chairman, my attention has just been called to an article 
which appeared in the Binghamton Republican and was repro- 
duced in the current number of the American Economist, and I ask 
the Clerk to read the marked paragraph which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Representative Rucker of Missouri, after the Democratic House cau- 
cus on the metal schedule was over Tuesday night, declared that he 
would not abide by the Underwood plan to reduce the duties on metals, 
as he wanted an increased duty on zinc. Missouri produces much zine. 

I find in my morning’s mail a clipping from the Baltimore 
Evening Star, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 


The Clerk read as follows: 


[Special dispatch to the Star.] 
ASSERTS WOMEN PURIFY POLITICS—REPRESENTATIVE RUCKER OF COLO- 
RADO GIVES HIS VIEWS. 
WASHINGTON, February 21, 1912. 


Women suffragists, through the efforts of Representative Rucker of 
Colorado, will have an opportun: next month, March 13, to present 
nal committee. Colorado is one of 


their arguments before a con 
the pioneer States in women 9 and it was because he belleved 
full credit, if national equal suffrage be- 


that his State sho receive 


of Colorado — that the women hav 
the elections. They have driven out of the State undesirable politicians. 
There is not a Beg in Colorado who would dare run for office if he had 
9 on character. This talk about Colorado women not exer- 
cis! their right of franc is misrepresentation. Eighty per cent 
of the women of Colorado cast their ballots at the polis on electton 
day. Suffrage has unquestionably improved the standard of intelligence 
and knowl of the higher ngs of life among the women of Colo- 
rado.. It has taught them to th for themselves, and has had a mighty 
ger influence upon the male population. Colorado is much the better 
or woman suffrage. It stimulates the interest of women in local, State, 
and national and what is more important, makes the male voters 
weigh.arguments before they cast their ballots.” 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. My attention has also just been 
directed to the fact that my able and distinguished kinsman 
and namesake from Missouri a few days ago obtained the floor 
for the purpose of entering a plea of not guilty to the indict- 
ment of the first undiscriminating reporter, and his solemn dis- 
claimer of the position in which the article referred to placed 
him. Having the honor to be the only other Rucker in this 
great body—and that there are so few is a real menace to intel- 
ligent legislation—it is not only my imperative duty, but as 
well a distinct pleasure to assume the responsibility for the 
statement and to here declare that it was the Member from 
Colorado to whom the reference was intended and not the 
Member from Missouri. 

The latter publication, doubtless, has not reached the Repre- 
sentative from Missouri, else you would have heard his earnest 
protest before this against the liberty taken by the Evening 
Star of publishing his photograph in connection with the article. 
On the other hand, I am subject to the humiliation of being 
compelled to deny that se good-looking a photograph is my own. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, when the gentle- 
man gets through with that photograph of mine I will be glad 
if he will return it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I am too proud of it to do so, 
I am going to keep it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Surely. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I want to ask if there is a beauty con- 
test going on between the two gentlemen of the same name? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I was afraid there would be an- 
ether contest, and therefore I am on my feet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I should not venture, if ever so briefly, to 
trespass upon the indulgence of the House and break my habit- 
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ual and sometimes commendable silence, were -it not for the 
apprehension of the setious dire consequences that may befall 
me, both politically and personally, by reason of this misleading 
and insinuating publication. Were there no additional aggrava- 
tion I might still be silent, but I have constantly recurring re- 
minders of the fact that whenever my talented namesake evolves 
something that is unworthy of special remark—however seldom 
that may be—it is, to my natural exasperation, promptly attrib- 
uted to me. I am likewise the victim of the converse of the 
proposition, for whenever I deliver myself of some sparkling 
gem or contribute from my abundance of legislative wisdom 
something that is of real merit—which, you all know, is coinci- 
dent with my saying anything at all—it is similarly as promptly 
aceorded to my brilliant kinsman. 

You possessors of the less renowned and euphoneous patro- 
nymics, such as ANDERSON, CLARK, Moon, Martin, TAY Lor, 
Smiru, JOHNsoN, and others, are naturally less disturbed by the 
possibility of confusjon, and in the maintenance and preserva- 
tion of your individual identity, which we who are so promi- 
nently in the legislative “ limelight,” and whose expressions are 
so critically scrutinized, are so extremely jealous of. And it 
is not only the pride and glory of the present generation of this 
illustrious name and the individual responsibility for our acts 
and deeds that we must uphold and safeguard, but the death- 
less achievements of an equally illustrious ancestor. Those of 
you who will scan the pages of immortal history will be illu- 
mined by the knowledge that the greatest admiral of the North 
Sea, a patriotic and militant Hollander, bore, in honor and fame, 
that proud name. The critical historians, I may say in passing, 
and as a merely collateral fact, brutally declare that this same 
Admiral Rucker beguiled his moments of leisure by indulging 
in some incidental acts of piracy, which, however, detracted 
none the less from his fame, and he would have been known 
just as well as Capt. Kidd had he been hung, which is equivalent 
to saying if he had been caught. [Laughter.] 

But I find I am digressing somewhat, Mr. Chairman. The 
unfortunate divergence of opinion between my universally es- 
teemed and amiable kinsman and myself upon the metal sched- 
ule is far afield of what brings me to my feet at this time. If 
my fellow Members of this body had the faintest conception of 
the genuine grief which this yery serious failure of proper 
identification has occasioned me, I would be assured of even a 
more patient and sympathetic hearing. 

Though you, Mr. Chairman, are aware, and the more or less 
attentive reading public generally understand, that I am a 
Representative from the State of Colorado, it should be borne in 
mind that here we have on whitest paper and in blackest ink 
the exalting and seductive insinuation that Iam a Representative 
from the State of Missouri, against which flattering indictment, 
in the interest of accuracy, and as well of domestic harmony, I 
rise to register my earnest and vigorous disclaimer. [Applause.] 

Now, please, brother Missourians, keep your seats and bear 
with me for a moment, for I see some evidence of kindling 
resentment in your countenances,* remembering that- you claim 
allegiance to that great Commonwealth whose citizens, it has 
been sometimes jocularly said, require things revealed, and this 
shall now be my pleasure and privilege. [Laughter.] 

Whilst I claim no such dignifying allegiance, yet it is but 
fair for me to say that on my way from my birthplace, that 
good old State of Kentucky, I did really linger long enough in 
the State of Missouri to have my wagon mended. I am also 
frank to confess that as soon as that was accomplished I hur- 
riedly took my departure for the “land of promise,” of which 
but for your inertia and the quarantine laws enacted after my 
arrival you might now be enrolled as respected citizens. 
[Laughter and applause.] It is true that some invidiously in- 
clined persons in Colorado upon my arrival suggested that I 
ought not to have been in “such a darned big hurry to leave 
Missouri,” because, after all, the jury might not have found 
me guilty. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, when one contemplates the pyramids, intui- 
tively he entertains the melancholy reflection that it will only 
be a few more thousand years ere the dews of heaven, the in- 
vincible warfare of the elements, the rays of the sun, and the 
impalpable sands sweeping the desert will conspire to crumble 
them back to common earth, and he recalls the prophetic lines 
of Kingsley: 

So fleet the works of man back to the earth again, 
Ancient and holy things fade like a dream. 

Realizing that the latter designation in the couplet has pecul- 
iar application to myself I look with graye apprehension upon 
the future. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman. 
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Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is all I wanted. I thank 
the gentleman from Iowa very much for his courtesy. 

And now I implore you, Mr. Chairman, to follow me for a 
moment, in imagination, to that inevitable period in the future 
and contemplate with me a shaft of granite or marble—I am 
not apprised of its possible construction—whose pinnacle for 
only a few centuries at most may be allowed to flirt with the 
dancing, laughing stars, and although chiseled upon its seem- 
ingly enduring face will be my name as sometime a Representa- 
tive from Colorado, yet, alas—and here the pathos of the situa- 

on soars to its sublimest zenith, for I too well know, and, in- 
deed, it would be an insult to the intelligence of this great 
body should I for a moment undertake to conceal my conviction— 
that as surely as the world revolves, the rains of spring, the 
withering summer's sun, the winds of autumn, and the sleet 
of winter will in ceaseless and pitiless battle efface that chis- 
eled memorial, yea, prone the shaft, and thus will be wrought 
the utter destruction of my identity to an inquisitive posterity. 
[Applause.] ` 

I realize that I am taking long chances in averting a calamity, 
but the desperateness of the situation justifies me in, at this 
time, buckling on my armor and crossing swords in mortal 
combat with those cruel, immutable, and inexorable laws of 
nature. For, perchance, when this edifice through an apartment 
of which my voice is now resounding, consequent to the corrod- 
ing influences of time, will have gone with the pyramids, and 
when that memorial shaft has followed their footprints in “the 
paths of glory” back to earth, the Recoxp of to-morrow morning 
containing these remarks may, by some straggling and discern- 
ing antiquarian, in the interest of accurate history, be snatched 
from this pile and perhaps be crypt within the corner stone of 
the counterpart of this great building in the capitol in Denver, 
the capital of the Nation. [Applause.] 

Then, Mr. Chairman, in that remotest time, beyond the «ons 
which on account of the limited time at my disposal my imagi- 
nation can not invade, some archeologist may discover the 
record resulting in the gratification of my cherished wish, the 
further preservation of that momentous fact that I was a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Colorado and not from the State 
of Missouri. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Howarp]. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to discuss, 
while the agricultural appropriation bill is under consideration 
by the House, a subject so closely associated with the interests 
of the farmers of this country and, in fact, the entire people 
who will be affected by the legislation I desire to discuss, that 
I believe it not inappropriate for me to devote the entire time 
allotted to me by the genial gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lams] to it. 

Since the year 1900 the people of the entire United States 
have entered into a movement for the establishment throughout 
the country of good roads. Since this date the wealthy States 
of the Union have made great strides toward the improvement 
of their public highways. 

The question of transportation has been paramount to all 
other questions since the dawn of civilization, and the evolution 
in the method and modes of transportation has been most 
wonderful. 

Until thé end of time there will be three methods of transpor- 
tation, namely, railroads, water, and wagon. These methods are 
absolutely dependent upon one another. The railroad can not 
live without the wagon, and neither the railroad nor the wagon 
would perform its full function in the development of our 
Nation if it were not for the great trans-Atlantic steamships 
entering and leaving our ports. Each has a very important and 
indepen ent function to perform in intrastate, interstate, and 
foreign commerce. 

Two of our great systems of transportation, namely, railroads 
and steamship lines, have been taken over by private corpora- 
tions and are operated for pecuniary gain; the third, transpor- 
tation by wagon over public highways, has been taken over by 
the several States of the Union, and their common use is ac- 
corded to all of the people free of charge. 

Those of us who have failed to give the question of transpor- 
tation and its consequential tax upon the people some degree of 
study do not realize how great the burden carried by the people 
from this source is. For the convenience of this dicussion we 
will call it a transportation tax, and we will divide the methods 
of transporting our commerce into three subdivisions, namely, 
rail, water, and wagon; and by comparison we will see whether 
or not the question of transportation is of more vital interest 
to the American people than all other questions, including the 
tariff and other burdens carried by direct taxation in the sey- 
eral States. For an understanding of the discussion of this 
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subject we should first look into the different systems by which 
the people are called upon to pay tribute by way of direct and 
indirect taxation for the maintenance of the General Govern- 
ment, Federal, State, county,.and municipal. 

The Federal Government imposes an import, internal-revenue, 
and corporation tax, which in all instances is added necessarily 
to the cost of the imported article and the article upon which 
the internal revenue is imposed, and in fixed charges for the 
operation of the corporation paying the tax. 

The State, the county, and the municipal governments levy 
an ad valorem tax upon the citizen according to what he pos- 
sesses, 

Any certain and fixed charge against the people from which 
they can not escape, and which is necessarily essential to their 
livelihood and existence, may be justly termed a tax. It will be 
seen further on in this discussion that the import, internal- 
revenue, State, county, and municipal taxes sink into utter in- 
significance when compared with the per capita tax imposed 
by railroad, water, and wagon transportation. Transportation 
lays its heavy hand upon all we eat, upon all we wear, upon the 
fuel we burn, upon the oil in the poor man’s lamp, upon the 
lumber in our humble homes, upon the implements of the farms, 
upon all that is animate and inanimate moving from one place 
to another. 

The railroads in our country have grown in magnitude and 
efficiency until we have perfected in America the greatest rail- 
road system upon the habitable globe. Our navigable streams 
and Great Lakes are teeming with vessels, great and small, 
engaged in interstate traffic. Rivers and harbors are being 
generously dealt with by our Government in lavish appropria- 
tions for their development. 

We now come to a question with which this Government has 
miserly dealt, practically closing its purse strings to this great 
need of the Nation. There is no country in the world having as 
many miles of public highways as the United States; there is 
no country upon the habitable globe making any pretense at 
civilization, having any roads at all, which has not more im- 
proved roads than the United States. The great retarding in- 
fluence in the healthy growth of our country is the great army 
of unemployed in the large cities and the movement from the 
rural districts to the cities, which is perfectly natural as a con- 
sequence of the prevailing conditions in the country districts of 
our Nation. I firmly believe that the time is upon us, if this 
Nation expects to retain the balance of trade in its favor with 
the other nations of the world, that she must lend her powerful 
aid in the construction of good roads throughout the land. 

With the hope that this Democratic House and the present 
administration would see the crying need for such legislation, 
I introduced in this Congress H. R. 12379, which seeks from the 
Government its aid in the construction of highways along the 
rural routes throughout the Nation. Probably this bill lacks 
perfection in many of its provisions, but in drafting it I sought 
the least possible resistance to the measure by asking Congress 
to appropriate what may be termed “a crumb from the appro- 
priation table,” or “a small ‘hunk’ from the pork barrel.” The 
provisions of this bill, briefly stated, are these: That the Gov- 
ernment, through the Commissioner of Agriculture, will have 
the distribution of the fund, appropriated throughout the Union 
according to the population of the various States, excluding 
from the count all cities which have over 50,000 inhabitants; 
that the States receiving aid from the Government must first 
agree before receiving this aid that they will construct such 
roads as are agreed upon by the Office of Public Roads of the 
Department of Agriculture, and that the State receiving such 
aid shall defray one-half of the expense so incurred in the con- 
struction of said roads along the several rural delivery routes, 
and that this amount on the part of the State can be defrayed 
either by labor, material, or money; and that when the State 
makes known to the Office of Public Roads, by a proper verifica- 
tion of same, that they have in hand the amount of money to 
defray the necessary one-half expense to be incurred in said 
construction, the Government then and there makes surveys 
and plans and specifications, in cooperation with the person in 
charge of said highways in said State. The bill limits Fed- 
eral aid to rural delivery routes only. This roughly states the 
contents of the bill. 

At the outset I confidently expect that there will be some 
opposition on the part of some of my colleagues to the Govern- 
ment taking this step on the ground that it will be paternalism 
and probably an invasion of the rights of States. 

As far as the invasion of State rights is concerned, I hope 
that none of my colleagues will be unduly alarmed about the 
provisions of this measure. So far as Iam informed, in the past 


the Southern States especially have been strict in their views 
upon the question of State rights, but I do not think that when 
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the Government seeks to lend its beneficent aid for the upbuild- 
ing of the States they need have any feår that the States of the 
Union will interpose an objection to the Government appropri- 
ating money for the construction and maintenance of public 
highways. It is only when the Government seeks to take some- 
thing away from, instead of donate something to, that the 
States interpose their objection to an invasion of State rights. 

It will be stated that it will bankrupt the Nation to lend its 
aid in the construction of highways, but before this attack shall 
be made upon the measure let me call the attention of my col- 
leagues to the fact that one of the most beneficent branches of 
our departmental service, namely, the Rural Delivery Service, 
is to-day traversing 42,000 different highways of the Nation and 
coming in daily contact with 20,000,000 of our people living in 
the rural districts of our country. Let me further admonish 
those who may have in mind an attack upon this measure on 
the ground that it is paternal legislation that this Government 
has been placed upon record completely when in the early strug- 
gles of our railroads it donated to their aid in the construction 
of these great arteries of transportation millions of acres of our 
public lands, valued at over $1,000,000,000; that we have appro- 
priated for rivers and harbors since 1875, $592,395.000; we have 
appropriated for building levees upon the Mississippi River, to 
June 30, 1902, $16,582,000; we have appropriated for public 
buildings, to June 30, 1911, $213,376,000; estimated appropria- 
tions for the Panama Canal, $400,000,000; appropriations for 
road building in Porto Rico, the Philippines, the Canal Zone, 
and Alaska, $8,300,000—for public highways during the period of 
the making of these appropriations in the United States not 
one dollar. 

We have in the United States 2,199,645 miles of public high- 
ways, of which only 190,679 miles, or 8.66 per cent of the total, 
are improved. When this statement is made as to the number of 
miles of public highways, Congress immediately associates with 
the statement the bankruptcy of the Nation if it undertakes to 
lend its aid to their improvement. It is estimated by the Office 
of Public Roads that 90 per cent of the travel over our public 
highways is confined to 30 per cent of our roads, and that the 
improvement of 440,000 miles of public roads would practically 
meet the present demands throughout the country. So after all 
it is nothing like as gigantic a proposition to construct good 
roads as Federal pensions, the maintenance of the Army and 
Navy, nor would the annual appropriation ever reach a sum as 
large as was added to the Federal pension roll a few days ago 
by this House without a tremor in the voice of a man who ad- 
yocated it or who voted for it. 

Mr. Chairman, to prove the absolute inability of the poorer 
and sparsely settled States of the Union to cope with the ques- 
tion of road improvement, the States of Indiana, Ohio, New 
York, Wisconsin, Kentucky, Illinois, California, and Mass- 
chusetts, out of a total of 190,679 miles of improved roads, have 
within their confines 108,093 miles of this total. Therefore, I 
mention these facts for the purpose of giving courage to this 
House that they may give this measure the consideration which 
it justly deserves at the hands of the Representatives of the 
American people. 

Mr. Chairman, the sooner we, as Members of Congress, real- 
ize the fact that the money in the Treasury Building at the 
other end of the Avenue does not belong to us to dish out to the 
favored departments of this Government as we see the political 
exigencies demand, but that we are here only holding the com- 
mission of our people as their agents, to distribute their money 
for the maintenance and upbuilding of this Nation as they think 
best and wisest, the sooner we will conform to the true measure 
placed upon us by the people when they elected us and sent us 
here as their direct agents. 

There is hardly a day passing over the head of a single Mem- 
ber of this House that we could not urge, and rightfully so, 
constitutional objections to appropriations that are made because 
it is expedient to the welfare of the Government that they be 
made. Now, Mr. Chairman, just because the farming element 
of the Nation does not happen to live upon a navigable stream, 
or does not happen to have a fort on their plantations, or hap- 
pen to hayea harbor in front of their homes, or a military post in 
their back yards is no reason why they should not have money 
appropriated which redounds to the benefit of every man, wo- 
man, and child living in the interior portions of our great 
country. 

The report of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1910 shows 
that the tariff revenues aggregated $333,683,445. There are 
18,400,000 families in the United States, according to the last 
census, and the tariff tax apportioned among these families 
would amount to $18.13 per family. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission reports that the gross 
earnings of the railroads from transportation alone for the 
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same period, aggregated $2,787,266,136. it | this amount is di- 
vided by the number of families in the United States it will 
be found that the transportation tax from the railroads 
amounted to $151.48 per family, and further pursuing the prob- 
lem, if this amount is divided by the number of inhabitants in 
the United States, it will be found that this tax equals $30 per 
capital per annum, or $2.50 per month upon every man, woman, 
and child. In addition to the railroad transportation tax, it is 
estimated that water transportation for the fiscal year 1906-7 
amounted to $550,000,000, or $5.98 per capita. For the same 
period it is estimated that wagon transportation taxed the 
people of the United States $1,600,000,000, or $17.39 per capita. 

In all probability the question will be asked how the cost of 
wagon transportation can be estimated with any degree of ac- 
curacy. To be perfectly frank with you, it can not be estimated 
with mathematical certainty as to the annual cost, but it is 
estimated by the Office of Public Roads that the average dis- 
tance to market in the United States is 9.4 miles, and that the 
average cost for wagon transportation in this country is 25 
cents per ton per mile, The total amount of freight handled 
by rail and water for the fiscal year 1906-7 was, in round 
numbers, 1,100,000,000 tons. 

It is estimated that more than half of this tonnage was 
hauled to and from the railway and waterway by wagon, and 
it would be fair to estimate that as much as one-third more was 
finally hauled to the consumer by wagon on what we may term 
a second handling, making a total of 800,000,000 tons hauled 
by wagon. In addition to this, a large bulk of the cotton crop, 
which amounts approximately to 3,000,000 tons annually, is 
hauled from the farm to the gin, thence back to the farm, and 
finally to the railroad or wharf. The cost of this extra haul is 
not included in the above estimate. It should also be stated 
that large quantities of agricultural, forest, and miscellaneous 
products are first hauled in their crude state over the common 
roads before they reach the railroads and waterways, thus 
necessitating a rehanling of these products. So it is perfectly 
fair to estimate that the per capita transportation tax on the 
39 115 of this country amounts to $53.37 as against a tariff tax 
of $18.13. 

It is estimated by the Director of the Office of Publie Roads, 
Mr. Logan Waller Page, who, in my opinion, is the greatest 
expert on road building and wagon transportation in the world 
to-day, that after a very careful study of this question by him 
he has discovered that the cost of transportation over the 
magnificent roads of England, Germany, and France by wagon 
is only 10 cents per ton per mile. But, eliminating any doubt as 
to the cost in these countries of transporting a ton a mile by 
wagon, we will say that it amounts to 12} cents per ton per 
mile. If by the construction of good roads in the United States 
we can reduce the cost of wagon transportation from 25 cents 
per ton per mile to 123 cents per ton per mile, we will save the 
people of this country, on this item alone, at the very least 
calculation, $500,000,000 per annum. 

Much time, and very properly so, is devoted to the study of 
the tariff question in this country, especially that feature of 
the tariff which affords an unwarranted amount of protection 
to American industries, which gives them the right, by virtue of 
excessive protection, to add to the cost of the product to the 
consumer the tariff tax, which does not go to aid in the main- 
tenance of the Government, but goes into the pocket of the 
manufacturer as a clear profit, for which the consumer receives 
nothing of intrinsic value. A proper solution of the tariff to a 
reyenue basis would do no more for the people, in its final 
operation, than would a reduction of the cost of transportation 
upon the people. But it will be seen by a comparison of the 
tariff tax with the wagon, or mud tax, that the latter exceeds 
by several million dollars the tariff tax, to which we devote so 
much of our time and attention. 

In 1817 the wagoners using the old Cumberland Road only 
charged 18 cents per ton per mile for hauling upon this highway, 
and it is said that this allowed a profit to the wagoner. ‘To-day 
the average cost of wagon transportation per ton per mile is 
more than it was 90 years ago on this road, while on the other 
hand, in 1837 the railroads charged 74 cents per ton per mile, 
and to-day the cost of hauling by rail is abcut three-fourths of 
a cent per ton per mile, or about one-tenth of the original rate. 
Previous to 1825, when the Erie Canal was completed, the cost 
of transporting a ton of merchandise between Buffalo and New 
York was $100. The rate of transportation over the Erie Canal 
at its opening ranged from $6 to $15 per ton, but about 25 years 
later the ayerage rate was $3 to $7 per ton. The average cost 
of transportation on the Great Lakes and inland waterways is 
estimated at from one-third to one-fourth of a cent per ton 
per mile. In other words, it is found that for $1 it is possible 
to haul 1 ton 4 miles on the average country road, about 10 
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— on a Sok highway, 140 miles by rail, 350 to 400 miles by 
lakes or inland waterways, and about 1,300 miles on the open 
sea. In short, before the farmer can avail himself of these 
cheaper means of transportation he must overcome the great 
barrier between his field and the nearest railroad station or 
wharf. 

At the present time it costs the average American farmer 
about 1.6 per cent more to haul a bushel of wheat a distance of 
9.4 miles from his farm to the neighboring railroad station 
than it does to ship it from New York to Liverpool, a distance 
of 3,100 miles. 

If we had a system of good roads throughout the country, the 
farmers would save in the cost of wagon transportation of the 
cotton crop annually $5,076,183; of the wheat crop, $10,256,058 ; 
of the corn crop, $12,709,278; whereas it now costs for wagon 
transportation to get these three great crops to market twice 
this sum. 

THE EFFECTS OF GOOD ROADS UPON FARM VALUES. 

It is estimated that good roads would add from $2 to $10 per 
acre to land yalues. The total area of farm lands in the United 
States in 1900 was 850,000,000 acres. It is estimated an in- 
crease of $5 per acre, by. the construction of good roads, would 
add to our taxable values $4,250,000,000 per annum. 

One of the greatest drawbacks to the farmer is the fact that 
under the present condition of the roads throughout the country 
he is practically isolated from market during the winter months. 
This is especially true in the South, where we do not have the 
continuous hard freezes incident to the climate of the States 
farther north. No matter what prices cotton, corn, wheat, or 
other farm products are quoted at on a given day, if the toads 
are impassable the farmer is helpless to take advantage of the 
high prices; then when the roads are in passable condition and 
the great bulk of the staple crops is still in the hands of the 
farmer, a general moyement to market necessarily follows and 
depresses prices, and the farmer is the loser thereby. 

Another great item of cost and loss to the country is in the 
fact that the very time the farmer should be doing his hauling 
is when the ground is too wet and the weather too bad to till 
the soil and work his crops, but at that time the roads are also 
impassable; therefore he will necessarily be compelled to take 
good weather to market his crops and do his hauling, when he 
could be deyoting his time to his pursuits at home. 

Mr. Chairman, for the last few years we have been continu- 
ally hearing the cry from every source of “ Back to the farm.” 
The brainy boys and girls of.our rural districts are continually 
seeking to escape the social conditions prevalent in the country 
during the long, dreary, winter months of the year, attributable 
almost entirely to bad roads. The drift of our population from 
the rural districts to the cities is really becoming alarming. 
Much of the social isolation has been ameliorated by the exten- 
sion of telephone lines in the country and rural free delivery, 
but these great conveniences do not yet satisfy those who live 
upon the farm. Instead of the winter months in the rural dis- 
tricts being the most pleasant and profitable of the year, they 
mean absolute social isolation. Bad roads prevent attendance 
at school and church; they make literary societies, social gath- 
erings, club and lodge meetings practically impossible during the 
bad weather of the winter. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that I know the people who live upon 
the farms of this country as well as anyone. They are the most 
sociable people on the face of the earth. They love to go to 
church; they are ambitious to send their children to school. 
They love to visit one another and exchange ideas; they love 
to visit the sick; and when the week end comes they want to 
go to the nearest village store. The Representatives in this 
House who live in the large cities, either in an apartment house 
or in a private dwelling, can not appreciate these people. Ifa 
newcomer goes into the community, all the neighbors go and 
visit him and welcome him in their midst, but we can live in 
the large cities in an apartment house or next door to a family 
for 10 years and never know their names. So the cry of back 
to the farm will not be met, in my opinion, until something is 
done to make country life more attractive and the development 
of the farm more rapid. 

In 1850, 12.5 per cent of the population of the United States 
were living in cities of 2,500 or over; in 1890, 35 per cent; in 
1900, 40 per cent; in 1910, 46 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States is the only powerful nation 
on earth that does not lend its aid in the construction of high- 
ways, and to-day, by the failure of this Government to do its 
part in the upbuilding of the Nation, it is suffering, from a 
commercial standpoint, the loss of millions upon millions of 
dollars. Just to think, the exports and imports of Germany, 
Belgium, and Holand, three little countries of Europe pe 
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larger than our own State of Texas, were three times as much 
as the exports and imports of the United States in the year 1910, 
and in these countries you find as fine systems of public high- 
ways as there are in the world penetrating every section of the 
country, placing the farmer and producer in easy access of the 
market by quick and cheap transportation. 

It is to be hoped that this Democratic House will deal more 
liberally with the farmer than he has been dealt with in the past. 
It is to be hoped that this great Government will lend its ear 
to the demands of that class of our people who produced upon 
the farms in the year 1910, $8,926,000,000 worth of farm prod- 
ucts. We can not be too liberal in dealing with our farmers and 
rural population. We must extend the work of agricultural 
education. We must encourage the building up of our farms. 
We must not be unmindful of the fact that the farmer has 
always been found ready to do his part in the maintenance of 
this Government. In times of peace he has aided in our com- 
mercial strength more than any other citizen; in times of war 
he has willingly laid down his hoe to shoulder his musket in 
defense of his country. It is stated as a historical fact that at 
the Battle of Gettysburg the First Minnesota Regiment went 
into that battle and in 35 minutes lost, 83 per cent of its men in 
killed and wounded; the Twenty-sixth North Carolina at the 
same time went in with 77 strong and at the end of three days’ 
fighting only one man out of that company was left. Mr. Chair- 
man, these two regiments were composed entirely of farmers, 
and the bravery displayed by these farmer-soldiers in this great, 
decisive, and bloody battle of the Civil War has never been 
excelled by any soldiers in the history of the world. 

These facts are only mentioned to call the attention of this 
House to the fact that the farming element of this country 
are not mendicants and beggars. They do not make unreason- 
able demands upon their country. They do not complain and 
grumble when they do not get everything they want; but they 
are making a demand of their representatives for relief from 


a condition in this country which amounts to a national shame. 
They do not ask it solely as a contribution; they see the great 
economic importance of direct and immediate legislation upon 
this subject. 

The constitutional objections that were interposed in the 
early history of our country by President Monroe and other 
strict adherents to constitutional technicalities have all been 
overridden and cast to the four winds of the earth by subse- 
quent acts of Congress. It is my humble opinion that in this 
modern day and time no Member would seriously argue that 
it was unconstitutional under Article I, section 8, of the Consti- 
tution, that Congress shall have the power to “establish post 
offices and post roads”; that this Congress could not appro- 
priate money for the improvement and maintenance of roads 
over which this Government daily carries its mail. If the word 
“establish” means simply, as has been argued by great consti- 
tutional lawyers in the early history of this country, to “ point 
out,” then the Constitution, if that be the true meaning of this 
section, has been violated hundreds of times by the building of 
post offices. Surely it will not be argued that to establish post 
offices means to erect buildings and to establish post roads 
means only to point them out. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, it may be proper to say that at 
this moment 95 per cent of the people of this country will 
applaud every single Member of this House who casts his vote 
in favor of the improvement of our national highways, and that 
for one time you will not be met by your constituents with the 
frown with which you are usually greeted after a general appro- 
priation bill has been passed appropriating millions of dollars 
for purposes in which the farmer can see no benefit. Let a 
Democratic House pass this or a similar bill for the appropria- 
tion of money by the Federal Government for the construction 
of good roads, and it will receive the plaudits of that great class 
of our citizens who reside in the rural districts of this great 
country, “ Well done, good and faithful servants.” 


RECAPITULATION. 


Mileage and expenditures under specified heads, by States and Territories. 
Source: Reports of the Department of Agriculture.] 
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Total mileage of | Miles of road 


mile of area. 


1 Population of 1910 based on road mileage in 1900. 


Estimated expenditures, 1911. 


Population 
per mile of 

road. ĩ Per mile of 
public road.: 


0.96 43 6.58 $3, 434, 000. 00 $70.19 81.63 
.053 34 4.56 325,000. 00 54. 28 1.98 
60 43 2.97 2, 450, 000. 00 67.22 1.50 
31 49 17.87 7, 087, 500. 00 147.08 2.97 
29 27 1.08 1, 162, 000. 00 39.13 1.45 

2.50 88 24.08 4,275, 000. 00 339.74 3.83 

1.53 67 6.22 430, 000. 00 143. 33 2.15 
32 43 9.97 1,505, 000.00 85. 61 2.00 

1.39 32 7.21 2,500, 000. 00 30. 40 90 
22 18 2.77 553, 000. 00 30. 05 1.70 

1.68 60 9.47 5,065, 000. 00 53. 80 -90 

1.89 40 36.70 4, 500, 000. 00 66. 18 1.67 

1.85 2 2.45 3, 500, 000. 00 34.17 157 

1.20 17 38 1,599, 856. 00 16.27 05 

1.34 43 18.82 2, 500, 000. 00 46. 52 1.00 
54 67 1.32 1,985, 419. 50 80. 40 1.20 
-85 29 10.59 2, 250, 000. 00 $8.14 3.03 

1.70 77 12.77 2, 250, 000. 00 134.14 1.74 

2.15 195 49.00 3, 500, 000. 00 202. 64 1.04 

1.20 41 10.01 §, 966, 000. 00 86. 58 2.12 

1.00 28 6.83 2, 079, 300. 00 26.21 1.00 
.85 45 '.86 3, 130, 000. 00 79.00 1.74 

1.57 320 4.40 2, 800, 000. 00 25.94 85 
16 10 —4¹ 500, 000. 00 21.44 1.33 

1.04 15 81 1,000, 000. 00 12. 45 „84 

1.12 6 -36 50,000. 00 3.92 61 

1.68 28 9.58 1, 375, 000. 00 90. 91 3.19 

1.97 171 22.76 5, 000, 000. 00 336. 83 1.97 
14 19 61 300, 000. 00 17.73 92 

1.66 115 16.13 12,000, 000. 00 151.36 1.32 
-99 46 4.79 4505, 000. 00 93. 30 2.04 
87 9 23 1,000, 000. 00 16.23 1.73 

2.18 5 27.13 6, 600, 365. 00 1.38 

1.84 23 50 1, 505, 000. 00 . 9¹ 
31 23 9.49 3, 500, 000. 00 5.20 

1.24 88 3.84] 11,500,000. 00 8 1.50 

2.01 256 49.14 597,000. 00 k 1.10 

1.06 47 11.02 1, 100, 000. 00 ; 72 
75 10 .50 500, 000. 00 ; 36 

1.10 47 11.66 3, 900, 000. 00 ca 1.78 
40 2 8.80 7, 600, 000. 00 83 1.95 
10 12.23 855, 750. 00 102.85 2.29 

1.58 25 18. 40 1, 450, 000. 00 100.57 4.07 

1.08 47 4.38 i. 92.26 1.94 
351 $3 13.19 , 900, 000. 00 84.59 2.54 

1.30 “1.84 1, 625, 000. 00 50. 61 1.33 

1.12 11 16. 64 3,390, 000. 00 55. 49 1.45 
11 4 3.94 510, 000. 00 48. 25 3.49 

4i 142, 144, 190. 50 64. 63 


2 Based on mileage in 1909, 


i 


1912. 
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Estimated value of the public roads of the United States. 


$295, 533, 393 
210, 574, 890 
17, 786, 523 
29, 768, 000 


553, 662, 806 


VALUE OF RIGHTS OF WAY. 

On a basis of 40-foot width there are 10,431,727 acres of 
rights of way included in the public roads of the United States. 

Based on the average value of farm lands in the various 
States the total value of these rights of way would amount to 
$341,899,306. 5 ; 

Adding this to the total value of the improved roads would 
make a grand total for rights of way and improvements of 
$895,562,112. 

DISTANCE, COST, AND MILEAGE OF 1 TON BY RAIL, WATER, AND WAGON. 

For $1: Four miles on average country road; 10 miles on good 
country road; 140 miles on railroad; 350 miles on inland water- 
ways; 1,800 miles on the open sea. 

Statistics of wagon transportation in different sections. 


Tractive force required to draw a ton over different kinds of 
road: 


Pounds 
BILOL CRE RECN a ea rc ct ra aces weed es ergs Seep ae 20 
fy) te SEA IS IA IN RS SEs RS AS BO ES 25 
Stone or wood-block pavement (good) 30 
Macadam or plank road: 
AT A ME SAE A EEE E EA a Aa — oD 
A PE REAA E ES E AENA R AAA E EN LEVEI ⁊ . A R E 50 
emen. . A 75 
Aran . SES 100 
A O eA S S E A S E 300 


RELATIVE POWER REQUIRED ON GRADES. 

On a 5 per cent grade a horse can draw only about one-half 
as much as oñ a level. 

On a 10 per cent grade a horse can draw only about one- 
fourth as much as on a level. 

It is estimated, however, that a horse can double his usual 
exertion for a short time and can pull practically as much on 
a 4 or 5 per cent grade as on a level, provided the hill is not 
too long. The steepest hill on a road fixes the load which can 
be drawn to market, and it is quite as important, therefore, to 
locate the road properly as it is to improve it by surfacing 
with stone, gravel, or other materials. 


COMPARATIVE VALUE OF FARM LANDS IN STATES OF IMPROVED AND 
UNIMPROVED ROADS, 1909. 


Percentage of Improved roads in— 


labama 6. 38 
5 5 Se —— 7. 27 
ssiss' 5 

Lan n (pet acre) 8 
ALA DAMS ne rer ³ ꝑ . eaaa 12. 00 
Cae i ects — otal oie 13. 56 
WT hems EN oy CADSR EPES, 5 15. 95 

Percentage of improved roads in— 
o : i ia 27.13 
oe a sos ba tiv tee T — eee ais ease CaS . 70 
C11! . ⁊ðᷣ . ß eae 76 

Land values (per acre) : 

F ¹· r·tlr ¶ ¶ͤ » » 58. 00 
NT SS So ae ̃ . E S A — $55. 00 
IN GW OTROS a ee rte 65. 50 


Nore.—The land of the South will compare favorably in the fertili 
gt tits Sout and in the mildness of its climate with any region of No! 


EFFECT OF GOOD ROADS UPON INCREASE AND DECREASE OF RURAL 
POPULATION, 


In 25 counties having 40 out of each 100 miles of road im- 
proved, average increase in population per county, from 1890 to 


In 25 counties having 14 miles of improved roads to each 100 
miles, a decrease of 3,000 to the county for the same period. 


Nore.—Statement of J. E. Pennybacker, jr., Chief of Road Manage- 
ment, Department of Agriculture. 


EFFECT OF GOOD ROADS UPON RURAL EDUCATION, 1909. 

In five States having a large percentage of improved roads, 
attendance of enrolled pupils 77.13 per cent. 

In five States having low percentage of improved roads, 59.16 
percent. . 

Out of 24,000,000 children of school age 6,500,000 were not 
enrolled in our public schools in 1909. 

In France one good draft horse is expected to be able to draw 
a. pounds a distance of 18 miles any day in the year, rain or 

e. 

Five hundred thousand farm wagons and vehicles are manu- 
facturen every year. Bad roads are sending them to the junk 
pile. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield fiye minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. AKIN]. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, like the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Rupey], who was very frank and stated 
that he intended to talk on the agricultural bill, I am going to 
be just as frank and say I am not. 

In the Washington Herald there was printed a statement, or 
a pretty little romantic story, entitled “Statesmen, real and 
near,” on February 27, 1912. It is a very pretty little story, 
indeed, and I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to be al- 
lowed to incorporate it in my remarks without reading it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the extract referred to: 

STATESMEN, REAL AND NEAR. * 
By Fred C. Kelly. 


We approach now the tale of the innocent personal that made the 
country editor a multimillionaire. 

Congressman GEORGE WINTHROP FAIRCHILD, who represents the Cats- 
kill Mountain district of New York, says, chivalrously, that whatever 
success he has made in life has been inspired by his wife, which remark 
gives one sufficient excuse to tell the jolly little romance in the life of 
the Catskill Congressman. 

FAIRCHILD left school when he was 14 to become a sel devil on 
a weekly paper in Oneonta, N. Y. He was a painstaking devil, and 
grew up to a rinter. Time went on, and after capa | his 
trade in various cities he drifted back to Oneonta and bought the little 

aper where he had first started to work. As a matter of fact, he 
hi 't drift back to the old home, but simply went there; however, as 
the drifting idea has the call in romantic tales like this, let it stand, 
Anyhow, FAIRCHILD acquired the Oneonta weekly and was its editor. 
He tolled Say, recording such things as interest the readers of 
country weeklies. t Aunt Annie Shields was quite poorly,” FAIRCHILD 
said so in his column of personals. If a man, acting on the every-one- 
his-own-press-agent theory, brought in the longest ear of corn and gave 
it to the editor, he was sure of ag rims 

One day FAIRCHILD noticed in the New York paper that a beautiful 
and talented New York girl, then visiting relatives in Oneonta, had in- 
herited a fortune of more than $100,000. He wrote a nice little per- 
sonal about it, saying, among other things: 

“She has often visited in our midst and is favorably spoken of by 
our young people, who will be greatly pleased to learn of her good 
fortune in com: g by so much money. ye hope she is the kind that 
will not let wealth turn her head.” 

The day after the paper was issued a trig young woman, dressed in 
the latest New York style, came into FAIRCHILD’S office and said she 
wished to buy six copies of the paper. She looked through a copy to 
make sure it was the — containing the item she was after, and FAIR- 
CHILD noticed that she was reading about the New York heiress. 

“You're not the girl that inherited all that money, are you?” he 
made bold to inquire. 

„Les, said the beautiful customer, “I'm afraid I am.” 
tha Well,” observed FAIRCHILD, I guess we all like to see our names in 

e paper. 

The remark greatly incensed the young woman. 

“I hope you don’t think I’m pleased about having my name in a 
dinkly, little crossroads paper like this!“ she retorted. “I'm buying 
these copies because I thought my friends in New York would enjoy the 
joke on me—being written u is absurd rural style.” 

“Oh, you needn't try to let on that 7o are not tickled over being 
written up,” came back FAIRCHILD. “ You're probably just as glad to 
1o yest ae in print as anybody, and I don’t care if you are from 

ew Yo 

And the beautiful young woman walked out of FAIRCHILD’S office in a 
huff. Later on he was formally introduced to her in a social gathering 
in Oneonta, and once more they argued whether she was pleased or 
merely amused over the item in the paper. 

FAIRCHILD was the only young man in Oneonta who had the temerity 
to talk back to a young woman with so much money in her own right, 

Of course, they fell love and were married. 

With their combined capital FAIRCHILD built up a vast manufacturing 
business, and he is to-day worth probably a dozen millions. 

But Mrs. Fairchild still insists that she was considerably annoyed 
over the “piece” in the paper, and her husband still asserts that she 
was plea: beyond measure. 


Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am going to offer 
$100 reward for the arrest and conviction of any postmaster in- 
terfering with or destroying any mail matter sent out by me to 
any constituents in my district while I am a Member of Con- 


gress. 
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Dr. Grandfield, First Assistant Postmaster General, evidently 
makes the attempt to leave the impression that the Interna- 
tional Time Recording Co. has no relation to the company 
whose president in 1903 was indicted along with many others 
charged with conspiring to defraud the United States in rela- 
tion to the supplying of the Post Office Department with time 
clocks or recorders for the use of clerks and carriers in keeping 
account of their time. 

Dr. Grandfield says: : 


* * * between 1898 and 1903 a large number of recorders, known 
as the Bundy time clock, were purchased. During the investigation of 
the postal service in 1903 the purchase of these time recorders was 
discontinued because of the disclosures resulting from the investigation. 
the president of the 8 and the superintendent of the Galery an 
Allowance Division being indicted for copapiraey to defraud the United 
States. Consequently no recorders of any 
1903 and 1909. 


He says further: 

+ * è jt was necessary to have a committee of high officials out- 
side of the bureaus of the department because of the scandal connected 
with the purchase of recorders under the former contract. 

A committee of postmasters, consisting of David C. Owen, of 
Milwaukee, Wis.; Harry Bacharach, of Atlantic City, N. J.; 
and George W. Bean, of Tampa, Fla., were appointed. These 
men traveled about for some weeks, and their daily subsistence 
expenses were so high that that auditor balked at paying them, 
but finally, under direction of Postmaster General Hitchcock, 
they were paid. These expenses aggregated almost $2,000, and 
they rarely had breakfast for less than $2 up, and the standing 
rule of the department “that lodging and board at hotels shall 
be at a rate not greater than $5 per day“ was waived for their 
benefit. Grandfield says the committee reported in favor of the 
Hawley and International models, and that it was found that 
the International clock could be had at $150 each, and they 
would allow a rebate of $25 on old Bundy clocks turned in, 

The Bundy clocks, which were the occasion of the indictments 
of officials and officers of the company, were undoubtedly as 
costly to make as the latter model bought from the Interna- 
tional Co., and the highest price ever paid for the old style, 
with the large number of keys at 50 cents each, was $122. 

The Bundy Co. was, in 1903, and is yet owned by the Inter- 
national Co., so the significance of the naive remark of Dr. 
Grandfield, that the International Co. allows $25 credit on 
Bundy clocks turned in on the new purchases, becomes apparent. 

G. W. Farmctnxp, a Member of the Sixty-second Congress, is 
president of the International Time Recording Co., according to 
its latest reports available. 

Up to the time of the Bristow report in 1903 there had been 
purchased 1,743 of the Bundy clocks. H. E. Bundy was, in 
1903, and is yet the treasurer and general manager of the Inter- 
national Time Recording Co. George E. Green was then the 
president and is now the first vice president, the president now 
being Grorce W. FAIRCHILD. 

Green was indicted fiye times in connection with the record- 
ers and other frauds, but he was not brought to trial until three 
years later, when on one case the charges were dismissed and 
he was acquitted on the others. About that time he was, and 
had been for many years, chairman of the Republican county 
committee. He has been president of the League of Republican 
Clubs of New York, and at the time of his indictment was a 
member of the State Senate of New York, and is now a member 
of the Reform Club of New York. 

The Federal statute protects G. W. FAmcCHILDÐ, as this is an 
incorporated company. 

It is claimed that the W. H. Bundy Recording Co., of Syra- 
cuse, N. Y., makes a recorder at half the price or less of what 
the International is being paid by the Post Office Department, 
and that this clock, in competition with the International, was 
recently awarded a contract at a navy yard. 

The old “Bundy” clock not made by the W. H. Bundy Co. 
sold at $122, while the International is now getting $150, and 
$14 additional for card racks; so the investigation in 1903 does 
not seem to have counted for much. 

A public document gives dates, names, and amounts of money 
payments to department officials at that time in connection with 
the business with the International Co., the company which is 
still doing business at the same stand. 

The International Co. claims more than two millions of assets, 
of which more than one-half is plants, trade-marks, and “ good 
will,” and it owns or controls the following companies, once 
independent: Bundy Manufacturing Co., Willard & Frick Co., 
Standard Time Stamp Co., Chicago Time Register Co., Dey 
Time Register Co., Syracuse Time Recorder Co. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York 
AKIN] is recognized for five minutes more, . 


d were purchased between 


[Mr, 
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Mr. AKIN of New York. Moody’s Manual of 1903 shows 
Grorce W. Famchnp was a director of the International Time 
Recorder Co., of Binghamton, N. Y. It shows that he was a 
director in 1904, and the same authority in 1905 shows that he 
was first vice president and director of the International Time 
Recorder Co. 

Page 1027 of Poor’s Manual of Industrials: 

International Time Recorder Co. of New York, incorporated in 1907 
under the laws of New York, as successors to the New Jersey company, 
organized April 7, 1900; manufacturers of time recorders and time- 
stamping devices. They absorbed the Bundy Manufacturing Co., the 
Willard Frick Co., the Standard Time Stamp Co., Chicago Time Register 
Co., Dey Time Register Co., and the Syracuse Time Recorder Co., the 
plant being at Endicott, N. Y. Directors and officers: G. W. FAIR- 
CHILD, president; C. E. Greene, first vice president; J. L. Willard, sec- 
ond vice president; A. W. Ford, secretary; H. E. Bundy, treasurer and 
general manager. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these are several instances of the abuses 
against the rules and regulations of the departments. The post- 
master at Gloversville draws two salaries, and he does connive 
and scheme at all times and is the local head of the Republican 
organization of Fulton County. 

In the early spring, Mr. Chairman, in conversation with Mr. 
Hitchcock, Postmaster General of the United States, he did in- 
form me that by instructions from the President of the United 
States I should be made the referee in regard to all Federal 
appointments in my district; and to prove that fact I ask per- 
mission to insert in the Recor the following letter from the 
First Assistant Postmaster General's office, asking me to make 
a suggestion as to the betterment of the service at North Creek, 
N. Y., for the reason that the postmaster was not attending to 
his business—in fact, paid no attention to his business—and I 
did suggest the name of a proper man to fill the said office. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to insert this letter 
in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the letter referred to: 

Hon. THERON AKIN, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear SIR: The post office at North Creek, N, Y., will be advanced 
from the fourth to the third class July 1, 1911, necessitating the a 
pointment of a postmaster by the President. When last inspected this 
office uppoaa to be in a satisfactory condition, except that the post- 
master, Waddell, was not devoting sufficient personal attention to 
his duties as required by the postal regulations. The department will 
be pleased to receive as promptly as possible an expression of your 
vows as to what action in this case will be for the best Interests of the 
service. . 


Very truly, yours, E. T. BUSHNELL, 


Acting First Assistant Postmaster General. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Several days after this nomination 
was made by myself I was called to the White House by Mr. 
Taft in regard to it. As I entered into the presence of the said 
President of the United States, William H. Taft, he informed 
me that the senior Senator from New York—a particular friend 
of Bill Barnes, Lucius N. Littauer, Lou Emerson, Johnny Alds, 
and the.$4,500 lame-duck internal-revenue collector at Albany, 
the beach combers, thimbleriggers, and trimmers who constitute 
the Republican organization in my district—had told him that 
I was a Democrat. [Laughter.] My answer to him I would 
not care to have printed. I have paid no further attention to 
the matter, except to understand or find out that the same old 
postmaster had been reappointed and that he was farming the 
office out to a crooked Democrat; and it was a well-known fact 
that this crooked Democrat, this same man, has been credited 
with entering into a dead woman's .premises and abstracting 
from her private desk evidences of debt to the amount of $14,000 
which he personally was under obligations to pay, and the 
whereabouts of said papers or evidence of debt no person has 
eyer been able to discover. i 

Complaints haye come to me, Mr. Chairman, of men unfit to 
hold office as postmasters, one of whom has been accused of 
kicking the money bag under the radiator during the investi- 
gation of an inspector shortly after a robbery of said post 
office, saying, “ This is where we make good for a former rob- 
bery”; and that man is still in office. ° 

Another postmaster at St. Johnsville, who was appointed dur- 
ing the term of Roosevelt, the Postmaster General was notified 
of by the authorities at St. Johnsville, N. Y., in their remon- 
strance against the appointment of said postmaster, that he was 
not a fit person to hold said office for the following reasons: 
The report in the department at Washington should say that, 
in regard to this postmaster, in July or August, 1908, Mr. Henry 
Carroll, of St. Johnsville, N. X., forwarded to President Roose- 
velt a sworn affidavit made by W. Earl Yoker, which tended 
to show the dishonesty of a man, Timothy Dinneen, in fraudu- 
lently using money belonging to the county of Montgomery, 
State of New York. This letter was replied to by President 
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Roosevelt, stating that the matter had been referred to the 
Postmaster General, and a reply was received from the Third 
Assistant Postmaster General acknowledging receipt of the 
same. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Havcen], and ask that 
he use the balance of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. , 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman if the balance of the manu- 
script which the gentleman wishes to print contains any reflec- 


The time of the gentleman has again 


- tion on a Member of the House? I wish to call his attention 


to the fact that he has already—innocently, I imagine—tran- 
scended the rules of the House by mentioning the names of the 
Members of the House. I do not think in extending his remarks 
he wishes to violate the rules of the House. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. If the gentleman wishes to object 
to my extending my remarks in the Recorp, I will use my rod 
in pickle. I do not think it says anything more about the names 
of any Members. I can not say unless I read it over. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no objection, but I wished to call the 
gentleman's attention to the matter, so that he would not violate 
the rule. : 

Mr. AKIN of New York. No; I would not violate the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman has 
already been granted leave to extend remarks in the RECORD, 
which, of course, must be done in accordance with the rule. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask when that leave was granted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asked leave to extend his 
remarks by the insertion of certain papers, which leave was 
granted. The Chair understands that the matter inserted must 
conform to the rules of the House. 

Mr. MANN. As I understood, the request was only for the 
insertion of papers. Now he makes the other request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
asked leave only for the insertion of certain papers. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I ask unanimous consent that I be 
allowed to correct, revise, and extend my remarks, and I am 
very certain that there are no more remarks in regard to any 
Member. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
time? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I ask unanimous consent to revise, 
correct, and extend my remarks. I have some letters and data 
which I wish to incorporate in my speech, Which I have not had 
time to read, and would not have time to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman has 
been granted leave to insert certain letters which he mentions 
or referred to in general terms. Now, his request is for unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the RECORD, 
Is that the request? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. That is the request. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to reserve the right to object. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair has not recently put a request to 
“revise” remarks in the Recorp. The ordinary revision of 
course goes without saying, but under leave to revise, a man 
may take out entirely what he says on the floor. ; 

Mr. AKIN of New York. You need not be alarmed. I will 
not take anything out. 

Mr. MANN. I am not talking to the gentleman from New 
York; but I gave notice some time ago, where Members asked 
leave to extend remarks in the Recorp, that it was a different 
proposition from leave to revise. And I did not understand 
that the gentleman asked leave to revise his remarks. Now, 
may I ask the gentleman whether, in extending his remarks in 
the Recorp, it is his purpose to continue an assault, or whatever 
it may be termed, upon officeholders or other people in the 
United States who have no opportunity to be heard here? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. If they were here attending to their 
business they would be all right. 

Mr. MANN. I am asking about men who are not Members 
of the House. It seems to me, ordinarily, where opportunity is 
given for Members to make speeches, speeches that make as- 
saults upon individuals, ought usually at least to be made in the 
House where people can hear them. I shall not object to the 
request of the gentleman, because it is the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. GREEND of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to inquire if the gentleman intends to use the name of the Mem- 
ber of Congress that he mentioned in his remarks? 


What is the gentleman’s request at this 


Mr. AKIN of New York. Not any further. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusets. Not any further. 
gentleman intend to put that in his remarks? 

5 AKIN of New York. Why, I have simply stated matters 
0 et. i 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. It does not make any dif- 
ference. I ask if the gentleman intends to insert the name of 
the Member of Congress whom he mentioned in his remarks? 
If he does, I shall object. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Does the gentleman want to deprive 
all the rest of the Members of the House of the opportunity to 
extend remarks in the RECORD? 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts, I do; when a man makes an 
attack upon a gentleman with whom I served on a committee 
for several years, a man whom I believe is of high standing and 
high character, or any other Member who is not present here, 
and asks to haye his name mentioned in those remarks, I shall 
object. Unless the gentleman takes out the name of the gentle- 
man to whom he has referred I shall object. 

87 AKIN of New York. I think I will take a crack at it, all 
right. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. All right; I shall object. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Well, then, object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 minutes to the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiccrns]. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, before continuing with my 
remarks I ask unanimous consent to insert, where they may 
occur in what I have to say, certain excerpts from the testi- 
mony taken and some other publications. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent to insert certain extracts that he mentions. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, having noted 
the absence of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss], that I 
yesterday told him that I proposed to submit to-day a few re- 
marks in answer to the speech he delivered here Tuesday. I 
desire to make that statement now because I see that he is not 
present. 

I had ventured the hope that the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Agricultural Department would be able through its de- 
liberations to accomplish some good. But since the recent 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana, the chairman of the 
committee, I confess it was a vain delusion. 

I had hoped that in the investigation of the expenditure of 
public money by the Department of Agriculture that politics 
would not enter, and that it was possible for four Democrats 
and three Republicans, all in themselyes honorable men, to 
unite in a determination to get at the truth and reach a sound 
conclusion. But since the speech of the gentleman from Indiana 
I have been compelled to abandon that hope. 

I never was rash enough to imagine that the chairman of a 
committee of this House would be months in the preparation of 
a report, sign and submit that report to this House, and then 
on the floor of the House attack his own child and attempt the 
destruction of his own creation. But after listening to the 
speech of the gentleman from Indiana I realize that I presumed 
altogether too much, 

From the gentleman's speech, I conclude that he entered upon 
the investigation with certain fixed opinions on the subject, and 
that notwithstanding the evidence taken and his report thereon 
those opinions remained with him, which he embodies in his 
speech but not in his report. Such was not the state of mind of 
other members of your committee. 

The time at my disposal will not permit a review of all the 
testimony, involving about 1,000 pages, taken before your com- 
mittee last summer. I submit the record in the Wiley investiga- 
tion as made up in those hearings and hope that I am not 
indulging in an altogether vain assumption when I ask the 
membership of this House before reaching a positive opinion to 
read those hearings and the conclusions signed by all the mem- 
bers of your committee as they are embodied in that report and 
submitted to this House. 

The views of the committee are expressed in the report and 
not in the speech of the chairman of the committee. 

The chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Agriculture has given expression on this floor to 
views held by him and has made such an arraignment of the head 
of a great department of this Government that were the cir- 
cumstances of their preparation and utterance different I would 
gladly ascribe them to the heat of debate and accept them as the 
flash of the moment rather than as the mature deliberations of 
the gentleman in a carefully worded speech, made with his full 
appreciation of its meaning and upon his responsibility as a 
Member of this House; but I am bound to accept the gentle- 
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man’s statement as made, and submit some observations on the 
same subject, which I agree with the gentleman is of vital con- 
cern to the American people. 

I call upon Representatives, some of whom, as did I, partici- 
pated in the enactment of the pure-food law, to give the House 
the benefit of their knowledge and to recall some history in con- 
nection with its passage. I had believed that no one would 
contend that the purpose of the enactment of the pure-food law 
was of necessity to destroy. No one ought to contend for the 
autocratic exercise of the almost unlimited power of confisca- 
tion, subject to no revision, and make it possible for one man, 
however able, patriotic, and learned he may be, to set himself 
up as the final arbiter, subject to no control except the conclu- 
sions of his own research and the limitations of his own judg- 
ment. 

The gentleman from Indiana suggests that if there are amend- 
ments to be made to the pure-food law they must be proposed 
by Congress and not by the Secretary of Agriculture. I chal- 
lenge the correctness of the gentleman’s reasoning. Rather 
should it be stated that the Executive proposes and Congress 
disposes. One of the functions of the Secretary is, through 
proper channels, to recommend to Congress such legislation and 
matters that he thinks it ought to consider, which body has the 
sole power of vitalizing those recommendations into law if, in 
its judgment, it sees fit. 

The only meaning to be attached to the recommendations of 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agricul- 
ture, so far as the Referee Board is concerned, is that its 
authority be founded upon a statute which clearly defines its 
powers and limitations, and not upon the blanket provision of 
either Thirty-fourth Statutes at Large, section 1280, or in sec- 
tion 161 of the General Statutes, on which its authority now 
rests, I am free to say that I would have this recommendation 
applied to all the departments of the Government. I would not 
give the Executive of this Nation, whoever he might be, nor to 
the heads of the departments, the power to legislate, except in 
very extreme and unusual instances, This is not one of those 
extreme and unusual instances, 

The departments now haye such power in many cases. They 
have long had such power conferred upon them by Congress. This 
practice is founded on a wrong principle. It gives power to the 
executive branch of the Government which the Constitution 
never intended it to exercise. It is an improper delegation of 
power by Congress. These are the controlling reasons which 
prompted some members of your committee, and I have, until 
the gentleman’s speech, supposed all members, to make a recom- 
mendation that the authority for the Referee Board be founded 
upon a statute defining its power and prescribing its duties. 
Your committee found, as a matter of law, that the Referee 
Board as at present constituted was legally created. The state- 
ment of the Secretary of Agriculture as to why it was created, 
which appears on page 5 of the report of your committee, is, to 
my mind, a sufficient reason for its continuance until the wis- 
dom of Congress evolves a better organization founded, however, 
on the same principle, If the existence of the Referee Board, in 
the language of the gentleman from Indiana, is a “toning 
down” of the pure-food law, then it is toned down to that 
extent and it ought to be.toned down, and ample reasons 
exist why it should be toned down. 

But let us see what the functions of this board are and who 
constitute it, and I will leave to other gentlemen as familiar 
or more so than I to discuss the necessity for its creation and 
the continuance of this or some other scientific research board. 
The pure-food law was passed in the Fifty-ninth Congress, and 
that bill as it left the House provided for the appointment of 
a referee board, and I will insert here as a part of my remarks, 
without reading, the section of that bill which made such pro- 
visions, and with it the testimony of Dr. Wiley made to your 
committee on this subject: 


Mr. Higorns. Before we get as far as that—of course we will have 
access to the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp anway—you advised with the 
committee in the preparation of the bill, upon their request? 

Dr. WILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Higotns, And a before them to explain your views with 
reference to the legislation? 

Dr. WILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Higeolxs. And it is not too much to say that the bill was pre- 
pared by the committee and reported to the House very much in accord 
with your own views of such a statute? 

Dr. Winx. I must say that that bill met my approval in almost 
every particular. 

. Hiacrxs. You were heartily in accord with the different pro- 
visions of the bill as reported? 

Dr. Winey. No; there were a few provisions of the bill as reported 
that I was not in accord with. One was the permission for the use of 
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Mr. Hiearns. That is, the bill as reported to the House from the com- 
mittee, with the exceptions that you have noted, you were in fayor of— 
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Mr. Davis. No, sir; not at all. 
9 175 HIGGINS. you recall the provisions of section 9 of the House 


Dr. Wiery. I do not know it by sections. What is it about? 

ig ETA Sec. 9 [reading] : 

“That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to fix 
standards of food 5 when available for the Saldana of the 
officials charged with the administration of food laws and for the In- 
formation of the courts, and to determine the wholesomeness or un- 
wholesomeness of preseryatives and other substances which are or may 
be added to foods; and to ald him in reaching just decisions in such 
matters he is authorized to call upon the committee on food standards 
of the Association of Official Agricultural Chemists and the committee of 

of the Association of State Dairy and Food Departments, and 
such other experts as he may deem necessary. And upon request made 
to the Secretary of Agriculture prior to reaching any decision as pro- 
vided for in this section, by any manufacturer or other person inter- 
ested, asking for the appointment of a board to determine the whole- 
someness or unwholesomeness of any preservative or other substance 
which is or may be added to foods, and concerning the use of which the 
perae making the request has an interest, it shall be the duty of the 
ecretary of Agriculture to appoint a board of disinterested experts, 
which board shall consist of five members, one of whom shall be an 
expert toxicologist, one an expert physiological chemist, one an expert 
bacterlologist, one an expert pathologist, and one an expert pharmacolo- 
gist, which board shall meet at the city of Washington, D. C., or else- 
where, at the call of the 1 of Agriculture, and pass upon such 
questions after proper notice and hearing granted to the person making 
such request. he compensation of the members of such Toara shall be 
fixed by the Secretary of Agriculture.” 

Dr. Wirex. Now, what is your question? 

Mr. Hiecrns. I asked if ed that section? 

Dr. WILEY. Yes; I recall that. 

Mr. Hiecrxs. That is not in the law now? 

Dr. Wier. No. 

Mr. Htadtxs. But that was in the House bill? 

Dr. WIT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Hicarns. And that contemplated—that is a fair construction of 
8 I have read—contemplated the appointment of the referee 

Dr. WIILxx. I think it would 5 a board for that purpose}; 
yes, sir, It specifically provides for it. 

Mr. Hrecrns. And you were in favor of that section in the law? 

Dr. Winey. No, sir; I was not, not the last part of it. I was in 
favor of the first part. 

Mr. Hiearns. I asked you to state what you disapproved of. 

Dr. Winey. I thought you meant the act as it ex to-day. 

Boek Hiaatns, No; I said the bill as reported by the committee to tha 
ouse. 

Dr. Winey. I misunderstood your question. I disapproved very de- 
eidedly of that last provision about a board. But I did approve of that 
first part of the provislon—— 


Mr. Hicerxs. Did you oppose that provision before the committee? 

Dr. Winey. I do not think it was before the committee. I think it 
was adopted on the floor; I am not sure about that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was d in the committee. 

Dr. Winey. I was not asked to discuss it before the committee. 

Mr. Hicarxs. I asked you particularly with reference to the bill as it 
left the House committee and was reported to the House, because be- 
tween the action of the House and Senate and conference the bill as it 
oo from the House committee was changed as a result of the action 
of Congress. 

Dr. Witey. I would want to change my answer, then, because I re- 
ferred to the law as it exists to-day. I was not in favor of that, but I 
do not think that I was ever asked to say anything about that before 
the committee. 


Somewhere between the passage of the bill by the House and 
its signature by the President this provision was stricken out. 
Soon after the administration of the law was taken up it be- 
came apparent that in order to enforce its provisions in a way 
to appeal to the judgment of the country and to effect a greater 
efficiency of administration, that it was necessary to have a 
board whose character, investigations, and research would be 
such as to command universal respect. This board, created 
under the authority of the statutes I have already referred to, 
was appointed at the direction of President Roosevelt. I differ 
absolutely from the gentleman from Indiana when he stated 
that the Referee Board is not founded upon any provision of 
law. He suggests that this House withhold the appropriation 
for the board and thereby work its undoing. There are specific 
provisions of the statute which I have cited and which I have 
no doubt the gentleman knows that can be repealed and the 
objects sought by him can be obtained without resorting to the 
indirect method of refusing an appropriation of $30,000 to ac- 
complish his purpose. This board now consists of Dr. Ira Rem- 
sen, president of Johns Hopkins University; Dr. Russell H. 
Chittenden, of the Sheffield Scientific School of Yale University ; 
Dr. Theobauld Smith, of the Harvard Medical School; Dr. John 
H. Long, of the Northwestern University; and Dr. A. E. Taylor, 
of the University of California, and no statement from me ought 
to be necessary to convince any gentleman present either of the 
high character of these men or their scientific attainments, for 
nothing that I can say will add to the high place they have 
already taken and nothing that the gentleman from Indiana 
chooses to say will detract from their reputations as patriotic, 
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high-minded, and scholarly men, some of whom have world- 
wide reputations as scientists. 

A great deal has been said about benzoate of soda, and if the 
chairman of the Expenditures Committee did not come froni 
Indiana and was not a member of the legislature that passed 
the Indiana pure-food law, I doubt exceedingly if he would have 
felt compelled to take the position he took in his speech. It 
must be apparent to you gentlemen that with all this smoke 
about benzoate of soda there must be some fire. Time does not 
permit me to state some facts that have come to my knowledge 
about this question or about the reversals of scientific opinions 
that have been formed on it. One of the questions submitted 
to the Referee Board was as to whether the use of benzoate of 
soda as a food preservative was harmful or to what extent it 
could be used and be harmless. The Chief of the Bureau of 
Chemistry had reached one conclusion. Scientific men all over 
the world differed on the subject, and the Referee Board reached 
a different conclusion than the Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, 
and their conclusions were accepted by the Secretary. 

Those vested with the discretion in the enforcement of the 
Indiana pure-food law forbid the use of benzoate of soda. It 
is also. contended that this law forbids the use of any preserva- 
tive except table salt, saltpeter, cane sugar, and smoke, and 
that its effect is to keep beet sugar entirely out of that State. 
The question of the constitutionality of that Indiana law is now 
in the courts, and one of the issues, if not the principal one, is 
- whether the use of benzoate of soda can be forbidden by the 
Indiana law and the effect of small doses of this preservative 
upon the human system. Members of the Referee Board did 
testify in that case. The Department of Agriculture did pay 
their ordinary witness fees. They did not receive any fees as 
experts, and simply told the court what they had found as 
scientific men, and expressed their opinions as to the effect of 
benzoate of soda as a food preservative. They stated to the 
court how they reached their conclusion. 

The gentleman from Indiana in one breath makes an appeal 
for the courts to decide these controverted scientific questions, 
and then in another would deprive the courts of the benefit of 
expert opinion. His argument is not only an indictment of those 
who are admittedly the highest authority on this subject in the 
land, but an assumption that any court or jury could without 
expert scientific testimony determine, unaided by others, the 
effect upon the human system of any food preservative. If, in 
addition to his other conclusions, he asks this House to accept as 
a fact from the testimony taken before your committee, that the 
members of the Referee Board were improperly influenced, their 
testimony bargained for or controlled in any way, except by a 
regard for their oath and a high conception of their public 
duties as scientific men, then I have nothing but pity for the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

My conclusions, Mr. Chairman, are not founded upon a maga- 
zine article, even though that magazine be of as high a char- 
acter as the Outlook, nor upon any controversy that may exist 
between the preservers of food and the State officials of In- 
diana. I assume there is no Member of this House, either here 
or elsewhere, but would decry the food adulterator, condemn 
the selling of filthy food or food products and insist upon the 
most vigorous enforcement of all laws, whose purpose is to 
protect the public from the impositions of those who seek to 
profit by tvafficking in either impure foods or in any sham or 
pretense of purity where none exists. Indeed, Mr. Chairman, 
it was in response to such a demand that the pure-food law 
was enacted by Congress, and in furtherance of that sentiment 
4 has been ably and vigorously enforced by two administra- 

ons. 

The questions raised by the gentleman’s speech go to the 
enforcement of a law which went on the statute books after a 
long campaign of education and much agitation, and I freely 
acknowledge the indebtedness of the country to Dr. Wiley for 
the part he took in the long campaign which finally led to the 
enactment of this legislation. And what I may say is not to be 
regarded as detracting from the eminence which Dr. Wiley has 
attained as Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, or from the great 
public services which he has rendered in exposing those who 
seek to corrupt our food supplies. 

It has been said, Mr. Chairman, that we are a Government of 
law and not of men, and I take it that this Congress will not 
assume that the existence of a principle as vital as the purity 
of our food and foed supplies is dependent upon the existence 
of any one man. To vote against this appropriation now will 
stop the wheels of progress. It is a step backward. The result 
will contribute to the gratification of those very food adultera- 
tors with whom I join with the gentleman from Indiana in 
condemning. It is a vote against something and not for some- 
thing. It will operate to confuse the public mind on this most 
important question. 


The gentleman asked this House to accept one conclusion in 
his speech, and in his report to accept another. The Secretary 
of Agriculture, as the head of that department, is primarily re- 
sponsible for the acts of that department. ` : 

Time will not permit of the discussion of all the assertions 
that the gentleman from Indiana makes in his speech. I ask 
you to read the report of the committee, and then decide for 
yourself. In his speech the gentleman from Indiana exalts Dr. 
Wiley and holds up to ridicule and scorn the president of Johns 
Hopkins University. He glorifies the Chief Chemist and charges 
the Secretary of Agriculture with willful assumption of power 
in defiance of law. His report is silent as to the value of the 
services of Dr. Wiley and Dr. Remsen, but it does refer to the 
Secretary of Agriculture in the following terms, which I quote: 

Your committee does not question the motives or the sincerity of the 
Secretary of fom at anh whose long service as the head of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture has been of signal service to the American people. 

[Applause.] ; 

In the face of his report the gentleman uses this ianguage, 
which I quote from his speech, and let us see if he now ques- 
tions the Secretary’s “ motives” or “ sincerity ” : 

And this was done whether in a spirit of irony or through sheer reck- 
lessness from the money appropriated by Congress to enforce the pure- 
food law of the Nation. 

Gentlemen of the House, which opinion of the gentleman from 
Indiana are we to accept; his own report or his statment so re- 
cently uttered in his speech? They are absolutely irreconcil- 
able. Either one or the other must fall The statement that 
the Secretary of Agriculture has been improperly influenced by 
corporations or by anyone else is absolutely inconsistent with 
the statement which the gentleman, as chairman of this Com- 
mittee on Expenditures, made to this House when he reported 
to it that he did not question “the motives or the sincerity of 
the Secretary of Agriculture.” What has changed the gentle- 
man’s mind? How soon after he had made his report? 

Mr. Chairman, I confess to an utter lack of comprehension of 
the purposes of the gentleman who in a formal report to this 
House makes one statement and then in his speech makes a 
contrary one of such a nature as his recent utterance, unless it 
be a desire to secure a partisan advantage by arraigning the 
integrity of the very man that he but a short time before gave 
his official approval of. 

In order that this House may get a further insight into this 
matter I will print as a part of my remarks a statement made 
to the Secretary of Agriculture by the gentleman from Indiana 
as chairman of the committee before the examination of the 
Secretary was commenced, which will be found on page 841 of 
the hearings: 


The CHAIRMAN. Secretary Wilson, before commencing the examina- 
tion I have a brief statement that I wish to read to go into the record 
at this point relative to the course of the committee. 

Mr. Secretary Wilson, our committee is now engaged in an examina- 
tion of the expenditures of your department and more particularly of 
the Bureau o: cranar. n the course of our work, we have had 
frequent occasion to ap; to you for spenar information and it gives 
me pleasure to say, for incorporation the record, that every such 
request has met a prompt response from you. For this spirit of 
courtesy and cooperation our committee are under obligations to you 
and to your assistants. We have requested 2 piker to be present in person 
to-day because we have understood your attitude to be that you desire 
the most complete examination of every detail of your great department, 
of our Government, and we hold the belief that you will be glad to add 
anything which is poaa to our inquiry which is within your P is 

e ord 


sonal knowledge, ise, it is the wish of our committee to a 
every opportunity to develop all the facts which are within our juris- 
diction relating to the subject under ing 


uiry. We are 8 par- 
ticularly into the alleged illegal apostate of Dr. H. H. Rusby, 
pharma osist, in the Bureau of Chemistry, and the allegations that 
certain officials of your i oe ape conspired together to secure the 
execution of this ie illegal appointment by withholding the real 
5 you and thus secured your approval through false repre- 
sentations. 

We have endeavored to give as free latitude as is possible to those 
who have appeared as witnesses and keep within our jurisdiction under 
the rules of the House. It is not intended to demand that you shall 
answer questions, which, in your judgment, should not be propounded 
to iz or which you prefer, for any good reason, not to answer. We 
will be glad to have you make as full statements as you wish to make, 
and yet I think I voice correctly the will of the committee in saying 
that it will not be as a discourtesy to the committee if you 
shall indicate that you prefer not to answer any particular. question 


for reasons, 

e recall that in the control of a great department, which has been 
so rapidly expanding as has the Department of Agriculture, that you 
have many details which must be left to your subordinates. We wish 
this statement of yours to be as complete as possible, and if you wish 
to consult any assistant in your department to inform yourself as to 

recise data you may need to give the committee you will have the 
reest liberty to hold such consultations. 

Do you care, Mr. Secretary, to make a preliminary statement before 
Mr. FLOYD the examination? 

Secretary WILSsox. I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that I appreciate 
the kind remarks you have made, There are pany things that I might 
say that might be for your information, but I think, after g 
you for the kind welcome you have given me here and the generous 
terms on which you pro se I shall discuss matters with you, I think 
it is best just to go straight to business. 

Do you want me to present matters, or do you desire to begin by 
asking me questions? 
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This House must adopt one view or the other, and the ex- 
traordinary statement of the gentleman from Indiana, made in 
his speech on this subject, must be considered with both his 
utterances in the committee and in the report which he signed. 
The solution of this question is not to be secured in this way. 
The moral character, the personal and official integrity of James 
Wilson and the members of the Referee Board ought not to be 
the price for the legislation which the gentleman urges and 
which I, to a qualified extent, approve of. 

The remarks of the gentleman with reference to the workings 
of the board of food and drug inspection amount to the charge 
of conspiracy in that department to defeat the purpose of the 
law, with the Secretary at its head, though the gentleman’s 
report is silent on that subject. If the gentleman now thinks 
such a conspiracy existed, his duty is plain under his oath, and 
a remedy awaits the gentleman. 

It has long been apparent to those who have followed at all 
closely the enforcement of the pure-food law that there exists 
in the country two very widely divergent views. Some trade 
journals, notably the American Food Journal, takes one view, 
and the gentleman from Indiana sees fit to refer to the cartoon 
which appears in the issue of that paper of February 15, but he 
makes no mention of the part which his committee takes in that 
cartoon, for that cartoon attaches greater significance to his 
report than, apparently, the gentleman realizes, for, in point of 
fact, that journal is undertaking to pay a compliment to the 
gentleman’s committee, even though it did portray them astride 
fiery steeds, discharging revolvers into the air, but having Dr. 
Wiley prostrate, roped and tied as a result of the findings of 
his committee, but not by the Secretary, as the gentleman as- 
serts. The issue of the food journal referred to by the gen- 
tleman contains the following article, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[From the American Food Journal, Feb. 15, 1912.] 
A REAL INVESTIGATION OF WILEY. 


As investigations seem the order of the day, Congress can perform 
no 3 service for the American people than to investigate the 
methods and manner in which the pure-food law has been and is being 
enforced. This would be a public service second to none. 

Among other things which Congress would discover would be that 
Wiley’s methods of enforcing the law are, more than all other reasons 
combined, responsible for the increased cost of living, and this, too, 
without a corresponding benefit to consumers. 

There is too much complaint and soreness on the part of the manu- 
F of the country not to be some just ground of com- 
plaint, iley is feared by them in a way in which no honest or im- 
partial official should or would be feared. An investigation would 
reveal conditions which should not be tolerated for an instant under a 
republican government. 

The reputation of a food manufacturer should be like the reputation 
of Cæsar's wife, and when the cry of “ adulteration” is started against 
him, his business is heavily damaged if not ruined, even though he may 
be successful in refuting the charges in the courts. Wiley has charge 
and control of the inspectors; he can launch the charge, through his 

ress bureau, of dopester and adulterator“ against any manu- 

cturer, and a contested case means continued publicity with the finger 
of suspicion pointed at the manufacturer. This means a heavy loss to 
the manufacturer, no matter how groundless the charges may be. Few 
businesses can stand it, and that is why hundreds of merchants con- 
fess the charge, and get their goods back with the payment of court 
costs only, or plead guilty and pay a nominal fine rather than contest. 
Occasionally a judge with more than usual discernment refuses to fine, 
but suspends sentence. notwithstanding the plea of nolle contendere or 
the plea of guilty. ‘The cost of defending a charge involving a phy- 
siological or therapeutic question runs up into the thousands. It Is 
said that the defense in one important case cost a quarter of a million 
dollars and Wiley was 8 nonsuited, but he had damaged the 
defendant even if he did not succeed in proving him guilty, and thus 
accomplished his purpose in part at least. 

The pure-food law (section 4) contemplates that after Wiley has 
made his examination of samples and reached the conclusion that the 
law has been violated the party charged is entitled to hearing before 
the Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose of showing some fault or 
error in Wiley'’s finding. Thus the power to confirm or reverse the 
conclusions reached by Wiley is thrown upon the Secretary, and of 
course he is required to reach some conclusion of fact. 

One would naturally suppose that if this hearing was not held by 
the Secretary himself it would be before some unprejudiced and impar- 
tial body; but before the Moss investigation it was before a body of 
three, two of whom were ate to be unprejudiced and one preju- 
diced; because it was he (Wiley) who brought the case and acts as 

rosecutor. The accused at least had some chance, then, because the 
ury was only one-third stacked on him; but since the Moss Investiga- 
tion the jury is two-thirds stacked. What a farce the proceeding 
becomes; and so well recognized is the farce that hearings are now sel- 

om had. Thus provisions in the law which were intended to safeguard 
he rights of the accused have been converted into a bludgeon against 

m. And Wiley is now made chief inspector, chief examiner, instigator 
of the charge, prosecutor, jury, and judge; and if any manufacturer 
dares cry out against such an unjust condition he is met with the cry 
from Wiley and the Wiley press: “ He is an adulterator and a dopester 
who is being pinched by the law.” And all this power in the hands of 
a man who says: “I am the spirit and essence of the ure-food law, 
and without me there would be no law,” and who uses the law as his 
private property for the benefit of his friends and the confusion of his 
enemies; for he that is not with me is against me.” Isn't it time to 
investigate how this power is being used, in view of the ground rum- 
bling and general spirit of discontent on the part of the manufacturers? 

Js it no concern of the Nation to know from whom or what interests 
Wiley has accepted fees or compensation while he was drawing a salary 
from the Government? 


Is it no concern of the Nation to know how much time he has devoted 
dh arame his salary and how much time he has devoted to private 

Is it no concern of the Nation to know whether Wiley is in fact a 
scientist or an expert, or only a charlatan or a humbug dealing out 
buncombe to the pepe? 

And above all, is it no concern of the Nation to know whether he is 
3 the law impartially or partially? 

Let the manufacturers know that they will not be in danger of 
reprisals by Wiley and see how the facts will come out. Wiley ex- 
plained the “honey lie“ as “a scientific pleasantry”; and a recent 
seizure of considerable magnitude which wrought considerable damage, 
as having bean, made on “academic unds.“ 

It is time to put a stop to scientifle pleasantries” and “ academic” 
action, and research chemical work for private interests at Government 
poe and the way to do this is to have an investigation which will 
bring out the facts. a 

The Moss investigation was not a real investigation of anything other 
than Wiley's connection with the Rusby contract, and while some other 
features were touched upon, it never did reach the real meat of the 
situation. It never even started in to do it. 

By all means investigate Wiley. 


Mr. HIGGINS. I do not accept or indorse the views ex- 
pressed in that article just read nor the method employed by 
that journal to influence public sentiment. Many publications, 
on the other hand, typify the other extreme, and every utter- 
ance and act of our distinguished chemist is magnified to the 
extent that we have come to believe that there is but one man 
who stands between us and the food poisoner and adulterator, 
and in order that no injustice may be done and that the House 
may view both sides, I will send to the Clerk’s desk an article 
appearing in the Chicago Tribune of December 9, 1911, and ask 
that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Chicago Tribune, Dec. 9, 1911.] 

WILEY IN CHICAGO; TALKS rung FOOD—SARCASM FOR SUPREME COURT 
AND CONDEMNATION FOR MAKERS OF QUACK MEDICINES—‘ PANPATI ” 
HIS NEW TERM—HOPES FOR PENDING LEGISLATION; INDORSED BY 
PHYSICIANS FOR HIS WORK. 

Dr. Harvey W. Wiley, chief of the United States Bureau of Chemisiry 
spoke before the Physicians’ Club of Chicago last night on Pure foo 
and drugs,” one of his favorite subjects. The talk followed a dinner in 
the Hotel Sherman. 

Dr. Wiley started with some mild sarcasm for the Supreme Court of 
the United States and ended with a condemnation of the quack medicine 
maker. On the way he paid his respects to the expert witness, the too 
tractable legislator, and various others who happened to get in front 
of his train of thought, which ran on an 80-mile-an-hour schedule and 
a clear right of way. 

“We had a chance,” he said, to pass a law which would have perma- 
nently put out of business the patent-medicine maker who says his rem- 
edy will cure everything from corns to consumption. That law barred 
him from making any claims he could not prove to the satisfaction of a 
court. When it got to the Supreme Court, they sat on it. 

GENTLE IRONY FOR COURT. 

„ am not making any criticism of the Supreme Court. But everyone 
has a right to disagree with its opinions. I, for one, prefer to stand 
with Justice Hughes, who held that the law should stand. He girsen, 
ponani; because he had not been on the bench long enough to know 

tter. 


As for the opinion, only a son of Oliver Wendell Holmes could have 
written it. Maybe he understands it. I don’t. All I can make out is 
that it gives anyone the right to lie about drugs whenever he feels 


like it.“ 
The head of the Chemistry Bureau paused and allowed his habitual 


smile to grow wider. 
„I was at my country club. That doesn't mean I'm rich. Some one 


introduced me to Justice Van Deventer. 
„Ah, said the justice, ‘are you the doctor who sees that our foods 


and drugs are pure?’ 
“s Yes,’ I answered; ‘just as far as the Supreme Court will let me.“ 
And I believe that if the law comes up again Justice Van Deventer will 


vote for it. 
HAS HOPES FOR AMENDMENTS. 


“In the meantime two amendments to the poent law are pending in 
Congress. If they are passed, it will do much to undo the harm which 
has been done Rí the Supreme Court's decision. These amendments were 
introduced on the recommendation of President Taft by two legislators 
of another party. Everything indicates that they will pass. 

“ Of course there is always a chance of secret influences being brought 
to bear. Congressmen are influenced by their constituents much more 
than is thought—especially their wealthy constituents. And most pat- 
ent-medicine makers are wealthy.” 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, while articles similar to these 
are continually appearing in the publications of the country 1 
ean not believe that Congress will indorse either view or that 
it wants to put its stamp of approval upon such methods. 

I will join with any gentleman in a properly conceived attempt 
to improve the administration of the pure-food law. The rec- 
ord of accomplishment by the Department of Agriculture is the 
best answer to the charge of inefficiency. The law became 
operative January 1, 1907, and up to July 15, 1911, the Secre- 
tary has had reported to the Department of Justice 2,765 cases 
for prosecution. One thousand nine hundred and ninety-two of 
these were criminal cases and 778 were seizure cases. Of these, 
1,400 were decided in favor of the Government and only 33 were 
adverse to the Government. During the fiscal year 1911, 1,172 
eases were sent by the Secretary to the Attorney General and 
550 of these were successfully prosecuted during that year. 
The work of the enforcement of the pure-food law was critically 
examined by your committee. It showed a zeal both in the 
preparation and prosecution of cases rarely exceeded by admin- 
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istrative officers. A law of this nature vesting such unusual 
power to be maintained must be enforced with reason and jus- 
tice. Any other course will rapidly work either its repeal or 
emasculation and make impossible of attainment the object 
sought. 

The wisdom of the Fifty-ninth Congress in passing the law is 


justified by the results secured. It is plainly our duty to 
strengthen and improve this law and not to hamper and destroy 
its operation and effect. The country is under pbligations to 
those charged with the duty of enforcing this statute and it has 
been and is a duty well performed. 

Mr. Chairman, I hold no brief for the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, There are those on this floor better acquainted with him 
personally and officially than I. There are those on both sides 
of the Chamber who are better qualified than I to testify 
whether James Wilson has been the tool of corporations, a cor- 
rupt administrator of law, has conspired against the public 
welfare, has knowingly and willfully violated the laws of the 
land, has perverted the mandates of Congress, and rendered in- 
effectual a great reform. Your committee, in a unanimous re- 
port, found that he had not. [Applause.] . 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon] the bal- 
ance of the time that I have not used. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time has the gentleman remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut has 15 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. I think, Mr. Chairman, I do not require more 
than fiye minutes. I had no thought of addressing the commit- 
tee at this time, but the remarks of the gentleman from Con- 
necticut. [Mr. Hiearns] prompt me to say a word. I did not 
listen to nor have I read the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Moss]. I do not propose in the remarks I make 
now to attack Dr. Wiley or to defend him. I want to give just 
a word about what I know about the enactment of pure-food 
legislation. 

I was Speaker of the House at the time. I believed then that 
legislation was apt, but I think gentlemen know that with the 
great multiplication of bills pending before the House the 
Speaker of the House, if he performs the functions of his office, 
can give but very little attention to the details of legislation. 
He is kept quite busy in performing his legitimate functions. 
But in company substantially with the membership of the 
House I cooperated with the efforts of the committees of the 
House, the party of which I was a member then being in the 
majority. 

I do not know, but I apprehend that it is true, that this pure- 
food legislation was substantially nonpartisan. I recall that 
while that bill was pending before the committee and before, 
as I recollect, I was personally attacked in the press as an 
enemy of pure-food legislation, I had a talk with my colleague, 
now the minority leader of the House, Mr. Mann, a member of 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and agreed 
with him that legislation ought to be enacted. We did not talk 
over matters in detail, but from the standpoint of the necessity 
for legislation. During that talk I recollect saying to him that 
bills and reports were multiplying, and I believed this to be of 
such importance that, if necessary, a time should be set aside 
for the consideration of a bill by the House. His reply, in sub- 
stance, was that it might be necessary; that the committee was 
busy considering the details of the legislation to be recom- 
mended and busy about other matters; but that he hoped, while 
he was not chairman of the committee at that time, but had 
charge of the pure-food bill, to be able to pass that bill under 
the rules of the House. 

Subsequently, it was passed under the rules of the House. It 
was prepared with care, no doubt, as the gentleman from IIli- 
nois informed me and as I have every reason to believe, after 
many hearings and much consideration. 

Before that bill was passed the then Speaker of the House 
was vigorously attacked in the columns of the press, especially 
in the Middle Wesf. I recollect two papers especially—the 
Indianapolis News and the Chicago Tribune—day by day were 
unsparing in their denunciations of the then Speaker because he 
was alleged to be opposed to the legislation, and that, “like a 
Colossus, he doth bestride,” not the world but the House. I 
received remonstrauces from throughout the country, some of 
them very severe, no doubt arising from honest people—I as- 
sume they were honest-—on account of the representations in 
the newspapers of my supposed position as a Member and as 
the presiding officer of the House. Threats of assassination 
were made, or amounting to that, and a great many letters 
contained all kinds of denunciations. Well, I had by that time 
become somewhat casehardened. I did not want to come down 
on the floor of the House and raise the question of personal 
privilege. I did not believe then and I do not believe now in 
paying attention to attacks, especially if they are founded in 
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misrepresentation and based upon untruth, because sometimes 
it happens that by paying no attention to attacks that are made 
upon you the man who only reads the headlines perhaps for- 
gets it—some may not—by to-morrow or the next day, while 
if you reply, my observation has been that there are some peo- 
ple who say, “ Well, I reckon there is something in that,” and 
so on and so on. Others will say, The galled jade doth wince.” 
That has been my observation through my public life. But the 
legislation was enacted all the same, and I was curious to know 
how these attacks originated, and IJ made inquiry and I 
was satisfied that they were—I do not say at Dr. Wiley’s insti- 
gation, but I became satisfied that the genesis of these attacks 
was in the press bureau connected with that service in the de- 
partment. Now, that is a long time ago, I believe in 1905—so 
the gentleman here says—but it was some time ago; I think, 
in the Fifty-ninth Congress. 

Now, this whole subject of pure-food legislation is very im- 
portant. It may be that additional legislation is demanded. I 
am going to listen and learn, because in my duty as a Member 
of the House and my committee duties, charged in part at 
least so far as a minority Member ĉan be in helping to pre- 
pare important legislation for the consideration of the Honse, 
I am not claiming to be an expert upon this subject. I am not 
thoroughly familiar with the findings of the court. I note in 
the newspapers, largely in headlines, much of talk. My mind 
is open. Somebody is misrepresenting—I do not know who that 
somebody is+-nnd whatever of misrepresentation may be made 
I do not charge it upon anybody; but I am going, so far as I 
can during the consideration of bills by the Committee on Agri- 
culture, to try to find out the truth so far as reports and de- 
bate will give me the truth, and then I will follow the conclu- 
sion to which I come. I do not want to be understood as com- 
plaining or kicking of former criticism, nor do I desire in what 
I have said to try to prejudice, if I had the power, the mind 
of any Member. 

I have approached the consideration of legislation and appro- 
priation without fear, favor, or affection so far as criticism is 
concerned. I shall not, by speech or otherwise, condemn the 
Secretary of Agriculture, with whom I had service in the House 
of Representatives for several terms nearly 40 years ago, and 
in all those years, in my acquaintance with him, I have never 
seen anything that would make me doubt his ability upon the 
one hand or his integrity upon the other [applause], and, Mr. 
Chairman, adopting the motto of the Speaker of the House and 
of the State from which he hails, in this condition they have 
got to “show me.“ [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may print in the Record some remarks upon the policies of the 
present Chief Executive, 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent to print in the Recorp certain remarks. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I regret that our genial chair- 
man of the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Agriculture saw fit on the 27th of February, in the House, to 
make such an ill-tempered and intemperate speech. This is 
especially true when we consider that all the matters discussed 
by him were considered in our committee, and it does not appear 
from the unanimous report of the committee filed in the House 
that he was able to obtain the support of his own partisans in 
a majority report reflecting his picturesque and vaguely sup- 
ported statements. Nor does it appear that he was able to 
obtain the aid of one of his colleagues. I do not care to advert. 
to that lack of quality which prevented his filing a minority 
report, but prompted him to join in a majority report, and then, 
after weeks, in which the report rested unchallenged; make the 
appropriation for the Remsen Board the excuse for a general 
scold. This general scold is not entitled to the poor compliment 
of the friend who said “It was not even foundered on facts.” 
His attack on the Remsen Board sounded like slamming the 
door upon leaving the room after a discussion. 


THE REMSEN BOARD LEGALLY CONSTITUTED. 


That the Remsen Board is legally constituted every lawyer 
on the committee agrees. That is the opinion of the Department 
of Justice. It has been organized and at work since February 
20, 1908, and its lega] existence and jurisdiction within the 
scope of its activities have neyer been successfully assailed. 

That its extended existence should have the sanction of legis- 
lative enactment setting forth the scope of its jurisdiction is 
the opinion of all the committee, but its abolition is not made 
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the alternative to such enactment. In fact, the report does not 
in any way recommend its discontinuance. 

The Remsen Board, as stated by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Hiacrns], was organized during a former adminis- 
tration for the purpose of submitting to a board of scientists in 
whom both producer and consumer, as well as the citizens of 
the Nation and the world, had confidence. Its membership is 
made up of Dr. Ira Remsen, of Johns Hopkins University; Dr. 
Russell H. Chittenden, of Yale University; Dr. Theobald Smith, 
of Harvard University; Dr. John H. Long, of Northwestern Uni- 
versity; and Dr. A. E. Taylor, formerly of the University of 
California, but now of the University of Pennsylvania. Each 
is master of his science. Each is a man who hastens to his 
laboratory but has to be dragged to the platform. They are all 
Baconians, who discover facts and phenomena and then slowly 
promulgate principles; men who never seek to announce a prin- 
ciple and then force facts to fit it. 

To that board has been referred questions of fiye great sub- 
stances, namely, saccharine, benzoate of soda, sulphur dioxide 
fumes, alum, and copper. The subject matter of debate is as to 
being deleterious or otherwise. They have made deliveries upon 
saccharine, benzoate of soda, sulphate of copper, and are con- 
sidering sulphur dioxide and alum. 

The world, with few exceptions, approve their findings. One 
of the notable exceptions is the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana. It appears that he aided in passage of an Indiana 
statute which condemned benzoate of soda for use in Hoosier 
stomachs, but which took no exception to the manufacture of 
foods preserved by the use of benzoate of soda which might, 
under the law, be shipped into other States for other stomachs 
to receive. This has preyed upon the gentleman’s mind until 
it “one melancholy burden bore,” of benzoate of soda. Yor this 
he complains of the testimony given by the members of Remsen 
Board in support of their own deliberations in an Indiana court. 
Perhaps the venerable Secretary, so severely criticized by the 
gentleman, would have gained his favor by discouraging or pre- 
yenting the giving of legitimate testimony, but even that great 
price was hardly sufficient to warrant the suppression of truth. 

The gentleman’s position will scarcely be helped by his in- 
direct assault upon Dr. Wiley and his direct attack upon Sec- 
retary Wilson. True his treatment of Dr. Wiley is couched in 
honeyed phrase and fulsome praise, but well he knows that 
every statement which he makes of Wiley's alleged wrongs de- 
mands an explanation which the committee knows from the 
record does not favorably reflect upon the eminent bureau 
chief but which could be traced to his overwork and complex 
and arduous duties. These weigh npon the exactness of mem- 
ory, and in isolated cases betray faulty judgment. It is the 
warranted guess of many that this untimely speech was made 
as a result of disappointment in the chairman that “these twa 
braw and bonnie Scots,” Wiley and Wilson, “ Wha aft agreeing 
and disagreeing, still seek the same weal and would buffet sair 
the mon wha’d come atween.” They are working now in con- 
formity with the law as construed by the Supreme Court— 
unless the gentleman from Indiana has recently troubled the 
waters. [Applause.] As to the Secretary's enforcement of 
the law being wholly administrative, let me say that the Secre- 
tary’s construction was that placed by the legal advisers of the 
Government and also by the chairman and members of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture 
all through the hearings had during the summer. The error 
was only discovered on the 11th of December, 1911, when the 
Supreme Court decided that point. So there is really no great 
excuse for the great spasm of virtue exhibited in berating the 
Secretary's construction of the law. This fact the committee 
especially found. 

The gentleman from Indiana says that many are afraid of 
the decisions of the Bureau of Chemistry. Yes, every farmer 
throughout the Northwest who raises wheat for market and 
does not raise the extreme northern variety believes that the 
market value of his product was reduced by the adverse bleach- 
ing decree of the Bureau of Chemistry. The farmers of the 
Northwest do not appreciate being charged as dopesters, nor, 
having toiled in the fall to prepare the ground and sow the 
seed, risked the winter's freeze, the chinch bugs’ attack, ruin by 
the Hessian fly, the drought and the flood, unfavorable harvest, 
and, having weathered all these, each taking its toll, to be re- 
quired to pay tribute to a Bureau of Chemistry. 

Nor yet do those who saw fit to leave their homes in the 
North and East and move to Missouri, Arkansas, the mountain 
and the coast States, investing their all, yes, mortgaging their 
future, to buy land, clear it, set out orchards, watch them for 
years grow until finally they come to bear. With their ripening 
fruit so much depended. First a living, next payment to the 
bankers who had advanced the means, next to pay the mortgage, 
and about the time of realization comes the Bureau of Chem- 


istry and says: “ The old-time method of preserving those fruits 
won't do. We will not allow you to fill your contracts with the 
eastern comniercial firms. We are going to turn all your fruit 
into Dead Sea apples, crumbling at the touch.” Do you not think 
that a sentence of bankruptcy about to be imposed on a thou- 
sand communities would prompt a careful inquiry and demand 
an able and impartial tribunal to determine the important fact? 
Yet an incident such as I depict prompted the organization of 
the Remsen Board. The scientific world largely believe the 
decision will be favorable to the use of sulphur dioxide, and yet 
the gentleman from Indiana takes the venerable Secretary to 
task for saying to the fruit growers of the West: 

Before I blight your hopes and cause ycur bankruptcy, I will be con- 
vinced by a competent tribunal that bankruptcy is what you deserve. 

The gentleman from Indiana says the only class which should 
fear the pure-food law is the crook. The millions of wheat and 
fruit growers in the North and West are not crooks. Yet they 
do fear the Bureau of Chemistry and its dominance by any one 
man, whether he bear the name of Wiley, Doolittle, McCabe, 
Dunlap, or any other name bandied in our recent examination. 
They resent the classification as crooks. 

The investigations reveal that the large point of difference 
in the Bureau of Chemistry was that one element insisted that 
the bureau should be active in preventing deleterious substances 
from being in drugs, medicine, small food preparations, and 
the like. The other element insisted on its devoting its time 
and energy to the larger and more debatable questions of food 
purity involved in such questions as benzoate of soda, sulphur 


dioxide, flour bleaching, and so forth. The Secretary favored | 


the former and submitted certain great questions to the referee 
board. I am inclined to think that the membership of this 
House, desiring to treat fairly the consumer and producer, will 
say that the Secretary was right. [Applause.] 

Complaint is made that a large number of cases were abated 
over the protest of Dr. Wiley. If such there were, then no one 
brought such records before the committee. True, the bureau 
chief made a general statement that a great many were abated 
which were similar to other cases that had been successfully 
prosecuted. But a careful examination of each of the cases 
cited by the chief revealed the fact that the abatement was 
made either on account of respondent correcting his label or 
otherwise conforming to the law, or, mayhap, due to an ac- 
quittal on a stronger count or, in many cases, the lapse of three 
months, a period beyond which prosecutors considered samples 
to be stale and ineffective in grade. 

The facts are that Dr. Wiley could give only two cases where, 
overruled by his colleagues of the Board of Food and Drugs, he 
had appealed to the Secretary. See page 762 of the hearings, 
The first of these was the branding of gluten flour, in which 
Dr. Wiley appealed and the Secretary, after a due and careful 
consideration, held with the majority of the board. But the 
controversy inyolyed there was largely a question of mathe- 
matics and the construction of language. 

Second. The use of sulphur dioxide fumes. In the latter case 
the records show that the chief of the bureau did appeal to the 
Secretary. The Secretary promptly in writing acknowledged 
the appeal and announced his readiness to hear it. Dr. Wiley 
never appeared further in the case, but a short time thereafter, 
to wit, on February 25, 1910, was present in the office of the 
Secretary of State where were also the French Ambassador and 
others. It was there agreed that sulphur dioxide fumes should 
be used in fruits and fruit juices imported until the Remsen 
Board should announce the result of its inyestigation. Cer- 
tainly our pure-food authorities would not exact more from our 
own citizens than would be demanded of foreigners. 

The facts are that the course followed by the Board of Food 
and Drug Inspection was one that appeals to the experience of 
any man who eyer occupied the office of public prosecutor. The 
law was to be remedial and not especially punitive. More than 
that, the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture in the Sixty-first Congress had this matter under consid- 
eration for more than a year. The record at the close of their 
deliberations on December 16, 1910, differed but slightly from 
what it was at the date investigations were begun by the 
present committee in 1911. 

Speaking of abatement of cases, that committee said: 


The matter of abatement of cases by the Board of Food and Drug 
Inspection under the so-called three months’ rule was considered at 
length by your committee. This rule, as followed by the board, provides 
that cases which do not involve harmfulness of ingredients in food or 
do not involve a question of water or of feed, or drugs which take a 
long time for analysis, are abated if more than three months have 
elapsed between the time of collection of the samples and the time the 
case is submitted by the Bureau of Chemistry to the board. The fair- 
ness of this procedure arises from the fact that in many of these cases» 
reforms have been instituted and the parties against whom action would 
be taken have come into conformi with the law in the meantime, and 
it is felt that an administration of the law which involves prosecution 


of such people would be more drastic than the simple conserving of the 
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ends of justice warrant. Moreover, in the administration and execu- 
tion of a new law it is quite necessary that only those prosecutions be 
undertaken which promise a conviction, and the various United States 
attorneys complained before the adoption of the rule that they were 
— hampered in their work when the evidence submitted to them was 
as they termed it, so stale. The prime object of the food and drug act 
is the securing of wholesome food and properly labeled drugs for the 
people at large. The prosecutions involved are merely an incident 
toward this end and should be directed principally against those 
offenders who persist in their violations of the law after being fully 
informed as to its provisions and requirements. 

The Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Chemistry 
were warranted in accepting, at par and in good faith, the 
findings and deliverance of this committee in the preceding 
Congress. The examination and investigation made by that 
committee must be presumed to have been thorough and ex- 
haustive, especially as it was agreed upon by all the members. 
I know the character and ability of the membership on both 
the majority and minority side, and in approving the policy 
of the department unanimously it should be, so far as this 
committee is concerned, a fair warrant that neither the 
department nor bureau would be criticized by the successors 
of the membership of that committee, especially as the chair- 
man now was one of the members then and the ranking minority 
member was a member of the majority then. 

As the bureau chief's alleged fruitless appeals upon investi- 
gation, decreased from several thousand down to simply two, 
as the gentleman from Indiana’s alleged extravagance and mal- 
administration in 1911 is reduced to a basis of his own sanc- 
tion and approval in 1910, it is a new evidence that sweeping 
charges of fraud and extravagance, as well as certain extensive 
claims of economy, are subject to drastic revision downward. - 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes; if the question is relevant and material. 
My time is short. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Hicerns] is on the floor, and I would like to state in his 
presence and ask him if it is not true that no member of the 
committee had anything to do with the making of that report 
so far as preparing it is concerned, except that the chairman 
came and laid it before the committee, and if it is not the fact 
that the gentleman speaking protested at that time 

Mr. SLOAN. I will answer that the report contains no 
minority views and no objections, 

Mr. HIGGINS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Moss] 
asked me a question. 

Mr. SLOAN. I yielded for a question to be asked me. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Chairman, just a word in answer to the 
gentleman from Indiana. That report was submitted to the 
full committee; was considered by the full committee; they 
read it over, and it was accorded to different members of the 
committee to make objections as to what it should contain and 
what it should not contain, and there was not a dissenting 
yoice to the adoption of the report. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Stoan] permit me to make a statement in that connection? 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, how much time haye I re- 
maining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] 
has one-half minute remaining. 

Mr. SLOAN. Can not the gentleman from Iowa give me three 
minutes more? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes, 

Mr. SLOAN. “ Who steals my purse steals trash” was made 
to do a service for the gentleman from Indiana. Yet before 
and after that quotation in his speech he unwarrantedly at- 
tacked the venerable Secretary of Agriculture. The devil de- 
nouncing sin never spoke with more inconsistency than did 
the gentleman making the slander quotation from Ayon’s 
Deathless Bard. I was in the President’s room the other day, 
where a genius had wrought his ideals with aid of color crystal 
and gold. The effect seemed to be a realization of the artist's 
dream; yet the custodian told me that a vandal had defaced 
one of its fairest parts. I saw, too, the matchless canvas upon 
which a painter had depicted, militant and glorious, an Amer- 
ican fleet upon one of her inland seas. 

A vandal there had drawn his ruthless knife and rent that 
picture, which five generations of his kind could not restore. 
Then I came to this House to see and hear this assault upon the 
oldest man in the Cabinet, the oldest Cabinet officer in point of 
service living, the oldest Cabinet oflicer in point of service living 
or dead—16 years of continuous service—the most generally loved 
and respected Cabinet officer from Washington to Taft; and 
this respect and love include Republican and Democrat, the 
East, the West, the North, and South. Yet the gentleman from 
Indiana proceeds to attack his fair name and fame, and this 
largely for following directions laid down in the Sixty-first Con- 
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gress by the Committee on Expenditures. That wasa strong com- 
mittee. It included, of Members still in this House, the distin- 
guished gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Froop, the eminent jurist 
from Missouri, Mr. Boourr. That report was backed by Hon. 
Evwin W. Hicorns, now the ranking member of the minority. 
It was, also, by the distinguished chairman, Mr. Moss, so it 
might be called Moss-backed. [Applause and laughter.] I do 
not think any of these gentlemen should repudiate it or even 
find fault with the Secretary or the Bureau of Chemistry in ac- 
cepting it as based upon knowledge and good faith. 

But the Secretary, hailing, as he does, from Scotland, may 
readily see, Whatever his course might have been in the pure- 
food law, it would have met the adverse criticism of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. There would probably be an application of 
the familiar doctrine, “If you can, you can’t; if you will, you 
won't; you will be damned if you do; you will be damned if you 
don't.“ The Secretary wiil be glad that the power of curse or 
benediction was not delegated to the chairman of expenditures. 
I dislike to see the chairman join certain others in their assault 
upon the venerable Secretary. Not that they can really injure 
him, but they can not fail to annoy. When a boy, I used to hear 
carrion crows caw, caw, cawing from a safe distance at an aged 
and burdened eagle, as he poised and soared to his rocky aerie. 
There he was safe. Men would not harm him, and crows could 
not annoy. [Applause.] In his elevated place in American re- 
gard the Secretary is safe and secure. And I- want to say, gen- 
tlemen, when the great Secretary has gone and the honors justly 
due him from a grateful people are in part paid, if the neg- 
lected graves of his detractors now in office be covered with 
dense coating of grass it will be because Secretary Wilson has 
done much to make two blades grow where only one grew 
before. [Loud applause.] . 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend the remarks which I made to-day in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a like request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. SLoan] is a very dear friend of mine, and a very 
nice fellow, but I will have to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question again. 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN] asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Rxconp. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I object. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. AKIN], to whom I was kind enough to yield time 
this evening, will withdraw that objection. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Take it up with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE], on the other side. : 

Mr. LAMB. I will suggest to the gentleman from New York 
that he is not objecting to the remarks of the gentleman from 
wa. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. But the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts objected to mine. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman does not visit the sins of others 
on the head of the gentleman from Nebraska, does he? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have been here a good many years, Mr. 
Chairman, and this is the first time I have ever seen anything 
of this kind. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I ask the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. AKIN] to withdraw his objection on his own personal ac- 
count, if none other. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. HAYES]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, when a man by his labors, study, 
or experiments has bestowed great benefits upon his fellow men, 
it is a duty, and ought always to be a pleasure, to acknowledge 
and publish to the world the blessings to mankind which his 
efforts have produced. A sense of justice requires this. But at 
this time I am moved to make some observations on the work 
of Luther Burbank, a citizen of Santa Rosa, Cal., because in 
certain quarters there has lately been manifested a desire to 
belittle this great man and his work. 

I fully appreciate the value to the agricultural and horticul- 
tural interests of this country of the great work of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. I believe that its useful work for 
those interests has just begun. As a rule the men engaged in 
this work are broadgauged and incapable of cherishing those 
small sentiments—envy and jealousy. Generally the men of 
the department freely and gladly give praise for work done 
outside of the department where praise is deserved, but a man 
connected with the Department of Agriculture—I purposely for- 
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bear mentioning his name—has seen fit recently to assail Mr. 
Burbank and to minimize, even to ridicule, his genius and the 
great work he has done and is still doing to increase the 
prosperity and happiness of his fellow men. 

‘Mr. Chairman, while the people of the whole country are in- 
debted to Mr. Burbank more than most of them know, the 
people of California owe him a special debt of gratitude. His 
efforts have greatly increased their prosperity and wealth, 
Ninety-five per cent of the plums shipped out of California, for 
example, are of the yarieties originated by Mr. Burbank. 
Practically all of the potatoes raised and marketed in our State 
are Burbank seedlings, unquestionably the best potatoes ‘ever 
produced in the world. 

Mr. Burbank’s greatness, and the magnitude and the value 
of his achievements are recognized the world over by men best 
capable of understanding and appreciating both the man and 
his work. It is said of him by David Starr Jordau, president 
of Leland Stanford Junior University, California, that— 

Luther Burbank is the greatest originator of new and vaiuable forms 
of plant life of this or any other age. 

By Dr. L. H. Bailey, professor of botany in Cornelt University, 
New York: 

It is an honor to California that Luther Burbank is its citizen. He is 
all that he has ever been said to be, and more. 

By, W. Arlee Burpee, of Philadelphia, one of the leading seed 
men in the United States: 
we stands easily at the head of the world's experimentalists in plant 
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By Theodore Roosevelt : 

Mr. Burbank is a man who does things that are of much benefit to 
mankind, and we should do all in our power to help him. 

By Hugo De Vries, of Amsterdam, Holland, probably the 
leading botanist of Europe: 


In all Europe there is no one who can even compare with Luther 
Burbank. The time will come when he will be as well known and as 


highly cherished in California as he now is among the scientific men of 
Europe. He ig a unique, great 


genius. 

By Prof. E. J. Wickson, dean of the department of agriculture 
of the University of California: - 

No other man has given to horticulture so many valuable things as 
has Luther Burbank. 

Although for many years Mr, Burbank was actively engaged 
in the uursery business, about 10 years ago he sold out his busi- 
ness to devote his entire energies to plant breeding. Mr. Bur- 
bank is not engaged in the nursery business now. His interest 
in his productions ceases when the fruit or flower or vegetable 
is perfected and its habits fixed, and instead of going on to 
propagate a large number of them, he prefers to sell the little 
stock that he may have and devote his time and energies en- 
tirely to carrying out his experiments. Consequently he does 
not realize large returns on any of his novelties. A thousand 
dollars would be a large price for him to receive for even the 
best of his work, so that while the work of Mr. Burbank has 
enriched others and blessed humanity, he himself has received 
but yery scanty remuneration. 

Mr. Burbank has put all the money that he receives from his 
novelties and from his lectures and from his books, as well 
as all the money he was able to save from his nursery business, 
amounting altogether to about a quarter of a million dollars, 
into his work, and has received but a simple livelihood. His 
habits are plain, and he does not wish for more, There are 
important experiments, however, the result of many years of 
labor, now in progress and waiting to be brought into perfec- 
tion, which may never be completed owing to lack of funds. 

The experiments of Mr. Burbank in plant life cover a very 
broad field, and are the result of nearly 40 years of experimen- 
tation. Let me briefly call attention to some of his best-known 
creations, 


, . 
BERRIES, 


The Primus berry, made from the native California dew- 
berry and the Siberian raspberry. The two were crossed by 
pollenation. Seedlings were raised from the cross, and then 
followed years of selection. When the work was complete the 
fruit was found to be unlike either parent in form, color, or 
taste. There were no abnormalities, flowering was free, fruit- 
ing large and natural, the foliage normal. It ripens its main 
crop at the same time with the strawberries, and long before 
most of the standard raspberries and blackberries have begun 
to bloom, and continues more or Jess all summer. In planting 
5,000 seeds of this new berry, every one produced a primus 
berry with such slight variations as may be observed in any 
seedlings of any other fixed species. This is absolutely a new 
species of fruit, the first directly created by man. 

The Phenomenal berry was introduced in 1903, and is now a 
favorite on the Pacific coast, the demand for plants far exceed- 
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ing the supply. This berry is a cross between the California 
dewberry and the Cuthbert raspberry. 

The Himalaya berry originated 15 years ago at Santa Rosa, 
by selection from seeds, brought from the Himalaya Mountains. 
This plant bears four times more fruit per plant by weight 
than any other berry. At the Government experiment station 
here in Washington a test was made with this berry and all 
the blackberries and raspberries grown at the station iù order 
to discover which would keep the longest in goed condition. 
This berry kept in good condition 14 days, or fully twice as long 
as any other berry, and upon the test being repeated the same 
results were obtained. The delicious flayor of this berry and 
its wonderful keeping qualities make it the most profitable for 
shipping. 

The Patagonia strawberry: Twenty-five years ago the work of 
improving the strawberry was commenced on the grounds of 
Mr. Burbank, at Santa Rosa. All the standard varieties at 
that time and the wild strawberry of New England, Alaska, 
Norway, and the far better ones of California were used. Of 
the new varieties produced none were thought sufficiently im- 
proved to replace the best known. and the work was discon- 
tinued until five years ago, when one of Mr. Burbank’s Chilean 
collectors sert the seeds of the wild strawberries gathered from 
both the lofty Cordilleran Mountains, between Chile aud Argen- 
tina, and from the coast regions of southern South America. 
Among these wild strawberries were some with unusual quali- 
ties, which were crossed with some of our native California ber- 
ries. No striking or unexpected results were observed until the 
second generation, when, among the numerous hybrid seedlings, 
Was found this berry, with its distinct flavor, which connoisseurs 
have pronounced superb. Of the 81,000 plants sold by Mr. Bur- 
bank this last season, he has not yet heard from one purchaser 
who has not been satisfied. 

The Thorniess blackberry, an exceedingly sweet berry of me- 
dium quality, as productive as the average blackberry, and abso- 
lutely free from all thorns, so that one may pick up a branch 
and run it through his hands without the slightest incon- 2 
venience. é 

The White blackberry, a true blackberry, which is a waxen, 
almost creamy, white, nearly translucent, and with exceedingly 
small seeds; is a beautiful and delicious berry, very productive, 
but too soft for shippigg purposes. 

The Sun berry, commonly called the wonder berry. This 
berry is a blue berry, especially valuable for cooking purposes, 
and, according to my judgment, superior to wild blackberries, 
elderberries, or huckleberries as a pie berry. It grows from 
seed, on a creeping vine, and is especially adapted to sandy soil. 
It requires a considerable amount of sun for its proper ripen- 
ing. It is also especially adapted for gardening and household 
purposes, and, though most severely attacked by critics, it has 
more than substantiated all claims that were made for it. 

FRUITS. 


The plumcot, an absolutely new fruit, unlike any other fruit 
ever grown on earth before. It has as its base a wild American 
plum, Japanese plum, and an apricot. This work was orig- 
inally commenced by experimentation in the crossing of the 
plum and the almond, but the plum-apricot promising more sat- 
isfactory results, the first experiments were discontinned. There 
are a great number of varieties of this new fruit—sometimes 
the flesh is yellow, sometimes pink, and sometimes crimson. It 
has pits sometimes like the apricot and sometimes like the 
plum. The fruit is highly colored and the flavor is indescrib- 
able, being as unique as it is delicious. : 

The stoneless plum: For many years there was growing in 
France a tiny plum with only the suggestion of a pit. By breed- 
ing this plum with others in order to increase its size, beauty, 
and flavor, a satisfactory plum has been produced, through 
which one may cut in any direction with a knife. The pit has 
disappeared, although there still remains a soft inner core, 
which is found in the interior of every pit, and which resembles 
in this plum the seed of an apple, but softer. The work on this 
plum is not entirely finished, but the results obtained up to the 
present time are marvelous. 

The Burbank plum, introduced 20 years ago and now more 
generally known and more widely known than any other plum 
of any name or kind. Although better plums have since been 
produced by Mr. Burbank, they have not yet supplanted this 
old well-known favorite. 

The Wickson plum, introduced as lately as 1894 and now-very 
widely known and acknowledged to be the best shipping plum 
known. In 1909, by the vote of the nurserymen and growers 
of California, it was placed at the head of the list as the most 
popular of all plums. 

The Santa Rosa plum: It received the gold medal at the Lewis 
and Clark Exposition. 
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The sugar prune, Grant prune, and the American, Combina- 
tion, Bartlett, Apple, Sultan, and other plums: In other words, 
out of 120 or so new varieties of plums introduced during the 
last 20 years in the United States by various growers, dealers, 
and nurserymen, 24 are the production of Mr. Luther Burbank; 
and the value of these 24 varieties may be seen when it is 
stated that of the plums listed to-day as standard by the lead- 
ing nurserymen all over the world it will be found that nearly 
95 per cent of those introduced since 1890 are the creation of 
Mr. Burbank. 

A visit to the proving grounds of Mr. Burbank at. Sebas- 
tapol, Cal, will disclose plums of all sizes, of all the colors of 
the rainbow, of the flavors of the pear, the apricot, and other 
indescribable but delicious flavors, and many of them with a 
fragrance more penetrating and delightful than that of most 
flowers. 

The Burbank cherry: The earliest of all large cherries; 
were bought in 1898 at auction for $15 per 10-pound box in the 
East, and later at $7.50 per 10-pound box in carload lots. The 
next year (1909) they were sold in Philadelphia for $31 per 
10-pound box. This cherry is not only the best of all early 
cherries, but will hold its own among cherries of any season. 

The Pineapple quince: Introduced in 1899 and acknowledged 
to be of unequal guality, having a distinct pineapple flavor. 

The Opulent peach is widely recognized as the best in quality 
ever produced. 

Besides these fruits, Mr. Burbank has greatly improved large 
numbers of pears, apples, grapes, and other fruits by selection 
and breeding. 

< NUTS. 

Chestnuts: Mr. Burbank has produced a chestnut which will 
bear within 18 months from the time the parent tree is first 
planted by seed. Some of these rapid-growing chestnuts have 
been known to bear when they were only six or seven months 
old. When one considers that the average age of the chestnut 
tree from the time it is first planted a seed until it comes into 
bearing is from 10 to 15 years, it will readily be seen how great 
and valuable is this achievement of Mr. Burbank’s. Mr. Bur- 
bank has bred a Jarge proportion of burrs off of the chestnut, 
but he has not thought it advisable to try to entirely remove 
the burrs, as they are a protection to the nut. 

Wainuts: Mr. Burbank produced a walnut with a shell like 
paper, which could be readily crushed in the hand; but it was 
found that the shell was so thin that the nuts were totally de- 
stroyed by the birds, and Mr. Burbank was obliged to retrace 
his steps and increase the shell of his walnut before he could 
place it on the market. Mr. Burbank has also taken the tannin 
out of the walnut meat, the tannin being a coloring matter in 
the walnut skin which has a disagreeable flayor. One of his 
Santa Rosa walnuts, growing on the place of George C. Payne, 
of Campbell, has for the last 14 years produced an arver- 
age crop of over 400 pounds—never less than 200 pounds 
which have always sold for from 2 to 5 cents per pound more 
than the so-called Number Ones from southern California. 
Among the most useful of Mr. Burbank’s experiments in walnuts 
are the production of the Royal and Paradox varieties, These 
are rapid-growing walnuts and are yery valuable commercially 
for timber purposes. They attain a great size, arriving at ma- 
turity in about 15 years; the wood is of good quality and can 
be used for the finest finishing purposes, and consequently com- 
mands a large price in the lumber market. 

VEGETABLES. 


The Burbank potato: The Burbank potato, the first and fore- 
most of Mr. Burbank’s productions, was produced in Massa- 
chusetts in 1873, and, though it received little attention at first, 
it is to-day grown each season by the millions of bushels and 
is more and more supplanting all the other varieties of potato. 
If he had never done anything but produce this potato, he 
world be entitled to the profound gratitude of his countrymen. 
Although Mr. Burbank has achieved so much with his potato, 
he has to-day new and superior varieties, some of which are 
ready to be placed on the market. 

The Crimson Winter yhubarb: This rhubarb was rejected 
by all growers at first because of its new and unique qualities, 
and was wholly unappreciated, but to-day in warm climates it 
is generally recognized as the rhubarb par excellence, and it 
has rightly been named the “ mortgage lifter.” Fortunes haye 
been made in growing it in California and Florida. 

The Giant rhubarb: The last of all Mr. Burbank's rhubarbs 
just introduced, and which it is predieted will excel the original 
crimson winter rhubarb 400 per cent. It will outyield any 
other rhubarb known at least 3 to 1. : 

Muskmelon: He has a variety of muskmelon which ripens late 
in the season and is somewhat larger than the ordinary musk- 
melon, and if picked when ripe will keep like the Hubbard 
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Squash—all winter. The flavor of this melon is not at all unlike 
that of the original muskmelon and is delicious. 

Mr. Burbank has also improved corn, tomatoes, melons, and 
other yegetables almost too numerous to mention. 

FLOWERS. 

The Shasta daisy: This perhaps is the most widely known of 
Mr. Burbank’s flower creations, and is a cross between the wild 
field daisy and the Japanese and English daisy. The flowers are 
from 5 to 7 inches in diameter. There are distinct varieties 
of these daisies, both fluted and double and single. Because of 
their greaty beauty, their hardihood, and their long flowering 
season, these flowers seem destined to take the place of the 
chrysanthemum in the publie favor. 

The Giant Amaryllis: Mr. Burbank took the original Amaryl- 
lis, with its flower about 4 inches in diameter, and after 30 
years of selection and hybridization has produced a flower 
averaging from 7 to 8 inches in diameter, sometimes reaching 
the marvelous growth of 10 inches. In creating a flower as 
large as this it is necessary to create a plant stocky enough 
and with a stem sufficiently strong to hold as large a blossom, 
These flowers range from light scarlet and pale pink to glisten- 
ing crimson and deep fiery scarlet. 

Watsonia hybrids: By crossing and selection Mr. Burbank has 
produced a large number of these hybrids of new types, new 
colors, and enormous fiowers, both double and single. I was 
privileged to visit the proving grounds at Sebastopol last year 
and see these flowers myself, and I doubt very much if any 
man has ever produced Watsonias so large or so exquisitely 
colored as these were. 

Dahlias: Mr, Burbank has taken the dahlia with its disagree- 
able odor and replaced it by the odor of the magnolia blossom. 
It is said that one still evening as Mr. Burbank was walking 
among his dahlias he detected a faint odor, distinct and agree- 
able. A search that night failed to reveal the dahlia that was 
so different from its fellows, but on the succeeding night the 
keen senses of Mr. Burbank ferreted out this dahlia, and with it 
as a basis he has produced a dahlia with the sweetness of a 
magnolia. Mr. Burpee, the seedman of Philadelphia, says that 
Mr. Burbank's yellow dahlia is the finest in the world. 

Burbank rose received a gold medal at the St. Louis Exposi- 
tion as the best bedding rose. 

The Tarrytown canna, which was awarded the gold medal at 
the Panama-American Exposition as the best and freest flower- 
ing canna then in existence. It is to-day a standard and gen- 
erally acknowledged worthy of the award then made. 

The Fragrant calla, the most abundant bloomer and the first 
and only fragrant calla. 

The Crimson poppy: Mr. Burbank has taken the golden Call- 
fornia poppy, and by selection has produced a crimson poppy 
of marvelous beauty, blooming throughout a Jong season. Per- 
haps no other single achievement of Mr. Burbank’s illustrates 
his marvelous powers of perception more than the production 
of this flower. Taking a California poppy, which has the 
slightest suggestion of crimson, Mr. Burbank, by patient and 
long-continued selection, has produced and fixed this beautiful 
crimson poppy. Every season myriads of these may be seen 
growing around his home, each one differing from the other in 
the depth of the colors it displays. 

The Shirley poppy: Mr. Burbank has done an immense amount 
of work with the Shirley poppy, looking particularly to produc- 
ing delicate colors and shades and well-shaped, cuplike flowers, 
particularly those having erinkley edges. Anyone in cold words 
can not describe the gorgeousness or delicacy, as the case may 
be, of these beautiful poppies. I think the prettiest of all the 
Shirley poppies that I have seen is one with a white center; not 
a glistening white nor a dead white, but a white subdued with 
an undertone of some other almost concealed color, and fringing 
the crinkley edges of its cup-shaped flower an eighth of an inch 
of pink, which fades away into the white center. Some of these 
flowers have petals so delicate as to be almost transparent. The 
greatest novelty among these poppies is one of pure blue, secured 
by a long series of selections. 

SPINELESS CACTUS. 

No more important thing has recently occurred in agriculture 
than the successful production of the rapid-growing, edible, 
spineless cactus by Luther Burbank. After 16 years of expen- 
sive and costly experimentation he has produced a new and most 
yaluable cattle food for the world. Mr. Burbank does not claim 
to have discovered the spineless cactus. Some varieties of this 
plant have been known for years, but without exception they 
have been nonedible by any animal. For many years it has been 
the custom in Africa, as well as in those parts of America where 
it abounds, to feed to cattle certain varieties of the prickly pear 
cactus after the spines have been burned off. This burning, of 
course, greatly increases the cost of the fodder. The food value 
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of this spiney cactus for stock has been known by cattlemen,’ 


who have grown and used it for some years. 
Mr. William Sinclair, a successful cattle grower of Texas, 
writes; 


* give. There is nothin; 
more than a shortage of cactus. If we hap be short of milk the 
canse is almost invariably traced to the shortage of cactus. 


L. Von Tempsky, manager of the Halaakala ranch, Makawao, 
Mauri, Hawaii, says: 
On this ranch we haye one paddock of 1,200 acres covered very 


r; there is also a sli; 
around 400 hea 


water when it rains; that is, during the mon 
uary, the other 10 months they subsist entirely and solely on the fruit 
and young leaves of the cactus which they help themselves to. It is a 
remarkable fact that during the dry months of the year we get more 
fat cattle per cent from that paddock than from any of the others. I 
ve as fine flavored beef 


consider cattle fed on cactus, like these are, to 
as any I have tasted in San Francisco or New 

The following table shows the comparative value of the aver- 
age cacti, alfalfa bay, and gamma, a 
according to analyses made by the Univ 
cultural experiment station : 


In water-free substance. 


cal range grass, 
of Arizona agri- 


The great desirability of the rapid grewing and edible spine- 


less cactus for cattle food has been recognized all over the world. 
Inspired by the work of Mr. Burbank and by the experiments 
made by the French Government in Algiers, the United States, 
through the Department of Agriculture, was several years ago 
moved to take up the matter of securing spineless cactus. Ex- 
perts were sent to foreign countries, and the world was searched 
that a cactus might be found spineless, or nearly spineless, 
which would have sufficient nutriment to be valuable as a cattle 
fodder. From the plants so collected the Department of Agri- 
culture has been able to produce a cactus sufficiently free from 
spines and nutritive enough to be of some value for the cattle 
business. But to-day, in spite of all its organization and its 
wealth, the Department of Agriculture has not obtained a cactus 
that is in any respect the equal of the cactus produced by Mr. 
Burbank single handed. 

Of all stock food, the Burbank Improved Spineless cactus 
is by far the most prolific. Three to five times as much is pro- 
duced to the acre as alfalfa; and it is very much the cheapest 
fodder to plant, harvest, and cultivate, requiring no irrigation, 
replanting, or storage in barns, as it can be cut any time as 
needed, : 

It is adapted to almost any soil where the temperature does 
510 go below 18° above zero, and it will stand a great amount 
of heat. 

By actual test at Los Banos, Cal., it has been found that the 
milk flow of the cattle fed on the Burbank Improved Spineless 
cactus very greatly increased—75 per cent—over the amount 
when fed on dry alfalfa hay. Cactus is the only fodder that 
furnishes green, succulent feed all the year. 5 

Another source of great value in the Burbank Improved 
Spineless cactus is its fruit. It yields over 10,000 pounds of 
fruit per acre. It is a fall and winter fruit of attractive colors 
crimson, scarlet, yellow, white, and yariegated. It is a sure 
bearer; a good packer and shipper; very healthful, and of a 
flavor which many prefer to that of bananas or figs. It contains 
8 per cent to 16 per cent of sugar; is a great fattener for hogs 
and cattle. Poultry also is extremely fond of it. 

These make fine jellies, jams, and glacé fruits and can be 
used for coloring ices, jellies, confectionery, and so forth. 

In an experimental way from the Burbank Improved Spineless 
Cactus paper pulp and wood alcohol have been produced. But 
the greatest value of Burbank Improved Spineless Cactus will 
be that it will make highly productive and valuable vast tracts 
of land now barren because of insufficient rainfall, not only in 
southern California and Arizona, the natural home of the 
eactus, but also in South America, Australia, India, Egypt, and 
elsewhere. 

For example, at Los Banos, Cal., on the west side of the San 
Joaquin Valley, are large tracts of land practically bare and 
worth but $10 or $15 per acre. The annual rainfall is about 
5 or 6 inches per annum, making the land semiarid. On this 
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129 7 irrigation, the Los Banos plantation is producing 
to 140 tons of cactus per acre in three years, or enough, 
2 a few pounds of chopped straw, bran, or other roughage, 

keep four cows per acre all the year. This same land, when 
so. situated that it can be irrigated and planted to alfalfa, keeps 
about one cow per acre annually and is now selling for $200 
per acre. In other words, Burbank Improved Spineless Cactus 
will give $15-an-acre land a greater earning power than alfalfa 
on $200-an-acre land. 

A visit to the cactus ranch of Mr. Burbank at Los Banos, 
above referred to, will demonstrate to the most skeptical the 
great value of this production of Mr. Burbank, 

Mr. Burbank himself says: The Burbank Improved Spine- 
less Cactus is worth more than the Burbank potatoes and all my 
other productions combined.” 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would it be in order to ask that this very interesting speech of 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes] be printed as a ` 
public document, so that it will be accessible to everybody? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole would have 
no such power. 

Mr. MANN. How much time have I, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
has 25 minutes remaining, which he has ylelded to the gentle- 
man from Ilinois. 

Mr. MANN. I have no desire to consume that much time. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Then I will yield back to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lame] whatever time is left after the gentleman 
from Illinois concludes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on February 22 the distinguished 

entleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK], a very warm, personal 

end of mine, made this statement: 

Mr. Speaker, I have been a Member of this House for nearly seven 
years. ntil the convening of this Congress this House was in the 
control of the Republican Party. Every year I have seen some Demo- 
erat rise on this floor and ask for the reading of George Washington's 
farewell address, which request was denied by the Republican jority. 
I now move, in a Democratic House’ that the Clerk of the House read 
that address to the House. 

The motion of the gentleman was submitted in the form of a 
request for unanimous consent, it not being a privileged motion, 
and was agreed to, and the farewell address of President Wash- 
ington was read. 

The gentleman from Florida [Mr, CLARK] is usually very 
accurate in his statements, but I think it proper to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that on this occasion the 
gentleman was mistaken, and that his innuendo or insinuation 
leveled at the Republicans was misplaced and not justified by 
the facts. 

Last year I made a request for unanimous consent, which 
was granted, that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] 
might have an opportunity to deliver an address upon George 
Washington, and he did deliver an address which was replete 
with information, suggestion, and praise. Two years ago, on the 
22d of February, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NYE] 
delivered in the House a splendid eulogy on George Wash- 
ington. Three years ago the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BoutTeELL], my colleague, read in the House George Washington's 
Farewell Address; and not only that, but on the 12th of Feb- 
ruary he read Lincoln’s Gettysburg address, which I hope some 
time will be read on the suggestion of some gentleman on the 
Democratic side of the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. For several years prior to that no request was 
made on either side of the House for the reading of George 
Washington’s Farewell Address, either by a Democrat or by a 
Republican, and hence no Republican objected to it. 

Mr. OLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MANN. Just a moment. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will in a moment. Will the gentleman possess 
his soul in patience? 4 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I just want to ask a question. 

Mr. MANN. I prefer to make a consecutive statement. It 
sounds better and reads better. A few years ago the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, Mr. WILLIAMS, then the minority leader, 
did make a motion in the House that the Farewell Address of 
George Washington be read, and that the House adjourn out of 
respect to the memory of George Washington. 

That motion was defeated by the Republicans in the House, 
as the motion on last February 22, to adjourn out of respect to 
the memory of George Washington, was defeated on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House, I might explain, because I yoted 
against the motion to adjourn on both occasions, believing that 
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the highest respect that we can pay to any departed statesman 
is to attend to the business which the country has confided to 
us. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I wanted my friend 
to have the record absolutely correct. 


Mr. MANN. Oh, the record as I have stated it is absolutely 
correct. I am not like my friend from Florida, making state- 
ments without a clear recollection of the facts. 
~ Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will my friend from Ilinois say that 
in 1899, when Mr. Boutell read the address, it was not on the 
motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, the present honored Speaker 
of the House? 

Mr. MANN. I would make that statement if it was true. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Was it not true? , 

Mr. MANN. Pardon me, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] asked unanimous consent at that time that Mr. Boutell 
should read the address. He did not make the motion because 
he knew, although his namesake from Florida does not know, 
apparently, that a motion was not in order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to say that last year the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Borune] did make the motion 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] should read the 
address of George Washington, and that was voted down; and 
in 1907 and 1908 absolutely no notice was taken of the occur- 
rence at all. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman ought to have informed himself 
the other day before he made the statement in order to give the 
correct history of it. The gentleman now, after I called his 
attention to it, since his speech, has informed himself, and he 
is now endeavoring to give me the information. I had it before. 
[Laughter.] I do not rely on the gentleman to give me informa- 
tion. My memory gave me the information, and if I had heard 
the request of the gentleman the other day, made as it was in 
a low tone of voice in one remote corner of the Chamber, I 
would have corrected him at the time the Speaker put the re- 
quest. I heard the Speaker put the request, but I did not hear 
the remarks of the gentleman. I know the gentleman well 
enough to know that he does not desire any statement to come 
from him and remain in the record without correction unless 
it is absolutely according to the facts. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there has been some discussion here in refer- 
ence to the pure-food law. Iam going to take a moment or two, 
if I can, to speak on that subject. pure-food bill, the one 
that became a law, was a Senate bill. The House had passed 
in prior Congresses pure-food bills at different times, and a 
great many bills had been introduced. In the Fifty-ninth Oon- 
gress, at the beginning of the session, the Senate passed Senate 
bill 88, the pure-food bill. It came to the House and went be- 
fore the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, of 
which I was a member. That committee selected me to take 
active charge of the bill, both in committee and on the floor, 
and I was afterwards one of the conferees, 

I have read with considerable interest the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture concerning what they referred to as the “ Wiley investi- 
gation.” I have a very high regard for the members of that 
committee, although I have regretted that no member of that 
committee, either on the majority or the minority side, was fa- 
miliar at all with the passage of that bill through Congress. 

There are many suggestions in this report, agreed to by both 
the majority and the minority, which in my judgment are not 
entirely warranted by the facts in regard to the pure-food 
law. The matter becomes more or less acute in connection 
with the so-called Remsen Board. I was one of the Members of 
the House when the pure-food bill was under consideration— 
and I think that that was practically the unanimous opinion—- 
who were unwilling to leave to any one official of the Govern- 
ment a determination either as to the standard of food or as to 
the prosecutions for the violations of the law, and it was never 
intended, and the law does not so provide, that Dr. Wiley or 
anyone else at the head of the Bureau of Chemistry shall haye 
the final say as to prosecutions for violations of the law. 

Dr. Wiley, Chief of the Bureau of Chemistry, is a particular 
friend of mine. He was of great service in the agitation which 
led to the passage of the pure-food law, and of great service in 
the preparation and consideration of the pure-food bill. Sec- 
retary Wilson, I am happy to say, is also a particular friend of 
mine, in whom I have absolute confidence as to his integrity 
and his capacity. [Applanse.] I have regretted on many oc- 
caslons that in the execution of the pure-food law there had 
arisen more or less controversy and conflict in the department, 
and yet it was perfectly apparent to anyone who had made a 
study of this subject in the manner in which I had endeavored 
to do that it was almost inevitable that in putting a law on the 
statute books affecting all of the food and drugs which are 


manufactured and sold throughout the United States, neces- 
sarily general in language, it would lead to more or less con- 
troversy and division of opinion. 

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiddixs] a few mo- 
ments ago said that the pure-food bill as it passed the House 
contained a provision authorizing the appointment of a board 
allied or akin to the Remsen Board, and that somewhere it was 
dropped out. The bill as it passed the Senate contained no 
provision of that kind. The bill as it passed the House did 
contain a provision authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to 
have certain powers in reference to fixing standards of food, 
and the appointment of a board of experts, in addition to obtain- 
ing information from the Board of Agricultural Chemists. That 
was stricken out in conference, and, in my opinion, as I recollect 
it, went out, partly at least, because, as I stated on the floor of 
the House when the conference report was under consideration, 
under the very terms of the law as it would exist the De- 
partment of Agriculture would have the authority and would 
be expected to exercise that authority and employ experts to 
help in determining whether they would begin prosecutions for 
the violation of the law. 

We can readily see that under the pure-food law neither 
the Remsen Board of the Agricultural Department nor the 
Agricultural Department would have the final determination as 
to whether there had been a violation of the law, as to whether 
there was deleterious substance contained in the food, which is 
the usual controversy now. 

We did not leave that to the administrative or the executive 
branch of the Government. That is left for the court to de- 
termine. It can only be determined as time goes on, as we be- 
come more and more informed through the expert and learned 
men who study the subject, and through the decisions of the 
court which examines and hears these experts in their lines. We 
left to the determination of the Agricultural Department, the 
Bureau of Chemistry, controlled by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, the determination as to certain facts, whether there was 
a violation of the pure-food law, and then for them to determine 
as far as they were concerned whether to commence a prosecu- 
tion in court. 

No one would advocate, I think, that power be given to one 
person in the country (o commence prosecutions ad libitum 
where there was a controversy as to whether the prosecution 
should be commenced at all. The Remsen Board and the Bu- 
reau of Chemistry in the Agricultural Department are only ad- 
2 as to whether the Government should attempt the prose- 
cutions. 

When the pure-food bill was passed I went to Dr. Wiley and 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and said to them that the pure- 
food law was passed for the purpose of curing the evils in re- 
gard to foods and drugs. It was not passed for the purpose of 
injuring people in the trade who were willing to conform to the 
law; that it was not passed for the purpose of prosecuting or 
penalizing people who may now be violating the provisions of 
the law if they were willing to correct their methods when it 
was called to their attention. I said to them that they had 
not determined as to the larger portion of the foods and drugs 
just what would be a violation of the law, and before they 
commenced prosecution it was their duty to notify people so 
that without prosecution they might correct the evil which 
they were committing and comply with the provisions of the 
law. I believe that should be, and I believe it has been, the 
policy of the Department of Agriculture both of Secretary 
Wilson and of Dr. Wiley. 

Mr. Chairman, one more word, called out by the statement of 
my distinguished colleague the former Speaker of the House 
[Mr. Cannon]. When the pure-food bill was placed in my 
charge by Col. Hepburn, then chairman of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and by that committee, I 
talked with the Speaker in regard to it and the possibilities and 
probabilities of getting it up for consideration. I did not desire 
to have that bill considered under a rule which would cut off 
debate or which would limit amendment. As we all know, at 
this season of the year appropriation bills naturally have the 
right of way. 

Certain gentlemen throughout the country, who have no con- 
ception of legislation in the House of Representatives, but only 
see the one thing that they are specially interested in, became 
impatient and assaulted the Speaker because the pure-food bill 
was not promptly passed, although during that time, and I made 
the statement upon the floor of the House before, the Speaker 
had said to me that so far as lay within his power he would 
exercise his influence to see that the pure-food bill could be 
called up and considered at any time when I said I thought it 
ought to be, he having confidence enough in my judgment to 
believe that I would not ask to have the bill called up at a time 
when under the legislative procedure of the House it ought not 


2642 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 29, 


to have been called up. Subsequently the bill was considered 
under a rule which only provided that it should be in order to 
consider it from time to time without any limitation of debate 
or amendment, and the assaults which were then made upon 
Mr. CAN NON, my colleague, were absolutely unjustified, without 
any basis of fact behind them, though, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have believed that usually, if not always, the criticisms 
of the former Speaker were without sufficient foundation to 
warrant criticism at all. I know that during the time between 
when that bill was reported and the time it was considered 
I had absolute confidence that that session of Congress would 
not end until the pure-food bill had been considered and passed 
by this House, and hoped that it would be agreed to in confer- 
ence and become a Jaw. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield back my time to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAMBE]. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to revise and extend my remarks made this afternoon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, we have finished with general 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that general debate on 
this bill is now closed, and the Clerk will read the bill under 
the five-minute rule. 5 

The Clerk read the bill down to line 3, page 2. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. “Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the language, “ Solicitor, $5,000,” line 2, page 2. 
I do not want to lose any rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that his point of order will be in order at the close of the para- 
graph. 2 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry as to where the paragraph will end. 

The CHAIRMAN. Line 9, page 4. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, is this a private conversa- 
tion 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida submitted a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I made a point of order, and the 
Chair ruled that I would have to wait until the end of the 
paragraph, and then I wanted to ascertain where was the end 
of the paragraph, and the Chairman was telling me. That 
is all. 

Mr. MANN. All the gentleman had to do was to turn over 
the page and see it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Salaries, office of the Secretary of Agriculture: 5 icul- 
ture, $12,000; Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $5, ; solicitor, 

5,000; chief clerk, $2,500, and $500 additional as custodian of build- 

gs; private secretary to the Secretary of Agriculture, $2,500; stenog- 
rapher and executive clerk to the Secretary of Agriculture, Bre: pri- 
vate secretary to the Assistant Secretary of iculture, $1, ; stenog- 
rapher to the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $1,400; 1 appoint- 
ment clerk, $2,600; 1 chief of supply division, $2,000; 1 inspector, 
200 1 law clerk, $2,500; 1 law clerk, $2,200; 10 law clerks, at 
2,000 each; 7 law clerks, at $1,800 each; 3 law clerks, at $1,600 each; 
1 telegraph and telephone operant $1,600; 2 clerks, class 4; 6 clerks, 
class 3; 10 clerks, class 2; 18 clerks, class 1; 8 clerks, at $1,000 each; 
6 clerks, at $900 each; 1 clerk, $840; 9 „ or laborers, at 8840 
each; 15 assistant messengers or laborers, $720 each; 1 chief engineer, 
who shall be captain of the watch, 81.800; 1 assistant chief engi- 
neer, $1,400; 1 assistant Engineer, $1,200; 2 assistant engineers, at 
$1,009 each; 7 firemen, at $720 each; 8 elevator conductors, at $720 
each; 1 construction inspector, $1,400; two cabinetmakers or carpen- 
ters, at $1,100 each; 2 cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,080 each; 8 
cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,020 each; 1 carpenter, $1,000; 2 
carpenters, at $960 each; 7 carpenters, at $900 each; 1 electrician, 
$1,000; on electrical wireman, $900; 2 elecirician’s helpers, at Roe 
each; 2 painters, at $900 each; 1 painter, $840; 1 painter, $720; 1 
plumber, $1,020; 4 plumbers or steam fitters, at $900 each; 2 plumb- 
er's helpers, at $600 each; 1 blacksmith, 8840; 1 lieutenant of the 
watch, $1,000; 34 watchmen, at $720 each; 3 mechanics, at $1,200 
each; 1 mechanic, $1,100; 1 itor, $900; 18 assistant messengers or 
laborers, at $600 each; 21 laborers, messenger boys, or charwomen, at 
$480 each; 1 charwoman, $540; 8 charwomen, at $240 each; for extra 
labor and emergency employments, $12,000, 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 
point of order on the second page, line 2, against the words 
“ Solicitor, $5,000,” and also, beginning in line 12, against the 
words one inspector 

Mr. LAMB. Will my friend just take these items by piece- 
meal and give them to us one at a time? . 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If that is satisfactory, but I did 
not want to lose any rights and I thought I had better state 
them all, and then we can discuss them separately, if it is de- 
sirable. The next place is, beginning with the words “ one in- 
spector,” in line 12, down to and including the word “ each,” in 
line 18. In line 22 the words “ six clerks.” Beginning with the 


word “one,” on page 3, in line 8, “one construction inspector, 
$1,400; two cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,100 each.” Then, 
beginning again in line 12, with the language “three cabinet- 
makers or carpenters, at $1,020 each”; in line 15, “seven car- 
penters, at $900 each”; in lines 20 and 21, “one plumber, at 
$1,020.” On page 4, line 1, “three mechanics, at $1,200 each; 
one mechanic, $1,100.” I make the point of order against those 
several phrases or sentences of words because they are not pro- 
vided for by existing law. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve a point of order 
upon the paragraph. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I challenge the point of order on 
the solicitor, and we will take the paragraph up in detail if my 
friend agrees to that. Some of these may be subject to a point 
of order, but we know the solicitor is not. Will the gentleman 
say what he believes in the case of the solicitor so that we can 
read the law and the authority? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If the chairman of the committee 
will advise me as to the law authorizing the employment of a 
solicitor, and that there is such a law, it will simplify and, in- 
deed, it will settle the whole matter. My information is that 
there is no such law. On the contrary, this matter has simply 
grown up by appropriation; that there is no statute, and never 
has been any statute, especially providing for the office of 
solicitor in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. LAMB. We heard something about that, and we are 
prepared. We have the law here, and I will ask my colleague 
from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] to please state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Let us see it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think there is any 
doubt that the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. CLARK] against the office of the solicitor is not 
well taken. On the contrary, I think there is ample authority 
in law to provide for this appropriation and for this place. It 
is true that the office of the solicitor has not been created by 
any specific act of Congress as other solicitors have been created 
in some other departments of the Government. But this is 
true; it provides that the Secretary of Agriculture, under sec- 
tion 523 of the Revised Statutes, after enumerating other things 
that the Secretary may do: > 

That the Secretary shall have authority to appoint such other em- 
ployees as Con may from time to time provide, with salaries cor- 
responding to the salaries of similar officers in other departments of the 
Government, 

In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, the appropriation act of 
May 26, 1910 (36 Stats., 416), provides: 

And hereafter the legal work of the Department of Agriculture shall 
be performed under the supervision of the solicitor. 

It seems that, under section 523 of the Revised Statutes, the 
Secretary of Agriculture was undoubtedly given the authority 
to appoint such an official as the solicitor. But even waiving 
the authority in that section, I am confident still that the Sec- 
retary has authority given him in the appropriation act of 1910, 
namely: 

Hereafter the legal work of the Department of Agriculture shall be 
performed under the supervision of the solicitor. 

This, I take it, is express authority under which the Secretary 
can appoint this solicitor. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman claims that it is legislation, 
and not appropriation, that created the solicitor, and that di- 
rected how this work should be done. 

Mr. LEVER. That is my opinion, I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois—directing the Secretary of Agriculture how this 
work in the legal department in the future shall be performed. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the precedents have 
settled this question beyond any sort of doubt, and I want to 
call your attention to one or two declarations in the Precedents : 

Proposition to increase salaries fixed by law or appropriate for offices 
not established by law are subject to a point of order. 

That is volume 4 of Hinds’ Precedents. 

Mr. LAMB. There is no trouble about that. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Let me get through. 

The mere appropriation for the salary does not thereby create an 
office so as to justify appropriations in succeeding years. 

I do not think there will be any objection to that. And that 
is found, Mr. Chairman, in volume 4, sections 3670 and 3697, of 
Hinds’ Precedents. 

I want to call the chairman’s attention to this: 

The reenactment from year to year of a law intended to apply dur- 
ing the year of its enactment only does not relieve the provision from 
the point of order. 

That is from section 3832, volume 4, of Hinds’ Precedents. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Chair to the statute 
cited, and I want to insist, Mr. Chairman, that it can not by any 
sort of reasoning be held to authorize the establishment of the 
office of solicitor. That statute reads as follows, and it was 
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simply the annual agricultural appropriation bill, making ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year, just as this bill undertakes to 
do, and it had this provision in it: 

And hereafter the 1 work of the De ment of iculture shall 
be performed under 8 and . of „ 


The bill had, in a prior portion of it, appropriated for the 


solicitor for that year. It had a similar appropriation to this, 
and later in the appropriation bill Congress used this language: 

Hereafter the legal work of the department shall be under the direc- 
tion and supervision of the solicitor. 

I want to call the chairman’s attention to the fact that five 
departments of this Government have solicitors—the State, 
Treasury, Agriculture, Navy, and Commerce and Labor. And 
the solicitors of the Treasury Department, State Department, 
and the Department of Commerce and Labor are appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. The positions are established by law,-and the sdlicitors 
are appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, just as other officers of equal dignity are. But the 
solicitors for these other departments have grown up in appro- 
priation bills, and it is the practice that they are appointed by 
the Secretary of the department. That is done without the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, without consulting with any- 
body, but simply as the personal appointment of the Secretary 
himself, 

Now, it never was the intention of the law—it is not within 
the letter or the spirit of the law or rule—to permit appoint- 
ments of this character to be made in this way. The section 
that the gentleman from South Carolina refers to is simply a 
general section giving the heads of departments the power to 
appoint such number of clerks of the different classes, mes- 
sengers, and people of that kind, as may be necessary in the 
actual routine of the department's work. It can not be con- 
tended, with any sort of reasoning, that the section which the 
gentleman read was meant to apply to the appointment of a 
solicitor in the Department of Agriculture or any other depart- 
ment. It says: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture shall appoint a chief clerk, * * * 
and he shall appoint such other employees as Congress may from time 
— oe provide, with salaries corresponding to the salaries of similar 
0 . 

Yes; but the question is, Will we provide the salary? The 
question is up to us here in this bill. If we do not provide 
the salary, the Secretary has no authority to appoint, because 
there is no law authorizing the appointment. And I say, Mr. 
Chairman—and I say it without fear of successful contradiction 
by anybody—that the rules and the precedents absolutely settle 
this question to this effect: First, that an office can not be 
established in an appropriation bill in this way by simply pro- 
viding a salary for it; second, that any provision in this bill 
providing for the salary of an officer whose office is not author- 
ized by previous law is subject to a point of order; and, third, 
there is no statute establishing it, and hese gentlemen can not 
find any statute or anything that even tends in that direction. 
With all due respect for these gentlemen, I say that to insist 
that this provision in the appropriation bill of 1910 provides for 
the appointment of this officer is, in my Judgment, absolutely 
absurd. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to prolong this 
discussion at all, but I would like to read, for the information of 
the Chair, this entire section to which I have referred and to 
which the gentleman from Florida IMr. CLARK] has referred. 
I read: 

Sree. 523. The Commissioner of Agriculture shall ee a chief 
clerk, * * * and he shall appoint such other employees as Con- 
grese herd from time to time provide, with salaries corresponding to 

e salaries of similar officers in other departments of the Government; 
and he shall, as Congress — from time to time provide, loy other 

ersons, for such time as their services may be needed, inch chem- 
sts, botanists, entomologists, and other persons skilled in the natural 
sciences pertaining to agriculture. 

It is held, Mr. Chairman, by the Attorney. General of the 
United States in his decision as to the legality of the Remsen 
Board, about which we have heard so much to-day, that the 
Secretary of Agriculture had the authority under this section 
to appoint such a board, and he justified his position under the 
language, “the Secretary of Agriculture shall haye the power 
to employ such other persons,” and so forth. 

In addition to that, section 161 of the statute reads: 

ead of each department is authorized to prescribe 
S with na for the government of his 9 


conduct of its officers and clerks, the distribution and performance of 
its business, and the custody, use, and preservation of the records, 


papers, and property appertaining to it. 

Now, of course, the Chair will understand that 
the Department of Agriculture has a great deal of legal work 
to do, and that the Secretary of Agriculture, under this section, 
has the right to distribute this work; and, haying that right, it 


Seems to me that we have provided all the authority necessary to 
justify the continuance of this appropriation for the chief of 
the legal work of the department. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the other fact, that even if it were carried in an appro- 
priation bill, Congress has said specifically how in the future the 
legal work of the Department of Agriculture shall be con- 
ducted, by providing that hereafter the legal work of the 
Department of Agriculture shall be under the control and direc- 
tion of the solicitor. It seems to me we have all the authority 
we want, and if the gentleman frm Florida—— 

The CHAIRMAN. In what bill was that provided? 

Mr. LEVER. It was provided in the appropriation bill of 
1910; and if the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] desires 
to get rid of the solicitor, the more direct way for him is to 
move to strike out the appropriation. I commend that to him as 
the proper course, to let the House say whether or not the 
Department of Agriculture shall have its legal business con- 
ducted by an officer appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. CULLOP rose. 

are CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CUL- 
Lop]. 

Mr. MANN. I was going to suggest, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
pretty late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair assumed that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr, Maxx] was going to discuss this point of 
order on the entire paragraph, 

Mr. MANN. I was going to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. LAMB. Before the gentleman suggests that, I will move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MURRAY. I ask the gentleman to withhold his motion 
for a moment. 

Mr. LAMB. I will withhold the motion. 

Mr. MURRAY. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the Recorp, for the purpose of inserting in the RECORD 
a speech made by the Hon. Oscar W. UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, 
in New York City on December 19, 1911, relative to the initia- 
tive and referendum. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman from New York [Mr. AKIN] 
present. i 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I am. 

Mr. MANN. I carefully looked around to see. I did not know 
whether he was going to object to Democrats extending re- 
marks. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. The gentleman need not be alarmed; 
I can take care of myself all right. 

Mr. MANN. Inasmuch as the request comes from that side 
5 the House, I suppose the gentleman from New York does not 

ject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Murray] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp for the purpose stated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The address of Mr. UNperwoop is as follows: 

INTYIATIVE AND REFERENDUM. 
[Speech made by Hon. Oscar W. Unxperwoop, of Alabama, before the 
Catholic Club of New York on Dec. 19, 1911.] 

The main purpose of government is the protection of life, 
liberty, and property. The safeguarding of property rights is 
essential to the advancement of our civilization. : 

Men do not always awake to the realization that the just 
enforcement of the law is more essential to good government 
than the enactment of new statutes. 

Less than a century and a half ago the Federal Constitution 
was written; it became the pattern in its fundamental features 
for our State constitution. The world had experimented with 
almost every conceivable method of government for thousands 
of years before the birth of our Republic. The statesmen who 
created the form of the new government were essentially stu- 
dents of the theories of government and lovers of the liberties 
of the people. Most of them had offered their lives and their 
fortunes in the struggle for their country’s independence. No 
man can justly charge them with either lack of information 
regarding the essential principles of government or want of 
honesty of purpose to create a government that would secure 
to themselyes and their children “a more perfect union, estab- 
lish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
ings of liberty to themselyes and their posterity.” 

WORLD'S FIRST WRITTEN CONSTITUTION. 

They proclaimed to the world its first written Constitution, 
created a government of law in absolute contradistinction to 
a government of men. The framers of the Federal Constitution 
were familiar with the repeated failures of governments based 
on the principle of a direct democracy, where the people were 
the direct lawmaking power and in some instances the ultimate 
judicial power of the country. 
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DANGERS OF A DIRECT DEMOCRACY, 


They knew from the history of the past that those govern- 
ments had failed in their purpose; that the liberties of the 
people had been destroyed by the extremes and excesses which 
marked the administration of a government where the laws 
were made in the forum by the assembled multitude and were 
not the mature product of selected men especially trained for 
the work in hand. ; 

They knew that the failure of every direct democracy was 
due not to the lack of honesty of purpose on the part of the 
aggregate citizenship assembled in the forum, but to the fact 
that they were often swayed by their desires, passions, and 
prejudices, and lacked intimate knowledge of the resultant 
effect of their actions. 

No honest man in his individual entity will controvert the 
Golden Rule that all men should do unto others as they would 
be done by, but it is rarely the case that the assembled popu- 
lace can divorce itself from its selfish desires and deal out 
abstract justice to those who may be temporarily in the 
minority. 

Realizing the danger and excesses of a direct democracy, 
the framers of our Constitution endeavored to establish a gov- 
ernment that would protect the rights and liberties of the indi- 
vidual and at the same time reflect ultimately the will of the 
majority in the enactment of the law of the land. 

OURS A REPRESENTATIVE FORM OF GOVERNMENT. 


To accomplish this end they established a representative 
form of government, designed to create a lawmaking power re- 
sponsive to the will of the people and at the same time they 
wrote in the Constitution certain checks and balances intended 
to prevent the more brutal force of a majority from destroying 
the liberty and property rights of the individual. 

It must always be borne in mind that the framers of our 
Constitution were not attempting to establish freedom of gov- 
ernment, for they created a government with only certain dele- 
gated powers expressly given to the Nation by the States, 
reserving to the States the right to make most of the laws that 
affected the liberties of the citizen. The underlying principle 
of the Constitution was to guarantee the liberty of the citizen 
and the protection of his property rights against the power of 
the Government itself. 

INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY ESTABLISHED. 


To guard and protect these rights, an independent judiciary 
was established to see that neither the executive nor the legis- 
lative branches of the Government encroached upon the guaran- 
teed rights of the individual. 

It is evident that the framers of the Constitution were un- 
willing to trust a selected legislative body, held in check by the 
veto power of the Executive; fearing even then an unbridled 
abuse of the power, they established constitutional guaranties of 
liberty that a majority of the people could not trample upon or 
the Government itself destroy. 

Some may say that a majority of the people will not en- 
danger the liberties and rights of the individual. I wish that 
this were true, but the history of every government has shown 
that at times the people, when unchecked by constitutional 
guaranties, have destroyed individual rights and individual 

rty. 
libe ty UNWISE CHANGES NOW PROPOSED. 

It is now proposed by some that we shall, in part, abandon 
the representative government enacted by our Revolutionary 
fathers and adopt a system that in the end would establish a 
direct democracy, when the ultimate power to make laws would 
be placed directly in the hands of all the people and the inde- 
pendent judiciary, intended to protect the constitutional guar- 
anties of individual liberty, would become subservient to the 
will of the majority through political compulsion. 

We may forget that Madison and Hamilton, soldiers in the 
War for American Independence, brought their great minds 
and mature judgments to the framing of the Constitution of 
the United States, but there is one whose sincere judgment will 
not be doubted as to the value of a representative government 
as compared with a direct one, even by those who doubt the 
sincerity of purpose and the honesty of opinion of other men. 

JEFFERSON’S WISE VIEW. 

In speaking of “ the equal rights of man,” Thomas Jefferson 
declared: 

Modern times have the signal advantage, too, of having discovered 
the only device by which these rights can be secured, to wit, govern- 
ment by the people, acting not in person but by representatives chosen 
by themselves. 

The author of the Declaration of Independence, knowing 
that all popular government before his time resting on the 
direct decisions of the people had failed and ultimately had re- 


verted into uncontrolled despotism, rejoiced that the hour had 
come when a representative government could express the will 
of a free people. 

It is now proposed to abandon the representative principles 
of government established bv our fathers and revert to the 
direct action of the people, to the principles of an Athenian 
democracy adapted to modern conditions. 


REPRESENTATIVE GOVERNMENT ONLY CHECK ON EXCESSES AND PASSION. 


Our representative Government was established to guard 
against the excesses which had brought the ancient direct pop- 
ular government to destruction, and because our Goyernment 
does not at all times immediately respond to public sentiment 
there are some who insist that the principle of government is 
at fault and must be changed. They do not reflect that at times 
they may misjudge real public sentiment, that at other times 
the instrument of the Government (the representative whom 
the people can change at recurring periods) is at fault and not 
the basic principle of the government itself, 

My experience as a legislator leads me to believe that the 
Congress of the United States will always ultimately respond 
to the enlightened and matured sentiment of the people. 

With the changing tides of public sentiment we have re- 
peatedly experienced changes in the exercise of the taxing 
powers. 

We have seen the legislative branch of the Government in 
direct response to public sentiment in recent years enact railroad 
rate legislation, pure-food laws, provide for the publicity of cam- 
paign funds, national quarantine, irrigate the arid West, and 
build the Isthmian Canal. Can it be truthfully said that the 
Congress has failed ultimately to place on the statute books 
the laws that a majority of the American people were in favor 
of as a result of their permanent and deliberate judgment? 

The response may not be as rapid, but it is probably more 
permanent, and there is certainly not as much danger of enact- 
ing hasty, ill-considered, or bad legislation. s 

Can not a committee of the Congress, composed of repre- 
sentative men, initiate legislation, within the limitations of the 
Constitution, guard against excesses and abuses, protect the 
rights of the minority, voice the wishes of the majority, as well 
or better than the partisan friends of a measure who, in order 
that they may accomplish one result, are tempted to reach so 
far that they leave a wake of destruction as to collateral 
matters the measure touches? 


UNTRUSTWORTHINESS OF PETITIONS. 


It is true that under the system proposed a petition by a 
percentage of voters would first have to be obtained. But let 
every man ask himself how often he has signed petitions to 
please or get rid of the person who presented the paper to 
determine what thought and deliberation will be exercised by 
the average man who signs a petition. 

PEOPLE SUFFER MORE FROM FAILURE OF LAW ENFORCEMENT THAN FROM 
LACK OF PROPER LEGISLATION, 

Should I stop to criticize our Government I would say that 
the people suffer far more from the failure to enforce the laws 
on the statute books than they do from the lack of proper 
legislation. How many remedial laws are to be found on the 
statute books that, if fairly enforced, would remedy the eyils 
we complain against? But it is so much easier to cry out for 
new legislation than to insist that our neighbor shall go to jail 
for violating the law we already haye. 

If there are evils in our Government as it exists to-day it is 
not in its organic form. It is due to the failure of those in 
office to honestly, fairly, and justly perform the duties imposed 
upon them. The remedy is plain and the way is clear. The 
people should drive from the places of power and responsibility 
the unfaithful servant and elect those who will be faithful and 
true to the trust imposed upon them. 


THER PEOPLE AND THE REPRESENTATIVES. 


You tell me that the people can not elect honest and faith- 
ful servants. I tell you that the masses of the people are far 
better judges of men than they are of measures, and are far 
more likely to select an honest man than an honest measure. 

When you say that the voter can not select a public official 
who will reflect the will of the people in his office and be faith- 
ful to the Constitution of his country, I say you reflect on the 
yery first principle of free government and misjudge the honesty 
and the intelligence of the American people. 

Our Constitution was born in the hour when the love of 
liberty and freedom was ripe in the hearts of men. For a cen- 
tury it has withstood the storms of war, greed, and intolerance; 
through the tempests of discontent, danger, and disaster it has 
protected the-lives, liberty, and property of our people. 
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Let us elect honest men to public office, men who haye the 
courage to stand for the true interest of the Constitution they 
represent regardless of what effect it may have on their personal 
fortunes. There then will be no demand for a change of the 
fundamental principles of our Government. 

Mr. LAMB. I renew my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BorLanp, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18960) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


INSTRUCTOR IN THE ARMY OF CHILE (S. DOC. NO. 352). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying document, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of War hav- 
ing relation to the request of the Republic of Chile that an 
officer of the Coast Artillery Corps, United States Army, be per- 
mitted to serve as an instructor in the army of that Republic. 

I believe that should Congress grant authority for the detail 
of the officer named by the Secretary of War it would inure 
greatly to the benefit of the relations existing between Chile 
and the United States, and I respectfully and strongly urge that 
Congress take favorable action in the case under the precedents 
which have been established and which are cited in the letter 
of the Secretary. ` 

WX. H. TAFT. 

THE Warre House, February 29, 1912. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
HAYES] 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Wait until the Chair states the request. 
The gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes] asks unanimous 
anant to extend his remarks in the Record. Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I object. 


REPUBLIC OF CHINA. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read. This is a matter of some moment, 
and I hope there will be no objection to it. It is reported 
unanimously from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of House joint reso- 
lution 254, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read House joint resolution 254, congratulating 
the people of China on their assumption of the powers, duties, 
and responsibilities of self-government, as follows: 

Whereas the Chinese nation has successfully asserted the fact that 
sovereignty is vested in the people, and has recognized the principle 
that government deriyes its authority from the consent of the gov- 
erned, thereby terminating a condition of internal strife; and 

Whereas the American people are inherently and by tradition sympa- 
thetic with all efforts to oe the ideals and institutions of repre- 
sentative government: Therefore be it 
Resolved, etc., That the United States of America congratulates the 
ple of China on their assumption of the powers, duties, and responsi- 

llities of self-government, and expresses the confident hope that in the 

-adoption and maintenance of a republican form of government the 

rights, liberties, and happiness of the Chinese people will be secure and 

the progress of the country insured. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the joint resolution just read by 
the Clerk congratulating the people of China on assuming the 
duties and the responsibilities of self-government speaks for 
itself and needs no apology and no explanation from any pa- 
triotic American. It should pass the Congress of the United 
States without a dissenting vote. 

It is fitting and proper that the people of the United States of 
America should congratulate the people of China on their as- 
sumption of the powers, duties, and responsibilities of self- 
government, and to express the confident hope that in the 
adoption and maintenance of a republican form of government 
the rights, liberties, and happiness of the Chinese people will be 
secure and the progress of the country insured. 


The resolution is in diplomatic form, according to custom, 
and in no way contravenes the status quo in the Orient or inter- 
feres with the protocol existing between the allied powers. Its 
adoption by Congress will be in line with our time-honored 
precedents. 

The establishment of a republic in China is a great world 
event—momentous in the annals of human history. Its accom- 
plishment speaks volumes for the moderation and the patriotism 
of the Chinese people, challenges the admiration of civilization, 
and gives. renewed evidence of the growth and the progress of 
the cause of representative government. 

I believe the people of China are capable of self-government. 
I reassert that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed. I feel confident that the adoption of 
this resolution will meet with the approval of the liberty-loving 
people of our country. I indulge the hope that it will be fol- 
lowed ere long by Executive action officially recognizing the 
Republic of China. Long live the Republic of China! 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, we would like to hear over here 
what is going on with reference to China. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from 
California that it is unnecessary for me to dwell at length on 
the urgent reasons why this resolution should pass immediately. 

Mr. RAKER. If there are any urgent reasons I think the 
House ought to know them. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia any objection to congratulating the people of China on 
establishing a republic? This resolution simply congratulates 
the people of China on assuming the rights and duties of self- 
government. - 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would congratulate any people 
who are in favor of a republican form of government. 

Mr. SULZER. Good. That is all this resolution does. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Surzer, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr.-Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 5287. An act for the relief of Kate Ferrell. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clase 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee as indicated below: 

S. 5287. An act for the relief of Kate Ferrell; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 4749. An act relative to the members of the female nurse 
corps serving in Alaska or at places within the limits of the 
United States, 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
“adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 46 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 1, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, submitting, with 
the approval of the Secretary of War, draft of joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at the 
United States Military Academy at West Point Messrs. Hum- 
berto Mencia and Juan Dawson, of Salvador (H. Doc. No. 578) ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Aquia Creek, Va. (H. Doc. No. 579) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustra- 
tions. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
suryey of St. Augustine Harbor, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 580) ; to the 
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Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Fremont Channel and McLeod Lake, Cal. (H. Doe. 
No. 581) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed with illustrations. : 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were seyv- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HOWLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 14925) to amend “An act to 
parole United States prisoners, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved June 25, 1910, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 371), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20117) to au- 
thorize the Nebraska-Iowa Interstate Bridge Co. to construct 
a bridge across the Missouri River near Belleyue, Nebr., re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 379), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 4151) to authorize the Minnesota & International Railway 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Bemidji, in the State of Minnesota, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 380), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. KAHN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7142) authorizing the President to 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, appoint Lloyd L. R. Krebs, late a captain in the Medical 
Corps of the United States Army, a major in the Medical 
Corps on the retired list, and increasing the retired list by one 
for the purposes of this act, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 370), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21094) to 
create a commission on industrial relations; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. REES: A bill (H. R. 21095) to increase the Cavalry 
garrison at Fort Riley, Kans., to a brigade, etc.; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 21096) to provide for the con- 
demnation, acquisition, and construction by the United States 
of America of telephone lines, properties, and holdings in the 
several States and Territories of the United States and the 
District of Columbia, and to provide for the operation of said 
telephone lines and properties by the United States; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21097) for the extension of H Street east 
of Fifteenth Street to Twentieth Street NE.; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 21098) to provide for a site 
and public building at Newark, Del.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21099) to provide for a site and public 
building at Seaford, Del.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 21100) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the Judictary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21101) to provide for a 
site and public building at Dunnellon, Fla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAY: Resolution (H. Res. 434) providing for the 
printing of certain public-health reports; to the Committee on 
Printing. y 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 435) providing for the printing of 
United States Bureau of Education Bulletin No. 14; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
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By Mr. HAWLEY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 257) provid: 
ing for the publication of 25,000 copies of book containing illus- 
trations of fruits; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 41) 
for the printing of additional copies of the report of the Bureau 
of Labor on the condition of women and child wage earners in 
the United States (S. Doc. No. 645, Gist Cong.); to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bilis and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 21102) granting a pension to 
Fountain D. Plummer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21103) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
McMullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AINEY: A bill (H. R. 21104) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Hugh Ralston; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANSBERRY: A bill (H. R. 21105) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alexander Rachley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 21106) for the relief of 
Sanger & Moody; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 21107) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily I. Boston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21108) granting a pension to Augusta M. 
Robins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 21109) for the relief of the 
an of James W. McWhorter; to the Committee on War 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 21110) granting a pen- 
sion to Harry J. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21111) granting a pension to Oscar L. 
Paech; to the Committee on Pensions. : * 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21112) granting a pension to Annie Swayze; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21113) for 
the relief of Revilow N. Spohn; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 21114) to amend the military 
Pts of George W. Bryant; to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21115) granting 
a pension to Mark L. Kilbourne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 21116) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel Hour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21117) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin A. Dideon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 21118) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of the heirs and legal representatives of 
John P. Maxwell and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21119) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to award the congressional medal of honor to Second Lieut. 
Eteinne de P. Bujac; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21120) to remove the bar of the statute of 
limitations from the claims of Jose Miguel Lucero, Jose Torrez 
y Lucero, and Santiago Torrez y Lucero for property taken by 
the Navajo Indians in New Mexico in the year 1862; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. y 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21121) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew A. Miller; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21122) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Guillow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21123) granting a pension to Emile Walda- 
mann; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21124) granting a pension to John Coursey 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21125) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Perrin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21126) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis A. Janes; to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21127) granting a pension to Frederick C. 
Fetzner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21128) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joseph V. Connerat, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 21129) granting an increase of 
pension to John Holverson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 21130) for the relief of Peter 
W. Anderson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21131) for the relief of Fred Larsen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 3 
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By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 21132) for the relief of the 
estate of Judge James N. Dixon, deceased. Sarah E. Dixon, ad- 
ministratrix; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 21133) granting a pension to 
John L. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 21134) 
granting a pension to Hughie C. Thomas; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R, 21135) granting an increase 
of pension to George Howarth; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21186) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Pocklington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21137) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Schell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 21138) for the relief of Jere- 
injah Claunch; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21139) for the relief of the legal repre- 
ee of John P. Reed, deceased; to the Committee on War 

Jains. . 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 21140) granting a pension to 
Elmen E. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 21141) granting a pension to 
Sarah L. Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTR: A bill (H. R. 21142) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 21143) for the relief of 
B. L. Davis; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 21144) granting a pen- 
sion to Lewis H. Shank; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21145) granting a pension to Annie F. Sad- 
ler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21146) granting a pension to John A. 
Schreck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21147) granting a pension to Margaret Ann 
Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21148) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Madill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 21149) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Smallwood; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21150) for the relief of Barbara Edel- 
brock; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21151) granting a 
pension to Hayes Brummitt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21152) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the name of John W. Bates; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 21153) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A bill (H. R. 21154) for the relief of 
John T. Jefferson, late equipment yeoman, United States Navy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 21155) granting a 
pension to Robert M. Buford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 21156) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi S. Walker; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 21157) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Hodgin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21158) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Huff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 21159) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Hockman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 21160) for the 
relief of the heirs of Robert W. McNeil, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNBULL: A bill (H. R. 21161) for the relief of 
the trustees of St. John's Protestant Episcopal Church, of City 
Point, Prince George County, Va.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 21162) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21163) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Creamer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21164) to correct the military record of 
Jonas Beach; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 21165) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Stoddard; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21166) for the relief of Assadoor M. Der 
Hohanessian; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21167) granting 
an increase of pension to William C. Hiller; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 21168) for the 
relief of Mrs. H. O'Neill; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the National Woman's Chris- 
tion Temperance Union, for a statue of peace at entrance to the 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. AINBY: Petitions of the congregation of Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Hawley, Pa.; the First Presbyterian Church 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church of New Milford, Pa.; the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Clifford, Pa.; and Thompson 
(Pa.) Grange, for the passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Patriotic Order Sons of America, No. 535, 
favoring parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Jackson Grange, No. 342, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Susquehanna, Pa., for certain changes in oleomarga- 
rine law; to the Committee on Agriculture. - 

Also, petitions of Laurel Hill Grange, No. 1161, of Milan, 
Pa., and Highland Grange, No. 339, of Susquehanna, Pa., pro- 
testing against the passage of any bill providing for the re- 
moval of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Ohio State Federation 
of Labor, favoring the passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Traffic Bureau of Dayton, Ohio, favoring 
House bill 18981, for the erection of a building for the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of the Ohio State Federation of Labor, favoring 
the passage of House resolution 396; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Camp No. 4, Spanish War Veter- 
ans, of St. Louis, Mo., favoring passage of House bill 17040; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Girard, Pa., for passage of Berger 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petitions of Tribes Nos. 103 and 322, 
Improved Order of Red Men, for an American Indian memorial 
and museum building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Memorial of the Ardmore 
Commercial Club, in favor of a domestic immigration policy; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolutions of the Federated Trades Council 
of Milwaukee, Wis., indorsing the Lloyd-La Follette measures 
affecting the rights of civil-service employees; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Milwaukee (Wis.) Odonto- 
logical Society, protesting against Senate bill 1342; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Milwaukee (Wis.) Shoe Retailers’ Asso- 
ciation, opposing House bill 16884; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petitions of the Brethren Methodist Episco- 

pal Church, the United Evangelical Church, and the Men’s 
Bible Class of First Baptist Church, of Aurora, III., favoring 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 
By Mr. CRAGO: Petitions of churches, church organizations. 
and Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of the State of 
Pennsylvania, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Mena, Ark., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Amity, Ark., for passage of House 
bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of citizens of Alamogordo, N. Mex., 
protesting against extension of parcel-post service beyond its 
present limitations; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and citizens of Solano, N. Mex., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Papers to accompany bill 


granting an increase of pension to Otis A. Janes; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. DAUGHERTY : Petition of citizens of the fourteenth 
and fifteenth congressional districts of Missouri, 
against reduction of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. DODDS: Petitions of citizens of Ashley, Big Rapids, 
Bellaire, and Le Roy, Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Central Lake, Elk Rapids, Gra- 
tiot County, and Mecosta County, Mich., against any legislation 
for the extension of parcel-post service; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of William W. Ferguson and other citizens of 
Grand Traverse County, Mich., against House bill 9433, for the 
observance of Sunday in post offices; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 3 

Also, petition of M. J. Robertson and other citizens of Grand 
Trayerse, Mich., against Senate bill 237, for the proper obsery- 
ance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of a church of Dryden, and the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lansing, N. X., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Milk Producers’ Association of 
the States of Illinois; Wisconsin, and Indiana, protesting against 
any change in present Federal laws relating to oleomargarine; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Federated Trades Council of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., in favor of House bill 5970; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of the American Lengue of Asso- 
ciations, Washington, D. C., against parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Larkin Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of the Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the American Baking Powder Association, of 
Chicago, III., favoring the retention of the Remsen Referee 
Board in the Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Milk Producers’ Association of Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and Indiana, against removal of present tax on col- 
ored oleomargarine; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of La Salle, III., favoring 
the passage of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the American Bottle Co., of Streator, IIL, op- 
posing the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bills (S. 4043 and 
H. R. 17593) concerning interstate- commerce shipments of in- 
toxicating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of St. Joseph's Society of Devine, 
Tex., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission 
interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of I. F, McCauley, of Cambria, Va., 
and J. P. Kanode and 23 other citizens, of Blacksburg, Va., in 
favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel-post system; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRAY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Susan Jenkins (H. R. 13332); to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of the congregations of Grace 
Presbyterian Church and the First Presbyterian Church, of 
Albany, Oreg., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Rev. H. L. Gregory and Mrs. 
R. M. Gregory, of Los Gatos, Cal., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bH; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the California Civie League, urging enforce- 
ment of the white-slave traffic act; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEALD: Petitions of citizens of the State of Dela- 
ware, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be re- 
duced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Delaware Equal Suffrage Association, 
favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HELGESEN: Petitions of citizens of Cavalier and 
Ramsey Counties, N. Dak., against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Resolutions of the Salt Lake (Utah) Fed- 
eration of Labor, in favor of House bill 5970, for restoration of 
civil-service employees to their right to petition Congress, etc. ; 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petitions of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and the town board of Elsinore, Utah, for passage of Kenyon- 


Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judici- 


ary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of New Jersey, for passage of an effective interstate liquor 
law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of various citizens of Kentucky, 
asking for the passage of an old-age pension law; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Colfax, Iowa, for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KOPP: Petitions of citizens of third congressional 
district of Wisconsin, against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KORBLY: Petition of Post No. 106, Grand Army of 
the Republic, for passage of the Sherwood pension bill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Indiana, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ` 

Also, petition of St. Joseph’s Benevolent Society, of Indianap- 
olis, Ind., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian 
mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of German-American citizens of Lafayette, 
Logansport, and Terre Haute, Ind., protesting against passage 
55 3 liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Ju- 

ary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Indiand, against House bill 9433, 
for the observance of Sunday in pest offices; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, for the repeal of the oleomargarine law; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Milk Producers’ Association of Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and Indiana, protesting against any change in the 
Federal laws respecting oleomargarine and butterine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of 40 citizens, taxpayers, and 
farmers of Shelton, Nebr., urging the immediate passage of 
House bill 16689, validating sales of a part of the right of way 
of the Union Pacific Railroad; also attached letter from Hugh 
F. McIntosh, farmer, of Alda, Nebr., recommending same; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
5 to homesteaders; to the Committee on the Publie 

Also, petition of Judge Howard Kennedy, president Nebraska 
Child Labor League, Omaha, Nebr., in favor of a Federal chil- 
dren's bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Maryland Association of Certified 
Public Accountants, protesting against employment by the Gov- 
ernment of chartered accountants to the exclusion of certified 
public accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and individuals of Spokane, Wash., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LATEAN: Petitions of the Chanceford Presbyterian 
Church, of Woodbine, Pa., and of citizens of York Springs, Pa., 
urging passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania State board of agricul- 
ture, indorsing Senate bill providing for an appropriation of 
$80,000 for fighting the chestnut blight; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, for old-age pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, for 
passage of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of G. M. Slease, of Kittanning, Pa., asking that 
the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Summer- 
ville, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petitions of citizens of the State of Mis- 
souri, favoring the regulation of express rates and classifi- 
cations; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Missouri, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Pest 
Office and Post Roads. } 
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By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Henry Madill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of members of the Massachusetts 
Indian Association, in behalf of House bills 16802 and 18244; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petition of J. A. Wert, of Shamokin, Pa., 
asking for a reduction in the duty on sugars; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. A. Kump, pastor, Mount Carmel, Pa., ask- 
ing for the speedy passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liguor bill (S. 4043, H. R. 16214) to withdraw from interstate- 
commerce protection liquors imported into “dry” territory for 
illegal use; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of residents of Sherrard, IL, 
in favor of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Turner Society, Low German Brotherhood, 
Maennerchor and Sick Relief Society, of Rock Island, III., 
against passage of interstate liquor legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Resolution of the Central 
Labor Union of Lincoln, Nebr., favoring a law to prevent in- 
timidation of employees by employers just preceding elections; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

Also, resolution of the Central Labor Union of Lincoln, Nebr., 
favoring restoration of the civil-service employees to their right 
35 N Congress; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Wholesale Grocers’ Exchange of 
Chicago, III., urging passage of House bill 4667, relative to 
branding net weight on all packages of food products; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. W. Glesner and others, of Chicago, III., 
protesting against extension of parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House bill 
19697 ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the name of John W. Bates; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Hayes Brum- 
mitt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of 12 merchants of Brooklyn, Wis., 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of citizens of Wilsonville, Nebr., 
against House bill 9433, for the observance of Sunday in post 
offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. O’'SHAUNESSY: Petition of the Pawtucket (R. I.) 
Business Men’s Association, urging that vessels engaged in do- 
mestic commerce between ports of the United States be granted 
free passage through the Panama Canal; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rhode Island, for building of one 
battleship in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
James ©. Landstreet (H. R. 20671); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of William H. 
Cambrill (H. R. 20071) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 20257) for the relief of 
Horace Freeman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKETT: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Cedar Falls, Iowa, for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hampton, Iowa, for passage of 
House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Iowa, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Hazleton and citizens of Delaware County, Iowa, for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial As- 
sociation, San Francisco, Cal., indorsing bills amending sections 
4402, 4404, and 4414, Revised Statutes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Caroline M. Galpin and Harriet 
N. Jencks, of New Haven, Conn., for certain 1 relative 
to Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Memorial of Madison A. Hart and 
17 other citizens of Columbus, Mo., in behalf of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of citizens of eighth congressional dis- 
trict of Tennessee, for passage of House bill 18160; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
Key West, Fla., protesting against abolishing the Revenue-Cut- 
ter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Tampa, Fla., against parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SPEER: Petition of New Lebanon Grange, No. 1445, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Sandy Lake, Pa., protesting against 
the passage of any bill providing for the removal of tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Improved 
Order of Red Men of Stillwater, Minn., urging the erection of an 
American Indian memorial and museum. building in the city of 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions of Saltillo and Sherman, Miss., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Memorial of the Turtle Moun- 
tain Indians, requesting Congress to pay them $100,000 as a 
gratuity; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Texas, favoring the passage of 
the Berger bill, to pension all persons over 60 years of age; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Russian Caviar Co., of New 
York, for a specific duty of 15 cents per pound on imported 
caviar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Eugene Noll, of New York City, asking that 
the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Beckwith-Chandler Co., of New York 
City, relative to certain paragraphs of the chemical bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Petition of citizens of Fort Scott, Kans., 
indorsing House bill 16450, giving Federal courts jurisdiction to 
try cases for the larceny of interstate shipments; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Woman's Club of Ansonia, 
Derby, and Shelton, Conn., indorsing the Esch phosphorus bill; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Board of Missions. of Boston, 
Mass, for reimbursement of Elien M. Stone ransom; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Alabama, for passage of House bill 16450; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 5 

By Mr. WHITACRE: Petitions of the Rhodes Glass & Bottle 
Co., of Massillon, Ohio; the Personal Liberty League of Ohio; 
and the Nebraska Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 17593 and Senate bill 
4043; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Ohio State Federation of Labor, for passage 
of Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of St. Joseph's Benevolent Society, of Massillon, 
Ohio, protesting against resolution of inquiry in relation to 
Catholic missions; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Also, petitions of Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co., of Akron: 
Canton Rubber Co., of Canton; and Republic Rubber Co. of 
Youngstown, Ohio, protesting against levying a tariff on crude 
rubber and against reduction in duties on mannfactured rub- 
ber goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILDER (by request): Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Westford, Mass., and of citizens 
of Acton, Mass., for the passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of Berlin Grange, No. 629, of 
Delaware, Ohio, asking for the enactment of legislation for the 
extension of parcel-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Maryland 
Association of Certified Public Accountants, protesting against 
employment by the United States Government of chartered 
accountants to the exclusion of certified public accountants; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Commerce, 
indorsing House bill 17936; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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Fnwar, March 1, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CLAIMS FOR INJURIES IN FOREST FIRES (S. DOC. NO, 372). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 5th ultimo, a statement including 
all the facts regarding casualties, disabilities, and losses incurred 
by employees of the Department of Agriculture in fighting for- 
est fires in 1910, etc., which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law filed by the court in the following cases: 

James Deatherage, administrator of the estate of J. A. J. 
Rooker, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 357) ; 

St. Augustine’s Roman Catholic Church, of Williamsport, Md., 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 356) ; 

The trustees of the First Baptist Church of Lafayette, Ga., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 355) ; 

William S. Barnum v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 358); 

Alice M. Borland, widow of James A. Borland, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 359) ; 

Anna E. Botticher, widow of Paul G. Botticher, deceased, v. 

The United States (S. Doc. No, 360) ; 

John E. Callaghan v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 361); 

Turhand R. Dice v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 362) 

John-B. Dowd v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 363); 

John Haynes v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 364) ; 

Jarvis P, Kelly v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 365) ; 

Charles W. Lockman v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 870) ; 

James H. S. Lowes v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 369); 

William H. Miller v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 368) ; 

William T. Morris v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 367) ; 

Clara D. Miller, widow of John Miller, deceased, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 366) ; and 

The Baptist Church of Sutton, W. Va., v. The United States 
(S. Doc. No. 854). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


WATERS OF NIAGARA RIVER. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 232) extending 
the operation of the act for the control and regulation of the 
waters of Niagara River, for the preservation of Niagara Falls, 
and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. BURTON. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, agree to the conference asked by the House, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. ; 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. Burton, Mr. Root, and Mr. Bacon conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

H. R. 17029. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
convert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a 
brigade post; and 

H. J. Res. 254. Joint resolution congratulating the people of 
China on their assumption of the powers, duties, and responsi- 
bilities of self-government. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution (No. 11) of the Senate providing for 
the printing of additional copies of the message of the President 
of the United States transmitting the report of the Employers’ 
Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Commission, etc. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
a concurrent resolution (No. 28) providing for the printing of 
80,000 copies of the report, with accompanying bill, of the Na- 
tional Monetary Commission, etc., in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to a 
concurrent resolution (No. 40) providing for the printing of 
10,000 copies of Senate Document No. 190, Fertilizer Resources 


of the United States, ete., in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 4749) relative to the members 
of the female nurse corps serving in Alaska or at places 
without the limits of the United States, and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science, praying for the 
creation of a bureau of astronomy under the direction of the 
Naval Observatory, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Columbus, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Coopers Mills, Me., praying for the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of 230 members of the bench and 
bar of the State of Maine, praying for the ratification of the 
proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. ` 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ 
Association of Springfield, III., and a memorial of the Retail 
Hardware Association of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. : . 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion of Springfield, III., praying for the adoption of a 1-cent 
letter postage, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chicago Association of 
Collegiate Alumnae, of Illinois, praying for the ratification of 
the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Dallas City, 
Effingham, Springfield, St. Peter, and Elgin, all in the State of 
Illinois, remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomargarine 
law, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Illinois Farmers’ 
Institute, in convention at Centralia, III., favoring the adoption 
of certain amendments to the oleomargarine law, which were 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Mechanics- 
ville, N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, unless amended as reported by the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Beo- 
wawe, Ney., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post sys- 
tem, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of Lower Intervale 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Plymouth, N. H., remonstrat- 
ing against the adoption of certain amendments to the oleo- 
margarine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of Hon. Eugene N. Foss, gov- 
ernor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts; Hon. Robert 
Luce, lieutenant governor; Hon. Grafton D. Cushing, speaker 
of the house of representatives; ex-Govs. John D. Long, John L, 
Bates, and William L. Douglas; Hon. Joseph Walker, former 
speaker; Chief Justice John A. Aiken and Justices- Charles F. 
Jenney and William Cushing Wait, of the superior court; Chief 
Justice Wilfred Bolster, of the municipal court; ex-Attorney 
General Albert E. Pillsbury; Dr. Melville M. Bigelow, former 
dean; George Fox Tucker; Prof. Samuel Williston; Maj. Henry 
L. Higginson; Gen. Hugh Bancroft; Gen. Charles Francis Adams; 
Gen. Charles J. Paine; Col. Charles R. Codman; Joseph B. 
Russell, president of the Boston Chamber of Commerce; Ber- 
nard Rothwell, former president of the Boston Chamber of Com- 
merce; Elwyn G. Preston, treasurer of S. S. Pierce & Co.; Presi- 
dent G. Stanley Hall, of Clark University; Hon. Samuel B. 
Capen, president of the Massachusetts Peace Society; Richard 
Henry Dana; John F. Tobin, president general of the Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Union; and James Duncan, international secre- 
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tary-treasurer of the Granite Cutters’ International Association 
of America, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered to 
lie cn the table. 

Mr. ROOT presented n petition of sundry citizens of Covert, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by ontside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of Grand Rapids and Allegan, in the State of Michigan, re- 
monstrating ageinst the enactment of legislation compelling the 
observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Colum- 
bia, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Riverside and 
Saranac, in the State of Michigan, praying for the establish- 
ment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post O@ices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Fremont, 
Marcellus, Central Lake, Saugatuck, Detroit, and Davison, all 
in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the extension 
of the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which 
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hope, Royal 
Oak, Hopkins. Walled Lake, South Lyons; Belding, Ferry, Iron 
River, New Haven, Fulton, Ashley, Fenton, Stockbridge, Goble- 
ville, North Branch, Nashville, Sherman, Crystal Valley, Free- 
port, Kent City, South Haven, Sparta, Buchanan, Flint, Mon- 
tague, Prairieville, Manistee, Elk Rapids, Owosso, Armada, 
Grand Ledge, Oceana Center, Holland, and Ithaca, all ia the 
State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Press Assistants’ Union No. 
63 and of Pressmen's Union No. 33, of Grand Rapids, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation proposing to ihcrease 
the compensation of pressmen employed in the Government 
Printing Office, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Berlamont 
and Bangor, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sun- 
day in post offices, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Seo Business Men’s As- 
sociation, of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., remonstrating against the 
proposed abolishment of the Revenue-Cutter Service, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Antituberculosis Associa- 
tion of Saginaw, Mich., praying that an investigation be made 
into the condition of dairy products for the prevention and 
spread of tuberculosis, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Common Council of Sagi- 
naw, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the coinage of 3-cent pieces, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Chanute, Kans., remonstrating against the extension of a parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committe2 on Post Offices and Post Reads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Harper, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Local Post No. 424, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Herington, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of McCook Post, No. 51, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Iola, 
Kans., remonstrating against the incorporation of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 482, Farmers’ 
Educational aud Cooperative Union, of Jennings, Kans., and a 
petition of sundry citizens of Lincoln and Girard, Kans., pray- 
ing for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented pefitions of sundry citizens of Mead- 
ville, Pa., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Spring 
City, Pa., praying for the establishment of free mail delivery 
in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 1,000, 
ata was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Pest 

8. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Pres- 
byterian, First Baptist, and Methodist Episcopal Churches of 
Oxford, Pa., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Essex Junction, Vt., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
South Bend, Ind., praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the oleomargarine law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Lincoln Council, No. 56, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Terre Haute, Ind., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigra- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Gaskins Post, No. 564, Depart- 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Farmersburg, 
Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Council 
of Vallejo, Cal, praying for the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill, which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of Right Rey. Monseigneur 
Ronan, pastor of St. Peters Church, Dorchester; Rev. Dr. 
Samuel A. Eliot, president of the American Unitarian Associa- 
tion; Rey. Dr. George A. Gordon, pastor of the Old South 
Church ; Rey. Dr. Elwood Worcester, rector of Emmanuel Church ; 
Rey. O. P. Gifford, pastor ef the Baptist Church, Brookline; 
Rey. Dr. Francis Rowley and other clergymen of various denom- 
inations; President Dr. Joseph Armand Bedard and Secretary 
J. A. Fayreau, of the Franco-American Historical Association, 
besides several other citizens of French descent, including Hon, 
Hugo Dubuque, justice of the Superior Court of Massachusetts, 
German veterans of the Franco-Prussian War, and members of 
the German Catholic Foresters, all in the State of Massachu- 
setts, praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (S. 1093) te provide for the 
extension of Buchanan Street NW. between Piney Branch Road 
and Sixteenth Street and the abandonment of Piney Branch 
Road between Allison Street and Buchanan Street NW., Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 426) thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred Senate resolution 162 directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to furnish information relative to sales of cotton 
to the Confederate States government, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 427) thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which were referred the following bills, reperted 
them each without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5440. A bill to establish a home for feeble-minded, imbecile, 
and idiotic children in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 428) ; and 

S. 5244. A bill to regulate the practice of dentistry in 
District of Columbia (Rept. No. 420). 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 5271) to confer concurrent jurisdiction on the police 
court of the District of Columbia in certain cases, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 430) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 3712) to regulate the practice of dentistry in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, submitted an adverse report (No. 431) 
thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 17) 
to amend an act entitled “An act making it a misdemeanor in 
the District of Columbia to abandon or willfully neglect to pro- 
vide for the support and maintenance by any person of his 
wife or of his or her minor children in destitute or necessitous 
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circumstances,” approved March 23, 1906, to submit an adverse 
report (No. 482) thereon. I move that the bill be postponed 
indefinitely, the subject matter of the bill having been incor- 
porated in another bill, which has been acted upon. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Dill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 


REPORT OF DAUGHTERS OF AMERICAN REVOLUTION (S. DOC. NO. 871). 


Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on 3 to 
which was referred a communication from the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution transmitting, pursuant to law, the annual 
report of the Society of the Daughters of the Amefican Revolu- 
tion for the year ended October 31, 1911, to report it back and ask 
that it be printed as a document, together with the illustrations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, that order will be made. 

The order as agreed to was reduced to writing, as follows: 


Ordered, That the letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian In- 
stitution 3 in accordance with act of incorporation, the 
annual report of the National Society of the Daughters of the American 
Revolution for the year ended October 11, 1911, be printed, together 
with the accompanying illustrations, as a Senate document. 


REPORT OF TARIFF BOARD ON SCHEDULE K. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred House concurrent resolution 32, reported it without 
amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Ho of Representatives (the Senate 8 ; 
That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of House Document No. 
842, being the message of the President of the United States transmit- 
ting a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K of the tariff law, 12,000 
coples for the use of the House of Representatives and 8,000 copies for 
the use of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5567) granting an increase of pension to Thomas S. 
Cogley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 5568) granting a pension to Delia Herbert; 

A bill (S. 5569) granting an increase of pension to Gardner P, 
Waterhouse (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5570) granting an increase of pension to Edward F. 
Spear (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NIXON: 

A bill (S. 5571) for the relief of the Hydro-Hlectric Co., of 
California; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5572) validating and confirming conveyances of lands 
made by allottees on the Yakima Indian Reservation, im the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5573) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Bierman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5574) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Ranbyauer ; 

A bill (S. 5575) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Ford; 

A bill (S. 5576) granting an increase of pension to August 
Runge; 

A bill (S. 5577) granting a pension to Louisa Prior; 

A bill (S. 5578) granting a pension to Chloe A. Truax; 

A bill (S. 5579) granting an increase of pension to William 
Marquet; 

A bill (S. 5580) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Henry Palmer; 

A bill (S. 5581) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stevens; and 

A bill (S. 5582) granting an increase of pension to Kittle 
Torgerson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 5583) granting a pension to Charles H. Perkins; and 

A bill (S. 5584) granting a pension to Henrietta P. Cowgill; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 5585) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Knapp (with accompanying papers) ; 

5 bill t S. 5586) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
an 

A bill (S. 5587) granting an increase of pension to Condy 
Manelius; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5588) to correct the military record of Henry 
Woodard; and 


A bill Hee 5589) to correct the military record of Stephen D, 
Borden (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5590) granting an increase of pension to Julius T. 
Morse (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 5591) granting an increase of pension to E. L. 
Carter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5592) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Rouse (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5593) granting a pension to Isaac Adams (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5594) granting a pension to William H. Adams 
(with accompanying paper); : 

A bill (S. 5595) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Lowe 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5596) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
Botsford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5597) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Singer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5598) granting an increase of pension to William 
Albert Carson; 

A bill (S. 5599) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
Barkes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5600) granting an increase of pension to John 
David Mohler; ? 

A bill (S. 5601) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Skinner; 

A bill (S. 5602) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
W. Stauffer ; > 

A bill (S. 5603) granting a pension to Florence E. Wilbur; and 

A bill (S. 5604) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
W. Tucker; to the Committee on Pensions. 
„By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 5005) granting a pension to Anna Hohndorff (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO. MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BACON submitted an amendment providing that any 
officer of the United States Army now holding the position of 
permanent professor at the United States Military Academy 
who, on July 1, 1914, should have served not less than 33 years 
in the Army, etc., shall on that date have the rank, pay, and 
allowance of a colonel in the Army, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Milltary Academy appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF SOPHIE M. GUARD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res. 241), which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 3 


Resolved, That the claims of Sophie M. Guard (S. 4325), estate of 
Zealous Bates Tower (S. 1 975 estate of Thomas Murray Tolman (8. 
5472), estate of Philip Halsey Remington (S. 5456), executor of Loomis 
Lyman Langdon (S. 5526), estate of Joseph Hunter McArthur (8. 
N of George Lemuel Turner (S. 5417), of Jennie R. W. Vollmer 
(S. 5478), of Susan Dre Baylies (8. 5443). of Jane A. Oberly (S. 
5542), and estate of William Hemphill Bell (S. 5566), now pending in 
the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, and the 
same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in pursuance of the 
rovislons of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the 
aws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, and the said 
court shall p with same in accordance with the provisions of 
such act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BANKING AND CURRENCY REFORM (S. DOC, NO. 295, PART 2). 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, on February 6 an ad- 
dress by former Congressman McCleary on the subject of bank- 
ing and currency reform was ordered printed by the Senate. 
I send to the desk a manuscript of that address with some 
corrections, being a revised and enlarged edition, which I desire 
to have printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the order 
to print will be entered. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to state that on the 
first legislative day succeeding the legislative day in which a 
yote is had upon the pending arbitration treaties, and immedi- 
ately after the morning business on that day, I shall move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the pension bills upon 
the calendar. ; 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

H. R. 17029. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to con- 
yert the regimental Army post at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade 
post was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. - 

H. J. Res. 254. Joint resolution congratulating the people of 
China on their assumption of the powers, duties, and responsi- 
bilities of self-government was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. : 
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FERTILIZER RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Tke VIOE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution (No. 40) from the House of Representa- 
tives, which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 10,000 copies of Senate Document No. 190, Fer- 
tilizer Resources of the United States, message from the President of 
the United States, December 18, 1911, for the use of the House. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL MONETARY COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution (No. 28) from the House of Representa- 
tives, which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printes for the use of the House of Representative 
80,000 copies of the report, with accompanying bill, of the Nationa: 
Monetary Commission, to be delivered to the superintendent of the 
folding room of the House of Representatives for distribution. 


CORRESPONDENCE WITH COLOMBIA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the following resolution, coming over from a.former day, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution 237, submitted by Mr. 
Hircucock February 28, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with 
the publie interest, to transmit to the Senate copies of all correspond- 
ence and communications between this Government and the Government 
of Colombia since the last presentation to the Senate of such corre- 
spondence and communications to this date. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, my pending resolution is 
a very much simpler resolution than the one which I at first 
introduced. The other one was objected to for the reason that 
it seemed to threaten, as certain Senators thought, the reopen- 
ing of the old Panama controversy and scandal. My present 
resolution merely calls for information as to diplomatic corre- 
spondence, to which the Senate is entitled. It proposes to 
bring down to date the correspondence between the United 
States and Colombia which has not been submitted to the Senate 
by the President since the year 1904. In that respect, it seems 
to me that the resolution is without any objection whatever and 
can be opposed for no legitimate reason. 

I am frank to say, however, Mr. President, that the reopen- 
ing of the old Panama controversy and scandal sooner or later 
is inevitable, and I am frank to say now that at the proper 
time I believe there will be a widespread demand and an intelligent 
effort to have the ban of secrecy removed from those documents 
which have been kept under secrecy so long in our official archives. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that when the American peo- 
ple know the real facts of the case they will be content to have 
this great Republic continue in her indecent attitude toward 
Colombia by refusing absolutely and without qualification to 
submit to arbitration the claims of Colombia for indemnity, at 
the same time that this Nation is assuming toward all other 
nations of the world a position, or at least a pretense, of being 
willing to arbitrate every question proper to submit to arbitration, 

Mr. President, it is too late to restore the Province of Pan- 
ama to Colombia, and it is only a hollow pretense when gentle- 
men claim that they object to arbitration for the alleged reason 
that arbitration would open up the question of our title to the 
Panama Canal and the existence of the Panama Republic. The 
Panama Republic has been recognized, not only by the United 
States, but it has been recognized by every civilized nation of 
the world, and we are under a contract to maintain the inde- 
pendence of the Republic of Panama, and all other nations are 
under a pledge to recognize Panama as an independent Govern- 
ment. So, I say that it is folly for those who oppose arbitra- 
tion to do so under the claim or the pretense that they do it 
because it will reopen all the questions relating to the title to 
the Panama strip or to the existence of the Republic of Panama. 

But, Mr. President, it is not too late to do justice. If we 
wronged our sister Republic of Colombia, and if that wrong has 
become a permanent fact in history, it is nevertheless not too 
late for us to respond in legitimate damages for our act in 
that matter. I want to call the attention of the American peo- 
ple to the inconsistency and hypocrisy of gentlemen who prate 
so loudly of their desire to secure sweeping and complicated 
arbitration treaties with certain fayored and powerful nations; 
they who put themselves on a lofty moral pedestal as the advo- 
eates of arbitration treaties and yet complacently and con- 
temptuously unite to ignore the just demands for arbitration 
made by this poor little helpless Republic of Colombia. I be- 
lieve it will only be necessary to submit the facts in the case 
to the American people to force by public opinion the arbitra- 
tion of the claims which Colombia presents to us. Those claims 
are for damages which we inflicted on Colombia by hatching, 
harboring, and aiding a revolutionary conspiracy, which we sent 
our naval vessels to defend while it despoiled Colombia of her 
most valuable Province, 5 
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That was not done in order that we might have a canal, for 
we could have had a canal without that scandal. We could 
have had a canal there on the Isthmus of Panama under a 
treaty with Colombia by a little more patience and concession. 
Or if that was found impracticable, we could have built the 
canal across Nicaragua, Under the Spooner Act Congress had 
directed the President to build the canal across Nicaragua if 
he could not agree upon terms with Colombia. That should 
have been done and would have been done if the Panama Canal 
proprietors had not been determined to get their $40,000,000 
out of Uncle Sam and possessed enough influence to control the 
action of our Government. 

Let me trace briefly the history of the Panama Canal so as to 
refresh our memories, 

If it had not been for the desire of those who owned the old 
Panama Canal Co., there would to-day be no Republic of 
Panama. The franchise of that old company was to expire by 
limitation in October, 1904. The company claimed that it had 
an extension until 1910 issued by the secretary of finance for the 
Republie of Colombia, for which the company had paid a mil- 
lion dollars. There was, however, some cloud on this claim; 
it was disputed by the Colombian authorities and discussed be- 
fore the Colombian Congress; but even if the company had a 
franchise to build the canal, which still was to continue until 
1910, work had ceased, the company was practically dead, and 
it was in any event utterly out of the question to finish the 
canal within that time. 

In December, 1901, the Nicaragua Canal bill had been favor- 
ably reported in the House of Representatives and passed after 
a comparatively short debate. In that same month, in Decem- 
ber, 1901, a convention was agreed to between the Nicaraguan 
Government and the United States for the construction of the 
canal across the Isthmus at Nicaragua. In December of the 
same year, 1901, the Panama Canal Co., realizing that the Ameri- 
can people were making up their minds to build the Nicaraguan 
Canal, abandoned previous exorbitant claims and offered to sell 
their canal to us for $40,000,000. 

The House rejected even this Panama proposition and passed 
the Nicaragua bill, as recommended by the Canal Commission. 
Within a few days afterwards President Roosevelt called the 
Isthmian Canal Commission together and insisted, and suc- 
ceeded by his insistence, in inducing the commission to reverse 
its former decision and to make a new report in favor of the 
Panama Canal under the new offer from the Panama Canal Co. 
A month afterwards, in February, the Colombian Government 
notified the Panama Canal Co. in Paris that Colombia would 
stand on its rights and not permit a transfer of the canal with- 
out the consent of the Republic of Colombia. In doing so the 
Republic of Colombia was strictly within its rights. The fran- 
chise it had granted provided that the canal could not be trans- 
ferred to another country without the consent of the Republic 
of Colombia. This right of Colombia was recognized—recog- 
nized by the canal company, recognized by the United States, 
recognized by France. It was undisputed. 

On March 10, after a long struggle, the Senate Committee 
on Interoceanic Canals reported in favor of the Nicaragua bill 
as passed by the other House, and the bill came before the 
Senate for consideration. After some weeks of labor Mr. Wil- 
liam Nelson Cromwell induced the minority members of that 
committee to make a minority report in favor of the Panama 
route, and that report, as has lately been developed, is largely 
in his own words. In June, 1902, the Senate, by a vote of 42 to 
34, disagreed with the House and decided in favor of the Panama 
proposition. The bill went into conference. Finally, the other 
House receded and accepted the Senate bill, and on the 25th of 
June, 1902, President Roosevelt signed that measure. That act, 
however, provided that the United States should take the 
Panama route only upon several definite conditions. One was 
that there should be a good title. The title was examined and 
ultimately found to be good, except that Colombia had an inter- 
est in it and an absolute right to vetoa transfer. The other con- 
dition was that the canal should not be built across Panama 
unless a treaty should be agreed to between the United States 
and the Republic of Colombia. That treaty, after a protracted 

od of negotiation, in which, first, Dr. Concha and later Dr. 
erran represented the Colombian Government, was finally 
agreed to between the representatives of the two Governments. 
It provided for the payment of $10,000,000 to Colombia and for 
payment of $250,000 a year rental or royalty thereafter. 

Dr. Herran did not sign that treaty on behalf of Colombia 
willingly nor until he received an ultimatum from the Govern- 
ment of the United States, under the orders of President Roose- 
velt, that the time had come to close the negotiations, and that 
the only terms the Government would offer were $10,000,000 
cash and-$250,000 a year. The record shows that the ultimatum 
was submitted to him; that he advised his Government that it 
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was an ultimatum, the last words that would be spoken, and 
he finally signed the treaty. 
The ultimatum by our Government was as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, January 22, 1903. 


Dran Mr. Herran: I am commanded by the President to say to you 
that the reasonable time that the statute accords for the conclusion of 
negotiations with Colombia for the excavation of a canal on the Isth- 
mus has expired, and he has authorized me to sign with you the treaty 
of which I had the honor to pre you a draft, with the modification 
that the sum of $100,000, fixed therein as the annual 8 be in- 
3 $250,000, I am not authorized to consider or discuss any other 
change. 

With sentiments of high consideration, etc., Joun Hay. 

I should say by way of explanation that there was no dispute 
over the cash payment, but that Colombia claimed a larger 
rental. That Dr. Herran regarded the above as an ultimatum 
is shown by his cablegram to his country, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, January 22, 1903. 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS, Bogota: 
Treaty signed to-day accepting ultimatum $10,000,000 and $250,000 


annuity. 
HERRAN. 


The treaty itself proviđed that it should be submitted to the 
Senate of the United States for ratification by the United States 
and to the Senate of Colombia for ratification by Colombia. It 
was submitted to the Senate of the United States, and the 
Senate of the United States ratified it. It was submitted to the 
Senate of Colombia, underwent a long, vigorous, and intelligent 
discussion by that body, and finally, on the 23d day of August, 
1903, the Senate of Colombia unanimously rejected the treaty, 
not on the ground that the amount of money was inadequate, 
but on the constitutional ground that the Senate of the Republic 
of Colombia as it then existed had no constitutional power to 
surrender sovereignty over a part of the Republic of Colombia. 

Mr. President, I think I have quoted the history of this case 

‘correctly up to this time. I believe that the Senate of the 
Republic of Colombia acted entirely within its constitutional 
powers; and when it had so acted it was the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to follow the instructions in the law 
and take up the Nicaragua Canal route. He had been author- 
ized and directed to do so; he had signed the bill which had 
provided that such should be the ultimate course of the United 
States in this contingency. Instead of taking that course there 
at once began a conspiracy to disrupt Colombia and despoil her 
of her most valuable province; to create on the Isthmus of 
Panama a new Republic through a comic-opera revolution under 
the protection of the naval vessels of the United States. 

What were the facts at this time, Mr. President? The United 
States was not simply in position of a friendly nation, not 
simply a sister republic of Colombia, but she was under a 
solemn pledge by reason of the treaty of 1846 to maintain and 
protect the sovereignty of the Republic of Colombia in the 
Isthmian strip, in return for which she had received and en- 
joyed valuable concessions. That protection was our bounden 
duty under the treaty made in 1846 and then in force; and yet, 
in spite of that treaty and in defiance of the law of Congress 
providing that the Nicaraguan Canal should be built if Colom- 
bia did not agree to the transfer of the Panama Canal to us, 
the Panama strip was seized by force while we held Colombia’s 
hands. In spite of the fact that we were under every solemn 
pledge of the treaty of 1846 to protect Colombia in possession 
of her ancient and most valuable province, powerful officers of 
the United States Government, headed by President Roosevelt 
himself, became parties to a conspiracy hatched in the United 
States, nourished in the United States, and financed by the Pan- 
ama Canal Co. and William Nelson Cromwell in New York City. 
Testimony in the New York World case shows that the Panama 
Canal Co., of Paris, sent by cable $100,000 to Heidelbach, Ickel- 
heimer & Co., the New York bankers, for the credit of Bunau- 
Varilla, Mr. Cromwell's co-conspirator, and that Mr. Cromwell 
raised another $100,000 by borrowing it from the Bowling 
Green Trust Co., of New York City, on Panama stock. Both 
Cromwell and Bunau-Varilla at that time exercised great in- 
fluence in administration circles in Washington. 

Those are the facts which are being written and which will 
come out more plainly before the American people as time 
goes on; facts which have been developed in sworn testimony 
in the case of the United States against the New York World, 
an action which did not come to trial because it had no legal 
standing, but which the New York World was ready to meet 
with sworn testimony and complete proofs. It was prepared to 
prove that the President of the United States was cognizant of 
this conspiracy, that he was cite: interviews with the con- 
spirators, that the so-called declaration of independence for the 
new Republic of Panama was written the United States, 
that the fiag of Panama was made in New York City, and that 

when the time came the conspirators by cablegram to America 


ordered the vessels of the United States Navy to go to Panama 
and to Colon, very much as you would order by telephone a taxi- 
cab to come to do your bidding in these days. 

Mr. President, we are laboring under a great many disad- 
vantages in examining this case, because part of the cor- 
respondence is under a pledge of secrecy, and I am only touch- 
ing upon those facts which have been brought out in a public 
way here and there and are not under that pledge. 

I shall not tire the Senate by reading much, but I shall take 
the liberty to read at this time a letter—a very significant 
letter—written on the 18th day of October, 1903. Remember 
that Colombia rejected the treaty in August, 1903, and almost 
immediately thereafter the hatching of the conspiracy for the 
creation of this fake revolution was commenced. The con- 
spirators had proceeded so far that upon the 18th day of Octo- 
ber, 1903, in the city of New York, Dr. Amador, soon to become 
the first President of the new Republic, wrote the following 
letter to his son; 

Dear little son :— 


As a matter of fact, the little son was a mature man, but that 
was a term of affection, no doubt— 

I received your telegram that you are not coming, as they have refused 
you permission; also received your letter of the 17th. If the wreath 
does not come, they will send it from the Endicott by the next steamer, 

The reason for your co: was for you to meet Bunau-Varilla— 

I pause here to say that Bunau-Varilla, who, with William 
Nelson Cromwell, became one of the conspirators in the estab- 
lishment of this Republic, who at that time had great influence 
with the administration and was able practically to dictate the 
dispatch of American naval vessels, had been, as I recall it, 
involved in frauds in connection with the Panama Canal, and by 
the French courts before he came to the United States had been 
found to be guilty of fraudulent transactions. But to resume— 
to whom I have spoken of you. He says that if all turns out well you 
shall have a good place on the medical commission, which is the t 
that will begin work; that my name is in Hay's office— 

I presume that was the Secretary of State— 
and that certainly nothing will be refused you. 

Now, mark these words: 

The plan seems to me good. A portion of the Isthmus declares itself 
independent. 

This was written two weeks before a single man had declared 
himself independent. 

The plan seems to me good. A portion of the Isthmus declares itself 
independent, and that portion the United States will not allow any 
Colombian forces to attack. 

The United States, which had guaranteed the sovereignty of 
the Isthmus to the Colombian Government in return for valu- 
able concessions, was not to permit Colombia to suppress dis- 
order or rebellion. 

An assembly is called. and this gives authority to a minister to be 
appointed by the new Government in order to make a treaty without 
need of ratification by that assembly. The agg d approved by 
both parties, the new Republic remains under the protection of the 
United States, and to it are added the other districts of the Isthmus 
which do not already form part of the new Republic, and these also 
remain under the protection of the United States. 

Prophetic words—before anyone in the United States, save 
only a few conspirators and a few officials of great power here 
in Washington, knew that there was to be a new republic. 

Mr. President, I shall not read the rest of the letter, but ask 
to incorporate it in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted : 

The remainder of the letter is as follows: 

The movement will be delayed a few days; we want to have here the 
minister who is going to be named, so that once the movement is made 
he can be appointed Sy cable and take up the treaty. In 30 days every- 
thing will be concluded. 

We have some resources on the movement being made, and already 
this has been arran, with a bank. 

As soon as everything is arranged, I will tell B.-V. to look out for 

ou. He says if you do not wish to go he will look out for a position 


‘or you in New York. He is a man t influence. 
A thousand embraces to Pepe, and my remembrances to Jennie and 


5 th. 
Your affectionate father, AMADOR. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Immediately upon writing that letter Dr. 
Amador left for Colon, and on the 27th of the same month—the 
27th of October—held at night the first meeting with the con- 
spirators there on the Isthmus; six or seven of them, I think, to- 
gether. He found to his surprise, as the testimony before the 
committee of the House of Representative shows, that his con- 
spirators were disappointed that he had not brought a written 
assurance from the President of the United States that the con- 

irators would receive United States protection, and in order to 
— 5 them something upon which they could lean and in order to 
guarantee that this protection should be vouchsafed, he sent a 
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cablegram a day later addressed to the agent of the conspirators 
in New York. The cablegram referred to is as follows: 

From Amador, Panama, to Lindo, New York: 

This cable is for Bunau-Varilla. We have news of the arrival of the 
Colombian forces on the Atlantic side within five days, They are more 
than 200 strong. Urge warships Colon. 


He told them that the Republic of Colombia had dispatched 
a vessel with some 200 soldiers to the Isthmus of Panama 
because of the suspicion that there was to be an uprising, and 
he concluded his telegram by asking for naval vessels. That 
was on the 29th of October. On the 30th of October he received 
a cablegram in reply, stating that within 36 hours war vessels 
would be at Colon, and within 48 hours they would be at Pan- 
ama, and they were. 

The first result of Amador’s appeal to Bunau-Varilla was the 
issuance of the following order, in Washington, to one of our 
naval vessels: 


. 


OCTOBER 30, 1903. 
NASHVILLE, Kingston, Jamaica: 


Hold yessel in readiness to return to Guantanamo. 

That is in plain English, but the following is in cipher: 

Secret and confidential. Proceed at once to Colon. Telegraph in 
cipher the situation after consulting with the United States consul. 
ao lea is a secret. Telegraph in cipher your departure from 

n n. 

zál DARLING, Acting. 


The record should show, and I ask here the privilege of in- 
corporating in my speech, certain secret telegrams to indicate 
that the vessels of the United States had previously been placed 
at a convenient near-by place by order of the President of the 
United States, held there subject to cablegram orders, and that 
those cablegram orders were supplied upon the demand of the 
conspirators and the vessels arrived just as predicted at Colon, 
on the time, and a little late at Panama. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted to insert the matter referred to. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

On the day before Amador, the conspirator, left New York for 
Panama—that is to say, on October 19—President Roosevelt ordered the 
Navy Department to hold warships within striking distance of the 
Isthmus of Panama on both the Atlantic and Pacific sides. Pursuant 
to this order instructions were issued the same day as follows: 

Glass, Marblehead, San Francisco, Oal.: 

Send Boston or other vessel ahead of squadron to Acapulco, [In 
cipher:] Send the Boston with all powanie dispatch to San Juan del 
Sur, Nicaragua. She must arrive by November 1, with coal sufficient for 
returning to Acapulco. Secret and confidential. Her ostensible destina- 
tion Acapulco only. 1 


Navy Yarp, Brooklyn, N. Y.: 
Desire Disie sail for League Island in time embark battalion and be 
ready for sea 23d. 1 
OODY, 


BARKER, Kearsarge, Navy Yard, Brooklyn, . 
2 must be ready to sall from League Island with battallon about 


Moopr. 
Orders were given to place a contingent of 400 marines on board the 
Dizie, and the U. 8. S. Atlanta was ordered to proceed to Guantanamo. 


The following are samples of later instructions to the ex- 
pectant naval commanders issued two days before the outbreak 
and just before the Colombian soldiers arrived: 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. 
Dixin, Kingston, Jamaica: 

Secret and confidential. Proceed with all possible dispatch to Colon. 
Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened b 
armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any arm 
force with hostile intent, either government or insurgent, either at 
Colon, Porto Bello, or other port. Send copy of instructions to the 
senior officer present at Panama upon arrival of Boston. Government 
force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Prevent their land- 
ing if in your judgment this would precipitate a conflict. Acknowledg- 
ment is required. 

DaRLina, Acting. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: 

Secret and confidential. Maintain free and interrupted transit. If 
interruption threatened by armed force with hostile intent, either gov- 
ernment or Insurgent, either at Colon, Porto Bello, or other point. Send 
copy of instructions to the senior officer present at Panama upon arrival 
of Boston. Have sent copy of instructions and have telegraphed Disie 
to proceed with all possible dispatch from Kingston to Colon. Govern- 
ment force reported approaching Colon in vessels. Prevent their land- 


ing if in your judgment this would precipitate a conflict. A 5 
ment is required. precip cknowledg 


DanrTxd, Aoting. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, look at the history as 
events followed then in rapid sequence. On November 2, the 
Nashville, which was one vessel that had been ordered, arrived 
at Colon at 5.80 in the afternoon and found everything on the 


Isthmus quiet; no reyolution there; found Colombia in com- 
plete possession of her ancient Province. 

On November 3 the Colombian gunboat arrived with 500 
troops for the Panama garrison, just across the Isthmus, and 
on that date a nayal commander of the United States recorded 
the fact that “Colombia was in undisputed control of the 
Province.” 

Mr. President, the facts show that it had been expected by 
the conspirators to have the revolution on November 3, for the 
reason that that was election day in the United States, and 
revolution news would be lost sight of in the American papers 
in the midst of the great mass of political news which would 
appear the day after the election. But when Amador reached 
the Isthmus and found that the American vessels were not yet 
there for his protection, and that there was some doubt as to the 
exact hour when they would arrive, he persuaded the conspira- 
tors to delay until November 4, to be sure that Uncle Sam’s 
vessels should be there to support the miserable little crowd of 
conspirators; and so the actual revolution occurred at 6 o'clock 
p. m. on November 4, 1903. It was not even known across the 
Isthmus in Colon that there had been a revolution until the 
next day, except by three or four conspirators in the town of 
Colon who controlled the railroad and telegraph lines. 

This delay of one day was evidently not understood by our 
Government at Washington which had arranged for it on the 34, 
and the following official cablegram inquiry as to what had 
become of the revolution, and the reply thereto, are amusing: 


-= WASHINGTON, November 3, 1903. 
BEHRMAN, Panama: 
Uprising on Isthmus reported. Keep department promptly and fully 
informed. 
Loomis, Acting. 


PANAMA, November 3, 1903. 


— 


SECRETARY OF STATE, Washington: 
No uprising yet. Reported will be in the night. Situation is critical. 
n EHRMANN. 


The rest of the history is brief, Mr. President. The 500 sol- 
diers which Colombia had sent there to maintain the peace on 
the Isthmus, to retain the rights and protect the sovereignty 
of the Republic, were refused in the first place railroad trans- 
portation to the town of Panama. Their commanding officer 
went over to Panama to learn why it was that the cars could 
not be furnished. As soon as he arrived in Panama, at the very 
time the revolution was about to be started, he was seized and 
placed in jail, and the inferior officer he had left at Colon hay- 
ing these 500 men did not learn of his superior’s imprisonment 
for some time because the means of communication were con- 
trolled by the company. When he did learn of it he naturally 5 
became furious and proposed to take by force the necessary cars 
to go to Panama. Then the United States marines were landed 
from the Nashville and other vessels of the United States, and 
they prevented by show of force the exercise of that sovereignty 
which Colombia had every right to exercise herself and which 
she had every treaty right to suppose we would exercise for her. 

I have been told that I will probably endanger the passage of 
my resolution calling for this correspondence by making this 
speech upon it. Perhaps I will. But I believe the time has 
come when the American people are entitled to know the secret 
history of the creation by conspiracy in the United States of 
the Republic of Panama, and I believe that the Senate, at least, 
has a right to know what the demands of the Republic of 
Colombia since that time have been for the arbitration of her 
claim for damages. 

I have been told, and it has been suggested to me, that if arbi- 
trated probably the measure of Colombia’s damages would be 
so great that it would appall the American people; that damages 
would not be confined simply to the payment of $10,000,000, 
which we once offered, and the annuity of $250,000 a year in 
perpetuity, because that provided only for the Panama strip 
for the canal, whereas, as a matter of fact, our act deprived 
Colombia not only of the canal strip, but deprived her of all 
the Province of Panama, her most valuable Province, possibly. 
Perhaps that is so; possibly the damages would not be limited 
to $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 or $50,000,000; they might go to 
$100,000,000 or more; but because the damage is great and be- 
cause a court of arbitration might award the people of Colombia 
such enormous damages is no reason for us to shrink from pay- 
ing the penalty for our act. I do not believe that the American 
people, who are a highly moral people and a highly just people, 
would shrink from paying to the last cent that_penalty which a 
court of arbitration might award. 

Mr. President, I have said some things here which reflect 
on the former President, Theodore Roosevelt. I have done so 


with mixed feelings. I recognize the great service he rendered 
to the American people in many particulars as President of 
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the United States. I realize fully the value of his administra- 
tion to the American people in many practical ways, but there 
are two very black spots on his record, and we must recognize 
the bad at the same time that we acknowledge the good. The 
one black spot was when he became a party to the absorption 
by the Steel Trust of the Tennessee Coal & Iron Co. in violation 
of the law, a party to a crime against the American people; 
and the other was when he became a party to the conspiracy 
hatched in the United States to dismember a sister Republic, 
which we were under every moral obligation and every legal 
obligation as well to protect and defend. 

I move the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. Without objection, the resolution is agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. Is there any other morning busi- 
ness? [A pause.] Morning business is closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 299, being the report on the 
Stephenson case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from Idaho calls up 
a privileged matter. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, I desire to make a privileged motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. One privileged matter is now before 
the Senate. Is it in reference to this matter that the Senator 
from Washington desires to make a motion? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It is not in reference to that, but it is 
in reference to a privileged motion—to take up a matter which 
is on the calendar, the morning hour not having expired. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is concluded. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understand the morning hour for the 
consideration of business on the calendar expires at 4 o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair just announced that 
morning business was concluded. The Chair asked if there was 
other morning business, and failing to receive any response, 
the Chair announced that morning business had been concluded. 
Morning business haying been concluded, the Senator from Idaho 
called up a privileged matter. As that matter is up, it can be 
disposed of only by certain motions. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I rise to make a motion 
in a privileged matter which, I think, takes precedence over the 
matter presented by the Senator from Idaho during the morn- 
ing hour—a motion to take up and consider a resolution on 
the calendar, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it does not take 
` precedence. The Chair thinks the only motions now in order 
are those enumerated under Rule XXII. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Chair will permit me, I should 
like to call attention to the rule to which I refer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will be very glad to have 
his attention called to the rule. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 
the floor. 

Mr. REED. I rise to ask the Senator from Washington to 
speak loud enough so that we can hear him here. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I read from Rule IX: 


ro- 
ing with the calendar; and in such case the following motions 
shall be in order at any time as privileged motions, save as ta 
motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
n or Peni of privilege, to wit: 

First. motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation 
or revenue bill. 

Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill 
on the calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is now considering a 
question of privilege. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Of the highest privilege. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 

on VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington will 
state it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Do I understand that the disposition of 
business upon the calendar and a motion to consider matters 
upon the calendar can be interrupted at any time by the sug- 
gestion of a contested-election case? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That question is not now before 
the Senate. The Senator from Idaho did call up a privileged 
question, and when he called it up that question was before the 
Senate. That can be disposed of now only by one of the mo- 
tions provided for in Rule XXII. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it has been, I think, the 
universal custom of the Senate, when the calendar is reached 
under Rule VIII, that a motion may be made to proceed to the 
consideration of any other business, superseding the considera- 
tion of the calendar, if it is agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Under Rule XXII, I move that the 
resolution which the Senator from Idaho has suggested, the 
Stephenson case—I do not remember the number—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move that the consideration of it be 
postponed until the hour of 4 o’clock. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
moves to postpone the consideration of the pending matter until 
4 o'clock. : 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think such a motion is in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair thinks it is. ; 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Bristow] gave notice yesterday that immediately after 
the conclusion of the routine morning business to-day he would 
address the Senate on the Stephenson case. Since I have been 
in the Senate it has been the universal practice, as a matter of 
courtesy, to recognize a notice of that kind and permit the 
Senator to proceed. It seems to me that the attention of the 
Senator from Washington being called to that he will not insist 
upon his motion. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will not insist on it if the Senator 
from Kansas would object to a postponement of the matter 
until the hour of 4 o'clock. I shéuld like to state, however, 
that the matter which I am seeking to have an opportunity to 
present ought to be disposed of in a very few moments. It has 
already been debated a number of times. It is resolution No. 
231, directing the Commissioner of the Bureau of Labor to 
make an investigation in regard to the strike at Lawrence, 
and if it can not be considered by the Senate until some indefi- 
nite time in the future, if it has to give way every day to the 
Stephenson case, the uses and purposes for which the resolution 
was introduced will have disappeared. Consequently it is im- 
portant, if the resolution is to be considered at all, that it be 
considered now. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Washington is to postpone until 4 o’clock the consideration of 
the pending question. [Putting the question.] The noes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I ask for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 15, noes 19. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have it, and the motion 
is lost. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Bristow]. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, on August 15, 1911, the Sen- 
ate directed the Committee on Privileges and Elections to ascer- 
tain whether there were “ used or employed corrupt methods or 
practices” in the election of Mr. Isaac STEPHENSON, a Senator 
from Wisconsin. The committee has made its report, and the 
question for the Senate to determine is whether the evidence 
submitted by the committee shows that “corrupt methods or 
practices“ were used in procuring Mr. STEPHENSON’s election. 

I believe the evidence shows that corrupt methods and prac- 
tices were used—that Mr. STEPHENSON and his managers not only 
corruptly used money to secure his election, but also flagrantly 
violated the laws of the State of Wisconsin against corrupt prac- 
tices in elections, and that by mere technicalities they seek to 
ayoid the responsibility for their conduct. Any man who will 
openly violate the statutes of his State that have been passed 
to protect the honesty of its elections is not worthy a seat in 
this body, yet the primary question for the Senate to decide is 
not, were the statutes of Wisconsin violated, but, did corruption 
in the election of Mr. STEPHENSON actually occur? 

The chairman of the subcommittee, the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Heynurn], in his opinion in the report, takes the amazing 
position that corruption in the primary election, which resulted 
in Mr. STEPHENSON securing the Republican nomination, can 
not be considered as haying any bearing on the legislative elec- 
tion; that the primary practically has no more connection with 
the action of the legislature than a “straw vote” would have. 
Such a position, in my opinion, would wrongfully absolve Mr. 
STEPHENSON and his managers from the gross and indefensible 
corruption committed by them in the primary election, and 
would permit them to escape its penalties. The methods and 
practices which they used in the primary Mr. HEYBURN himself 
condemned in the following language: i 


The amount of money expended by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
Hatton, and Mr. McGovern in the primary campaign was so extrava- 
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made by and on behalf of these tlemen 


gant, and the expenditures 
were made with such reckless disregard of the propre, as to justif 
re olation 0 


y 
the sharpest ticism. Such expenditures we t the 
fundamental principles underlying our system of government, which 
contemplated the selection of candidates by the electors and not the 
selection of the electors by the candidate, * * Were a candidate 
for a State office in Wisconsin to conduct a ampan in the manner 
in which the campaign of Mr. STEPHENSON and of otber men who 


sought election to the United States Senate were conducted, it would 


be very difficult to justify such conduct under the laws of the State. 


Yet by an ingenious argument the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Heyrurn] attempts to exempt Mr. STEPHENSON from the re- 
sults of these corrupt practices in the primary, which he con- 
demns and which are shocking to the patriotic sense of every 
honest American citizen. I hold that an act of corruption that 
contributed to Mr. StepHENsoN’s nomination in the primary is 
just as culpable as if it had oecurred in the election by the 
legislature. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
objects to being interrupted? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If he does, I will not interrupt him. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not object 

Mr. HBYBURN. I will then suggest that I at no time admit- 
ted that there was any corruption shown in the primaries, In 
fact, I stated emphatically that in the judgment of the sub- 
committee no such corruption was shown to have existed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘The inference I drew from the Senator's 
language in his report was that the expenditure was in viola- 
tion of the fundamental principle underlying our system of 
government, and that were a candidate for a State office in 
Wisconsin to conduct his campaign in the manner in which the 
campaign of Mr. STEPHENSON and other men who sought elec- 
tions to the Senate was conducted, it would be very difficult to 
justify such conduct under the laws of the State. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Those are separate propositions. The first 
proposition was directed at the morals of the primary system, 
which I think are bad, and I hope I made it plain that I was 
of that opinion. The second referred to the relation between a 
candidate under the statutes of a State as to the effect of the 
State statutes upon his candidacy, which has nothing to do with 
this case. 

Mr. BRISTOW. 


I will proceed. I will not, of course, under- 


take to determine for the Senator what is corruption and what: 


is not, but I will submit to the Senate the facts gleaned from 
these volumes and let Senators determine whether or not they 
think the acts of the parties who conducted this primary elee- 
tion were corrupt. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is a proper line of argument. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If Mr. STEPHENSON had not received the 
nomination in the primary, he would not have been elected by 
the legislature. His name doubtless would never have been 
presented to that body for its consideration. A large number 
of the candidates for the legislature publicly declared that they 
would vote in the legislature for the man for United States 
Senator who secured the party nomination in the primary; so 
that it was necessary for Mr. STEPHENSON to haye that nomi- 
nation in order to secure the election, and the corrupt or un- 
lawful expenditure of money in securing votes in the primary 
was just as reprehensible as would have been its expenditure to 
get votes in the legislative election. 

In the consideration of the ease I shall quote largely from the 
testimony of Mr. STEPBENSON’S friends and supporters. His 
campaign is an interesting sidelight on the methods of a “ busi- 
ness man in politics.“ In Mr. SterHenson’s testimony, on page 
23 of the first volume of the hearings, the following interroga- 
tory appears: 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you expend any money in connection with your 
nomination or election as a Senator—during the primary—between the 
5 5 5 8 yon announced your candidacy and the date when the primary 

Senator STEPHENSON. Yes; I spent a hundred and seven thousand 
seven hundred and something. 

The CHAIRMAN, Tell the subcommittee how you spent the amount that 


you have named. * 
0 $ 0 


Senator STEPHENSON. I 
spend the money, 
0 s 


a s * 
appointed Mr. E. A. Edmonds an agent to 


. $ » + $ 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you proceed to place money in Mr. Ed- 
monds’s hands? How did you do it—hand it to him yourself? 

Senator STEPHENSON. I appointed Mr. J. H. Puelicher, cashier of the 
Marshall & Ilsley Bank, and Mr. J. A. Van Cleve as treasurers, and 
br were to pay Mr. Edmonds the money when he called for it. 

he CHAIRMAN. Did you place a limit upon the amount of money 
which they were to furnish Mr. Edmonds? 

Senator STEPHENSON. No. No; it came along from time to time, ex- 
ceeding far beyond what I expected that it would. 


Senator STEPHENSON then presented a detailed statement of 
the amount of money that he had deposited in banks to be paid 
out by his treasurers upon orders by Mr. Edmonds, aggregating, 
in all, $111,3§5.49, of which amount $107,793.05 was expended. 


Five thousand dollars of this amount was placed in Mr. Ed- 
monds's hands direet, which he was authorized to pay out him- 
self. As I understand the testimony, the remainder was paid 
out upon Mr. Edmonds's authorization by the treasurers. A 
Mr. Rodney Sacket, a clerk in the office of the secretary of the 
Senate, seemed to be a confidential agent of Senator STEPHEN- 
son, who was an advisory or assistant manager, and who kept 
the accounts. Senator STEPHENSON seemed to pay little atten- 
tion to the canvass and to have no great knowledge of the de- 
fails for which the larger part of this enormous sum of money 
was expended. That is clearly shown by the testimony. On 
page 27 of the first volume the following appears. 

Į will state that I am going to read quite a good deal from 
the testimony, using the language of the witnesses themselves, 
because I think that it presents to the Senate a picture of 
what happened more accurately than for anyone to undertake 
to tell what happened: 


The CHAIRMAN. Senator, what was the sum of $2,000 expended for 
which you paid to J. A. Van Cleve on June 28 by a check on the 
Stephenson National Bank? 

nator STEPHENSON. He and Mr. Puelicher were m 
appointed them, and they wished to give to Mr. Edmon 
such sums as he required. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what that was expended for? 

Senator STEPHENSON. No; I do not, 

The CHarrmMan. Do you know what the item of $10,000 was ex- 
pended for which you paid by ch on July 6 to J. A. Van Cleve? 

Senator STEPHENSON, No; I do not know about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what any of the items that you have 
returned here, amounting to $111,385.49, were expended for? 

Senator STEPHENSON. A few. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then we will go through the statement and see 
which ones you know about personally. Do you know what the amount 
of $5,000 was expended for which is represented by the check of July 


18 to E. A, Edmonds? 
Senator STEPHENSON. No; I do not. He might have stated to me 
what he expended it for. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you know and can you state to the committee 
what it was expended for? 
Senator STEPHENSON. No. 
* * * $ s . + 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, taking the check to Puelicher, given July 30, 
for $10,000, have you in Srna how that nig A was expended? 

Senator STEPHENSON. He was to pay it over as Mr. Edmonds called 
for it. He was one of my treasurers, if you peso, and Mr. Van 
Cleve was the other. I paid them the money, and Mr. Edmonds would 
call on them for the money. 
i as CHAIRMAN: As to the check for $30,000, on August 7, to Puel- 
cher 

Senator STEPHENSON. That was all the same, 

e s $ — s * 


0 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, you say you do not know what Noy era was 
made of the larger items paid to Van Cleve and Sacket. There is, on 
August 20, an item of $15,000; on August 20, an item of $10,000; on 
August 31, $2,000; on September 3, $13,500, pald to Van Cleve 
You do not know what he did with that money? 

Senator STEPHENSON. All of that money that was given to Mr. 
Puelicher and Mr. Van Cleve was to be given to Mr. Edmonds, my man- 
ager, as he might need it. That is all they had to do with it. 

Further on, when the chairman was interrogating him in re- 
gard to some other expenditures, Senator STEPHENSON said 
(p. 31): ` 

I will say right there that I know nothing about it only as that re- 
turn was made to me, I had practically nothing to do with the canvass 
and knew nothing about it only as he made that return to me. 


The organizing of this campaign committee is a very inter- 
esting illustration of applying “business methods” to politics. 
First, Senator STEPHENSON selected his campaign manager. 
Then he selected two treasurers. He deposited large sums of 
money in the hands of these treasurers, and then directed his 
campaign manager to proceed and spend whatever money is 
recessary to win the election. He also put in a confidential 
clerk, Mr. Rodney Sacket, one of the clerks in the office of the 
secretary of the senate, to be advisory, apparently, to his treas- 
urers and his manager. Edmonds had no authority to pay ont 
money direct, except $5,000, which was given him, apparently, 
as pocket change, though his personal expenses were paid by 
the treasurers. . 3 

The order of Edmonds for the expenditure of money seemed 
to be a check on the treasurers, because, apparently, they were 
not authorized to expend money except upon his order, and 
Sacket seems to haye been a more personal representative of 
STEPHENSON’s, who kept the accounts. So it will be observed 
that the Senator had his financial agents of this organization 
admirably provided with checks on each other; but it will be - 
observed from the testimony that follows that he did not care 
to have any checks upon his field agents, or details as to their 
expenditures. Nor were the records in the bank kept so that 
they gave any special information that would be valuable 
to an investigating committee. There was no record kept in 
the bank of these disbursements. Puelicher paid the bills and 
received vouchers, but no account was carried in the bank and 
no checks, therefore, were issued against it. All of the financial 
transactions in regard to this Stephenson fund were kept in 
a memorandum by Puelicher, which was submitted to STEPHEN- 


treasurers. I 
, the manager, 
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son to convince him that the money had been expended, and 
then all records of it were turned over to Sacket after the 
campaign was over. Senator Husting, of the State investi- 
gating committee, in commenting upon this, said (p. 1914): 

* è è Senator STEPHENSON was a party with Mr. Puelicher, Mr, 
Sacket, and Mr. Edmonds in providing a manner of disbursing mone 
through the banks so that it might not be known whence it came an 
where it went, making it absolutely impossible, even at the present 
day, for any committee or anybody to go into that bank and discover 
what are a part of the campaign disbursements and what are not. 

But it is not my purpose to extensively go into that phase of 
the campaign. 

After the organization was completed, Senator STEPHENSON 
seems to have taken a fishing trip, having properly financed his 
scheme for election to the United States Senate. Now, let us 
examine the methods followed by this organization in spending 
over a hundred thousand dollars in the campaign. 

There were a number of candidates for the legislature who 
were given money, some of them by STEPHENSON direct and 
others by his managers. To illustrate: 

THOMAS REYNOLDS. 


Thomas Reynolds was a candidate for the legislature from 
Door County. Mr. STEPHENSON admits, on page 25 of the testi- 
mony, that he paid Mr. Reynolds $180. This was made in two 
payments, one of $80, the other of $100. Mr. STEPHENSON says 
that at the time he paid him $80 he did not know that Rey- 
nolds was a candidate for the legislature, but that when he 
afterwards paid him $100 additional he did then know that he 
was an active candidate. These amounts were paid prior to 
the primary. After Reynolds had been nominated for the legis- 
lature, Mr. STEPHENSON then directed his manager to send him 
another $100, making $2S0 in all. When asked as to what he 
did with this $280, Reynolds stated, as shown on pages 1236 
and 1237, that he had paid $1.50 to a man to circulate STEPHEN- 
son’s petition, and had employed a man on his farm whom 
he paid $1.50 a day for 26 days while he was in the canvass 
himself; and in accounting for the money, he put in the laborer’s 
wages at $2 per day, counting 50 cents a day for his board. All 
told, he accounted for an expenditure in the campaign of $53.50. 
On page 1240 of the testimony, the following interrogatories 
occur: 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive any more than $180 from Senator 
STEPHENSON, or from anyone in his behalf? 
Mr. Ruxrxolps. I received $100 from Senator STEPHENSON'’s man- 


ager. 

a The CHAIRMAN. Is that the $100 that you have referred to? Did 
you receive $280 altogether from Senator STEPHENSON or his man- 
28 Rernowps. I did not consider it from Senator STEPHENSON, al- 
though Senator STEPHENSON told me afterwards that he told them to 
send it to me—I su ed for my services; I do not know for what. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive $280 altogether from Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Yes, sir. 

Reynolds was nominated and elected to the legislature and 
voted for STEPHENSON. He states that when he received the first 
$80 from STEPHENSON he did not know that he would run for 
the legislature, that depending upon whether he could secure a 
man to work on his farm while he made his canvass. Having 
been able to secure the man, he then became a candidate, 
STEPHENSON about that time having given him another $100. 
After reading the testimony in this and other cases, no man 
with an open mind can doubt that Reynolds became a candidate 
for the legislature because of the contributions which STEPHEN- 
sON made, and without such contributions he would not have 
been a candidate. He was paid money by Mr. STEPHENSON 
himself; he became a candidate for the legislature and was 
paid more money; was nominated and received more money; 
was elected and toted for STEPHENSON. In my judgment, con- 
sidering this from the standpoint of practical human affairs, 
Reynolds's vote in the legislature for STEPHENSON is as directly 
the result of the expenditure of this money as if it had been 
paid to him the day before he cast his vote. 


L. H. BANCROFT. 


L. H. Bancroft was a candidate for the legislature from 
Richland County. Senator STEPHENSON admits that he gave 
Bancroft $250, but says that he did not know at the time he 
gave him this $250 that he was a candidate for the legislature. 
While STEPHENSON states, on page 39 of the testimony, that he 
gave Bancroft $250, the record shows that it was paid by 
Puelicher, doubtless upon the order of STEPHENSON. Bancroft 
in his testimony says that he received the $250, and that it was 
after he had become a candidate for the legislature and his 
petition had been filed. He says that he expended this money 
in behalf of SrepHENson’s candidacy for the United States Sen- 
ate and not for his own candidacy for the assembly; that he 
spent all of it for STEPHENSON in organizing the county. As 
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the story is told by him, he was telephoned by Edmonds, STE- 
PHENSON’s manager, to come to the Stephenson headquarters 
at Milwaukee, which he did, and as a result of that visit he re- 
ceived the $250 contribution. On page 708 of the testimony 
Bancroft was asked: z 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you keep an account of the expenditures made 
on behalf of Senator STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. Bancrort. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you make any memorandum at the time? 

Mr. Bancrorr. No memorandum, no, sir; except to charge my mem- 
ory with it as an incident. 

e CHAIRMAN. How did you know when the Stephenson fund was 

exhausted? 

Mr. Bancrorr. Because this money was laid in a separate compart- 
na in my safe, and that specific money was paid out in paying these 


Bancroft testified that he paid this money out to different in- 
dividuals to work for STEPHENSON in various ways. On page 
711, he was asked in regard to the money that was given to 
these various workers“: 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell them that Senator STEPHENSON was fur - 
9 the money to have them do this work? 

Mr. BANCROFT. No. 


Fue CHANIE: Did they think that you were furnishing this money 
yourse 
Mr. Bancrorr. I do not know what they thought, Senator. 
$ * — . * + 


The CHamMAN. Did they know that Senator STEPHENSON was em- 
ploying you to do this? 

Mr. Bancrorr. I never told them. I did not consider it any of their 
business. 

Referring to one of the men employed by Bancroft, the chair- 
man asked: 

Did 1 seem rather glad to have this opportunity to earn some 
mone 

Mr Bancrort. Yes, sir; he did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was he under the impression that you were giving 
him the opportunity ? 

Mr. BAXCROFT. I do not know what impression he may have had 
about it. I asked him if he wanted a job, and told him what I wanted 
him to do. Then I d him for his time and his livery bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. When was this? 

Mr. BANCROFT. That was some time in anune: 

The CHAIRMAN. It was after your nomination papers were filed? 

Mr. BAxCROFT. I think it was; yes. 


I might quote largely from the remainder of Bancroft’s testi- 
mony, but it is unnecessary. It is admitted by all that after he 
became a candidate for the legislature before the primary he 
was called to SterHeNson’s headquarters and paid $250, which 
$250 he used in the campaign. And it is ridiculous for anybody 
to assume that this money could be expended in the way it was, 
for the alleged benefit of STEPHENSON, and Bancroft himself to 
receive no benefit of it. It was simply a part of Baneroft's 
campaign expenditures. Bancroft was elected to the legislature, 
and yoted for STEPHENSON. ` 


CHRISTIAN C. WELLENSGARD. 


Christian C. Wellensgard was a candidate for the legislature 
from Green Lake County. This is the county in which Mr. 
Sacket, STEPHENSON’s assistant manager, lived, and the testi- 
mony shows that the arrangement with Wellensgard was mada 
by Sacket. On page 441 of the testimony the following inter- 
rogatories occur: 

The CHarmmay. * * * I will ask you again about Wellensgard. 


On September 5 you paid him $250. What was that for? 
Mr. Sacxer. That was to reimburse him for money expended by 


-him in Green Lake and Waushara Counties in the interest of Mr. 


STEPHENSON’S campaign. 
. + 


* s $ * 0 
The CHAIRMAN. He was a member of the legislature that elected 
Senator STEPHENSON ? 
Mr. SacketT. He was. 
The CHATRMAN. And he was then a candidate? 
Mr. BACKET. Yes, sir. 
The CHamman, Did you pay him that money? 
Mr. Sacker. I did. 
$ * s * * * + 
The CHAIRMAN. What did you give him the money for? 
Mr. Sacxer. To reimburse him for money which he expended in the 
interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 
The CHAIRMAN. What money had be expended? 
Mr. Sacxet. He had expended $250.80. 


The chairman of the subcommittee then referred to a report 
made by a committee of investigation of the Wisconsin Legis- 
lature, which contained a letter and statement from Wellens- 
gard. This letter Wellensgard wrote to Sacket, submitting a 
statement of his expenses during the campaign. It was written 
after the primaries, and is as follows: 

BERLIN, WIS., September 3, 1908. 
Mr. RODNEY Sacket, Milwaukee, Wis. 


Dear FRIEND: Inclosed please find my Dill against STEPHENSON. I 
wish you would picasso see that I get it. I haven't put in anything for 
cigars or what little I spent. Please let me hear from you. I beat 

tchcock by 347 majority. 

Yours, truly, C. C. WELLENSGARD, 


1912. 
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Exhibit 62 received in evidence, and is in words and figures 
following, to wit: 


BERLIN, WIS., September 3, 1908. 
STEPHENSON CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE, n 
Milwaukee, Wis. 


en ee 
De a ae City CG co ees Seer EE Sat aie Air Seer ae 
„Irre c TTTTTbTT—T—T—TdꝗbD 
. Livery at Markesan 
. Livery at Markesan_ = 
. Livery at Markesan 
. Livery at Berlin —— 
. Livery to different parts of the county Sia? 
„ Paid out to help G. Burlingame and 4 men — 
. Paid to C. Rosebrook, town of St. Marie, and 4 men. 
. Paid Bill Anglem, town of Green Lake ARSS 
Paid W. Burdick, town of Green Lake — 
. Paid C. Schrader and men at Markesan — 
28. pe W. Malena, town of Seneca = 
. Te 
2. Paid Mr. Rossa, city of Berlin „%. 
Paid C. Kinaska, city of Berlin 
. Paid 8 — Ean a NE 


pa LU 
aid E. Vaughn, 
Paid William Crook, 
aid Nels So 


ATS o, oe ee 
For automobile election day 
Paid Wilson for help on machine 
Paid postage „ 
Paid Mr. Resop, el 

Paid Mr. Kresal, city of Berlin 

Paid August Waslinski, city of Berlin 
Paid Steve Greager, city of Berlin 
Paid J. 8 elty ot Berlin 
Paid J. Weir, city of Berlin 
Paid J. Briskie, city of Berlin- 
. Paid F. Bartow, city of Berlin_ 
Paid Joe Gosh, city of Berlin 


227272 eee — 250. 80 

(Indorsed:) Paid, 9/5/08. C. C. Wellensgard. 

The statement shows on its face that Wellensgard rendered 
to STEPHENSON a bill for his campaign expenses after the pri- 
maries were over. He claimed in his testimony that this money 
was expended wholly for STEPHENSON, and not for himself. 
How impracticable such a proposition is is shown by his testi- 
mony, on page 845, when interrogated as to the payment of $30 
to C. Burlingame and four men. Burlingame was a man 
alleged to have been hired to haul men to the polls on election 


day. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If I do not interrupt the Senator, I will 
call attention to the fact that the Legislature of Wisconsin 
anticipated the expenditure of sums up to $5 for this very class 
of services and exempted them from the accounts to be filed. 
So that, although he has done so, he was not required to account 
for sums of $5 or less paid out on election day. The legislature 
evidently contemplated what it deemed to be the necessity of 
getting people to the polls, so that the failure to account for 
any of those items would not be a violation of the statute of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It might not be a violation of the statute of 
Wisconsin, but if $2 or $3 or $4 or $5 is expended for the pur- 
pose of inducing men to go to the polls and vote who otherwise 
would not have gone to the polls and voted, then, in my judg- 
ment, it was an improper and corrupt use of money in an elec- 
tion. It is not a question of what the statutes of the State of 
Wisconsin forbade; it is a question as to what men did. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I am in accord to a certain extent with the sentiment which 
he expresses. I have never believed that it was within the 
88 to haul people to the polls, but the Legislature of 

isconsin evidently did consider it a legitimate expense. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think as we proceed the evidence will show 
that very large amounts of money were expended and given 
to men, not for the purpose of hauling them to the polls but to 
induce them to go to the polls and yote. That, at least, is the 
construction that I put on the testimony. 

The chairman of the subcommittee asked Wellensgard— 


Would you feel justified in permitting Senator STxPHENSON’s money 


to be spent for hauling to the polls men who were not known to be 
favorable to him? 


This testimony- I am reading for the purpose of showing how 
impossible it was for this money to have been expended as it 
was expended by Wellensgard, a candidate for the legislature, 
in Mr. STEPHENSON’S interest and not in his own. 


Mr. WELLENSGARD. I had no ways or means to know. The men were 
hired for that purpose. w 


panana panipani aanne SNAN NN popoporogogs 
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The CHaAlnuax. Was it not your duty to know, if you undertook to 
spend his money? 
Mr. WELLENsGARD. It might haye been my duty; but I had not seen 


these men or had any talk with them. 
The CHAIRMAN. t is evident. You hired another man to 
up and employ them on be! 


ther 
half of Senator STEPHENSON. as it 
not your dut 


to know that none but Senator StepHenson’s friends 
were employed? 


r. WELLEXSGARD. They might have voted for me and not have voted 
for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the pan I was after. 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I do not know how they voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be that the hauling of these men to the polls 
with Senator STEPHENSON’S money inured to your benefit and not to his 
benefit. Is that true? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. That, of course, I could not say. 

The CHAIRMAN. They did not vote against you, did they? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. You would have something to say to the man who 
hauled men to the polls to yote against you, would you not? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I do not think that I saw this man Burlingame 
but once after the time that I was there to see him. I think I only 
saw him twice during the primary. 

The entire testimony of Wellensgard is evasive and shows an 
utter lack of frankness. His statement rendered to STEPHEN- 
son shows that he paid Burlingame, on August 28, $30. In one 
part of his testimony he stated that he paid Burlingame in 
July. In regard to this statement the chairman asked (p. 848) : 

Had you not better abandon that Fades on the recollection of 
the facts—your claim that you paid money in July? Look at that 
account and get your mind actively-to work. 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I would not swear to the date that I paid it. 

The CHatrman. Why do you want to controvert the date set forth in 
your memorandum? 

Mr, WELLENSGARD. I would not like to swear to it that it was in 
August, on the 28th of August, if it should have been some other date. 

he Cuareman. If you paid it for the purpose you stated you did, the 
28th of August was an Appropriate time to be paying it. y do you 
want to transfer the date back to an inappropriate time? 

s s a 0 * >» $ 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I do not seek to transfer it. I say I am not posi- 
tive of the exact date that that money was paid to Mr. lingame. 

In his testimony before the legislative committee in Wisconsin 
he declared that he paid Burlingame for posting bills and cir- 
culars for STEPHENSON in the village of Green Lake, where the 
enemies of Mr. STEPHENSON would tear them down as fast as 
they were put up, and that he kept Burlingame continually put- 
ting them up. In his testimony before the Senate committee 
he said he paid Burlingame for hauling men to the polls on 
election day, and went into details as to the distance the men 
had to be hauled. Apparently he had prepared to change his 
testimony and to find a basis upon which to reconcile the in- 
consistent statements on the 13th of October, 1911, more than 
three years after the payment had been made; and a few days 
before he appeared before the senatorial committee he went to 
Brookline, the home of Burlingame, and secured a receipt from 
him for $30, which receipt Wellensgard wrote out himself and 
had Burlingame sign; and in this receipt he stated that it was 
for circulating petitions and for men working on election day. 
Interrogating him further, Senator POMERENE asked (p. 859) : 

And when you arranged to have these several men haul voters to the 
polls, you expected that the voters that would be hauled to the polls 
would vote for both you and Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. We did not draw any lines as to whom we drew 
to the polls. There were men in Berlin than ran automobiles 

Senator POMERENE,. You did not expect anyone who was hauled to the 
polls to vote against Senator STEPHENSON, did you? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I have no way of knowing how they voted. 

Senator POMERENE. Nor did you expect any such person to vote 
against you? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I never asked them how they voted. 

Senator POMERENE. Nor did you expect any such person to vote 
against you? 

The Senator seems to have repeated the question. 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. That I could not say—how they voted. We got 
them to the polls whether they voted for , man or the other. 

Senator POMERENE. As a matter of fact. men whom you employed 
and to whom you paid money you expected to vote for and support both 
you and Senator STEPHENSON? Y 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I suppose they did. I do not know. * * * 

Wellensgard's testimony in regard to all the items of the 
bill is just as indefinite and evasive as that which I haye read 
and will convince any experienced and open-minded man that 
this money was used to hire the support of numerous individuals 
for himself and STEPHENSON. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. REED. Do I understand the Senator to say that th 
whole effect of this witness’s testimony is that he hauled 
voters to the polls and paid for their transportation to the 
polis and did not know or undertake to know how they voted, 
either as affecting himself or Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. BRISTOW. He avoided a direct answer to the question. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is possible that the whole sum of 
$107,000 was not expended at all; that a great deal of it was 
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never expended at all. It is natural that those who received 
the money and did not expend it should try to make up ac- 
counts. It is unfortunate that such a thing should be—— 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think the Senator’s observation is to the 
point. As we proceed, Senators will observe that a number of 
men refused to account for money which they admit they 
received, and I conclude that they refused to account for it for 
one of two reasons—either they received it and were expected 
to disburse it and did not, or they received it to influence them 
and were not expected to disburse it; one of the two reasons. 
Now, from the evidence and the statements made by the wit- 
nesses, it is for cach individual Senator to conclude which was 
the case. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

Mr. BRISTOW. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. I desire to understand the remark of the Senator 
from Idaho. Did I understand the Senator from Idaho to say 
that probably $70,000 of the amount paid these men simply 
pocketed and did not use? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No, Mr. President, I do not think I said 
anything on that subject at all—about $70,000. 

Mr. REED. I could not hear distinctly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will, with the permission of the Senator 
from Kansas 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBRURN. As nearly as I can, repeat the substance 
of what I said; that it is possible, in accounting for- these sums 
of money which were placed iu the hands of persons, they did 
not expend it at all for any purpose. 

They did what is sometimes denominated as “sunk” it. I 
say in the judgment of at least one member of the committee 
no such sum of money was expended as Senator STEPHENSON 
furnished to his agents. That is all that I intend to say, and I 
think that conclusion will find many seconds. 

_ Mr. REED. Has the Senator an idea of the amount that was 
absorbed in that way? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I have not, and I did not feel that it 
would add anything to the information of Senators to start 
out on a drag-net proposition to convict a lot of men of being 
unfaithful even to an irresponsible trust. I could not see that 
any good purpose would be served by it. 

Mr. REED. Does the Senator mean to say, then, that this 
was an irresponsible trust? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it was an irresponsible trust from the 
standpoint from which I use that term. I do not know how 
the Senator would intend to use it. But when one man gives 
another a sum of money and says “ you use that in my interest, 
to forward my chances for election,” there is a moral and per- 
sonal responsibility running from the party who receives it to 
the party who gives it, but when I used the term “irresponsible 
trust” I meant to carry the idea that it was not a trust 
enforceable under the law. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have now referred to three candidates for 
the legislature who received money and who were elected. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand that the evidence discloses 
that only three candidates for the legislature received money 
directly? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Only three who were elected. 

Mr. BORAH. One other question. Has the Senator been 
able to determine how much of this $107,700 is unaccounted for 
upon the showing before the committee? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I haye not been able to figure out accurately 
how much was unaccounted for, but as I proceed it will be 
seen that there were large amounts that were unaccounted for, 
and the testimony will develop in what way they were unac- 
counted for, and I think the Senator will find some very inter- 
esting data on that subject as I proceed. i 

Mr. BORAH. Further, you say there were three members o 
the legislature who received money direct. How many votes 
did Mr. STEPHENSON receive before the legislature as a majority 
vote? That is, what was his vote? 

Mr. BRISTOW. There were 128 votes cast, and the Senator 
received 63. 

The purpose of Mr. STEPHENSON— 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Kansas says three 
members. of the legislature who were elected received money, 
leaving it to be inferred that there may have been an indefinite 
number who received money who were not elected. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator will excuse me, I will pro- 
ceed to give the names and the number that did. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I thought the Senator was passing 
to something else. 


Mr. BRISTOW. No; I will come to that in a few moments. 

The purpose of Mr. STEPHENSON in giving these men money 
was to secure their friendship and support. To pay a candi- 
date for the legislature money to secure his vote before he is 
nominated and elected is more of a gambler’s chance than to 
wait until his election, because he may be defeated and not 
have an opportunity to carry out the obligations, but the moral 
turpitude is just as great. 

These three candidates for the legislature—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator pardon me? I do not want 
to interrupt too frequently. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. x 

Mr. HEYBURN. But it should be borne in mind in connec- 
tion with this statement that these three members of the legis- 
lature were ardent supporters of Senator STEPHENSON. He did 
not draw them from the outside or from the uninterested public. 
He had been elected to the Senate once before, and I merely 
call attention to that fact. He was not buying antagonistic 
votes. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I expect to discuss that feature of it fur- 
ther along. 

Mr. BORAH. I have observed that that statement has been 
made before, but where is the evidence of the fact that they 
had been Stephenson supporters previous to the time they re- 
ceived the money other than their own statement of the fact? 

Mr. BRISTOW. As I remember the evidence on that point, 
it is the statements of the candidates themselves, possibly sup- 
ported by Edmonds or Sacket or the parties who paid them the 
money. I hold, of course, that the evidence shows that at least 
one of these men never would have been a candidate for the 
legislature if he had not received this money; and from my point 
of view, if you pay a candidate for the legislature money, he 
naturally would state that he did not receive that money for his 
vote. To do that would be to confess he was bribed. So unless 
he is ready to make confession, he would take*the other point 
of view. q 

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest to the Senator further that a 
very vigilant watch was on guard there to find any flaw in 
Senator STEPHENSON’S title to the seat, and had that statement 
not been true, as made by. each of those men, there were men 
there who would haye liked to have an opportunity to show it 
to be untrue. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I hold, of course, that no candidate for the 
United States Senate has a right to pay money to men who are 
to yote on the senatorship when there is a controversy going on. 
If we concede that, we concede that corruption is possible and 
probable. We throw the gate wide open to all kinds of cor- 
ruption. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I think, however, notwithstanding the state- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas, that there is a vast difference 
in the strength of the proof as to corruption between paying 
money to a man known to be indifferent or unfriendly to you 
and who afterwards becomes friendly, as the proof is stronger 
that the money has its infiuence in controlling him, than to pay 
it to a man who is known all the time to be for you. But I 
have been unable to find in this record any evidence at all of 
the fact that these men were such men as would be said from 
their previous acts or previous relationship, political or other- 
wise, to have been for Senator STEPHENSON regardless of the 
fact whether they got money or not. I do not say it is not in 
the record, but I have not been able to discover it. It would 
be a very potent fact if we could discover it one way or the 
other. And the fact that they had at a previous time favored 
him, while a circumstance, would by no means be conclusive 
that they would have been for him at this time except for the 
money paid them. I have not examined this evidence closely, 
and it may be it quite sufficiently appears that they would have 
in all probability been for him in any event. 

Mr. BRISTOW. My view is that the evidence, not with that 
definiteness which would be equivalent to a demonstration, but 
which would be satisfactory to a man familiar with the affairs 
of life, is that these men would not have been for STEPHENSON, 
with the possible exception of one, unless they had received this 
money. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I could not put my finger on the testi- 
mony at this moment, but my recollection is that each one of 
these men—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. On this side of the Chamber we have not 
been able to hear the controversy going on for the last 10 or 15 
minutes. I ask the Senator if he will not address himself to 
this side of the Chamber as well as to the other. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
shows that each one of these three men—Bancroft, Wellens- 
gard, and Reynolds—was in the legislature of 1907, at the time 
Senator -STEPHENSON was elected the first time, and that all 
three of them voted for him, which would be pretty strong evi- 
dence that they were friendly to him. 

If the Senator will bear with me further, each one of them 


My recollection is that the testimony 


testified under oath that he was for StepHENSoN. Each one of 
them had been a friend of STEPHENSON of many years stand- 
ing. I think Mr. STEPHENSON testified to the same thing. Now, 
will the Senator from Kansas undertake to say that with that 
sworn testimony before the committee, with the testimony that 
they had voted for STEPHENSON in a prior election, the com- 
mittee ought to disregard the testimony and presume that each 
one of them had told an untruth about it, particularly in view 
of the fact that there was absolutely no testimony to the con- 
trary? 

Mr. BRISTOW. In regard to that, I desire to say that the 
testimony of Reynolds, in my judgment, shows that he would 
not have been a candidate for the legislature unless STEPHEN- 
son had provided him with these funds, and he did not spend 
the funds. He admits that he kept the money; a part of it. 
What did he keep it for? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Who is that? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Reynolds. He accounts for but $53.50 out 
of the $280 given him. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator means he does not account 
in detail. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The testimony does not show that he spent 
it all. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of course this is a long record, but my 
recollection is that each one of these men expressly said that 
they did expend it all. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Reynolds did not. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But they were not able to account for 
every dollar of it; they were not able to say that they gave a 
dollar to this man and $5 to the other man, but they accounted 
for it in detail as far as they could. But each of them said he 
spent the money—— 

Mr. BRISTOW. No. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And spent it in STEPHENSON’s interest. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Reynolds does not claim that he spent all 
the money. Reynolds made a trip into another county, outside 
of his district, and he had some expenses on that trip, and his 
time was worth something, and he considered that part of the 
compensation for the work he was doing for STEPHENSON. 
Wellengsgard claims that he spent the money and made a 
statement. Bancroft claims he spent the money 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Texas? x 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do- 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator what he thinks of the 
testimony of these three candidates, that the money furnished 
them was used by them to nominate the Senator from Wis- 
consin here and not to nominate themselyes in the primary? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not think it is true. I do not think 
any man who is acquainted with human affairs, who has had 
ordinary experience with men who are active in political affairs, 
will believe that any candidate for the legislature who will 
accept money from a candidate for the United States Senate 
to be used in a campaign would use that money exclusively for 
the Senator and not for himself, or that he could do it if it was 
expended in the district where he himself was a candidate. 

Mr. BORAH. There is another feature of the matter, which 
makes it more binding, it seems to me, and that is this: It 
would not make any difference how honestly a man intended to 
use the money in the campaign. He might think he was going 
to expend it in a legitimate way to secure his election, and he 
might spend it in a legitimate way, but after he had received it 
he would never thereafter be a free moral agent in casting his 
vote for the man for Senator. He would feel compelled to 
follow the line of action indicated by the payment. Naturally, 
if a candidate for the legislature received money from the can- 
didate for Senator, and he spent the money in paying legitimate 
expenses, yet this candidate for the legislature would not feel 
free to refuse his yote to the man who had paid his campaign 
expenses. So there is a corrupting and wrongful influence work- 
ing even if the money is used to pay legitimate campaign ex- 
penses. 

Mr. BRISTOW. These three candidates for the legislature 
were all nominated and elected and voted for STEPHENSON, 
Without their votes he would not have been elected. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me? I have found 
the reference. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have the reference now to Bancroft, at 
page 717. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I said Bancroft claimed to have spent this 
money for STEPHENSON, and he said he was a friend of STE- 
PHENSON. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will just call attention to his testimony at 
page 717: 

As a member of legislature I yoted for him on every ballot, both in 
1907 and in 1909. 

These men belonged to what they called the “old guard” out 
there. The other one, Wellensgard, says: 

STEPHENSON, in legislature I voted for him on all the ballots; sup- 

rted him during campaign; have always supported him; voted for 

im in 1907 when I was a member of legislature; had known of him 
for 20 years. * * II I had not received anything it would have 
been the same; if he had not got the majority at the primaries, I should 
have voted for the other man who did. 

The other one you will find up to the standard when I find his 
testimony. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator from Kansas will permit 
me right there, Mr. Reynolds testified at page 1249, and I think 
he testified on another page as well, when the question was 
asked— 

Were you, in the legislature of 1907, a supporter of, and did you 
vote for, Senator STEPHENSON at that time? 

Mr. RETNOLDS. Yes. 

All three of them voted for him. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Nevertheless, the evidence will show, and 
any Senator can read the testimony of Reynolds and in my 
opinion he will be convinced, that the reason he became a can- 
didate was because he received this contribution from Mr. 
STEPHENSON and his managers. I do not know how other Sena- 
tors look at this, but when a candidate for the legislature re- 
ceives money from a candidate for the United States Senate, if 
there can be any honor in a transaction of that kind he binds 
himself to the support of that candidate. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But he did not receive it for himself. He 
only became one of the assistants in the campaign for the pur- 
pose of hiring other men to do proper things. 

Mr. BRISTOW. He was a candidate for the legislature. 

Mr. HEYBURN. He did not benefit by the money. 

Mr. BRISTOW. These three men were candidates for the 
legislature, and the testimony shows beyond any question that it 
was used for them and for supporting Senator STEPHENSON in 
every instance. It was used for the benefit of both. It could 
not be otherwise. I invite any Senator to read the testimony 
of the three members of the legislature, a part of which I have 
quoted here this afternoon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield further to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator says quite emphatically 
that this money was nsed by these men for their own benefit 
and for the benefit of Senator STEPHENSON. It is very easy to 
make assertions of that character, but where does the Senator 
find any evidence which warrants it in the volumes of testi- 
mony? - 

Mr. BRISTOW. I find it in the volumes of the testimony. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Can the Senator show—— 

Mr> BRISTOW. I kaye read it in part. 5 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But the Senator cited us to the testi- 
mony of these men, in which they say they did not do that. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have cited the Senator to testimony in 
which they said they hired men to haul people to the polls who 
voted for both of them. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No; I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The record will show, and I will let the 
record stand. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I remember very clearly what the 
Senator read from the record. One of the men, I think Wel- 
Jensgard, said these men were brought to the polls, and he did 
not know whom they voted for. That is a very different thing 
from saying for whom they did vote. 

Mr. BRISTOW (reading) : 

Senator Pouknxxz. As a matter of fact, the men whom you employed 
and to whom you paid money you expected to yote for and support 
both you and Senator STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I suppose they did. I do not know. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That is not a statement that they did. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Does any Senator believe, in considering this 
in a frank and open-minded way, that any one of these candi- 
dates would hire men to haul voters to the polls to vote for 
Mr. STEPHENSON and to vote against them? Is that humar 
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nature? The candidate for the legislature is involved, and he 


would be benefited by it. I say, does any Senator believe he 
would hire men to go out and canvass for STEPHENSON and get 
men to vote for the Senator who would vote against him as a 
candidate for the legislature? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4.o’clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public utilities commission. h 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Kansas about 
how much further time he will take. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It depends altogether upon interruptions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Probably the remainder of the day? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Possibly; I hope not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. While I was hoping that I would get an 
opportunity to proceed with the consideration of the unfinished 
business, I think the Senator from Kansas ought to be permitted 
to continue, and I ask that the unfinished business be tem- 
porarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business will’be temporarily laid aside. The Senator from 
Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I should like to inquire of the Senator 
from Kansas or some member of the committee (and-my in- 
quiry is based on some reference that I am not at all able to 
call attention te now) whether or not that was a specific statute 
in Wiseonsin that undertook to prohibit a candidate for the 
United States Senate from contributing funds for the election of 
a candidate for the legislature? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Not specifically a candidate for the legis- 
lature. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There was no such specific statute? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Not that I know of. There was a general 
statute which covered the case, in my judgment, and which 
shall read later on. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to ask another question, because 
the discussion is helpful to us all. I should like to know if 
it is the position of the Senatcr that money paid by a candidate 
for the United States Senate may be expended by a candidate 
for the State legislature who was for this particular candidate 
for the Senate before he received the money from him. If we 
assume that, therefore the payment of that money made no 
difference with reference to the position of that candidate for 
the legislature. Suppose the candidate for the legislature ex- 
pended that money for some purpose that could not be called 
corrupt—it might have been for adyertising in newspapers—the 
fact being that the money was paid by the candidate for the 
United States Senate to a candidate for the State legislature 
who was already in fayor of this particular candidate for the 
Senate, the money being paid for some purpose not in itself 
corrupt—would the Senator contend that such a transaction is 
a corrupt practice? It might not be ethically so, but is it 
really a corrupt practice? 

Mr. BRISTOW. ‘There is no occasion to answer that ques- 
tion, because that is not this case. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There are no instances that would come 
within it? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think none whatever. My view is that be- 
cause a candidate for the legislature may have been in the 
legislature before and voted at that time for a candidate for 
the United States Senate is not conclusive evidence that he 
would vote for him again. 

Mr, HEYBURN. It is not conclusive that he would not. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And it is not conclusive that he would not. 
In my opinion, judging these men from their testimony, if they 
had not received Stephenson money and had received Cook 
money at least two of them would have been for Cook and not 
for STEPHENSON. I think there is not any doubt about that 
from the testimony. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, these three men did 
testify, each one of them, that they had voted for STEPHENSON 
in 1907. Each of them testified in the most emphatic manner 
that he was a friend of SrrPHeNson’s of many years’ standing, 
and each of them testified that he was a supporter of STEPHEN- 
son, and that the payment of this money made absolutely no 
difference to them. The question I present to the Senators is 
whether or not, in the face of all that testimony, and there being 
nothing to the contrary, it is quite fair to assume that every 
one of these men lied about it. 


Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator is wrong when he says, in the 
face of all that testimony, there being nothing to the contrary. 
These men denied that they supported STEPHENSON because of 
the receipt of this money. If they had not denied it, they 
would haye confessed guilt, and if they had confessed, judging 
from other cases we have had before the Senate, they would 
haye been denounced as men trying to blackmail and destroy 
the character of a United States Senator. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Their denial does not prove the con- 
trary. 

Mr. BRISTOW. But when they admit receiving the money 
and say that they were not influenced by it, we are left to 
judge whether or not they were by the facts relating to the en- 
tire transaction and the incidents of their candidacy. In my 
judgment, they were bound by the receipt of this money to Mr. 
STEPHENSON’s candidacy, and no man can tell whom they would 
have been for if they had not receive: the money. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Except that they had announced for whom 
they were. 

Mr. BRISTOW. They had not announced for whom they 
were before receiving the money, unless it was Bancroft. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. It seems to be assumed that the money must 
be traced to some person who has used it for corrupt purposes, 
or that it was placed in the hands of a certain individual who 
was a candidate, by which he himself would be corrupted. I 
want to know whether the Senator from Kansas has considered 
the broader view of the question as to whether the mere fact of 
placing in an election fund $107,000, without direction as to 
where it should go or without any knowledge as to where it 
shall go, is not of itself a corrupting influence in the conduct of 
an election which would affect the title to the office? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I undertake to cover that point later on. 
My judgment is that it does. That feature of the case I will 
discuss in connection with some other very heavy contributions. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield further to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. It has been suggested, I think, by the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], that all these three members of 
the legislature, long-time friends of Mr. STEPHENSON, would 
have voted for him in any event. Is it not true that they said 
they voted for him because they were friends or that they 
voted because he had received the primary nomination? 

Mr. BRISTOW. These men said, every one of them, as I 
remember the testimony, during their campaign that they 
would vote for the candidate who received the.larger number of 
yotes in the primary; that is, who should receive the Repub- 
lican nomination. 

Mr. KERN. That is Mr. Wellensgard’s statement on page 
861. He agreed to abide by the primaries. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think they all did. 

Mr. KERN. And while I am on my feet 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BRISTOW. As soon as the Senator from Indiana has 
concluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs pardon. 

Mr. KERN. How would it be possible for a candidate for 
the legislature, such as Mr. Wellensgard, who admits practi- 
cally that he took the money, went out and bought votes, to do 
so for Mr. STEPHENSON without at the same stime, being the 
man who furnished the money, putting the elector under obliga- 
tions to himself? z) 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think it is impossible. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Wellensgard, on page 855, where he is ac- 
counting for certain small sums of money, where they were get 
ting down to business, testified as follows: - 

The Cnain max. There are several items on September 3 of sums of 
$5, $2, $4, $1, and 83. For what were those sums of money paid? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. They were paid for ward workers. 


The CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by ward work? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. To get the votes out to the polls. 

The CHAIRMAN, What kind of work? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I do not know. 

The Carman. What do zon call “work at the polls”? What acts 
constitute “ work at the polls“ ? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. There are a many of them out there that work 
in 9 75 quarry—quarrymen—and they come down there to work at the 


po. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What sort of a quarry? 
Mr. WELLENSGARD. A granite quarry. 
The CHAIRMAN. What constituted “ work at the polls“? 
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3 — 1 They always have ward heelers that work around 
a e S. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were all these men watchers? 

Mr. WELLENSGARD. I presume they were. 

And so on in that line, where he shows on that page and the 
following that he pursued that line of conduct which is pursued 
in those States where votes are bought. The vote buyer is not 
going to a vote seller and say, “I will give you so much for 
your vote.” The vote seller is not going to a vote buyer and 
ask him how much he will give for his vote. The proposition 
is always to evade the law, and he will say, “I will give you 
so much for this work.” Every man who knows anything 
about polities knows that is the method by which votes are 
bought when men are engaged in working among what Mr. 
Welensgard calls “ward heelers.” I submit to the Senator 
from Kansas it would be impossible for any man to take this 
large corruption fund and go out and distribute money to ward 
heelers for such a purpose as is indicated here without at the 
same time putting the ward heelers under obligation to the man 
who furnished the money which they needed so badly. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I entirely agree with -the Senator from In- 
diana. There can not be any doubt about it. I yield to the 
Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES. Has the Senator read from the testimony of 
Mr. Bancroft in reference to his payment of money to Mr. 
Mehaffy? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have not. 

Mr. JONES. I did not need to read it if the Senator had 
read it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I did not incorporate it. 

Mr. JONES. It is contended that these candidates for the 
legislature did not spend the money that was given them in 
their own interest, but in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 
I think the testimony in regard to $100 of the $250 paid to 
Bancroft, in regard to his payment of it to Mehaffy, is rather 
illuminating; at least it does not show yery great interest in 
behalf of Senator STEPHENSON. At page 709 of the record the 
following appears: 

The CHatrMAN. Give us the names of the people and the amounts you 
gave them. 8 

Mr. BANCROFT. George Mehaffy I paid $100. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was he to for that $100? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I gave him no instructions whatever. 

Senator POMERENE. What is his address? 

Mr. Bancrorr. Richland Center. 

The CHAIRMAN., What did he do with the money? 

Mr. BANCROFT, I could not tell 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ask him to render you an account of the 
manner of its expenditure? 

Mr. Bancrort. I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN, Did he ever tell you how he expended the money? 

Mr. Bancrorr. He did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you never knew? 

Mr. BANCROFT. I do not know. 


The CHAIRMAN., Did you ever know? 
Mr. BANCROFT. I never knew. 


Mr. BRISTOW. ‘The 2,200 pages of testimony are full of such 
instances, and I am going to cite a number of them as I proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kan- 
sas a question. Does the Senator from Kansas think that any 
man with a nice sense of honor, with a decent sense of honor, in 
fact, being a candidate for the legislature, would permit a can- 
didate for the Senate to be elected by that legislature to give 
him money? 

Mr. BRISTOW. He would not. No man of honor who is a 
candidate for the legislature will accept money from a candidate 
for the United States Senate who will appear as a candidate 
before the legislature to which this man is to be elected, and the 
very fact that he accepts it is a presumption that it is given for 
a corrupt purpose. I think the time has come in the history of 
this country when the United States Senate should put the 
stamp of disapproval on all such transactions as that if it ex- 
pects to maintain its integrity and retain the self-respect of the 
American people. 

There were a number of other candidates for the legislature 
to whom money was given who failed of nomination. William 
L. Smith was given $250 by one Merritt C. Ring, one of STEPHEN- 
son’s submanagers. Ring was given between eight and nine 
hundred dollars to be expended for STEPHENSON in various 
ways, and he testifies that he paid $250 of it to Smith, who was 
a candidate for the assembly from Eau Claire County. Ring 
states that he gave this money to Smith to be used for STEPHEN- 
son and not for himself. Of course, he used it to promote the 
campaign of both himself and STEPHENSON. It is unreasonable 
to believe anything else when they were both candidates for 
office before the same primary. 

E. A. Everett was a candidate for the assembly from Vilas 
County, and was paid $250 of STEPHENSON’s money by D. E. 
Riordan, who was a STEPHENSON submanager or scout under 
Edmonds. This was paid a few days before the primary elec- 
tion. Everett, however, failed to secure the nomination. 


Mr. Edmonds also paid to one Shauers, of Oconto County, 
who was a candidate for the legislature, money to work for 
STEPHENSON. Shauers was not elected. Edmonds could not 
Aii how much he paid him, but estimated it at from $100 
0 i 

Not only did the STEPHENSON managers furnish money to 
candidates for the legislature, to be used in their own behalf 
and for STEPHENSON, but they undertook to bribe men to be- 
come candidates for the legislature, as shown by the follow- 
ing letter, which appears on page 1093 of the testimony : 

J. A. ALWARD, Madison, Wis. 


DEAR FRIEND: As I talked to you this evening over the phone I do 
not like to get mixed in any public matter of this kind, but, as I said 
to you, I will write the facts. A party came to me and wanted me 
to iy for the nomination in the primary for assembly. He further 
sta that if I would try with the understanding that I would sup- 

rt STEPHENSON and the liquor interests I could depend on several 

undred dollars for campaign expenses. Hoping this will not be used 
further than is a necessity, I am, 
Yours, respectfully, Lester TILTON. 


This offer was made to Tilton, who lived at Neillsville, Wis., 
by the same M. C. Ring who paid the $250 to Smith, candidate 
for the assembly in Eau Claire County. 

One Norman L. James, who had a brother who was a candi- 
date for the State senate from Richland Center, was paid $500, 
but he says he used that money for STEPHENSON, and not for 
his brother. He claims to have spent more than that in the 
Stephenson campaign, but fails to give any itemized state- 


ment of the purposes for which he expended the money. He 


makes the general statement that it was for hiring teams and 
distributing buttons and so forth. James was a business man— 
a lumberman and farmer. If this money had been expended 
in a legitimate way, in my opinion, he would have kept an ac- 
count of it. It isan easy way of avoiding an embarassing state- 
ment of facts that would incriminate, to make vague and in- 
definite statements as to the amount of money expended in 
elections, and the purpose for which it is expended. 

The question frequently arises in the testimony as to whether 
these men that were hired by the various distributors of STE- 
PHENSON’s money were influenced because of the payment of 
the money to support STEPHENSON when otherwise they might 
haye been against him. The testimony of Edmonds, Sacket, 
Bancroft, Wellensgard, and others shows, in my judgment, that 
money was paid to men—I will state, this as a fact—shows that 
money was paid to men who had not announced for whom they 


were for Senator, and had taken no interest in the campaign ` 


until they were employed; that statement is made time and 
again in many instances, and the representatives of STEPHEN- 
son in numerous instances do not claim to have known whom 
these men favored for Senator prior to their employment. In 
the testimony of William R. Knell, on page 1778, referring to 
men he had employed, Senator PoMERENE asked: 


Can you tell us what their sentiments were on the subject of the 
Senatorship prior to the time that you employed them? 

Mr. KNELL. I employed no one who I did not fell satisfied was a 
STEPHENSON supporter. 

Senator POMERENE. Were they STEPHENSON supporters because you 
employed them? 

Mr. KNELL. No. About the first question I asked of them was, “ How 
do you feel on the senatorial question?" There were a good many of 
them who said, “I am for McGovern,” or “I am for Cook”; and I said, 
“That is all right; that is your privilege ; I do not want you on m 
side.” Ido not think it is fair to have men taken away from me, and 
would not take away men from others. 


He was a fine representative to turn over $11,000 to and to 
send out to canvass the city of Milwaukee for votes. He did 
not want anyone who was for anybody else. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Do you think he ought to have taken the 
other position? 

Mr. BRISTOW. If he had he would have confessed. I think 
it would have been the truth if he had taken the other position. 

Senator POMERENE. Did you meet some men who were wholly indif- 
ferent about it? 

Mr. KNELL. Oh, yes. 

Senator PoMERENE. And t employed some of them? 

Mr. KNELL. I think I did. 

Senator Pouknxxz. How many of them? 

Mr. KNELL. Not many of them. 

Knell was STEPHENSON’s organizer in the city of Milwaukee, 
and expended $11,886 of his money. 

Mr. HEYBURN. For which I think he got no vote. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It was his business to get as many votes in 
the city of Milwaukee for STEPHENSON as he could, and yet he 
says in his sworn testimony that he did not want to take any 
yoters away from any other candidates. 

I want the Senate to consider this from the standpoint of 
reason and common sense. 

Edmonds, during the campaign, employed a number of work- 
ers known as organizers, or “scouts,” and sent them through 
the State. Some of them disbursed money for him. I have re- 
ferred to one Merritt C. Ring, who was employed to go through 
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Chippewa, Eau Claire, Clark, and Portage Counties and hire 
workers and organize the counties. Ring says, in his testimony, 
that he received eight or nine hundred dollars. Sacket's account 
shows that he was paid $645. Ring says that, of the money that 
he received, he handled $520 himself, and that the remainder 
was paid by checks from the headquarters. It was Ring who 
paid William L. Smith, a candidate for the legislature, $250. 
He also paid Mr. George E. Dee, of Chippewa Falls, editor of 
the Chippewa Herald, $150 for the support of his newspaper. 
Dee, in his testimony, on page 1223, in regard to his arrange- 
ment with Ring, said: 


Mr. Ring came into the office, and at first I did not 8 him; I 
had not seen him for several years. He aie himself, and we gat 
down and had a few minutes’ conversation. said: “How are you 
lining up on this senatorial question?” I sald: “ Well, I have been 
thinking it over for some time, and I have come to the conclusion that 
if I do any supporting in this ern vay I am going to support Senator 
STEPHENSON, think he is all right, and will do as well as a ba og EM s 
We had a few more words about the Senator, and then he stated 
proposition. e 1 755 ee am glad to see that you are favorably 55 
clined our wa resenting the Stephenson campaign com- 
mittee Res in wacker ae I should like to make a contract to adver- 
tise Senator in your paper. I should like A ag Be to do it liberally, and 
ou put in such articles as you think will advance his candi- 
dacy in this community.” I told him that I was open to an advertisin 
pro tion at any time and w A candidate that was all right, and 
against whom I did not have articular score. Then we talked a 
few minutes longer a what I would consider a fair price, and I named 
my price as $1 He said: “ Well, that looks reasonable enough”; 
and he mid “We will pay. that.” 1 think he paid me $50 then and 
— ao s199 later, but I am not sure about that. But I got the $150 
all rig 

Senator POMERENE. Was 9 said at that time as to the nature 
of the articles you were to publish 

Mr. Dep. He said to me: Tou know your community here, and you 
know what would be effective advertising for the Senator.” He said: 
“The committee at se point will send you such general articles as it 
is sending out. Then,” he said, “ a Neos roy send you some papers 
from other communities. Then,” * Ad addition to that, use 
your own judgment in printing kinie you “tink will help the Senator's 
cause.’ 

Senator POMERENE. Was anything said as to how much space you 
were to give him? 

Mr. DEE. He said that he wanted me to give as large a space as I 
possibly could En that 22 175 


to have 


e 8 If 1 understand you. then there was not 8 
said as to the {mount of space he was to have? 

Mr. Dun. I do not believe there was any definite arrangement made 
about the space. 


* * * . 


Senator POMERENE. Then, if I understand you See 855 simply 
agreed for a lump sum to support the Senator’s candidacy through 
columns of your paper? 
Mr. DEE. Xes, sir. 


* kd * * „ 

Senator Pouta Had you had anything favorable to say of Senator 
BTEPHENSON’S candidacy prior to this arrangement with Mr. Rin 

Mr. Dre. I do not l that I did. I had news items 33 
from time to time about the various candidates as they came up—regu- 
lar press dispatches. 

Dee also received $200 more of STEPHENSON’s money, which 
he expended, he says, in hiring men to work on election day. 
In regard to the disbursement of this money, the chairman 
asked (p. 1221): 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I should like to inquire, in 
order that I may have a comprehensive and correct idea of the 
position of the Senator from Kansas, whether or not, in his 
judgment, that arrangement with the newspapers was a viola- 
tion of law or propriety, having in view the direct primary 
system? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think it was a bribe, a corrupt act, and 
just as heinous as if it had been the purchase of the vote of a 
member of the legislature. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It would be a cold day for the newspapers 
when a direct primary is the question, because they have been 
supporting it under the impression that it would give them a 
great deal of that kind of business. I know of one paper which 
received about $4,700 out of one direct primary through such 
means, and it has been the most ardent supporter of that system 
I know of. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator is entirely incorrect when he 
says that newspapers that support a direct primary are doing 
so because they expect financial gain from the system. No 
honorable newspaper man will support the proposition for that 
reason, and in my judgment very few of them do, Any news- 
paper that will sell its editorial support is guilty, in my opinion, 
of an act of corruption just the same as if a Member of the 
Senate should sell his vote. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pornpexter in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from In- 
diana? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. KERN. Does not the evidence of this man, Mr. Dee, 


show that his newspaper had not contained one single line 


favorable to the candidacy of Mr. STEPHENSON previous to the 
time he received the $150? 

Mr. BRISTOW. It does. 

Mr. KERN. On the contrary, does it not show that an arti- 
cle appeared in his paper discrediting the candidacy of Mr. 
STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not remember as to that article. 
3 KERN. There appeared an article, in which it was 


Cook shows gains in senatorial race,“ in which the Senatorship is 
discussed, and then there is this paragraph : 

From a sure winner Senator STEPHENSON has dropped in the minds 
of the outsiders to third man in the race, surprising as this may seem. 


That was explained by him by saying that it must have got in 
at some time when he was out of the office or when the city 
editor had charge. I think the fact was shown that this man 
Dee never published a line in his paper favorable to Senator 
STEPHENSON until he got $150. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The record will show that soon after he 
goi the $150 he published an editorial and not as advertising, 
that 

Mr. HEYBURN. May I ask this question: What, in the 
judgment of the Senator from Kansas, would be the offense if 
a man bought a newspaper and then it should come out regu- 
larly in his own interest? That has been known to be done. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If a man is the editor of a newspaper, of 
course he has a perfect right, and it is his duty, to direct the 
policy of that paper along the lines that his conscience believes 
are the proper lines. P 

Mr. HEYBURN. I was speaking of owner and editor com- 
bined. Suppose a man buys the paper? 


Mr. BRISTOW. I do not care to pass upon presymptive 
cases here all the afternoon. 
Mr. HEYBURN. We are settling the- moral question as to 


the status of the newspapers, and I wonder whether or not the 
Senator would put them in the same class. I have known of 
candidates buying 15 or 20 newspapers in a State in order to 
have a medium through which to reach the public. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. KERN. I submit that the difference between the two 
transactions is the difference between buying a man and buy- 
ing property. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. A man who bought a newspaper would 
have as much right to control it as a man who bought a horse 
would have a right to ride it, would he not? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think so. 

Mr. HEYBURN. We shall get a good code of morals estab- 
lished here if we keep on. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, I will call his attention to the fact that this 
man Dee testifies with reference to the kind of advertising 

Mr. CRAWFORD. From what volume does the Senator from 


Indiana read? 
From yolume 2, page 1228. 


Mr. KERN. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did ga consider that advertising material to be 
charged against the $150 which had been given you for that purpose? 

Mr. Des. It probably would not look exactly like an advertisement, 
yet it was done in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was political work? 

Mr. Dee. Yes; it was political work. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was political newspaper work? 


Mr. DEE. Yes. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I continue to read from Mr. Dee's testi- 


mony. He was asked: 
Did you pay out the money on the basis of so much a day— 
I am now reading his testimony in regard to the $200 which 
he saps after the $150. 
Did ey out the money on the basis of so much a day to men for 
their t 5 working at the primaries? 
Mr. DEE. Yes; that was the rate. 
The CHAIRMAN. What was the basis of your payment? 
a Des. It ranged from $3.50 to $5 per day 
CHAIRMAN. You have stated here that you paid some of them 
Kes ana some $3.50. You were asked whether there was any difference 
tween the methods of these men that accounted for the difference in 
the 8 of wages. Was there any difference? 
Mr. Where we wanted a man to work at a certain poll, and we 
could. e get him for $3.50 or $4, and h 
for $5, we simply paid him $5. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember the largest sum you paid any 


worker? 
Dun. Individually, I think, $5 was about the limit, because the 
3 was small in a large county like Chippewa ; in fact, very small. 


Dee was unable to mention the names of any of the men to 
whom he paid any part of this $200, and never rendered any 
account to the campaign committee for its expenditure. From 
Dee's own testimony it clearly appears that he sold the in- 


e would say he would do it 
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fluence of his paper, whatever it was, to Stephenson’s agent 

for $150. To buy the support of a newspaper in a primary elec- 

tion is a bribe and is just as iniquitous as to purchase the vote 
of a member of the legislature. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Kansas take 
the position that it would be corrupt for a candidate for an 
office to advertise himself in a newspaper? I am not speaking 
of the question of taste, but would it be corrupt? 

Mr. BRISTOW. It depends altogether upon what you call 
advertising. If it were display advertising and known to be 
advertising, the same as a dry goods company or as a store 
advertises its wares, I would not say that that was corrupt; 
but if it is an editorial comment, giving the moral support of 
the editor of the publication, then it is corrupt. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. What appears here, so far as this man 
Dee is concerned, as I recall it, is that he was in a measure to 
use his own judgment about the sort of matter he put into his 
paper. They were to send him some material from Milwaukee 
and he was to insert that material. I do not know that it ap- 
pears—and for the purposes of my question I do not care 
whether it does or not—that it was to go into the paper printed 
as an advertisement; but-suppose that a candidate makes an 
arrangement with a newspaper that that newspaper will print 
such matter as he may send to it—editorials clipped from other 
papers, laudatory articles written by anybody, would the Sen- 
ator say that that was corrupt? I should agree with the Senator 
if he would take the position that it was bad taste to do it; but 
is it corrupt? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Instead of dealing with a hypothetical case, 
I will deal with this testimony and read one of the articles that 
appeared as advertising matter, and answer the Senator’s ques- 
tion, if he will permit. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am anxious to get the Senator’s point 
of view. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will give it to the Senator by discussing 
the evidence direct. If he will permit me, I will now read one 
of the articles. 

Mr. KENYON, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will, if the Senator will wait until I have 
answered the Senator from Utah. After the receipt of this 
125 the following editorial appeared in Dee's paper under this 

end: 

MANY FAVORABLE TO STEPHENSON. 

The 3 of Senator ISAAC STEPHENSON, of Marinette, is com- 
panels & great deal of attention among the people of this section of the 
State. No matter what may be said about our junior Senator by those seek- 
ing to defeat him at the p ry September 1, there yet remains a strong 
sentiment in the hearts of many Republicans that Senator STEPHENSON 

been of much worth to his State, and that with all his years he is 
to-day a remarkable man. For his numerous good deeds and his clear 
and forcible common sense, he should be given consideration. Senator 

STEPHENSON was accorded the short term in the United States Senate, 

and ethics in politics demand his reelection to a second term. Very few 

are criticizing Senator STEPHENSON in this county, while we find good 

Republicans in the ranks who are in hearty accord with him: 

That article is an editorial commendatory of Senator 
STEPHENSON, 

Mr. KERN. Will the Senator read the next question and 
answer as to what he considers an advertisement? 

Mr. BRISTOW. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Indiana I will continue the reading: 

That is the article that en in your 
record, on August 18, 1908, as that after 
arrangement with you, or before? 

Mr. DEE. That was after. 

11 5 Was that article pursuant to your arrangement with 
Arr. . I should consider that an advertisement of the Senator. 
That is an editorial, and it does not require any keen legal 

mind to determine whether this man, who had not supported 
STEPHENSON up to that time, who had published articles against 
him, but after he bad received this money began to print this 
kind of editorial comment, did it because of the money. It was 
not advertising, but it was the sale of his editorial influence 
just as much as the sale of any influence that any man might 
have in a community. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, does the Senator call 
that a bribe? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of course there must be two parties 
to a bribe—the person who receives it and the person who gives 
it. If it is a bribe, both of them must be guilty of some 
criminal offense. Under what statute of his own State or of 


per, accord! to this 
are. Ring 3 the 


Wisconsin does the Senator think the editor of this paper could 
be convicted of receiving a bribe? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not know; I am not familiar with the 
statutes of Wisconsin, and not specially familiar with the stat- 
utes of Kansas on this subject; but it is not necessary to have 
a statute to know that this transaction was a corrupt and im- 
proper use of money in a political campaign. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think the Senator is confusing a 
matter of good taste with a matter of bribery or corruption. 
What I wanted the Senator to tell me was whether or not he 
thought, under any statute in any State of the Union, this editor 
could be convicted of receiving a bribe. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I am not a lawyer, and I am not going to 
bandy words with the Senator about the matter. If it suits 
the Senator better to say it was corrupt, then I will use the 
word “corrupt,” and say it was the corrupt use of money in an 
election. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? - 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Kansas will yield to 
me, I should like to ask the Senator from Utah a question, 

Mr. BRISTOW. I yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Are there not generally in the States stat- 
utes providing penalties for accepting money or anything of 
value for a vote or for the use of influence in the election of a 
candidate? 0 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not know how the statutes are 
worded. Of course, there are statutes that make it a criminal 
offense for any man to receive a bribe for the purpose of influ- 
encing his vote. That is true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Influeneing his vote, or for using his in- 
fluence with others. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But I do not know of any statute 
which makes it a criminal offense for one man to receive from 
another money to go out and make speeches for him, if he 
chooses to do so, and certainly that is quite as culpable as 
receiving money to print advertisements in a newspaper. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I agree with the Senator that there is 
nothing in any statute I eyer saw which would prevent a man 
who was for a given cause or for a given candidate from going 
out and making speeches for him and being paid for his time 
and his services and his expenses, but take the case of a man 
who uses the influence of his newspaper for the purpose of 
electing some one to office. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the Senator think that a statute 
which penalizes anybody for accepting money or anything of 
value for his vote or his influence in an election would cover 
that kind of a case? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It does not occur to me that it would, 
any more than—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The case of the Senator, I suppose, is a 
different thing. I can easily imagine, of course, that the Sena- 
tor himself, in the next campaign, after the national conven- 
tion of his party, might go upon the stump for the Republican 
national nominee and permit the Republican national committee 
to pay his expenses. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator can not imagine that of 
the Senator whom he is addressing, because he neyer did that 
and neyer expects to do so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Nobody, I take it, would consider that the 
mere payment of the expenses of a man who needed his ex- 
penses to be paid would be corruption ; but suppose that, in addi- 
tion to his expenses, he was paid for making speeches, does the 
Senator think that that would be the right sort of thing? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I had not quite finished my answer to 
the Senator. I can not myself see any distinction between the 
case of a man who is employed to go out and use his tongue for 
the benefit of another and is paid for his time, and the case of 
the editor or owner of a newspaper who is paid for space in his 
paper. This editor apparently fixed his own price, $150, for 
the use of the space in his paper. À 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator and I would be agreed about 
that if it were merely a question of the use of space, but this 
matter seems to have been used in the editorial columns. If 
it were space bought, that fact was concealed by printing the 
matter in the editorial columns. It seems to me that the dis- 
tinction made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] is a 
true one—that it is the difference between the sale of a com- 
modity and the sale of a man. A newspaper deals in adver- 
tising space and it might allow anybody to put any advertise- 
ment in that it chooses to receive and accept pay for; but if 
the advertisement is in the shape of an editorial, is it not a 
purchase rather of the editor than of the space? 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. No more than the payment to an in- 
dividual who goes out and makes speeches is a purchase of the 
individual. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I will later on refer to men who were hired to make speeches 
that otherwise would not have been made, and that is just as 
improper a use of money as to buy editorial space. Of course, 
it is. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then the Senator from Kansas and the 
Senator from Mississippi apparently disagree? 

Mr. BRISTOW. We do not disagree at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I said that where a man was paid for mak- 
ing speeches it was improper, but I could conceive that a man 
could make speeches and have his expenses paid in a good 
cause. . 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I concede it is improper; I concede it 
is bad taste; but the question that I am asking all the time is, 
Is it corruption? Is it bribery? Is it something for doing 
which a man could be convicted of violating a criminal statute? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator’s question, then, is, Is it in- 
dictable? That, I think, is a different question, and, upon sec- 
ond thought—I seemed a moment ago to differ with the Senator 
about that—I doubt if it is indictable. I was thinking about 
the case of receiving money to influence another man by using 
the money with the other man, and that is a different proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I was going to suggest there might be 
another and an additional distinction. I do not know that it 
would change the ethics, but it seems to me it would to some 
extent change the character of the case. Suppose what this 
editor wrote in the form of an editorial and for which he re- 
ceiyed pay was neyertheless an honest opinion and was true in 
fact, would that not be a different situation than if he had 
received money for stating something that was absolutely false? 
Is not a distinction to be made there? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Whether a statement about a candidate is 
true or not may be a matter of opinion, but, eliminating these 
fine distinctions, the naked fact is that this man Dee sold the 
influence of the Herald to Mr. STEPHENSON for $150, and he 
says he did. I say that that is an improper use of money in 
elections. If a public speaker for a consideration agrees to go 
out and support a man in whom he is not interested except on 
account of the money paid him, I say that that is a corrupt 
and improper use of money in an election, not only on the broad 
principle of public morals, but I think it is contrary to the laws 
of the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had not expected to hear that statement 
from the Senator from Kansas, because it is very astounding 
in the light of the history of the past and of the promise of the 
future that a man can not within moral rules be employed to go 
out and make political speeches. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I never made any such statement, or a 
statement upon which such a construction could be placed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. When the Senator sees his remarks in print 
he will probably find that that is just what he said. The Sen- 
ator, then, does not contend that it is unlawful or improper 
for a man to hire his time for the purpose of supporting a can- 
didate by going over the country and making speeches? 

Mr. BRISTOW. As we go along, I will demonstrate my 
ideas of that in dealing with other cases, which will answer the 
Senator's questions fully and completely. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator will pardon me if I seem to 
be a little persistent, but I have heard some most surprising 
statements here in the last few minutes. I should like to know 
if there is anyone who contends that it is a violation of the law 
or of propriety for a man to hire himself out to a political party 
or to a candidate to go through the country advocating the can- 
didacy of a certain man? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will answer that in this way: In my judg- 
ment, any man who will hire himself out and, because of the 
money received, will go into a primary campaign—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am speaking of campaigns. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And speak in behalf of a candidate. I say 
that the money expended in that way is an improper use of 
money in politics, and that in cases referred to in this discus- 
sion there were a number of them in Wisconsin which, in my 
opinion, were in violation of the laws of Wisconsin and in vio- 
lation of public morals. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. Then, would it not follow that we should 
probe the sincerity of men who make political speeches in be- 
half of candidates in order to see whether or not the office- 
holder's title to the office is uncorrupted? 

Mr. BRISTOW. If it is conceded that the expenditure of 
$107,000 in hiring men to support an individual for the United 
States Senate is a proper use of money in elections, then I say 
that you can concede anything so far as corruption goes in 
politics. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Let us take the expenditure of $10. Suppose 
a man says, “I will go and make a speech at a certain place 
in your behalf to-night if you will pay me $10,” and he goes 
there and makes the speech and gets the $10. Would that affect 
the title of the man to the office in case he should be elected? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think it ought to if it was a widespread 
practice. z 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator thinks it ought to? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do; yes, sir. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Is it possible that the statements are un- 
true that men go out in campaigns and support candidates with 
whom they are not in absolute sympathy and ask the people to 
yote for them? 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator is begging the question there. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think not; I am putting one. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The support of a political party before the 
people by a member of that party of course is taken for granted, 
unless there is some reason why he thinks he can not support 
its candidate, when he will bolt and support the candidate of 
the other party. I do not believe, personally, that it is proper 
to hire men, even by political committees, to go out in political 
campaigns. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. BRISTOW. But I think the question involved is very 
different in the case of a man supporting his own party candi- 
dates to whom he is pledged, because they represent his party 
principles, as compared to the case of the man who goes out for 
money and supports an individual with whom he is not in sym- 
pathy as the candidate of his party. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then, if it should transpire that a man 
should be paid within the next few weeks or months to speak 
in the interest of either of the candidates of either of the 
parties, he would be guilty of an act of corruption, would he? 
aes BRISTOW. Does the Senator mean after the conven- 

ons i 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; before. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think so. I think it is entirely improper to 
hire a man to go over the country to speak for candidates. I 
think it certainly is an improper use of money. Does not the 
Senator know that if you concede that such a use of money is 
proper, then you concede a possibility of unlimited corrup- 
tion; and the man who has the “biggest barrel” is the man 
who will have an army supporting him? What are corrupt- 
practices acts for if not to prevent just such things as that? 
Why did we pass a statute at the last session of Congress 
limiting to $10,000 the expenditure a candidate for United 
States Senator may lawfully make in his campaign? 

Mr. HETBURN. Because we were not in our right senses 
when we passed that statute. That is the best reason for it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The Senator may have that conception of 
political morals, but it is entirely different from mine. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon me—and I am 
entitled to say this—I do not believe in the expenditure of 
money in political campaigns at all. I do not believe in a 
campaign fund such as we are accustomed to talk about being 
placed in the hands of a committee for the purpose of indis- 
criminate expenditure throughout the country. I have just as 
strict views upon that subject as has the Senator, but my 
views do not make a law; my views do not constitute a rule 
that shall expel from this body a man who has been elected 
under the general conception of political management. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. REED. It seems to me, if the Senator from Kansas will 
pardon me, we now have a pretty clear line of issue. Upon the 
one hand, it is maintained that no man’s seat can be questioned 
in this body unless he has committed a crime under the statutes 
in order to get here, and, on the other hand, it is contended that 
if a man uses money so that the money is the determining factor, 
instead of the choice and purpose of the individual, that that is 
a matter that can be inquired into. I think the issue is pretty 
plainly drawn now that it is claimed on one side that, no matter 
how immoral an act may be, so long as it is not covered by a 
statute, we are without jurisdiction to inquire into it; and, on 
the other hand, it is contended there are acts of such moral 
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turpitude and so detrimental to the public morals that if they 
are proven they may be considered. 

Mr. HEYBURN and Mr. WORKS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. BRISTOW.. I yield to the Senator from Idaho for a 
moment. i 

Mr. HEYBURN. Just for a moment to make a suggestion. 
Then, if a controversy were to arise over a game of golf between 
a candidate and another person, each charging the other with 
being dishonorable in his methods in regard to playing golf, 
would the Senator think that a controversy of a kind that might 
be inquired into by the Senate? 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. But if we were in a golf tournament 
and a man charged with being guilty of irregular practices on 
being called before a board of gentlemen to have his acts in- 
quired into should insist that, although he had violated and 
broken the rules of the game and all the rules of decency, he 
could not be expelled because he had not broken a statute, I 
would say, not knowing much about golf, that the board would 
inquire into his acts. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Would the Senate? 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. a 

Mr. WORKS. I agree with the Senator from Idaho that no 
money should be expended in a political campaign by candi- 
dates, and I haye felt for a long time that one of the greatest 
evils in our politics, and one of the most consummate frauds, 
is the payment of money to newspapers for favorable mention 
or commendation. I can hardly conceive of a candidate for 
United States Senator advertising himself in a newspaper, 
and whenever he pays money for editorial comment it is a 
deception and a fraud upon the voter, for he is buying favorable 
commendation that does not come from the newspaper man be- 
cause he believes it to be true. The Senator from Kansas says 
he is not a lawyer. I should like to know what view he takes 
of it as a newspaper man. 

Mr. BRISTOW. 1 have expressed my views. No honorable 
newspaper man will sell his editorial opinions. Such action is 
just_as dishonorable in the newspaper profession as for a Sena- 
tor to sell his vote on the floor of the United States Senate. 

Mr. WORKS. But is it not something more than that? Is it 
not a fraud in itself upon the voters who are called upon to 
exercise their franchise? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly; and a fraud upon the readers of 
the paper. There can be nothing more dishonorable in the 
newspaper profession, in my judgment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That assumes, Mr. President, that the voter 
has no intelligent opinion and that he must get one from some- 
where, either from the newspaper or from some indefinite 
source. The newspapers sometimes arrogate to themselves that 
degree of importance that all men form their opinions from the 
newspaper or from what it says. I think there is latitude 
there for some further consideration. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. This argument seems to be proceeding upon 
the theory that the editorials in a newspaper would haye some 
influence, as I understand. 

Mr. BRISTOW. No; not at all. I do not know whether they 
had influence or not. It does not make any difference what 
influence they had. It was the sale of something which Sen- 
ator STEPHENSON’s managers evidently thought had influence or 
they would not have paid for them. They paid $150 for them, 
and they evidently thought they were worth that much. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Suppose they bought him to keep him quiet, 
would that be an offense? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. I have no doubt that that is more often done 
than the other. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Ring says that he also offered the editors of 
the Greenwood Gleaner and the Loyal Tribune $25 each if they 
would support SrepHEeNson, but that they turned it down. In 
his testimony before the State investigating committee Ring 
stated that $25 was the amount of his offer to the Greenwood 
Gleaner and $15 the amount of his offer to the Loyal Tribune. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Evidently he did not think that the edi- 
torial opinions of those papers were very valuable, for he offered 
them smaller amounts and apparently they did not come to an 
agreement. 


Now, I proceed to another phase of the case that is very in- 
teresting, and that is a discussion of the testimony of these 
hired scouts. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Refore the Senator proceeds 

1 VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. ; 

Mr. HEYBURN. To finish out the other subject, does the 
Senator think that it is the same offense in grade to hire a paper 
to be silent that it is to hire it to make a noise? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would not eare to draw such fine distine- 
tions. I think either would be a very improper use of money. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Either would be equally improper? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I would not say equally, but both would be 
improper, 

C. ©. Wayland was a business partner or associate of Ed- 
monds. He received from the Stephenson campaign fund 
$1,199.34, of which he expended $887.65, retaining $311.69 for 
his services. Wayland, in his testimony, goes into more system- 
atic details as to his expenditures than do a majority of the 
Stephenson workers or organizers. Practically all of this money 


was expended in Outagamie County. When asked what he did 


with the money that he expended, Wayland, who was quite a 
voluble chap, evidently, from his testimony, said (p. 729): 


I selected the best men I could get who were for Senator STEPHEN- 
son. I selected men who were not political hacks—I mean, who had 
been famous for being on hand at every were coy I sel 
sober, industrious men who held positions pay 
I selected them with a view to their 
their religious associations. 


clean, 


could find. I 


Stalwarts. * * * —.— 


Sometimes I would drive all day, and I would not 
strike the man; so I would haye those in the-city who were acquainted 
out in the country make the trips for themselves and make a report. 
I then went over and quizzed the manager for Mr. Cook, and hobnobbed 
with him to find out the method of his campaign; to see wherein he 
was getting the better of it and where I was lacking, I furnished the 
cigars for my men, the object being that when you can get a man to 
ros 8 smoke a cigar long enough you can hold him still and talk 
o him. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did you talk to him about? 

Mr. WAYLAND. Senator STEPHENSON. I talked about why he should 
be elected, y the laboring men should vote for him. I looked up the 
number of saloons, and I found that there were 68 in the city and 
about 10 in the outskirts. Most of those on the outskirts had 82 
stores attached. I found that from the hours of 6 o'clock to 10 Oel 
there would be about 5 to 30 men in each place. * * I got a 
man to go with me. He was a candidate for sheriff. I told him that 
I did not drink or smoke, but I wanted to see these people, and I 
wanted to present tor SrepHmnson’s case to them. I did not 
know any other way to reach them. He said that he could drink all 
I could pay for; t he could bankrupt the brewery. That is the 
wy. he stated it—and for me to take a cigar. 

he CHAIRMAN. Did he smoke, also? 

Mr. WAYLAND. He smoked, also. 

The CHAIRMAN. So you hired a drinker and a smoker combined? 

B WayLtaxD. I did not hire him. He went with me of his own 
aceord. 

The CHAIRMAN. You did the entertaining and he furnished—well, he 


shared? 
Mr. WAYLAND. Yes; he shared. I invited these pools to e ofa 
treat. That is the custom. The fact is, the first thing, the bartender 


wanted to treat us. I took a That is the custom there. I 
talked to them about why the wor and the farmer should vote 
for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say when these crowds would meet in these 
saloons 3 would invite them to drink? 

Mr. WAYLAND. 


Les 

The CHAIRMAN. And pay for it? 

Mr. WAYLAND. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did * pay for it out of the money furnished you 
for l Lag seg 
Mr. WAYLAND. Yes; and I reported afterwards to Mr. Edmonds what 
I was doing, and he requested me to discontinue that kind of a cam- 
paign immediately. 

This, Wayland says, was about the 20th of August, when he 
received instructions to discontinue that type of campaigning. 
There was one item of $315 in Wayland’s expense account which, 
he says, was expended for workers before the primary and dur- 
ing the day of the same, and expenses incurred by several while 
advertising, polling lists, stenographers, and so forth. In regard 
to this item, he was asked (p. 731): 

The CHAIRMAN, How much did you pay men for working on the day 
of election? s 

Mr. WAYLAND. I hired no one for the day of election, except the 
drivers. They were to get $3, I think it was; but the men I got were 
obtained early in the campai and put in their evenings, and then 
they were to work also on the of the eleetion. I gave them sums 
ranging from $5 to $15. 


ar. 


Of course, it is easily seen by this man’s testimony that he 
went around and picked up men who were susceptible of influ- 
ence by giving them a few dollars, and he gave them five or 
ten or fifteen dollars, and they agreed to hang around the sa- 
loons and talk for STEPHENSON in consideration of this money. 
That is a corrupt use of money in elections, and the Senate is 
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to determine whether it indorses that style of campaigning. For 
one I do not. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator perhaps has overlooked 
the most iniquitous expenditure made by this man Wayland. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I am not through with him. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It appears in his account somewhere 
that he paid seven pretty girls a dollar apiece to pin STEPHEN- 
son buttons on voters. I hope the Senator does not approve of 
an expenditure of that kind. 

Mr. BRISTOW. He paid $1.10 each. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That makes it all the worse. 

Mr. KERN. In that connection I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from Kansas tó the item “ Headaches, $17.15.” 

Mr. BRISTOW. Just wait. I had not overlooked that. 
Wait until I get to it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘There is a curious thing in this testimony. 
The witness says that the man told him he could drink all he 
paid for, until he bankrupted the brewery. The brewery was 
to be bankrupted by buying all that it had to sell. 

Mr. BRISTOW. To resume: 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay to the stenographers? 

Mr. WAYLAND. I do not know just the exact amount. One man I 


know I paid $15 for copying the Appleton polling list. I also sent that 
down to the headquarters in Milwaukee, 


Thirty dollars was paid to a Mr. Schrader and a Mr. Bird- 
strom. In referring to this payment, Wayland said (p. 732): 


* + met them and talked ever the campaign with them, got 
their ideas of canyassing—they had had experience—and arranged with 
them that they were to canvass the township. They were to devote 
time to it as they saw fit, and on primary day they were to take, with 
their sons, rigs and start from different parts of the township and bring 
to the po people who were found to be favorable to Senator STEPHEN- 
SON. gave them $15 apiece for their work, and I bought a box of 
cigars for $4, to be used canvassing when they were talking among 
the farmers, the idea being that when you stop a farmer's team, if he 
nab gM ree he would wait patiently until you got through talking 
W. m. 


Mr. HET BURN. The cigars acted as a hitching post. 
Mr. BRISTOW. Apparently. 
On page 734 of the hearings appears the following: 


The CHAIRMAN. The next item is— 

Livery rigs, busses, etc., autos for day of primary, and trips before pri- 
mary day, eluding rigs for the month of August, $164. 

Was that expended by you? 

Mr. WAYLAND. Most of it was pei for by me. Different men who 
were employed by me made the trips. I paid the bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next item is 

cuan, $38.25, $14, $14, $7, 70 cents, 25 cents, 25 cents, $20, 15 
cents. 

Mr. WAYLAND. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that item intended to be separate from the one 
following it? 

Mr. WAYLAND. It is a part of the one following. I separated that 
because this last money was spent in these saloons that I have men- 
onea; in these grocery saloons. I was willing to account for what I 

The 
$17.15. 

Mr. WAYLAND. Yes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Was that expended the same day that the money 
was expended for cigars and treats? 

Mr. WAYLAND. No; they are different days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The headache came song the next day, did it? 

Mr. WAYLAND. In the morning after, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. I notice it is a subsequent item. Those all amount 
to $95.95. You paid for those out of the money given you from the 
STEPHENSON campaign fund? 

Mr, WAYLAND. Les, sir, 


|, CHAIRMAN, Then there is the item, “Headaches (treats), 


* . s * 
The CHAIRMAN. The total amount received by oor: you state, at yari- 
ous times during the entire campaign was $1,199.34? 

Mr. WAYLAND. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did you do with the difference between the 
amount paid out, $887.65 and $1,199.54? 

Mr. WayLAND. That was retained by me for services. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then, you.did charge for your services? 

Mr. WAYLAND. Yes. Mr. Edmonds was mistaken in his testimony 
about my being paid in the primary. He was correct as to my not being 
paid anything before the legislature, but in the primary I was to receive 
pay for my services. 

Wayland seemed to be a very useful “worker.” When the 
legislature met Edmonds took Wayland with him down to Madi- 
son and kept him there until the fight was_over. 

Now, in my opinion, to give a man such as Wayland practi- 
cally $1,200 and start him out to use it in the way in which it 
was used is a corrupt and improper use of money to influence 
men in an election. I can not look at it in any other way. 

Now, we will. take up another very interesting character in 
this testimony, Mr. Solon L, Perrin. 

One of Edmonds’s principal lieutenants was Solon L. Perrin, 
who lived in northern Wisconsin, and seemed to be in charge of 
the campaign in Dotglas, Bayfield, Sawyer, and Washburn 
Counties. He received $5,000 of STEPHENSON money, and ac- 
counts in a way for $4,508.25 of it, retaining for his own sery- 


ices for the two months a little less than $500. Perrin was a 
lawyer, living at Superior. He was given this amount of money 
by the STEPHENSON managers, and never asked for any ac- 
counting of the way he spent it. When the investigation was 
made e Bar legislative committee, he submitted a statement to 


that co ttee, not as to what he paid the money out for, but 
as to when he paid it. In my opinion, there could not be 
practiced in any community a more demoralizing political cor- 
ruption than that indulged in by Perrin. His testimony dem- 
onstrates him to be one of those political corruptionists who 
pollute the civic virtue of communities by disbursing large 
amounts of money during campaign periods. I will read the 
account which he rendered the legislative committee of the ex- 
penditure. He seems to have deposited this money in the bank, 
and this is the way he drew it out: 


To whom. Indorsed. Date. Amount. 

F c T TAT July 17 8100 
W. W. Savage W. W. Savage July 25 

J6ꝗĩu c aCe Eten July 30 

C. R. Fridley .......... Gr A Aug. 

% ꝗ . — 8 Aug. 
G Columbia Clothing Co., H. Aug. 

R. Grochau, agent. 
Cash Aug 


W. W. Savage 
James Glyn nn 
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1 Telegraph, telephone, and stamp bills, in all, about, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not quite sure that it did corrupt the 
community, except, perhaps, one member of it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will discuss that later. 

I want to call attention to Perrin’s testimony, which, I think, 
is very illuminating. Perrin was interrogated by the chairman 
of the Senate subcommittee in regard to a number of items con- 
tained in this statement. On page 656 of the testimony appears 
the following: 


The CHAIRMAN. Check 276, on August 1; At that time you had re- 
received onl $2,000, There is an item of $300 to C. R. Fridley, in- 
dorsed by him 

Mr. Perrin. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what was that money 

Mr. Perrin, That was paid to Mr. Fridley 


id? 
E aid in electioneering in 
Superior and in Douglas County. 
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What was he to do? 


The CHAIRMAN. You say “to aid.” 
Mr. PERRIN. He was to put out information and arrange to hire work- 
ers and in every way to further the interests of Senator STEPHENSON in 


that campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. “In every way” is a pretty general term. 
include legal and illegal ways. 
that out. 

Mr. PERRIN, Every legal way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; but what were those ways? 

Mr. Prrrr. In order to make an effective campaign in Superior and 
in Douglas County, it was necessary to have a good many workers. 
He had been in politics for a good many years. He knew a great man 
men. He knew to whom to go to get the necessary assistance to wor 
up the sentiment necessary to get out the vote for the Senator. 

The CHAIRMAN. How did he work up that sentiment? 

Mr. Perrin. Well, Senator, I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is an answer, if you do not know. It is im- 
portant, however, to inquire as to the acts that constituted “ workin; 
up a sentiment,” because it might be done in a legal or in an illega 


way. 

Do ou know how he expended the money? Did he render a state- 
ment to you? 

Mr. Perrin. No; he did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then do you know how he expended this money, all 
or part of it, in specific terms? 

Mr. Perrin. Not in specific terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is C. R. Fridley? 

Mr. Perrin. He is an attorney at Superior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old resident? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old man or a young man? 

Mr. Perrin. He is a man of 42 or 43 year's of age. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he support Senator STEPHENSON for nomination 
at the primaries and before the primaries? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Was he in public life in any capacity? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, 

The CHAIRMAN. He was what you call a political worker, was he? 

Mr. PERRIN. No. He was a practicing lawyer. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was actively engaged in the practice of law? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You never asked him for any accounting as to the 
expense he had incurred? 

Mr. PERRIN. I did not. 


I think that this fellow Fridley—and we will meet up with 
him again before the campaign is over—is one of those political 
“ workers,” as they are styled in this testimony, but in common 
parlance a local politician, who supports the man who pays 
him money. He does not account for this money in any way. 
He was not asked to account for it. There is no criticism of 
this man by the Stephenson campaign managers because he did 
not account for it. They did not expect him to account for it. 
In my opinion, he received that money for his influence in that 
community. 


The Cramman. Pass that item, for the present, and take another 

one, on the same day, of $125 cash. For what was that cash expended 
y you? 

Mr. PERRIN. I haye no recollection. 

2 05 8 Have you any recollection as to where it was ex- 
pende 

Mr. Perrin. No, sir. I can not tell whether that was expended in 
Donglas County or one of the other counties. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does that represent money paid out by you? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir, 

The CHarrMAaNn. No part of it was compensation to you? 

Mr, PERRIN. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have 
you paid it? 

Mr, PERRIN. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you name any one person to whom you paid it? 

Mr. PERRIN. No. 

* s s kd bd 

The CHAIRMAN. On August 5, $200 cash. 
TERONG and by whom? 

r. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. August 6, $25 cash. What do you say as to that? 

Mr. Perrin. I have no recollection. 

15 Tas CHAIRMAN. August 6, $200. What haye you to say as to that 
em 

Mr. Perein. I do not remember it. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you say you do not remember, you mean 

Mr. Perrin. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. That you have no information to give in regard to 
it, based upon your recollection? 

Mr. PERRIN. None whatever. 

The CHamMan. On August 7, $100 cash. Have you any recollection 
as to the purpose for which that was expended? 

Mr. Perrin. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, And on August 7, again, $75; and on August 7, 

ain, $50; that is $225 on August 7. Have you any knowledge as to 
what that was used for? 

Mr. Perrry. Those items are all!“ cash"? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; they are all cash. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 8th we have cash items of $50, $50, $50, $50, 
and $50—$250; do you know the purpose for which that money or any 
part of it was expended? 

Mr. PERRIN. Those are cash? 

The CHATRMAN. Yes; cash items. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. One of those is indorsed by W. W. Savage. 

Mr. PERRIN. That is the same W. W. Savage who was referred to a 
few moments ago. 

The CHAIRMAN, And the other is James Glynn. 

Mr. Perrin. He did not get the money on that. 
his piace of business. 

The CuHamMAN. What does he do? 

Mr. PERRIN. He is a saloon keeper. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does Savage do? 

Mr. Perris. He is my clerk. He is a clerk in my office. 
The CHAIRMAN, And James Glynn is a saloon keeper? 
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It might 
Being a lawyer, you can readily sift 


you any recollection of the persons to whom 


$ * 
For what was that cash 


That was cashed in 


Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Was that money expended in the saloon? 

Mr. PERRIN. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The check was cashed there? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes; we get checks cashed after hours wherever we can 
3 On August 14, $250 cash. Wh t ? 

e CHAIRMAN, On Augus „ $250 cash. o got that mone 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection, Mr. Chairman. if 

The CHAIRMAN. Haye you any recollection of the purpose for which it 
was paid out? 

Mr. Perrin. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is all drawn against the $5,000—the thousand 
dollars and the other items that were paid you by Mr. Edmonds? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have now 
ceived the second thousand dollars 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have no recollection, you say, as to the $250 
item on August 14? 

Mr. Perrin. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, On that day you pu out six items of expenditure, 
being $250, $25, 85. $50, $50, and 850. Those items are all cash except 
one of $5 to R. J. Shields. Who is R. J. Shields? 

Mr. Perrin. He is an insurance agent at Superior. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long has he resided there? 

Mr. Perrin. More than 20 years. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did you pay 

Mr. PERRIN. I have forgotten. remember his coming in there and 
asking me for $5, I have forgotten what that was for. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say he is an insurance agent. Does he engage 
in any other business than that of an insurance agent? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. He is engaged in real estate to a certain extent, 
and I think they have some collections in their office. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he a detective? 

Mr. Perrin. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he ever engage in the detective business? 

Mr. Perrin. Not to my knowledge; except, perhaps, that he may have 
been a deputy sheriff at one time, early in the history of the city. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he the same Shields who testified in the Lorimer 
case before the legislative examining committee two years ago? 

Mr. Perrin. He is the same Shields who has been referred to in the 
Lorimer case. 

2 


1 August 4, on which you re- 


him the money for? 


s * * * +% * 

The CHalnuAx. Were you cooperating with Mr. Shields in forward- 
ine he Stephenson campaign? 

r. Prreix. He was supporting Senator STEPHENSON, and he had 
some of this money to be used for electioneering pees. 

The CHAMAN. Was this $5 given him for that purpose? 

Mr. Perrin. Les. It is a part of the Stephenson propaganda. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you account for any of the money, other than 
the $5 given to Mr. Shields, that you pad out on August 14? The 
items are marked cash items, and I will enumerate them a little more 
particularly. The $250 item on the 14th of August is cash. 
account for any part of that? 

Mr. PERRIN. I have no recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Have you any memorandum from which you might 
refresh your memory? 

Mr. Perrin. I have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any source to which you could appeal to 
refresh your memory in regard to that item? 

Mr. Perrin. None whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the next item of $25 cash, can you account 
for that or any part of it? 

Mr. Perrin. No. 

$ 0 * 


$ 0 

The CHAIRMAN. * * * The next item on that day is $50 cash, 
and it was indorsed by C. R. Fridley. What have you to say about 
that? Can you account for any part of that money? 

Mr. Perrin. That was turned over to him to be used for electioneer- 
ing. pur ses, and I never asked him for any statement of account. 

e CHAIRMAN. What is Mr. Fridley’s business, you say? 
Mr. Perrin. He is an attorney. 
$ a * * * * * 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 21st you paid out $200 cash. Can you ac- 
count for any part of that? 

Mr, Perrin. 1 have no recollection of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the same day you paid out $100 cash. Can you 
account for any part of that? 

Mr. Perrin. I have no distinct recollection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Again, on the same day, $40 cash. Can you account 
for that or any part of that? 

Mr. Perrin. I do not recollect that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it money expended in the city of Superior? 

Mr. Perrin. The money was expended in four counties—Douglas, 
Bayfield, Sawyer, and Washburn. 

> kd 


* . 
(P. 662.) 

The CHAIRMAN. On the same day, $100 to J. W. Wilson. 

Mr, PERRIN. Yes; I recollect that. 

The Cmaraan. What was that for? 

Mr. PERRIN. That was paid to Wilson to electioneer for Senator 
STEPHENSON in Washburn County, 

* s = * 

The CHAIRMAN. What was his business? 

Mr. PERRIN. A locomotive engineer. 

The CHAIRMAN. We come now to an item on August 24, $250 to T. 8. 
Whitten. What was his business? 

Mr. Perry. Mr. Whitten is manager of the North Wisconsin Lumber 
& Manufacturing Co., at Hayward, in Sawyer County. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do with the money? 

Mr. Perrin. I am not sure that I ever asked him what he did with it. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator from Kansas has been on 
his feet for a long time; his address will occupy a considerable 
period yet he tells me, and I suggest that we now adjourn. 

Mr. PENROSE. As the Senate will probably adjourn over 
for the balance of the week, I suggest that we have an executive 
session at this time. There are a number of nominations to be 
acted upon. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not understand that we will adjourn 
over for the rest of the week. t 


Can you 


* * 


— * E 


s s kd 


2670 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATH. 


Maro 1, 


Mr. CULLOM. Let us go on with this case. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 

Mr. CULLOM. I was about to make that motion, with the 
consent of the Senator from Kansas, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive business the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 
and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, March 2; 1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 1, 1912. 
CONSULS. 

Julean H. Arnold, of California, now consul at Amoy, to be 
‘consul of the United States of America at Chefoo, China, vice 
John Fowler, nominated to be consul at Foochow. 

John K. Baxter, of Tennessee, to be consul of the United 
States of America at St..Pierre, St. Pierre Island, vice Douglas 
Jenkins, nominated to be consul at Gottenborg. 

Harold D. Clum, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Ceiba, Honduras, vice George F. Davis, 
deceased. 

Henry C. A. Damm, of Tennessee, now consul at Cornwall, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Stettin, Germany, 
13 Willlam C. Teichmann, nominated to be consul at Mann- 

eim. 

Leslie A. Davis, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Batum, Russia, vice Alexander Hein- 
gartner, appointed consul at Liege. 

John Fowler, of Massachusetts, now consul at Chefoo, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Foochow, China, vice 
Samuel L. Gracey, deceased. _ 

Stuart J. Fuller, of Wisconsin, now consul at Gottenborg, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Iquitos, Peru, to 
fill a vacancy. 

Percival Gassett, of the District of Columbia, now consul at 
Jerez de la Frontera, to be consul of the United States of 
America at Iquique, Chile, vice Rea Hanna, appointed consul 
at Georgetown. 

Wilbur T. Gracey, of Massachusetts, now consul at Nanking, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Progreso, 
Mexico, vice Marion Letcher, nominated to be consul at 
Chihuahua. 

Claude E. Guyant, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Salina Cruz, Mexico, vice Lewis W. 
Haskell, nominated to be consul at Hull. 

Wesley Frost, of Kentucky, to be consul of the United States 
of America at Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island, Canada, 
vice Frank Deedmeyer, appointed consul at Leghorn. * 

Douglas Jenkins, of South Carolina, now consul at St. Pierre, 
to be consul of the United States of America at Gottenborg, 
Sweden, vice Stuart J. Fuller, nominated to be consul at Iquitos. 

Arthur A. McLean, of New York, to be consul of the United 
shore America at Tapachula, Mexico, vice Albert W. Brick- 
wood, jr. 

Alfred S. Northrup, of Illinois, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Trebizond, Turkey, vice Milo A. Jewett, 
appointed consul at Kehl. 

Samuel H. Shank, of Indiana, now consul at Mannheim, to be 
consul of the United States of America at Sherbrooke, Quebec, 
Canada, vice Paul Lang, deceased. 

Giles R. Taggart, of New Jersey, to be consul of the United 
States of America at Cornwall, Ontario, Canada, vice Henry 
C. A. Damm, nominated to be consul at Stettin. 

William C. Teichmann, of Missouri, now consul at Stettin, to 
be consul of the United States of America at Mannheim, Ger- 
many, vice Samuel H. Shank, nominated to be consul at Sher - 


brooke. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

Charles D. Tenney, of Massachusetts, now Chinese secretary 
to the legation to China, to be consul of the United States of 
America at Nanking, China, vice Wilbur T. Gracey, nominated 
to be consul at Progreso. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Joseph E. Morrison, of Arizona, to be United States attorney, 
district of Arizona, under the provisions of section 31 of the 
act of Congress approved June 20, 1910. 

Alexander Akerman, of Georgia, to be United States attorney, 
southern district of Georgia, vice Marion Erwin, resigned. 


William N. Landers, of Porto Rico, to be United States attor- 
ney, district of Porto Rico, vice Byron S. Ambler, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 


CAVALRY ARM. 

Lieut. Col. Eben Swift, Eighth Cavalry, to be colonel from 
February 29, 1912. 

Maj. Frederick S. Foltz, Fifteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from February 29, 1912. 

Lieut. Col. George H. G. Gale, Tenth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from February 29, 1912, vice Col. Thaddeus W. Jones, Tenth 
Cavalry, retired from active service February 28, 1912. 

Lieut. Col. Charles W. Taylor, Cavalry, unassigned, to be 
colonel from February 29, 1912, vice Col. Matthias W. Day, un- 
assigned, retired from active service February 28, 1912. 

Maj. Percy E. Trippe, Fourteenth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from February 29, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. George H. G. 
Gale, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Maj. Joseph T. Dickman, Cavalry, unassigned, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from February 29, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. Eben 
Swift, Eighth Cavalry, advanced to the grade of colonel under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Maj. John H. Gardner, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant colonel 
from February 29, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas J. Lewis, Thir- 
teenth Cavalry, detailed as adjutant general on that date. 

Capt. Guy H. Preston, Eighth Cavalry, to be major from Feb- 
ruary 29, 1912, vice Maj. Percy E. Trippe, Fourteenth Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Capt. Edwin M. Suplee, Tenth Cavalry, to be major from 
February 29, 1912, vice Maj. Frederick S. Foltz, Fifteenth Cav- 
alry, advanced to the grade of lieutenant colonel under the 
provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. John P. Ryan, Sixth Cavalry, to be major from Feb- 
ruary 29, 1912, vice Maj. John H. Gardner, First Cavalry, 
promoted. 

Capt. Edward Anderson, Cavalry, unassigned, to be major 
from February 29, 1912, vice Maj. Alonzo Gray, unassigned, 
detailed as inspector general on that date. 

First Lieut. George W. Biegler, Eighth Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain from February 29, 1912, vice Capt. Guy H. Preston, Eighth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Francis W. Glover, Thirteenth Cavalry, to be 
captain from February 29, 1912, vice Capt. Edwin M. Suplee, 
Tenth Cayalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Lawrence S. Carson, Eighth Cavalry ,to be cap- 
tain from February 29, 1912, vice Capt. John P. Ryan, Sixth 
Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Alexander B. Coxe, Eighth Cavalry, to be captain 
from February 29, 1912, vice Capt. Roy B. Harper, Third Cav- 
alry, detailed as commissary on that date. 

Second Lieut. Arthur W. Holderness, Ninth Cavalry, to be 
first lieutenant from February 29, 1912, vice First Lieut. George 
W. Biegler, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 5 

Second Lieut. Louis A. O'Donnell, Tenth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant from February 29, 1912, vice First Lieut. Francis W. 
Glover, Thirteenth Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William W. West, jr., Thirteenth Cavalry, to 
be first lieutenant from February 29, 1912, yice First Lieut, 
Lawrence S. Carson, Eighth Cavalry, promoted. 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 

Lieut. Col. James G. Warren, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Maj. Henry Jervey, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant colo- 
nel from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Maj. Charles H. McKinstry, Corps of Engineers, to be lieu- 
tenant colonel from February 27, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. James G. 
Warren, promoted. 

Capt. Amos A. Fries, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. James A. Woodruff, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. William Kelly, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Horton W. Stickle, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

Capt. Lewis H. Rand, Corps of Engineers, to be major from 
February 27, 1912, vice Maj. Henry Jervey, promoted. 

Capt. Edward M. Markham, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from February 27, 1912, vice Maj. Charles H. McKinstry, pro- 
moted. 

First Lieut. William D. A. Anderson, Corps of Engineers, to 
be captain from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Ralph T. Ward, Corps of Engineers, to be captafn 
from February 27, 1912, to fill an original yacancy, 

First Lieut. John J. Kingman, Corps of Engineers, to be cay» 
tain from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 
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First Lieut. Robert P. Howell, jr., Corps of Engineers, to be 
captain from February 27, 1912, to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Henry H. Roberts, Corps of Engineers, to be cap- 
tain from February 27, 1912, vice Capt. Amos A. Fries, pro- 
moted. 

Second Lieut. Stuart C. Godfrey, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from February 27, 1912, to fill an original va- 


ney. 

Second Lieut. Francis C. Harrington, Corps of Engineers, to 
be first lieutenant from February 27, 1912, to fill an original 
yacancy. 

Second Lieut. Cleveland C. Gee, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lientenant from February 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. Wil- 
Ham D. A. Anderson, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John M. Wright, Corps of Engineers, to be first 
lieutenant from February 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. Ralph T. 
Ward, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John R. D. Matheson, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from February 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. John 
J. Kingman, promoted. 

Second Lieut. William H. Sage, jr., Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from February 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. Robert 
P. Howell, jr., promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles J. Taylor, Corps of Engineers, to be 
first lieutenant from February 27, 1912, vice First Lieut. Henry 
H. Robert, promoted. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander Chester M. Knepper to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 1st day of July, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Charles M. Fahs to be a captain in the Navy from 
the 14th day of December, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Asst. Paymaster George P. Shamer to be a passed assistant 
paymaster in the Navy from the 8th day of December, 1911, to 
fill a vacancy. 

Prof. of Mathematics Henry M. Paul, with the rank of com- 
mander, to be a professor of mathematics in the Navy, with the 
rank of captain, from the 24th day of February, 1912, to fill a 
vacancy. 

Prof. of Mathematics Walter S. Harshman, with the rank of 
lieutenant commander, to be a professor of mathematics in the 
Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 24th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1912, to fill a vacancy. 

I nominate the following-named ensigns to be lieutenants 
(junior grade) in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 
1912, upon the completion of three years’ service as ensigns: 

Carl T. Osburn, 

William S. Farber, 

Archibald D. Turnbull, and 

William F. Cochrane, jr. 

Passed Asst. Surg. John F. Murphy to be a surgeon in the 
Navy from the 20th day of July, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 


UNITED STATES District JUDGE. 


Richard E. Sloan, of Arizona, to be United States district 
judge, district of Arizona, under the provisions of section 31 of 
the act of Congress approved June 20, 1910. 

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Glenn N. Ranck, of Vancouver, Wash., to be register of the 

land office at Vancouver. vice Hugh C. Phillips, term expired. 
PosTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

Francis D. Crable to be postmaster at Tombstone, Ariz., in 
place of Francis D. Crable. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 3, 1912. 

CALIFORNIA. 


Warren A. Woods to be postmaster at Suisun City, Cal., in 
place of Warren A. Woods. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 10, 1911. 

ILLINOIS. 


Fred Frazier to be postmaster at Viola, Ill., in place of John 
B. Bradford, resigned. 

Lizzie P. McKnight to be postmaster at Alexis, III., in place 
of Lizzie P. McKnight. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
10, 1912. 

Samuel S. Yolton to be postmaster at Villa Grove, Ill, in 
place of Samuel S. Yolton. Incumbent's commisison expires 
March 31, 1912. 

INDIANA. 


Thomas B. Woody to be postmaster at Bloomingdale, Ind. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1911. 

Albert F. Shaw to be postmaster at Osgood, Ind., in place of 
John ©. Row. Incumbent’s commission expired December 11, 
1911. 


IOWA. 

Frank B. Tibbitts to be postmaster at Hopkinton, Iowa, in 
place of Frank B. Tibbitts. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1911. 

KANSAS. 

James H. Cleaver to be postmaster at Glasco, Kans., in place 
of William A. Hillhouse, resigned. 

Sheridan Crumrine to be postmaster at Longton, Kans., in 
place of Sheridan Crumrine. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 2, 1912. 

Everett G. Gillidett to be postmaster at Plains, Kans., in place 
of Louis F. Parsons. Incumbent's commission expired December 
11, 1911. 

Charles H. Kurtz to be postmaster at Mulberry, Kans., in 
place of Charles H. Kurtz. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

Roberta H. McBlain to be postmaster at Fort Riley, Kans., 
in place of Roberta H. McBlain. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired February 19, 1912. 

George G. Nutter to be postmaster at Cuba, Kans. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

KENTUCKY. 

Everett Hitchcock to be postmaster at Van Lear, Ky. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Eugene C. Vance to be postmaster at Hawesville, Ky., in 
place of Dood Adair. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 6, 1910. : 

MARYLAND. 


Walter A. Aaronson to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Md., in 
place of Henry L. Arthur. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 21, 1912. 

MICHIGAN. 

Burton F. Browne to be postmaster at Harbor Beach, Mich., 
in place of Burton F. Browne. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1911. 

Martin W. Coon to be postmaster at Ashley, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Fabius A. Fisk to be postmaster at Colon, Mich., in place of . 
Tom A. Fisk. Incumbent’s commission expires March 11, 

Frank McIntyre to be postmaster at Cheboygan, Mich., in 
place of Daniel P. McMullen, resigned. 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Nevan C. Hathorn to be postmaster at Columbia, Miss., in 
place of Nevan C. Hathorn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. 

MISSOURI. 


Samuel B. Craver to be postmaster at Madison, Mo.,-in place 
55 Samuel B. Craver. Incumbent's commission expires March 
10, 1912. 

Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at La Grange, Mo., 
in place of Benjamin C. Klusmeier. Incumbents commission 
expires March 10, 1912. 

Andrew J. Ryker to be postmaster at East Prairie, Mo., in 
place of Andrew J. Ryker. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 10, 1912. 

Charles L. Zenge to be postmaster at Canton, Mo., in place of 
rae L. Zenge. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 

MONTANA. 


Louis V. Bogy to be postmaster at Chinook, Mont., in place 
of Louis V. Bogy. Incumbent’s commission expires March 10, 
1912. 

Bruce R. McNamer to be postmaster at Cut Bank, Mont., in 
place of Ingeborg Jacobson, resigned. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Jesse C. Parker to be postmaster at Hillsboro, N. H., in place 
of Jesse C. Parker. Incumbent's commission expired February 
19, 1912. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Philip H. Focer to be postmaster at Pitman, N. J., in place 
of Philip H. Focer. Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 
1912. 

Daniel M. Merchant to be postmaster at Morris Plains, N. J., 
in place of Daniel M. Merchant. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 10, 1912. 

Vancleve F. Mott to be postmaster at Rockaway, N. J., in 
place of Vancleve F. Mott. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 9, 1912. 

Lawrence W. Sickler to be postmaster at Glassboro, N. J., in 
place of Lawrence W, Sickler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1912. ` 
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MAINE, 
Melville J. Allen, Cherryfield. 
John Harkness, Rockport. ' 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Willis A. Taft, Oxford. 
MICHIGAN, 
Leander D. Chapple, Wayland. 
Lewis E, Churchill, Gobleville. 


Thomas E. Hunt to be postmaster at Penns Grove (late Penn- 
Brove), N. J., in place of Thomas E. Hunt, to change name of 
office. 

NEW TORK. 

William L. Fuller to be postmaster at Ellenville, N. Y., in 
place of William L. Fuller. Incumbent’s commission expires 
April 1, 1912. 

Dudley S. Mersereau to be postmaster at Union, N. Y. in 
place of Dudley S. Mersereau. Incumbent’s commission expired 


February 11, 1912. ; MINNESOTA. 
William H. Secord to be postmaster at Hartsdale, N. ae in William B. Strom, Hector. 
place of William J. Ackerman, resigned. z 1 3 eas 


NORTH DAKOTA. 
John Berger to be postmaster at Richardton, N. Dak., in 
place of Charles C. Hill, Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 19, 1912, 


Lorn D. Bates, Columbia Falls. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 
James Power, Portland. 


OHIO. OREGON. 
John F. White to be postmaster at Logan, Ohio, in place of | Jared W. Moore, Redmond. 
John F. White. Incumbent’s commission expires March 17, PENNSYLYANIA, 


1912. Frank Barrett, Coaldale. 

Joseph A. Fenner, Weissport. 
Jesse N. Perrine, Oil City. 
Malcolm H. Shick, Sheffield. 

J. Victor Wambaugh, Glen Rock. 


Hugh T. Williams, Union Dale. 


OREGON. ; 

Alfred F. Linegar to be postmaster at Coquille, Oreg., in place 
a a 1255 F. Linegar. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
Virgil B. Staples to be postmaster at Vale, Oreg., in place of 


san Boswell. Incumbent's commission expired February 4, VERMONT, 
PENNSYLVANIA. ES anata . 


Gilbert B. Brindle to be postmaster at Belleville, Pa., in 
place of Gilbert B. Brindle. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 10, 1912. 

Jesse N. Perrine to be postmaster at Oil City, Pa., in place 
of William H. Longwell. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 10, 1912. 


J. Henry Wilson, Rural Retreat. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, March 1, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heayen, we bless Thee for every movement 
which tends to solidify the human race into one great brother- 
hood, since whatever helps one people, helps all peoples, in the 
commercial, scientific, literary, art, political, or religious fields 
of endeavor, for Thou art a Spirit and they that worship Thee 
must worship Thee in spirit and in truth, and to be at one with 
Thee is the highest attainment for the individual, for the 
Nation, and for all the world. Righteousness exalteth a nation 
while sin is a reproach to any people.” Help us to live in Thee, 
through Thee, for Thee, that Thy kingdom may come and Thy 
will be done in earth as it is in heaven, through Jesus Christ 
our Lord. _Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. - 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Frank Smith to be postmaster at Sturgis, S. Dak., in place 
s ex Smith. Incumbent's commission expired December 11, 

UTAH. 
‘Lorenzo W. Anderson to be postmaster at Brigham, Utah, 
in place of Lorenzo W. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
_ pires March 12, 1912. 
WASHINGTON. 

John F, Spangle to be postmaster at Cheney, Wash., in place 
of John F. Spangle. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 13, 1912. 

WISCONSIN. 

George Watson to be postmaster at Fond du Lac, Wis., in 
place of Frank M. Givens. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 19, 1910. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 18960, 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the agricultural appropriation bill, with Mr. BORLAND 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 18960, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18960) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose a point of 
order was pending on paragraph 1. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] was that the appropria- 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 1, 1912. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
The following-named lieutenants (junior grade) to be lieu- 
tenants: 
Ray S. McDonald, and 
Frank J. Fletcher. 
Machinist Paul R. Fox to be a chief machinist, 
PoOSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA, 
Lucien C. Edwards, Fullerton. 
Theodore W. Leydecker, Alameda. 
COLORADO, 
Edward H. Albertson, Littleton. 
Joseph M. Cravens, Sugar City. 
Frank M. Goodykoontz, Cortez. 


IDAHO. 
y tion for the salary of the solicitor was without foundation in 

Watson N. Shilling, Rupert, law. The reference made to the statute by the gentleman from 
ILLINOIS, South Carolina [Mr. Lever], and an examination of the law, 


shows it does not establish the office of solicitor for the Agri- 
cultural Department; and I call his attention and the attention 
of the committee to the reading of that provision, if any of you 
care to examine it. Now, the law on the subject, it will be 


John W. Foutch, New Berlin. 
Frank Nickerl, Collinsville. 
John R. Snook, Altamont. 


INDIANA, 

¥ found by examination, does not go as far as it has been asserted. 

Edward L. Maudlin, New Carlisle. Section 161 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is as 
KANSAS, follows: 


The head of each department is authorized to prescribe regulations 
Robert T. Jellison, Belleville. not inconsistent with ay for the ernment of ais jr Soong the 


James H. Large, Belle Plaine, 


vi 
conduct of its officers and clerks, the distribution and performance of 
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the custody, u and preseryation of the recor 
a gee 8 appertainhig te it. 3 = 

But that does not give the Secretary the right to establish an 
office. That right can only be obtained by act of Congress. 
Again, in section 169, same volume, is the following: 

Each head of a department is authorized to employ in his department 
such number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, and 
such messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, laborers, 
and other employees, and at such rates of compensation, respectively, as 
may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year. 

The classification of the clerks is set out in section 167 and 
none of these come under the title of solicitor; consequently 
the office of solicitor is not created by them and does not come 
under the classification of other employees, because the con- 
struction of that statute has shown that the word “employees” 
is construed otherwise. Now, the act establishing the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture in the first section provides as follows: 

Sec. 520. There shall be at the seat of government a Department of 
Agriculture, the general design and duties of which shall be to acquire 
2 5 ev Saisi among the people of the United States useful informa- 

See. 521. The Department of Agriculture shall be under the charge 
of the Commissioner of Agriculture, who shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Now, section 523, which bears directly on this question, is as 
follows: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture shall appoint a chief clerk with a 
salary of $2,000 a year, who in all cases during the necessary absence 
of the commissioner, or when the office of the commissioner shall be- 
come vacant, shall perform the duties of commissioner, and he shall 
appoint such other employees as Con may from time to time pro- 
= e, with salaries corresponding with similar officers in other depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Now, Congress has never established the office of solicitor in 
the Agricultural Department, and the act to which the gentle- 
man yesterday referred as an authority for the position which 
he took does not sustain his position. I desire to call the 
attention of the committee to a reading of that provision. This 
is in the appropriation bill of 1910: 

Becretary, of agriculture, $5,000; pollciter, $4,000; and hereafter: the 
legal work of the Department of Agriculture shal be performed under 
the supervision and ection of the solicitor. 

Mr. LAMB. I would like to ask my friend if that does not 
fix the status of the solicitor and make it law? 

Mr. CULLOP. No; I will say to the gentleman from Virginia 
it does not. With that language incorporated in that appropria- 
tion bill the only effect of it was to extend throughout the 
year for which the appropriation was made, and no longer, and 
the use of the word “ solicitor” there was unauthorized by law, 
as the office of solicitor up to that time had not been created, 
and could not be created by making an appropriation for an 
office which did not exist under the law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, simply to make an appropriation mis- 
naming an office for the salary of the person who performs the 
duties of the office under that misnomer, does not create the 
office. Offices are not created by such methods, and should not 
be. It is powerless to do so, and the effect of it, if allowed to 
remain, could exist no longer than the year for which the ap- 
propriation was made, so that using that language in that 
appropriation bill did not constitute the office of solicitor, and 
could not be used for the purpose of establishing a precedent 
for the purpose of claiming that it had been established by it 
for the reason it did not carry with it the weight of an act 
creating the office which was necessary for it to do. For this 
purpose it was insufficient. : 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that a great 
deal of legislation that goes into the laws enacted by Congress 
is enacted upon appropriation bills? This provision does fix 
absolutely the title of solicitor and enacts it into law, and says 
that the legal department of the Department of Agriculture 
shall thereafter be under the direction of a solicitor. ; 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, well; but the gentleman misconstrues the 
effect of legislation and the effect of the language used in that 
appropriation bill. The word “hereafter,” as used there, has 
no such effect as gentlemen attribute to it. 

4 Mr. CLARK of Florida. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
on? 

Mr. CULLOP. In a moment, when I get through with this, 
I will yield to the gentleman. The word “hereafter,” used in 
that act, could not be construed to extend beyond the end of 
that appropriation year—July 1, 1907. And there are no words 
in the act which could be construed to have the effect of creat- 
ing an office by affirmative legislation of Congress. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does not the gentleman, as a lawyer, 
think that if Congress had intended at that time to create the 
office of solicitor, there were enough lawyers in here who 
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knew how to use language to have said, “ There is hereby cre- 
ated the office of solicitor,” or words of similar import? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly; you are quite right. It makes no 
difference what Congress intended. That has nothing to do 
with the matter, if the language is insufficient to carry out its 
purpose. The fact is that Congress, when it used that lan- 
guage, did not use language that created an office, and that is 
the way the language in the end must be construed. Now, then, 
if Congress intended to have created by that legislation the 
office of solicitor of the Agricultural Department, it would have 
Said so. It did not say so, nor did it use words that could be 
construed to mean that it intended to do so. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cor! yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] ? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. z 

Mr. CANDLER. Is not one of the primary rules for the con- 
struction of law to determine the intent of the legislative body? 
In the construction of law, if you can determine the intent, 
even though it should differ from the letter of the law, the in- 
tent would govern in preference to the letter of the law. 

Mr. CULLOP. No. You are now asking me two questions 
in one. Let me answer the first one by saying never since 
we have had courts construing statutes. The language must be 
sufficient to declare its purpose. If you can put such a con- 
struction upon it, the language must be used in the act which 
authorizes the construction, and when sufficient language is 
used for that purpose, then the courts will construe it to mean 
what it was intended to mean. But courts can not write legis- 
lative words into a statute, and whenever they do they trans- 
gress upon their rights and their functions and usurp the func- 
tions of departments of government. 

Mr. CANDLER. The universal rule of law is that if you can 
determine the intention of the legislative body it governs in 
preference to the letter of the law, and in order to find out the 
intention of the legislative body 

Mr. CULLOP. That is only true when the language is am- 
biguous, then the gentleman's rule is correct. But this is not 
ambiguous language at all. It is free from ambiguity, and 
therefore the construction or the rule that he invokes does not 
apply to this proposition at all. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no law, I assert, creating the office of 
solicitor, and anyone who will make a search of the legislation 
of Congress upon this question will search in vain to find a 
single line of legislation which affirmatively establishes the 
office of solicitor for this department. And it never was in- 
tended when the department was established, as shown by the 
reading of the original legislation, that Congress eyer intended 
to have this office established. s 

Mr. Chairman, I insist that the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Florida {Mr. CLARK] has been well taken and 
ought to be sustained. I find by reading through the appro- 
priation bills that the salary of this office has been growing 
admirably in the last four or five years. It seems to have been 
seed planted in fertile soil and it has outgrown its usefulness 
in that department. In other words, the salary is much more 
than commensurate to the work to be performed, and I there- 
fore insist that the point of order ought to be sustained. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, we rely for authority for estab- 
lishing this office of solicitor upon section 523 of the Revised 
Statutes. It is true the gentleman read with a good deal of 
emphasis some other of the sections here, but passed sinoothly 
over section 523. I call the Chairman's especial attention 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I read section 523—every word 
of it. 

Mr. LAMB. I did not think so. 

Mr. CULLOP. I did. The second section which I read was 
Section 523. 

Mr. LAMB. Then I will read it again. 

Mr. CULLOP. And I spoke on its provisions and the effect 
of it. 

Mr. LAMB. It reads: 


The Commissioner of Agriculture shall apponi a chief clerk, with a 
salary of $2,000 a year, who in all cases during the necessary abseace 
of the commissioner, or when the office of commissioner shall become 
vacant, shall perform the duties of commissioner, and he shall appoint 
such other employees as Congress may from time to time provide, with 
salaries corresponding to the salaries of similar officers in other depart- 
ments of the Government. 


I invite the attention of the Chair to that phraseology: 


And he shall, as — 1 7 may from time to time provide, employ 
other persons, for such as their services may be needed, including 
chemists, botanists, entomol and other persons skilled in the 
natural sciences pertaining to agriculture. 


Then, Mr. Chairman, in addition to that, the agricultural 


appropriation bill carried year before last this provision, and I 
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invite the attention of the Chair particularly to the significance 
of the word “ hereafter”; 

Hereafter the legal work of the department shall be under the direc- 
tion and supervision of the solicitor— 

And thereby this office of solicitor, according to all the 
intent and purposes of the law, was created. 

We know that the Navy and Agriculture Departments have 
solicitors not appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate, but we confidently rely upon this statute law and upon 
section 523 for our authority for a solicitor. 

Now, one word, Mr. Chairman, in reply to the suggestion that 
this solicitor has not been active and that his duties, onerous 
and burdensome as they are, have not been faithfully and effi- 
ciently performed. I know whereof I speak when I say that 
this solicitor has upon him a burden of duties and responsibili- 
ties, and that he has executed them faithfuly and conscientiously 
and with ability. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are other gentlemen here who 
would like to be heard on this point of order, and when they 
shall have concluded I will ask for a ruling. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to report to this 
House the bill creating the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
and in the preparation of the form of that bill and the report 
there came up for consideration the question as to how you 
could provide a department which might be expanded from time 
to time by the addition of new officials without at the outset 
specifying the particular officials who should be appointed. 
For instance, when the so-called Department of Labor was cre- 
ated, the law creating it specifically provided the number of 
clerks and other minor employees in that department, which did 
not seem to me a very wise provision, because as the Govern- 
ment expands and grows and as bureaus and departments expand 
and grow it is necessary to add new employees, to add to the 
number of employees of a particular class. ~ 

We followed, in the creation of that department, the theory 
which had been formerly followed in the creation of some of 
the other departments, providing general Janguage under which 
the Secretary of the department might appoint employees or 

fficers in the department, subject to the appropriation by Con- 
gress for those offices. There is no department which has been 
created by a law specifying certain employees that are carried 
constantly on the rolls and provided for on the appropriation 
bill, nor is it feasible or possible by actual legislation to pro- 
vide here the number of employees, or all the classes of em- 
ployees, which may be needed five years from now. Neither is it 
practicable to provide each year by legislative action, apart from 
the appropriation bill, the number which may be carried in the 
appropriation bill. In my judgment, in the general provisions 
of the law in the creation of the Department of Agriculture 
you authorize the Secretary to employ various officials and 
employees in his department, including a Solicitor for that 
department. 

Two years ago, following the time that the Secretary had cre- 
ated the office of Solicitor, for which we had appropriated for 
years, we inserted in the Agriculture appropriation bill a pro- 
yision that the legal work of the Department of Agriculture and 
of the Forestry Service should be carried on by the Solicitor of 
the department. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cutxror] just stated that 
that provision was applicable to only that fiscal year. Mr. 
Chairman, for years it has been the rule of this body when it 
desired to make a distinction between a legislative provision in 
an appropriation bill which was applicable for only a year and 
one which should remain as permanent law to do it by the in- 
sertion of one word. That has been the construction of the 
House of Representatives and the construction of the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury for years, that when you put in a pro- 
vision leaving out the word “ hereafter,” that provision applies 
only to the appropriation for the particular fiscal year for which 
the appropriation is made; but when you insert the word “ here- 
after,” it means that that becomes permanent law until changed 
by act of Congress. I have seen, time and time again, in the 
House when legislative provisions came in having the word 
“hereafter” in them that that was stricken out on a point of 
order because it made permanent law contrary to the rules. 

And repeatedly on the floor of the House, when a provision 
was inserted without the word “hereafter” and designed only 
to continue for the fiscal year, when practically by unanimous 
consent it was determined in the House to make that a perma- 
nent act, so as not to include it every year in the appropriation 
bill, the word “ hereafter” was inserted as an amendment and 
thereafter the provision was left out of appropriation bills, So 
that the insertion of the word “ hereafter” in these provisions 
has been time and again construed to take the provision with 
which it is connected out of the rule that it should apply only 
to the fiscal year for which the appropriation was made and 


to make it law applicable to all appropriation laws thereafter 
passed, unless repealed by act of Congress. Under that con- 
struction I do not see how it is possible to avoid the conclusion 
that the Solicitor of the Department of Agriculture is pro- 
vided by law, is recognized by an act of Congress, is authorized 
by law, and remains until removed by an act of Congress. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lams], chairman of the committee, plants his 
whole case upon section 523 of the Revised Statutes. That sec- 
tion reads as follows: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture shall appoint a chief clerk, with a 
salary of 82,000 

Mr. LAMB, The gentleman is mistaken about that. If he 
had listened to me, he would understand that I do not rest my 
whole case on section 523. I emphasized that fact. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, in order that we may 
understand exactly the situation, did not the gentleman say 
that under that section and in that section was found the au- 
thority for this appointment? 

Mr. LAMB. I said one of the authorities. 

ars CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman name another 
one? 

Mr. LAMB. I quoted the language of the appropriation and 
dwelt on the word “ hereafter,” the effect of which has been so 
well elaborated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then the gentleman plants his whole 
case on section 523 and the act of 1910. Is that right? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. That is strong enough. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Section 523 provides as follows: 

The Commissioner of Agriculture shall appoint a chief clerk, with a 
salary of $2,000 a year, who in all cases during the necessary absence 
of the commissioner, or when the office of commissioner shall become 
vacant, shall perform the duties of commissioner, and he shall appoint 
such other employees as Congress may from time to time provide, with 
salaries corresponding to the salaries of similar offices in other depart- 
ments of the Government. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Florida permit a question now? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOP. Is it not true that in every other executive 
department of the Government, whereyer there is a solicitor, 
he is established by an act of Congress, as in the Treasury 
Department, the Department of Justice, and other departments? 
For every one of them Congress has passed an act creating the 
office of solicitor, but it never has done so in this department. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I think there are two departments 
in which the office has not been created. It certainly has not 
been created in this. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the special attention of the 
Chair and the committee to this language, because the Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole to-day has to pass upon 
the question as to whether or not this covert legislation shall 
continue in Congress. This is an important question. It in- 
volves the procedure of this House, and it involves the ques- 
tion as to whether Congress intends to abdicate any further 
powers to the head of a department of this Government. 

Mr. CULLOP. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Florida one other question. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LAMB] said that a part of the authority for this appointment 
was based on the word “ hereafter,” used in the appropriation 
bill for this department in 1910. 

Now, if the word “ hereafter” was used referring to the work 
that should be performed by the solicitor and there was no such 
office established by law, would the words have any effect, and 
whenever the question was raised would it not be sufficient to 
prevent the appropriation for any such office? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I think so, and I am going to dis- 
cuss the word “ hereafter” later. 

Mr. LAMB rose. 

- Mr. CLARK of Florida. I prefer to go on with my argu- 
ment,-and then I will yield directly, but I must do it in my own 
way. ‘ 

And he shall appoint such other employees. 

I apprehend that no lawyer on this floor will contend for one 
moment that the solicitor of a great department is an employee. 
He is an officer under the law. He is not an employee, and any 
court in Christendom construing that statute would hold that 
that word applied to clerks, messengers, laborers, and people of 
that character, and not to a high official of the Government, 
such as a solicitor of a great department. It is folly to talk 
about that section applying in this case. 

But, Mr. Chairman, another point. Even if the solicitor were 
included under the general term of an employee, then the argu- 
ment of the gentleman falls to the ground, because the language 
is this: 

He shali appoint such other employees as Congress from time to time 
may provide. 


Not permanent, not fixed, not perpetual, as the gentleman from 
Illinois would have it, but such employee and such only for 
whom Congress may from time to time provide. That is the 
only kind of employee recognized in the statute which he may 
appoint. He can not appoint any of them until Congress shall 
provide for them. He can not appoint an officer, he can only ap- 
point an employee, and he can only appoint him after Congress 
in its wisdom has seen fit to provide for that employee. 

But the gentleman falls back on the appropriation bill of 
1910 and says that that bill uses language like this: 

That hereafter the legal work of the department shall be under the 
supervision of the solicitor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what does the word “hereafter” mean 
in that connection? This was an annual appropriation bill. It 
was not a bill providing for officers or employees of the Govern- 
ment. It was not a bill creating offices; it was simply and 
solely a bill providing appropriations for one great department 
of this Government for one year. It had no force or effect after 
that year; and in that bill they said that “ hereafter.” Does that 
mean eternity? Does it mean 10 years, or 5 years, or 20 years, 
or 40 years? It means during the life of the bill that was being 
considered and passed. It meant during the time that the bill 
was in force, and that was 12 months. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. ` 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman’s argument is correct, that 
“hereafter” was intended to confine the appropriation for one 
year, why was it necessary to use the word “ hereafter” at all? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not know what was in the mind 
of Congress—I am not a mind reader—but I apprehend that 
the Department of Justice had been interfering with the“ per- 
simmons” in the Department of Agriculture and that they 
wanted to hold the thing under their control. This was an ap- 
propriation made to pay this man for one year’s service— 
not two, but one—and they provided that during the time of 
his employment—and they could not carry it any further—that 
during that period the jurisdiction and supervision of the legal 
business of the department should be under his control and 
direction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe the gentleman from Virginia 
and the gentleman from South Carolina both planted themselves 
on the proposition that it has been provided for by law. The 

tleman from Illinois, the astute, learned, skillful leader of 

e minority, the gentleman who knows the rules and who 
knows Hinds’ Precedents from lid to lid, or, as old Jucklin said, 
“from kiver to kiver,” told you that there were plenty of prece- 
dents where this word “hereafter” had been construed, but he 
does not produce a single one. I defy him, I challenge him, to 
present to this House a single decision in consonance with his 
contention on the construction of that word in a statute. They 
cite no precedent; they cite no law; but the gentleman from 
Illinois says it is a good thing, and the whole burden of his 
argument is that it is a good thing to legislate this great power 
into the hands of the head of a department. I do not agree with 
him. 

I think we have got enough of departments legislating in this 
country now, and I think Congress ought to do the legislating 
and let those departments do the executing of the law. Now, 
I want to call your attention, Mr. Chairman, simply to show 
how this matter has grown and how covertly it has been brought 
in in these appropriation bills, to this state of facts. There was 
no specific authority for the employment of a solicitor. In 
1905 the agricultural appropriation bill carried a provision for 
an appropriation of $2,500 to pay a law clerk in the depart- 
ment—one Jaw clerk. In 1906 that provision was the same, 
except the salary was increased to $3,000. In 1907 the provi- 
sion was there, but increased to $3,500. In 1908 the same pro- 
vision with the same law clerk, but it went to $4,000. In 1909 
it went to $4,500, and in 1910 it went to $5,000. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. Now that the history of the legislation in 
the House shows that it began with appropriation bills in 1905 
and came along down under the various appropriation bills 
until 1910, when simply an appropriation was made for the 
salary of a solicitor, and that was the change then in the ap- 
propriation bill of 1910, which provided that hereafter the legal 
work of the department should be 
1 CLARK of Florida. I have been arguing that for some 

e. 

Mr. CANDLER. But the question I wish to put is, Does not 
that establish beyond a question of doubt that that changed 
the status of this solicitor from what it was before and made 
him a permanent officer in the department by the putting of that 
word “hereafter ”? 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. Not at all. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to be frank about this matter. I think that in the year 1905 
the bill carried an appropriation of $2,500 for a law clerk. In 
1906 the words “law clerk” were eliminated, and in their 
stead the word “solicitor” appeared with a salary only of 
$2,500. For the fiscal year 1906 the salary remained the same, 
Se, au that change in the term was made from law clerk 
o solicitor. 


In 1907 the salary of solicitor was changed to $3,000. In 1908 
it went up to $3,500, in 1909 to $4,000, in 1910, $4,500, and the 
bill contained a further provision for five law clerks—two at 
$2,000 each and three at $1,600. For the fiscal year 1911 the 
salary remained at $4,500 for the solicitor and a provision was 
made for 21 law clerks—one at $2,500, ten at $2,000, seven at 
$1,800, and three at $1,600. For the fiscal year 1912 the solici- 
tor’s salary was raised to $5,000, and in the pending bill another 
law clerk, for $2,250 is added. Mr. Chairman, I ask where in 
the name of God is all this to stop; the Department of Agri- 
culture, created for the benefit of the farmers of this country, 
with a great legal establishment large enough to run the De- 
pariment of Justice instead of the Department of Agriculture, 
and if the Chair thinks that this is at all a close question, if.the 
Chair is in doubt, then I submit that the Chair ought to resolve 
the doubt in favor of the taxpayers and farmers of this country 
who do not need this great legal establishment in this depart- 
ment established for their interest. 

Mr. MANN rose. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does the gentleman desire to. ask 
me a question? 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman was through. I was 
just about to reply to the suggestion he made in regard to a 
reference—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I raised this point 
of order and I think, in all fairness, I ought to have the con- 
clusion, and if the gentleman has any precedent I think that he 
ought to show me the courtesy of at least letting me have an 
opportunity to say something about it. 
ee MANN. The gentleman just challenged my producing 

em. 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Well, I think the gentleman, in all 
fairness, ought to produce them while I am on my feet, 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield for that purpose; yes. 

Mr. MANN. There are many precedents, going back to the 
Fifty-second Congress, which was a Democratic Congress. The 
Committee on Military Affairs reported this item in the Army 
appropriation bill: 

That hereafter no money N E AEREN for Army transportation 
poan be used in payment for the transportation of troops and sup- 
plies of the Army over certain lines of railroads. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman give me the 
citation? 

Mr. MANN. Page 406 of the Manual, Without the word 
“hereafter,” it was clearly a limitation on the appropriation. 
A point of order was made to it; and, in a rather exhaustive dis- 
cussion on the subject, at the end the Chair ruled in this way: 

But, on examining the proviso in the bill, the Chair finds that it is 
something more than a limitation upon the appropriation made in this 
appropriation bill, for it proposes to make permanent law, the 
language of the proviso being: 

“ Provided, That hereafter no money appropriated for Army trans- 
— — shall be used in payment of transportation of troops and 

And beca 
limitation So itp . — F OTAR e 
to sustain the point of order. 

The only thing in controversy was the meaning of the word 
“hereafter.” Now, if that precedent is not sufficient, I shall 
be glad to give the gentleman a hundred or so more of them. 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to ask the gentleman from IIli- 
nois a question. From what page in the Manual were you 
reading? 

Mr. MANN. I read from pages 406, 407, and 408 of the last 
edition of the Manual. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman from Florida will permit, 
I would like also to cite to him a precedent on this very 
proposition and on all fours with it, in my judgment. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield for that purpose. Go ahead. 

Mr. LEVER. In the consideration of the agricultural bill 


on February 4, 1909, on page 1880 of the Recorp, I find this 
situation: That the gentleman from South Carolina, I, made 
a point of order against the appropriation carried for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of the so-called Remsen Board. 
The point of order was debated at considerable length, engaged 
in by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mann], the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BURLESON], myself, and others; and Mr. 
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Foster of Vermont, who was then in the chair, made this 
ruling: 
The Chair desires to call the attention of the committee to the 


8 language in section 523 of the Revised Statutes, being a por- 
tion mo the organic act establishing the Department of Agriculture: 

He 

Referring to the Secretary of Agriculture— 
shall appoint such other emplo as Con may from time to time 

rovider with salaries conreapondins to the salaries of similar officers 
n other departments of the Government; and he shall, as Congress 
may from time to time provide, employ other persons for such time as 
their services may be needed, including chemists, botanists, entomolo- 
gists, and other persons skilled in natural sciences pertaining to 
agriculture.” . 

That was a section of the organic act, which I quoted to the 
Chair yesterday evening and which has been quoted several 
times since. 

Now— 

Says the Chairman— 
that is very broad authority. The Chair also desires to call attention 
to the language in another statute—section 169 of the Revised Stat- 
utes—-which reads as follows: 

“Each head of a department is authorized to employ in his depart- 
ment such number of clerks of these several classes recognized by law, 
and such messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, labor- 
ers, and other employees, and at such rate of compensation, respectively, 
as may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year.” 

The Chair then says: 

This language has from time to time been held sufficient authority 
for an appropriation in a general appropriation bill, and it seems to the 
Chair that this language that has just been read is analogous to the 
language in the organic act of the Department of Agriculture. 

That is the most recent decision of which I am aware upon 
that proposition. I will be very glad to furnish this to the 
Chair. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to see it first. 

Mr. LEVER. It seems to me, if the gentleman will permit, 
that this proposition ought to settle this question in the mind of 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Florida to conclude his discussion on the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I submit to the Chair 
that neither one of these precedents is at all in point. Of 
course, this is the first time I have seen them, but I will call 
them to the Chair's attention, and I think he will agree with me 
when he hears them, and, when the Chair examines them 
closely, I know he will. Now, the point suggested by the gentle- 
man from Illinois: 

But on examining the proviso in the bill the Chair finds it is some- 
thing more than a limita jon npon the appropriation made in this ap- 

ropriation bill, for it proposes to make permanent law, the language of 
Phe proviso being— 

I ask the Chair’s particular and close attention to this pro- 

viŝo: 


Provided, That hereafter no money appropriated for Army transpor- 
tation shall be used in payment of transportation of troops and supplies. 


That applies to any appropriation that might ever be made 
by Congress for Army transportation. It was not limited to the 
appropriation in that particular bill. It applies to any appro- 
priation. It was a specific, unqualified, clear declaration of law 
by Congress that no money hereafter appropriated for Army 
transportation should ever be used for the purchase of sup- 
plies, and so forth. 

Can the Chair see any analogy between that proposition and 
the one here? Here is a proposition on an appropriation bill, 
appropriating for salaries, where it is admitted that up to that 
time the office had not been established, admitted that no Con- 
gress had ever established it, but had simply appropriated for 
it from year to year for the last four or five years; and in this 
annual appropriation bill Congress undertook to define what 
should be the duties, in a particular regard, of the solicitor dur- 
ing the term of his employment, to wit, one year. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. For a question. 

Mr. LEVER. I hardly think it fair, Mr. Chairman, for the 
geutleman to contend that we have admitted that there is no 
authority in the organic act creating the Department of Agri- 
culture for the employment of this solicitor. I hope the Chair 
will bear that in mind. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Chair will settle all that ques- 
tion. I think you have admitted it. You base your contention 
on section 523. Now, here is a precedent cited by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina—— 

Mr. LEVER. And we base our contention on section 523, too. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; on section 523, and it does not 
go within 40,000 miles of this case, and I will make it so plain 
that the proverbial man without intellect need not err therein. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever] read from the CONGRESSIONAL Record a portion of a 
decision rendered by the distinguished gentleman from Vermont 


` 


[Mr. Foster] when presiding over the committee. Mr. Fosrrn's 
decision is absolutely right. I agree with him from beginning 
to finish, and it absolutely lines up with the argument I have 
been making on this section. The gentleman, if I recollect cor- 
rectly—of course, it may have been for lack of time—did not 
call the Chair’s attention to the particular question inyolved. 
Now, the point of order was made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina himself upon which this particular decision was had, 
and here it is—that part of it that applies here. Here is the 
portion that I understand from the gentleman he made a point 
of order on, and it was in the agricultural appropriation bill. 
Here is the language: 

For official traveling expenses, tel h e vice, ex- 
press and freight cbarees, 85,000; 9 ias ä iy 

Mr. LEVER. That is the portion, I would say to the gentle- 
man. - 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; it begins here: 

For employing snch assistants, clerks, and other persons as the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture may consider necessary for the purpose named, in 
83 of Washington, $200,000; out of the city of Washington, 

After considerable discussion the Chair delivered his opinion. 
Here is what he says: 


The Chair desires to call the attention of the committee to the fol- 
lowing language in section 523 of the Revised Statutes, being a portion 
of 15 organic act establishing the Department of Agriculture: - 

lle ~ 


Referring to the Secretary of Agriculture— 
“shall appoint such other employees 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary to repeat the language 
of that section. : 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. All right. Now, the Chair says: 

Now, that*is very broad authority. The Chair also desires to call 
attention to the language in another statute, section 169 of the Revised 
Statutes, which reads as follows: 

“Each head of a department is authorized to employ in his depart- 
ment such number of clerks of these several classes recognized by law, 
and such messengers, assistant messengers, copyists, watchmen, laborers, 
and other employees, and at such rate of compensation respectively as 
may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year.” 
the approval of the world, for he finds a market for his product in 

This language has from time to time been held sufficient authority 
for an appropriation in a general appropriation bill, and it seems to the 
Chair that this language that has Tast been read is analogous to the 
language in the organic act of the Department of Agriculture. 

I said that in my argument. At the place where the gentle- 
man from South Carolina raised the point of order it was an 
appropriation for certain clerks and employees not officers, 
Now, I draw a distinction between the solicitor, an officer of the 
Government, and a mere clerk, who is nothing but an employee, 
and I want to warn the Chair of the danger of this kind of leg- 
islation without a solitary precedent to support it. It is covert 
legislation that ought to be frowned upon in Congress, and we 
ought to give no more power to these departments than we are 
forced of necessity to give. 

I insist that the point of order is well taken and that the 
Chair ought to sustain it. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The point 
of order is made by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] 
against the language in line 2 of page 2 of the bill— 

Solicitor, 85,000. 

It is contended by the gentleman from Florida that the em- 
ployment of the solicitor is not authorized by existing law. 
Reference has been made to sections 169 and 523 of the Revised 
Statutes, giving general authority to the heads of the depart- 
ments, and to the Commissioner or Secretary of Agriculture, by 
name, to employ persons in his department, 

It is contended that this general language, while sufficient to 
authorize the appropriation for clerks and other employees in 
general appropriation bills, is not sufficient to authorize the 
employment of an officer of the dignity of solicitor. 

It has several times been held that these two sections are 
sufficient authority of law for the making of appropriations in 
general appropriation bills for the number and salary of clerks 
and other employees of the departments, 

In the opinion of the Chair a sound construction of such lan- 
guage would necessarily limit it to employees ejusdem generis 
with those named or indicated, and that it might not be ex- 
tended by construction to the employment of officers of a grade 
or character not falling fairly within the general designation. 
It would scarcely be a sound construction that would permit an 
executive officer to reorganize his department under such gen- 
eral rules. If the employment of the solicitor rested upon these 
two sections the matter might not be free from doubt. But the 
employment of the solicitor by name rests also upon the appro- 
priation law of 1910, in which the existence of such an officer 
is specifically recognized and a portion of his duties defined. 
The Chair finds that it has been held repeatedly that it is possi- 
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ble in appropriation bills to make permanent provisions of law 
by appropriate words extending the operation of the provision 
beyond the time provided by the particular appropriation bill, 
and the appropriate word used is the word “ hereafter.” 

In section 3930 of Hinds’ Precedents the gentleman from 
Tllinois, Mr. James R. Mann, made a point of order against a 
provision in the agricultural appropriation bill, using the 
words: 


That hereafter, for the purpose of preventing the use— 


And so forth. And in the argument of the gentleman from 
Illinois, which was the basis of the decision of the Chair, he 
referred to a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury, in 
which it was said: 

Usually the word “ hereafter,” when used in a proviso in such act, 
Indicates an intention to extend the application of the proviso to future 
appropriations. 

The opinion further stated that the word “hereafter” was 
not the only word appropriate to that purpose, and if the word 
“hereafter” were not used, the purpose might be gathered 
otherwise, from the general language of the appropriation bill, 
but that the use of the word “hereafter” would prima facie 
have the effect of turning a provision of an appropriation bill 
into permanent legislation. 

In the opinion of the Chair, therefore, the language employed 
in the agricultural bill of 1910, using the word “ hereafter,” is 
sufficient to warrant a permanent creation of the oflice of solici- 
tor of the Agricultural Department until by appropriate act of 
general legislation Congress shall reverse that enactment. 
Therefore the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. There are other points of order, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair's attention is called to the fact 
that the gentleman from Florida reserved points of order to 
further portions of the same paragraph. The Chair will say 
to the gentleman from Florida that if it is desired to discuss 
them, and he has any further points, the Chair will be glad to 
hear gentlemen, but if the only point be the construction of the 
same sections of the Revised Statutes, then the ruling of the 
Chair will cover it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to make a statement of fact 
that refers to these points of order. Then the Chair can rule, 
for I do not care to argue the point. Lines 12 and 13, “one 
inspector, $2,750.” I make the point of order against that that 
it is not authorized by law, and, in the second palce, it is an 
increase of salary of $250. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this official represents the Secre- 
tary personally in securing information desired from individ- 
uals and organizations outside of the department, a position 
requiring a broad knowledge of the department activities, as 
well as rare tact and executive ability of a high order. The 
present occupant of the position has filled it in a most ac- 
ceptable manner and merits the proposed recognition. The Sec- 
retary strongly recommends this small increase and the com- 
mittee granted it. I concede the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. I understand the gentleman from Florida makes 
the point of order on the increase and upon the place itself. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; I make a point of order against 
the place, and in case that is overruled by the Chair I make the 
point of order against the increase. 

Mr. LEVER. As to the point of order on the place, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to be heard. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am not going to argue it; I will 
submit it to the Chair. 

Mr. CULLOP. The chairman of the committee has conceded 
the point, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the committee concedes 
the point of order as to the increase, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. What is the Chair's ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. As to the employment of the inspector, the 
Chair is of opinion fhat he comes within section 169, 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then I make the point of order 
against the increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order 
as to the increase in salary. : 

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Under the ruling of the Chair is the language 
one inspector, $2,750,” stricken out? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not within the province of the Chair 
to alter the wording of the bisl, and if the point of order be 
made against the words “two thousand seven hundred and fifty 
dollars” the language goes out. The Chair is bound to so rule. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but what I wanted to get at 
is just what goes out; whether the point of order strikes out 
“one inspector, $2,750,” or just the language “two thousand 


seven hundred and fifty dollars.” 
may be offered later. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ruling is confined to the words “ two 
thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars.” . 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, in lines 13 and 
14, “ one law clerk, $2,500.” 

155 RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The Chair sustained the point of order 
of the gentleman from Florida to one inspector, $2,750. In what 
status does that leaye the provision? 

The CHAIRMAN. The language of the bill will remain “one 
inspector,” with no salary fixed. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The point of order was against $2,750, 
and the Chair sustains it, and the entire compensation goes out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The ruling of the Chair was that the com- 
pensation was not authorized by law, and the point of order 
was sustained against it, and the language as to the compensa- 
tion is stricken out. The House may or may not provide a com- 
pensation. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, in lines 13 and 
14, “one law clerk, $2,500.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the chairman of the 
committee whether the compensation is authorized by existing 
law or is a repetition of the formal former appropriation? 

Mr. LAMB. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. And there is no increase? 

Mr. LAMB. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, as to lines 14 and 15, “ one 
law clerk, $1,200,” that is entirely new. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, in reality that is not a new place, 
as there is a clerk filling the position with the same salary, who 
is carried in a lump-sum roll and detailed to the Secretary’s 
office. 

It is merely a transfer of this position from the Forestry 
Service to the Secretary's roll, that is all; but the lump sum 
for the Forestry Service has not been reduced in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the position remain the same? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; under the act of May 26, 1906, making the 
appropriation for the Agricultural Department. 

.Mr. MANN. He is getting this compensation now? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. The Chair understands that the chairman of 
the committee stated that this clerk is receiving the compensa- 
tion. He is paid out of this fund, but he is transferred to the 
Secretary’s roll in keeping with the policy of concentrating the 
legal force under the Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion the designation 
of a law clerk who was formerly something else will alter the 
statute. r 

Mr. LEVER. But the Chair will understand he was a law 
clerk carried in the law under the Bureau of Forestry. He is 
now transferred from the Bureau of Forestry under his present 
designation of law clerk to the Secretary’s roll as law clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In lines 15 and 16, 10 law clerks at 
$2,000 each. I make the point of order against those as not 
authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. No point of order as to salary? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; against the provision. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Lines 16 and 17, 7 laws clerks at 
$1,800 each. I make the point of order they are not authorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Lines 17 and 18, 3 law clerks at 
$1,600 each. I make the same point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In line 22, 6 clerks at $900 each. I 
make the point of order there is a provision for 1 additional 
clerk, and it is not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Florida, Does not section 169 authorize the employment of such 
clerks as Congress may see proper to provide? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida, Yes; it does. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Page 3, in lines 8 and 9, one con- 
struction inspector, $1,400. I make the point of order against 
the salary as an increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of order is made on construc- 
tion inspector, page 3, lines 8 and 9. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is an increase of $200. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is that the salary has been 
increased. ; 

Mr. LAMB. I concede the point of order. 


I ask so that an amendment 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order as to the salary is 
sustained. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In lines 9 and 10—— 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I can not hear the gentleman 
from Florida on account of the confusion in the Hall. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to repeat the 
points of order as made. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In lines 9 and 10, “two cabinet- 
makers or carpenters, at $1,100 each.” I make the point of 
order upon the position as not being authorized by existing law. 
They are entirely new. 

The CHAIRMAN, On page 3, lines 9 and 10, the point of 
order is made by the gentleman from Florida against two 
cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,100, the point being that 
their appointment is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. LAMB. This is merely for the purpose of consolidating 
two positions and simplifying the rolls; that is all there is in 
it, Under the new title it would be possible to employ either a 
cabinetmaker or a carpenter, as necessity arises, That is the 
explanation. They were carpenters before. They were carpen- 
ters in one place and cabinetmakers in another. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, that would certainly come 
under the general statutes authorizing the employment of em- 
ployees, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair holds that the construction 
placed upon that statute would authorize the employment of 
this class of mechanics and laborers. In section 3669, of Hinds’ 
Precedents, a point of order was made against the employment 
of a telephone switchboard operator, and in the same section a 
point of order was made against the employment of a wireman, 
both of whom were evidently skilled mechanics. The point of 
order was overruled, and the point of order is overruled at this 
time. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Against lines 12 and 13, on page 3, 
“3 cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,020 each.” I make 
the point of order that these positions are not authorized by ex- 
isting law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is also overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Line 15, “7 carpenters, at $900 
each.” I make a point of order against that. That is an in- 
crease of two carpenters over the last bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The former provision was for five car- 
penters? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. The small increase was recommended to secure 
better workmen through civil-service certification. There are not 
many carpenters secured at $840 each, and those who are se- 
cured are not always up. to the standard of efficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in the province of the Chair to 
rule on the wisdom of the appropriation, but the authority for 
the provision seems to be clear. 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. I make a point of order against the 
increase of salary. 

Mr. LEVER. Will not the gentleman from Florida reserve 

the point of order, so that I may make an explanation? 
Mx. CLARK of Florida. I prefer to make it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the chairman of the 
committee, the point of order haying been made against an in- 
crease of salary—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will consent to let it pass and have 
that explanation made later. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on the 
point of order. The existing law provides for five carpenters 
at $900 each. It is true it also provides for two carpenters at 
$840 each. This provision is for seven carpenters at $900 each. 
There is no increase in the salaries of the carpenters carried 
by the bill, but there is an increase of the number of the car- 
penters at $900 each. There is the same authority to increase 
the number of carpenters as there is to appoint any carpenter. 
It always has been held that where there was a class of em- 
ployees at a salary, while you could not incredse the salary of 
the employees of that class on an appropriation bill, you could 
increase the number of the employees at that salary. For in- 
stance, take the Post Office appropriation bill. It is absolutely 
essential that we increase the number of post-office clerks and 
earriers throughout the country. You can not increase the 
salary over a point of order on the Post Office bill, but you can 
increase the number, and we do that every year, and it has been 
repeatedly held that it could be done. And it was held in the 
old days, before the recent law on the subject, that where the 
Post Office appropriation bill carried so many clerks at $600 
and so many clerks at $700, you could increase the number at 
$700 and decrease the number at $600, the salary of the class 
not being changed. Here there is no change in the salary of 
this class of carpenters at $900. All the bill does is to increase 
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the number of that class, which, under the precedent, we have 
the right to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The point 
of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In lines 20 and 21, “one plumber, 
$1,200 each.” I make a point of order against the establishment 
of that place as not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is oyerruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Page 4, line 1, “three mechanics, at 
$1,200 each.” I make the point that that is an increase of one 
mechanic. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Lines 10 and 11, “ total for the office 
of the Secretary, $279,380." I make the point against the in- 
crease of $2,930. The last bill carried $276,450. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, that is a very small increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made against lines 
10 and 11, on page 4, that the aggregate amount is an increase. 

Mr. MANN.. Mr. Chairman, that is a mere matter of conven- 
ience. If it is stricken out in the bill, it would not make any 
difference. It is a matter of convenience, as I have said, and is 
not subject to a point of order, because it is just the total of the 
sums stated before. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? I quite agree if it was entirely left out it would be im- 
material, but in view of the Chair's ruling on a previous 
paragraph, that $2,750 was subject to a point of order and went 
out, ought not the total amount be reduced that amount? 

Mr. MANN. The total amount should be corrected in the end, 
and I say to the gentleman that it is usual and customary for 
the chairman of the committee haying in charge an appropria- 
tion bill to ask unanimous consent that the totals be corrected 
according to the provisions of the bill, but it is not subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. LAMB. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the totals be changed and that the clerk be permitted to 
change the totals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question first to be decided is the 
matter of the point of order. The Chair is unable to see how a 
point of order could lie against a mere computation. Under the 
existing law the amount appropriated, if unexpended, is covered 
back into the Treasury. Nobody could receive any salary under 
it except those specified in the appropriation bill. The point of 
order is overruled. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserved a point of order on 
the entire paragraph, and I desire to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
reserved a point of order on the paragraph and desires to with- 
draw it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEVER. The Chair a moment ago sustained the point 
of order on page 2, line 13, as to the increase of the salary of the 
inspector. Is it necessary now—I am asking the Chair—to move 
to amend by inserting the old salary? 

Mr. MANN. It is not necessary; but you haye got to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that such an amend- 
ment to the paragraph is in order at the present time. 

Mr. LEVER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill 
on page 2, lines 12 and 13, by making it read “one inspector, 
$2,500,” which is the present law. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from South Carolina a question. What does that apply to 
now? 

Mr. LEVER. That applies to the inspector whose salary is 
$2,500. where an increase of $500 over his present salary was 
proposed. The Chair sustained a point of order as to the 
increase proposed, and I now move to restore his present salary, 

Mr. CULLOP. What is the present salary? 

Mr. LEVER. His present salary is $2,500. 

Mr. MANN. Let the amendment be reported, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, which the Clerk will 
report. 
ave Clerk read as follows: 


n page 2, line to =e out the word “seven” and insert in lieu 
. — the word “ 


Mr. LEVER. No: strike out the words “seven hundred and 
* 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

On 2, lines 12 and 13, strike out “ two thousand seven hundred 
and fifty” and insert in lieu thereof “two thousand five hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever}. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, on page 3 there is another amend- 
ment. I think the gentleman did not offer an amendment for 
the salary of one construction inspector. I understood the 
salary increase of $400 was stricken out. 

Mr. LEVER. I move to insert the werds “ twelve hundred,” 
there, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CANDLER. That is the old salary. 

Mr. MANN. Insert after the word “inspector,” in line 8, the 
words “twelve hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEVER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One page 3, lines 8 and 9, insert after the word “inspector,” in 
line 8, the words “ twelve hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. LAMB. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask to haye the total 
changed on that paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lams] to ask unanimous consent that on all these paragraphs 
the Clerk be authorized to correct the totals. 

Mr. LAMB. That is what I moved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAMB] 
asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of each paragraph 
the Clerk be authorized to correct the totals. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WEATHER BUREAU. 

Salaries, Weather Bureau: One chief of bureau, $6,000; 1 assistant 
chief of bureau, $3,250; 1 chief clerk and executive assistant, $3,000; 
3 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; 8 clerks, class 4; 9 clerks, class 
3; 20 clerks, class 2; 29 clerks, class 1; 20 clerks, at $1,000 each; 
9 clerks, at $900 each; 4 copyists or typewriters, at $900 each; 1 
copyist or typewriter, $840; 1 eh i operator, $1,200; 2 assistant 
foremen of division, at $1,600 each; 1 lithographer, $1,500; 3 lithog- 
raphers, at $1,200 each; 5 compositors, at $1,250 each; 14 printers, 
at $1,200 each; 11 printers, at $1,000 each; 4 folders and feeders, 
at $720 each; 1 chief mechanic, $1,400; 5 skilled mechanics, at 
$1,200 each; 7 skilled mechanics, at $1,000 each; 1 skilled mechanic, 
$840; 6 skilled artisans, at $840 each; 1 engineer, $1,300; 1 fireman 
and steam fitter, $840; 6 firemen, at $720 each; 1 captain of the watch, 
$1,000: 1 electrician, $1,000; 1 gardener, $840; 2 repairmen, at $840 
each; 8 repairmen, at $720 each; 4 watchmen, at $720 each; 17 mes- 
sengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $720 each; 6 messengers, mes- 
senger boys, or laborers, at $660 each; 27 messengers 5 boys, 
or laborers, at $600 each; 87 messengers, mesenga boys, or laborers, 
at $480 each; 5 messengers, ae boys, or laborers, at $450 each; 
27 messenger boys, at $360 each; 1 charwoman, $360 dollars; 3 char- 
women, at $240 each; in all, $315,930. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against the paragraph and to make the point of order 
against certain items in it, which I will name. 

First, in lines 14 and 15, page 4: 

One assistant chief of bureau, $3,250. 


That is an increase of salary of $250, and I make the point 
of order against it. 

Mr. LAMB. Will the gentleman reserve the point? 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. The official holding this position has been con- 
nected with this service for 35 years. He has been employed 
at his present salary for the past 10 years, He is a man of 
scientific training and attainments, and during the absence of 
the chief he is in charge of the bureau. The salary he now 
receives is believed to be indequate to the duties and responsi- 
bilities of this position. Some years ago the salary attached 
to this position was $3,500. Afterwards it was omitted from 
the bill until the chief of bureau could become more familiar 
with the administrative work of the office and find a suitable 
man for the position, and as a result this place remained 
vacant for several years. In the reorganization of the Weather 
Bureau it was restored at the salary of $3,000. Without going 
into further discussion, I admit the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana make a 
point of order as to the creation of the position? 

Mr. CULLOP. As to the increase of the salary—$250. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order as to the increase of 
salary is sustained. 

Mr. CULLOP. The next is in line 19: 


Twenty clerks, at $1,000 each. 


That is an increase of one clerk. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The Chair has ruled that we may increase 
the number of clerks, but that the salaries can not be increased. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has so ruled. The point of 
order is overruled. 


Mr. CULLOP. The next is in line 21: 
At $900 each. 


That is an increase from $840 to $900. I make the point of 
order against it. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman from Indiana reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. CULLOP. I will. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I concede the point of order, 
but I believe when I make the statement the gentleman from 
Indiana will not insist upon it. 

The Committee on Agriculture agreed that we would adopt 
a method of dealing with the low-grade clerks in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The present law carries 159 low-grade 
clerks, whose salaries range from $600 to $840 a year. A num- 
ber of these get $600, a number $720, a number $840. 

The Committee on Agriculture concluded that it was not fair 
for this great, rich Government of ours to expect a competent 
clerk to serve at the miserable salary of $50 a month in the ex- 
pensive city in which this Capitol is located. We concluded that 
it was not just for this great Government to ask a person to 
live in the city of Washington and support a family and to be 
competent to do clerical work in one of our great departments 
at a salary of $720 a year. We believe the same thing with ref- 
erence to clerks receiving salaries of $840. While we could not 
promote all of these at one time to $900 a year, we did believe 
that by adopting this method of raising the $600 clerks to $720, 
and the $720 clerks to $840, and the $840 clerks to $900, we 
were conferring a blessing upon these poor people who are labor- 
ing in these various departments. 

I do not believe that the Government has the right to put 
itself on record in legislation favoring low wages. I believe 
that this Government ought to show itself to be a model em- 
ployer. I believe that every manufacturing and industrial 


establishment of this country ought to look to this great Gov- 


ernment in the fixing of their salaries. Now, this bill, I will 
say to my friend from Indiana, carries increases of the charac- 
ter described affecting 159 clerks. I would like to have my 
friend’s attention, because I know him to be a great, big-hearted 
man, and I know that the mere statement will so appeal to him 
that he will withdraw hjs point of order. 

This section involves the salaries of 159 of these clerks and 
increases the total appropriation in the very small sum of 
$13,000. The question was raised in committee, Will anybody 
make a point of order on this proposition? My own judgment 
was appealed to and I did not hesitate to say that there was 
not a man in the American Congress who, after knowing the 
purpose of these increases, after the plan had been explained 
to him, would think for one moment of making a point of order 
on the increase in the salaries of $120 for a $600-a-year clerk in 
one of these departments here. I did not believe that there was 
a man who would make a point of order against a $60 increase 
for a clerk who was getting $840 a year. It is the attempt of 
the Committee on Agriculture to do what has never been done 
in this House before, and that is, to go down among the low- 
grade clerks, the people who are getting small salaries, and 
expecting to support families upon them, to help them up and to 
give them a lift. The policy heretofore has been to increase the 
salary of the chiefs of the bureau, the high-paid men, and abso- 
lutely neglect to take care of men at the foot of the ladder 
working and struggling for a mere existence. I sincerely hope 
my friend from Indiana, in the generosity of his big heart, will 
withdraw the point of order and let this thing go through. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield at this time to 
the yery kind solicitation of the gentleman from South Carolina. 
The policy has been all along to increase the salaries of the 
high officials of these departments, and not only to increase the 
salaries of the high officials, but to increase the number of them 
beyond what, in my judgment, is actually required for the good 
administration of the department. There has been no attempt 
in this bill, notwithstanding the admission of the gentleman 
who has charge of it about increasing the salaries of the high 
officials, to reduce the salaries of a single one of them or to 
reduce the number. 

You are transferring by legislation functions into this de 
partment that belong to the Department of Justice. You are 
establishing a policy by the attempted creation of a legal de- 
partment here that sooner or later will come in conflict in the 
administration of the law with that of the Department of 
Justice and bring about a complication of affairs. This legal 
department, in my judgment, for the better administration of 
justice ought to be eliminated from this department and re- 
stored where the law originally intended it to be, in the Depart- 
ment of Justice and not in the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. CULLOP. I will. 

Mr. LEVER. I concede that there is a great deal in the 
statement of the gentleman from Indiana, and perhaps the 
Committee on Agriculture has erred in reference to the legal 
machinery of the Department of Agriculture, although the com- 
mittee has followed former bills in this respect as far back 
as I can remember, and I haye been a member of the committee 
eight years; but is the gentleman from Indiana willing to take 
the position that because the committee has erred in this one 
particular he must make a point of order against these poor 
devils at the foot of the ladder? 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to say to.the gentleman from South 
Carolina that he has taken a yery bad example for the con- 
struction of this bill. By the overwhelming majority of the 
people of this country in 1910 they uttered a protest against 
the example which he has taken for the formation of this bill, 
and that is what I am trying to avoid—that you may drop 
into the same position to our great injury. Until the commit- 
tee shows some liberal disposition toward the reduction of 
these high officers and their salaries, I expect to stand here 
exercising my right apon this proposition. I want to say fur- 
ther to the gentleman that there is no man on this floor that 
would go further to assist the poor clerks in increasing their 
salaries than would I, It is for the increase of the inadequate 
salary I stand, and I favor the reduction in all cases where 
salaries are too high. My position is well understood. But I 
do not want to do it at the expense of the people of this coun- 
try without receiving some consideration in the reduction of 
the salaries of the high officials wherever they are excessive, 
and whatever he is willing to take from that class I am willing 
to add to the low-salaried man. I will be as liberal as he is 
upon that proposition. I will, I assure him, assist him all I can. 

Mr. LEVER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana if 
the verdict in favor of the Democratic Party was based, as I 
assume he assumes it was based, upon any feeling in the minds 
of the American people that the Democratic Congress proposed 
to refuse to do justice to the poor people of this country. Then 
if he assumes that, I confess I have not read my party’s history 
right, nor do I have a clear conception of what its purposes are. 

Mr. CULLOP. In answer to the gentleman I would say this: 
His assumption is fallacious because he assumes these em- 
ployees to be all the people when they are only a small part of 
the people. It was the excessive appropriations, the extrava- 
gance of the Republican Party, that led the people of this coun- 
try into changing the political complexion of this House and 
placing a Democratic majority in place of a Republican ma- 
jority, and it will not suffice, Mr. Chairman, to say that it 
was put upon the basis that we would increase the salaries of 
the clerks in some of the departments at Washington. Many 
of them are useless, many of them could be discharged, and 
the business of the department properly and well administered 
and just as efficiently. Now, Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my 
point of order 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CULLOP. Or if the gentleman desires to speak, I will 
reserve it. 

Mr. LAMB. I trust the committee will bear with me while I 
make a statement of facts which I think it is due to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture I should make. It is true, as has been 
so well stated by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever], that these increases in the small salaries for 159 em- 
ployees only amounts to $13,000. Enough has been said of 
that. In the report of the committee attention is called to that 
fact and reasons for it given. Now, Mr. Chairman, on the other 
point made—and I am not going to discuss politics, but just 
business ties—on the point made that larger salaries have been 
increased, let me say to you that this carries only $3,400 in 
this appropriation, and I want you to consider the fact that 
2.500 of these, the employees of the department, on the lump- 
sum appropriation have been transferred to the statutory rolls, 
and there is no opportunity for those people to get any increase 
of salary except through the action of Congress. Now, ad- 
mitting that fact and then taking the further statement that 
this increase only amounts to $3,400 through this appropriation, 
you will see that the charge that we have been extravagant in 
making up this appropriation falls to the ground. I made the 
statement here when the last appropriation bill was up that in 
five years these increases for these high officials over $1,200 
on the statutory roll had only amounted to $10,000 in the five 
years, In answer to the gentleman’s suggestion that we have 
been extravagant in this appropriation, let me call attention to 
the fact that we have reduced this bill this year by $1,400,000, 
and so careful have we been about it that I do not think that 
the activities of the bureau have been disturbed at all. 

Mr, CULLOP, Mr. Chairman—— 
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Mr. LAMB. And I appeal to the good sense and judgment 
of this Committee of the Whole that we can justify ourselves 
in this action. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. I do. 

Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman misunderstands me. I did not 
say you have been extravagant. I said that the gentleman took 
the party on the other side for an example or criterion to make 
this bill up, and it was using the example of a party which had 
been extravagant. That was my remark. I have made no 
charge except by inference. 

Mr. LAMB. We have reduced this bill over a million dollars, 
and I desire to say here that the Agricultural Committee has no 
politics, and that the members of the minority were just as 
active, careful, and suggestive as were the majority members of 
the committee. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether he considers it very much of an extravagance to raise 
a man's salary $60 or $75 a month when he is getting $600 or 
$720 a year? 

Mr. LAMB. No. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; I do not either. x 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman—— : 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Wisconsin rise? , 

Mr. BERGER. I would like to get the floor for two or three 
minutes on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I hope opportunity will be given 
to the gentleman. The point of order is reseryed, and I will be 
glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is in bad taste 
for a gentleman who draws the comfortable sum of $7,500 from 
the poor working people of Indiana, Illinois, California, and 
the rest of the States, to object to a raise of salary for a man 
who gets $50 a month to $60 per month. If we are to cut down 
salaries, let us cut down the salaries of the $7,500 men. I am 
one of them, but I would rather see my own salary cut down 
than vote for starvation wages. I believe, based upon my 
investigations, that in this city it is simply impossible for a 
man with a family to live halfway decently on less than $1,200 
a year, [Applause.] å 

And I want to call the attention of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cuttop]—and I wish he would listen to me, because 
he may be compelled to listen to another voice next November— 
I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to 
the fact that the Democratic Party was not put into control of 
this House because the Republican Party paid the clerks too 
much wages. The Democratic Party was put in control here be- 
cause of the high cost of living and because the times got 
harder, and because the people, not knowing political economy, 
held the ruling party responsible for the change in business 
conditions. [Applause on the Republican side.] We are near- 
ing an industrial crisis again, and the voters instinctively vote 
for a change of administration. But if the Democratic Party 
will keep up a policy of economy against the poor devil who 
works for small wages, paying $240 a year as you do to the poor 
charwomen and poor laborers—if the Democratic Party shall 
refuse to raise the salaries of clerks earning $50 a month—I 
promise the gentleman that the Democratic Party will be wiped 
out with an iron broom, and wiped out pretty soon. [Applause.] 
Another party, a new proletarian party, will come in and control 
this House—a party which is not going to save on small pota- 
toes. So much I can promise. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I wanted to say just a few words. 
I want to remind my friend from Wisconsin that this raising of 
the salaries of these men from $600 to $720 has occurred 
under this administration of the House. 

Mr. BERGER. That is poorly enough. You do not need to 
be proud of it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I simply wanted to remind him of 
the fact of these increases. I do not believe in raising the 
salaries of men who are drawing a large amount, but I do be- 
lieve that men who work for the Goyernment, or work for an 
individual, firm, or corporation, should be paid a fair salary, 
and I believe in it just as much as does my friend from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. BERGER. I am glad of it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. And I believe that this House and 


the people of the country will sustain them in paying reason- 
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ably good wages to men who do the work. But I do not believe 
in paying high salaries—— 
` Mr. BERGER. I do. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois (continuing): To men who do noth- 
ing. 
Mr. BERGER. Discharge them entirely. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. You do not believe in that. You 
ought to wait until I get through with my statement. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this increase that is given men here who 
work for $50 and $60 a month I believe is all right. But I am 
opposed to raising at this time the salaries of men who are 
drawing three or four or five thousand dollars a year, unless it 
is an extraordinary case. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to be heard a moment in reply to some 
of the remarks that have been made. I have never understood 
it to be a yalid argument that an increase of salary ought to 
be made because some other person draws too high a salary. 
“Two wrongs never made a right.” I do not think that is good 
ground for the raising of salaries of other officials. If that 
doctrine was to be adopted, there would never be decreases of 
salaries, but a constant increase all the time and all along the 
lint. Simply because somebody gets too much is no reason 
why somebody else’s salary should be increased. Now, this is 
true that there is not a man in public office to-day, either as a 
clerk, as an appointee, or holding office by election, that has to 
continue to hold it. He can retire to private life and follow 
the pursuits of a private citizen. 

This argument that because somebody is in office and can not 
live on the salary that is provided, therefore the salary ought 
to be increased, is not a good argument and does not appeal to 
me. Perhaps if the incumbent will resign his office you might 
find some other good patriot who would be willing to lend him- 
self as a sacrifice for his country’s good and take the office for 
a little while. 

Mr. LEVER. I will ask the gentleman if the same argument 
would not apply to Members of Congress? You could get lots 
of men to serye for less money than is now paid. 

Mr. CULLOP. Why, certainly; and I observe that gentlemen 
who hold seats now are willing to sacrifice themselves, as a 
universal rule, a little bit longer for their country’s good. 

Mr. LEVER. At $7,500 per. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOP. I did not vote for the increase of salary. I 
was not here then, and I understand now that when men who 
did yote for it go back to their constituents you can not find a 
man who was in that Congress who will say that he did vote 
for it. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can not state 
that as a fact. 

Mr. LAMB. Let me make a statement to the gentleman on 
that. I voted on the roll call, and I am glad to tell my con- 
stituents when I go among them that I voted for it. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLOP. I am glad the gentleman did. But there was 
no roll call on that question, and there is where the difficulty 
exists. 

Mr. MANN. And I may say that the Members who voted for 
that proposition have done that generally in their districts. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand that some did not, and hence 
were defeated, and I understand further that a large number of 
Members claim they attempted to get a roll call on that propo- 
sition, but could not. That is my information about it, and I 
do not vouch for its correctness. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is slandering his own body when 
he says that. He was not here then, and he knows nothing 
about it. 

Mr. CULLOP. I will say to the gentleman from Mlinois 
that it is now claimed if a poll had been taken a great many 
assert their vote would have been recorded agajnst that propo- 
sition, more than enough to have defeated it, but that they were 
unable to get a roll call. I do not vouch for its correctness. I 
was not 2 Member then and know nothing about the facts in 
the case. i 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in making 
that statement. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to interrogate the gen- 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. CULLOP. I do. 

Mr. RUBBY. It is only a little while since we had an ap- 
propriation bill under consideration here carrying $80,000,000— 
the Army appropriation bill I will ask the gentleman if he 


— 77 in here then and made a fight for a reduction of the Army, 

Mr. CULLOP. I will say to the gentleman that I did so 
whenever there was an opportunity offered for it, except upon 
one proposition, and as to that I then said that the Government 
had entered into a contract, as binding as any civil contract 
that could- be made, that it would not reduce the pay of the 
enlisted men during their term of service; and I said more, 
that the Government had no more right to break that contract 
than any individual had a right to break his contract, and that 
it was setting a bad precedent to the country for the Congress 
of the United States to do it. [Applause.] I believe contracts 
are sacred, and should be kept both in spirit and letter. I was 
performing my duty as I understood it then, under my obliga- 
tion as a Member of this body, and shall continue to so act as 
long as I occupy a seat here. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made against an in- 
crease of salary to persons receiving $900 each. The Chair un- 
derstands from the chairman of the committee that that is an 
actual increase beyond the amount authorized by law? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Then the point of order must be sustained. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the only point of order pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are no other points of order pend- 
ing to that paragraph. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the next is an increase, but I 
will not make a point of order as to that. Now, then, in line 25, 
I see “one lithographer, $1,500.” That is an increase of $200. 
I make the point of order against that. That is not a low- 
Salaried man. 

Mr. LEVER. The point of order is conceded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CULLOP. In line 2, page 5, I see “ five compositors, at 
$1,250 each.” That is an increase of one. 

Mr. MANN. That is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CULLOP, I suppose, under the previous ruling of the 
Chair, that will be overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. CULLOP. Now, then, in line 11, I see “one engineer, 
$1,300.” That is an increase of $100. I make the point of 
order against that. 

Mr. LAMB. The point of order is conceded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana one question. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is nothing pending before the House, 

Mr. ESCH. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I notice he omitted to make a point of order 
against one increase. Why was that omitted? 

Mr. CULLOP. That was an increase from $720 to $840. I 
did not think a point of order ought to be made against it, as 
the salary is already low. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to line 21, page 4, and insert $840 each,’ instead of $900. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I desire to make points of order against 
certain items in the paragraph, and I wish to know whether I 
will have that right if the gentleman is now recognized for the 
purpose indicated by him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams] 
rose and asked unanimous consent to offer an amendment to the 
language of the bill, but the Chair has not yet submitted the 
request for unanimous consent. If there are other points of 
order, the Chair will hear them at this time. 

Mr. LAMB. I am simply offering an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the points of order on 
the paragraph before amendments are suggested. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. In lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 4, 
occurs the item: 

Two assistant foremen of division, at $1,600 each. 


I make the point of order that under the existing law there 
is one assistant foreman of division at $1,400, and that the 
present provision is for two assistant foremen of division at 
$1,600. The point I make is that there is an increase of the 
salary of the existing assistant foreman and an increase in the 
salary of a newly denominated assistant foreman of $200 each. 

Mr. LEVER. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
or does he reserve it? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
that the increase of $200 in the item which he has mentioned 
was made for the purpose of equalizing the compensation of 
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two men who are doing practically, if not exactly, the same 
work in the same room, to put these two men upon an equal 
salary. We thought it was just that this should be done. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. In the existing appropriation there ap- 
pears to be one assistant foreman whose salary is named at 
$1,400. This bill carries two assistant foremen to receive 
$1,600 each, an increase of $200. 


Mr. LEVER. My recollection is that this is a change of 
title with ‘an increase of salary of $200 for one of the men 
working in the printing office in the Weather Bureau. Both 
of them are doing the work of assistants, one in one direction 
and one in another. The purpose of the change of title is to put 
them on the same footing, and this increase would put them on 
the same salary. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Can the gentleman inform us where in 
the act of 1911 the designation and salary of the person now 
denominated as an assistant foreman of division is to be found? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman will find, on page 2 of the 
current law, about the tenth line: 

One assistant foreman of division, $1,600. 

One assistant foreman of division, $1,400. 

We are equalizing the salaries of these two men. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I am indisposed to ob- 
ject, but I observe that all the equalizing that is done in these 
bills is by raising some fellow up and nobody's salary is reduced 
to do any equalizing. I must insist on the point of order. 

Mr. LAMB. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made that one as- 
sistant foreman is now authorized by law at $1,600 and one is 
authorized by law at $1,400. The point of order is sustained as 
to the increase of $200 as to one of these assistant foreman. 

Mr. LEVER. This is really the creation of a new place. We 
have dropped one assistant foreman at $1,400 and have increased 
the number of assistant foremen at $1,600 to two instead of one. 
I take it that under the ruling made a moment ago we have a 
right to create one more place. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that under exist- 
ing law there is one assistant foreman at $1,600 and one at 
$1,400. The provision of the bill increases the $1,400 foreman 
to $1,600. The point of order is made against the increase of 
$200. The chairman of the committee concedes the increase and 
the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order on page 5, line 11, “one engineer, $1,300.” Under the 
existing statute, the current law, it is “ one engineer, $1,200.” I 
make the point of order against the increase. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the impression that that 
point of order was made by the gentleman from Indiana and 
sustained. 

Mr. CULLOP. Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserved a point of 
order against the entire paragraph. I now withdraw that. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, on page 4. line 
23, after the word “dollars,” by inserting “one” instead of 
“two,” and in line 25, after the word “dollars” insert the 
words “fourteen hundred,” and in the same line insert the 
words “thirteen hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Virginia send his 
amendments to the Clerk’s desk to be reported? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman did not offer an amend- 
ment at the time to insert, in line 21, page 4, after the word 
“typewriters” the words “eight hundred and forty dollars.” 

Mr. LAMB. I have done that previously. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman asked unanimous consent when 
points of order were being made, but it was not agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to page 4, 
line 21, to make it “ $840.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, line 21, after the word “at” insert the words eight 
hundred and forty.” 

Mr. MANN. So that it will read“ $840 each.” 

The CLERK. So that it will read “$840 each.” 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. $ 

Mr. LAMB. On the same page, line 23, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” I move to amend by inserting the word “one” in place of 
s two.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 4, line 23, after the word “ dollars,” insert the word “ one,” so 
that tt will read one assistant foreman of division.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. In line 25 I move to strike out the word “each” 
and insert one assistant foreman of division, $1,400.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 4, line 25, strike out the word “each” and insert “one assist- 
ant foreman of division at $1,400.” 

The CHAIRMAN. In line 23, should not there be a change 
of the word “two” to “one” ? 

Mr. MANN. That has already been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. In line 24, I move to amend by striking out the 
word “foremen” and inserting the word “foreman.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 24, strike out the “e” 
sert an “a,” making it read “ foreman 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the same line 25, page 
4, I move to amend by striking out the word “ five” and insert- 
ing the word “ three,” so that it will read “one thousand three 
hundred“ instead of “one thousand five hundred.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 25, aft “ Sa “ 
tae Age = pra 5. ae — = word “ lithographer,” insert the words one 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. On page 5, line 11, I move to change the word 
“three” to the word “two,” so that it will read “$1,200” in- 
stead of “ $1,300.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 11, e 5 me - 
55 igo i Pe 1 the word “engineer,” insert the words “ one 
The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Contingent expenses, Weather Bureau: For fuel, lights, repairs, and 
other expenses for the care, preservation, and improvement of the public 
buildings and grounds of the Weather Bureau in the city of Washing- 
ton; for stationery and blank books, furniture and repairs to same, and 
freight and express charges; for subsistence, care, and purchase of 
horses and vehicles, and repairs of harness, for official purposes only; 
for advertising, dry goods, twine, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hard- 
ware, ice, washing towels, and other miscellaneous supplies and ex- 
penses not otherwise provided for in the city of Washington, $25,000. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against that paragraph and to make the point of order 
against the words, in line 8, “and improvement.” I reserve the 
point as to those words in order that the chairman or any 
855 gentleman who may desire may be heard on the point of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. CULLOP. My point of order is that the words “and 
improvement” should go out, because they are new and have 
not been used and is without authority of law. 

Mr. MANN. But that is not stating the point of order, with 
all due respect to the gentleman. What is the point of order? 

Mr. CULLOP. That there is no law authorizing them to go 
ahead and make improvements ad libitum. 

Mr. MANN. I know; but that is not a point of order. Does 
the gentleman base his claim that it should go out on the fact it 
is new? That is not a point of order. 

Mr. CULLOP. It is new legislation I have been undertaking 
to prevent, I wish to say to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. But the fact it is new legislation is not a point 
of order. Under what provision of the rules does the gentleman 
make the point of order on this proposition? I am asking the 
gentleman in good faith, 

Mr. LAMB. I admit this is new langnage. 

Mr. MANN. But it is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. LAMB. I do not think so either. The words “and im- 
provement ” appearing in this line is in fact new language. This 
change is essential in view of the decision of the comptroller’s 
office that no change can be made in Government buildings that 
is not strictly in line of repairs unless the same be specifically 
provided for by Congress. 

It frequently becomes necessary to cut doorways, build par- 
titions, and so forth, and this is not possible at the present 
time, as it would come under the head of improvements instead 
of repairs, and therefore specific language for the purpose is 
sought. There is no change in the amount of this appropria- 
tion. Here is what Mr. Moore, the Chief of the Weather Bu- 
reau, says about it: 

Mr. Moore. There 


in the word “foremen” and in- 


ou see is a slight change in phraseology by the 
insertion of the words “and improvement.” Well, now, this change 
is asked in view of a decision that under the present act the Weather 
Bureau is without authority to make any changes in its buildings 
that are not strictly in line with repairs. 


Then he goes on to give an illustration to show the necessity 
for these words being inserted. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair ask the gentleman from 
Virginia whether this is claimed to be a continuation of work 
already begun? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; surely. 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to be heard on the point of order be- 
fore the Chair rules. 

Mr. LAMB. That is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CULLOP. Now, Mr. Chairman, the objection I haye to 
this language, sustaining the point I have made, is this: I want 
to read two or three lines in order that the committee may 
catch the force of this proposition: 

For fuel, light, repairs, and other expenses for the care, preservation, 
ne of the public buildings and grounds of the Weather 

What limit is there to the improyement? You have simply 
turned the matter over to the head of that department to make 
just such improvements as his fastidious taste may suggest to 
him. I want the money that is appropriated by this bill to go 
to benefit the farmers of this country and not for some office- 
holder to build him magnificent quarters in which he is to be 
located. 

Mr. LAMB. Will my friend allow an interruption there? 
This is not for building purposes; this is for changing a build- 
ing, cutting a doorway here and a window there, which they 
can not do under the language as at present employed. 

Mr. CULLOP. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. They had the 
authority under the old appropriation bill, and, with this lan- 
guage out, they have the authority under this bill to make such 
repairs, but this leaves the extent of the improvements open to 
these officials—— s 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit? I 
want to suggest to the gentleman if he does not think that with 
this language in they can go to work and build an addition to 
the building? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly, they could. N 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. In the way of improvement. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; whatever their fastidious taste, as I 
said, may suggest in the way of improvement. You have giyen 
them that authority. I want the money to go to the benefit of 
the farmers of the country, to the agriculturists and not to the 
officeholder in a department where this gives them ample au- 


thority to expend it without any limitation whatever. That is | 


my objection to the insertion of this language. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I think I can satisfy my friend 
on that point. This applies to Washington. To show you that 
there can be no such abuse as you imagine in this case, when I 
asked Mr. Moore the question he said: 

You will see there could not be any abuse, because our total appro- 
priation is $25,000, and it is nearly all taken up for other purposes, 
and that the only thing we would be enabled to do would be to make 
needed changes. 

And the appropriation from which such improvements will be 
made outside of Washington is $97,500, and the greater part of 
this sum is necessary to pay rents. 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, I hope that such an argument as that 
would not be an inducement to the chairman of the committee 
to insert that language. That might mean a million-dollar im- 
provement under this $25,000 appropriation. Such an improve- 
ment might be started and then come back here to the next 
Congress and say that the work had been begun and that we 
must not wait, and consequently we would have to appropriate 
the money to carry it out. It is against that kind of a practice 
that I am taking this precaution here to-day. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman imagines an impossibility. He 
can not state anywhere where that has been done or ever will 
be done. : 

Mr. CULLOP. There is nothing here to prevent it. I know 
the policy has been to get something started by a small appro- 
priation, and nobody but the taxpayer knows just where it ends. 
And when you give that kind of license, as you are giving in 
this, you are opening the door to the perpetration of very great 
extravagance, and for that reason I am opposed to it. Instead 
of improving the buildings in Washington, I want to improve 
the business back in the country, where the men haye to make 
the money to pay the taxes to run the Government. It is for 
that reason I make the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the point 
of order, if the Chair desires any further statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

= LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the language of the present law 
reads: 

For fuel, lights, repairs, and other expenses for the care and preser- 
vation of the public buildings and grounds of the Weather Bureau in 
the city of Washington. 

The committee amendment strikes out: 

For repair, 
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And inserts the words: 
An improvement. 


And I make the point now, Mr. Chairman, that the point of 
order is not well taken, for the reason that the language in- 
serted by the committee is to permit the continuance of work 
now under way. And I think the Chair is familiar with the 
long line of rulings and precedents. 

The CHAIRMAN. What work now under way? 

Mr. LEVER. Work on the matter of public buildings in the 
city of Washington; the existence of the weather building itself, 
to take care of it, to preserve it from rotting down, to cut a 
window through it, or to fix a lock—all that, I take it, is in line 
with the decisions. 

Mr. RODDENBERY and Mr. MANN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to lodge a point 
of order against the word“ improvement.“ 

Poe CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now considering a point of 
order. 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. I desire to lodge a point of order 
against this on a ground that has not been stated, and if the 
present ruling the Chair will make will have the effect of pro- 
ducing a waiver in that connection—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. In the opin- 
ion of the Chair the words “an improvement“ are entirely too 
broad. They do not appear to refer to existing work and they 
are not appropriate for that purpose. And the statement of the 
gentleman from South Carolina on the provisions of the pre- 
vious appropriation bill seems to bear out that idea. While the 
amount carried is small and might not justify all the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CuLLoP] has said, it is unquestionably 
true the words are entirely too broad, and the point of order is 
sustained. 

Mr. MANN. All that the Chair has said may be true, but 
will the Chair hear me a moment on that? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, 

Mr, MANN. Supposing the item should read: 

For the rovement of the 
Weather — in the city wt tower = a Se oe 

Would that be subject to a point of order?’ That is a ques- 
tion. Now, it is quite competent, where the Government owns 
a public building, to provide for an addition to that public 
building. It is not subject to a point of order. You can pro- 
viđe for a new building there. You could provide over here a 
new building to go in between the two wings of the agricul- 
tural building. It would not be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
allow an interruption? 

Mr. MANN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand that the Chair has ruled on the 
point of order. Now, is the gentleman offering an amendment? 


Mr. MANN. I am addressing the Chair, with the Chairman's 
permission. 

Mr. CULLOP. I want to get the drift of the gentleman's 
position. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is occupying the position of 
asking for a hearing. 

Mr. CULLOP. He is asking for a new trial—or a recall. 
Very good. 4 

Mr. MANN. Now, it is quite certain as to the public grounds 
of Washington. It is not subject to a point of order to make an 
appropriation for the planting of trees on the public grounds, 
or for putting any necessary hedges on the public grounds, or 
for putting any necessary paths on the public grounds. Those 
are improvements of the public grounds. Those items are not 
subject to a point of order. I do not see how it can be construed 
that a provision for the improvement of the public buildings is 
subject to a point of order. Ordinarily it is subject to being 
refused, in the discretion of the legislative body, without being 
more definite. 

The gentleman from Indiana in arguing his point of order was 
arguing in the main as to the discretion of Congress that some- 
thing might be done that ought not to be done. That is not a 
question constituting a point of order. I do not see how you 
can say that where you provide a new building to be attached 
to a building, no limit of cost to be placed on the building, on 
the new building on these grounds, we have not the right under 
the rules to provide for a new building here, or any other im- 
provement that we please, there being no limitation upon the 
cost of the buildings and grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say in reply to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois that under section 3752 of 
Hinds’ Precedents there appears a ruling on April 10, 1900, to 
the effect that an appropriation for a new building on the 
Agricultural Department grounds was subject to a point of 
order, appearing in an appropriation bill. 
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Mr. MANN. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, an addition to an ex- 
isting building is not subject to a point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. That is very true. 

Mr. MANN. This is an improvement to the building. 
would not authorize a new building on the grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The language used in this appropriation 
bill, the simple words “an improvement,” in the opinion of the 
Chair, would justify anything that was classed as an improve- 
ment of real estate, and certainly it would be a very broad use 
of language. A 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I would like to inquire if the Chair 
has ruled on this question? 

The CHAIRMAN. That being true, if the language is limited 
to a specific building or specific repairs, the point of order 
would not lie. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend—— 

Mr. CULLOP. We are not through with the point of order. 
I have reseryed a point of order on the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ruling of the Chair is that the point of 
order is sustained. Are there further points of order? 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I was going to say that I had 
reserved a point of order against the whole section, and I now 
withdraw that point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. I 
want to ask the gentlemen in charge of this bill a question. I 
see a provision in this bill ‘for the subsistence, care, and pur- 
chase of horses and vehicles, and the repair of harness, for 
official purposes only.” I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill how many horses are used for official pur- 
poses? 

Mr. LAMB. I reckon they are all used for purposes connected 
with the bureau. 7 i 

Mr. CULLOP. How many are there? 

Mr. LAMB. I do not know. 

Mr. CULLOP. How many vehicles are there? 

Mr. LAMB. I think the Chief of the Weather Bureau has 
one carriage and one horse, and he takes care of it himself. 
Then they have got some horses and wagons over there for 
other purposes, IL do not know what. But we are bound to trust 
somebody and put confidence in somebody. We can not go to 
these officers and see how many horses they have there, and 
how much feed the horses get every night. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand that; but the gentleman should 
make inquiry as to the number, and so on. What I would like 
to know is, How many horses are constantly kept by this de- 
partment, and how many vehicles? I would like to know that. 
T think the public has the right to know how many horses are 
kept for strictly official business, and how many officials, if any, 
are riding around using these in connection with their social 
matters and social duties; and for that reason I am unwilling 
to appropriate money for that purpose if that is the case, and 
that is why I asked the question. I am willing to appropriate 
money for the purpose of maintaining vehicles, horses, and 
carriages to be used in the discharge of public duties, but not 
for social affairs, and that is why I asked this question. 

Mr. CANDLER. Under this provision there is no appro- 
priation of a single, solitary cent except for horses and vehicles 
and necessary harness for official purposes, and official pur- 
poses only. Now, the gentleman says he is willing to make an 
appropriation for that purpose. That is the only purpose that 
is contemplated or named in this provision. 

Mr. CULLOP. How many are required? 

Mr. CANDLER. Those that are necessary for the discharge 
of the duties of the department, no more and no less. Just 
how many there are I do not know. I do not suppose there 
is a man in the House who does know. The gentleman himself 
might go down there and count them if he is so inclined. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, we are legislating here for a 
large number of people, and we have the right to know, and 
the people have the right to know, just About what this money 
is appropriated for and what is being maintained with the 

- appropriation that is made. It is for that reason that I ask 
this question, and I would like very much to have that informa- 
tion. I have understood through the press, and through some 
matters that developed a short time ago in the Senate, that 
a large number of vehicles with liveried drivers and fine 
harnesses and horses drawing beautiful equipages were used 
largely for social duties by public officials, and not for the 
transaction of public business. If any of this is for that pur- 
pose, I am voting against every dollar proposed for such a 
purpose, and want it to be understood that I am contesting the 
passage of any appropriation bill giving a dollar for any such 
purpose. 

Mr. CANDLER. I do not think there would be a member 
of this committee who would be in favor of appropriating a dol- 


This 


lar of the people’s money for carriages, or for vehicles, or for 
horses, or any purpose of that kind, in order to supply the 
officials of the Government simply for their pleasure. 

A number of years ago this question came up in the House, 
and there was a very thorough investigation made, and it was 
discovered that there was some abuse along these lines. At 
that time this very provision that is now in this bill was adopted, 
and it has been enacted into law every year from then until 
now, limiting this to official business. 

As was said by the chairman of the committee a moment ago, 
you have got to trust somebody. If you can not trust some of 
the officials of the Government; if you have to send some man 
around to count horses and see how many sets of harness there 
are and how many vehicles there are; if the Members of Con- 
gress are required to do that, then I am very sorry to know it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULLOP. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more in which to conclude this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mout consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULLOP. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER. As I was saying, you have certainly got 
to trust some of the officials of the Government. If we have 
an official at the head of a great bureau of this Government 
who can not be trusted in the small and insignificant matter of 
simply buying enough horses and enough vehicles and enough 
harness to transact the official business and obey the law as it 
is written, if that is the standard of official integrity, I am dis- 
appointed, and knowing the distinguished gentleman who is the 
chief of this bureau, I do not believe that is his standard. I be- 
lieve that he obeys the law and sticks to the letter of the law 
as it is written; that he is an honest and most excellent public 
official. [Applause.] 

Mr. CULLOP. In reply to the gentleman from Mississippi, I 
want to say that I desire to congratulate him on succeeding in 
3 the abuses that have heretofore existed in that 

e 

Mr. LAMB. Right on that point I wish to say that I am 
informed that the Chìef of the Weather Bureau owns his own 
carriage and horse, and furnishes them himself. 

Mr. CULLOP. I do not doubt all that the gentleman as- 
sumes; that we ought to trust somebody. We are trusting 
somebody, but the trouble is that you have made no inquiry 
to get this information. Would it not have been well to have 
asked and obtained this information, and to have found what 
the one in charge of it had to say, and then rely upon that 
being true? What I am trying to find out is the number of 
these horses and carriages. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. Of course, the gentleman from Indiana knows 
that we haye in this House a committee charged with the duty 
of making the very investigation which he speaks of, and that 
it is now making that investigation into the Department of 
Agriculture. That committee is headed by the gentleman’s col- 
league, Mr. Moss. 

Mr. CULLOP. I am very glad to know that from the gentle- 
man. I knew it already, but what I am trying to get at here 
is whether this committee, in making up this bill, made any in- 
quiry about the use of the money appropriated for this particu- 
lar purpose. That is the complaint. It seems no one did. Now, 
you are appropriating a large sum. Is it not a very dangerous 
plan of procedure to fail to know just what the money appro- 
priated is to be used for? 

If there are 20 horses maintained in that department, we ought 
to know it. If there are only 2, we ought to know it, so that 
when you go to the country you can tell the people that you 
made an inquiry and found out whether it was necessary or not. 
This is making a very dangerous precedent. With all deference 
to the gentlemen on the committee, for whom I have the very 
highest regard, I do not want, if I can prevent it, to have any 
abuse creep into this bill. For that reason I have made this 
inquiry, thinking perhaps I could get the information from some 
gentleman on the committee. Now, we are trusting some one 
when we take the testimony of a man that is at the head of that 
department. It is not necessary to send men down to look at 
these things, as gentlemen have said, but get the testimony here, 
so that when the country asks you for it you are there with the 
proof. ; 

Mr. KONIG. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. 

Mr. KONIG. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
taken into consideration how many more teams and horses and 
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vehicles would be necessary for the Weather Bureau to give us 
the weather we have had this last winter over that we had last? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOP. I am not an expert in that matter and there- 
fore I can not hold myself out as one. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
am opposed to making appropriation for the payment for things 
that we do not know how much there is of it, or very much 
about it, and for that reason I made the inquiry. I withdraw 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I object to the withdrawal of the 
pro forma amendment. I would like to inquire of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill if he knows how many towels were washed 
last year under the appropriation in this paragraph of the bill. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. LEVER. And I insist that the chairman give a definite 
reply. 

Mr. MANN. I do not see how it is possible for Members of 
the House to vote intelligently under the appropriation, which 
might carry with it the right to wash innumerable towels, unless 
we know how many towels were washed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that, from the experience of the last election, he 
ought to understand that it would have been better for him to 
have known, and his party to have known, more about that 
subject than he did know. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I gave the Democracy more credit than to think 
that they changed the election on the question of towels and 
horses. [Laughter.] 


Mr. CULLOP. The gentleman can not waive it aside on that 
proposition; that was one of ‘the many things that led up to it. 
What was the condition in the Secretary of State’s office, where 
the annual bill for shoeing four horses was $260? It was such 
abuses that led to-the defeat of the Republican Party, and he 
can not waive it aside. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that paragraph. On page 6, line 7, after the word “ care,” 
insert the word “and.” On line 8, after the word “ grounds,” 
insert the words “and the improvement of the existing public 
building,” so that it will then read “ for fuel, lights, repairs, and 
other expenses for the care and preservation of the public 
buildings and grounds and of the improvement of the existing 
public buildings of the Weather Bureau in the city of Wash- 
ington.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. CULLOP. What buildings are being improved there? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman that I do not 
know, but the question of improvements came about through 
a statement from the Weather Bureau itself. The same thing 
applies to a number of other bureaus. They desired that in 
the Weather Bureau there should be cut a little passageway 
from one room into another, and the cômptroller, passing upon 
this, said that he had no authority to do it. Of course, the 
Weather Bureau maintains a building in the city of Washing- 
ton. I do not know how many they haye. I do hot know how 
many doors or windows are in it, but it was thought that this 
language was necessary to give authority to make minor im- 
provements, which are necessary to any public building for that 
matter. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman be willing to specify what 
improvements he wants in his amendment? If you leave it 
open generally, you are conferring too much authority and 
making great abuses possible. 

Mr. LEVER. I concede that there is some force in the gentle- 
man’s statement, but will the gentleman accept this: “The 
necessary improvements of public buildings“? 

Mr. CULLOP. That would leave it to the superintendent to 
determine what was necessary; one man might think it neces- 
sary and another might not. 

Mr. LEVER. But do you not have to, as a matter of fact, 
leave the discretion in somebody, somewhere? 

Mr. CULLOP. It is easy to specify what the improvement is. 

Mr. LEVER. Here is a question of boring a hole into a wall; 
are you going to specify that? Here is a question of stopping 
up a crack; are you going to specify that? 

Mr. CULLOP. You have in this bill, and there is a provi- 
sion in every one of them, the right to make necessary repairs. 
If that was a necessary repair, the authority is there given to 
do it; but if he is going to make some new and extensive im- 
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provement under your amendment he can do it, and that is why 
I am objecting to it. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me repeat what the comptroller has held 
what you can not do under the present language. 

This following is a statement by Prof. Moore, of the bureau: 

The observer lived on the premises, as observers do in nearly all the 
buildings. I directed our accounting officer to cut down one of the 
windows and put in a door. He immediately came back and said he 
could not do it—that the comptroller's decision will not allow you to 
alter that building. 

Now there is the situation. I have no fear of any abuse of 
this power. If I had, I would be as much opposed as the gentle- 
man, perhaps. 

Mr. CULLOP. Well, a good way to preyent the abuse of 
power is to put safeguards around the matter, so that it can 
not be abused. Now, it is very easy to specify the changes 
which are designed to be made there, and then you would not 
leave it open. The gentleman confesses that there is merit in 
the objection I have made. 

Mr. LEVER. I confess there is merit in the proposition from 


‘the gentleman’s viewpoint, but I do not confess there is merit 


in it. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 6, line 7, after the word “care,” insert the word “and,” 
and in line 8, after the word “ junds,” insert the words “and im- 
provement of existing public buildings,” so that it will read “of the 

ublic buildings and grounds and improvement of existing public build- 

gs of the Weather Bureau in the city of Washington.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
turn to page 4, and in lines 14 and 15 change from $3,250 to 
$3,000, leaving out the $250. 

Mr. MANN. That has already been done. 

Mr. LAMB. No. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair sustained the point of order to the 
words “ two hundred and fifty dollars“ I understood at the time. 
That was the statement made. 

Mr. LAMB. Well, I want to change in conformity to it. 

Mr. MANN. With the words “two hundred and fifty dollars” 
out it would read “three thousand dollars.” 

Mr. LAMB. That is what it ought to read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a matter for construction—— 

Mr. MANN. It depends upon what the Chair struck out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order 
to the amount stated, but in case of any doubt about the matter, 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia will certainly be 
in order. 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection Whatever to the amendment, 
but I noted at the time what the Chair stated, that he sustained 
the point of order to the words “ two hundred and fifty dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to return to page 4 for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4, lines 14 and 15, 
words “three thousand dollars.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For fuel, gas, electricity, freight and express charges, furniture, sta- 
4104.0 all other necessary supplies and miscellaneous expenses, 


after the word“ Bureau,” insert the 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order on the words “five hundred,” in line 14, page 7, the 
amount being an increase not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point of order is against 
the words “five hundred“? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Les, sir; against the words“ five hun- 
dred.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire what the 
point of order is. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That it is an increase of appropria- 
tions not authorized by law. I will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair desires any argu- 
ment on the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not think it is necessary to argue it at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to see that an in- 
crease in a lump appropriation for these necessary expenses 
would be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The item is for fuel, gas, electricity, 
freight and express charges, and so forth. The current appro- 
priation is $104,000, the identical items carried in the para- 
graph, and this increase is not authorized by law. 


The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair an appropria: 
tion bill can increase or diminish that amount from year to 
year. The point of order is overruled. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For instruments, shelters, apparatus, storm-warning towers, and re- 
pairs thereto, $36,500. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the words “six thousand fiye hundred dollars” and insert in 
fieu thereof the words “five thousand dollars.“ Mr. Chair- 


man, the object of the motion is to confine the present appro- | 
| Pueblo, Colo., and Fort Dedge, Kans., on the north, and Abilene 


Priation to an amount not in excess of the previous appropria- 
tion. The appropriation for the current year is $35,000 and for 
the same items, and it may be that there are some contingencies 
and some reasons why this item should be increased in that 
amount. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this is simply an increase of 
$1,500. I asked a question about it, and the answer was that it 
is for the purchase of instruments required in equipment of ad- 

ditional stations. 

He said it was necessary in order to buy a few more imple- 
ments to equip some of these stations, and he asked $1,500 more, 
and we gave it to him. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

and im to buil now 
TTT 


reserva’ of uding constructi f necessary outbuildin 
and aas ye public streets abutting Weather — groun 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve a point of 
order against the paragraph and make the point of order against 
the words “and improvements” in line 18. However, I reserve 
the point of order so that gentlemen may be heard. It now 
reads: 

f offi d irs 0 b 

compli nad ten cer r the Sistas of Senken b. 


I saake the point of order against the words and improve- 
ments.” 

Mr: LAMB. The same reasons apply that we gave before. 

Mr. CULLOP. The language is too broad and is not author- 
ized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is overruled. ‘The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as fellows: 

For 8 a — kolo, 

of temporary buil: 

rain, snow, ice, crap, 
observations, warnings, eee gon and — a 1 cere 
and N men, $115,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

K Boer ne F eb ae gion in tp Improving 
and 8 the Weather Bureau Service located at Amarillo 

MrsLEVER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In reference to this matter I will 
explain my amendment by first reading the following letter, 
dated February 9, 1912, from the Chief of the Weather Bureau 
of the United States, relating to the extension of the Weather 
Bureau service at Amarillo, Tex. I have been urging this de- 
partment for some time to extend this service to this large town 
in my district, as is shown by the following letter, referred to 
aboye, : 

Pora A UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

WEATHER Bunnav, OFFICE or THE CHIEF, 
Washington, D. C., February 9, 1912. 

Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, M. C., 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 


Dran Sin: With further reference to your letter of — 2, 1912 
concerning an on of the Weather Bureau service a 3 


A g eva oo 9 the erec- 
— — for river, 
urricane, and other 
observers 


Tex., and my reply of February 7, 1912, I have the honor to inf 

you that it will require at least $4,00¢ 000 per annum to extend the service 

a mario so as roy 0) aily weather 

and a wider distri —.— rden ut the Pan- 

— district. — es um should d be 5 to the n ee 

er Bureau, and as this 

agi subeiio tments the $4,000 should 8 follows: 

For the employment of professors of meteorol inspectors, 
district fo recasters, local forecasters, SA ah eee seri $2, 000 

ee gas, city, freight, express charges, furniture, 


For instruments, shelters, apparatus, te. 250 
For telephone rentals and for telegraphing, telephoning, ete— 1, 250 


The agricultural bill containing N for the Weather Bu- 
reau has already been reported to ouse, and in order to accom- 
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> what you desire at Amarillo additional funds must be provided. 
inclose a copy of this bill in which I have indicated the necessary 


Very respectfully, 


WILLIS L. Moorn, 
Chief United States Weather Bureau. 


Mr. Chairman, the small amount being now expended for the 
service at this point was because of an insufficient appropria- 
tion, and I desire to secure this special amount of $4,000 by this 
amendment. It would certainly be germane. Amarillo is situn- 
ated between 300 and 400 miles from any other weather station, 
the nearest stations being at Santa Fe, N. Mex., on the west, 


and Fort Worth and Oklahoma City on the south and east. 
This vast territory is now covered by this small station. We 
have about 10 railroads running into Amarillo, and it is the 
commercial center of that territory. If this bureau service 
were extended so as to cover this large territory it would be of 
great advantage to its citizens, and it would take $4,000 from 
this lump-sum appropriation and specifically direct the Weather 
Bureau to expend that amount at this one point, the city of 
Amarillo, 

Mr. LAMB. I think if the gentleman from Texas will see the 
Chief of the Weather Bureau he could get this service there, 
for the reason that we gave some $15,000 or $20,000 increase in 
this bill, the very object of which was to extend this service 
at three or four places, and, in my judgment, this is one of those 
places. I believe he can get this work done with a part of the 
amount of money that is here appropriated. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This letter comes directly from 
the Chief of the Weather Bureau on the subject, and he said he 
would be glad to extend the service if necessary, but he sug- 
gested that it should be added to the appropriation. If the in- 
creased appropriation for this purpose carried in this bill is 
sufficient to cover this Amarillo appropriation, then I will with- 
draw the amendment, and I fully rely on the statement of the 
chairman of the committee that it does cover this matter. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I will ask the gentleman if they 
have now a building at Amarillo, Tex.? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We have a building, but it is 
small and insufficient. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Do you not think that the authority 
in the preceding paragraph, on page 7, where there is an ap- 
propriation for repairs and improvements to buildings now 
completed and located outside of the District of Columbia, would 
permit the Chief of the Weather Bureau to make that improve- 
ment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it would, but if there is 
an additional amount added to the bill for that purpose I would 
be assured more fully that my appropriation would be granted; 
they have the right now, under the law, to make these improve- 
ments, but have denied my requests for want of funds. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. “Improvements to buildings now 
completed and located outside of the District of Columbia” 
might take that in. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, Mr. Chairman, on the 
assurance of the chairman and the gentleman from Illinois that 
our bureau will be extended, I withdraw the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ens, circulars, fo | Bon and other publications, and for 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee why it is necessary to maintain a printing office in the 
Weather Bureau, in the Agricultural Department, for this pur- 
pose, and why the work is not done in the Government Printing 
Office? 

Mr. LAMB. A great deal of the department's work is done 
in the Government Printing Office, but it is necessary to have 
this office at the Weather Bureau for the printing of weather 
maps and the like. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Do they have to have it there for 
the pu for which this appropriation is made? 

Me. LAMB. Yes, sir. Necessarily they have to have the 
ab office there, because they have to do the work so 
rapidly. 

Mr. FOSTER of Dlinois. Can they do the work more rapidly 
down there than in the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. We asked that question and inquired 
about that, and we were informed that it was necessary. ‘This 


500 | branch printing office was established for the printing of maps 


und bulletins and circulars and other publications, and the an- 
swer to the we made respecting this item was that it 
was necessary to do the work there. The bulk of the work of 
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the department, however, is done at the Government Printing 
Office. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. This part of the work is not done 
at the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. LAMB. No, sir. There is no duplication of the work. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Why is it not done at the Govern- 
ment Printing Office instead of at the Weather Bureau? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman that it is not done 
at the Government Printing Office for the reason that the ex- 
perts, in making up the reports from all over the country and 
getting them out quickly, find it necessary to have all their ma- 
chinery at hand in order to scatter them throughout the country 
rapidly, and they also lithograph their maps there. To have 
that work done at the Government Printing Office would re- 
quire entirely too much time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fosrer] 
withdraws his pro forma amendment. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 


Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One chief of bureau, $5,000; 
1 chief clerk, $2,500; 1 editor and compiler, $2,250; 6 clerks, class 4; 
1 clerk, $1,680; 12 clerks, class 3; 2 clerks, at $1,500 each; 22 clerks, 
class 2; 2 clerks, at $1,380 each; 3 elerks, at $1,320 each; 1 clerk, 
1.300; 1 clerk, $1,260; 39 clerks, class 1; 1 clerk, $1,100; 1 clerk, 
1,080; 45 clerks, at $1,000 each; 2 clerks, at $960 each; 62 clerks, at 
900 each; one architect, $2,000; 1 architect, $900; 1 illustrator, 
1,400; 4 inspector's assistants, at $1,000 each; 12 inspector's assist- 
ants, $840 each; one laboratory assistant, 12 8 N 2 laboratory assist- 
ants, at $900 each; 1 laboratory heiper, $1,020; 2 laboratory helpers, 
at $840 each; 1 laboratory helper, $720; 1 laboratory helper, $600; 
1 laboratory helper, $480; 1 instrument maker, $1,200; 1 carpenter, 
1,100; 2 carpenters, at $1,000 each; 1 messenger and custodian, 
1,200; 1 messenger and custodian, $1,000; 9 messengers, skilled labor- 
ers, or laborers, at $840 each; 10 messengers, skilled laborers, er 


laborers, at $720 each; 23 messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at 
$480 each; messengers or messenger boys, at $360 each; 1 skilled 
laborer, $1,000; 33 skilled laborers, at $900 each; 2 skilled laborers, at 


840 each; 7 skilled laborers, at $720 each; 1 skilled laborer or laborer, 
780; 2 laborers or messengers, at $660 each; 9 laborers, messengers, 
or messenger boys, at $600 each; 3 laborers, messengers, or messenger 
boys, at $540 each; 1 watchman, $720; 1 charwoman, $600; 1 char- 
woman, $540; 11 charwomen, at $480 each; 4 charwomen, at $360 
each; 1 charwoman, $300; 2 charwomen, at $240 each; in all, 
$352,450. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill, What is the object of architects in this Bureau of Animal 
Industry? I see two architects are provided for in that bureau. 

Mr. LAMB. The chief of the bureau stated to us that he had 
a quantity of work to do there. What page is that on? 

Mr. GARNER. On page 9. 

Mr. LAMB. They draw their plans for public buildings, and 
so forth. 

Mr. GARNER. I did not know but that these architects were 
used to draw plans of stools to be used by farmers while milk- 
ing cows, or to make frames for horses, or something of that 
kind. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I think the bureau does make plans 
and specifications for dairy farms. I am not sure that that is 
true, but I think that is where these architects are required. 
The plans are furnished free of charge to any farmer who de- 
sires to build a dairy barn. 

Mr. LEVER. That is true. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. If a man will write to the depart- 
ment, giving the number of cows he proposes to house in his 
barn, the architect will furnish him free of charge with plans 
and specifications for building that barn. I understand also it 
is the same way with a silo. I take it that is the work on which 
these architects are used. 

Mr. LAMB. I will answer the gentleman's inquiry in the 
language of Dr. Melvin, when we asked him about this: 

Dr. MELVIN. We have used them in our own work in planning and 
constructing buildings; and we have one architect, this one at $2,000, 
who passes on the plans for the building and remodeling of packing 
houses. For instance, if a new packing house is to be built, we request 
that the plans be first submitted so as to ascertain whether we could 
approve the establishment as to its sanitary arrangements; and in the 
remodeling of them we ask for plans for the same reason. 

You see the extent of the work, it covers the whole country. 

Mr. GARNER. I understand that, but I was trying to get at 
what an architect’s duties are. I understand the $2,000 man 
is to suggest, in case they can persuade the packers to submit 
their plans and specifications to them, improyements with ref- 
erence to sanitary conditions. I presume the $900 man is for 
the purpose of drawing plans and specifications for a farmer’s 
dairy, or something of that kind, free of charge. 

Mr. LAMB. I will say to my friend 

Mr. GARNER. These architects evidently are very efficient 
men. They must be at these munificent salaries. 


Mr. LAMB. They are doing some of this work out here at 
Arlington, Beltsville, and Bethesda, or wherever ordered by 
the chief of this bureau in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Possibly the high-priced man is the 
one who has gone to the packing houses and suggested that they 
put a window in the refrigerating room. ` 

Mr. GARNER. I wish to call attention to the fact that for 
work of this character this is evidently a very small salary. 
I do not imagine you will get architects at $2,000 and $900 a 
year who are capable of giving anybody plans and specifications 
that will not have to be referred to some other architect hav- 
ing more capacity. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, these are very competent men. 

Mr. GARNER. I withdraw the point, Mr. Chairman. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Perper having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: . 

S. 4978. An act to supplement and amend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the North River Bridge Co. and to authorize 
the construction of a bridge and approaches at New York City 
across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and over such 
bridge between the States of New York and New Jersey, and 
to establish such bridge a military and post road,” approved 
July 11, 1890. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the 
bill (S. 4551) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
building of a dam across the Savannah River at or near the 
mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, 
S. C., and Columbia, Ga.,” approved August 5, 1909. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For CUDA out the 
provisions of the act approren May 29, 1884, establishing a Bureau of 
Animal Industry, and the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1891, 
pronewg for the safe transport and humane treatment of export cattle 
rom the United States to foreign countries, and for other purposes ; the 
act approved Angust 30, 1890, providing for the importation of animals 
into the United States, and for other purposes; and the provisions of 
the act of May 9, 1902, extending the inspection of meats to process 
butter, and providing for the 9 of factories, marking of pack- 
ages, etc.; and the provisions of the act approved February 2, 1903 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually dd Sige an 

prevent the spread of contagious and infectious diseases of live stock, 
and for other purposes; and also the proyisions-of the act 1 
March 3, 1905, to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and 
maintain quarantine districts, to permit and regulate the movement of 
cattle and other live stock therefrom, and for other purposes; and for 
carrying ovt the provisions of the act of June 29, 1906, entitled “An 
act to prevent 3 to animals while in transit by railroad or other 
means of transportation,” and to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to 
collect and disseminate information concerning live stock, dairy, and 
other animal products; to prepare and disseminate reports on animal 
industry; to employ and pay from the appropriation herein made as 
many persons in the city of Washington or elsewhere as he may deem 
necessary; to purchase in the open market samples of all tuberculin 
serums, antitoxins, or analogous products, of foreign or domestic manu- 
facture, which are sold in the United States, for the detection, pre- 
vention, treatment, or cure of diseases of domestic animals, to test the 
same, and to disseminate the results of said tests In such manner as he 
may deem best; to purchase and destroy diseased or exposed animals or 
quarantine the same whenever in his judgment essential to prevent the 
spread of pleuropneumonia, tuberculosis, or other diseases of animals 
from one State to another, as follows. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ another,” at the end of line 21, 
page 12, the following: 

‘And indemnify the owners of milk cows condemned under section 2 
of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1895, and the regulations of 
the District of Columbia in relation thereto.” 

Mr. LAMB. I reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. LEWIS. I hope the gentleman will withhold it until I 
explain the amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. I will withhold it. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is addressed to 
a situation that I think ought to interest the Members of this 
House. In the operations of the Agricultural Department it has 
eventuated that Washington and its suburbs have been particu- 
larly made an experiment station. There are applied to the 
dairy supplies of this city tests and regulations which are alto- 
gether unusual in this country. One of the tests developed 


under the care of the department has been the so-called tuber- 
culin test, which is now applied to the dairy supply of the city 
of Washington in a discriminating way. It is this discrimina- 
tion that the amendment is intended to correct. 

Dairy cows within the District of Columbia that are found 
objectionable under this tuberculin test are made the subject of 
compensation to their owners. The owners of dairy cows that 
happen to be beyond the line of the District, but are still District 
dairy cows in the most exclusive sense are denied compensation 
when their cows are condemned under the tuberculin test. The 
object of this amendment is to correct an absolutely unjusti- 
fiable discrimination of the character I have named. 

Now, a word or two about the merits of the proposition itself. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for-a question? 

Mr. LEWIS. I do. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is not the condemnation of tuberculous cattle 
strictly 2 State matter, and does not the State in all cases pay 
for all cattle condemned under such conditions? 

Mr. LEWIS. It does not. 

Mr. MADDEN. Ought it to be assumed by the Government of 
the’ United States? 

Mr. LEWIS. It is assumed by the Government of the United 
States with regard to dairy cows in the District of Columbia. 
There is no reason why the Government should discriminate 
between the dairy cow within the District and the dairy cow 
just over the line, when that dairy cow is devoted exclusively to 
supplying the needs of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow a further question? 

Mr. LEWIS. Surely. 

Mr. MADDEN. Would not the argument of the gentleman apply 
to every State in the Union if any dairy products were sent into 
the District of Columbia and the District officials were to con- 
demn the cattle from which these dairy products came—from 
the State of Pennsylvania, Illinois, Missouri, or any other State? 
The amendment of the gentleman would make the Government 
of the United States responsible in every case, would it not? 

Mr. LEWIS. Exactly; but the facts do not happen to corre- 
spond with the gentleman’s assumed state of affairs. Milk is 
to-day supplied to the city of Washington from points as remote 
as Pennsylvania, and I think points as remote as 200 or 300 
miles distant. In this instance of the remote dairy the regula- 
tions of the District of Columbia in reference to tuberculin tests 
are not employed. But, in the distance embraced within 20 miles 
of the District line, the District inspectors go over the line 
and employ this very insufficient and indeterminative test to 
the dairy cows; and if they happen to be over the line deny 
compensation. If they happen to be in the District within the 
line they give compensation out of the funds of the Federal 
Treasury under regulation approved and carried out by the 
Agricultural Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman’s time be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Maryland be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, now you haye three methods 
in reference to this matter. The dairy cow that is remote to 
which this test does not apply; second, the dairy within 20 or 
30 miles of the Capitol, to which it does apply and to which it 
denies compensation; and third, those within the line to which 
it applies the test, and if the tests are destructive renders 
compensation. 2 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I would like to inquire by what au- 
thority the animals outside of the District are slaughtered? 

Mr. LEWIS. By a method of inferential Federal authority. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Federal authority? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes; the act of 1895 governing the admission 
of milk into this city. The gentleman smiles, but I think an 
explanation will remoye the smile. It so happens that within 
20 miles the dairy supplies have existed for a generation before 
that act was passed, dairies employed exclusively in supplying 
this city with milk; being denied markets elsewhere on account 
of the natural location. The effect of the act of Congress, if 
the tuberculin test is applied, is to deny admission for their 
milk to this city and at the same time deny the compensation 
ma is given by the Government to cows within the District 

e. 


Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand it, the Federal au- 


thorities have nothing to do with cows outside the District. 
Mr. LEWIS. The Federal authority has approved of the 
regulation by which cows are disqualified and have provided 
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funds by which the cows in the District of Columbia are com- 

pensated for. They are not paid for out of the District fund 

. of Federal funds, out of the Treasury of the United 
es. 

This amendment is intended to correct a pure discrimination 
as to cows condemned that are absolutely necessary to the dairy 
supply of this city. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Can the gentleman inform the committee what 
is the practice in other parts of the country where cattle are 
condemned as being afflicted with pleuropneumonia or any other 
infectious disease? Who pays the expense of that? 

Mr. LEWIS. I am not sufficiently informed to authorita- 
tively advise the gentleman, but I do not think any such situn- 
tion has developed as is developed in the city of Washington. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think the 
Department of Agriculture frequently condemns or requires the 
State authorities to condemn cattle where there is an outbreak 
of disease that might spread. 


Mr. LEWIS. In such instances as that, where they threaten 
the whole country, I believe the Agricultural Department has 
agreed with the States to pay one-half. I am not sufficiently 
informed about the facts to enlighten my friend or consume my 
own time upon them. 

Another circumstance in this connection, Mr. Chairman, is 
that the tuberculin test itself is very indeterminative. It sup- 
plies only a partial and only an occasional test of the fitness of 
the animal to supply desirable milk. I wish to have printed in 
eonnection with my remarks a lucid explanation of, the tubercu- 
lin test. Now, I ask that the gentleman withdraw his point of 
order in the interest not only of the Maryland owner but the 
Virginia owner and prevent discrimination against suburbs of 
this city which are in everything except in a technical sense a 
part of the city itself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks by the insertion of the docu- 
ment he speaks of. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 


IS THE TUBERCULIN TEST SAFE—DR. SMEAD IN REPLY TO DIRECT QUES- 
TIONS FROM A PHYSICIAN TELLS WHAT HE BELIEVES. 


C. D. Suran, Hector, N. Y. 


Sır: I am an interested reader of the Tribune Farmer, and especially 
of what you write in relation to the feeding and care of animals. Now, 
I hope you wu take no offense when I ask you why it is that you some- 
times advise the farmer to have a cow tested with tuberculin and at 
other times you will answer by saying keep tuberculin out of them. In 
other words, if you consider tuberculin an infallible test in one case, 
why is it not in each and every case, and why shéuld it not be used 
on all cows furnishing milk for the city market? (2) Why should not 
an health boards have the perfect right to demand that all cows fur- 
nishing milk for their ci tuberculin tested? Now, Doctor, I am 
writing this for information paray and not pres them to you as 
catch questions. As a pract cing physician am interested in the 
maintenance of the health of the human race. 

B. ALLEN Tracy, M. D. 
MANCHESTER, MICH., November 22, 1911. 


No offense whatever, Doctor; I am always ready and willing to make 
explanations for the benefit of those who read my writings. I will 
say, first: No, sir; I do not consider tuberculin an infallible test for 
tuberculosis in cattle, and I think there are very few having large ex- 
perience in its use who do. It is true some veterinarians have oudly 
advocated its general use, and Federal, State and local boards of health 
have advised its general use, both as an economic matter for cattle 
owners and a safeguard for city consumers of milk and other dairy 
products. Now, to you, doctor, and others who read this, I desire to 
say a few things regarding tuberculin. When that renowned bacteriolo- 
gist, Dr. Robert Koch, of Germany, discovered the true cause of tuber- 
culosis in 1883 and in 1886 succeeded in making a culture that he 
named tuberculin, he believed that he bad succeeded in finding a culture 
that would cure all incipient cases of human tuberculosis. He had no 
thought of using the culture he named tuberculin as a diagnostic agent; 
but when tuberculin was injected into the system of pore whom it 
was thought might possibly have incipient tuberculosis, it was soon 
found that instead of a cure in about 7 out of 8 cases it caused 
latent germs of tuberculosis to develop rapidly, while in the elghth 
case it seemed to arrest further progress of the disease. It was also 
found that people who possibly would have lived many years, or even 
the three score years and ten, went to early graves. 

It was also learned that in the cases of Ray esa tuberculous poeple 
there was a rise in temperature of from 1 to 4 or more degrees. It was 
owing to this last fact veterinarians in some parts of the world went 
fairly wild over tuberculin and advised its use in testing all boxines 
ADTAK milk, regardless of what the effect might be on the dairy 
interest. Scares were created, and in some sections of this country 
panics prevailed and thousands of valuable cattle were needlessly de- 
stroyed. But all this is passed. I only mention it that you and others 
may —— better understand what I shall say in answer to your direct 

uestion. 
s Now, tuberculin testing in a general way was always fraught with 
serious loss to the owners of cattle. Conditions were generally ignored 
regarding its use. No attention was paid to normal or abnormal con- 
ditions of the animals when the tuberculin was injected. Hence it con- 
demned many 3 animals, while it failed to cause a reaction in 
cascs that were really dan us in the herd. I advise its use in a 
case where there are symptoms of tuberculous disease as an assistant 
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to the veterinarian in diagnosing the case. Thus it is that when a 


farmer writes me giving the symptoms as manifested by his 
vise him to have the cow or cows tested with tuberculin by a competent 
veterinarian who knows cows and cow nature. -If the cow is in her nor- 
mal condition and is not suffering from any excitement, if she has not 
been ship on the cars or driven miles on the road and is not near 
the period of heat or within six weeks of calving, either before or after, 
then tuberculin is a wonderful aid to such a veterinarian in correctly 
determining whether the cow is tuberculous or not. 

I advise keeping tuberculin out of all cows that are apparently 
healthy, for the reason that tuberculin acts on the latent germs of 
tuberculosis in cows precisely as it does on those in the human. It 
floes In some cases so excite latent sors into activity that in a few 
weeks the animal has active tuberculous disease, just as it proved to 
do when Dr. Koch used it as a cure for incipient tuberculous ase in 
the human. This fact explains why it is that sometimes when a buyer 
purchases cows from a herd in which no animal had died with tuber- 
culosis and buys them under the tuberculin test, there is no reaction to 
the test, yet in a few weeks some of the tested animals become actively 
tuberculous, This is not, as has been thought, due to infection after- 
wards; it is due to the effect of the tuberculin on the latent germs 
already present that in all probability never would have caused any 
harm to the animal. Thus I say it is putting the owners of cows in 
jeopardy to demand that every cow in the herd furnishing milk for city 
consumption be tested with tuberculin. 

This enforced test does not insure any purer or better milk for the 
consumer. In fact, in many. canes I personally know of it furnishes the 
consumer milk from cows t are really tuberculous. This is due to 
the fact that tuberculin many times falls to cause a reaction when cows 
are well advanced with tuberculous disease. Every veterinarian of large 

rience recognizes this fact, and Dr. James Lean and other renowned 
tedly declared. I refer you to Volume IV, page 
edicine. Again, it is a known fact that 


ay 
on- 
of 


a mild temperament; some confined in a warm 
ture. He orders up the pastured cows and be- 
business. His orders are to test the whole herd that are furnish- 

g milk for . He takes, if honest, not. less than three tempera- 
tures, morning, noon, and night, at about six hours apart. This is his 
base to work from. He then injects the tuberculin, waits 8 or 12 
hours, and begins to take temperatures every two hours for a period of 
12 or 16 hours. In case some one or more of them show a rise of tem- 
perature of 2} degrees, and it remains there for 4, 6, or 8 hours, under 
all rules of testing this cow will be condemned. But he finds some 
cows that show a rise of 5 of 1 degree, or 13 degrees, or pos- 
sibly 2 degrees, above his initial temperature. He can’t condemn these 
cows; he passes them as sound. Six weeks or three months later he 
retests them, when, perhaps, they don’t react at all. They may have 
been sound when the first test was made and reacted under conditions 
unknown to the inspector, or these same cows may be so advanced in 
tuberculous disease as not to react to tuberculin; yet the inspector, 
under the edict of the health board, can not do otherwise than pass 
them as sound; or if the cows are retested at the est of the owner 
a few times they may become immune to the tuberculin. 

Now, in 5 I desire to say I have great faith in the use of 
tuberculin as an aid in diagnosing a a eg case, and so advise its 
use; but, used indiscriminately, irrespective of conditions, I consider it 
as much of a menace to the cattle owners and consumers of milk as 
is bovine tuberculosis itself, and I believe city health boards should 
modify their rules so as to demand that tuberculin be used only as an 
accessory in ala eg eases suspicious to the eyes of the inspector. 
While I personally have faith in tuberculin and advise it, after years 
of experience with it, I buy no cattle that have been tested with tubercu- 
lin for at least six months after the test was made. 

G. B., of Waterville, Me., and G. T., of Rutland, Vt, please accept 
— peta to Dr. Tracy as an answer to your questions —C. D. 

mead, V. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 


Order of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for the sup- 
pression and prevention of tuberculosis in cattle. 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, November 26, 1909. 

Ordered: The Commissioners of the District of Columbia haying 
learned that tuberculosis, a communicable disease, prevails among the 
cattle in the District of Columbia and adjacent States, do hereby, pūr- 
suant to law, authorize and direct the following measures for the 
prompt 5 and to prevent the spread of bovine tuberculosis 
within the District of Columbia and to adjoining States: - 

SECTION 1. It is hereby ordered that no cattle shall, in any manner, 
be removed from the District of Columbia except upon tten per- 
mission from the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry or the health 
officer of the District of Columbia, which removal shall only be granted 
for cattle which have successfull. an official tuberculin test, 
or are for immediate slaughter at an establishment at which United 
States meat inspection is maintained. 

Sec. 2. 5 firm, or corporation desiring to bring any cattle 
into the District of Columbia, except as proyi in section 3, para- 

raph (c), shall first make application and obtain a permit from the 
hief of the Bureau of Animal Industry or from the health officer of 
the District of Columbia. The said application shall be in writing, 
stating the number, sex, and the age of the cattle, whether over or under 
6 months old, the exact place, date, and time at which it is desired 
to enter said cattle, and their dest 


barn; some out in the 


lumbia, togeth ith a decl i Selon aims ty the a os 
um ogether with a aration show clearly the purpose for 
which the cattle are desired to be ataei: whether for immediate 
slaughter, feeding or breeding purposes, or for milk production. 

Sec. 3. (a) Cattle offered for entry into the District of Columbia 
must be accompanied by a permit, as provided in section 2, and must 
be identified by an official veterinarian of the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry or of the health department of the District of Columbia, and 
must be appropriately tagged before entrance is permitted, except as 
provided in paragraph (c) of this section. 


cow I ad- 


(b) Cattle over 6 months old, for purposes other the immediate 
slaughter, unless accompanied by a satisfactory certificate of tuberculin 
test by a veterinary inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry or 
an official veterinarian of the health department of the District of 
Columbia or of the State from which brought, must be immediately 
taken, after identification, as provided in paragraph (a) of this section, 
to a place designated by the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
or health officer of the District of Columbia, and there quarantined 
apart from all other cattle until officially tuberculin tested and dis- 

of in accordance with these ations: Provided, That no 
demnity shall be allowed for such cattle as shall be slaughtered on 
account of their being deemed to be tuberculous. When accompanied 
by certificate of tuberculin test, as herein provided, the said certif- 
cate must show the place and the date, within 30 days, of.being offered 
for entry, of inspection and tuberculin testing, also tem 
pg see 3 of the animal or animals, age, markings, an 


(c) Cattle for immediate slaughter may enter the District of Colum- 
bia if ta in aceordance with paragraph 4 and without the 
tuberculin test, on condition that the tag ther provided for shall 
remain attached to the hide until removed in the presence of an 
employee of the Burean of Animal Industry or of the health depart: 
ment of the District of Columbia, to either of whom it shall be deliy- 
ered. The owner of the animal at the time of slaughter is hereby 
required to notify the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry or the 
health officer of the District of Columbia, stating the place where the 
hides will be found. If ship in cars and consigned direct to an 
cattle for imme- 


rature chart, 
tag numbers, 


per, and but 

he same before the sla 
Bureau of Animal Ind 
at that establishment. 

' (d) Cattle under 6 months old for pu s other than immediate 
slaughter, when not accompanied by certificates as indicated in para- 

rap! (b), may be — into the District of Columbia as provided 

paragraph (a), but said cattle must be accompanied by affidavits by 
the breeder or feeder and by the owner or shipper, said affidavits to 
state that tuberculosis has not been known to exist on the premises, 
during the six months 3 preceding the offer for entry, upon 
which said animals have been kep 

Sue. 4. Cattle over 6 months old already within the District of 
Columbia shall be inspected and tuberculin tested by a veterinary 
inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry or of the health depart- 
ment of the District of Columbia. Cattle under 6 months old shall, 
in the same manner, be inspected, and when deemed necessary shall be 
tuberculin tested, said inspection and tuberculin testing to be yee ere 
annually or at such times as the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try or health officer of the District of Columbia may direct. All 
such cattle shall be officially tagged “U. S., B. A. I.,“ with a serial 
number, or “ U. S., B. A. L, Reacted,” with a serial number. 

Src. 5. All cattle already within the District of Columbia which 
are deemed to be tubercalous, either as a result of physical examina- 
tion or the tuberculin test, shall be slaughtered within a time and at a 

lace designated by the Chief of the reau of Animal Industry or 

e health officer cf the District of Columbia, and shall be subject to 
official post-mortem inspection, and the carcass of any such animal 
shall be disposed of according to the meat- on ations of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry. All such cattle shall be appraised 
before being slaughtered, the owners to be indemnified as hereinafter 
pores from any available appropriation made by -Congress for the 

ureau of Animal Industry of the United States Department of Agri- 
culture for carrying out the provisions of the act of May 29, 1884, 
except as section 8 of these regulations: Provided, That 
no liability shali be incurred under these regulations by the United 
States Department of Agriculture in excess of the funds available 
from the aforesaid appropriation of C: , and whenever the Chief 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry shall deem it necessary or advisable, 
because of the lack of funds for the aforesaid purpose, he shall notify 
the health officer of the District of Columbia to that effect, and there- 
after no liabilities shall accrue against the United States on account 
of any act done or permitted under these regulations. 

Sec. 6. (a) The health officer of the District of Columbia shall 
designate or request thé Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry to 
designate an appraiser, who shall appraise each animal within five s 
prior to the date of slaughter, basing the amount upon the class and 
market value of the animal at the time of the appraisal, whether for 
breeding purposes or for meat or milk production. Animals reacting 
to the tuberculin test but not exhibiting any physical evidence of tuber- 
culosis shall be appraised without considering the presence of a dis- 
eased condition, but animals exhibiting any oe agi evidence of tuber- 
culosis shall be appraised as diseaned animals, The amount of ap- 
praisal shall not in any case exceed the sum of $75 for a pure-bred and 
registered animal, or the sum of $50 for a grade or nonregistered ani- 
mal. If the amount of appraisal of any animal, as determined by the 
appraiser 8 is not satisfactory to the owner or owners of such 
sateen a written notice of such fact, setting forth the reasons for 
complaint, shall be forwarded upon the day of appraisal to the health 
officer of the District of Columb The amount of the appraisal shall 
then be determined by arbitrators, one to be appointed by the health 
officer of the District of Columbla or the Chief of the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry and one by the owner or owners of the animal or animals. 
If the said arbitrators are not able to agree as to the amount of ap- 
praisal, a third arbitrator shall be 1 by them, whose decision 
shall be final. Arbitrators shall be paid at a rate of compensation not 
to exceed $5 per diem and necessary ve eee Compensation for the 
arbitrator appointed es the owner, and the third arbitrator, if ap- 
pointed, shall be paid from the fund of the United States Department 
of Agriculture if the decision made is against the arbitrator appointed 
by the health officer or the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
but if the decision is in favor of such arbitrator the owner shall pay 
the compensation of the arbitrator appointed by him, and the thi 
arbitrator, if appointed. 

(b) Follo the appraisal of animals, in accordance with para- 
graph (a) of this section, the amount of reimbursement shall be deter- 
mined by the results of post-mortem inspection according to the follow- 
ing rules: 

Rule 1. If a 
to be 


animal is found, upon post-mortem ins 
affected 


th tuberculosis, the carcass and other 


ion, not 
le portions 
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shall be passed for food, and the owner shall sell the same, including 


all accom: ayin parts, for a reasonable price, which price shall be 
deducted from the amount of appraisal, and the balance, if any, thus 
remaining, shall be paid from any fund available for that purpose. 

Rule 2. If any animal is found, upon post-mortem inspection, to be 
affected with tuberculosis, and the lesions are such that the carcass 
and parts of the carcass are passed for food, the owner shall sell the 
same, including all accompanying parts, for a reasonable price, which 
price shall be deducted from 80 per cent of the amount of the ap- 
praisal, and the balance, if any, thus remaining shall be paid from any 
fund available for that purpose: 

Rule 3. If any animal, upon poora inspection, is condemned 
for offal, the owner shall sell the hide for a reasonable price, which 
price shall be deducted from 40 per cent of the amount of the appraisal, 
and the balance, if any, thus remaining shall be paid from any fund 
available for that purpose. 

Sec. 7. Any premises upon which there have been kept animals 
affected with tuberculosis shall be disinfected promptly after the re- 
moval of such animals, and in a manner satisfactory to the Chief of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry or the health officer of the District of 
Columbia, said disinfection to at the expense of the owner or owners 
of the premises or of the owner of the animals. 

Sec. 8. Any owner. shipper, or common carrier bringing any cattle 
into the District of Columbia in violation of these regulations will be 
liable to prosecution, and the cattle shall be immediately removed, at 
the owner's expense, from the District of Columbia. Such cattle, 
however, may remain in the District of Columbia if inspected and 
tuberculin tested under the following conditions: The owner or owners 
shall first sign dn agreement providing for the inspection and tuber- 
culin test by a veterinary inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
or of the Health Department of the District of Columbia, and if any 
one or more of the said animals should then be deemed tuberculous, 
that he or they will cause such animals to be slaughtered in accordance 
with thé specifications of section 5 of these ations; and, further, 
that no claim for reimbursement for any loss which might be thus sus- 
tained will ever be made against the United States Department of 
Agriculture, or any other branch of the United States Government, or 
the District of Columbia, or any officer or department thereof. 

Sec. 9. Any person violating any of these regulations, or entering 
cattle by fraudulent means, or using false or fraudulent tags, or inter- 
fering in any way with the work of any official, or using one false or 
fraudulent means to enable any cattle to pass the tuberculin test, shall 
be punished by a fine of not more than $40 nor less than $5. 

The foregoing regulations shall go into effect upon their approval by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. x 
HENRY B. F. MACFARLAND, 
Henry L. WEST, 

WILLIAM V. JUDSON, 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Approved, November 27, 1909. 
JAMES WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 
Norr.—The States of Maryland and Virginia require tuberculin test 
for dairy and neat cattle entering from other States, 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. TURNBULL. I would like to have the amendment again 
reported. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, if this matter is of such vital 
moment and so far-reaching, as I infer from the statement of 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewis], it is singular to me 
that he did not come before the committee, where we could have 
earefully considered this in all its bearings, and in view of that 
fact I think I will have to insist on the point of order. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman yield before he does that? 
I want to say we did present this to the chairman of the 
committee, and this thing is pertinent at this point because it is 
this very fund out of which the District dairy cow is now made 
the subject of compensation 

Mr. LAMB. Did I understand the gentleman appeared before 
the committee? 

Mr. LEWIS. Not technically before the committee, but the 
chairman is not uninformed of the situation as far as I am con- 
cerned. 4 

Mr. LAMB. I will say right there, Mr. Chairman, when my 
colleague mentioned the fact to me a few days ago, I suggested 
that he confer with Dr. Melvin and get his views on this ques- 
tion, and of course he had the right to offer an amendment 
here; and in view of the far-reaching results and importance of 
this thing, and the fact that we have not had an opportunity to 
discuss it, I will have to insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LEWIS. The point of order has not been discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears rather plain to the Chair that 
this is new legislation. s 

Mr. LEWIS. It simply defines this clause, and the whole 
subject matter deals with the identical topic, and it simply de- 
fines and improves the definition. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, if it is necessary for me to say 
anything, I will suggest that this is brand new legislation, and, 
of course, it is subject to the point of order. 5 

The CHAIRMAN, It so appears to the Chair; and the point 
of order is sustained, and the Clerk will read. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
á The committee informally rose; and Mr. PEPPER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 


by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had insisted upon its amendments to the joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 232) extending the operation of the act for the control and 
regulation of the waters of Niagara River, for the preservation 
of Niagara Falls, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Burton, Mr. Roor, and Mr. 
Bacon as the conferees on the part of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the following concurrent resolution (No. 32) : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 20,000 additional copies of House Document No, 
342, being the message of the President of the United States trans- 
mitting a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K of the tarif law— 


12,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives and 8, 
copies for the use of the Senate. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For all necessary N for investigations and experiments in 
dairy industry, cooperative investigations of the dairy industry in the 
various States, inspection of renovated butter, factories, and markets, 
$177,900: Provided, That the sanitary provisions for slaughtering, meat 
cannin „ or similar establishments, as set forth in the act of June 30, 
1906 (34 Stat., p. 676), are hereby extended to cover renovated butter 
factories as defined in the act of May 9, 1902 (32 Stat., p. 196), under 
such regulations as the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. CLARK of Florida rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is what I wanted to do. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this matter was carefully gone 
over by the committee, and I submit the following: There are 
some 50 renovated-butter factories in the United States, and 
while the department - is authorized to inspect their products it 
has no authority to destroy the butter that is made up into the 
finished product, nor has the department the authority to 
compel sanitary conditions in such factories. Such opportunity 
is sought by the amendment of the law requested. We asked 
Dr. Melvin particularly on that point, and here is what he said: 

The CHAIRMAN. The next paragraph asks for an increase of $27,900, 
“For all necessary expenses for investigations and experiments in dairy 
industry,” etc.; and there is a provision there that contains some new 
language, Doctor, that would evidently go out on a point of order. 

r. MELVIN. Under this clause ®f the appropriation act we have been 
conducting an inspection of these renovated-butter factories, which has 
been provided for specifically, and we find that we are somewhat lackin 
in authority to enforce that as completely as we would like. We thin 
we ought to have additional legislation so as to give us authority to 
require these men to conduct these places in a clean and sanitary way, 
or withdraw the inspection, the same as we would in the case of a 
meat-packing house 8 

We interrogated other men who were before us on this point 
and came to the conclusion that nowithstanding the fact that 
this new language was subject to the point of order, that it 
was so necessary we would submit it to the House in confidence 
that it was good legislation and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it may be that these butter- 
renovating establishments ought to be inspected as the 
slaughter and meat-canning establishments are now. I do 
not know. The Committee on Agriculture has a right to 
bring a bill in on that subject where it can receive proper 
consideration. I can easily imagine that you can go from 
one step to another, and if you can give this department 
or bureau this authority over butter-renovating establishments, 
why not over creamery establishments, why not over dairies? 
What is the distinction that is to be drawn? It is only one 
step each time. Now, the question of the desirability of having 
inspectors look after the dairies of the country with the similar 
powers you have in reference to slaughtering establishments 
certainly ought not to be done without full consideration of 
the fact, and I feel that I ought to make the point of order on 
the proviso. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman will yield, permit me to say 
that under the law, as he very well knows, we are now inspect- 
ing renovated-butter factories, but the point was made to the 
committee, by the gentleman representing the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, that the authority given under the present law, per- 
mitting inspection of these factories, was not sufficient to allow 
them to condemn this bad butter. There might be a case where 
a portion of the product was bad. They have no power under 
the law, as I understand it, to condemn that portion and with- 
draw it from interstate shipment at all. 

Mr. MANN. They have the power under the pure-food law to 
prevent its going into interstate shipment at all. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me read the statement of Mr. Rawl, who 
is division chief of the Dairy Division of the Bureau of Animal 
Industry and in charge of this work. 
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Mr. MANN. He probably is not informed us to the law. 
Mr. LEVER. He is making the statement of the solicitor of 


the department, and that is why I want to read it. 
follows: 


Mr. Rawt. The solicitor has ruled that we did not have the authority 
to condemn the raw material; that we could simply follow it up and 
see it go into interstate commerce, and when it was offered for sale we 
could confiscate it. But if 500 pounds of rotten pean stock is in a 
factory, maybe there is 10,000 pounds of other pa stock there; and 
you can understand how im ible it is for us to follow through that 
packing stock so as to be able to identify it when it comes out of the 
actory and is offered for sale. 


It is as 


It seemed to the committee that to make the provision of the 


meat-inspection law apply to this matter would give to the 
Department of Agriculture considerable more authority and 
bring about a much less cumbersome system of dealing with this 
proposition. 

Mr. MANN. Now. as to putrid butter, it is covered by the 
pure-food law, as far as interstate commerce is concerned. 
The gentleman would haye it apply to the manufacture of 
renovated butter. How about canned goods? There is any 
quantity of rotten canned goods on the shelyes of merchants in 
this country. Some of them are rotten when they are put up. 
They come under the provisions of the pure-food law when 
they go into interstate commerce. Some think that we ought 
to put an inspector at each one of the canning establishments 
in the country, the same as we do at the slaughter houses. 
Some think that we ought to put an inspector in every kind 
of business. A few years ago the people who manufactured ex- 
plosives, of their own volition, insisted on the passing of a 
law which would require an inspector to inspect the explosives 
at the time they were manufactured—of course, at Government 
expense. Where are you going to stop when you enter on 
a plan providing inspectors for every class of goods, which, 
when going into interstate commerce, may be condemned or 
which may be bad? 

Mr. LEVER. Does not the gentleman think the judgment of 
Congress in such cases would be fairly good to follow? 

Mr. MANN. I think the judgment of Congress usually is 
that it can not make a distinction, and hold to it, between 
two things that are almost exactly alike, and when you provide 
that one shall be subject to onerous burdens or receive bene- 
fits, you must provide that the other does. And it is only a step 
longer until you. have the whole business of the country, or 
might have, controlled by inspectors appointed by the National 
Government. I am not in fayor of that. I do not know 
whether I would be in favor of the proposition to have the 
renovated butter controlled in the same way that meat slaugh- 
tering is or not. We have no information before us sufficient 
to enable us to pass upon that question. I dare say there is 
no one here who can tell what the sanitary provisions for 
slaughtering of meat, canning, or similar industries are under 
the existing law, without referring to a printed book. And I 
dare say that when gentlemen refer to the printed book, that 
no two gentlemen in the House will agree upon just what the 
sanitary provisions are. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a ruling, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order against the proviso, 
Mr. Chairman, in the paragraph ending with line 23, page 13, 
on the ground that it is a change of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question for the Chair is not the de- 
sirability for the legislation, but whether it is proper in this 
bill. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For all necessary expenses for scientific investigations in diseases of 
animals, including the maintenance and improvement of the bureau 
experiment station at Bethesda, Md., and the necessary alterations of 
buildin: thereon, and the necessary expenses for investigations of 
tubere , serums, antitoxins, and analogous products, 876,680. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I want to get some information, Mr. Chairman. 
I would like to ask the chairman of the committee why it is 
that in this case of the maintenance and improvement of the 
bureau experiment station at Bethesda, Md., the matter was not 
submitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 
And what estimate has this committee had as to these buildings 
and these improvements upon buildings? 

Mr. LAMB. This appropriation has been carried for years, 
Mr. Chairman, and time and again the members of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture have been out there and inspected that 
place. The bureau carries on scientific investigations there. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am not speaking of the investiga- 
tions. I am speaking of the alterations and additions to the 
buildings. 


Mr. LAMB. Those are absolutely necessary in order to carry 


on the work properly. 


Mr. MANN. It has been included for years in the bill. 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. I would like the gentleman from Florida 
to go out with me some day and look at that station himself, 
We have inspected it from top to bottom. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Can the chairman of the committee 
give me any information as to what portion of the $80,000 is 
to be used for the alteration of buildings? 

Mr. LAMB. Last year it was $5,038.74. 

Mr. CLARK, of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma sgiendment is withdrawn. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction of buildings at bureau experiment station at 
Bethesda, Md.,-and bureau experiment farm at Beltsville, Md., $16,500. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
order against that paragraph. I want to ask the chairman of 
the committee a question. Was this matter referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. LAMB. No; I think not. 

Mr. CULLOP. I have noticed that there has been a great 
deal of particularity in the House about one committee infring- 
ing upon the prerogatives and rights of some other committee. 
Does not this item belong to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds? 

Mr. LAMB. I think not. This farm out here in Maryland 
is used for an experiment station and for dairy experiment work. 
There is a large establishment out there. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. I noticed, though, last year that when 
we came to build a new building for the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing, instead of it going to the Committee on Printing 
it went to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
Why should this not go there, too? 

Mr. LAMB. Because this work keeps on continuously. 
is a very large farm. 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, all the work keeps on; it is not going to 
stop. Did the committee have any estimates as to the cost of 
these buildings? 

Mr. LAMB. No; because this work is done under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of Agriculture. He has his men out there 
who carry on this work. We bought this farm for experimental 
purposes, to teach these people and give them object lessons in 
farming, and we are carrying out just what the gentleman from 
Indiana has been preaching about so eloquently here this 
morning. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes. I thank the gentleman for the compli- 
ment; but that does not in any way obviate the difficulty that I 
speak of. Before appropriations are made for buildings, does 
not the gentleman think it would be wise if some estimates were 
furnished and some knowledge obtained as to the kind of build- 
ings to be constructed, and the cost of the same? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to the gentleman from Indiana that 
the very thing he speaks of is, in my judgment, answered by 
the amount of the appropriation contained in the bill itself, 
The limit of the cost of these buildings at Bethesda and at 
Beltsville, Md., is $16,500. That is the estimate which the De- 
partment of Agriculture puts upon them. They thought these 
improvements to the buildings should cost only $16,500, exactly 
as the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department re- 
ports to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds that 
he believes it will cost so much to build a courthouse or post 
office in the district of the gentleman from Indiana. This is 
the estimate that the gentleman from Indiana is asking about. 

Mr. CULLOP. Then, using the very illustration that the 
gentleman has made, why would it not be the duty of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to make appropriations 
for the buildings, instead of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds? v 

Mr. LEVER. I shall be very glad to answer the gentleman 
as far as I am able to do it. The work at Beltsville and 
Bethesda is in a measure scientific and in a measure demon- 
stration work. These buildings are necessary as a part of the 
experiments going on—experiments in tuberculous cattle, experi- 
ments in hog cholera, experiments in the testing of various 
serums, and things of that kind. These buildings are a part of 
the work of the Department of Agriculture, and they have been 
carried in this bill from year to year eyer since I haye been on 
the committee. 

Mr. CULLOP. That is exactly the evil we are trying to cure. 
We all contend that the practice was a bad one, and for that 
reason we are undertaking to remedy the evil that has hereto- 
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fore existed. When this policy is pursued it almosts puts the 
head of the department in the attitude of owner, and we are 
merely the instruments to appropriate the money and carry out 
his ideas of extending buildings, making improvements, and 
things of that kind. Now,.the gentleman from South Carolina 
IMr. Lever] was unhappy in his illustration, because if that was 
carried out in theory and practice in this House—— 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from South Carolina” will 
say that he is unhappy right now. ¿ 

Mr. CULLOP. I imagine so, as he considers this matter. If 
that was carried out, then the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads would build all the extensions of post-office build- 
ings in the country instead of that matter being considered and 
reported upon by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I know that my friend would like 
to have a more direct answer to his question, and we are pre- 
pared to give it. In the hearings before the committee I asked 
this question. : 

Then follows this detailed information. We put it in the 
printed hearings so that the gentleman from Indiana and others 
could see it. It is too long to read here, but here is a state- 
ment of the entire expenses of these farms. Here is the bill of 
particulars, as you lawyers would say, and here is a triumphant 
vindication of our careful preparation of this bill and a com- 
plete answer to the gentleman's question. 

I will insert in the Recorp the reply of Dr. Melyin to my in- 
quiries: 


The CHAIRMAN. I will ask you, Doctor, ander that head to give, 
first, the date of acquisition of the experimental farms at Bethesda, 
Md.; Arlington, Va.; and Beltsville, Md.; the original acreage of each; 
the acreage of subsequent additions, if any; the dates of acquisition of 


sald additions; the initial cost of origina! acreage of each; the cost 


of subsequent additions; and detailed accounts of the annual expendi- 
tures at each of these farms. That is what we want to get at and 
that is the reason I made that be I will furnish you with a copy 
of the letter I wrote to the Secretary. 

Dr. MELVIN. I should like to have it. Then we can get it at once. 

The work at the Beltsville farm consists of investigations and expert- 
ments in the breeding and feeding of live stock and poultry and in dairy- 
ing. The work at Bethesda consists of the investigation of contagious 
d of animals. The Arlington farm comes under the Bureau of 
Plant Industry—not Animal Industry. The information which was pre- 
pa and furnished in response to the chairman's letter is here in- 
serted, as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., December 29, 1911, 

The a farm of this bureau at Bethesda, Md., was acquired 

Jo 5, 1899. The farm at Beltsville, Md.. was acquired June 30, 1910. 
he original acreage of the farm at Bethesda, Md., was 20 acres. 

The original acreage of the farm at Beltsville, Md.. was 475 acres. 

The only subsequent addition to the Bethesda (Md.) farm consists of 
a tract of 30 acres, eye August 11, 1902. No addition has been 
made to the Beltsville (Md.) farm, 

The initial cost of the 20 acres at Bethesda, Md., was $20,000. The 
initial cost of the Beltsville (Md.) farm was $25,000, 

The cost of the subsequent addition of 30 acres to the Bethesda (Md.) 
farm was $10,000, 

aa herewith are two statements showing detailed annual ex- 
penditures at the two farms. These detailed expenditures have been 
arranged under two headings, namely, (1) construction, equipment, and 
improvements, and (2) operating expenses. Operating expenses has 
been subdivided under the headings of (1) maintenance and (2) opera- 


tion. 

In explanation of the expenses at the Bethesda (Md.) farm for 1898 
and 1899, it should be stated that the experiment station was moved to 
this point in 1897 and land leased, with the option of purchase, neces- 
sitat Dg cerne expenditures for equipment and for operating expenses. 


ery respectfully, 
a 4 A. D. MELVIN, Chief of Bureau. 


S.—Appended also is copy of a statement from the Bureau of 


R: 
Plant Industry with reference to the farm at Arlington. 


Experimental farm, Bethesda, Ma. 
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Experimental farm, Beltsville, Må. 
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To Dec. 31, 1911. 

Mr. CULLOP. I am very glad that it is satisfactory to the 
chairman of the committee; but I still have been unable so far 
to get the information I asked for. Now I yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Foster]. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana to the fact that last year’s appropria- 
tion bill carried this provision: 


For all necessary expenses for continuing the equipment of the experi- 
ment farm at Beltsville, Md., including the necessary alterations of build- 
ings thereon, the construction and repair of fences, roadways, drains, 
and other incidental work, and for the maintenance of the farm, includ- 
ing salaries of assistants and labor, feed for animals, light, and power, 


0,0 

This item shows that last year they had this $10,000 for the 
purpose of building. I want to ask the gentleman if he does 
not think that with $16,000 a year, the amount appropriated in 
this bill, they must be getting some immense buildings out there 
on that farm, and plenty of them? 

Mr. CULLOP. For a farm, I should say they were. I have 
not understood farmers go into the building business quite as 
extensively as here proposed, as a rule, on a farm of that size. 
They usually have a larger acreage. 

Mr. LAMB. There are 400 or 500 acres on one of these farms. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is there any room left for farming 
after they have the buildings on it? 

Mr. LAMB. It is an elegant place. There are 30 or 40 acres 
in splendid oak timber that in a few years I believe will be 
worth as much as the whole farm cost the Government. 

Mr. CULLOP. I am happy to learn that there is some hope 
of profit in that direction. 

Mr. LAMB. I have been a farmer myself, and I know what a 
farm will do. I said to the manager of that farm, “I can go 
on this farm and make $4,000 or $5,000 a year profit, and I hope 
you gentlemen are going to make something out of this farm 
in addition to your experimental work and your object lessons 
in teaching the people how to farm.” 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman this 
question for information: Does the gentleman think a farmer 
on a stock farm or other well-managed farm is spending $16,000 
a year for buildings? Is not that an unusual thing? 

Mr. LAMB. They do not cost that much. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. You propose to appropriate $16,500 
this year for buildings. 

Mr. LAMB. That runs the farm, and covers all the other 
work. 

Mr. CULLOP. There is $16,000 for construction. 

Mr. LAMB. That coyers Beltsville and Bethesda, both. 

Mr. CULLOP. That is simply for building, not for mainte- 
nance. It says “for the construction of buildings at Bureau 
Experiment Station at Bethesda, Md., and Bureau Experiment 
Farm at Beltsville, Md., $16,500.” 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman let me call his attention to 
this fact, that wherever you have an epidemic of foot-and-mouth 
disease, for instance, and you have a cow on the Bethesda 
farm afflicted with that disease, it is necessary for the purpose 


of handling her to prepare and erect a brand new building. 
Not only that, but as soon as the cow is taken from the house 
it is necessary to burn or fumigate the house or tear it down 
so that the disease shall not be communicated to the community. 
That is true of hog cholera, tuberculosis, and other diseases, 
and it is necessary for buildings to be altered almost every 
day in order that the public may be protected against these 
diseases, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Indiana that he is supposed to have reserved a point of order 
m 5 8 paragraph. To whom does the gentleman from Indiana 
yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina if it is a fact that in hospitals where con- 
tagious diseases are treated it is necessary—for instance, in a 
smallpox hospital—when you get through and there are no more 
patients, to burn down the hospital? 

Mr. LEVER. I do not think it is quite fair to compare the 
human race and their treatment with that of animals, 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. No; but that is not the practice 
with human beings. If you have to have a new building for the 
treatment of hog cholera, do you mean to say that you must 
treat the hogs better than you do individuals? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman can make the distinction be- 
tween the treatment of a human patient and a hog patient; 
there are a hundred reasons for the difference in the treatment, 
which I do not propose to detail here, but they will occur to 
the gentleman from Illinois, who is a practical man. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes; but where the Government is 
treating these diseases, it seems to me it is unnecessary to burn 
the building down and put up a new one each time the animal 
comes in with one of these diseases. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman overlooks the fact that a hos- 
pital for human beings is well constructed out of good lumber, 
good brick, or stone, while these buildings are ordinary shacks, 
a different kind of structure entirely; they are temporary and 
must be moved about from place to place, as necessity and 
caution dictate. 

Mr. CULLOP. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
mean to be understood as saying that this department, with all 
the support it has had from the Government, has not been able 
yet to discover some method by which it can fumigate a building 
and eradicate it from disease? 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, I do not think that that heroic method of 
destroying the building would be necessary for every animal 
that suffered there. I presume the Government does not destroy 
the building unless it is wise to do so as a matter of extreme 
caution. I did not make any such statement. 
disease, perhaps in the foot-and-mouth disease, which is very 
dangerous and very destructive, the property very likely might 
be burned down, and they would be justified as a matter of pro- 
tection and caution. But in the case of hog cholera or tuber- 
culosis they would not do it in all probability. You must depend 
upon the discretion of the experts in such matters. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman made a natural inquiry as to 
the jurisdiction of the committee. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; that is my point of order. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest that 
the Public Buildings and Grounds Committee has never exer- 
cised jurisdiction over the construction of any building except 
those which are constructed under the Treasury Department 
under the supervision of the Supervising Architect; as, for in- 
stance, the Agricultural Department constructs the Weather 
Bureau building and the Agricultural Committee has jurisdic- 
tion. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has 
jurisdiction over the lighthouse buildings, life-saving buildings, 
and all such buildings constructed by the Government not con- 
structed under the Supervising Architect, although they used 
to be constructed by the Treasury Department. The Committee 
on Military Affairs has jurisdiction over the construction of bar- 
racks and quarters for the Army, including the residences of 
officers which are constructed under the War Department and 
not under the Supervising Architect. That rule runs all through 
the Government service and applies, under the rules of the House, 
in the reference of bills relating to this subject. 

Mr. CULLOP. Does not the gentleman think it would be a 
better policy to be pursued by Congress in the erection of all 
public buildings that they should be erected under the super- 
vision of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, so that 
there would be a unified policy instead of the distributive policy 
that we are now pursuing? Do not the rules of the House in 
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prescribing the duties of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds send a matter of this kind to its jurisdiction? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, in the question 
of jurisdiction I think the gentleman is wrong both as to the 
rule and certainly as to the practice. 

The rules often conflict. All matters relating to agriculture 
go to the Committee on Agriculture; all matters relating to 
buildings and grounds go to the Committee on Buildings and 
Grounds. Here is a building that pertains to agriculture. To 
which committee does it go. The rules do not determine that 
because it might be referred to either committee, but the prac- 
tice of the House in construing those rules has always been 
to send these bills or matters relating to the construction of 
small buildings—incidental buildings—in different departments 
to committees having jurisdiction of those departments. The 
agricultural building, which is in Washington, would not come 
through the Committee on Agriculture. It is not an incident 
to agriculture. It is the construction of a building for office pur- 
poses. But a life-saving station that costs a few hundred dollars 
or an oil storage house for the Lighthouse Service which costs 
four or five hundred dollars, why it would seem that it ought 
to be constructed by the Lighthouse Service or constructed by 
the Life-Saving Service, and propositions to construct them 
have always been referred to the committee that has jurisdic- 
tion over such service. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I haye no desire, unless the 
Chair desires to hear a word from me, if the gentleman will 
yield to me, to speak on the point of order. I understand it is a 
point of order to lines 8 to 11, on page 14. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes, sir; lines 8 to 11, I will inform the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman from Indiana claims, what? 

Mr. CULLOP. ‘That it is not authorized by law, that under 
the rules of the House the jurisdiction for the construction of 
public buildings is vested in the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman must recollect that this is 
an appropriation bill, and there is no rule of the House that 
authorizes or that would make in order an appropriation upon 
a public-buildings bill reported by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. Their duties are legislative, not ap- 
propriation duties. And I will say further to the gentleman, 
that the sundry civil bill always carries an appropriation for 
public buildings, but the legislation must be enacted before the 
appropriation would be in order. 

Mr. CULLOP. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois this 


question. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. CULLOP. An appropriation would not be in order for a 


public building until the Public Buildings Committee had re- 
ported and provided for it in a bill and directed the authoriza- 
tion? 

Mr. CANNON. But I assume the fact that this is for the con- 
struction of a building at the experiment station at Bethesda, 
Md. Now, the gentleman from Indiana makes the point of or- 
der that we have not jurisdiction. I take it for granted we have 
the site, that there is an experiment station. Does the gentleman 
say you could not build a hencoop—— 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, no. I entertain no such ideas about this 
matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman say you could not build 
an outhouse by appropriation because it was not authorized by 
law? Why, repairs and construction of buildings incident to an 
experiment station are, as I understand it, in order. The gentle- 
man may say this is a $16,000 building and, according to the 
argument made, you could not built a $16 building. It seems 
to me the position is perfectly untenable and the point of order 
is not well taken. 

Mr. CULLOP. But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mi- 
nois uses extreme illustrations, all of which are not probable. 
There is nothing appearing here which meets the case which the 
gentleman from Ilinois has presented to the committee. So far 
as this is concerned it is the construction of a new building inde- 
pendent of any other building. It is the beginning of a new 
enterprise, and I insist that under the rules of the House before 
we have the right to make the appropriation there must come 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds the estab- 
lishment of such a building and an authorization of the same, 
and I think that the precedents will show that that has been the 
practice when the question was raised. I am desirous of safe- 
guarding all expenditures as much as possible. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair sustains the point of order 
it is that this particular provision belongs within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It 


appears by the rules of the House that the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds have no jurisdiction of appropria- 
tions for public buildings, and therefore that point of order is 
overruled. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. ‘Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida moves to 
strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not op- 
posed to the construction of this building; or, rather, I do not 
know whether I am or not; I do not know anything about it; 
but I do insist that this is a provision for the construction of a 
building. It is not simply an appropriation of money for the 
use of the Department of Agriculture. It is a direct provision 
for the construction of a building, and I submit that this com- 
mittee has no jurisdiction whatever in reference to it. 

Now, it reads: 

For construction of buildings at Bureau Experiment Station at 
516.800. Md., and the Bureau Experiment Farm at Beltsville, Md., 

The Committee on Agriculture, the committee which brings in 
this bill, has not any jurisdiction, Mr. Chairman, for the con- 
sideration of a matter of this kind. Under the rule anything 
relating to agriculture and forestry goes to the Committee on 
Agriculture, which shall receive the estimates and report the 
appropriations for the Agricultural Department. And in the 
citations under that rule I insist that no precedent can be found 
for the construction outright of a new building. There is no 
pretense here that this building has been provided for. There 
is no pretense here that any committee having jurisdiction has 
made an authorization for such a building, but it is a new item 
entirely wherein this committee undertakes to have jurisdiction 
of a matter which properly belongs to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is about all I desire to say in 
support of the motion to strike out. If this building is needed 
they could go before the proper committee and get the necessary 
authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Florida to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to sell in 
the open market rae to 5 27 5 breeding animals or animal 
products to the best advantage, without the usual condemnation pio 

gs and public auction, such animals or animal products produce 

rehased under the appropriations made by Congress for the use 
of he Bureau of Animal Industry as may not be needed in the work 
of that bureau: Provided, That all moneys received from the sale of 
such animals or animal products, or as a bonus in the exchange of the 
same, shall be deposited in the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order against the paragraph last read. Now, that is entirely 
new legislation. And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I am 
making the point of order because it is new legislation and it 
uses the words “and hereafter” the Secretary shall do so and 
so. I am determined when some man in the future raises the 
question of this jurisdiction being conferred he shall not make 
the same argument as that made to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order on the word “hereafter”? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I make the point of order 

Mr. CANDLER. This provision is in the interest of economy, 
and in order to save expense by getting the very best price 
for animals that will be sold or exchanged. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will say to the gentleman that I 
am opposed to giving the Secretary, or anybody else, power to 
sell Government property at private sale. 

Mr. LAMB. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY. 

Salaries, Bureau of Plant Industry: One plant 
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gard at $1,200 each; 1 gardener, $1,100; 2 gardeners or assist- 
cats, r 1.000 3 we at $900 each; d gardeners, at $840 
each; 4 gardeners, at $780 each; 8 1 at $720 each; 5 garden- 
ers, at $660 each; 2 gardeners, at $ each; 1 skilled laborer, $900; 4 
skilled laborers, at $840 ‘each; 1 mechanician, $1,380; 1 mechanician, 
$1,260; 1 mechanical assistant, 81,200; 1 mechanician 7 
mechanician, $900; 1 carpenter, $900; 1 painter, $720; i teamster, 
$600; 15 laborers, at $540 each; 24 laborers, messengers, or Messenger 
boys, at $480 each; 5 laborers or charwomen, at $480 each; 2 laborers 
or charwomen, at $360 each; 2 laborers, at $420 each; 7 charwomen, at 
$240 each; 7 messenger boys, at $360 each; 4 messenger boys, at $300 
each; in all, $378,370. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a 
point of order on that and get some information. 

Mr. LAMB. You can get that to-morrow, I now move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Let me state what it is. In line 22, 
page 17, beginning with the words “one mechanician,” down to 
the word “dollars,” in line 2, on page 18, I see they provide for 
four mechanicians, and I wanted some information as to what 
were their duties. 

Mr. LAMB. We can start to-morrow morning on that. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. All right. I just wanted to submit 
the interrogation, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] 
reserves the point of order on the paragraph. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bortanp, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18960) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from 
the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 13570, “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act granting to certain employees of the United 
States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment, approved May 30, 
1908,” with Senate amendments, and I ask that the Senate 
amendments be read. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

Line 3, strike out “on and after the passage of this act.” 

Line 10, after “mines,” insert “for the Forestry Service of the 
United States.“ 

Line 12, after “to,” strike out “its passage“ and insert “ the Ist 
day of January, 1912.“ 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House disagree to the last amendment and agree 
to the first two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the. first two 
amendments and disagreeing to the last amendment. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN F. MARTZ, 


Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to be permitted to call up at this time bill S. 2453, the first bill 
on the Private Calendar, which is a bill to confirm title in a 
couple of homestead entries which has been sent here by the 
Department of the Interior. This is Private Calendar day, and 
I think it would take but a few minutes to dispose of the 
bill. 

Mr. MANN. Let the gentleman ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the bill which the Clerk will report 
shall be considered in the House as in the Committee of the 
Whole. Is there objection? A 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to have the bill read, so that I can see what 
it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill, 

The Clerk read as follews: 

An act (S. 2453) for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the homestead entry of Benjamin F. Martz 
on farm unit “ N,” Huntley reclamation project, Montana, under the 
act of June 17, 1902, on sections 17 and 20, township 2 north, range 28 
east, Montana meridian, is hereby validated, subject to future compli- 
ance with the law. 

Sec. 2. That the homestead entry of Gjerluf Hanson on farm unit 
“A,” on the Bellefourche reclamation project, South Dakota, under the 
act of June 17, 1902, for the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter 
of the southeast quarter of section 21, township 8 north, range 6 east, 
Dac ae meridian, is hereby validated, subject to future compliance 
with the law. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And that is, by what parliamentary right 
this bill is now considered? 

The SPEAKER. This is Private Calendar day. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Is the calendar called in order? Is this 
the first bill on the calendar? 

The SPEAKER. This is the first bill on the calendar, and 
the Committee on Agriculture, with its appropriation Dill, 
crowded the private-bill day out pro tanto. But it is in order 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole to consider this 
bill, and the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] simply 
asked that it be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. r 

Mr. HARDWICK. One further question, Mr. Speaker. Is 
this bill unanimously reported by the committee? Is there no 
objection to it in committee? 

Mr. MARTIN, of South Dakota. It has been unanimously 
reported. E 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state for the 
information of the gentleman from Georgia that the Committee 
on the Public Lands has gone into the matter fully and made 
two investigations of the matter and received two reports from 
Secs on both occasions and has unanimously reported 

e bill. : 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, inadvertently 
there is a mistake in the description as read, one line being left 
out. To correct that mistake, I offer an amendment and ask to 
have ‘it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Amend, line 13, page 1, by inserting after the word “ quarter,” where 
it first appears in said line, the words “and the northeast quarter.” 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I will explain 
that amendment. The report of the department gives the de- 
scription correctly, but the print leaves out that line, which 
would make it a 10-acre piece instead of an 80-acre piece, which 
is a homestead entry. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
amended Senate bill. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 4551. An act to extend the time for completion of a dam 
across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of Stevens 
Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga., authorized by an act approved August 5, 1909. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 4978. An act to supplement and amend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the North River Bridge Co. and to authorize 
the construction of a bridge and approaches at New York City 
across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and over such 
bridge between the States of New York and New Jersey, and to 
establish such bridge a military and post road,” approved July 
11, 1890; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 

To Mr. Youne of Texas, indefinitely, on account of illness in 
family. 

To Mr. McHenry, for two weeks, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Davenport, for 10 days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do naw 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 46 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
March 2, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior submitting an estimate of an appropriation for 
purchasing a motor boat for use of special agents of the General 
Land Office operating in District of Alaska (H. Doc. No. 584) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
mitting and requesting favorable consideration by Congress 
draft of a bill authorizing the use of the unexpended balance of 
the appropriation for storehouse and dock at San Juan, P. R., 
for the alteration, repair, and construction of necessary build- 
ings and dock and improvements of the grounds of the reser- 
vation of San Juan, P. R. (H. Doc. No. 585) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resoltitions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. O’SHAUNESSY, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 2748) for the re- 
lief of Clara Dougherty, Ernest Kubel, and Josephine Taylor, 
owners of lot No. 13; of Ernest Kubel, owner of lot No. 41; 
and of Mary Meder, owner of the south 17.10 feet front by the 
full depth thereof of lot No. 14, all of said property in square 
No, 724, in Washington, D. C., with regard to assessment and 
payment for damages on account of change of grade due to the 
construction of Union Station, in said District, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 381), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 239) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to deliver a condemned cannon 
to the Army and Navy Union, United States of America, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 383), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 18849) for the 
relief of the Winnebago Indians of Nebraska and Wisconsin, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 884), which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 12371) for the 
relief of Spencer Roberts, a member of the Metropolitan police 
force of the District of Columbia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 882), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and me- 
morials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 21169) to amend 
section 10 of the act entitled “An act concerning carriers en- 
gaged in interstate commerce and their employees,’ approved 
June 1, 1898; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. y 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21170) granting to El Paso 
& Southwestern Railroad Co., a corporation organized and ex- 
isting under the laws of the Territory and State of Arizona, a 
right of way through the Fort Huachuca Military Reservation 
in the State of Arizona and authorizing said corporation and its 
successors or assigns to construct and operate a railway through 
said Fort Huachuca Military Reservation, and for other pur- 
poses; to tbe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21171) authorizing the use 
of the reclamation fund in construction of a bridge across Snake 
River in Wyoming; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21172) to abolish the Bureau of 
Equipment in the Navy Department; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21178) to amend 
an act entitled “An act making appropriations for the current 
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and contingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for 
other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1908,” ap- 
proved March 11, 1907; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 21174) to regulate the im- 
portation of nursery stock and other plants and plant products; 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain 
quarantine districts for plant diseases and insect pests; to per- 
mit and regulate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables 
eoero, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 21175) to further regulate 
the exclusion of undesirable aliens from admission into the 
ja ts States; to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 

on. 

By Mr. LEVY: Resolution (H. Res. 436) directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to ascertain cost of purchasing certain prop- 
erty in the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, N. Y., for 
purpose of enlarging the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: Resolution (H. Res. 487) to establish a 
asd in the House Office Building; to the Committee on Ac- 
counts, 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 258) grant- 
ing school lands to the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: Joint resolution (I. J. 
Res. 259) to provide for additional skilled laborers to assist in 
the distribution of congressional quotas of farmers’ bulletins; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Memorial from the General Assem- 
bly of Rhode Island, urging the present Congress to secure the 
establishment of a lightship near Block Island; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and seyerally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN; A bill (H. R. 21176) granting an increase 
of rt to Simon Schweigert; to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 21177) granting a pension 
to Josephine P. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21178) to reinstate Frank Ellsworth 
McCorkle as a cadet at United States Military Academy; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R, 21179) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Sheridan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H, R. 21180) granting an increase 
of pension to Alonzo Ackerman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 21181) granting a pension to 
Ignacy Goscinski; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 21182) granting a pension 
to Alfred Skibbe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21183) granting a pension to Eliza M. 
Tripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 21184) for the relief of 
John H. Howlett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21185) granting a pension to Henry Boesen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21186) granting a pension to Alexander 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21187) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William Cameron, alias Samuel C. Cole; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21188) granting an increase 
of pension to John Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21189) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Tucker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21190) granting an increase of pension to 
Brice Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 21191) granting an increase 
of pension to Columbus Eyans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21192) 
granting an increase of pension to William Bodine; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 21193) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Crofts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 21194) for the relief of Jasper 
J. Henry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLB®: A bill (H. R. 21195) for the relief 
of Sam Mana. owner of the schooner Moi Wahine, sunk in col- 
lision with a Government vessel; to the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R, 21196) granting a pension 
to Mrs. A. R. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21197) granting an increase of pension to 
James Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21198) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Sebastian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21199) granting 
an increase of pension to Frank E. Mekailek; to the Committee 
on Pensions. > 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 21200) for the relief of the 
estate of the late James Clarence Post; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 21201) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Crandall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 21202) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles S. Robbins; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21203) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin J. A. Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21204) granting 
an increase of pension to David Cates; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: A bill (H. R. 21205) granting a pension 
to William Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 21206) granting a pension 
to Naoma D. Chaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H. R. 21207) granting an inerease of 
pension to Andrew J. Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21208) for the 
relief of J. M. Gurley; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21209) granting an increase 
of pension to J. Howard Livingston; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21210) granting an 
increase of pension to Calvin W. Edgar; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr., WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 21211) for the relief of 
heirs of Achilles Prudhomme; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 21212) for the relief of Alice 
M. Burrows; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Short Line Railroad As- 
sociation, relative to transportation of the mails; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the board of supervisors of the county of 
Hawaii, for certain amendment to the Connell-Johnson bill; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of Gust. Gartner 
and 13 others, of Preston, Minn., against extension of the parcel- 
post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Encampment No. 1, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Pittsburgh, Pa., against the passage of 
any act abolishing the pension agency in Pittsburgh, Pu.; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Lawrence County Branch of the German- 
American Alliance, of New Castle, Pa., against the passage of 
any prohibition or interstate- commerce liquor measure now 
pending in Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of 200 citizens of South Bend, 
Ind., for reduction of colored oleomargarine tax; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Almonesson, N. J., for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Jacobs & Thatcher Co., of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., against the passage of House bills 11380 and 
11381; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Kansas, in favor 
5 the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, against extension of 

reel-post service; to the Committee on the Post Office and 

Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oswego, Kans., protesting against 
enactment of House bill 9433; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of the Wisconsin Retail Hardware 
Association, opposing the parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, memorial of the First Unitarian Society of Milwaukee, 
Wis., favoring a Federal commission of industrial relations; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State Federation of Labor, 
indorsing the Buchanan resolution for an investigation of unem- 
ployment; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State Federation of Labor, 
indorsing the Lloyd-La Follette measures restoring the right of 
petition to Government employees; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of the Wisconsin State Federation of Labor, 
favoring the construction of battleships by the Government, and 
protesting against the abolition of Government navy yards; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rockett Point Local, No. 2948, Farmers’ 
Educational and Cooperative Union of America, Midland, Ark., 
in favor of House bill 14, extension of parcel-post system; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of the Christian Church; the 
Christian Endeavor Society; Rockland Grange, No. 284, Patrons 
of Husbandry; and of W. W. Chase and other citizens, all of 
Georges Mills, N. H., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the National Progresista Party 
in the Philippine Islands, for self-government in the islands; to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber af Commerce, 
r passage of House bill 17936; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment by the United 
States Government of chartered accountants to exclusion of 
certified public accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy De nt. 

Also, petition of the Russian Caviar Co., of New York, for 
a specific duty of 15 cents per pound on caviar; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of New York, for Berger 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Central Labor Council of Seattle, for a 
1 railroad in Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri- 

ories. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of New York 
City, protesting against substituting enlisted men for civilian 
peas on work in navy yards; to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. DYER: Papers to accompany House bill 4828; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3571; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Progresista Party in the Philip- 
pine Islands, for self-government in the islands; to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 281, C. I. U. of A., for pas- 
sage of House bill 17253; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Russian Caviar Co., of New York, for a 
specific duty of 15 cents per pound on caviar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of St. Louis (Mo.) Master B. Pr. & B. Associa- 
tion, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be re- 
duced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Provident Chemical Works, of St. Louis, 
Mo., against reduction of duties on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John T. Milliken & Co., of St. Louis, Mo., in 
favor of enactment of chemical bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of E. H. Dyer, of St. Louis, Mo.; and Parke, 
Davis & Co., of Detroit, Mich., protesting against chemical bill; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of members of Improved Order of Red Men of 
twelfth congressional district of Missouri, for an American 
Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Larkin Co., of Buffalo, N. Y., for parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of residents of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of George G. Brown, of Louisyille, Ky.; Dan- 
iger Bros., of Kansas City; a German-American society of La- 
fayette County, Mo.; the German-American Alliance of Ne- 
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braska; and Nebraska Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, 
protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the American Baking Powder Association, 
of Chicago, III.; and Edward M. Flesh, of St. Louis, Mo., pro- 
testing against abolishment of the Remsen Board; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Missouri Live Stock Association, for 
Federal aid to agricultural science; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Business Men’s League of St. Louis, Mo., 
for passage of House bill 19795; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. y 

Also, petition of the Day Rubber Co., of St. Louis, Mo., pro- 
testing against House bill 16844; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
relative to public-land laws; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, petition of J. B. White, of Kansas City, Mo., for appro- 
priation for fighting forest fires as recommended by Forester 
Graves; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Maryland Association 
of Certified Public Accountants, protesting against employment 
by the United States Government of chartered accountants to ex- 
clusion of certified public accountants; to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, memorial of Admiral Schley Naval Squadron, No. 16, 
United Spanish War Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring 
Senate bill 291 and House bill-1235; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Rochester (N. Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, in approval of House bill 17936; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Valdez, Alaska, for building a trunk-line 
railway from tidewater on the North Pacific Ocean to the 
Yukon watershed and the opening of the Matanuska coal fields 
by the Federal Government; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. a 

Also, memorial of the Maritime Association of the port of 
New York, protesting against abolishment of the United States 
Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Three Springs, Pa., for the passage of the Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Antrim Grange, No. 1333, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Greencastle, Pa., and of Caledonia Grange, No. 1349, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Chambersburg, Pa., offering amend- 
ments to the oleomargarine laws; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petitions of Camps Nos. 1 and 59, United 
Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 17470; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the Chicago (III.) Jaeger Court, 
No. 165, Catholic Order of Foresters, in regard to measures re- 
lating to Catholic Indian mission interests; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rochester Printing Co., of 
Rochester, N. Y., against proposed increase in the postage rate 
on second-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the American League of Associations for 
Town and Village Improvement, ete., against legislation for the 
extension of the parcel-post service until a commission shall 
inyestigate and report its findings on same, ete.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Fred Mowbray and other citizens, of Streator, 
III., favoring the building of a battleship in the Government 
navy yard, and in opposition to the substitution of enlisted men 
for civilian employees, ete.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Floyd Smith, of Rockford, III., favoring cer- 
tain proposed amendments to the Smoot pension bill; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles Pope, of Chicago, III., against any re- 
duction in the duty on raw sugar; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, petition of Tacoma Commercial Club and Chamber of 
Commerce, of Tacoma, Wash., favoring a free-toll policy for the 
Panama Canal, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rockford Merchants and Business Men’s As- 
sociation, of Rockford, III., favoring a reduction in the duty 
on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Brown-Forman Co., of Louisyille, Ky., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 17593, concerning in- 
terstate shipments of intoxicating liquors, ete.; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of churches of Millersburg, Pa., 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Central Bureau of Philadelphia (Pa.) 
Yearly Meeting, urging the adoption of House joint resolution 
163, providing for the amendment of the Constitution in favor 
of prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of the president of the National Conservation 
Congress, urging against the reduction of the appropriation 
recommended by Forester Graves for fighting fires and taking 
measures for protection from forest fires; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of residents of Lancaster, Pa., urging the enact- 
ment into law of the so-called old-age pension bill (H. R. 
13114); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petitions of citizens of the State of Ari- 
zona, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be re- 
duced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mrs. M. E. MeLeland and 80 other citizens 
of Bisbee, Ariz., urging the passage of House bill 14, the Sulzer 
Perce Toes bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of John C. Gung’l and 41 other citizens of Will- 
cox, Ariz., asking that the Fort Grant Military Reserve be set 
aside as a game refuge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Norton-Morgan Commercial Co. and 14 other 
business firms of Willcox, Ariz., protesting against the exten- 
sion of the parcel-post service beyond its present limitations; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Hon. Frank Baxter and 225 other citizens 
of Yuma County, Ariz., asking for an appropriation for a high- 
way bridge across the Colorado River between Yuma, Ariz., 
and Fort Yuma, Cal.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Phoenix, Ariz., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Alice M. Gillitt, of Los Gatos, Cal., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Los Gatos (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
for improvement of Yosemite National Park; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of H. L. Strom and 18 others, 
of Jackson, Minn., against parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of several citizens of Danbury, Conn., 
in fayor of the Kenyon-Sheppard liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Improyed Order of Red Men and citizens 
generally of Danbury, Conn., urging the erection of an Ameri- 
can Indian memorial and museum building in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of the Utah Federation of 
Women’s Clubs of Ogden and Salt Lake City, Utah, and of 
Ralph Smith and other citizens, of North Logan, Utah, in favor 
of a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Lake Council, No. 81, United Commercial 
Travelers, Salt Lake City, Utah, against the passage of the 
parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Reformed 
Church of Highwood, N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee oh the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of May- 
flower, Nebr., in favor of House bill 14, known as the Sulzer 
parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 

Also, petitions of citizens of Brady, Gothenburg, Willow Is- 
land, and Lexington, sixth congressional district of Nebraska, 
urging the passage of House bill 16689, yalidating sales of part 
of right of way of Union Pacific Railroad; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of the First Presbyterian Church of York, Pa., protesting 
against the sinking of the remains of the battleship Maine; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 15526, granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen Harget; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, petition of Valley Grange, No. 1360, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, Lewisberry, Pa., urging certain changes in the oleo- 
margarine law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 


By Mr. LAFFERTY: Resolution of Western Star Grange, 
No. 309, of Albany, Oreg., urging an appropriation for the com- 
pletion of the improvement of Yaquina Bay Harbor; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Peter Adams and others of Portland, Oreg., 
atid of D. B. Waffle and others of Pendleton, Oreg., for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Petition of the Improved Order of Red 
Men and citizens generally, residing in the tenth congressional 
district of Kentucky, urging the erection of an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of the 
estate of the late James Clarence Post; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of the American Chamber of Commerce of 
Turkey, indorsing bill. for the permanent improvement of the 
Consular and Diplomatie Service; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Edward Crandall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petition of P. A. Betchen and 
others, of Livermore Falis, Me., and of the Christian Civic 
League of Waterville, Me., favoring the passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of churches, church organizations, ete., of the 
State of Maine, for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of David Cates; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Tennessee, for pas- 
sage of Honse bill 16450; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Tennessee, for 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Camp No. 26, United Spanish War 
Veterans, in favor of House bill 17470; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Progresista Party in the 
Philippine Islands, for self-government in the islands; to the 
Cominittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of California, in 
favor of House bill 14, for extension of parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Knowles, Cal, in favor of the 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Oroville (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, protesting against any reduction of the present duty on 
olive oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Patrick Lannon (H. R. 20670); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, . 

Mr. PLUMLEY: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to William Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Jamaica, Vt, and of the Congregational Church of Cabot, Vt., 
praying for the enactment into law of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James Lawson and 80 others of Vermont, in 
favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. j 

By Mr. RAKER: Petitions of the Birdsall Olive Co., of East 
Auburn, and the Chamber of Commerce of Marysville, Cal., pro- 
testing against reduction of the duty on olive oil; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of California, favoring the Berger 
old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Virginia Mitchell, member of the Sierra 
Club, of Weimar, Cal., in favor of House bill 16841; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hunt 
County, Tex., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

-By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Rose M. Munger, of New 
Haven, Conn., indorsing House bill 16802; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: Petition of the Young Men’s 
Christian Association of Colorado Springs, Colo., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 2 


` 


By Mr. SABATH: Petition of Camp No. 100, Sons of Veter- 
ans, United States of America, for enactment of Sherwood pen- 
sion bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against employment by the United 
States Government of chartered accountants to exclusion of 
certified public accountants; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of St. Ferdinand Unterstuetzungs Verein, of 
Chicago, Ill., relative to measures relating to Catholic Indian 
mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the German-American Alliances of Rockford 
and East St. Louis, Ill, protesting against prohibition and 
interstate liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of the City Council of Jack- 
sonville, Fla., in favor of coinage of 3-cent pieces; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPEER: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 19204) for 
the relief of James S. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Johnsonburg, Pa., for legislation 
granting free delivery of mail to towns of 1,000 and over; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: Petitions of citizens of 
Nebraska, against passage of parcel-post bill; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of R. H. Scott and others, of Plainview, Nebr., 
in favor of parcel-post bill and antigambling bil); to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Iver S. Johnson and others, of Stanton, Nebr., 
1 of Federal pay bill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Cigarmakers’ Jofnt Unions 
of Greater New York, indorsing House bill 17253; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of F. H. Bidwell & Co., of New York City, in 
favor of reduction of duty on raw and refined sugars; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Lillian D. Wald, of New York City, indorsing 
House bill 17681; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of R. D. Harvey, United States manager for the 
Royal Exchange Assurance, New York City, indorsing Esch 
phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Siegman & Weil, of New York City, favoring 
changes in paragraph 179 of the metal schedule; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the peace meeting held at Jeannette, Pa., 
praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitra- 
tion between the United States, Great Britain, and France; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: Petition of members of Improved 
Order of Red Men of Clifford, Ill, for an American Indian 
memorial and museum building in the city of Washington, 
D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Illinois, for parcel- 
post legislation, etc.; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Illinois, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. UTTER: Petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Rhode Island and others, favoring the building of one battle- 
2 in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval 

Airs. 

Also, petition of the Sorosis Club, of Providence, R. I., favor- 
ing a reduction of the duty on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Westerly, R. L, and the Central Congregational Church, .of 
Providence, R. L, favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Rhode Island Business Men’s Associa- 
tion, favoring legislation to protect dealers in butter and sub- 
stitutes therefor against fraud; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Petition of citizens of Logansport, La., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Minden, La., in favor of the 
Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of John McMullen and 10 other 
citizens of Rushsylvania, C. F. Wooley and 15 other citizens of 
West Mansfield, S. S. Clayton and 15 other citizens of Ada, 
F. P. Kerr and 4 other citizens of Lake View, James W. Bowen 
and 2 other citizens of McGuffey, T. C. Myers and 10 other citi- 


2700 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 2, 


zens of De Graff, J. H. Basden and 5 other citizens of Alger, 
R. H. Valentine and 10 other citizens of Belle Center, J. S. 
Sherrick and 8 other citizens of Harrod, all in the State of Ohio, 
asking for the enactment of legislation to give the Interstate 
Commerce Commission further power in the regulation of ex- 
press rates and express classifications; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Don C. Bailey and 10 other citizens of West 
Liberty, E. L. Van Horn and 5 other citizens of Lake View, 
O. L. Rexer and 10 other citizens of De Graff, R. A. Graham and 
12 other citizens of Belle Center, W. E. Heath and 3 other citi- 
zens of Harrod, C. E. Kennard and 5 other citizens of Alger, 
James W. Bowen and 2 other citizens of McGuffey, J. E. Hesser 
and 15 other citizens of Ada, B. C. Ballinger and 15 other citi- 
zens of West Mansfield, and J. D. Stevenson and 10 other citi- 
zens of Rushsylvania, all in the State of Ohio, against the en- 
actment of any law for the extension of the parcel-post service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Men’s Sunday Evening League and the 
Sunday School of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Ashley, 
Ohio, in favor of the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill, for 
the further regulation of interstate commerce in intoxicating 
liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Memorial of the Manhattan 
(N. Y.) Camp, No. 1, Department of New York, United Spanish 
War Veterans, indorsing House bill 17470, providing a pension 
for widows and minor children of deceased Spanish War vet- 
erans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Mitchell, 
Smith, and Phillips Counties, sixth district of Kansas, asking 
for the enactment of a law giving the Interstate Commerce 
Commission further power to regulate express rates and ex- 
press classifications; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Norton, Kans., and of citizens of 
Mitchell, Smith, and Phillips Counties, sixth district of Kansas, 
protesting against the passage of a parcel-post law; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER and by unan- 
imous consent the further reading was dispensed with and the 
Journal was approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


- A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2453) for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for other 
purposes, with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. : 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate Nos. 1 and 2 to the bill (H. R. 
13570) to amend an act entitled“ An act granting employees of 
the United States the right to receive from it compensation for 
injuries sustained in the course of their employment,” approved 
May 30, 1908; and had disagreed to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate No. 3 to the bill. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (S. 4551) to extend the 
time for completion of a dam across the Savannah River, at or 
near the mouth of Stevens Creek, between the counties of 
Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, Ga., authorized by an act 
approved August 5, 1909. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Milford, Del., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a_petition of sundry citizens of Wilmington, 
Del., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Milford, Fel- 
ton, and Smyrna, all in the State of Delaware, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. WETMORE. I present a resolution adopted by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, which I ask may be 
read and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


Stare or RHODE ISLAND, IN GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
January Session, A. D. 1922. 


Resolution requesting the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from Rhode Island to urge the present Congress to secure the estab- 
lishment of a lightship near Block Island: 

Whereas a reef which extends about 1 mile in a northerly direction from 
the north end of Block Island is so far offshore that the strong tidal 
currents running across it make a very dangerous obstruction for any 
vessels entering Block Island; and 

Whereas it is of the greatest importance to the people and the maritime 
interests of New England that a lightship be stationed off the north 
end of Block Island; and 

Whereas a petition has been circulated and signed by the most impor- 
tant marine, shipping, and steamship men of New England requesting 
that such a lightship be established: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Rhode Island, That 

the Senators and Representatives of the State in the Congress of the 

United States be, and are hereby, requested to urge the present Congress 

to secure the establishment of a my with a first-class fog siren 

and lights, about 1 mile northerly from the north end of Block Island. 
* * . * . * s 


STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, February 29, 1912. 


I hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of the original resolu- 
tion approved by his excellency the governor on the 28th day of 
February, A. D. 1912. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the State aforesaid the date first above written. 

[SEAL.] J. FRED PARKER 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Fort Scott, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lincoln, 
Marion, Gretna, and Fairport, all in the State of Kansas, and 
a petition of sundry citizens of Hardy, Nebr., praying for the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Oswego, 
Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation com- 
pelling the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District 
of Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Post No. 71, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Topeka, Kans., 
praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension 
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Burlington 
and Chanute, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions adopted by the Irish Na- 
tionalists of Ohio, in convention at Columbus, Ohio, remonstrat- 
ing against the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Springfield, 
Olney, Sparta, Stewardson, and Browns, all in the State of Illi- 
nois, remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomargarine law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 3 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Blue 
Island, Ill., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Retail Mer- 
chants’ Association of Illmois, in convention at Belleville, III., 
praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURTON. I present a large number of petitions from 
colleges of the country, favoring the ratification of the pend- 
ing treaties with England and France withont amendment. I 
ask that the petitions lie on the table and that the names of the 
colleges be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the petitions were ordered to lie on 
the table, and the names of the colleges were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Heidelberg University, Tiffin, Ohio; James Millikin Univer- 
sity, Decatur, Ill.; Mills College, Mills College, Cal.; Talladega 
College, Talladega, Ala.; Union College, Schenectady, N. Y.; 
Williams College, Williamstown, Mass.; William Jewell College, 
Liberty, Mo.; University of Missouri, Columbia, Mo.; Univer- 
sity of Porto Rico, Rio Piedras, P. I.; Johns Hopkins Univer- 
sity, Baltimore, Md.; Augsburg Seminary, Minneapolis, Minn. ; 
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Franklin College, Franklin, Ind.; Middlebury College, Middle- 
bury, Vt.; University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Univer- 
sity of Illinois, Urbana, III.; University of Utah, Salt Lake 
City, Utah; Wabash College, Crawfordsville, Ind.; Wesleyan 
University, Middletown, Conn.; Park College, Parkville, Mo.; 
Occidental College, Los Angeles, Cal.; Stevens Institution of 
Technology, Hoboken, N. J.; Midland College, Atchison, Kans. ; 
Purdue University, La Fayette, Ind.; and Teachers’ College, Man- 
hattan Borough, New York, N. X. 

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of New 
Straitsville, Ohio, praying for the establishment of free mail 
delivery in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 
1,000, which was referred to the Committee on. Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. OLIVER presented petitions of sundry granges, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Greencastle, Fayetteville, New Hope, and 
Lewisberry, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the oleomargarine law, 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Meadville, 
New Brighton, and Bedford, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitra- 
tion between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tunnelton 
and New Paris, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Grand Army Associa- 
tion of Allegheny County, Pa., remonstrating against the pro- 
posed abolishment of the United States pension agencies and 
their concentration in Washington, D. C., which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Uniontown, 
Pittsburgh, East Greene, Mount Pleasant, Millersville, and Big 
Run, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Valencia and 
Wilkinsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented the petition of Leon BE. Hixson, 
of Portland, Mich., praying for the establishment of free mail 
delivery in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 
1,000, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Clio Club, of 
Detroit, Mich., praying for the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Benton Har- 
bor, Lawrence, and Adrian, all in the State of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Paw Paw 
and Belding, in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Local Machine Co., of 
Ann Arbor, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called eight-hour bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of H. W. Rickel & Co., of De- 
troit, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside liquor dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bellaire, 
Quincy, Jackson, Le Roy, Monroe, and Lincoln Township, all 
in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Brackettsville, Tex., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 2009, 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of America, of 
Liberty, N. C., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 
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Mr. ROOT presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Groton and Poughkeepsie, in the State 
of New York, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Beulah Baptist Church, of Congaree, and the Baptist 
Church of Pelion, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Utopia, all in the State of South Carolina, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, FLETCHER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
McIntosh, Fla., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the Business Men’s 
Association of Jeffersonville, Ind., remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Farmington, Del., and a petition 
of sundry citizens of Houston, Del., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCLEAN presented a petition of C. P. Kirkland Camp, 
No. 18, Department of Connecticut, United Spanish War Veter- 
ans, of Winsted, Conn., and a petition of A. W. Merriam Camp, 
No. 16, Department of Connecticut, United Spanish War Veter- 
ans, of Putnam, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to pension widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted 
man who served in the War with Spain or the Philippine Insur- 
rection, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 151, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Enfield, Conn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation authorizing the Director of the Census to collect and 
publish additional statistics regarding tobacco, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Putnam, 
Conn., remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Jamaica, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to report back with amendments the bill (H. R. 
17681) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the Government of the District of Columbia for the fiscai year 
ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes, and I submit a 
report (No. 484) thereon. I give notice that at the carliest 
opportunity I will ask that thé bill be taken up for consid- 
eration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 1086) to amend 
sections 680 and 686 of the Code of Law for the District of 
Columbia, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 433) thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5309) to amend section 3 of the act 
of Congress approved May 14, 1880 (21 Stat. L., p. 140), reported 
it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 435) 
thereon. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5076) to promote instruction in for- 
estry in States and Territories which contain national forests, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
437) thereon. 

Mr. STEPHENSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 5355) to ač- 
quire a site and for the erection thereon of a public building at 
Beaver Dam, Wis., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HBYBURN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5077. A bill providing for the erection of a Federal build- 
ing at Pocatello, Idaho (Rept. No. 438); and 

S. 248. A bill providing for the erection of a Federal building 
at Cœur d'Alene, Idaho (Rept. No. 439). 
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NEW LAND DISTRICT IN MONTANA. 


Mr. DIXON. From the Committee on Public Lands I report 
back favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute the bill (S. 5075) for the establishment of a new land dis- 
triet in the State of Montana, and I submit a report (No. 436) 
eee I should like to ask for the present consideration of 

e bill. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 3 


Beginning jn the mid-channel of the Missouri River at a point where 
the eastern boundary of the State of Montana intersects the same; 
thence south along said State boundary to its intersection with the 
township line between townships 9 and 10 north; thenee west to the 
southwest corner of 8 10 north, range 58 east; thence north to 
the northwest corner of said township; thence west to the southwest 
corner of township 11 north, range 56 east; thence north to the north- 
west corner of said township; thence west to the southwest corner of 
8 12 north, range 55 east; thence north to the northwest corner 
of said township; thence west along the third standard parallel north to 
its intersection with the cleventh guide meridian; thence north along 
said guide meridian between ran 44 and 45 east, allowing for proper 
offsets, to its intersection with the mid-channel of the Missouri River; 
thence easterly, following the mid-channel of said river, to its intersec- 
tion with the eastern boundary of Montana, the place of beginning. 

Sec. 2. That the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, is hereby authorized to appoint a register and receiver for 
such land district, who shall discharge like and similar duties and 
receive the same amount of compensation as other officers discharging 
like duties in the other land offices of said State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 5606) to provide for repairs and improvements at 
the lighthouse depot and headquarters, San Juan, P. R.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A Dill (S. 5607) for the relief of Michael R. Morgan and others; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5608) providing for the abandonment of the 
Vaslion Island Military Reseryation in the State of Washing- 
ton, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CULBERSON (for Mr. TAYLOR) : 

A bill (S. 5609) for the relief of the estate of John T. Mc- 
Clanahan; and 

A bill (S. 5610) to pay the Southern Express Co. charges for 
carrying tents to Pulaski, Tenn.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5611) granting an increase of pension to David P. 
Wilcox (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5612) granting a” pension to Robert Donson (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (8.5613) granting a pension to Raymond R. Hammond 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 5614) granting a pension to Mary J. Chick (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. . — 

A bin (S. 5615) to correct the naval record of Thomas Tay- 
lor; to.the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 5616) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Winn, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 5617) for the relief of Frank Schilling (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 5618) te amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish in the Department of the Interior a Bureau of Mines,” ap- 
proved May 16, 1910; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bin (S. 5619) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hilti; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WETMORE: 

A bill (S. 5620) to construct and place a lightship near the 
north end of Block Island, R. I. (with accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 5621) to extend time of payment of balance due for 
lands sold under act of Congress approved June 17, 1910 (with 
accompanying paper); and 


A bill (S. 5622) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
subdivide and extend the deferred payments of seftlers in the 
Kiowa-Conianche and Apache ceded lands in Okldhoma (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for conducting experiments in the breeding and 
raising of fur-bearing animals, the mink and marien, intended 
to be propesed by him to the agricultural appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee ou Agriculture and For- 
estry and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$500 to reimburse Peter Moctelmy for damages sustained by him 
because of the sale by the United States to the State of Idaho 
of land for State park on a portion of which Peter Moctelmy 
made his home, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$500 to reimburse the State board of regents of the University 
of Idaho for the premium paid on an indemnity bond on ac- 
count of the loss of a United States draft for $25,000 in transit 
between the United States Treasury and the State treasury of 
Idaho, intended to be proposed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


SURVEY BETWEEN PUGET SOUND AND COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 16), which was read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 


Resolved by the Senate (the Hense of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to cause preliminary examination and survey to be made, and a report 
to be made thereon to Congress. of the intervening territory between 
Puget Sound and the Columbia River, with a view te determining the 
advisability of constructing a canal connecting Pnget Sound with Grays 
Harbor, Willapa Harbor, and the Columbia River. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 17), which was read aud referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the Hause of Rep: esentatices concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby. directed to submit, as 
early as practicable, an estimate of the cost of the improvement of the 


Columbia River from and including Grand Rapids to the international 
boundary line. 


PACIFIC STATES TELEPHONE & TELEGRAPH CO. V. STATE OF OREGON. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN.. I ask to have printed as a public 
document the record in the Oregon case where the Supreme 
Court held constitutional the initiative and referendum amend- 
ment to the Oregon constitution. I ask to have the request 
referred to the Committee on Printing before action is taken by 
the Senate. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PRINTING OF. NOBTH AMERICAN REVIEW ARTICLE. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. F esk to have printed as a public docu- 
ment an article which appeared in the February number of the 
North American Review, by Leander T. Chamberlain, entitled 


A chapter of national dishonor,” the same being p historical 


and eritical review of the proceedings which led up to and 
culminated in the creation of the Panama Repnblic. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order will 
be entered, 

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to inquire whether the article 
is copyrighted or not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is copyrighted; but I have secured 
the permission of the North American Review to have it 
printed as a public document with the approval of the Senate, 
providing that proper credit is given. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The North American Review may not be 
able to stop the train after they have started it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I object to the request until I 
know something more than the statement made as to what the 
article is. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is an article which has been widely 
read. I am rather surprised that the Senator from Utah has 
not read it or heard of it. It is one of the leading articles of 
the month, and appearing as the leading article in the North 
American Review, it has secured a prominence and attracted 
an amount of attention which has commanded a great deal of 


comment. 
Mr. HEYBURN. What is it about? 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK. As I have stated, it is a historical and 
analytical article of the facts of which I spoke yesterday here 
in the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator what is the 
reason for requesting that it be printed as a public document? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Because I think it tends very much to 
illuminate the history of that more or less obscure proceeding, 
and because I believe that it is a subject on which there is a 
great deal of public interest and on which the Senate may act. 
I believe it is written in a temperate vein by a man who is an 
experienced and recognized publicist, and it is a considerable ad- 
dition to the literature of the day. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are so many articles published in maga- 
zines that if we should undertake to publish them all as public 
documents we would have our mails full all the time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is quite true; I concede that; but 
I wish to say to the Senator from Utah that I am not a great 
offender. I think I am one of few Senators in the Chamber who 
never before asked for the publication of anything as a public 
document. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think that is true. 3 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I make this request only because I be- 
lieve the article is worthy of publication as a document, and I 
think the Senator from Utah will concede it if he examines the 
article. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will allow it to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing, I will assure him that the committee 
will meet within the next few days and report it back. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If the Senator desires to examine it first, 
and will give us an assurance of an early report, that will be 
perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. SMOOT. I would rather have it go to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter, 
with the request of the Senator from Nebraska, will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


THE LAWRENCE (MASS.) STRIKE. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, Mr. President, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of Senate resolution 231, call- 
ing on the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to report to the 
Senate certain information in regard to the condition of the mill 
workers in Lawrence, Mass., through the Bureau of Labor. 

The resolution has been objected to here principally on ac- 
count of the last clause in the resolution, directing him to re- 
port as to “ what action has been taken by the local-authorities 
at Lawrence to forcibly interfere with the free passage of said 
aliens or others from the city of Lawrence and State of Massa- 
chusetts to other States.” I believe the objections were based 
on that provision. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be amended by striking out the words which I have just read, 
and that as amended it be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate reso- 
Iution 231, that the concluding paragraph thereof be eliminated, 
and that the resolution as thus amended be passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there can be no objection 
to the Senator amending the resolution by unanimous consent, 
but I shall object to its present consideration. The Senator 
tan—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can not very well be amended 
without being considered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator can give notice that he will 
offer that amendment when the resolution is up again. I ob- 
ject to its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I do not want to be mis- 
understood in reference to the purpose of my suggested amend- 
ment. I thought possibly it would secure the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. I do not care to offer the amendment 
unless 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not care to offer the amendment 
if the consideration of the resolution is objected to. I desire 
to give notice that, in view of the fact that the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Bristow] is engaged in an address on the Ste- 
phenson case, I will not attempt to bring this matter up again 
to-day, but I will move the adoption of the resolution on 
Monday. 

SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 299. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho requests 
that the following business be laid before the Senate. 


The SECRETARY. Order of Business 299: Senate resolution 
136, directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to in- 
yestigate certain charges relative to the election of Isaac STE- 
PHENSON and the motion made by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HeyBURN] that the report of the committee thereon be adopted. 

The VICH PRESIDENT, The Senator from Kansas will 
proceed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned 
last evening I was reading from the testimony of Mr. Perrin, 
of Superior, Wis., who had received $5,000 from the Stephenson 
fund, and who had disbursed a part of it. Perrin had dis- 
bursed, so he said, some $350 of this fund to a Mr. Fridley, and 
also a part of it to Mr. Shields. Perrin received this $5,000 in 
three installments. On the 30th of July he received $1,000 from 
Mr. Edmonds, on the 4th of August another $1,000, and on the 
14th of August $3,000 more. 

The question was asked a number of times yesterday as to 
whether any of these men that received money were opposed 
to Mr. STEPHENSON before they received the money and after- 
wards supported him, so I desire to call to the attention of 
Senators the testimony of Perrin, which has a bearing upon 
on point. He was asked by the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee: 


Do you know of any act or thing which he did because of the receipt 
of that money? 


That question was asked of Perrin in interrogating him as to 
what Shields did with the money which Perrin had given 
Shields. His answer was: 


Mr. PERRIN. I know that some people were active for the Senator 
after I gave him the money that were not before—that is, a certain 
class, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is that class? 

Mr. Perrin. It would be mostly members of the Catholic Church. 

11 The CHAIRMAN. Then that influence, you think, went in that direc- 
on? 

Mr. PERRIN. I think so. 

* $ s 


The CHAIRMAN. On the same day, the 26th, we have items of cash 
$50, $50, $50, $50. They are all on August 26. Who got that money? 

Mr. PERRIN., They are all cash items? 

The CHAIRMAN. hey are cash items; but one of them is indorsed 
by “R. J. Agen, Sec’y.” 

Mr. Perrin. He did not haye the money. I think that was cash. 

ae CHAIRMAN. And C. R. Fridley. Did Mr. Fridley have the 
money 

Mr. Perrin. He had the money where his name appears. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is Mr. Fridley? 

Mr. Perrin. He is the attorney to whom I referred a few moments 
ago. 


* s = $ 
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The CHAIRMAN. * „ We will proceed to the 27th. We have 
three items on the 27th of $10 each—one to J. W. Wilson, one to L. H. 
Mead, and one to Robert Inglis. Were those sums paid to those men 
for their use? 

Mr. Perrin. To be used by them in this campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did they use those sums of money? 

Mr. PERRIN. So far as I am advised. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know for what? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were they compensation to those men personally or 
to be expended by them? 

Mr. PERRIN. To be expended. 

The CHAIRMAN. All of them? 

Mr. PERRIN. So far as I can recollect now. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the 28th we have three items—two of cash, $50 
and $50, and one of $25 to D. M. Maxey, and indorsed by him. n 
you account for the cash items? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you account for the Maxey item? 

Mr. Perrin. Yes. That is, it was sent to him to be paid to men to 
attend the polling places on primary day in the interest of Senator 
STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. To attend the poring 
Mr. Perrin. For the purpose of dissem 
to Senator STEPHENSON’S qualifications. 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you ever present when any of these men were 
disseminating information? 7 : 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHARMAN. You have no idea as to the manner in which they 
disseminated it, or of th substance of the information? 

Mr. Perrin. Certainly Sot; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. We come now to the 29th. There are three items on 
the 29th: $150 cash—can you account for that or any part of it? 

Mr. PERRIN. I do not remember. 
ere, 8 Forty-five dollars to T. W. McManus. What was 

at for 

Mr. PEnRIN. May I look at that item? 

The CHAIRMAN. Pa f 

Mr. PERRIN. That was for advertisement of Senator STEPHENSON’S 
candidacy in some publication that he was in charge of, gotten out, I 
think, for use on Labor Day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that a labor paper? 

Mr. Pennin. It was not a paper in that sense. 
simply a program with advertisements. 

= $ . a 


laces for what? 
ating information in regard 


It was, I think, 


* * * 
The CHAIRMAN. On the 31st there is an item of $300 cash. Can you 
account for that or any part of it? 
Mr. PERRIN.. I do not remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was received by you? All of these cash Items 
were received b. 
Mr. PERRIN. 

them myself. 


you, were resp 
res. I do not know that I went to the bank and got 
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game 88 Is it the fact that the checks were drawn payable 
Mr, PERRIN. Yes. 
s % 


* 
The CHAIRNAX. R. J. Shields, Ri That is without any date. 


a . 


Mr. PERRIN. That $250 to R. J. Shields was paid to him out of the 

first check that I received from Mr. Edmonds. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. You say in regard to t item, on page 1922, that 
‘ou have the checks for all except that item, and it does not show en 
ts face. Is that the item that you refer to now? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. When I that check I indorsed it oyer to him} 

and he ee me back his check, as I remember it now, for $750. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Shields did? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. So that that payment to him was not covered 

by a check. 


* + e * . 


* 
(Page 667.) 


The CHAIRMAN. For what did you pay that money to Mr. Shields? 
Mr. PERRIN. For use in Mr. STEPHENSON’S campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have him account to you for it? 

Mr. PEuntx. I do not think he ever did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever oak pim to account? 

Mr. PERRIN. I did. He said he expended it for Mr. STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you ask for an itemized statement? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he never rendered any? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know what he expended it for? 

Mr. PERRIN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN., I want to know a little more about Shields. You 
must have been very well acquainted with him. 

Mr. PERRIN. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. In that you handed him over that check and gave 
him $250 out of it. 

Mr. PERRIN., I am very well acquainted with him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have a conversation with him at the time 
you handed it over to him? ` 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us the conyersation—what he said to you and 
what you said to him that resulted in the handing over of that check. 

Mr. Perrrx. I can not remember the details. 

The CHAIRMAN. Give us the substance. 

Mr. PERRIN. The substance of it was that I went to him and asked 
him if he would put in some time in the Stephenson campaign. e 
said he would do what he could, I asked him how much money he 
5280 he would need at that time, and he said that he ought to have 

DU. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell him that you were disbursing Stephen- 
son money at that time? You told him you had received this thousand 
dollars, did you? 

My. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. And he told you he could be of some use to Senator 
Srzynuxsox, did he? 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHARMAN. How did he tell yon he could be of use to Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. PERRIN. I guess I know as much about that as he did. I do not 
know that he expressed himself in specific terms as to what he could 
do or would do. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do for SteEPHENSON’s campaign? 

Mr. Perrin. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. You say you knew what he could do? 

Mr. Perrin. I knew what he could do; certainly. 

8 3 Was that to be taken as a criterion of what he 

d do 

Mr. Perrin. It was by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did he do? 

Mr. Perrin. Taking that as a criterion, he could, and I believe he 
did, get men interested for Senator STEPHENSON that neither Senator 
STEPHENSON, Mr. Edmonds, nor I could otherwise 

The CHAIRMAN. Get men that you could not get 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. How would he get them interested? What would 


e do? 

Mr. Prnnix. I think he would mostly talk. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would he say to them? 

Mr. Perrin. I am sure I do not know. 

The CHAmrmMAN. What would be the nature of the conversation? 

Mr. Perrin. I would not undertake to say. 

The Cuarrman. How do you know it is no Ag exactly the conyer- 
sation you or Mv. Edmonds would have had with these people? 

Mr. PERRIN. Because I know t I could not talk to some of those 
people the way Mr. Shields could. 

e CHAIRMAN. If you do not know what he sald to them, how do 
you know that? 

Mr. PERRIN. There are things, you know, that we know withont be- 
ing able to explain or express after long years of acquaintance with a 
man; that no man living can sit on the witness stand and detail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Shields had something over $300 as compensa- 
tion—elther he for talking or those to whom he talked for listening. 
How was it e cd? 

Mr. PERRIN. Or for those to whom he talked, to talk also. 

The CHANAN. Then do you think they shared in the $300—the 
listener and the speaker? 

Mr. Pernurs. And the other listeners. I carry that further than the 
one step. 7 think these men to whom he talked talked to a great many 
other people. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was a sort of endless chain—talking to one man, 
and he to somebody else, and that man in turn to somebody else? 

Mr. PERRIN. I hoped it would be so. 

The CHAIRMAN, “ Sending it down the line?” 

Mr. Pernix. That expresses it thoroughly. 

The CHatnmaNn. Where did the money stop? How far did the money 
follow that conversation down the line? 

r. PEnaix. Oh, I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have not any idea? 

Mr. Perrin. It is impossible to trace that money to the ultimate 
consumer. 
> $ + + 4 s * s 

The CHAIRMAN. How much of this money indicated by the cash items 
or the checks remained in your hands? 

Mr. PERRIN. Not a cent. 


h 


igh HAIRMAN, And yet you can not account for a cent of it that you 

Mr. PERRIN. I can not in detail; no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not a single item? 

Mr. PERRIN., Not one. 

The CHAIRMAN, That was rather a spectacular campaign in some 
res was it not, with money flowing out freely in those amounts? 


e REIN. To speak in the vernacular, I guess we got them “ going 


The CHAIRMAN. You can not remember a single instance that ha 

pened 1 that EER ber th le t 1 I paid th d 

3 N. o not remem e e 0 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Not one? Griese e ee 

Mr. Perrin. Not one. 
0 


í qs was interrogated by Senator SUTHERLAND, as follows 
p. * 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Can you approximate in any way the number 

of ple £0 whom you paid money, irrespective of the amount? 
r. In. No, sir; no, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Would it go up into the hundreds of people 
less than 100 or more than 1007 

Mr. Perrix. I should think less than 100. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Less than 1007 

Mr. Pergix, I rather think so. I do not want to be understood as 
swearing positively to that. 

natr BUTHERLAXND. You paid them amounts ranging from what to 
W 

Mr. PERRIN. Oh, from $5 to sometimes as high as $150, depending 
upon what I expected the man to do, where he could work, and what 
he could accomplish. 

Thirty-one hundred and fifty-five dollars of this money was 
drawn by him out of the bank account in cash. Over $2,500 
of this cash was expended in the month of August, and yet the 
man who expended it states under oath that he can not remem- 
ber a single individual to whom he paid a dollar of that cash. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it might be more accurate 
to say that this money was drawn in August. E 

Mr. BRISTOW. Well, of course, I am taking the witness's 
statement, and he says he drew it in August and expended eyery 
cent of it. This witness has not told what he knows about this 
campaign. There is no complaint anywhere on the part of 
SrepHenson’s friends that he did not account for this money 
to their satisfaction. It is intimated that he appropriated it 
to his own use. It was giyen, as I have said, in three items, 
running from the 30th of July to the 14th of August. To my 
mind, that money was used or was given for one of two pur- 
poses—to buy Perrin and secure his support for STEPHENSON, 
depending upon him to disburse it as he saw fit In securing the 
support that he could for this $5,000, or it was given to him to 
be disbursed to different individuals, leaving it to his judgment 
as to whom it should be paid. It evidently was for one of those 
two reasons. Either one, in my judgment, is an improper use 
of money in a campaign. 

I might continue to read pages of testimony similar to that 
which I have been reading, but it is unnecessary. The testi- 
mony of this confidential agent of STEPHENSON demonstrates 
the corrupt use of money, if such a thing is possible in an 
election. z 8 

I am not a lawyer, and therefore not skilled in construing 
and misconstruing the words and phrases of the English lan- 
guage, but the statutes of Wisconsin make bribery a penal of- 
fense, and, among other things, they declare: 

Every person who shall, directly or indirectly, by himself or by any 
other person on his behalf, make any such gift, loan, offer, promise, 
procurement, or agreement as aforesaid, to or for any person in order 
to induce such person to procure or endeavor to procure the election of 
any person to a public office or the vote of any voter at any election— 
to be guilty of bribery. The statutes also apply the laws relat- 
ing to a general election to the primary election. If the employ- 
ment of Wayland, Perrin, and others as indicated by the testi- 
mony that I have read is not in violation of this statute, then 
I must admit that I can not properly understand what this 
statute means. 

The statutes of the State of Wisconsin also provide that— 


Every person * * * who shall give or offer to give any valuable 
thing or bribe to any officer, inspector, or delegate a or who 
shall give or offer to give any valuable thing or bribe to any elector as 
a consideration for some act to be done in relation to such caucus or 
convention * * ®* shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and, 
upon conviction thereof, shall be punished in the manner bereinafter 


provided. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. REED. Will the Senator kindly read again the section 
of the statute that refers to the improper use of money? 

Mr. BRISTOW. The one I have just read? 

Mr, REED. The one the Senator has just read. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is as follows: 


Every person * * © who shali give or offer to give any valuable 
thing or bribe to any officer, inspector, or delegate * „ or who 
shall give or offer to give any valuable thing or bribe to any elector 
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to be done in relation to such caucus 


as a consideration for some act 
or convention * © shall be deemed 
upon conviction thereof shall be punish 
provided, : 

Now, the law makes this applicable to a primary election as 
well as to a caucus or an election. 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? : 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is whether STrePpHENsoN has been indicted 
or presented to the grand jury for anything in connection with 
this election or a violation of any statute. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will give the Senator the benefit of my 
knowledge. 

Mr. OVERMAN, I can not hear the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I have knowledge, obtained from inquiry of 
Officials, that no prosecution has been instigated or proposed 
during all these years against any of the parties charged with 
violating this imaginary law. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That these agents or scouts of STEPHENSON 
violated this statute I can not see how any reasonable man 


ilt of a misdemeanor, and 
In the manner hereinafter 


can doubt. But regardless of whether they violated the stat- : 


ute—indeed, if no such a statute had been in existence—it seems 
to me that the conduct of these men is indefensible and can not 
be excused or tolerated. 

WILLIAM R. KNELL, 


I now come to a very interesting agent of the Stephenson 
organization in the campaign, Mr. William R. Knell, who was 
the Stephenson manager for Milwaukee. 

He testified that in organizing and conducting the campaign 
he expended $11,886.61. He submitted to the legislative com- 
mittee a statement of the purposes for which he expended this 
money; $5,748 of this money was paid to ward organizers. 
There also appears to have been $875.65 expended under the 
head of “ expenses on aceount of organization.” Of this amount 
there appears to be no statement either by Mr. Knell or anyone 
else as to what these expenditures were for. 

The statutes of Wisconsin make it unlawful for anyone “to 
give or offer to give any valuable thing or bribe to any officer, 
inspector, or delegate,” yet Knell seems to have paid money to 
three different election inspectors in Milwaukee. 

One Arthur Wilcox was paid $100, he being an election in- 
spector. This was in violation of the statutes of the State, 

Leo F. Kelpinski, an inspector of the fifth precinct of the 
fourteenth ward, was paid $55. And Archie Hamilton, one of 
the inspectors in the second precinct of the seventeenth ward, 
was paid $25. ; 

Knell says he did not know at the time he paid these men 
that they were election inspectors. He was at that time the 
sheriff of Milwaukee County, and, of course, he can not plead 
ignorance as a justification of his unlawful acts. He was dis- 
bursing this money in such quantities to organizers in the va- 
rious wards and precincts of the county in which he was sery- 
ing as sheriff that, even if he was not sensitive as to its moral 
turpitude, he should at least not have openly violated the plain 
statutes of his State. Arthur Wilcox, one of the inspectors, had 
held that office for 10 years, yet the sheriff claims not to have 
known that he was an inspector. Hamilton claims to have 
done the work he did for STEPHENSON in a ward other than the 
one of which he was an inspector. Such a claim is in harmony 
with the whole spirit of the Stephenson organization—as 
though a judge of an election who was forbidden to accept any 
contribution of any kind from any candidate could violate that 
statute, provided he did his work in some other precinct than 
the one of which he was an inspector. Hamilton also had been 
an inspector for about 10 years. 

The payment of $55 to Kelpinski, of the fourteenth ward, 
brought out some interesting incidents, Knell, in commenting 
upon this payment, relates the following (p. 1773). I should 
like Senators to listen to this: 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. BROWN. Was the payment of this money to the in- 
spectors by Knell questioned at all by anybody? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think not. 

Mr. BROWN. Is it admitted by the sheriff? 


Mr. BRISTOW. It is admitted by Knell himself, 

Mr. OVERMAN. Knell, you say, was the agent of the or- 
ganization? 

8 ie eee Yes; he was the organizer for Milwaukee 
ounty. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Now, has the Senator in mind at this time 
the testimony my recollection is that there is testimony in the 
record to show—that the Senator from Wisconsin knew of the 
agency of this man Knell? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Oh, yes; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator from Kansas contend—I 
want to know his position; I am very much interested in his 
speech—that the payment by the Senator, or through his agent, 
to Knell of $11,000, without the knowledge of the Senator him- 
self of the employment of these inspectors in violation of the 
law, makes the Senator guilty of an offense—violating the law? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not think the Senator could be indicted 
for it, but my contention is that the accredited agents of Mr. 
STEPHENSON, in securing this nomination, violated the laws of 
Wisconsin in so doing and also expended money corruptly. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There is no question about that; but to 
what extent is the Senator from Wisconsin to be held? I want 
the opinion of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not think the Senator from Wisconsin 
could be indicted for a crime committed by somebody else, but 
I think his seat here can be questioned if it was obtained 
through corrupt means. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Kansas recol- 
lect that this man Kelpinski was not in the employment—— 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator from Utah will pardon me, I 
will in one minute give the story of Kelpinski in full, and I will 
give just what he wants to know. But I prefer to do it in this 
way, because I have it fully covered here. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The only purpose of my inquiry was 
that Kelpinski was in the employ of Knell—— 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will tell the story the Senator has in his 
mind. I am not going to conceal anything. This is an abso- 
lutely frank presentation, so far as I have been able to place 
it before the Senate from the testimony, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Very well. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I was just going to call the attention of the 
Senate to Knell's story of his connection with Kelpinski, and I 
am giving it to you in his own words—Knell’s words: 

Leo F. Kelpinski was to receive $110, one-half cash, the balance when 
the puny was over. He was to look after, I believe, two precincts 
in the fourteenth ward, two in the eighteenth ward, and one each in 
the thirteenth and twenty-first wards. A few days after paying him 
$55 one of my deputies rang oe up on an evening, and the following 
conversation ensued: “Is this the sheriff?" “Yes.” This is Matus- 
zewski.” “ Well, what is it, Matt?" “I thought you said Leo Kelpin- 
ski was working for you.” “So he to." “Is he got the 
money?” “Part of It.“ “Well, you're done.” “Why do you say 


so?” 1 just saw a check for $100 which he cashed in a saloon down 
here. It was Cook money.” “ You saw the check? Are you sure of 
that?” “I saw the check with my own eyes; I can swear to it.” I 


then said, “ Well, you know, Matt, that one is got to expect a certain 
amount of ‘double crossing’ in politics.” 

That ended the conversation, and naturally I refused to pay the 
balance claimed to be due, 


Kelpinski says that Richard White, one of Knell's lieutenants, 
told him that if he would carry the precinct for STEPHENSON 
he would pay him $100. Kelpinski told him that that would be 
easy, and that he was going to a picnic the next day, and that 
it might be well for him to haye some of the money, so White 
paid him $50. But I will give it to you in Kelpinski's own 
language. He says (p. 1901): 

I told him that was oy: if the precinct didn’t go for STEPHENSON 
I didn’t want the $100. says, “ But I am going to a picnic to-mor- 
row,” as I said ‘ore, “and I can spend the money there, and so,“ 
I says, “$50 would do.” After he gave me the $50 and I started to 

o out he called me back and he says, “I may be up there myself, but,“ 
e says, “if I ain't I will give you $5 more, so you will have enough.” 
And T “spent about $75 or $80 that day. i 

So far the testimony of Kelpinski corroborates that of Knell. 
He says he received $55 of STErHENSON’S money; Knell says 
that he paid him $55 and was to pay him some more, but he 
found out that he was being “double crossed.” Kelpinski says 
that on the day of the picnic he spent $75 or $80. When asked 
how he spent it, he said: 

I went from bar to bar and from ice-cream stand to ice-cream stand, 
and I told everybody to come on and have a drink on Senator STEPHEN- 
son, and I distributed lots of cards and buttons at that picnic. 

Now, there were about 36 of these organizers employed for. 
Milwaukee County. 

Apparently Knell did not care how Kelpinski used the money, 
but he did not want to be “double crossed.” He was perfectly 
willing to pay the price, but he wanted to be certain to receive 
the goods he was paying for. 

Knell’s record also shows that he gave William O’Connor, of 
the fourth ward, $500. Apparently the committee could not 
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find O'Connor; at least it did not take his testimony to find 
out what he did with the 8500 in the fourth ward. O'Connor 
seems to have had an assistant who received $50. Knell, in 
testifying as to this expenditure, said (p. 1963) : 


I gave William O'Connor $500. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. KNELL. * * * to look after the fourth ward, in 5 
the colored vote and the railroad vote adjoining on the 80 of the 
fourth ward—that is, in the eighth ward. 

Senator POMERENE. $500, you say. 

Mr. KNELL. $500; yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what they did with the money? 

Mr. KNELL. I think the greater part of it was spent for 1555 purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the same ey bad È you have indicated? 

Mr, KNELL, Yes. I suppose they had themselves paid out of it. 


I will not burden the Senate by reading it; but he goes through 
and gives quite an elaborate, detailed statement here as to the 
purposes for which he expended the money and comments on 
it very frankly. Something over $500 of it was for these ward 
managers, and between eight and nine hundred dollars was for . 
organization purposes, but what those organization purposes 
were is not disclosed at all. 
Exhibit Knell 1, Oct. 25, 1911. 

BILLS PAID BY CHECK. 


Name, and for what expended. 


— 
8 
3 
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The CHAIRMAN, Those men will not be called, they not being within 
the reach of the summons. I nawa: no * qui ons of Mr. Sn E 
$ a * // te da ners tres 


L. A gc Printing 60 ß bees pan SEL eC 
Prengal & Steltz Co., cigars. 


O'Connor was the e of the PEA hoist of the 
city of Milwaukee, and probably in his official capacity gave 
employment to a large number of negroes. He therefore was 
thought to be a very useful man to the Stephenson organiza- 


tion. So he was given $500 as his part of the boodle. Remington Typewriter Co., rent TA 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator, I suppose, has concluded Siekert Kort & Boum Stationery Co, , Stationery .....s..2.ccsssccsese 
what he has to say about Kelpinski? —— 8 — On 3 of envelopes 


Mr. BRISTOW. I have. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has not discussed the 
point I had in mind. I understand the Senator to say that 
Kelpinski was an election inspector, and that Knell must have 
known of it. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
Knell severed all relations with Kelpinski at least four or five 
weeks before the primaries were held at all, and Knell says he 
knew nothing about Kelpinski being an inspector. 

Mr. BRISTOW. He says he did not know that any of these 
men were inspectors, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am speaking of Kelpinski. He did 
not know Kelpinski was an inspector. Does the Senator know 
whether Kelpinski was appointed more than four weeks prior P. J. Sullivan, account distributing........ 7 
to the primary election? I 2 not know anon that 3 2 Sr . . .. ... . .. . 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is an office that lasts for two years. ey ; jewish oo 
are appointed every two years. DG Onan aM Lenten, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. They are appointed two years before? John Calahan, rent .. . . 

Mr. BRISTOW. Les. 8. Z. 1 orate Co, See 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I call the attention of the Senator to Benoy Printing Co., advertising = 
page 1786 of the record, where Knell expressly says his relation- Remington Typewriter Co., rent . 
ship had been severed. Waukesha-Roxo Co., water and ic 

Mr. BRISTOW. After Knell found he was being ' double- 
crossed” he had nothing more to do with Kelpinski. He 
thought Kelpinski had sold out to the other fellows, and he did 
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PERSONAL CHECK, 


not want to buy a man who would not “stick.” ee aE toe 5 wes 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. He had nothing to do with him at the VVT 2.0 
time of the primary election. That is the point of my sug- 6.50 
gestion. 13,00 
Mr. BRISTOW. I think not. I think they had fallen out 32.10 
over some matters. caine 


Morris; Cleary and :Alf:. J; Kinmb,\a-refirosd ‘conductor and bP e.. . eee renee ss 
locomotive engineer, were paid $450 to look after the sixteenth 
ward. They were also furnished fine assistants, consisting of 
a yard man, a railroad man, a foreman, a locomotive engineer, 
a railroad man, a saloon and restaurant keeper, and three other 
railroad men, all being paid $25 each, except the saloon and 


3 CASH DISBURSEMENTS. 


For what expended. 


restaurant keeper, who received $10, and one of the railroad 1908 
men, who received $15, making, all told, $650 that was expended | July 1 Expenses to Wausan and sar la Persons. .. . ..... .. ͤ $21.00 
in that ward. Knell, in his testimony, page 1962, was asked: 3 2 3 2 100.00 
The CHAIRMAN. For what Durp ose did you give them this money? 4 e e organization 9.15 
Mr. KNELL. For the pu ‘of organizing the ward by hiring precinct E ETE: en ee nee 4 244444444444 4444 4 3.75 
men and primary day worke' buting literature and carte and in K fe: : 15.20 
a general way enhancing the interests of Mr. STEPHENSON, hy Bete do. 9.65 
he CHAIRMAN. Did you have any accounting from these men? 12 5 14.90 
Mr. KxxlL. No. They estimated what it would take before I gave 13 1.00 
them the money. Expenies oa on account of organization. S 5.60 
One A. Rosenhein was the manager in the fourteenth ward. * E LIMA SEI re 2 10.40 
He was a saloon keeper, and he received $325. In his testimony, 20. c0 
when asked as to what he did with the money, he said (p. 1886) : 15 5 
I paid out $105 to the workers, and the rest I spent in the saloons $ 18.70 
wherever I went. 16 HAEN eee Ser tert o aetna 155 
There were about 35 of these ward managers, and the price Expe ecount of organization 7 5 
paid them ranged from $80 to 8500. Lee G. Merville, of Westf „ | 1,080 postage stamps..-..-......-... 20.00 
Allis, a precinct, was paid $200, and given an assistant, one l va 
Payelick, to whom was paid 830. Mr. H. B. Daggett, of West 7 do. 12.05 
Milwaukee, was paid 8175. He had no assistant. W. R. Jones, 258 go. 18.35 
of the twenty-second ward, was paid $100, and given two as 2 oa 0 05 e eee AE 
sistants, one of whom was paid $50 and the other S830. [do. . 16.40 
Knell seemed to be a great organizer. He not only had these 1.00 
various ward managers but he had racial managers as well. = fies is . —.— 
His account shows that he paid his Greek manager $110 for the Wages, week ending July 65. 55 
campaign, while he paid his Hebrew manager only $45—which 23 hed ers S ᷣ ̃ͤ—a! —x—T— ii 
seems to me an unwarranted discrimination against the Jew, ease a ea mnt of organization f 
Knell’s statement of expenditures is as follows. 24 85 3 : do LOA T EE A e ee 11.20 
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Bahibit Knell 1, Oct. 25, 1911—Continned. Exhibit Knell 1, Oct. 25, 1911—Continued. 
CASH DISBURSEMENTS—continued. CASH DISBURSEMENTS—continued. 


Date. For what expended. Amount. 
df n $5.00 15 E to Greek d -day worke $110.00 
2 — omitted ſrom last „ b 230 xpenses manager an workers . 
ts for Catholic F — CCC 1.00 E to Hebrew manager and primary-day workers. 45.00 
Tekets for West Allis firemen’s tournament.............-.-2- 1.00 P. J. Sullivan, balance, distributing 70.00 
. 10.00 Final pay roll so... soreer 155.59 
5.09 Advertising, Ttalian 10.00 
5.00 Towell Bros., adv g 34.85 
21.65 Patterson Typewriting C., letters, S e 118.45 
34.10 E, H Danke in colored men’s paper. 5.00 
-75 E. H. Daniels & Co., tacks, ete. 1.2 
1.00 Siekert & Baum Stationery Co 6.20 
ee 5 y ataei 1 Supply — oy ee 13 
vertising, aldermanic ball game program k 
6.00 Humphrey (Welsh), ae 20.00 
15.10 ‘Auto to West Allis mastin ting (S 8.00 
SPSW 8.85 Wilson Detective Agency, wi 12.00 
3 184.20 Chas. S. McGinn, distribu’ 75.00 
aa 100. 00 Kéystone Printing 60.75 
ARA 14.50 
ne a9 10.00 
8 10.00 
a 130. 09 
: 13.75 RECAPITULATION. 
5 eo r. Re ec $9, 239, 16 
ial 1.00 | Amount disbursed by check —— 28604. 05 
ine Total disbursements 12, 103. 21 
10 | Credits 
ER Stampa 88 to postmaster . $100.00 
6.50 een on hand . 
1.50 Envelopes on hand E RSA AREE 12. 30 
3.00 Cigars on Wand ARS eee 6. 50 
xpenses to Cohen... 1.50 L. Breithaupt Printing Co 60. 00 
Expenses on account of organization................. 9.40 Other mops and material on hand and usable 
5 | Expenses bi and organislog town of Greenfleld........... 43.95 (estimated) 20. 00 
Expenses to Co 6 ²ᷣ A O 6.50 — Sw 
Expenses on account of paa R TEA | ep eee AS 1. © Total credits-___---------------------------- 216. 60 
DSO KEE E iecececomaucavarntuspsivetcucreuanibecareer á 
E . . „ 50 Actual or net amount disbursed - 11, 886. 61 
7 Babe S er eee 11, 600. 00 
EFFECT 52.10 Disbursements in excess of receipt 286. 61 
P 8 1.35 Names, addresses, and occwpations of the persons and the amount of mo id to each 
81 re of the 8 in the distribution of the 2.885 = 
7.00 
10. 00 
4.00 
1.6 
5.00 
17.30 
2.00 711 Racine Street.. . Real estate and loans. 
4 — 184 Knapp Street. . Contractor 
4.00 
11.30 
o o Aw EESE E 80.00 
16. 20 20. 00 
3.50 
75 
17. 40 
23.15 100.00 
organization. E 15 a 5 
penses $ 
Pay roll, week ending Aug. 15....... 142.50 
GR Ante hives soc. se. ES 5.50 
Pirene apek — Pri PeR 
xpeuses on accoun 
2 Fp ² . R E A e eee 50. 00 
20 | Tickets to picnic of Electrical Workers’ Unio 5.00 
eee and ie pH pnw at . 5 — 
= ong 
21 Hab ren rent, West Allis meeting. 15. 00 | Fred Stark, jr 100. 00 
Sno with i delegation of — — employees. s = 
xpenses on account of organization............... 
Er T O AEE 5.00 : 
Expenes 2 men at dete pienſo 6.09 | Emil C. Hammer 141 North Avenue. . Barber . 100. 00 
Expenses on account of organization. 14.70 | H. E. Ruggaber........ 640 Third Street.. . . Ger. 15.00 
Expenses trip e 25. 00 
Li hire 2.00 
2.00 
2.50 | Geo. B. Me Kinley 150.00 
2.05 
9.30 
24 174.85 
20.00 | Tom Novotny..........| Tenth Avenue and | Saloon 150. 00 
10.00 
3.40 
5.00 
Services, 16.00 100. 00 
Expenses on account of MOR REA ECAA 32.75 
Touch by 2 old soldiers 2.00 
11 2 oo 100.00 
Exyenses on account of organization.. 8 
26 | Advertising, bartenders’ program 4.00 
n ee on account of — —— in ELEVENTH WARD. 
17.65 | Martin E. Wilde 557 Seventh Avenue.] Real estate and loans 100. 00 
81.15 
Tickets, game of Milwaukee baseball le 2.00 TWELFTH WARD. 
Expenses with 55 and Liberty Clubs. 10.00 
Three pay ng papas n 3.00 | Wm. Bark............. 411 Greenfield Ave.. 125.00 
Expenses to I s APAA S ee eat ae ete ty Seem 4.00 | Archie Hamilton 224 Lenox Street. Clerk... 25.00 
Two teams, primary day, town of Greenfield... .............. 12.00 
gae taoa poner day, town ọf Taoa — — 7.00 THIRTEENTH WARD. 
xpenses to ward wn managers, including conveyances, 
primary-day workers, etc.......... POPPE SY REN: 5,833.00 J John Sonnenburg. . . . 980 Richards Street. Union Monument Co 170. 00 
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VILLAGE OF WHITEFISH 
BAT. 


John Singles...........] Whitefish Bay, Wis.| General store $20. 00 
TOWN OF MILWAUKEE. 


929 Tenth Avenue... 


3 1405 Vliet Street 
do. ‚ä— — eee eee eee es 
22224 Truck gardener. ......-.. 5.00 
SS ccc . 00 
A West Granville, Wis. Saloon. 10. 00 
-| Brown Deer, Wis...|--... do. 10.00 
o 20. 00 


C. E. Hickman 
J. M. Douglas 


EIGHTEENTH WARD. | = | 1 I | Primary day worker |. 4 4444 
Phil S. Farley.. 
J. Haunty..... : i AA McMitten, lives near Hales Corners, furnished two teams 
8 47 70 saa I Dee ry TTT $15. 00 
yi ware and buggy, town of Wauwatosa, on primary 10. 00 
One man, name and location unknown, primary day 3. 00 
One assistant manager, having general supervision of the 
organization work, office help, and field work, for ex- 
pean during about eight weeks 350. 00 
Primary night, bringing in returns from outlying districts. 80. 00-100. 00 
O. F. Krueger.......-. 1044 Teutonoa Ave.. POETS AIO Aa rnc Ee Ge 5, 748. 00 
TWENTY-FIRST WARD. Amount shown in report to Stephenson managers 5, 833. 00 
E A ty 1318 Richards Street. Amount receired from Mr. Edmonds, by him reported 00. 
Tota): AEDT anaa a a 6, 133. 00 
Amount enumerated in foregoing statement 5, 748. 00 
ad Salesman 09 | Disbursed to men whose names are not remembered 385. 00 
768 28th Street By way of explanation I wish to state, with reference to the wards 


re — in which the largest amounts have been placed, as follows: 

Fourth ward. This ward manager was to look after part of the so- 
called railroad vote and the colored vote. The color 8 of 
2 Barber Milwaukee is split into almost as many factions as is the Republican 
(<a r A Se See Party and Democratic Party combined. And then some. 

eenth ward. This ward manager was to look after the vote of a 
thickly 8 district immediately west of the ward and commonly 
— nter City. It is in the town of Wauwatosa and not incor- 
pora 


d Wess ALAD ER Sixteenth ward. These ward managers, and the others enumerated, 
were to look afier the so-called railroad vote, the railroad shops, rall- 
road yards, switch yards, and that part of the town of Wauwatosa ad- 
Joining 1 2 9 yards and shops, as well as the railroad vote in 
e county. 
sprite ete (2) West Allis. This manager was to look after part of the so-called 
ob am ahah Bie ae | DE REE ae Be) soldiers’ home vote and part of the town of Greenfield. 

Wi Milwaukee. This manager was to look after part of the so- 

called soldiers’ home vote and the northeast part (most thickly popu- 
lated) of the town of Greenfield. 
8 Fourteenth ward. Leo F. Kelpinski was to receive $110, one-half 
cash, the balance when the primary was over. He was to look after, I 
believe, two precincts in the fourteenth ward, two in the eighteenth 
ward, and one each in the thirteenth and twenty-first wards. A few 
days after paying him $55 one of my deputies rang me up on an evening 
the following conversation ensued: “Is this the sheriff?" “ Yes. 
* This is Matuszewski.” “* Well, what is it, Matt?“ “I thought you said 
Leo Kelpinski was working for you?” “So he agreed to.” “Is he got 
the money?” “Part of it.” ‘ Well, you're done.” Why do say so?” 
“T just saw a check for $100 which he cashed in a saloon down here. 
It was Cook money.” Tod saw the check? Are you sure of that?” 
“J saw the check with my own eyes, I can swear to it.” I then said 
“ Well, you know, Matt, t one is got to expect a certain amount of 
* double-crossing’ in politics.” 

That ended the conyersation, and naturally I refused to pay the 
balance claimed to be due. 

Greek manager Mr. Sarrass, given name and address unknown at 
this time. He lives in the northwestern part of the city and I meet him 
occasionally. Mr. Sarrass was to secure the services of, I believe, nine 

primary-day workers, aggregating $45, and the balance was to be for his 
Schneider (2) services and expenses. About two weeks’ work. 

E Hebrew workers. Mr. Abe Cohen received $45 for which he was to 
i secure eight primary-day workers, aggregating $40, and for the other 
$5 he was to busy himself on primary day looking after his men. 

4 8 ward, 1; fifth ward, 1; si ward, 3; ninth ward, 2; tenth 


It is unfortunate that the committee has not furnished the 
Senate with more testimony from these ward managers. From 
the meager information which the yolumes furnished us contain, 


VILLAGE OF NORTH 
MILWAUKEE, 
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it seems that the money was largely spent in the Milwaukee 
saloons by a lot of political scavengers who always had their 
hands out for boodle. Of course such men as these will always 
be found in the camp of the candidate who is most willing to 
put up the money, and in this case Senator STEPHENSON was 
that candidate. 

The four Republican candidates for Senator, according to 
their statements, expended in this primary the following amounts: 
STEPHENSON, $107,793.05; Cook, $42,293.29; Hatton, $26,413; 
and McGovern, $11,063.88. And be it said to the honor of the 
city of Milwaukee, the candidate who expended the least money 
and who probably hired none of these political cormorants re- 
ceived more than twice as many votes as did Senator STEPHEN- 
SON, who spent $27,000 more than all of the others combined. 
The vote in Milwaukee was: McGovern, 12,053; Cook, 5,420; 
STEPHENSON, 5,385; and Hatton, 2,764. Knell says he had em- 
ployed about 400 workers, hired by him to“ make sentiment” 
for STEPHENSON. Yet Knell, the sheriff of the county, with his 
400 mercenaries, was able to secure for his chief only a little 
over 5,000 votes out of a total of 25,622. STEPHENSON expended 
more money in Milwaukee County than McGovern expended in 
the entire State. 

LESTER S. DRESSER. 


Lester S. Dresser was another one of Edmonds's upstate or- 
ganizers. He was paid in all $2,350—$2,100 before the primary 
and $250 immediately after. During the investigation he was 
asked by the chairman of the Senate subcommittee (p. 998) : 


What did you do with that money? 

sek DRESSER. I drew the money and turned it over to different indi- 
viduals, 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom did you turn it over? 

Mr. Dresser. I turned over money to Mr. Nesbit, in Barron County. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you give Mr. Nesbit? 

Mr. Dresser. $50. 

The CHAIRMAN., For what purges did you give him $50? 

Mr. DRESSER, To go out and look over Barron County and see how 
the people felt on the senatorial situation. 

$ + e * . * s 


The CHAIRMAN. In whose interest did you give him that money? 

Mr. DRESSER. Senator SrerHenson’s. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you give him the money? 

Mr. DRESSER. To pay his expenses in traveling over the county talk- 
ing for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHateMan. Did he render you an account of the money, as to 
the expenditure that he bad made? 

Mr. Dresser, He did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you request him to do so? 

Mr. Dresser. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know 

Mr. Dresser. I do not. 
County. 

The CHARMAN, What is his name? 

Mr. Dresser. Olof Halls. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is his address? 

Mr. Dresser. Ellsworth, Wis. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you give him? 

Mr. Darsser. $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you give him instructions when you gave him 
the money? . 

Mr. DRESSER. I told him to look over the county and see what the 
senatorial situation was and report to me. 

* 0 * s * $ * 


: The CHAIRMAN. Name the next person to whom you paid any of that 

money. 

Mr. Dresser. A man by the name of Stevenson, of Menominee, I do 
not know his first name. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay him? 

Mr. DRESSER. $75. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the same purpose? 

Mr. Dresser. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was that purpose? 

Mr. Dresser. To travel over Dunn County and see what the condi- 
tions were, and talk for Senator STEPHENSON. 

* 2 . * s $ e 


The CHAIRMAN., Name the next man to whom you paid any money 
out of this fund; and just continue to name them until you have 


for what purpose he spent the money? 
* I gave money to a man in Pierce 


exhausted your memory, or the fund. 
Mr. DRESSER. I Mr. Albert Anderson. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much? 


Mr. Dresser. When I testified before the other committee my recol- 
lection was that it was $150. Afterwards 1 was talking with Mr. 
Anderson and he told me that I had made a mistake; that it was $350, 

$ s $ + $ $ 2 

The CHAIRMAN. How did you come to give him the $350? 

Mr. Dresser. He was a bright young man, active in politics. 

The CHAIRMAN, For whom was he active? 

Mr. Dresser. For Senator STEPHENSON. 


There is always an expression in testimony like this that con- 
veys the real purpose and motive of the man who is handling 
the fund. He gave this man $350 because he was a bright fel- 
low, an active fellow in politics. To other men he had given 


$50 and $75. He thought this man was worth more as a Ste- 
phenson promoter than the other, and so he paid him more 
money. The influence of this individual in that political cam- 
paign in the mind of Dresser, the agent of Edmonds, was worth 
more cash than that of these other fellows, and so he made the 
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figure higher. Now, if that is not the corrupt use of money in 
politics, what is? I should like to have somebody tell me. 


The CHAIRMAN. Before you gaye him the money? 
Mr. Dresser. He was suppo nator STEPHENSON, but I do not 
know that he was active out through the district. 


He needed a little more “ pepper,” as the baseball boys say. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you give him this money to be paid out or to be 
retained by him? ee z 25 

Mr. DRESSER. It was given him to use as he thought best. 

The CHAIRMAN. To pay out as he saw fit or to retain so much? 

Mr. DRESSER. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know how much he retained for his own 
services? 

Mr. DRESSER. No, sir; I do not. 

* = Ld * * $ * 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. Dresser, will you proceed to give the name 
of another person or persons to whom you paid money? 

Mr. Dresser. Mr. Henry Hetting. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay him? 

Mr. Dresser. He worked throughout the campaiga—two months 
practically throughout the campaign. 
* * » $ $ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How much money did he have? a 

Mr. DRESSER. He had, altogether, in the neighborhood of—well, hé 
spont the rest of the money—seyenteen or eighteen or nineteen hundred 

ollars. 
* * s + * s s 

Th CHAIRMAN. When you paid Mr. Hetting this money you did not 
vey 15 to him all at one time, did you? 

r. DRESSER. No, sir. y 

The CHAIRMAN. I notice you enumerate 
Se | from $150 up to $300 or $350. 

r. Dresser. Something like that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true? 

Mr. Dresser. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. You paid it to him as he called for it, did you? 

Mr. DRESSER, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you instruct him as to the manner in which 
that money was to be expended 

Mr. Dresser. Why, we talked it over in a general way. 

s n s * 0 * . 

The CHAMAN. Was he to distribute any money? You have already 
stated that be was to travel over the district and distribute literature, 
Was he to distribute any money? 

Mr. Dresser. He was to get some workers. 

The CHATRMAN. He was to get workers to do the same class of work 
that he was doing? A 

Mr. Dresser. Not the same class of work that he was doing, because 
he covered the entire district. He was to get some workers for local 
towns. 

+ 


$ * e $ s 
The CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Hetting spend portions of this money for 
liquer or cigars? 


r. DRESSER. I presume he did do some treating. 
The CHAIRMAN. Have you any idea as to the extent of such expendi- 


several payments here, runs 


res 
Mr. Dresser. No: I have not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did po ever talk to him about it? 
Mr. DRESSER. Yes. e said he usually treated where he went. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did he give you any information as to how much 
money was expended for such purposes 
Mr. Dresser. If he did, I have forgotten it. 


Dresser was a member of the board of control of the State of 
Wisconsin, a board which has supervision of the asylums and 
penal institutions of the State, and as such member he travels 
over the State inspecting such institutions at the public expense. 
He says he did not charge Mr. STEPHENSON for any expenses in 
traveling about and supervising the expenditure of his money in 
the various counties that were assigned to him. He seemed to 
work directly under the supervision of Senator STEPHENSON, as 
is shown (p. 1009). 

Questions have been asked as to what knowledge Senator 
SrepHenson had in regard to a number of these expenditures. 
A large amount of this money was expended by his agents, and 
of course he did not know the details. Some of the details he 
did know. He was familiar with this money which Hetting 
disbursed, as shown by the following letter: 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Marinette, Wis., July 1), 1908. 
Hon. L. B. Dresser, St. Croix Falls. 


Dear Sin: Your letter received and contents fully noted. In regira 
to the work of Mr. Hetting, I bave no one in the counties named by 
ou unless it is Mr. T. S. Whitten, of Hayward, of Sawyer County. 
Whether the mansgomneat in Milwaukee has anyone I do not know. li 
may be well to write Mr. Puelicher, of the Marshall & IIsley Bank, if 
he has and who they may be. 

If you think it necessary to have anyone to help Mr. Hetting in the 
counties named, you may employ such help as may be necessary and 
some one that can be relied upon; will take care of the expense, and 
have them do the work promptly. 

I hope some one will be looking after Douglas. 

Let me hear from (sic.) when you think best and with all the pos- 
sible information. 

Very truly, yours, Isaac STEPHENSON. 


Send nomination papers direct to J. H. Puelicher, care of Marshall & 
Iisley Bank, Milwaukee. Send by registered mail. 18 


It appears from this testimony that not only were the saloons 
of Milwaukee subsidized in Mr. STEPHENSON’s behalf, but also 
a part of the State government. : 
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D. E. RIORDAN. 


Mr. D. E. Riordan was another one of the Stephenson scouts. 
He received $3,200 of the Stephenson money, and expended all 
but about $500, which he retained for his own compensation. 
He accounted for about $1,200, paid to other individuals, leay- 
ing a balance of about $1,500 that he did not account for. In 
regard to this sum he was asked by Senator POMERENE (p. 787) : 

Of this $1,500, did you give part to other men to be expended in 
behalf of Senator STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. Rrorpan. Not very much of it. If I did it was in small amounts. 


Senator POMERENE. Then, if I understand you correctly, the most of 
this $1,500 would go to the “ultimate consumer,” as he has been 


termed here? . 
at deal of it went for what I regarded as legiti- 
organizing and 


Mr, RIORDAN. A 
mate traveling and incidental expenses, incident to 


going through that vast territory. 

Senator Pomenene. That Is, your own traveling expenses? 
5 Mr. ay And those that I asked to accompany me and to come 
o meet me. 

Senator POMERENE. How much of it went to pay your own traveling 


expenses ? 
Ir. RIORDAN. I did not keep any itemized account. 


Senator POMERENE. Ap Botar dibya BE 

Mr. Rrorpan. I am not able to say. 

Senator POMEREN. A couple of hundred dollars? 

Mr. RIORDAN. Oh, yes; more than that. 

Of the $1,200 that he accounted for, Riordan said that he gave 
$75 to a man named Frank Marteau, who ran an Italian news- 
paper, He also gave the same man $25 for printing sample 
ballots. He paid a man named Matt Connor $40 for blank bal- 
lots, and a man named Lowell, at Rhinelander, $25 for printing 
sample ballots. Barney Moran, of the town of Pelican, was 
paid $50 for attending the polling place and securing workers 
to instruct the voters how to vote for STEPHENSON. Riordan 
paid a man named Frank Trimble, of Rhinelander, $60 or $75 
for the same purpose. He paid a Mr. Stewart, of Langlade 
County, $185 to go through the county, handle sample ballots, 
and create sentiment for STEPHENSON. He also paid Mr. E. A. 
Everett, of Eagle River, who was then a candidate for the 
legislature, $250. In regard to this expenditure, the chairman 
asked him (p. 781): 


When you 1 5 it to him did you know that he was a candidate for 
the assembly 
Mr. Rronpan. I think I did; certainly. I surely talked with him 
about it. 
Ld s 0 * * * . 
(Page 780.) 
The CHARMAN. For what did you him that sum? 


Mr. Rionèbax. For traveling through counties of Vilas, Iron, and 
Oneida and ascertaining as far as he was able the sentiment of the 
people as he went along; that is, those who were for and against each 
of the several candidates. 

a * 8 


Mr. RIORDAN, * * * 


+ 8 s 


» 
And if the chairman will permit, I would 
like to say that this sai that was made in the first instance by Mr. 
Everett, in pursuance w th this agreement I made with him, was made 
early. was the first thing I did after I agreed with Mr. Edmonds 
to support Senator STEPHENSON and to do some work for him there— 
to make this arrangement with Mr. Everett and start him out. 


That was one of the first services he was employed for. He 
was hired to go out and work for STEPHENSON. 


The CHAIRMAN. You d him that out of the first $1,000? 

Mr. Rronbax. No; I did not. 

The CRArRMAN. When did pos y it to him? 

Mr. Rroxpan. I paid that by chock, and I gave it to him along late 


in August, 
$ s 0 $ kd $ s. 
The CHAIRMAN. Proceed. To whom other than Mr, Everett did you 
give money? 


Mr. Rick: To Mr. George E. O'Connor. 
The Cuarnman. How much did you give him? 
Mr. Rrorpan. $75. 

$ * * * a 


* * 

The Crareaan. For what purpose did you give him that money? 

Mr. Rionbax. For the same purpose and with the same understand- 
ing I had with Mr. Everett, excepting that he Was to take a different 
course in the more rural parts of the district—what we call thé mill 
towns. 

* s$ * s s * . 


That is, Everett was paid $250 to do the same work, prac- 
tically, covering the same period that O’Connor was paid $75 
to do, but in a different part of the country. Now, why Ever- 
ett $250 and O’Connor $75? That Everett was a candidate for 
the legislature and his influence was more desirable than 
O’Connor’s is the only conclusion I can draw. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand the Senator to say that Ever- 
ett was a candidate for the legislature? 

Mr. BRISTOW. He was. 

Mr. BORAH. I presume he was one who was not elected. 

Mr. BRISTOW. He was one who was not elected. 


The CHARMAN. Did you pay an any money, directly or indi- 
— Eat the purpose of t o iyena Pos 1 5 support — Srx- 

Mr. Rrorpan. I did directly, and in a manner that I thought was 
proper and which was customary. * 


That is his answer. You will note the qualification that 
follows: 


The CHAMAN. Just describe how 21 


did it. 
Mr. RIORDAN. The manner in w. 


rovided for the emplo nt 
men to handle those sample ballots that I cagised to be printed, ‘and 
o use them on election day. 
The CHaremay. Is that the only, way? I asked you if you paid any 
money to any person to secure uence for Senator HENSON. 
Mr. Rionbax. I misunderstood the question. I thought you said 


rt. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then you did not any person any money, directly 
or indirectly, to secure the — 45 of ach person kor Senator 


I wondered when I read that what he paid it to him for. 


The CHAIRMAN. You may now proceed with any other person to 
ee 518 remember haying paid portions of this money that you 


Mr. Rrorpay. B. F. 

The CHAMAN. Who is he? 

Mr, Rrorpay. He keeps a hotel at Monico Junction. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you give him? > 

Mr. RIORDAN., $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. RrorDaN. For use in ge out the vote to the polls and to 
influence them with the use of the lots, as I have ted, 

The CHAIRMAN. Make that plain, because that might mean many 
things. You say “to influence” them with the use of the ballot. Do 
you mean this sample ballot? 

Mr. RIORDAN. Yes; I mean this sample ballot. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything else? Just recall the estion ; 
Did you pay them, or was any money paid them, for anything else 
than had to handle sample ballots in the manner that you have 


4 er And to talk to the elector within a proper distance 

of the polls. 

said a CHAIRMAN. You may proceed with the next one to whom you 
oney. 

Mr. RIORDAN. I paid $50 at the same time to parties who were at 
his hotel who came there to me from Forest County; but I am unable 
to give their names or the amounts. 

he CHAInMAN. How much money did you pay them? 
Mr. Rronpax. $50. I to parties at the same time and at 
Mr. Jillson the $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. To be used for what purpose? 

Mr. RIORDAN. To be used for the purpose of employin 


men at the 


polling ces across the liné in Forest Cun on election day. 
The MAN. To do what on election day 
Mr. Rrorpan. To attend the polls and electioneer for Senator 


STEPHENSON. 
The CHARMAN. Blectioneer in what manner? 
Mr. Rronpax. In any lawful and proper manner. There are many 


I_presume. 
the CHAIRMAN, Did you admonish them as to the manner in which 
they were to electioneer and instruct them as to the law? 
Mtr. RIORDAN. In regard to electioneering? 


itr, S think I did in near! instance—especially in 
r. RIORDAN. nearly ever: y 
i to talk to any elector 


one ticular, and that was not to attemp 
within 100 feet of the polls. 

Riordan gave as his opinion that $200,000 could easily have 
been spent legitimately in the Stephenson campaign. He fails 
to account for about $1,500 of the money which Edmonds gave 
him. Presumably he kept it—to use a common phrase, 
“knocked it down,” or expended it for a purpose which he did 
not care to divulge. In my opinion, the evidence clearly demon- 
strates that he did not spend anything like that amount for 
legitimate traveling expenses during the short time that he was 
at work. The primaries were held September 1, and Riordan 
says that his agreement with Edmonds was made the latter 
part of July, so that if he had traveled continuously he would 
not have been out to exceed five or six weeks. In dealing with 
such characters it is impossible to tell how much money 
“sticks to their fingers.’ Being engaged in an unlawful busi- 
ness, the party providing them with money can not consistently 
require them to set down in detail the purposes for which the 
money is expended. From an affidavit submitted by one C. E. 
Brady, page 1281 of the hearings, it appears that STEPHENSON’S 
managers did not want these agents of his to make detailed 
statements to them of the purposes for which the money was 
expended. Brady’s affidavit states that within 80 days after 
the close of the campaign he called on Edmonds and offered 
to give him an itemized account of his expenditures, and says 
further in his affidavit that— 


those intrusted with the disbursements of money in said campaign, 
and that he had absolute confidence in u t of alant the 


the 
satisfied 
been used, and that he would 
as he 
milarly 
situated. 
Brady worked in Manitowoc County and received $500 of 
Stephenson money. It seems, also, that Senator STEPHENSON 
himself was not at all particular about these scouts of his fur- 
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nishing itemized statements of their expenditures. One Walter 

Alexander was an organizer or submanager for the counties of 

Marathon and Lincoln. In a letter to Alexander, of October 

1 Senator STEPHENSON, among other things, says (page 
* 


Inclosed please find my check for $588.30 in payment of the account 
which you sent me; it is not necessary for you to itemize the account. 
I feel very grateful to you, Walter, for the interest you have taken 
in my canvass and for the effective work which you haye done in my 


Mr. REED. Who wrote that letter? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Senator STEPHENSON. 

I haye commented on the subsidizing of Dresser, a member 
of the board of control of the State of Wisconsin, who received 
$2,350 of the Stephenson money, which he distributed to men 
throughout the State for the purpose of inducing them to“ create 
sentiment for STEPHENSON.” I now call the attention of the 
Senate to another very interesting emissary of Mr. STEPHENSON. 


J. W. STONE. 


J. W. Stone was the State game warden of the State of Wis- 
consin, and had under him a large number of deputies. I think 
it better, however, to quote from Mr. Stone himself as to the 
beginning of his campaign services for Mr. STEPHENSON. On 
page 1313 of the testimony I find the following: 


The CHAInMUAN. Did you receive money from Senator STEPHENSON, 
or from those representing him, to be used in his behalf during hid 
senatorial te o fr before the primaries in 1908? 

Mr. Stone. I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much? 

Mr. Stone. Two thousand five hundred dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was that all you received? 

Mr. Sroxk. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did 55 not receive $2,849.50? 

Mr. STONE. Yes; that is right. 

The Cuainman. That is the amount you received? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you received the $2,500, in what shape did you 
receive it? 

Mr. Stoyp. In currency. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where 

Mr. Stonn. In the Wells Building, I think it was; at the headquar- 
ters in the city of Milwaukee. 
The CHAIRMAN. From whom? 

Mr. Srons. From Mr. Sacket. 

The CHAIRMAN. No check or draft was drawn in your favor that you 


signed? 

lr. rox. No, sir; not for the $2,500. 

The CramreMan, Did Mr. Sacket have the money in his possession 
when you went to him.on that day? 

Mr. Stony». I went to Mr. Edmonds first. 

The CHAIRMAN. I was referring, eee 9 „ to Mr. Sacket. When you 
went into Mr. Sacket's presence, did he have that money with him, or 
did he ro and get it after you went in there? 

Mr. Sroxa. I do not remember seeing Mr. Sacket until he came in 
with the money. x 
0 * * $ s kd * 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose was that money given you? 

Mr. Sroxk. It was to be expended in the interest of Mr. STEPHEN- 
SON’S primary campaign. 

The CiraAmMan. Was it to be expended by 2 or were you authorized 
to pay it out to others, to be expended by them? 

Mr. Stone. I was to use it at my own diseretion. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Were you at liberty, then, as you understood the 
. transaction, to handle all that money yourself? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

The CHargeMan. According to your discretion? 

Mr. STONE. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. No limitations ware placed upon you whatever as to 
the manner of expenditure, were there? 

Mr. Stone. No; I think not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you pay any part of that money out to others, to 
be by them distributed or disbursed? 

Mr. STONE. I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom did you pay it? 

Mr. Sroxn. I paid H. A. Bowman. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much 

Mr. STONE. $1,250. 

The CHAIRMAN. When did you give him the $1,250? 

Mr. Sroxk. I give him $500 the day that I received the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. When did you next give him money? 

Mr. Sroxn. I give him $500 in the city of Madison; but I can not 
tell you the date. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was it before or after the primary? 

Mr. Stone. Some time in August, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. When did you next give him money? 

A 12 Sroxk. I gave him a check for two hundred and eighty some odd 
ollars. 

i!!!! twa nearer and Sight 

r. STONB. rR was two hundred and e some odd dolla 
The CHAIRMAN. That would make $1,280? 9 * 
5 ANES 7 5 ant oe sive th 

e CHAIRMAN. For what purpose you give that to Mr. Bowman 
Mr. Srone. For him to use in the interest of Mr. STEPHENSON’S ae 


paign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you tell him the use he was to make of it? 

Mr. STONE. I did not. 

The CHATRMAN. Did you discuss with him the manner in which it 
was to be used? 

Mr. STONE. I presume he naturally did 

The CHAIRMAN. What was said as to the manner in which that 
money was to be used? 

Mr. Sroxk. It was to be expended for workers. 

The CHAIRMAN. For workers where? 

Mr. STONE. In the different parts of the State where he was located. 


The CHAIRMAN, Workers to do what kind of work? 
Mr. Sronz. Ordinary election work. 
* * b * 


* * $ 

The CHAIRMAN. You have now dis d of $1,250 of the $2,500. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. $1,280, Mr. Chafonan. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. He received, altogether, $2,849.50. We will 
assume that you had $4,250 remaining in your hands out of that 
$2,500, or thereabouts—a difference of a dollar does not matter. What 
did you do with that? 

Mr. STONE. I ge John Craig, of Superior, $75; G. C. Kolb, $50; 
F. B. Brown, $50; G. W. Dart, $50; A. B. Stores, 820; W. P. Porter 
$25; F. A. Tate, $20; a man by the name of Gordon, $25 (I do not 
know his initials) ; A. I. Hulbert, $10; E. W. Pierce, $10; E. W. Tuttle, 

4 8 Sather, $10; Fred Gerhart, $200. That is all the memorandum 

e. 

The CHAmMAN. That accounts for $620. What did you do with the 
balance of that money? 

Mr. STONE. I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did 2 spend it? 

Mr. Sroxn. I do not know whether I spent it or not. 

The CHAIRMAN., When you my you do not know what you did with 
it, do you mean to say you do not know whether you lost it or 


spent it? 

Mr. Sroxx. No, sir. It was deposited with what little money I had 
in the bank; and these separate sums that I have named are the only 
record I have of money actually paid to individuals. How much of that 
money I spent myself in the campaign I do not know. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did you do saree the campaign? 
3 Wherever I was I interested myself in Mr. STEPHENSON’s 

The OSLIKAN: Did you pay out money in connection with Senator 
STEPHENSON’s campaign in addition to the sums that you have given us? 
oe Stone. I undoubtedly did, in the way of entertainment, more or 

The CHAIRMAN. How much would you say that you paid out? 
Mr. Sroxk. I have not any idea. I could not make an estimate, 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you pay out $5007 
Mr. STONE. I do not think go. 

The CHAIRMAN. $100? 
Mr. Sroxz. I could not say just how much I did pay out. 
. * * 


* * s kd 


The CHAIRMAN. You are engaged in the regular business of 
office—game warden—were you? s 8 pisces 
Mr. Stonn. At that time; yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. During all of that time? 
5 Vitis Yes, 5 5 
e CHAIRMAN. You were under in the way of sal 
diem, or how? a 7 * 
Mr. STONE. eg 
The CHARMAN. How much salary did you receive? 
5 5 RION gs a yor ie 
e€ CHAIRMAN. Do you know what the men whose names you 
given did with the sums of money that you have given us? 799: Pare 
Mr, Stone. No, sir; I have no personal knowledge of that. 
The CHAIRMAN, Did they render you any account? 
. 8 tg — 6 en 
The CHAIRMAN. You have no way o owing what Mr. Ger 
with the $209? 1 1 eerie 
Mr. STONE. No, sir. 


or a per 


» * 2 * 


pay amy of your game wardens, other than 


* . e 
The CHAIRMAN. Did Ta 
money ? 


Mr. Bowman, any of t 
Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN, Which one of the game wardens? Just give us the 

names of the game wardens, Are they included in the list you gave us? 
Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just indicate, then, so that we may mark them off, 

Mr. STONE. 8 

The CHAIRMAN. Craig is a game warden, is he? 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir. He was at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. STONE. Kolb, Brown, Dart, Stores, Gerhart. 

The CHAIRMAN. Porter and Tate were not game wardens, were they? 

Mr. Sroxn. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or Gordon? . 

Mr. STONE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Or Hulbert? 

Mr. Sroxn. Yes, sir; Mr. Hulbert was a game warden. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pierce? 

Mr. STONE. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tuttle? 

Mr. STONE., Ves, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is that name—Sager? 

Mr. STONE. Sather. e was not a game warden. 

The CrarmMan, Gerhart was? 

Mr. Stone. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That makes ei 
moneys you paid those game wa 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir, 

The CHAIRMAN. You rendered no account of this money to anyone, 


did you? 
Mr. Stonn. I did net. 
i * hd $ * 
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Senator POỌMERENE. Have you not any recollection as to what became 
ef the balance of this money? 

Mr. Sroxs. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What does the Senator make the balance, please? 

Senator POMERENK. He first told us he had paid $1,250 te Bowman. 
Then, in analyzing that, ke gave us two payments of $500 each and one 
ef $280. The other items he gave us total $620. That wonld make 
81.870 or $1,900, if you use $280 as being the amount paid to Bowman. 

Ar. LITTLEFIELD. That leaves a difference of how much? 

Senater PoMERENY. That would leave $600 out of the $2,500. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes; but there was $349.50 in addition to that. 
The whole was $2,849. 

* + 


t game wardens. Those are all the 
ens? 


e * + $ 0 

Senator PoMERENE. Can you give us any account of this $349.50? 

Mr, STONE. Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENM, What did you do with it? 

Mr. Stone. That was sent to me in full in a draft from Mr. Edmonds. 
6 * * + + * s 


in full? 
mds. 


Senator POMERENE, You say that 3249.50 was sent to 
$ * 


Mr. Sroxz. I mean a check or t was sent by Mr. 
s a s s s 


This seems to have been an afterpayment by Edmonds to 
make up some deficiencies of some kind which Stone claims to 
have had. 

Senator PoMERENE. Now go on and tell us what that was to pay for. 


Mr. Sroxn. That was to pay a man by the name of Fridley, at Su- 
perior— 


Fridley apparently is the attorney that our friend Perrin had 
employed, and to whom he paid about a thousand dollars. He 
seems also to have had financial relations with the game 
warden. 


Senator POMERENE. What is his first name? 

Mr. STONE. I do not remember now. 

Senator POMERENE. How much? 

Mr. Stone. I think it was $140. That is my recollection; but I have 
not any memorandum of that. 

Senator POMERENE. Who else? 

Mr. Sroxx. John Craig. 

Senator POMERENE. How much? 

Mr. STONE. $82, I think it was. It might have been a few cents 
more. 

5 POMERENE. Is that in addition to the $75 you gave us awhile 


ago 
Mr. Sroxz. Yes, sir. 
* + 


+ * ha s 


> 
Senator POMERENE. Who else? 
Mr. Strong. W. T. Porter, 
Senator POMERENE. How much? 
Mr. Sroxn. $80. 
Senator PomEauNn. Was that in addition to the $25 you gave him? 
Mr. Sroxe. Yes, sir. 
Senator POMERENE. Anyone else? 
Sronz. That is all. 5 
* » ` * + + $ 


. Stone, in a way, accounts for all but about $600 of the money 
which Edmonds gave him, and a part of this he says he ex- 
pended in entertaining, but how much he says he does not 
remember. He was not asked to account for this money by 
Edmonds or STEPHENSON. I can not see how any intelligent 
man can come to any other conclusion from this testimony than 
that this $2,849.50 was given to Stone as a bribe to secure the 
influence of himself and his game wardens in the election, and 
that after he had distributed approximately $2,000 to his as- 
sistants, he retained the remainder as his part of this corruption 
fund which Senator StepHENson was distributing so lavishly 
throughout the State. 

But it is interesting to trace this $2,500, which Sacket handed 
in currency to Mr. Stone, to the “ultimate consumer.” Stone 
testified that he paid John Craig $75 upon one occasion and 
$80 upon another. T have been unable to find any testimony of 
Mr. Craig in these yolumes, so I presume that the committee 
did not call him before it, and therefore we can not trace the 
money which he received to the “ ultimate consumer.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator says Mr. Craig was not 
called, but every possible effort was made to secure every wit- 
ness whose name was mentioned by any other witness. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not doubt that, but some of these men 
seem to have hid themselves because they did not want the 
embarrassing experience of testifying. 

` G. C. KOLB. 


But Mr. G. C. Kolb, to whom $50 was paid by Stone, did 
testify before the committee, and I will give you the cream of 
his testimony (p. 970): 

The CHarrman. Did 2 recelve any money during that campaign 
from anyone to be spent by you? 

Mr. Korn. Yes. 

The CHARMAN. How much? 

Mr. Korn. $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. From whom? 

Mr. Kors. From Mr. Stones 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Give us his full name, please. 

Mr. KOLB. J. W. Stone. 

The CHAIRMAN. When did Mr. Stone pay you this money? 

ue FOLA Oh, I think it was about three or four weeks before the 
rimaries. 
7 5 CHAIRMAN. You were a deputy game warden at that time, were 


ou 
Mr. KoLB. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Where did you receive the money? 
Mr. Koln. I think in Madison. 
The CHammmMan, What did Mr. Stone say when he gave you that 
money as to the purpose for which he was giving it to you? 
Mr. Kors. To spend it for the interests of Senator STEPHENSON in 


his campaign. 
The CHAIRMAN. He just gave you general instructions? 
Mr. Koln. Yes, sir. 
The CHAInAAN. How did you spend it? 
Mr, Kotz. I spent it for cigars and treats. 


The CHAIRMAN. All of it? 
Mr. Kotz. Yes, sir; and in drug stores. Whenever I would drop 
into the saloons I would spend it. 
The CHatrmMan, You say in drug stores? 
Mr. Koln. In drug stores; fig Whenever I would go into a drug 


store I would buy cigars, and whenever I would drop into a saloon 
I would buy beer, for instance. 
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Upon being interrogated by the chairman as to the nature of 
the saloon campaign, Kolb said: 


I ergs I went to the saloons I bought drinks and cigars for the 


e CHAIRMAN. Where did you spend it; in what place? 
Mr. Lrerizsteto. In what Jocatity ? That is what you mean, is it 
mete Kors. I a h ; 2 
Kor. In towns where I would drop in. 
The CHAIRMAN. What towns were they? 
Mr. Kors. Oh, they were towns—Elroy, Union, Camp Douglas 
through that ion 2 
The CHAIRMAN. t was your business then? 
Mr. KOLB. The saloon business. 
The CHAIRMAN. Where? 
Mr. Kons. Hillsboro. 


The CHAMMAN. How did you come to be traveling around? 

Mr. Kors. I would be traveling around as a game warden. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were traveling around as a game warden and 
you were in the saloon business? 

Mr. KOLB. Yes. 
eee RARAN Did you spend any of this money in your own 

Mr. Korn. No, sir. 

The CHAMMAN. Were you alone in the saloon business? 

Mr. Korn. I have ers, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You are the proprietor? 

Mr. KOLB. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. When you were spending this money with the boys, 
as you have stated, did you tell them that you were favoring the elec- 
tion of Senator STEPHENSON ? 
cae Kore. Oh, I just simply said, Have a drink on Mr. STEPHEN- 

The CHARMAN. That is what you would say— Haye a drink on 
Mr. STEPHENSON’? 

Mr. KOLB, Yes. 

The CHarmMan. Then you would pay it out of this $50? 

Mr. Kor B. Yes, sir. 


* 4$ $ s * * * 


So much for Deputy Game Warden Kolb. 

I have been unable to find any testimony from Mr. F. B. 
Brown, to whom Stone says he paid $50. But Mr. George W. 
Dart, another one of Stone’s lieutenants, is a very interesting 
witness. Stone says he paid Dart $50. Now we will have Mr. 
Dart’s story of the transaction (p. 974): 


GEORGE W. DART. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you take any part in Senator STEPHENSON’S 
cmo in 1908, when he was a candidate for the United States 
nate 
Mr. Darr. Well, slightly. 
The CHAIRMAN. D Si 1 receive money from anyone to be used dur- 
in gs een in behalf? A 
ART. Yes. 


The CHAIRMAN. How much did you receive? 
Mr. Danr. 8450. 
The CHAIRMAN. From whom did you receive it? 
Mr. Dant. I received the first $50 from J. W. Stone. 
The CHAIRMAN. Who was Mr. Stone? 
Mr. Darr. Mr. Stone was the State game warden. 
The CHAIRMAN. You were a deputy ane warden, were you? 
Mr. Darr. I was a hag tra game warden; yes, sir. 
The CAInMAx. How did Mr. Stone come to give you that money? 
Mr. Darr. He gave it to me to help Mr. SrepHwpnson’s interest 
The CHAIRMAN. What did he tell you when he gave you the money? 
Mr. Dart. I have forgotten the exact words. 

$ $ $ s * a > 


The CHAIRMAN. What did you do? 

Mr. Dart. That $50 I took and used to put a man out to put up 
lithographs. 

The CHsrrMan. Did you pay him $50 for it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Give us the name of the man to whom you paid 
this money, if you have it. 

Mr. Dart. It was my son. 

The CHaln max. What is his name? 

Mr. Darr. George H. Dart. 

s s * ~ s * * 


The CHAIRMAN. So that you gave him the entire $50? 


Mr. Dart. Yes. He hired a rig and went around putting up litho- 
graphs and D 
the CHAIRMAN, en did you receive any further sum of money for 


supporting Senator STEPHENSON? 
r. Darr. I do not know just the date of It. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you get $400 in a check from Mr. Edmonds? 
Mr. Darr. Yes; I did. 
The CHAIRMAN. What did you do with the money? 


That was the testimony given before the legislative committee 
in Wisconsin. 


Mr. Darr. I spent that. I put it out in different ways. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tell us how. 

Mr. Dart. Paying men to take their teams and turn out to fetch the 
voters on the primary day. ö 

fy CHORE Did you spenä the entire $400 in that way? 

r. Dart. No. 

ae CEREAN: How much of that $400 did you pay out to other 
peonle 

Mr. Darr. How much did I Fay. out for labor? 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay out for any purpose? 

Mr. Dart. I spent the 82 55 

The CHAIRMAN. You paid it all out? 

Mr. Darr. Sure. 

The CHAIRMAN, You did not keep any of that for yourself? 

Mr. Dart. Oh, no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom did you pay it? 
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1 Darr. I could not tell you all the names, The biggest pay- 

ent 

7400 CHAIRMAN. It will be necessary for you to account for that 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He was going on to say “ the biggest payment,” and 

Something else, Mr. Chairman. f 


The CHAIRMAN. Yes; I heard him say it. I am instructing him as 
to what I want him to answer. 

Mr. Danr. I did not keep a memorandum of it at all. I know the 
biggent ayment I made was a payment of $50 to a man. 
e CHAIRMAN. To whom was that paid? 

Mr. Danr. His name is Frank Field. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you ane him that $507 

Mr. Dart. To go up through the edge of Adams County and through 
the town of Douglas. 

è $ $ * 2 $ + 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you spend portions of this money in saloons? 

Mr. Dart. Very little of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I read from your testimony, page 4489: 

“Q. What did you do with if?—A. Spent it. 

"Q. How?—A, Every old way. 

“O, What is that#—A. Every way. 


“Q. Tell us some way that you spent it?7—A. Oh, I spent quite a 


Jot of it in saloons.’ 


Mr. HEYBURN. I hope the Senator has made it quite plain 
that that has reference, up to where he has just read, to the 
testimony before the State committee. There was nothing to 
indicate where that quit and where our testimony commenced. 

Mr. BRISTOW. That is true. I will hereafter make that 
distinction. 

Is that true? 


Is the question asked by the chairman abont the testimony 
before the legislative committee? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The chairman of the subcommittee of the 
United States Senate, ; 

Mr. BRISTOW. The chairman of the subcommittee. 


Mir Dut Well 1 shout 
r. Darr. Well, I should not go past any of them, If there was any- 
body there I wanted to see, 15 = 
e CHAIRMAN. Is that statement true? 

Mr. Darr. I could not say just how much 

The CHAIRMAN, I am not asking you how much. 
if the statement which I have read to you from Aged former testimony 
is true. Do you say, now, that that statement is true? 

Mr. Darr. Yes; that is true. I spent some in saloons. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the answer, then. I proceed to read further 
from your testimony : 

. Do you know how much?—A. Spent quite a lot of it for putting 
ob. literature and all that, Every place went to I spent money, 


I am asking you 


ra. 
You put up some literature, did you? . 

Mr. Dart. No; I did not put up any literature myself. 

The CHammMayx, Did you pay others for putting up literature? 


Mr. Darr, Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what you meant in the answer, is it? 

Mr. DART. I sup 80. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading): 

“Q. Did you make any payments to indiyiduals?—A. Oh, yes; I 
gave them quite a little bunch of money.” 

Who were the persons to whom you gave “quite a little bunch of 
money” 

1 Dart. Oh, I do not know; I could not mention half or a quarter 
of them. 
e s Ld $ + 0 > 

The CHAIRMAN. You have told us about Field. 

Mr, Dart. A man by the name of Williamson, 

The CHarrmMan. How much did you give Williamson? 

Mr. Dart. I think I gave him $10. 

The CHATRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. Dart. To go to see people around where he lived, in the town of 
Buffalo and Pewaukee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Name some otber person. 

Mr. Danr. And Carter. 


$ s + 0 * s 9 


The CHAIRMAN. Who was Carter? 

Mr. Darr. Carter is a farmer; Johnny Carter. 
of Buffalo. . 

The CHAIRMAN. How munch 

Mr. Darr. Either $5 or 810 

The CHARMAN. For what purpose did you give him this money? 

Mr. Darr. To go 10 see 5 n bunch of the fellows over there, and 
to take his team ‘and fetch them in on the primary daz. 

The CHAIRMAN. Name another man. 

Mr. Dart. Quite a few around Westfield, around in there. 
was one. * © J think it was $5. 


When he was testifying to paying some money to men w : 
names he could not remember, Dart was questioned by Se 
PomerENE as follows (p. 980): 


Senator POMERENE. Give the names of any of them. 

Mr. Dart. Albert Frank. 

Senator POMERENE. How much did you pay him? 

155 Darr. I think I paid for a box of cigars and gave him either 83 
or $5. X 7 
Senator POWERENE. Anyone else? 

Mr. Dart. There was a miller there 

Senator PONERENE. Before going to that, tell me for what you em- 
plored Frank. 

Mr. Dart. Frank was going to send out word to his brothers te come, 
þe sure to haye them come in to the primary. 

Senator POMERENE. You paid him $5 or $5 for that? 

Mr. Dart. I paid him about $2, I think. 

Senator POMNERENE. You paid him $2 fer that? 


He lives in the town 
did you give him? 


Taggets 


| 


if 


$2. 


$ 
Senator POMERENE. Whom else did you employ? 
r. Dart. A man that runs a sawmill there. His name is Lee, I 
think—oh, no; Smith. 
Senator POMERENE. What is his first name? 
Mr. Dart, Theodore Smith. 
Senator POMERENE. How much did you pay him? 
Mr. Dart, I think $5. 
Senator POMERENE. For what was that? 
Mr. Dart. That was to do what he could on primary day. 
Senator PomErexe. That is, to get in voters and talk up Stephenson 
sentiment? 
Mr. Darr. Talk it over; yes 
Senator POMERENE. Anybody else? 
Mr. Dany. There is one saloon keeper there. His name is Otto Giese. 
I think I paid for a box of cigars there. 
= 3 $ 2 


Senator Pomerenn. In addition to that, if I understand you correctly, 
you paid him $3 or $5, and now you say 
+ + $ $ 


è 0 * 

Senator POMERENE. Anybody else? 

Mr. Darr. Over in Crystal Lake; I can not remember their names, 
but I paid two or three different men there. 

Senator POMERENE. How much? 

Mr. Darr. $8 and $5. each one of them, 

Senator POMERENE. The rate was from $8 to $5? 

Mr. Dart. Using their teams, you know, and bringing voters in. 
That is what I paid the most of them. 

e * b Ld $ * s 

Senator POMERENE. Anyone else? 

Mr. Dart. Over to Neshkoro. 

Senator POMERENE. Whom did you employ there? 

Mr. Darr. A liveryman. 

Senator PONERENE. What was his name? 

Mr. Darr. His name was Scovey. * * There are two brothers 
of them in the livery business. 

Senator PoMERENE. How much did you give them? 

Mr, Darr. I think I gave these fellows $10. 

Senator Pomerexs. Did you employ anyone else? 

Mr. Darr. I went from there over to Red Granite and saw a lot of 
them up in Waushara County—quite a bunch, There are a lot of 
quarries up in there, and I sto at all the quarries and 

Senator POMERENE. Whom did you employ? 

Mr. Darr. I do not know their names, all of them. Ny 

Senator POMERENE, How * 

Mr. Darr. Probably three or four at each quarry. 

Senator POMERENE. What did you pay them? 

do not know which. 
2 a é 2 + * + 


Mr. Darr. $3 to $5—$3 or $5; 1 
Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that this man Dart is spending the money which Edmonds sent 


| him by check. He made no accounting to Edmonds, and from 


testimony that I have read preceding this it clearly appears 
that Mr. Edmonds did not want any accounts rendered; and 
from this testimony you can readily see why he did not want 
these acconnts, This testimony of Dart’s is very illuminating, 
as it traces this money from Senator STEPHENSON, through Ed- 
monds, his campaign manager, by the way of Dart, to the “ ulti- 
mate consumer” in the rock quarries. 

At about this time Mr. Littlefield began to take part in the 
interrogatories. On page 982 he said: 

Go right ahead and give us the names of all that you can now 
remember. 


Mr. Darr. There were a few down In the town of Megan. There was 
John Wagner, I gave him $5; and a fellow by the name of Bill Ming, 


| and Lonis Zellmer. 


tor 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How much, if you remember? 

Mr. Dart. Those fellows—either from $2 to 85. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Go right along. 

Mr. Danr. There were certainly more than that, but I can not think 
ef them. There js one man out in the township of Montello whose name 
is Callahan; I gave him $5. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Do you remember Scovey brothers? 

Mr. Dart. I gave that—Andrew Scovey. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do you remember any others now? 

Mr. Dart. No; not now. 

Mr, Lirrnerretp. State whether the men that you employed in that 
way were or were not friends of Senator STEPHENSON. 

Mr. Daut. You bet they were, or else they would not have got any- 


thing: + 0 . . $ * 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. When you were on this trip, were you using a car- 
riage or an automobile? 

Mr. Dart. No; I had a team. 

Mr. LITTLEFJELD. Did you have a team of pox own? 

Mr. Dart. Yes; I had my own term; that I charged up to the State; 
and when I drove any nights, I paid that ont of Stephenson money. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. During any part of this time were you discharging 
any of your duties as game warden also? 

Mr. Dart. All the time; every day. 

Mr, LITTLEFIELD. What were you doing as game warden during this 
time? 

Mr. Dart. I forget just what the complaints were, but I was out on 
some complaints, protecting the game. 


I think that the conclusion is entirely justifiable that instead 
of being out protecting the game, Dart was ont hunting the 
game—searching the rock ‘Quarries in the region and paying 
from $2 to $5 for votes for STEPHENSON. Yet we are told by a 
majority of the investigating committee that there was no cor- 
ruption used in the election of Mr. STEPHENSON to the United 
States Senate. g 

I. have quoted largely from the testimony of these men be- 


Mr. Dart. Yes: and 1 bought a box of cigars to leave there so that | cause I want to present to the Senate the story as it comes 


he could give the boys u cigar when they came in. 


from the supporters of Senator STEPHENSON. 
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H. A. BOWMAN, 


We will now take up the testimony of Mr. H. A. Bowman, to 
whom Stone says he paid $1,250 or $1,280. On page 984 will be 
found the following interrogatories: 


The CHarmMAN. Did you receive any money from Senator STEPHEN- 
poxa campaign managers during the time that you were suppo 


m 

Mr. Bowstan. I received $150 from the headquarters in Milwaukee 
and $1,250 from J. W. Stone. 

It seems there were a number of these deputy game wardens 
who were not satisfied with the amount Stone gave them out 
of his $2,849, and evidently in order to encourage them to 
greater activity or to satisfy their greed and avarice the head- 
quarters gave them a supplementary amount. 

The Cnamman. You received $150 about the middle of August? 

Mr. Bowman, I think it was all received about that time; yes, sir: 

The CHAIRMAN. What did you do with the $150 that yos received 
from Mr. Edmonds out of the Stephenson campaign fund 

Mr. Bowman. I think that was given to Robert Clark. 

The CHAIRMAN. All of it? 

Mr. Bowman. I think so; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who was Robert Clark? 

Mr. Bowman. I am not sure whether he was a game warden at that 
time or whether he quit shortly before that. 

There were a number of these men employed who were not 
then game wardens who had previously been game wardens. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Please giye us the address of Robert Clark. 

7 95 Bowman. Palmyra at that time, but I think he is now in Fort 
on. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is that in Wisconsin? 

Mr. Bowman. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose did you give it to Clark? 

Mr. Bowman. To use in the interest of Senator StePHENSON’s pri- 


mary campaign. 
1 28 1 Were you instructed by Edmonds or anyone to give 
ó Clar! 

Mr, Bowman. No; I do not think I was really instructed by Edmonds, 

The CHAIRMAN. Why did you turn it over to Clark? 

Mr. Bowman. I had a talk with Mr. Edmonds about Jefferson County. 
He asked me if I knew any good worker in Jefferson County, and I 
think I remember mentioning the name of Mr. Clark. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then he really gave you the money to be paid to Mr. 
Clark, did he? s 

Mr. Bowman. That is the way I took it; yes, sir. 

* s * * $ $ 

The CHAIRMAN. You received from Mr, Stone $1,250. 
about the same time, was it not? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Yes, slr. 


Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Kansas inadvertently 
omitted the question and answer at the top of page 985. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have put some stars here because I did 
not want to quote all the details, but everything that I do quote 
is complete within itself. I am not reading the entire testi- 
mony, but I show by stars where it is not complete. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The question was by the chairman— 

So that you had nothing to do with the expending of that money? 

To which Mr. Bowman repiled— 

Nothing at all. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. I think that will appear as I go on. 
It is covered. 

The CHatreman. What did you do with the $1,250. received from Mr. 
Stone, or any part of it? Account for it. 

Mr. Bowman. $125 . pee to E. W. Tuttle. 


The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 
Mr. BowMan. In the interest of Mr. STEPHENSON’S primary cam- 


ign, 

Pa Fhe CHAIRMAN. Where? 

Mr. Bowman. Mr. Tuttle resides at Oconomowoc. 

The CHARMAN. Did you give him any instructions as to how the 
money was to be used? 

Mr. Bowman. No; I gave him no instructions. I had a general talk 
with him, in which I su ted—as a su tion on my part—that it 
be used in keeping up the Stephenson literature, making lists of the 
voters that were Stephenson supporters, and seg that the people 
were at the polls on primary day—that the voters on these lists got out. 

s $ * * * * * 


* 
That was 


Then I omit some of the testimony and proceed. 


The CHAIRMAN. What is his business? 

Mr. Bowman. He was a game warden. - 

The CHAIRMAN. He was a deputy game warden also? 

Mr. Bowman, Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What further sums did you pay out of that $1,250? 

Mr. Bowstan. $300 to Edwin Bissonette. 

The CHAIRMAN, Where does he live? 

Mr. Bowman. Milwaukee. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is his business? 

Mr. Bowmay. He is with the General Fire Extinguisher Co. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what pu did you pay him that money? 

Mr. Bowman. The same as Mr. Tuttle; to use in the Interest of Mr. 
STEPHENSON'S primary campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. In what way? = 

Mr. Bowman. I had the same talk with bim that I had with Mr. 
Tuttle. 

s e. 

eae pening ye 1 

at you gave him 

Mr BOWMAN. Not that I know 9755 no, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was for own services? 

Mr. BowMAN. Yes, sir. He was to use it as he saw fit. 

The CHAIRMAN. He might kup it all for his own use? 

Mr. BowMAN. There was nothing said by me as to how he should 


spend it in paying it out to others. 


* * = * 3 
* „ Was he to pay out any part of the money 


The CHAIRMAN, Did you ever have any talk with him as to what he 


had done with that money? 
r, Bowman, No, sir. I do not know what he did with it. 


The CHAIRMAN. He neyer rendered an account? 


Mr. Bowman. No, slr. 
* * * = * * * 
The CHAIRMAN, Proceed and give the name of any other person to 
whom you paid any part of it. 
Mr. WMAN. C. Johnson. 


The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay him? 

Mr. Bowman. Fi dollars. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Give his address, Mr. Bowzinn. 

Mr. Bowman. Oshkosh. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. BowMaNn. To use it in the interest of Senator Srepuenson’s 
primary campaign, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I think, inasmuch as the Sen- 
ator is omitting considerable parts of his testimony, in fairness 
it should be indicated. f 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is indicated in the manuscript and will 
appear in the RECORD. 

Mr. HEYBURN, It requires a comparison. 
lowing the Senator. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator desires, I will indicate where 
I am omitting as I proceed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That will enable those who take up the 
Senator’s remarks for consideration to see what was omitted. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes. It will appear in the Recorp. The 
manuscript shows just where there is an omission, and I will 
state it orally if the Senator desires it. I will say that it would 
have become entirely too voluminous to have covered the entire 
testimony, but every part to which I refer is a complete story. 
It is here exactly as it will appear in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend for 
a moment. The hour of 4 o'clock having arrived, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated, 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the un- 
finished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be 
temporarily laid aside. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. The Senator from Kansas will proceed. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I had reference to such testimony as refers 
to the expenditure of money in saloons. One of the omissions, 
one part of the testimony passed over, was where this witness 
testified that the money was not expended in saloons, and the 
man was not a saloon campaigner. I merely make that sugges- 
tion so as to let it appear that it does not follow, because the 
Senator does not read the testimony, that there is not testi- 
mony here that would be favorable to the other side of the 
question. - a 

Mr. BRISTOW. In quoting this testimony I have stated 
what he did spend it for, according to the testimony, and of 
course the fact that he says he did not spend it in saloons fol- 
lows. Of course, if he had spent it in saloons, that would have 
appeared. It does appear in the part I quoted what he says 
the money was spent for, so there could be no misconception. 

Mr. HEYBURN. He says it was not spent in saloons. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It was not. It was spent for these other 
purposes which are narrated. 

ae 1 Was he to pay it out or to keep it for his own 
pes ay Bowsax. I do not think I had any talk with Mr. Johnson as 
to whether he should keep it or 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what he did with it? 

Mr. Bowman. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he ever render any account of it? 

Mr. Bowman. He did not. 

s 2 $ $ $ * * 

The CHAIRMAN. Can you name some one else to whom you paid a 
part of that $1,250? 

Mr. Bowman. C. E. Hitchon, 

The CHAIRMAN. How much did you pay him? 

Mr. Bowman. $450. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does he live? 

Mr. Bowman. At Marinette. 

The CHAIRMAN. What does he do? 

Mr. BOWMAN. He keeps a hotel. 

The CHAIRMAN. What hotel? 

Mr. Bowman. I do not know what the name of the hotel is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Marinette is the home of Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. Bowman. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you eyer have an account from him as to the 
manner in which he expended that money? 

Mr. Bowman. I did no 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not know how he expended it? 

Mr. Bowman. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. What instructions did you give him when you gave 


e money? 
N I did not give him any instructions. I had the same 


talk with him that I did with the rest of the fellows. 


I have been fol- 


1912. 


Bowman then proceeded to submit names of others to whom 
he paid smaller amounts, leaving a surplus of between $200 and 
$800 in his hands for which he never accounted and, of course, 
for which he never was expected to account. This money was 
paid to the game wardens by Edmonds, some of it through Stone 
and some of it dtrect, to purchase their influence in behalf of 
Senator SterueNson in the primary campaign; and it was left 
to their honor—that is, the traditional honor that is said to 
exist among thieves—to use this money as effectively as they 
could to accomplish the desired result—to secure votes in the 
primary for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The item of $450 paid to Hitchon, a hotel keeper in Senator 
SrbpnENsox's home town—— 

Mr. REED. Has the Senator disposed of the game wardens? 

Mr. BRISTOW. Not quite. 

Mr. REED. I wanted to inquire at the appropriate time how 
many game wardens there were and how many. Senator STE- 
PHENSON secured, 8 

Mr. BRISTOW. I do not know. There are 12 or 15 who 
seen) from the testimony to have been employed, but I think 
there were probably a good many more than that. How many 
of them received money I do not know. One, Stone claimed, he 
paid some money to, but he denied he received the money from 
Stone. I do not remember just what his name was. I will 
speak of that later on. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, it would seem fair to state 
that Stone confessed that he had committed perjury in regard 
to the payment. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Yes; I think Stone was a great liar. Why 
he lied, whether to save himself from criminal prosecution for 
uproperly using this money, or whether he lied in order to 
deccive Senator STEPHENSON is a matter of conjecture. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was clearly shown that he made the 
statement to defend himself against accounting for the money. 
He made statements that he had paid it to men who came for- 
ward and swore he had not paid them any money. Mr. Stone 
found himself in that position, and the committee left him there. 

Mr. BRISTOW, As I understand it, he had a meeting of a 
number of game wardens, and he said, “E have got to account 


for this money some way, and I want you fellows to admit that. 


you got so much.” Some of them did, and one fellow refused 
and told the story about how it was and showed how it was. 
To my mind the whole business is saturated with rottenness, 

Mr. HEYBURN. It was what was termed “a frame up,” 
where some of these game wardens were called to Mr. Stone's 
hose in the nighttime and asked to concede it to be a fact that 
he had paid the money, because he had sworn that he had paid 
then the money. 

Mr BRISTOW. Before the committee of the legislature. 

Mr. HEYBURN. He sought to fortify that sworn statement 
by procuring these men fo admit they had received the money. 
More than one of them notified him that they would not be used 
in that way, and Stone stood properly charged with perjury 
and was not inclined after that to be so aggressive. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I think there is no doubt that Stone and 
Perrin and Riordan and a lot of these men perjured them- 
selves as to what they did with the money that was given them. 
As I have said, whether they perjured themselves in order to 
avoid disclosures that would have been more embarrassing than 
to lie about it aud tried to frame up an excuse, or whether they 
did it in order to deceive STEPHENSON, who expected them to 
use it, or whether it was given to them to subsidize them and 
purchase their influence and induee them to work and exert 
what influence they had through the State in STEPHENSON’S 
behalf, and they felt they had to account for it or admit they 
had sold out in this political campaign, and rather than admit 
that they had sold out they thought they would frame up some 
kind of a lie te tell to the committee—all these reasons for ge- 
counting for the expenditure of this enormous amount of money 
among the people of Wisconsin in that election of course are 
mere matters of conjecture, but to my mind it makes no differ- 
ence as far as the merits of its bearing on this case go. In my 
judgment the enormous expenditure of money given to men as it 
wis to these men is the corrupt use of money in an election, and 
I do not see how the Senate is going to escape that conclusion. 

I am simply going over the details here to show what these 
men say they did with the money. The patent, indisputable 
fact is that they got the money to work for STEPHENSON. 
That is admitted by STEPHENSON and his managers, and the men 
themselves admit that they got it. If they violated in the dis- 
bursement of this fund throughout the State the laws of Wis- 
consin, and might be indicted for it, or if they were expected 
by STePHENSON'’s managers to spend it and did not, but kept it 
instead, or whether they received it simply as 2 bribe or a cor- 
ruption fund to induce them to talk for STEPHENSON, and to cre- 
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ate Stephenson sentiment, an expression that is used so much, 
is only an incident. 

The item of $450 paid to Hitchon, a hotel keeper in Senator 
STN SONS home town, attracted the attention of Senator 
PoMERENE, who asked (p. 989) : 


Spry Peles why was it that you gaye this sum of $450 to Mr. 

r. Bowsran. I had a talk with Mr. Hitchon, and I thought he was 
in a position to do some good work. 

Senator PoMesexe. He was a brother of one of the game wardens? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. And Mr. Hitchon lived in Senator STEPHENSON’S 
own home? 

Mr. Bowman. Yes, sir. 

a + $ $ La a * 
Senator Pomerene. You went into Senator STEPHENSON’s own home 
county and placed $450 there? 

Mr. Bowman. I did. 
Senator POMERENE. What was that for? 
Mr. BowMaAN I had a talk with Mr. Hitchon; 1 thought he was in a 

8 to do Mr. STEPHENSON some good in the northern part of 
arinette County and De Forest and Florence. 

Senator PONERENE. What was his business? 

Mr. BowMax, Mr. Hitchon’s? 

Senator PoMERENE. Yes. 

Mr. Bowmax. The hotel business. 

Senator POMERENE. Aud the saloon business? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Yes. 

Senator POMERENE. How was he to use this $4007 

Mr. Bowatax. To see that the 158 literature was kept up and 
to get people to make lists of Stephenson supporters and for men at 
the polls on primary dax. 

Senator POMERENE. Did it not occur to you that Mr. STEPHENSON and 
his home friends could look after their own county? 

Mr. Bowman. No; I did not think anything about it. 
e kd 0 s $ $ 2 
Senator POMERENE. You paid 8430 to one man, $125 to another, 8300 

to another, $100 to another, $50 to another, and $20 to 1 

you reccived no accounts for any of these sums? 

Mr. Bowmax. I did not. 

Senator Pouxukxxz. And you never asked for them? 

Mr. BOWMAN. No, sir. 

Senator POMERENE, During the time that you were campaigning you 
were on duty as game warden and receiving n compensation? 

Mr, Bowman, I was; yes, sir, 

Senator POMERENE. A compensation of $2.50 a day and your ex- 
penses? 

Mr. BOWMAN. 83.50. PSE 

Senator POMERENE. And expenses. During that campaign what did 
your expenses amount to? 

Mr. Bowman. I do not remember. 

° Ld b b s $ b 

Senator POMERENE. What expenses did you charge up to the State? 

Mr. Bow tax. My actual expenses that I thought should be charged 
up to the State. 

Senator PoMERENE. What were they? 

Mr. BowMan. Mileage and hotel bills. 

Senator POMERENE. You did not charge any mileage to the Stephen- 
son account? 

Mr. BowMAx. No; I did not. 

Senator PoMERENE. Nor any of the meals? 

Mr. Bown. I did not. 

Senator POMERENE. Did you bave any Myery hire at any time? 

Mr. Bow tan. I did. 

Senator PomMrrexe. Did you charge that up to the Stephenson 
acconnt? 

Mr. Bowman. I did not. 


From the testimony, it clearly appears that this man Bowman 
was an official crook and a political blackleg—a fit man to be 
associated with the Stephenson campaign, under the generalship 
of Edmonds, Sacket & Co. But I call the attention of the 
Senate now to a deputy game warden of a somewhat different 


type. 
A. I. HUEBERT, 


A. I. Hulbert was a resident of Barron, Wis., and was a 
deputy game warden. On page 953 of the testimony, he was 
asked by the chairman: 


Did you recoive any money from Mr. Edmonds during that campaign? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. HULBERT. I do not know. . 

The CHAIRMAN. How did it come to you? 

Mr. HULBERT. I can explain it to you, maybe. 

The CHAIRMAN. Suppose yon do. 

Mr. HULBERT. When the 8 first started out I got a letter 
from Mr. Edmonds, I think, asking me to take 1 of Barron 
County. 1 told him I could not do it; that 1 bad all the work I 
could do, and was under civil service and could not do it. It went 
on from that time down until, I think it was, the 20th of August. 
Mr. Porter later on took charge of Barron County. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What name is that? 

Mr. HULBERT., Mr. Warren Porter. I met him at Cameron. He is 
an old soldier and was going to the soldiers’ reunion. He said he had 
Barron County fixed up all right, with the exception of the city of Bar- 
ron. He wanted to know of me if I would not pay certain parties that 
he had spoken to some money to lock after the polls in the city of 
Barron, e wanted to know if I would not do that for Uncle Ike. 
That is the way he mentioned it. 1 told bim 1 had kept gut of it so 
far, and I did not want to be mixed in it. He said, “ Will you do it 
for me?” and I said I would. So I paid different parties there a small 
sum of money out of my own packe which T was to receive from Mr. 
Porter when he got back. 1 did not expect any money. He went to 
Milwaukee, AT T 

Senator POMEREXE. Whom do you mean by “ he’? 

Mr. Hcinerr. Warren Porter. He went to Milwaukee; and the next 
day or so, or maybe two days afterwards, the check came from Mr. 
Edmonds. Whether he sent that or not I could not state. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Whether who sent it? 
Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Porter. . 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh! Whether Mr. Porter had the $100 sent to 


you, you can not tell? 
Mr. Hunpert. No. I got that check, and that is the way I got it. I 
can not explain it any other way than that. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. right on and state the parios to whom you paid 
the sums and the amounts. There is no objection to that I suppose. 

Mr. HULBERT 3 to memorandum book). It is rather dim. 
wrote it with a pencil. took it down at the time I paid each one. 
You see I expected to get my money from Warren Porter. I paid E. W, 
Pierce $5 and $2.50. The $5 was for working at the seg; as I under- 
stood it, and the $2.50 was for posting bills. He is a billposter and 
did some posting of bills. I do not know just what it was. I paid 
John Webster $3. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. For what? Give the names and the amounts. 
State for what the money was pan: 

Mr. HcLoeRT. I could not tell you what it was for. Warren Porter 
told me who to pay. ‘ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh! 
quest of Mr. Porter? 

Mr. Hutnget. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. By virtue of an arrangement that had previously 
been made by him? 

Mr. HCLBERT. I met him at Cameron. 
he had not done it. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He gave you these names and requested you to hand 
the men these different sums 

Mr. HULBERT. He did not tell me how much. He said to give them 
what they asked, but not to give over $5 to any one of them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Go right along. 

Mr. HuLBERT. Tom Case, $2; Charles Wyckoff, $1; John Timblin, $2, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Give their residences. 

Mr. HULBERT. All in the city of Barron. I paid “Chuck” Post $3. 
He lives a mile and a half from Barron, in the town of Barron. He was 
to look after the polis, as I understood it. They hold their caucus in 
the city in a hall, and he was te look after the pone there. That is 
what I understood from Porter. I paid Charles Miller $3. He lives 
about 9 miles from Barron in a town there. I did not pay that until 
three or four weeks, probably a month, or atue two months afterwards. 
I do not remember. I paid it later on. I P oned him. He told me to 
phone him, and I phoned him with re to it. Charles Williams I 
mre 50 cents. Williams was a man that drove a team; that he 

rove a team to haul voters to the polls. I paid all but the men that 


You were paying out these sums at the re- 


He was going away and said 


drove the teams before I received any money at all, before I knew I 


was going to get any money or had any idea of it. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Have you finished the list? 
Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 
Mr, LITTLEFIELD. What does it aggregate? 
Mr. HULBERT. $24.50. 
Senator Pomrrnne. What is that amount? 
Mr. HULBERT. $24.50. 


è * > $ * s $ 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you receive a check in an envelope from Mr. 
Edmonds? 


Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without any letter „ it at all? 

Mr. HULBERT. There was a letter in with it. 

The CRAIRMAN. What did you do with the letter? 

Mr. HuLnRnr. I think I burned it up later on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you remember the contents of the letter? 

Mr. HULBERT., As near as I can remember, I think the letter said: 
“I am this day mailing you a present which should have been mailed 
before, but was overlooked.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Was that before or after the 3 election? 

Mr. Huser. I think I got that either on the S3ist or on the Ist. 
That is as near as I can remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. You got it either the day before the primary election 
or on that day? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir; I do not know which. 
swear to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did you expend that in the interest of Senator 
STEPHENSON ? 

Mr. HULBERT. No, sir; I did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. In whose interest did you spend it? 

Mr. HULBERT, I used that for myself; I kept it. 

The CHAIRMAN. You kept the $100? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You did not pay out any of it at all? 

Mr, HULBERT» I paid out my own money, and that is the way I was 
reimbursed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Disregard the identity of the money. Did you pay 
out any money of your own in the interest of Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. When did you- pay it out? 

Mr. HULBERT. I paid it out, as I say, all but for the boys that drove 
the teams, before I got this money from Mr. Edmonds. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much, altogether, did you pay out before you 
got this $100 from Edmonds? 

Mr. Hutrerr. I would not state certainly whether I saw Mr. Post 
before that or not. He lives up in the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. Assume that you did. How much did you pay out? 

Mr. HULBERT. About $3.50, as near as I can remember. 

The CHAIRMAN. Altogether? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN, $3.50? 

Mr. HELBERT. Yes, sir; that is, if I paid Mr. Post before. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the amount paid Mr. Post? 

Mr. HULBERT. $3, That would make 56.50, if I paid him after 1 
got the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. So that this $100 more than reimbursed you for the 
money that you had paid out? = 

Mr. HULBERT, Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You had paid that 3 out in the interest of 
Senator STEPHENSON’s campaign, had you not? 

Mr. HULBERT, I understood I was to pay that out for Mr. Porter, 
and that Mr. Porter was to pay me. I took it down here—— 

The CHAIRMAN. I mean, were you working for Senator STEPHENSON’s 
nomination? 

Mr. HULBERT. No, sir. * 

The CHAIRMAN, Were you friendly to Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir; I was. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were not working against him, were you? 

Mr. Huvsert, No, sir; I was not. 


I would not want to 
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The CHAIRMAN. Whatever you did was friendly to him? 

Mr. HULBEET. Yes, sir. 

The CHammay. When you received the $100 you kept it and counted 
it a present, — 9 sts 

Mr. HuLBERT. I kept it; I did not know what else to do with it. 

The CHamnuax. The reason you have been questioned about this is 
because the Senate committee, in its report, on page 2247, comments 
upon you 5 — been paid $100. You are called for the pu e of 

er or 


laining whe not 7 received that to work for Senator STE- 
PHENSON. Were you already working for Senator STEPHENSON? 
Mr. HULBERT. No, sir. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you commence working for Senator STEPHENSON 
after you received the $100? 

„ HuLBERT. Maybe I do not exactly understand; but my under- 
standing of this is that I had not been counted on to work in the cam- 
paign for anybody. I did not ask anybody 

ae CHAIRMAN. Whom were you supporting? For whom did you 
vote 

Mr. HULBERT, I voted for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CuHamman, When did you first make up your mind to vote for 
Senator STEPHENSON? 

Mr. HuLBERT. When he first came out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then you were a friend of Senator STEPHENSON’S? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. You were not doing any friendly act in the interest 
of any other man’s nomination, were you? 

Mr. HULBERT. No, sir; I was not. 

Senator POMERENE, You mar $24.50 at the request of Porter? 

Mr. HULBERT,. Yes, sir; at the request of Warren Porter. 

Senator POMERENE. And then you spent $3 in addition to that? 

Mr. HULBERT. No. a 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is p of it. 

Senator POMERENE. That is part of it? 

Mr. HULBERT, Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. Were you reimbursed by Porter? > 

Mr. HULBERT. No, sir. He did nat me back at all. 

475.50 POMERENS. So, with the $100, you had a balance, then, of 
Mr. HULBRERT. Yes, sir. 

Senator ’oMERENE. Which was a present to you? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. : 

Senator PoMERENE. From the time Senator STEPHENSON announced 
his candidacy you had been werking in his behalf? 

Mr. HULBERT. I did not understand it that way. 

Senator POMERENE. Were you? Were you talkin in his behalf? 

Mr. Hunperr. I did not talk politics with anybody. 

Senator POMERENE. What did you get this $100 for? 

Mr. HuULBERT. That is what I say—I do not know. 

Senator Pouknxxx. You do not know? 

Mr. HULBERT. No, sir. 

Senator PONERENE. Do you often 115 presents of that kind? 
> a Bd ecard No, sir. It is the first one I ever got, and I am sorry 

0 at. 

Senator POMERENE. You did go around and employ a number of these 
men. though? 

Mr. HULEERT. Yes, sir; at the request of Mr. Porter I did that. 
Psi id POMERENE. What did you say to them when you employed 

em 

Mr. HuLnRnr. I told them just what Mr. Porter told me. He said 
that he had gone off in a hurry; he wanted to go to meet some of his 
company in Milwaukee, and he forgot to pay those bills and wanted 
me to pay them for him. I told every one of them I was paying those 
bills for Mr. Porter, 5 

Senator POMERENE. Was that before or after the primary? 

Mr. HvuLsert. That was before the primary. 

Senator POMERENE. How long before? 

Mr. HULBERT. I think it was—well, I met Mr. Porter in Hamburg, 
6 miles from home, and he was then on his way to Milwaukee. I thi 
that was on the 20th. I could not swear positively. 

Senator POMERENE. It was near the date of the primary? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir, 

1 POMERENE. You never asked Porter for the money afterwards, 
you 

Mr. HULRERT. I spoke to him about it; yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENB. What was said between you? 

Mr. HULBERT. I do not know 9 exactly what there was said, but I 
spoke to him about the fact that he never had paid me that money yet, 
and he asked me if I did not get my pay. I said I got some money, but 
where it came from I did not know, or what it was for. He said, “ If 
you are paid well enough, if you are satisfied, all right; keep still.” 

Senator POMERENE, “If you are satisfied, all right”? 

Mr. HULRERT. “ Keep still”; Wes 

Senator POMERENE. “ Keep still”? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

Senator POMERENE. Why did he say that? 

Mr. HULBERT. I do not know, sir. 

Senator PoMERENE. When was that said? 

3 Mr, — That might have been a month and it might have been 
six weeks. 

Senator Pournnxn. After the primary? 

Mr. HoLBERT. After the primary. As I understood it, as I remember 
nom, he went away on a visit somewhere. He went to the soldiers’ 
reunion. 

41057 PomereNr. This was Edmonds who sent you this check 
for $1 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir; as I remember it. 

Benator POMEREXE. You had had some talk with him before, had 

u not : 
your. HULBERT. I never had any talk with Mr. Edmonds, an 
than he wrote me a letter and asked me to take charge of 
County. 

9 PoMERENE. And you declined? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir; I declined. I told him I could not do it. 

Senator POMERENE. And notwithstanding that fact he sent you $100? 

Mr. HULBERT. Yes, sir. 

Senator Pomerene. I wish you would explain to us why he should 
send you $100, 

Mr. Houvserr. I can not do it, Senator. 

Hulbert’s inclination was to be an honest and upright citizen. 
The laws of his State provide that— 


No officer, agent, clerk, or employee under the government of the 
State shall, directly or indirectly, solicit or receive or be concerned 
in any manner in soliciting or receiving any assessment, subscription, 


more 
arron 
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or contribution for political service, whether voluntary or involuntary, 
for any political purpose whatever, from any officer, agent, clerk, or 
employee of the State. 


Mr. Hulbert naturally felt that such statute forbade his ac- 
cepting any money to work in political campaigns, and so when 
Edmonds first asked him to take charge of the Stephenson 
campaign up there he declined. But when his friend, Porter, 
asked him to pay certain parties some money which Porter had 
agreed to pay them, but which he could not because it was 
necessary for him to take a train to fulfill an engagement, Hul- 
bert felt that it was nothing improper for him to accommodate 
Mr. Porter. And so he paid the money to the parties, as 
requested, and thereby became involved, somewhat to his cha- 
grin, in the Stephenson campaign financial “ propaganda.” His 
weakness, of course, was in retaining the $75.50, to which he 
thought he had no right and which he believed he should not 
have taken. But that simply illustrates the demoralizing in- 
fluence on a community of having political corruptionists search- 
ing the country throughout for men who will accept bribes 
and be influenced and induced to take part in political cam- 
paigns for money. The kind of political corruption practiced in 
this Stephenson campaign is most insidious and dangerous to 
the welfare of the country. Indeed, I think it is more demoral- 
izing on public morals than open and flagrant bribery in the 
legislature, such as was practiced in the Lorimer case. 

Now I come to the last witness I am going to quote from, 
and it presents another interesting phase of this Stephenson 


campaign. 
F. J. EPPLING. 


So persistent and determined was Edmonds to bring within 
his net every element of Wisconsin’s population that even the 
ministry did not escape his vigilance, as is shown by the testi- 
mony of F. J. Eppling, on page 903: 


The CHAIRMAN, * * * Mr. Eppling, where do you reside? 

Mr. EPPLING. Sheboygan, Wis. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is your occupation? 
; Mr. Stee I am at the present time in the insurance business, 
emporarily. 

The CHAIRMAN, What is your profession? 

Mr. Erpirna. I was a clergyman, 

The CHAIRMAN. Were you a clergyman during the summer of 1908? 

Mr. EPPLING. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of what denomination? 

Mr. ErrLING. The Lutheran. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where were you located at that time? 

Mr. EPPLING. 5 A Wis. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did pua ate in the campaign of Senator 
STEPHENSON for the United States Senate in the year 1908? 

Mr. EPPLING. I did. 

s = * * * * * 


I omit some of the testimony and proceed. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did you at that time receive any money from him? 

Mr. EPPLING. At the first interview? I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. EPPLING. I did. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much? 

Mr. EPPLING. $75. 

The CHAIRMAN. You can not give the date, you say? 

Mr. EPPLING. I could not. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much altogether did you receive from him? 

Mr. EPPLING. $400. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose did you receive that money? 

Mr. Errlixd. It was for the barnes of covering my expenses in 
helping to organize the various counties. 

he CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by the term “o; ize” ? 

Mr. EPPLING. To find somebody who is familiar with political work 

to help to bring out the voters, to properly present the candidate to the 


penpe: 
he CHalnuax. Did you enter upon that work? 

Mr. EPPLING. To some extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. How long did you engage in it? 

Mr. EPPLING. About six weeks. 

The CHAIRMAN. During that time you received these sums of money? 

Mr. EPPLING. Yes, sir. ; 

Tao 5 Did you pay any of that money to other people for 
workin 

Mr. Errtrsa. Not at all; not one penny. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was all for your services? 

Mr. Epprinc. Personal expenses and compensation. 

The CHAmMAN. What class of work did you do? 

Mr. EPPLING. I did none at first—it was not my intention to do 
any work at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then for what were you to receive the money? 

Mr. EPPLING. That is, you must take into view—which will be prop- 
erly explained later—how I was drawn into this campaign. 

The CHAIRMAN. Please answer my question. How were you to ex- 
pend the money? 

Mr. EPPLING. For my personal expenses. 

The CHAIRMAN. What were you to do for the money? 

Mr. EPPLING. I was to look up certain parties in various counties 
who could do political work for Mr. STEPHENSON. 

The CAE ee were . act 

r. EPPLING. Mr. Werner Pfiughoeft, in Taylor County; 2 

in Clark County; Mr. Bratz, an insurance solicitor, B Wazpingtan 
County; and another son of Mr. Pflughoeft, in Outagamie County. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those were the persons that you were to look up. 
4 — any part of this money in the nature of a subscription to ths 

ure 

Mr. ErrLIxd. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was all for your personal compensation? 
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Mr. EPPLING. Positively. 

The CHAIRMAN. And for work to be done by you? 

Mr. Errrixd. By myself personally. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who gave you the money? 

Mr, ErPLING. Mr. Edmonds. 

It appears also from the testimony, on page 905, that, in addi- 
tion to this $500 paid this man by Edmonds, STEPHENSON made 
a contribution of $200 to his church, for which he was given 
due credit. This contribution was made on the 22d day of 
August, a little over a week before the primary was held. 

But be it said to the credit of the ministry that this man is 
not now disgracing that high and holy calling. He has found 
it necessary to engage in the insurance business, doubtless 
since he has become known to be a boodling politician whose 
Services are for sale in political campaigns. 

I might continue for hours to read testimony from other wit- 
nesses and participants in this campaign of corruption, but it 
is unnecessary. It would simply weary the Senate and only 
fill the Recorp with additional disgusting details. The evidence 
which I have presented shows conclusively that Mr. STEPHEN- 
son and his representatives have violated the laws of Wisconsin 
by paying money to inspectors or judges of election, by hiring 
officers of the State administration to work in this political 
campaign, and haye employed men to perform political services 
contrary to the statutes of the State. But, as I said in the 
beginning, the important features of this case for the Senate 
to consider is not the violation of the laws of Wisconsin, but 
the moral turpitude involved in the election itself. The evi- 
dence of Dee, Perrin, Riordan, Dresser, Knell, Stone, Ring, 
Wayland, Dart, Kolb, Bowman, Hulbert, Eppling. and many 
others shows conclusively that men, in consideration of money 
received from STEPHENSON and his managers, supported STE- 
PHENSON in the campaign and induced other men, through the 
use of money, to vote for Mr. STEPHENSON in the primary elec- 
tion. No other conclusion can be drawn from the testimony 
submitted. And the action of Sacket, the bookkeeper of the 
campaign, in destroying his records, as shown in his testimony; 
the efforts of STEPHENSON to evade the investigation by the 
State authorities; and the sending of the correspondence to 
Michigan, as shown in the testimony of some of the witnesses, 
so that it would be out of the reach of the legislative commit- 
tee when it undertook the investigation, are strongly corrobora- 
tive evidence showing that Mr. STEPHENSON and his managers 
knew that they had violated the State law. 

It is a disagreeable duty to pass upon the action of the vener- 
able Senator from Wisconsin, for whom no one in this body 
personally has anything but the most kindly feelings. We are 
called upon, however, to pass upon the integrity of the Senate 
and to protect its seats from being made the subject of barter 
and sale as pieces of political merchandise. If such campaigns 
as the one conducted in Wisconsin which resulted in the elec- 
tion of Mr. STEPHENSON are to meet the approval of this body, 
then it will lose the respect of the American people. The Sen- 
ate can not have the confidence of the people if men immensely 
rich, with little qualification for the great office of Senator of 
the United States, but who desire the position as a child wants 
a toy, are to be permitted to employ political highwaymen as 
managers and organizers, such as the agents of STEPHENSON 
were, and then turn over to them vast sums of money to be 
used in purchasing the support of men, wherever they can be 
found, who will yield to such inducement. 

If this Government is to live, corruption in high places must 
be made as heinous as treason, for it is in the end more dan- 
gerous to the Nation’s welfare. For the reasons given I can 
not support the motion of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, it is rather a late hour to 
commence the discussion of this case, and I ask the Senator 
from Idaho if he will not consent to the laying aside of the 
matter at this time? 

Mr, HEYBURN. Mr. President, I do not think there is any 
sufficient reason for now laying aside the-order of business. It 
is a question of the highest privilege, and there is considerable 
time left in which to discuss it this afternoon. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

uorum. 
5 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum be- 
ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Gardner Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga. 

Bourne Gronna Nelson Smoot 

Bristow Heyburn Overman Stephenson 

Bryan Johnson, Me. Swanson 

Burnham Kenyon erkins Warren 

Culberson Kern oindexter Wetmore 
Lodge Pomerene 


J | 
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Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, before the announcement is 
made, apprehending that there will be no quorum, I should like 
to give notice—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that noth- 
ing is in order except to secure a quorum or to adjourn. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Then, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suspend put- 
ting the motion made by the Senator from North Carolina until 
the result of the roll call has been announced. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to say for my col- 
league [Mr. CLARK of Wyoming] that he was obliged to return 
to his home to-day on aceount of illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call of the roll discloses 
the presence of 27 Senators—less than a quorum. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask that the names of 
absentees be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho asks 
that the names of the absentees be called. Without objection, 
the Secretary will call the names of the absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators. 

Mr. OVERMAN and Mr. HEYBURN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Oversan], who first addressed the Chair, is recog- 
nized. : 


Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HEYRURN. I rose to make that motion; I was on my 
feet for that purpose. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
Tina [Mr. Overman] had first addressed the Chair on the same 
subject. 

Mr. HEYBURN. He could not have the floor until the result 
of the roll call had been announced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the motion. 
It is a matter of small importance who makes it when two 
Senators make the same motion. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 4, 1912, at 2 
o'clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, we would draw near to Thee in faith, 
hope, and love. Realizing our dependence upon Thee for all 
things temporal and spiritual, we most fervently pray for wis- 
dom to guide and strength to sustain us in all our undertakings 
which may be in accordance with the laws Thou hast ordained. 
Help us, we beseech Thee, to pray as we work and work as we 
pray, lest we discredit our Maker and bring down the temple 
upon our own heads and thus ignominiocusly perish in the con- 
flict 'twixt right and wrong. Hear us and make us Thine now 
and always. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

GEN. SAM HOUSTON. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, March 2 is eventful in 
the history of Texas. To-day is the seventy-sixth anniversary 
‘of the Texas declaration of independence and the one hundred 
and nineteenth anniversary of the birth of Gen. Sam Houston. 
[Applause.] I ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD an 
address to be delivered to-night before the Legislature of the 
State of Virginia in presenting to that State, on behalf of Texas, 
a portrait of Gen. Houston. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to print in the Recozp a speech to be made by him to- 
night before the Legislature of Virginia in presenting a portrait 
of Gen. Sam Houston. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the address above referred fo: 

„Mn. PRESIDENT, Mn. SPEAKER, GENTLEMEN OF THE VIRGINIA 
LEGISLATURE, LADIES, AND GENTLEMEN: I am commissioned by 
the governor of Texas, in behalf of the people of that State, 


through you to present to the State of Virginia a portrait of | f 


Gen. Sam Houston. A native of Virginia, he became the liber- 

ator of Texas and the most illustrious character that has ever 
adorned the eventful history of that great Commonwealth. 

In doing so to-night I want to Houston as he was, 

| obscuring neither his virtues nor his yices, to feature as best I 

can before you the real man of flesh and blood, with <I ae 

(ties and faults as well as his fortitude and constancy, with his 


bitter passions and narrow prejudices as well as his fervent 
patriotism and dauntless spirit. It is no easy task to do this. 

“ Much has been said of him, much has been written of him; 
much that was false, much that was true. Even at this day, 
when many men still live who knew him, it is difficult to sepa- 
rate the true from the false. It is true of all people and all 
ages that really great men undergo a process of idealization in 
which the furrows are all smoothed away and the angles all 
rounded out. It is difficult for us to think of Washington as 
suffering from hunger or thirst, from cold or heat, as ever 
stumbling into error or perplexed by doubt. We have stripped 
him of all these human attributes and think of him deciding 
between right and wrong by intuition and achieving great re- 
sults and solving great preblems by inspiration. For nearly 50 
years this process of idealization with respect to Houston has 
been going on. In addition to that, from the time Houston 
reached Texas, in the glory of his prime until bent and with- 
ered and weary his great spirit answered the call of its Maker, 
he lived in the very midst of storm and tumult. So intense was 
his personality that when he engaged in a political contest the 
people forgot former lines of political division and divided into 
Houston and anti-Houston factions. 

“Men thought of Houston and talked of Houston in terms of 
the superlative. On the one hand he was an orator of brilliant 
equipment and unexcelled power and on the other he was an 
unlettered and untutored clown; on the one side he was a 
statesman with a keen insight and profound grasp of govern- 
mental problems and on the other he was a stupid mountebank 
and a dangerous demagogue; on one side he was a soldier com- 
bining the wisdom of Washington with the daring of Napoleon 
while on the other his military capacity was denied and his 
courage questioned. It is with this curious compound of all 
alleged to be good and all alleged to be bad that we haye to 
deal to-night. 

“Samuel Houston was born March 2, 1793, in Rockridge 
County, Va., a county that was the cradle of many distin- 
guished Virginians and that holds the sacred dust of many of 
your illustrious dead. He came from strong and sturdy Scotch- 
Irish stock. His father served with credit as a rifleman in the 
Revolutionary Army. His mother was of magnificent physique 
and great force of character, giving confirmation of the truth 
that behind every great man stands a great woman as his 
mother. When Sam was 13 years of age his father died, and 
his mother with her six sons and three daughters moved across 
the mountains and settled om the Tennessee River in what was 
then a wilderness and on the very border line of civilization. 
To the west of them the Indian tribes were their only neighbors. 
Here a rude cabin was built and the family experienced all the 
trials and encountered all the privations incident to a life on 
the frontier. 

“When he was about 14 years of age he ran away from home 
to the Cherokee Indians, with whom he lived for several years 
as the adopted son of the Cherokee chief. When the War of 
1812 came on he enlisted as a private, was desperately wounded 
at the battle of the Horseshoe Bend, where he first saw Andrew 
Jackson. After many months of suffering he rejoined the Army 
and received rapid promotion. He resigned from the Army and 
studied law; in six months was admitted to the bar; was dis- 
trict attorney. In 1823 he was eleeted to Congress, and reelected 
in 1825. During this time he renewed acquaintanceship with 
Jackson, and from that time until Jackson’s death was his 
friend and devoted follower. In 1827 he was elected governor 
of Tennessee. In January, 1829, he married, and in a few 
weeks’ time he and his wife separated. Upon Houston were 
turned all the batteries of scandal and slander, but he made no 
answer save to testify to the virtuous character of his wife, and 
never to mortal man did he ever breathe one word as to the 
cause of the estrangement. He resigned the governorship of 
Tennessee, and, wounded almost unto death, he left the walks 
of civilized man and onee more took refuge among the Cherokee 
Indians. In resigning from the governorship he wrote a letter, 
one paragraph I quote as indicating the character of the man: 


“That veneration for publie opinion, by which I have measured 
every act of my official life, has taught me to hold no poet, prs power 
which would not daily be renewed by my constituents, could the choice 
be daily submitted to a sensible expression of their will. And although 
shielded by a perfect consciousness of undiminished claim to the con- 
fidence and support of my fellow citizens, and delicately ced 
as I am my own misfortunes more than the fault or contriy- 
ance of anyone, overwhelmed by sudden calamities, it is certainly due 

0 


0 f and more respectfu! the world that I retire from a posi- 
tion which in the public judgment I might seem to occupy by question- 
able authority. 


He was adopted as a member of the tribe and resumed the 
dress and habits of a savage. In 1832 he reappeared in Wash- 
ington, and because of some aspersions cast upon him by a 
Member of Congress from Ohio name Stanberry, Houston as- 
saulted Stanberry. He was arraigned before the House for a 
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breach of its privileges, and after a trial lasting a month was 
found guilty and reprimanded. In court he was fined for the 
assault, but Jackson remitted the fine, remarking that if a few 
more Members of Congress should be treated the same way 
they would learn to keep a civil tongue. Houston returned to 
his Indian home. The roubles between Texas and Mexico were 
brewing. In 1833 he appeared in Texas to negotiate some 
treaties with the Indians for Jackson. He was persuaded to re- 
main, was a delegate to the first convention called in that year 
by the Texas settlers to devise means for the redress of their 
grievances, was a member of the convention of 1835 that estab- 
lished a provisional government for Texas, and on March 2, 
1836, his forty-third birthday, he signed the declaration of 
Texas independence. He had already been made the commander 
in chief of the Texas army. On April 21, 1836, he fought the 
battle of San Jacinto, where Texas independence was gained, 
and was again badly wounded. In October, 1836, he was in- 
augurated President of the Republic of Texas. He retired in 
1838, and was a member of the Texas congress. In 1840 he mar- 
ried again, and this time most happily. To his wife the im- 
perious will of “Old Sam” bowed, and he became as docile as 
a child. Under her gentle influence he was rescued from the 
evils of intemperance, to which he had fallen a victim, and her 
prayers and Christian example turned his thoughts toward a 
better life, and he became a member of the church and an hum- 
ble and devout Christian. 

In 1841 he was again inaugurated as President. When Texas 
became a part of the United States Houston was elected one of 
her Senators and continued as such until 1859. In 1857 he was 
a candidate for governor, suffering the only defeat of his life- 
time. In 1859 he was again a candidate with the same op- 
ponent and was triumphantly elected; was inaugurated in 
January, 1860. Houston opposed the secession of Texas, de- 
clined to recognize the secession convention, and refusing to ap- 
pear before it to take the oath of allegiance to the Confederacy, 
he was deposed from the governorship. He returned to his 
home in Huntsville, where he died on July 26, 1863, aged 70 
years, 4 months, and 24 days. 

“ Houston’s education was limited. He acqnired the simplest 
rudiments of an education during a few months spent in the 
‘old Field School’ in Tennessee, and this, together with a ses- 
sion or two at an academy, constituted the whole of his school 
experience. He had access to but few books, but these he read 
and absorbed until they became a part of him. Among these 
was Pope's translation of the Iliad, which he almost memorized, 
and to this boy in homespun the forest trees became the heroes 
of this immortal drama, and the hills about him became the 
beleaguered walls of Troy. After he became a soldier he read 
and studied the translation of Cesar’s Commentaries. He de- 
rived great pleasure and profit from reading Shakespeare’s im- 
mortal tragedies and comedies, and during the last 25 years 
of his life he was a constant student of the Bible, and in many 
a battle upon the hustings he brought confusion to his opponent 
by the use of some simple illustration or the quotation of some 
stately sentence from that Great Book. 

“Tn the usual sense Houston was not educated, but yet in an- 
other sense he was. He was a child of nature. 


The color of the ground was in him, the red earth, 
The tang and odor of the primal things. 


“The rivers and mountains, the forests and prairies, were his 
teachers, and they confided to him their secrets and revealed to 
him their mysteries. And then he was tutored in the trying 
school of human experience. He knew men, knew the savages, 
knew the daring men of the frontier, knew men who lived 
amidst all the refinements of civilization, knew all classes, all 
kinds of men, knew the impulses that guided, knew the motives 
that controlled, knew what they thought, how they felt, and 
why they acted; and this knowledge, this wisdom, not gained 
in colleges or universities or from books, gave him his power, 
his mastery, and made him a leader among men. 

“ Houston was a remarkable man not only in his mental and 
moral attributes but in his physical appearance and character- 
istics. He stood largely over 6 feet in height, with massive, 
well-formed head, with piercing gray eyes, and with mouth and 
nose indicating character. Straight and majestic as an Indian, 
he was in truth a most perfect specimen of physical manhood. 
Upon public occasions he was the embodiment of grace and 
courtliness. Among his intimate friends he was social and 
agreeable, and in the presence of ladies most deferential and 
respectful. 

“He possessed many eccentricities of manner and dress. 
Some of these indicated the originality of the man, but there is 
reason to suspect that many of them were largely assumed, 
because he had much of the histrionic about him, and in the 


setting of the stage was always careful to so adjust the scenery 
as to make himself the observed of all observers, He described 
himself at the age of 18 as being a ‘tall, strapping fellow, 
dressed in a hunting shirt of flowered calico, with a long queue 
down my back.’ 

“Soon after he reached Texas he was a delegate to the first 
consultation or conyention, held in April, 1833, at San Felipe 
de Austin, to protest to the Mexican Government against the 
wrongs being inflicted upon the people of Texas, and at this 
convention he appeared dressed as an Indian. When this fact 
was reported to old Andrew Jackson, he said that he thanked 
God that there was one man in Texas who was made by the 
Almighty and not by the tailor. When Houston lived among the 
Indians he frequently appeared in all the habiliments of an 
Indian brave, with a white hunting shirt brilliantly embroid- 
ered, yellow leggings, and moccasins elaborately worked with 
beads, a huge red blanket, and a circlet of turkey feathers 
around his head. 

Judge Reagan, of blessed memory in Texas, describes Hous- 
ton as he appeared at a treaty-making council with the Indians 
as wearing a suit of purple velvet, embossed with figures repre- 
senting the fox’s head and having in his belt a bowie knife of 
great size. In explanation of why he wore the figured. suit, 
he said that it awed the Indians as a sort of mystery and that 
the big bowie knife impressed them with the idea that he was 
a great warrior. . 

“Here let me say that during all Houston's career as an 
official, both in Texas and in Washington, he was a consistent 
friend and defender of the Indian. His great heart went out in 
sympathy to his brethren of the forest. Hear his lamentation 
in the Senate: 

“As a race they have withered from the land. Their arrows are 
broken and their springs are dried up; their cabins are in the dust. 
Their council fire has long since gone out on the shore, and their war cry 
is fast dying out in the West. Slowly and sadly they climb the moun- 
tain and read their doom in the setting sun. 

“When Houston was President-elect of the Texas Republic 
he was the guest of honor at a ball, wearing a ruffled shirt, 
scarlet cassimere waist, and suit of black silk velyet corded with 
gold, boots with red tops, and with silver spurs on his heels. 
When Houston was in the Senate he appeared on the streets of 
Washington wearing a vast and picturesque sombrero, and in 
the Senate sometimes in a tiger-skin vest, which is still treas- 
ured by his descendants, or in a huge Mexican blanket with a 
scarlet lining. 

“He took but little part in the proceedings of the Senate, 
speaking but rarely. When he did speak, it was with force and 
oftentimes with great eloquence and power. He spent a large 
part of his time in the Senate Chamber whittling with a long, 
sharp knife, on white pine or cedar sticks, a plentiful supply of 
which he always carried in his pockets, and grumbling in an 
audible tone about the speeches there being so long and dry. 
The same kind of speeches are still delivered there, but nobody 
whittles. Probably the supply of white pine has been ex- 
hausted. - 

“ Houston’s attitude toward dueling also excited great inter- 
est. While living in Tennessee he fought one duel with Gen. 
White, severely wounding him. Later, in Arkansas, he was 
involved in trouble with one of his employees and while both 
were drunk a duel was fought, but their seconds considerately 
failed to place any bullets in their weapons, and consequently _ 
no damage was done. After Houston went to Texas, although 
it was out on the frontier where physical courage was greatly 
esteemed and where men’s passions ran riot, and where Hous- 
ton by his merciless tongue and lofty airs was constantly involy- 
ing himself in quarrels, he always declined to engage in com- 
bats of this kind. It is strangely true, though, that in spite 
of the fact that many men vented their hatred of Houston by 
denouncing him as a coward the great mass of the people 
spurned the insinuation and had faith in his personal courage. 
Houston was challenged by Lamar, who succeeded him to the 
Presidency of the Texas Republic; by Commodore Moore, of the 
Texas Navy; by Albert Sidney Johnston, and by numerous 
others. ‘There is reason to suspect that in some instances ene- 
mies, knowing what his answer would be, availed themselves 
of an opportunity for self-advertisement by challenging Houston. 
He was always resourceful enough to waive aside the chal- 
lenge, often to the discomfort of his would-be antagonist. Once 
when challenged he replied that he never fought downhill. 
Again, when challenged becatise of abusive language toward one 
who had been his friend, he said: “If a man can not abuse 
his friends, who in the hell can he abuse?” When he was 
President he was handed a challenge which he directed his 
secretary to file and list as No. 14, and sent back word that 
there were 13 others that must be disposed of first. 
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“I never stand upon the soil of Virginia that I do not feel 
that I am treading upon holy ground, because I look upon 
Virginia as being the very birthplace and cradle of human lib- 
erty on this csntinent. It can not often be said that any one 
portion of a much larger mass of people was an absolutely 
esseiitial element in any of the world’s great movements, but 
I think that this can be truthfully said of Virginia in the great 
movement for American independence. One can well ask where 
would have been found the tongue to kindle the fires of revolu- 
tion had it not been for Patrick Henry the Virginian, or where 
could haye been found the pen to frame the immortal Declara- 
tion of Independence had it not been for Jefferson the Virginian. 
It is even more rare to find an iństance where any one man was 
essential in both peace and war in establishing and maintaining 
the independence of a republic. We can well believe that this 
was true of Washington, the greatest of all Virginians and all 
Americans, for without Washington the soldier independence 
could not have been won, and without Washington the patriot 
and statesman independence could not have been preserved. 

“What was true with reference to Washington and the Ameri- 
can Republic was equally true of Houston and the Texas Re- 
public. I believe that I am well within the limits of con- 
servative statement when I say that had there been no Houston 
there would have been no Texas Republic. He became the 
commander in chief of the Texas army when the darkest hour 
of the revolution against Mexico was near at hand, The news 
had reached Texas that Santa Anna,.who bad established him- 
self as dictator of Mexico, was approaching with a great army— 
the flower of the Mexican soldiery. The settlements of Texas 
were exposed and the Texas forces scattered. Houston's idea 
was to concentrate the Texas forces and to give early battle 
to the invader. The Alamo at San Antonio was held by Travis 
with a few men. Fannin, with 500 men, was at Goliad. Hous- 
ton ordered both to blow up the forts and to join their forces 
with his. This order was countermanded by the council and 
was not obeyed. Had it been the crue] butchery of the 500 
brave spirits under Fannin would have been avoided and the 
story of the Alamo would never have been written. 

In all the history of the world I do not believe there has 
eyer been a more inspiring illustration of human courage and 
human sacrifice than that displayed at the Texas Alamo. 
Within its walls were gathered 185 of the choice spirits of the 
Texas frontier. On February 22—Washington’s Birthday— 
1836, the Mexican forces surrounded the Alamo. Two days 
later Fannin sent a scout through the Mexican lines bearing an 
appeal for help. Let me read it so that your hearts may thrill 
with pride at living in a land capable of producing such a man. 


“ To the people of Texas and all Americans in the world. Fellow citi- 
gens and compatriots: _ 


“I am besieged by a thousand or more Mexicans under Santa Anna. 
I bave sustained the bombardment and cannonading for 24 hours and 
have not lost a man. The enemy have demanded a ‘surrender at dis- 
cretion, otherwise the garrison is to be put to the sword if the fort is 
taken.“ I have answered the summons with a cannon shot and our 
flag ace wayes proudly from the walls. I shall never surrender or 
retreat, 

“Then I call upon you in the name of liberty, patriotism, and every- 
thing dear to the American character to come to our aid with dis- 
patch, The enemy are receiving reenforcements and will, doubtless, in 
a few days, increase to three or four thousand. Though this call 
may be neglected, I am determined to sustain myself as long as possi- 
ble and die like a soldier who never forgets what is due to his own 
honor and that of his country. Victory or, N 


s TRAVIS, 
“ Lieutenant Colonel, Commanding. 

“This thrilling appeal for help came too late. Houston started 
to the Alamo, but the end had come. For 14 days the siege 
continued. Santa Anna displayed the blood-red flag that indi- 
cated no quarter. His cannon made breaches in the walls of 
the Alamo. Early on the morning of the 6th of March the final 
charge was made—the charge of nearly 3,000 against less than 
200. The Texans drove them back once, twice, but they came 
again. The Texans made their Jast stand in the church of 
the Alamo. There was no time to reload, but with clubbed 
musket they fought until the end. No Texas soldier asked for 
quarter, and none lived to tell the story of that day’s valor. 
In my judgment the most eloquent tribute ever paid in a single 
sentence to human heroism is in the line: “Thermopylæ had 
its messenger of defeat, but the Alamo had none.” 

“When the news of the fall of the Alamo and the massacre 
of Fannin and his men at Goliad reached Houston's little army 
a panic ensued. Santa Anna was advancing from San Antonio, 
burning, killing, sparing none, Heuston’s men thought of their 
loved ones, defenseless in the cabins on the prairies and in 
the forests, and one by one they slipped away to carry their 
families to places of safety until Houston had but 400 left. 
Back from the Guadalupe Houston retreated until he reached 
the Colorado. It was expected that he would resist the 


_ triumphant advance of Santa Anna there. Back from the 
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Colorado Houston retreated until he reached the Brazos. On 
toward the Brazos came Santa Anna. Mutterings of dissatis- 
faction and discontent began to be heard in Houston's army. 
Surely, it whs thought, Houston would give battle at the 
Brazos. Back from the Brazos Houston retreated until the 
San Jacinto was crossed. The mutteriggs became a storm, his 
army was almost in reyolt against him. On April 19, 1836, 
he camped on Buffalo Bayou with 780 men. As Houston had 
expected, Santa Anna had divided his forces, and when the two 
armies faced each other on the 20th Santa Anna had 1,800 men. 

“In reaching what was to be the battlefield, both armies had 
crossed Vince’s bridge, 8 miles away. Back of Houston was 
Buffalo Bayou, broad and deep. Back of Santa Anna was San 
Jacinto River and its marshes. The only avenue of escape for 
either army was Vince's bridge. About noon on the 21st 
Houston called Deaf Smith, a famous scout; to him and ordered 
him, with a companion, to get axes, ride to Vince's bridge and 
to destroy it. He told Deaf Smith that if he desired to be back 
in time for the battle he would have to come like the wind. At 
4 o'clock the single fife in the Texas army began playing a 
loye song, and the order to charge was given. Out across the 
prairie the little band of 760 swept against the Mexican army 
of 1,800 behind their barricade. ; 

“ Before they reached the Mexican line Deaf Smith rode up 
and down the line shouting, Vince's bridge is destroyed! 
Vince’s bridge is destroyed! Fight for your lives.’ At close 
range the Texans delivered their fire, and with the vengeful, 
thrilling cry of ‘Remember the Alamo! Remember Goliad!’ 
upon their lips, they struck the Mexican line. In 20 minutes the 
Mexican army, hitherto triumphant, was routed. ‘They found no 
avenue of retreat. For every Texan who died at the Alamo or 
at Goliad a Mexican died at San Jacinto. Eight hundred others 
were taken captive, among them Santa Anna. The battle of 
San Jacinto ended, and Texas was free. 

“But with this victory Houston's work for Texas was not yet 
done. He was elected the first President of the Republic. and 
upon him devolved the responsibility of bringing order out of 
chaos and establishing a government. He undertook and car- 
ried on the work with untiring energy and characteristic courage. 
He organized a government in all its parts. He established a 
currency system and provided for protecting the obligations of 
the Republic. He made treaties of friendship with the Indians, 
established domestic peace and tranquillity, and when he retired 
from the Presidency in 1839, Texas had been recognized as a 
Republic and its status established as one of the nations of the 
world. 

“During the next two years all that Houston had done was 
undone. To the west and north Texas was circled round with 
the blazing camp fires of hostile Indians, while Mexico was 
preparing for a new inyasion from the south. Not a dollar was 
in the treasury, the public debt was appalling, and the credit of 
Texas was gone. As in every other emergency the people turned 
toward Houston, and he became President again in 1841, and 
again he responded. In 1845 the annexation of Texas to the 
United States was finally consummated, and Houston became a 
Senator from Texas. + 

“The saddest part of Houston's life was yet to come. Next 
to Texas, Houston loved the Union most. He had been born 
amongst the mountains; he had grown to manhood and to old 
age out upon the frontier line; he had spent many anxious years 
trying to secure the annexation of Texas to the Federal Union, 
and he was the protégé and follower of Jackson, who had been 
the very incarnation of devotion to the Union, and all these in- 
fluences combined to make Houston resist every moyement that 
in his opinion tended toward disunion. During the service in 
the Senate he antagonized the people of his State and section by 
his votes upon questions that affected the relations of the South 
with other sections of the Union. He retired from the Senate in 
1859 and in January, 1860, was inaugurated governor of Texas. 
In 1860 he came within a few votes of being nominated for the 
Presidency by the convention that nominated Bell and Eyerett. 
As the campaign of 1860 progressed and it became more and 
more evident that Mr. Lincoln would be elected, the people of 
the South became agitated as to what their action should be in 
that contingency, and the movement began that finally resulted 
in secession. With a moral as well as physical courage that was 
sublime Houston set himself against this movement in Texas 
and sought to beat back the rushing tide of sentiment in favor 
of the dissolution of the Union. With all the fervor of youth 
this old man campaigned the State, pleading with all the power 
of his eloquence with the people not to take this step and warn- 
ing them of the ruin that would follow. In the light of what did 
follow his utterances now seem to have been those of a prophet. 
Once when speaking against secession some young ladies in the 
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audience showed signs of disapproval. He paused, looked at. 


thein intently, and said: 

“Tt is impossible not to note the marked sign of disapproval on the 
part of young ladies here. Manifestly they do not aoe vd the se- 
rious import of the present crisis, but I tell them that before their 
sweethearts return from the impending war the valleys of the South 
win run with blood. 

“In another speech he said: 

„Some of you laugh to scorn the idea of bloodshed as a result of 
secession and jocularly propose to drink all the blood that will flow 
in consequence of it, but let me tell you what is coming on the heels 
of m. The time will come when 1 fathers and husbands, your 
sons and brothers, will be herded together like sheep and cattle at the 
point of the bayonet and your mothers and wives and sisters and 
daughters will ask: Where are they?’ 

“Again he is reported as having said that— 


“When Texas and the Sunny Southland should be overrun with 
Federal soldiers, and the best blood of the South spilled upon the 
battle field, the negro slaves set free, martial law proclaimed 
Southern State and all southern men disfranchised and the negroes 

ven the ballot, then, and only then, would his fellow citizens see that 

m Houston was right in opposing secession and the war. 

Houston did not oppose seeession as a principle, because he 
admitted that for just cause every people had the inherent right 
of reyolution. In a speech made by him before he retired from 
the Senate, in answer to Senator Seward, he said: 

“Whenever one section of this country presumes on its s 
for the oppression of the other, then will our Constitution be a mockery, 
and it would matter not how soon it was severed into a thousand atoms 
and scattered to the four winds. If the principles are disregarded 
upon which the annexation of Texas was consummated, there will 
be for her neither honor nor interest in the Union; if the mighty, 
in the face of written law, can place with impunity an iron yoke upon 
the neck of the weak, Texas will be at no loss how to act, or where to 

o, before the blow aimed at her vitals is inflicted. In a spirit of good 

ith she entered the Federal fold. By that spirit she will continue 
to be influenced until it is attempted to make her the victim of 
Federal wrong. As she will violate no Federal rights, so will she 
submit to no violation of her rights by Federal authority. The covenant 
which she entered into must be observed or it will be annulled. 


“On March 2, 1861, the twenty-fifth anniversary of Texas 
independence and the sixty-eighth anniversary of Houston's 
birth, the secession convention reconyened in the Texas capitol 
to declare the result of the election, held shortly before, and 
to take the final step in associating Texas with the Confederacy. 
When Houston heard the booming of the cannon that announced 
that this had been done it is snid that he bowed his head and 
wept. It was prescribed that all the officials of the State 
should appear on a certain day and take the cath of allegiance 
to the Confederacy. When the day came the name of Sam 
Houston was called three times, but he did not respond. Below 
in his office, alone, he sat and whittled. 

“Because of his refusal to take the oath he was deposed 
from the governorship. In a published address he protested 
against it, but declared that he would make no attempt to re- 
tain his office by force. Listen to what he said; 


“T love Texas too well to bring civil strife and bloodshed upon her. 
To avert this calamity I shall make no endeavor to maintain my 


authority as chief executive of the State, except by the peaceful exercise | 


of my functions. 1 can no 
draw from the scene, leavin; 
who have usurped its authority, but still claiming that I am its chief 
executive. I protest in the name of the people of Texas against all 
the acts and doings of this convention, and declare them null and yoid. 

Fellow citizens, think not t I complain at the lot which Provi- 
dence has now assigned me. It is, perhaps, but meet that my career 
should close thus. I have seen the patriots and statesmen of m 
8 one by one, gathered to their fathers and the government whieh 
hey had reared rent in twain, and none like them are left to unite 
it once again. I stand the last, almost, of the race who learned from 
their lips the lessons of human freedom. 


“Although Houston opposed the policy of secession be bowed 
to the decision of the State and remained loyal to her. He 
said: a 

„After following her banner before, when an exile from the land of 
my fathers, I went back into the Union with the people of Texas. 
I go out from the Union with them and, nouga I can see but gloom 
before me, I shall follow the ‘ Lone Star’ with devotion as of yore. 

“ He sorrowed that he was too old and feeble to go forth again 
to battle for Texas, but he gave his son to the armies of the 
South. j 

“T can not conceive of a more pathetie seene than that of 
Houston, bowed with age and broken hearted, driven from the 
Capitol of Texas. He went to his home at Huntsville and lived 
in quiet and simple retirement. On March 18, 1862, he made his 
last public appearance, and the old hero of San Jacinto deliy- 
ered his last speech. In it he said: ` 


leasure and friendly 
country- 
omes and 


r do this I shall calmly with- 
the government in the hands of those 


can be paid the citizen and patriot. As you have gathered here to listen 
to the sentiments of my knowing Lares ag draw nigh unto. 
me when all thoughts of ambition and worldly pride give place to the 


earnestness of age, I know you will bear with me while with calmness, 
and without the fervor and eloquence of youth, I epre those senti- 


ments which seem natural to my mind in the view of the condition of 
the country. I have been buffeted by the waves as I have been borne 
along time’s ocean until, shattered and worn, I approach the narrow 
isthmus which divides it from the sea of eternity ond. Ere I stp 
forward to journey through the pilgrimage of death I would say tha 
all my thoughts and hopes are with my country. If one impulse rises 
above another it is for the happiness of these people; the welfare and 
pory of Texas will be the uppermost thought while the spark of life 
ingers in this breast. 

In the early days of July, 1863, the Confederacy was rent in 
twain by the capture of Vicksburg, and many thousand of the 
very flower of Lee’s army went down to death and to glorious 
immortality on the field of Gettysburg. When the tidings of 
these great disasters reached Texas, Sam Houston was on his 
deathbed. Even then his thoughts were still of Texas and the 
South, and his prayers were for their success. For hours he 
had been unconscious, but before the end the light of conscious- 
ness beamed upon his face. His loved ones bent close above 
him and caught the words, ‘Texas! Texas!’ He whispered one 
more name, that of ‘Margaret,’ his wife, and then the old 
soldier was dead. 

“ Nearly 50 years have passed since Houston died. The great 
war then raging has long been over and its scars have almost 
healed. Your State and my State both walked through the 
valley and shadow of death, but they have felt the quickening 
touch of a mighty resurrection. From the ashes of their desola- 
tion they have risen with their strength renewed and their 
courage unshaken. 

“The dream of Houston has almost been realized. The same 
flag floats over all and all do honor to it. Texas has ceased to 
be merely an empire in area. She has become one in fact. Four 
million happy, contented, and prosperous people live within her 
borders. Her vast prairies have been converted into fields and 
her mighty forests have yielded to the dominion of industry. 
The faces ef her people are radiant with hope and their hearts 
are thrilled at the prospect of victories yet to be. While hoping 
for a triumphant future, her people glory in a heroic past. The 
Alamo still stands a cherished shrine; the dead at Goliad still 
tell the story of how men can die in the holy cause of liberty; 
the field at San Jacinto is still hallowed as the birthplace of a 
new republic. The mighty and chivalrie dead still live in 
Texan hearts, and Houston first of all. In loving memory of 
what he was and what he did we haye built above his dust a 
monument of enduring stone and in the Hall of Fame of our 
National Capitol we haye placed his image in polished marble. 
Around the firesides in cottage and mansion for all the ages 
yet to be the story of his deathless deeds will thrill alike the 
hearts of sire and son, and the mountains which looked down 
upon his birth will not be more everlasting than his fame. 

“We tender you to-night a portrait of this simple but majestie 
man, this soldier who bled for two Republics, this orator, states- 
man, and patriot, and we declare to you that the deeds he 
wrought entitle him to live in our hearts as a great Texan, in 
yours as a great Virginian, and in the hearts of all mankind as 
a great American.“ 


AGRICULTURE. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. Lames, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18960) making appro- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1913, with Mr. Bortanp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. On yesterday consideration of the bill 
had proceeded to line 15, on page 18. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, yesterday afternoon 
I raised a point of order on a certain part of the bill at line 
22, page 17, beginning with the words “one mechanician,” 
down to the word “ dollars,” in Hine 2, on page 18. 

I want to state, Mr. Chairman, that incorporated in that 
language is a provision for four mechanicians in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. I wanted to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to give us some information as to the duties of those 
mechanicians, and why it was neeessary to have so large a 
number of mechanicians in this department? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this appropriation for these 


mechanicians has been carried in this bill for several years. 


Their duties are varied. The committee did not deem it either 
necessary to ask the chief of the division upon this particular 
point because they took it for granted that these people were 
necessary in this large bureau of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and we felt and believed that they had been appointed 
and were doing good service. That is about all the specific 
reply that I can make im view of the fact that our attention 
was not called directly to it, and it has been uniformly pro- 
vided for in previous bills. 


2722 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 2, 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. ‘Can the gentleman tell me what a 
mechanician is; what he is supposed to do? 

Mr. LAMB. Among other things, he is engaged in making 
rubber stamps and doing all the mechanical work that is con- 
nected with the department, in every shape and form, in which 
human ingenuity in that line can be employed. 

Mr. MANN. Are not some of them employed in connection 
with the experimental greenhouses? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; that is another thing they do. 

Mr. MANN. They have a lot of mechanical work there. I 
do not know whether they are called mechanicians or not. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I understand that, but is it not a 
fact that people put down here as mechanicians are men to 
look after the automobiles in that department and see that 
they are kept in order? 

Mr. LAMB. No; they were carried on the bill before human 
ingenuity had devised the automobile. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Granted, but what did they do? 

Mr. LAMB. I have endeavored to explain as far as I can. 
I want to say that we necessarily must trust these men to a 
degree who are at the head of these bureaus and divisions. 
We must have faith, my friend, in somebody. Faith is man’s 
best hope here and his only hope beyond. You must have faith 
to please God; you must have faith to serve men! [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I agree with the gentleman's serip- 
tural ideas, but I would like to know if the gentleman means to 
tell the House that as chairman of this great committee, neither 
he nor any member of it has thought it of sufficient importance 
to interrogate any of the department officials as to the duties 
of or necessity for the employment of these four mechanicians. 
In other words, does the chairman mean to say that although 
he is chairman of a great committee in this House, composed 
of a number of Members of this House, that he and the entire 
committee are willing to accept and do accept in the prepara- 
tion of a bill carrying over $16,000,000 the simple statement of 
officials in the department that they are necessary, without 
going into detail and making any investigation at all? 

Mr. LAMB. I have already replied to the gentleman that 
we trust these people to a degree in planning for employees in 
the conduct of their business. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In this case the gentleman did not 
ask them anything about it? 

Mr. LAMB. In this case we failed to ask what the particu- 
lar work these mechanicians did, taking it for granted that 
unless they had duties to perform they would not be in the 
department. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
the following language—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his point of 
order? 7 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. On page 17, line 22, “one 
mechanician, $1,380; one mechanician, $1,260"; and in line 25, 
“one mechanician, $960”; and on top of page 18, line 1, “one 
mechanician, $900.” E 

I want to say to the chairman that if Members of the House 
are willing to vote to appropriate this money for the salaries 
of these people upon the statement of the chairman, that he has 
no knowledge at all of the necessity for them, I am content. I 
want to say further it is my understanding—I may be mis- 
informed—that this little army of mechanicians are main- 
tained in that department for the purpose of looking after the 
automobiles kept for the use of the officials of that department. 
I may be in error about that, but we can not get any informa- 
tion from the committee, and therefore I move to strike out 
that language. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the committee 
did not interrogate Dr. Galloway on this proposition. It is true 
that the committee did not interrogate Dr. Galloway on a great 
many clerical positions. It is true that the committee has not 
sought by personal investigation to find out exactly what every 
clerk in the Department of Agriculture does. I think there are 
some 12,000 of these men scattered throughout the United States, 
and it would be an absolute physical impossibility for any com- 
mittee of this Congress in the course of a busy session to find 
out exactly, precisely, according to the Florida rule, what each 
of these employees does. As the chairman of the committee so 
well expressed it, we must trust somebody. I am not afraid to 
trust my fellow man, because I am not afraid for my fellow 
man to trust me. [Applause.] We can not be expected, as a 
busy committee, dealing not only with this appropriation bill, 
which is a small part of the work of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, but dealing with great problems affecting the future of this 
country, to spend our time in inquiring what each one of these 
several mechanicians is doing. That suggestion is absurd. We 
take it that the Secretary of Agriculture, operating through his 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


subordinates, is not going to do anything contrary to the wish of 
Congress. We take it that the Secretary of Agriculture, in this 
instance working through Dr. Galloway, is not going to permit, 
these fellows to run automobiles at public expense unless it is 
necessary in the conduct of public business and in connection 
with the business of the Department of Agriculture, and then he 
would have the right to do it. It is absolutely impossible for 
any committee of Congress, to explain all of these little things 
that occur in a great appropriation bill, and it is strange to me 
that the activity of the gentleman from Florida has become so 
acute upon this appropriation bill. The Army appropriation 
bill went through a few days ago, and I do not recollect that 
the gentleman from Florida posted himself upon the watch tower 
to see that none of these things got into the Army appropriation 
bill. I can not understand why the gentleman from Florida has 
picked out the agricultural appropriation bill for special attack, 
when I know that the great State of Florida and its future his- 
tory are wrapped up in the development of the agriculture of 
that State, and this department of the Government is doing a 
great work in the State of Florida and throughout the country 
in the uplift of the great profession of farming. I therefore 
trust the amendment of the gentleman will be yoted down, voted 
down promptly and unanimously. [Applause.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Well, I want to say a word or two. 

5 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can ask unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Go ahead; I will get a chance later. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word in the paragraph, 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, that amendment is not in order 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman. I simply want 
to say, in reply to the gentleman from South Carolina, that no 
man is more in favor of this Government waking appropriations 
for the agricultural interests than I am, and liberal appropria- 
tions—in fact, more than liberal appropriations—but I am op- 
posed to a bill that comes into this House carrying nearly 
$17,000,000 for the supposed interest of the agriculture of this 
country, when probably only two or three million dollars of it 
goes to the benefit of the farmer. Seventeen million dollars are 
appropriated here and the great bulk of it is taken up in 
salaries, in automobiles, in carriages and horses for department 
officials to use, in these outside trimmings and trappings that 
never get to the farmer, and in which he is not interested a 
particle. The gentleman can not put me in the attitude of op- 
posing appropriations for the agricultural interests of this 
country. I will go as far as he will go, or any other man upon 
this floor, in appropriating for those things which foster, care 
for, and build up the agricultural interests of this country. The 
agricultural interests of the country are the basis upon which 
all our prosperity is built. [Applause.] The manufacturers, 
the mercantile establishments, all the rest might go down to 
disaster and ruin, but if the farmer is prosperous the country 
will prosper. So I am in favor of liberal appropriations, but I 
am not willing to take the great bulk of this money to pay law 
clerks and solicitors and hire automobiles and carriages and 
mechanicians and chauffeurs, and things like that that the 
farmer would not know when he saw and which he cares abso- 
lutely nothing about. That man is the true friend of the 
farmer who stands upon this floor and insists that the money 
appropriated for his good shall go to this purpose, shall benefit 
agriculture and see that it does not keep in the city of Wash- 
ington a lot of pampered, yellow-shoed, red-necktied hair-parted- 
in-the-middle dudes to ride in automobiles. [Applause.] The 
fellow wearing brogan shoes and pulling a bell cord over a 
flop-eared mule is the man I am standing for. [Applause.] 
Ah, Mr. Chairman, yet the committee comes in here and says 
on important items that they have made absolutely no inyesti- 
gation at all, and know nothing about it. 

I ask these gentlemen now to take out the trimmings, to take 
out the froth, to take out this honey they are delivering to 
these dude people, and to give it to the farmer in order to build 
up the agricultural interests and put a stop to the great crop 
of dudes who infest and inhabit these departments. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the items which the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. CLARK] objected to and moved to strike 
out a few moments ago were for mechanicians under the Bureau 
of Plant Industry, in the item relating to salaries under that 
bureau. 

That bureau represents the most important portion of the 
Department of Agriculture. It is engaged in obtaining informa- 


Any amendment to this paragraph is in 
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tion for the direct benefit not only of the man who drives the 
flop-eared mule, but for the benefit of the flop-eared mule. And 
I have no doubt that if the Department of Agriculture can 
proceed and obtain the necessary information, the use of the 
single mule in drawing the very small and inadequate plow in 
the gentleman’s district can be dispensed with and modern 
farming introduced into Florida. [Applause.] 

This bureau is engaged, among other of its works, in main- 
taining an experimental plant-industry greenhouse service. It 
has various experimental farms. It is studying the subject of 
many things enumerated in the bill, covering many pages of it, 
and yet the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] objects to an 
item which provides men who will keep the mechanical work of 
this bureau up to date. No wonder the gentleman from Florida 
objects. He does not believe in keeping the mechanical work 
either of the bureau or of the farmer up to date. I hope that 
the time may come when we may introduce modern mechanical 
appliances into the district of the gentleman from Florida, and 
if we could provide mechanicians to go into his district to teach 
them how to use modern agricultural mechanical implements it 
would do a great service to Florida. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

General expenses, Bureau of Plant Industry: For all necessary ex- 
penses in the investigation of fruits, fruit trees, grain, cotton, tobacco, 
vegetables, grasses, forage, drug, medicinal, poisonous, fiber, and other 
plants and plant industries, in cooperation with other branches of the 
department, the State experiment stations, and practical farmers, and 
for the erection of necessary farm buildi : Provided, That the cost of 
any building erected shall not exceed $1, ; for field,and station ex- 
penses, including fences, drains, and other farm improvements; for re- 

airs in the District of Columbia and elsewhere; for rent outside of the 

istrict of Columbia ; and for the employment of all investigators, local 
and special agents, ricultural explorers, experts, clerks, illustrators, 
assistants, and all labor and other necessary expenses in the city of 
Washington and elsewhere uired for the investigations, experiments, 
and demonstrations herein authorized, as follows: 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the language on page 18, beginning with line 21— 

For the erection of me yt AT build : Provided, That the 
cost of any building erected shall not ex $1,500; for field and 
station expenses, including fences, drains, and other improve- 
ments p 

As being new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida makes the 
point of order against the portion of the paragraph providing 
for the erection of necessary farm buildings, provided that the 
cost of any building erected shall not exceed $1,500. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from Florida make the 
point of order, or does he reserve it? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will reserve it. 

Mr. LAMB. Then, Mr. Chairman, let me make the following 
statement: This provision was put in in order to assist this 
bureau in the following way. The bureau has no definite author- 
ity at the present time to make such improvements in connec- 
tion with its field stations and experimental farms. It is seri- 
ously interfering with the carrying out of the investigations 
being conducted at such places. Now, on this point I have some 
letters here, which, perhaps, I will read, if necessary, but I will 
say that we were a little more careful as to this matter than 
we were in inquiring about these mechanicians. We asked Dr. 
Galloway, and he said: 

Dr. GALLOWAY. That question is an important one to us. We now 
have established in different parts of the country a number of stations, 
at which we are doing important work, notably on reservations set aside 
by the Reclamation Service, and also in connection with our dry-land 
ex mental work in the West. Where these stations have been estab- 

ed it is 3 and essential that we should have authority to 
erect buildings for the housing of our men and the caring for the ma- 
chinery and other things used in connection with the work. Heretofore 
Mppropriation: bat cade d 
appropr! 0 un ar ut ru Q 
is found — to get legislation if we expect to take ane of it in 
ure, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that makes it very plain that this new 
language is proper and that it ought to be enacted into law. 

Mr CLARK of Florida Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 
of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “improvements,” line 24, page 18, insert the 
following : 

“And provided pene, That the money already ap riated for 
general expenses Bureau of Plant Industry, fiscal r 184 Is hereby 
made available for the erection of the necessary farm buildings: Pro- 
vided, The cost of any building erected shall not exceed $1,500, and 
— eld-station expenses, including fences, drains, and other farm 
provements.” 


Mr. Chairman, I offer the 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order only 
in order that my friend from South Dakota may be heard on 
the subject. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. This amendment applies to 
the current appropriation the same authorization for buildings 


as the bill now provides for the coming fiscal year. The de- 
partment has always construed the general authority author- 
izing this experiment work to include the putting up of 
temporary buildings and sheds for horses, and fences, and 
things of that kind, which are necessary for carrying on the 
experimental work. A few months ago the Comptroller of the 
Treasury rendered a decision in which he held that specific 
authority would have to be given. Specific authority is now 
given in the item just passed, which has been before the com- 
mittee, for the coming fiscal year. This simply gives the same 
authority for the present fiscal year over the fund already 
available. 

I may say that there are three or four experiment stations, 
one or two in the South and one or two in the Northern States, 
in which the work is now stopped for the purpose of obtaining 
this authority for the current fiscal year which is now in the 
bill for the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much money is to be expended on this 
particular feature? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I think it does not exceed 
$4,500, but the current appropriation amounts to about $75,000 
in all, most of which goes to the cultivation of the fields. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman’s amendment is adopted, 
how much money will be applied to this work? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. About $4,500, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
MARTIN]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the control of diseases of orchard and other fruits, $40,675. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment to that paragraph. I move to strike out “$40,675” and 
insert in lieu thereof $42,075.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, line 11, strike out the words “forty thousand six hun- 
dred and seventy-five” and insert in Meu thereof the words “ forty-two 
thousand and seventy-five.” 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, $42,075 was the 
amount carried in the last bill. If there is an important matter 
under the control of the Bureau of Plant Industry, it is the 
matter of the control of the diseases of orchard and other 
fruits, and I do not understand that there is any reason for the 
diminution of this appropriation. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

“The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman will yield, I will say to the 
gentleman that there is only an apparent decrease in the ap- 
propriation for that item. As a matter of fact, there is no 
actual decrease. The statement furnished to me by Dr. Gal- 
loway himself, who is in charge of the work, is to this effect: 
The present appropriation is $42,075; the estimate for 1918 is 
$40,675; the amount allowed by the committee, $40,675. The 
apparent decrease in that item is due to the transfer of some 
clerk from one roll to another. I with that explanation, 
the gentleman will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is a matter of clerk hire? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. Five hundred dollars is for rent. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
a yote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
$ ah usa control of diseases of forest and ornamental trees and shrubs, 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of 
order against the increase in that appropriation. There is an 
increase of $4,840. I make a point of order against the 
language, “ $29,510.” 

Mr. LAMB. That is not subject to a point of order. 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. It is an increase.. 


Mr. MANN. That does not make any difference. It is not 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. The appropriation in the last bill 
was $24,670. The appropriation in this bill is $29,510. That 
is an increase of $4,840. I make the point of order against the 
appropriation. 


Mr. LEVER. On the point of arder, Mr. Chairman, I do 
not suppose it is necessary to argue to the Chair. The point 
of order does not lie. The Chairman held that yesterday, 
and it has been so held by every Chairman of committees from 
time immemorial—that a point of order does not lie against 
an increase of an appropriation on an appropriation bill. I 
hope the Chair will rule. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to have a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the provision is authorized by law, the 
appropriation may be increased or diminished, in the judg- 
ment of the committee or of the House. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Then, Mr. Chairman, I offer to 
amend by striking out the words “twenty-nine thousand five 
hundred and ten” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four thousand six hundred and seventy dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on page 19, lines 13 and 14, by striking out the words 
“twenty-nine thousand five hundred and ten“ and inserting in Heu 
thereof the words “twenty-four thousand six hundred and seventy.” 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we 
have here a beautiful illustration of how the farmer is being 
taken care of. Here is one item for the control of diseases of 
orchard and other fruits, which is of the utmost importance to 
the rural people of this country. They are engaged in the 
cultivation of orchard and other fruits from Maine to Cali- 
fornia and from the Great Lakes to the Gulf. Yet here 
is a proposition to decrease the amount, following it imme- 
diately with an increase, when it comes to the appropri- 
ation for the control of diseases of forest and ornamental trees 
and shrubs, that are of no particular benefit to the farmer. 
They may charm the eye, they may delight the «esthetic tastes 
of some of these dudes employed in this great Department of 
Agriculture, but they are of no material.benefit to the horny- 
handed son of toil who is laboring to make a living for himself 
and support this great Republic. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The purpose of this appropriation to control 
the diseases of forest and ornamental trees is, first, to protect 
the national forests, and, second, to protect the ornamental 
trees and shrubs from diseases that will be communicated to 
orchards and useful fruit-bearing trees. Without this authority 
we can not protect the orchards from the diseases that accumu- 
Jate among the ornamental trees and are transmitted to the 
fruit trees. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman explain the ne- 
cessity for this increase of nearly $5,000 over the appropriation 
of last year? 

Mr. LAMB. I will explain that. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Just briefly, because I want to say 
something else on this thing. 

Mr. LAMB. Will I be brief if I follow the gentleman’s ex- 
ample? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
gentleman would do that. 

Mr. LAMB. In the appropriation under miscellaneous items, 
further along in this bill, the item for chestnut-tree bark dis- 
ease, $5,000, has been transferred to this subappropriation. 
That accounts for that much of it. 

The sum of $840 has been transferred to it from the subap- 
propriation for national plant investigation, making $5,840. 

This amount has been decreased by $1,000 to cover the trans- 
fer of one employee to the statutory roll, making a net increase 
of $4,840. | 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Whenever we get down to the 
facts 

Mr. LAMB. My friend can not take me off my feet. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have no time to yield for a speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida has the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have the floor, and I can not yield 
further. 

Mr. LAMB. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
gentleman yielded to me for a brief explanation. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yielded for a simple statement, 


I think we would make time if the 


I thought the 


ur LAMB. I thought you wanted me to make an expla- 
nation. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Whenever we get down to the facts 
as to these increases and decreases, every single time the 
“nigger in the woodpile” is some dude clerk whom they are 
transferring from one place to another and managing to increase 
his salary all the time. Now, there is not any reason why the 
appropriation for the protection of fruit trees and orchards 
should be decreased and the appropriation for the protection of 
ornamental trees should be increased. 

Mr. Chairman, in this country we can not live on beauty. 
The farmer may feast his eyes upon the beauty of an orna- 
mental tree, but he can not feast his stomach on it. He must 
have something more substantial than the mere beauty of orna- 
mental trees, and I am here pleading for the man who is 
dependent on what comes out of the ground for the support of 
himself and his family. I say he is not being treated fairly in 
this bill when the appropriations for the admirers of the beau- 
tiful are increased and the appropriations for the horny-handed 
one-gallus fellow who sweats and toils from daylight to dark 
are being decreased. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to finish my ex- 
planation and then, without attempting to answer my friend’s 
apostrophy to the beautiful, I will ask for a vote. The chestnut- 
tree-bark disease investigation of the department is identical to 
that in similar projects under the forest pathologists. Further- 
more, the chestnut-tree-bark investigations are strictly under 
the forest pathologists, and therefore it is believed that the two 
appropriations should be consolidated. 

Now, on that point we asked Dr. Galloway, and here is his 
answer: 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTER ON AGRICULTURE. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next item is for control of diseases of forest 
and ornamental trees and shrubs, $34,670. Last year it was $29,510. 
This is an increase. 

Dr. GALLOWAY. Last year there was a separate item added to the 
sporo riation act, and it was 175 over in the back of the bill as a spe- 
cial item, as I explained awhile ago. This year we have taken that 
ang put it in the proper piace, and it does not, in fact, represent any 

Mr. HAwLEY. The two items of last year equal the one of this year? 

Dr. GALLOWAY. Yes. 

Mr. Lever. What was that item? 

i The item was the investigation of the chestnut-bark 

Therefore, this shows that the gentleman from Florida has 
spent this much of his time unnecessarily, for it is in fact no 
increase at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is it not a fact that in every transfer from 
the lump sum to the statutory roll the clerk was transferred at 
the same salary? i 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. I am glad the gentleman suggested that. 
The House directed this thing to be done: 


The 3 of Agriculture for the fiscal year 1912, and annually 
thereafter, shall transmit to the Secretary of the Treasury for submis- 
sion to Congress in the Book of Estimates detailed estimates for all 
executive officers, clerks, and employees below the grade of clerk, indl- 
cating the salary or compensation of each, necessary ta be employes b 
partment o Agel 


sae 7 various bureaus, offices, and divisions of the 
culture, 

That is the law, and these transfers do not represent any 
increase of salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Florida. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For acclimatization and adaptation investigations of cotton, corn, and 
other crops introduced from tropical regions, and for the improvement 
of cotton by cultural methods, breeding, and selection, $31,000. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of inquiring the reason for the reduction 
in the amount carried by this paragraph. 

Mr. LAMB. It has been reduced from $34,670 to $31,000. 
Two thousand two hundred and ninety dollars was cut by the 
committee in the interest of economy, and 51,380 covered the 
transfer of one employee to the statutory roll. 

Mr. MANN. What interest of economy is there in reducing 
the appropriation for the acclimatization and adaptation in- 
vestigations of cotton, corn, and other crops introduced from 
tropical regions? I know of nothing more important in the 
Agricultural Department of the country than that very para- 

aph. 

Pie LAMB. We were reducing where we could do it without 
hurting the activities, and we asked Dr. Galloway along this 
line if they could not stand a reduction of a few thousand dol- 
lars on this particular item, and he said if in our wisdom we 
did it he thought he could get along. 
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Mr. MANN. Of course; what else could he say? 

Mr. LAMB. We were counseling with him and getting his 
views as an expert and the chief of the bureau having this 
matter in charge. 


Mr. MANN. Here we are making studies as to the adaptation 


to our climate of various agricultural products, and we have 
introduced into the country new crops of various kinds, new 
cereals and new species of cotton plants of great value to the 
country. I know of nothing that is more important. Of course, 
if they cut off $2,000 or $30,000, how will that loss be met in 
the department? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the subcommittee making up this appropriation bill asked Dr. 
Galloway to meet with us when we were considering his bureau. 
We told him the pressure to reduce expenditures was exceed- 
ingly strong. - 

Mr. MANN. I think that is what is the trouble. 

Mr. LEVER. And wherever we made a cut we wanted to 
make it in such a manner and in such a way as to do the least 
harm. He said, Tou can take this appropriation and several 
more appropriations and reduce them 5 or 6 per cent and in no- 
wise interfere with my work, because we give ourselves a lee- 
way of 5 to 10 per cent in our estimates.” 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that at the present 
time it is extremely important to continue to the full limit the 
investigations for the improvement of cotton by cultural methods, 
breeding, and selection, especially in view of the danger from 
the boll weevil? Yet the gentleman proposes to cut off $2,000 
of that amount—cuts off that much—for an investigation of the 
breeding, selection, and cultural methods of cotton. I am op- 
posed to it. I think it is to our interest to have cotton raised 
as cheaply as possible to meet the objection caused by the in- 
troduction of the boll weevil. I do not believe that gentlemen 
on that side of the aisle ought to desire to attempt to break 
down the inquiry into the improvement of cotton by cultural 
methods. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, I desire to 
say to the gentleman from Illinois that the cultural work of 
the Department of Agriculture touching cotton in its larger 
and bigger operations is carried in another item of this bill, in 
the boll-weevil item, where we are appropriating something 
like $332,000. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? Is 
it not true, in the item of which the gentleman speaks, that you 
have cut down that item that heretofore carried $350,000 and 
inserted $332,000? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman is talking about something else. 

eee I am talking about the boll-weevil item on 
page 22. 

Mr. LEVER. That is in another section. Let me say to my 
friend that there are several items in this bill touching the boll 
weevil. ` 

Mr. TRIBBLE. What two items, except the one the gentle- 
man was just inquiring about and the one I am inquiring about? 

Mr. LEVER. If the gentleman will turn over a little further, 
he will find “for the study and demonstration of the best meth- 
ods of meeting the ravages of the cotton-boll weevil, $332,960.” 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. On page 22, lines 1 to 3, inclusive. 

Mr. MANN. You have cut that down. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The appropriation last year was $350,000, 
and now you have cut it down to $332,000. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say we gave in this bill exactly what the 
department asked for, and the department always asks for 
enough, as the gentleman is probably aware. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. We may ask for more, as far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. MANN. The department has never asked for enough for 
this; we have always increased it in the House. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I agree with the gentleman in that thor- 
oughiy—I mean with the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say further to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that we have the absolute assurance from Dr. Galloway 
that the simple decrease of 5 or 6 per cent in this appropriation 
here is not going to interfere with his work and will not inter- 
fere in the least with the authority which he has under this 
item to conduct the experiments which he is doing. If I 
thought so, I would be in line with the gentleman, but we have 
the assurance of Dr. Galloway it will not interfere at all. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will agree with me that Dr. Gal- 
loway is one of the most expert and competent men in the Goy- 
ernment or any other service. [Applause.] And he appreciates 
the position which he occupies. He will take whatever Congress 
gives to him in the way of money and make the best use of it. 
He will undoubtedly agree with the committee if you cut off 

* $2,000 or $20,000, and he will do the best he can with what is 
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appropriated ; but I do not believe that the cultural methods and 
breeding and selection of cotton have reached that degree of 
perfection that we ought to reduce the appropriation for that 
purpose, and. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment to strike 
out, on page 19, line 25, the words thirty-one thousand dollars“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ thirty-three thousand six 
hundred and seventy dollars,” so that it will read: 

And for the Improvement of cotton by cultural methods, breeding, 
and selection, 833.5705 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 19, line 25, strike out the words “ thirty-one thousand dollars“ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ thirty- thousand six hun- 
dred and seventy dollars.” 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly agree with the 
gentleman from Illinois in his amendment. I can not see why 
this committee has not increased the appropriation for the de- 
struction of the boll weevil anywhere from $300,000 to $500,000 
instead of cutting it down. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can not come on the floor of 
this House and show this committee such progress made in the 
last two years in the destruction of the boll weevil as will 
authorize a decrease in appropriation. Then, should we not 
have an increase instead of diminishing the previous appropria- 
tion? Why, sir, there is not a pest in the history of this coun- 
try so destructive to the interests of the South and to the farm- 
ers of the South as the boll weevil. There has never been a 
pest in the history of this country so destructive as the boll 
weevil. It is a pest that moves upon a country like the pesti- 
lence of war. It comes and causes more destruction often than 
a moving army, because it comes at night, it comes unseen, and 
in a few days the poor man is left without a crop. He plants 
for 50 bales of cotton, say, and he does not get a single bale. 
Men plant and expect to reap and live upon their work at the 
end of the year. They start at the beginning of the year with 
little. They buy during the year the supplies necessary to make 
a crop. The boll weevil comes and leaves them without a dol- 
lar, with not a cent to pay for the supplies previously, pur- 
chased, and no money to live on during the following year. 

Where can you conceive of a more destructive thing than the 
boll weevil? It is advancing upon the borders of Georgia, and 
I for one will not stand here upon the floor of this House, repre- 
senting a constituency of farmers, and submit to a reduction in 
the appropriation for the destruction of the boll weevil. Let us 
appropriate more; let us build some experimental stations; let 
us get busy and destroy or kill the effect of the boll weevil to 
as great an extent as possible. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I agree heartily with 
what the gentleman from Georgia has said in regard to the 
nature and extent of the ravages of the boll weevil. No pest 
has visited any section of the country which has been more 
destructive. But it is further disclosed that the scientific men, 
and the practical men also, who have gone into the South and 
studied this question, have determined to a finality that there 
is nothing they can do further than they have done to investi- 
gate the habits of the boll weevil. They have discovered nothing 
that they can do to overcome the effects of its visitation, except 
to teach the people of the section of the country visited by it 
diversified agriculture. Money has been spent to pay the serv- 
ices and expenses of men to go into the South to teach diversi- 
fied agriculture. In farm demonstration and in farm manage- 
ment Government work is being done there, and wonderful prog- 
ress being made. And I venture the assertion that the boll 
weevil has been really a blessing to the States of the South, 
and that the gentlemen who haye thoroughly studied the ques- 
tion will admit the truth of the statement I make to that effect. 

Now, if the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] will offer 
an amendment to the provisions of this bill which will carry 
money for further work along demonstration lines or farm man- 
agement lines, to pay for the services and the expenses of men 
to go into the South to teach better methods of agriculture and 
to teach different agriculture from what has been carried on 
there, I will not raise my voice against it. But to increase the 
appropriation for further investigation of the boll weevil, its 
habits, and for the discovery of something to overcome it, I 
do not believe is called for, and I submit that sufficient appro- 
priation is carried in this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Is not the purpose of the amendment which I 


have offered the yery thing the gentleman suggests, namely, to 
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increase the appropriation for the adaptation of crops intro- 
duced from tropical regions into the very country where the 
boll weevil is prevalent? That is the item which is under 
consideration. 

Mr, McLAUGHLIN. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that I think 
the gentleman from Illinois is right. I was somewhat under 
misapprehension as to the item undér discussion, but the main 
appropriation for farm demonstration and farm management, 
by which the people of the South are getting such great benefit, 
is carried in still another part*of the bill, namely, at the foot 
of page 21, where the bill carries $186,020, and at the top of 
page 22, where the bill carries $332,960. It may be that proper 
use can be made of the $31,000. Possibly it is to be used along 
the same line. If it is, the amount should not be reduced, and 
I would be the last to stand in the way of an increase of it if 
the department is in shape to use the increased amount of 
money. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment has been ex- 
hausted, but the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS]. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in view 
of the fact that the gentleman from Georgia called upon me to 
verify a statement, I would like to make a few remarks. I can 
not agree with the opinion of the gentleman from Georgia, that 
the department has made no progress in discovering cultural 
methods by which the boll weevil can be destroyed, or rather 
by which his ravages can be greatly minimized. If I did agree 
with that opinion I would not favor an increase in the appro- 
priation which provides for the war that the department is 
making. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes, 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Is it not true that the boll weevil makes his 
progress and is going on right straight to the State of Georgia 
with his ravages just as he has always been doing, and with as 
much destruction? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. That is probably true. 
But nevertheless, where the boll weevil has been and where he 
has wrought great damage many planters, by adopting the cul- 
tural methods advised by the Department of Agriculture, have 
been able to make as good and as profitable crops as they were 
able to make before. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to file here with my remarks letters 
from farmers who live right in the midst of the boll-weeyil 
country, who have gone out and have successfully combated 
the scourge and made just as much cotton as they did before. 
I have a list here, and the names upon it are not confined to 
those who have made little demonstration crops of one or two 
acres. I have the name of one man, for instance, who had 200 
acres in cotton right in the midst of the boll-weevil invasion. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? . 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Ina minute. That farmer 
produced last year on his 200 acres an average of 1,800 pounds. 
I think it is very rare that the gentleman can find 200 acres 
that will produce more than that without the boll weevil. On 
another plantation there were 2,000 acres in cotton, where they 
averaged 900 pounds in one of the worst crop years we eyer 
had; and yet it produced an average of 900 pounds to the acre, 
because the planter followed the methods prescribed by the 
Department of Agriculture. 

For that reason I would favor a liberal appropriation to 
enable this Government to continue the work in which it is 
engaged. If I believed they had made no progress, then I 
would think there was no further occasion to spend money. 

Mr. LEVER. This is not the item, anyhow. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. No; I understand this is 
not the item. I believe that the reduction in the production of 
cotton is due more to panic than it is to the ravages of the boll 
weevil. Men abandon the crop. They are afraid to supply their 
hands. The fields lie barren and uncultivated. As a matter of 
course, they do not produce cotton on them. But where they 
do plant and where they do observe the cultural methods pre- 
scribed by the department, the fact is that they make the cotton. 

I think the worst possible doctrine that the gentleman can 
preach to those communities before the boll weevil gets in is 
that the department has so far been unable to ascertain success- 
ful methods by which the boll weevil can be combated and 
Sorts * successfully under boll-weevil conditions. [Ap- 
plause. 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield now? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. In just a second. In my 
county this year, on a plantation where the boll weevil has 
been for three years, one gentleman made 448 pounds of lint 
to the acre in the poorest crop year we have had in that coun- 
try since I have lived in it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman describe the first year 
when the boll weevil struck him? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Its ravages are dreadful. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois and Mr. MANN asked unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HUMPHREYS] be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Humruereys] be allowed to 
continue for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The first year is more 
disastrous—is more calamitous—and, as I believe, the principal 
reason for it is that farmers, like all other people in this world, 
have to profit by their own experience. Members here talk 
about the “dude employees” of this department, to use the 
expression which I have heard here on the floor to-day, and 
refer to “these paper farmers.” They do not believe that the 
Department of Agriculture has men of practical experience 
who will teach them anything, so they continue to cultivate 
their cotton in the same old way. They pursue the same old 
methods, believing that they know more about it than the ex- 
perts from the department. The result is that when December 
comes around they have not got a crop. The next year, how- 
ever, and the following year, the boll weevil is still there, but 
they begin to see the light. Then they plant their cotton in 
wider rows and pursue the other methods prescribed by the 
department, and the result is that they make cotton. I will 
present and have printed in the Recoxp letters from farmer 
after farmer who in the midst of the most destructive period 
of the boll weevil haye made good crops. For that reason I 
am in favor of liberal appropriations by the Federal Govern- 
ment, because I believe we are doing good. If I believed to 
the contrary, if I believed that we had not discovered any 
method and were not making any progress, I would not have 
the courage to stand here and ask for further appropriations. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Can the gentleman tell me how much Jand 
depreciated in value the first year that the boll weevil struck 
his locality? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. My opinion is that land 
values are not very readily affected. I can not answer spe- 
cifically. If they are depreciated, it is only temporarily. After 
they have followed the advice of the department and taken 
advantage of the experience of those who have successfully 
fought the weevil, in every case whatever depreciation there 
may have been is counterbalanced and the land advances in 
price. The time when the land depreciates in value is just about 
the year before the boll weevil comes. He comes about Sep- 
tember and the next year he does the greatest damage. When 
he appears the people become panic-stricken. The bankers are 
afraid to let the merchants have money, and the merchants, 
therefore can not let the farmers haye supplies, so that the 
farmers can not plant cotton and the fields lie idle. But five 
years afterward the land is just as valuable as it was before, 
if not more so. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman think that my State 
and the State of Alabama should go through the experience of 
absolute destruction simply because the gentleman’s section has 
had to go through it? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Certainly not. I said I 
was in favor of this appropriation, because I knew it was doing 
good. If you preach the doctrine to your people that the great- 
est calamity that has ever befallen them is now impending, you 
will discourage the farmers. But preach to them the doctrine 
of hope, point them back to the regions where the boll weevil 
has been and where they have successfully combated it, and 
point them to the methods prescribed by the department and 
say, “ Therein lies your salvation,” and assure them that if they 
will follow that method they will succeed. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman think it will discourage 
the people to tell them that the Agricultural Department is 
helping them? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I want to help them. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Then why do you agree with these gentle- 
men who want to cut down the appropriation? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I do not agree with them 
My whole argument was in favor of an appropriation, If it 
was not doing any good, however, I would propose to eut it 
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down; but I believe it is doing good, and therefore I want to 
maintain it. 
The following are the letters referred to: 


COL. MAXWELL TELLS HOW TO FIGHT WEEVIL-—BIG LOUISIANA COTTON 
GROWER ADDRESSES GREENWOOD RALLY. 


A big agriculture rally was held in Greenwood last Saturday at the 
courthouse. There was present a good audience to listen to the s 
tions of the speakers present, among whom were officers of the Missis- 
sippi State Farm Institute and Col. F. M. Maxwell, of Louisiana, who 
220 1 as the most successful and one of the biggest planters of 

ate. 

Col. Maxwell accepted an invitation to be here on this date and ad- 
dress them as to how he mana to whip the boll weevil and raise the 
cotton he did under the prevalent circumstances. 

The following is Col. Maxwell’s speech verbatim: 


HOW TO FIGHT WEEVIL. 


“Ladies and Gentlemen: I am here to talk to you about the boll 
weevil and raising cotton under boll-weevil conditions. I perhaps have 
had more rience, spent more time and money, than most men of 
this country investigating the bell weevil. Several years ago, when they 
had the boll weevil in Texas, I went there on a committee from Shreve- 
port to investigate the boll-weevil infected sections. The thing was 

ing agitated. a were holding conventions to talk the matter 
over. At this conven t. 
advocated een, 
pointed out places where he had succeeded, and declared that he would 
not take $1,000 for the discovery. We also had with us then a Dr. 
Hunter and a Dr. Knapp and they both discussed that matter of Paris 

n with detail after detail, and they both declared that we would not 

benefited by Paris green. The committee was appointed at Shreve- 
port to go to Texas and investigate conditions. When we Fo ready the 
railroad company furnished a man to go with us, free of charge, and 
take us from place to place over the State. We traveled around consid- 
erably over the State of Texas and investigated matters very closely. 
We had Dr. Hunter with us. We saw his experiments, saw his ants— 
which, by the way, were a fallure—and we went and investigated Capt. 
Marshall's patches under the Paris green treatment. We interviewed 
bankers, merchants, planters, farmers, and everybody, and we found a 
big territory in Texas in poor, sandy, post-oak country, in which they 
had given zp the ee of cotton—couldn’t do it—which was almost 
abandoned, looked dilapidated. But when we struck the black belt we 
struck lands, and we found no depreciation in value whatever. Lands 
were being held at $60 per acre, although they had the boll weevil sev- 
eral years. Their lands were very much like ours here—black lands, 
perhaps, doesn’t grow grass as well. They were making a half bale of 
cotton and over per acre, about what they made before the boll weevil 
came, but they were good farmers. 


“ KEPT WEEVIL DOWN. 


“They plowed their land well, pulverized it thoroughly and cultivated 


it well, got the cotton up early, plowed it early, cleaned up and burned 
up every ditch bank where the boll weevil could hide, and in that way 
kept them down until they could make a crop of cotton. We visited 


Capt. Marshall. We found that he had a pasture of about 20 acres, 
4 or 5 acres on the east side of the field next to the railroad, where 
there were a gin and oll mill. It was thought that the boll weevil came 
from these. There was some cotton of the same kind on the west side 
of the track, and here Capt. Marshall had used his poison. 

“We decided to make a thorough investigation of the use of Paris 
green. We counted the stalks and the bolls where he had used the 
poison and where he had not. We found that he had one boll more 
where he had used the poison than where he had not. 8 

“We came back home, and there was another convention called at 
Shreveport, and we again had with us Capt. Marshall, who made us a 
talk, and he talked and read his address for two hours, and 8 
out that he had solved the problem and that he could kill the boll 
weevil with Paris green. I wanted to reply to him, but they would not 
let me—said he was sick; that he would have a row if I did. When 
we got through that night we adjourned until the next morning. I 
said to the chairman that we wanted to discuss that matter again that 
we had discussed last night. Capt. Marshall said that he can kill and 

ison boll weevils by the use of Paris green, and we have people here 

rom all over the State, and they'll go home and spend their money for 
Paris green and will be no better thereby. When he called the meet- 
ing to order, I stated that we had Government officials present who 
had studied this business for years; that we had Dr. Hunter with us, 
who was at the head of the movement, and we would like to hear from 
Dr. Hunter. Dr. Hunter gave us details extending over years, and 
showed thoroughly that Paris green had done no good whatever, except 
when put In one spot when the cotton was young; when it was put on 
the young square, and the weevil got into the bud and ate the bud, and 
that was the only time. When he got through, I called on Dr. 1 
who was there, and he stated that Paris green has been tested by 1, 

persons; that he had received from them 999 letters; and that he had 
only received one letter in which it was stated that Paris green had 
been of benefit at all, and he was uncertain that he was benefited at all. 


“PARIS GREEN FAILS. 


“This convinced me that it was of no use whatever to use Paris 
green. I make this statement, gentlemen, so if there is anybody here 
who thinks he can kill the boll weevil by pasung him, he had better 
write Dr. Hunter and find out about it. don’t think he will advise 
any of you to use Paris green. I investigated this matter further in 
Louisiana one spring. The boll weevil had struck Red River and hit 
it a mighty hard lick over there. About one-half of the planters gave 
it up altogether. However, there were a lot of good farmers that stuck 
to the business. They went right ahead and made good cotton, and 
they’re making good cotton to-day, and they have been making money, 
and making money with the boll weevil. found, on . to them 
and going around with them, that they had cut out all the land that 
would not mature cotton quickly. You all know, every planter here 
knows, that we can not get land with water standing on it to warm up 
in time to make cotton under boll-weevil conditions; therefore, I say, 
cut out all, of that; put it into corn and oats, or something else; it will 
make better corn if you had the water off, but you can make corn, oats, 
lespedeza on pretty wet land. Don’t piani that wet land in cotton, be- 
cause you can't get ahead of the boll weevil; it is a race from start 
to finish; if you don't beat the boll weevil it beats you: 

“The first thing to do is to clean up all your land where you have 
grassy patches or places where the boll weevils can hide, ditch ks, 
otc., destroy all the boll weevils you possibly can, for every one you de- 


stroy now you are done with him. 
cotton and een don't destroy him he will give you plenty of weevils; 


If he comes out and gets into the 


they come thick and fast and in a hurry. 


“PLOW LAND EARLY. 


“ Next, plow pa land as early as possible; the weather has been 
such that there has been very little plowing done yet. Most of the land 
should have been plowed by this time, but it has been impossible to do 
so. The earlier and deeper and the better you pulverize and prepare 
pe lands, the better your crops will be. Every knows that it is 

possible to get a good stand and an early crop on land that has just 
been plowed up; the ground will harden and pack down and form a 


crust. If you plant it and there comes a beat! rain and the cotton 
comes up and stands there in that growing condition, it takes all the 
vitality. You must 


t the cotton in; plant as early as possible; plant 
it shallow in a seed so that it will grow right off. 

Next, work it as early as possible; don’t let the grass and the weeds 
get the start. I frequently use a section harrow right across the ridges, 
and sometimes harrow two or three times in that manner, If you will 
start as soon as it rains and pat your harrows on, you will destroy all 
the weeds and grass just started. It is much easier to destroy it then. 
Avoid the low places. 

“All that have black land—I suspect 25 have been told that you 
could not raise cotton on black land- but I want to say to you that you 
can raise cotton on black land and mature it more quickly than on sandy 
lands. If ERS land is drained well, so that you have a loose seed 
bed, and plant it early, it will make better than sandy land. You can 

lant it earlier than land, because there you have lice, which 
n black land does not trouble you. I plant my black land—plow it— 
first; most farmers commence on to front and plow back; I commence 
on the back and work forward the sandy land, toward the front. The 
black land must have rain; therefore I plow and plant it first, and I 
mature cotton there first. Last year I picked cotton two weeks earlier 
on the back of my place than on the front. Some of you perhaps bave 
not looked into the matter very closely. Be certain to drain out all low 
places, so as to not leave any water standing; you can not raise cotton 
with water standing. 


n sand 


* PLANT EARLY VARIETY. 


“Plant as early a variety as possible and a cotton that does not 
make large limbs and large leaves. With the boll weevils you want all 
the sun and air on the cotton you can get. And we have found by 
experiment that the big boll cotton that makes big leaves and ed 
limbs, covering the ground, make the best possible place for the weevils 
to hide and breed. The other Jets the sun and air in. You can plant 
it thicker, put the rows closer together, and you can plant it thicker 
in the drill, and we have been getting more cotton. I am going to give 
ya before I get through a test I made with 21 different varieties of 
cotton. 

“ Begin to cultivate as soon as the cotton comes up. Cultivate until 
12 — commence to pick. Cultivate shallow as to not destroy the root. 

t as few surface roots as possible. Whenever you cut roots of cot- 
3 is like corn—you destroy the vitality and stop it from making 
cotton. 

“T have found the Simpkins cotton best. There may be better cot- 
ton, but the Simpkins has proven best to me, and I have tried a good 


many. 

— Through this country I do not think there are many fertilizers being 
used. I have found that an old land—on our bayous, where they have 
been cultivated for years, as it is called worn-out Jands—I have found 
nitrate of soda the best. It will start the cotton off two weeks earlier; 
therefore, if you have any of that kind of land, I would suggest that 
you try nitrate of soda; put from 30 to 50 pounds to the acre. I take 
a little bucket and weigh it out and decide how much I want to put 
to the acre, and the hands spread it along. Then run your cultivator 
and mix it with the soil. It dissolves right away. By the time the 
cotton begins to make fruit well put on another application; put it in 
1 Sars it is damp, draws dampness, and it is hard to get a machine 
that will put it in unless you mix it with something dry. 


“ PLANT TRAP COTTON. 


„The boll weevil goes into the woods and hides, and very soon they 
will come out. As soon as the weather is warm enough they will go 
into the first crop. I would suggest that you plant two or three rows 
of cotton all around where there are woods; that cotton will come up, 
and the boll weevils will come out of the woods and go into that cotton 
first. When they go in there, you may go out carly in the morning and 
— them; it is much easier to go over two or three acres than a whole 

eld. 

“I had only a little patch last year, about an acre, planted next to 
the woods, then I had a strip of corn, and then the cotton began. Off 
of that little patch there next to the woods we picked off over 1,000 
grown boll weevils. They came in as early as April. This patch was 
cultivated by an Italian and his children. He got over 1,200 boll 
weeyils, but still he made two-thirds of a bale of cotton to the acre in 
that patch. 

“ REDUCE ACREAGE. 


“Reduce your acreage. I cut mine down to 50 per cent. Planted 
Tice, corn, oats, ss, clover, ete.; cut down the cotton half, and 
then gradually increase as your hands learn the nature of the weevil. I 
had one Italian that made 18 bales of cotton on 21 acres: one made 15 
to 19 bales on 20 acres; these are exceptions. Some made as little as 
5 bales on the same amount of land, but some had better land and 
better chances. I plant my best land in cotton; we had lots of land 
that made over a bale to the acre. The average was 1,125 pounds of 
seed cotton to the acre on one place on which we kept a strict account.~ 
I think the other lands will average as good. I will give the test of 21 
different varieties of cotton I planted. The cotton was plantd April 29, 
1911. In this experiment there were two rows in each variety, all in 
the same kind of ground, and the same length of rows: 

1. Truitt, 35 pounds. 

. Caldwell’s Big Boll, 50 pounds. 

“3. Dillon’s Wilt Proof, 16 pounds. 

. Triumph, 50 pounds. 

. Hastings’s Big Boll, 50 pounds. 

“6. Broadwell’s Double-Jointed, 65 pounds. 
Alexander's, 65 pounds. 

“8. Hawkins’s improved, 65 pounds. 

“9. Mortgage Litter, 65 pounds. 

“10. Russell’s Big Boll, 55 pounds. 

“11. Tool’s Improved. 65 pounds. 

“12. Money Maker. 55 pounds. 

“13. Simpkins's Home-Grown Seed, 75 pounds. 
“14. King’s Home-Grown Seed, 70 pounds. 
“15. Missouri Green, 60 pounds. 

“16. Unknown Staple, 25 pounds. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Sent for fe Staple, turned out to be Egyptian, 0 pounds. 


A 

25 18. Sunflower Staple, 50 pounds. 

“19. Columbia Staple, 50 pounds. 

“20. Unknown, 35 pounds. 

21, len’s Staple, 15 pounds. 

“22. Simpkins’s m Simpkins, N. C., 70 pounds. 
“ RESULTS OF TESTS. 


“I haye another test made under the suggestion of the ernment, 
made with staple cotton for the year of 1011 under the Pads as of Prof. 


tt, of Paris, Tex. 
April 28, 1911, with Columbia; wa; 


Plot 1: Three acres; planted 
well worked every eight akys; 592 85 out in December; weighed 3,7 
pounds of seed cotton; yield 1.2383 seed ti ne 

“Plot 2: Seven acres; planted April 28, 1911, and given, same culti- 
vation and land; picked out to January 5; weighed 1.0953 
seed cotton to the acre. 


lanted with Sunflower seed; four-fifths of an acre; picked in January; 
or at the rate of 1,434 to the acre. 
len was low in vitality and I did 
d stand. I would not advise you to pest very much staple 
you get your labor broken in, so that you can make cotton 
with the boll weevil. I made these riments at the sugestion of the 
Government. You should plant the d that matures 85 

At this juncture several questions were asked by local planters, to 
metre he gave cheerful answers, throwing much light upon the local 
5 on. $ 


COTTON IN SPITE OF BOLL WEEVIL. 
GILBERT, LA., Nóvember 10, 1910. 


our 17 555 as to our results as to the 
conditions, I beg to submit the following 


Mr. W. L. CHASE, Chase, La. 


Dear Sm: In answer to 
raising of cotton under weer 


90 hen hi a red gee ele 500 ds 
acres when he plan we poun 

I — you a picture of his cotton, 

m taken off his cotton eS 

oes 


The 


. Whittington, of Gilbert, La., has ginned 10 bales from 11 
baa Weighing B10 pounds each, with 500 pounds seed cotton over. 


anp N for seed and lint, besides saving one bale of seed for 
planting. 
A. W. McDuff, of Chase, La., made one bale per acre. I have not 
gotten weights yet. 

A. W. Sanders, of Chase, La., reported to me 20 bales from 21 acres. 
I will report the weights to you later. 

This is a fair sample of the results we are getting here under boll- 
weevil conditions by 5 fully with the representatives of the 
cooperative demonstrative work in charge of Dr. S. A. Knapp, of Wash- 


ington, D. C. 
Yours, very truly, L. M. CALHOUN, District Agent. 


BOLL-WEEVIL SITUATION—MR. W. W. MANGUM, OF NEW ORLEANS, WRITES 
COMPREHENSIVELY. 
The following letter on the boll-weevil situation should be carefully 
perused by every planter in the infected district. It is written by a 
man who has stu the condition and knows what advice to give: 


Yazoo City, Miss., December 31, 1910. 
Mr. W. W. MANGUM, 


190% Napoleon Avenue, New Orleans, La.: 

Dear Sin: I understand that you had a good deal of N N in 
ralsing cotton in boll-weevil conditions. I Would orrore i if you 
would write me a letter giving me the value of your hae: 
cially along the line as to the acter of cotton to plant; w. r 
you can successfully raise — FADE cotton under boli-weevil condi- 
tions; the time the cotton should be planted; how wide soc the rows 
should be planted to the mule; and whether or not there is any special 
benefit derived from picking up the punctured squares; and any other 
information you can give me as to how to cotton under boll- 
weevil conditions. 

A reply to this will be appreciated. 

our friend, T. H. CAMPBELL, Sr. 

P. S—I would like to publish your tam as I think your informa- 
tion would be valuable to every farmer this county, as the boll 
weevil undoubtedly here, and this is the second, and in somé places 
the third year of his appearance. 


MR. MANGUM’S REPLY. 
New ORLEANS, LA., January 3, 1911. 
T. C. CAMPBELL, Sr., 
Yazoo City, Miss. . 

DEAR Mr. CAMPBELL: Yours of 3ist to hand. The questions you ask 
ASE to boll weevils requiré a letter at length in order to cover the 
suhjec 

Brow personal observation, iny tion, and experience I unhesitat- 
ingly state that under following conditions paying crops of cotton can 


be grown: 
First A selection of good, pliable soil, easily drained. No stiff or 
n 


col 
5 Sand weeds, cornstalks and cotton stalks 
included, before the plan is done, in order to make it become homo- 
ao pe en enables it to become warm sooner, thus germinating seed 
mu er. 
his A selection of some one of the early proe varieties of seed 

and aoe as early as season will permit—not later than April 10. 
After ch ber to a stand, the most ‘ous, active, continu- 


vation sho must t up in to force growth and 
and to cover up all Se the tation squares that mar be caused 


ick up and destroy. Ge Boek ‘te: 
y f i 
en 


cover those that fall later, and run until Rear vine 5 
s do not mate or copu- 


From closest observation and my results obtained on large plantations 
in Louisiana the past year of 1910, I know that those who Retell upon 


ears preceding and 
any had and have z fa 


hopo 0 ractically abandoned large, 
valuable plantations, and tried rice. A ride throug them looks like 


desolation, and for many of them it is so, for at least the present. I 
cite one instance. A large cotton-planting company of Tensas Parish 
planted only a small acreage in cotton in 1909. Realizing later that it 
was folly to give up such land, they determined upon the new method. 
as outlined in the foregcing of this article, and made 1,160 tied bales of 
cotton in 1910, 300 pounds to the acre; besides plenty of corn, thousands 
of s to sell; and have sold a lot of hogs, etc., and all seed and 
cotton turned into money, with a net result of over $40,000 clear profit 
over and above all disbursements. There are others who have done pro- 
F well, but they are very few. Many others have con- 
tinued on large scale, but, due to improper efforts and selection, have 


wy ase Clary tak th 
see clear t there is no advantage to be gained by planting in 
wider rows in this valley, I would not make ne change Ao then. ond 
am inclined to leave the stand closer because, with better reparation 
and more vigorous tilling, the cotton will fruit more rapidiy and the 
percentage that will mature will increase yields. Except rimentally 
and with scientific application of commercial fertilizers, Í would not 
waste any time or money on long-staple cotton. On a large scale it may 
cause too great a loss. 

For years I have in a most 8 manner tried the different 
varieties. I give you the name of varieties that I tested: 

First. Kings is the earliest and shortest staple. 

hind: Trlunph. 4 ig E spe. 8 ae wer later. 

rather prolific, and about 7 to 10 days 

later than Kings; bat it 15 1} staple. R z 

Fourth. Simpkins, 1 ee early, but an unsatisfactory variety, as com- 


pared to others. (Anything from Carolinas is called Simpkins.) 
It takes of Tooles Prolific, and Simpkins about 80 bolls to 
make a pound, while it takes only 55 bolls of the Triumph. The ad- 


vantage of the large boll is this: First, it has 


— ago that in 725 to an Inquiry they advised me to test Tooles. I 
ve not regretted i 
I would write W. F. 


If you are going to plant largely this 755 ane you 5 „ 
nting, I cer y wo 0 80, 


acre, can never grow =“ larger. 
makes as much cotton as it di 
fact that the acreage 
It, too, i tical! iela 
00, is practically a prairie 
, and it is hot and dry, while we have hiber- 
n, the population since then has in- 
millions. he spread of the weevil is 
so certain, so steady, that until natural laws in uce parasites that 
will occasinally lessen them you and I will not see another bumper 
8 e., per acre—nor will we see any more very cheap cotton. 
urely the 23 that the States and that the Government and the 
sad result of a te like Louisiana—crop being reduced from $80,- 
000,000 six years ago to only $20,000,000 the past year—should be in- 
centive to every cotton grower to be up and doing. It is folly to 
cowardly lie down and give up. 

I forgot to mention that it is very important where two mules or 
horses can be used, riding or walking, double or wheel cultivators should 
be used. From 5 to 7 acres a day can be made with one d and far 
more satisfactory work is done; and after each row is driven down it 
is ready for a rain. It is one of the economies greatly needed 

Wishing you a prosperous New Year, I am, your friend, 

W. W. MANGUM. 


places everywhere. A 
over one and one-four 


wifnoot weeds, 


Yazoo County News. 


SUCCESSFUL PLANTERS IN BOLL-WEEVIL TERRITORY. 

Mr. G. H. ALFORD, West Jackson, Miss. ` 

Dear Mr. ALFORD: I planted 160 acres in cotton this year. I have 
tied 73 bales. I planted on land that was in corn and peas last year 
and turned under p with disk plows in the fall. 

I planted Allen’s brid, Simpkins, Triumph, and Cleveland's Big Boll. 
I can't say tively which of the short staples I like best, but I lean 
to the Triumph and Cleveland. It may be that the Simpkins was more 
prolific, but the fiber is not as good and does not command the price. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I used no fertilizer this year, but expect to experiment with acid 
phosphate a little next year. 

I cultivated the cotton once a week until the last of Au I also 
picked the weevils and squares until the middle of July. I do not think 
2 H pays to pick the squares after the second crop; then cultivate 

en 

I feel confident that we can raise profitable crops of cotton on rich, 
well-drained land. I think that the season cut my yield off half. I 
had to plant my crop over from April 28 to May 10. 

In the 160 acres of cotton is included 8 acres of long staple, planted 
aay 15. The weevil played havoc, as it only made pounds of seed 
cotton. This cotton pulled the average down, and the price will have 
to be high to make it profitable over the short early cottons. 

B. G. HUMPHREYS. 

Port GIBSON, Miss. 


Dr. H. Guy Warnory, Columbia, Miss. 


Dran Docror; I will endeavor to answer your questions in regular 

uence, 

First. Character of land? Both upland and alluvial. 

Second. We planted from 1,000 to 1,200 acres of cotton. While a 
great deal of it this year makes 500 pounds of lint per acre, we suppose 
that the average is about 875 pounds. 

Third. We pay no attention to the acreage per mule, but see to it that 
we have plenty of teams to Prog ged work the crop. 

Fourth. We destroyed all stalks by cutting and burning last fall, and 
did considerable winter plowing, but not all. 

Fifth. We think the early truction of stalks the keynote to the 
situation in a normal year, but in the present instance I believe that 
the here has accomplished the same result. 

Sixth. We picked up and destroyed squares till about the middle of 
ony. and consider it as important as stalk destruction. 

venth. Rows about 44 feet; in drills, 2 to 3 feet. 

Eighth. Money-maker, Tooles and Simpkins ; in fact, any early variety. 

Ninth. Did not use any fertillzer—unnecessary here. 

Tenth, Plant as early as possible, say, April 1 to 15. 

This, we believe, answers your questions in full. We have had the 
weevil for four Jom, during the first two years demoralization reigned 
supreme; now I can say that during an experience of 25 years there 
is more money and prosperity here than I ever saw. 

T. B. GILBERT, Wisner, La. 


lanted 35 acres in cotton and made 18 bales, I 
made 9 bales on one 12-acre cut. I did not use any fertilizer, 

I broke the land good and deep with two-mule plows and cultivated 
the beds down and made a good seed bed. As soon as the cotton began 
to come up I harrowed on top of the beds. The cold killed the cotton, 
and I had to plant over. 

It an to rain soon after the cotton came up the second time. I 
barred it off and 2 out with turning plows as often as possible 
and as often as I could catch it dry enough. I cultivated the beds 
down. The wet weather continued, and I continued to plow the cotton 
in order to keep down the grass and weeds. I continued to tear down 
the beds between plowin Early in July the rains held up, and I used 
the cultivators once each week, and sometimes oftener. means 
I got an early growth of the cotton; and, as numerous as the weevils 
were this year, the cotton put on squares faster than the weevils could 
puncture them. 

I checked the weevils early in June Br piang them off the Httle 
cotton and later by e the punctu uares. I do not think 
that it pays to pick the squares until late in July. 

We can make cotton, notwithstanding the weevil, on a small scale— 
say 4 to 6 acres to the mule; make up the acreage in other crops that 
we can use at home and feed to stock. By pursuing this course we will 


soon be independent. 
C. C. Goza, Port Gibson, Mise. 


[Clipped from the Vicksburg Herald. 


RAISING OF COTTON DESPITE THE WEEVIL—HOW IT MUST BE DONE ON 
DELTA SOIL, 


The following interesting correspondence concerning proper cotton- 
producing methods, which should be applied in Delta soil infested by 
the boll weevil, will prove of pror importance and value to the reading 
public, and especially to planters: 


Mr. J. A. Evans, 
State Agent, Shreveport, La. 

Dear Str: I beg to submit the following letter on “The raising of 
cotton under boll-weevil conditions on the Delta soil,” and ask that it 
be published and distributed in the ppi Delta. Planters, mer- 
3 and boards of trade have repeatedly written me for this infor- 
mation. 

1, The labor problem. 

To raise cotton 3 under weevil conditions ees ogi better 
farming. To do better farm . poles good labor, perfectly controlled. 
Therefore the labor problem should be the first consideration. 

Do not become demoralized and let your labor leave. Your lands are 
worth but little without labor with which to cultivate it. Keep your 
labor and see that every man who is willing to work and make an honest 
Living J given an opportunity. Help a man if he is willing to help 

selt. 


2. The boll weevil. 

It is necessary for every farmer to understand the habits and char- 
acteristics of the weevil in order that he may intelligently combat him. 
We are indebted to the Bureau of Entomology for this information. 
The average period of life of the hibernated weevil is about seven 
months. weevil developed November 1, 1910, would have lived his 
average period of life by the ist of June, 1911, at which time cotton 
has not pegua forming in the Delta country. We can, therefore, reason- 
ably expect but a very small per cent of weevil developed not later than 
November 1 any year would be alive to do much damage to the crop 
the ensuing year, It would be only necessary to destroy all punctured 
forms and prevent the raising of new generations until this small per 
cent of wintered weevils died. Then the fields would be clear of weevils 
as far as material damage to the yield until the migra period, about 
August 10. The wintered weevil continues to come to the cotton from 
early spring until July 1. At this period he confines himself to a small 
area, not even passing across a turn row to another cut. It is there- 
fore profitable to Ma: to fight him even if your 1 does not. His 
traveling is prin pally done in the early fall. A passing through 
the win without food he is so weakened that he is unable to travel 
a great distance in search of cotton. It is the weevil that winters in or 


FRIEND ALFORD; I 


GILBERT, LA., December 31, 1919. 


very near your farm that infests your cotton. 
hengerens, trees, and stumps you destroy many of them. 
8 e. 


By cleaning and burning 


wish to emphasize, viz: 1. It permits the air to pene 
the soil and fill the air chambers that were previously filled wi e 
This, aided by heat and moisture, is constantly converting the insoluble 
matter into available plant food for the next crop. 2, It enables you to 
cultivate rapidly and intensively without much loss of time from rain- 
fall. The soil warms and grows the pabi to maturity much earlier, 
which Is very important in the raising of cotton under weevil conditions. 

4. Soils- best adapted. 

The soils that raise the best crops of cotton without the weevil are 
best suited to raise the best crops with the weevil. All of our demon- 
strations for three years have given the best yields from very fertile 
ep Buckshot soil, where properly drained, has given cent 


In the Delta we have three soil formations—bluf, alluvial loam, and 
buckshot. On the bluff soil the water line is near surfaee, and it 
unless you have a sufficient to 
5 inches is at pre the proper depth for breaking. 
The buckshot soil should be broken very deep. The ped the better. 
Where it is practical, all land should be broken in beds, as it drains bet- 
ter and runs together less than when flat broken. Nothing should be 
burned from the land that can be plowed under and add organic matter 
to the soil. All seed beds should be made in time to settle before 
planting. 
5. Seed varieties. i 
There are many standard improved varieties of cotton that are good. 
Our experience in a successful fight of three years has resulted in the 
adoption of King’s Improved, Simpkins, Broadwell's Double-Jointed, an 
Money-maker. The three former varieties are similar, small stalk, 
light foliage, small boll, prolific, earliest to make and open, and must 
be picked early or it will waste. Staple rer short. 
he Money-maker is a stalk of greater vitality, size, and medium 
foliage, bolls medium size, nine days later to bloom than above-men- 
tioned varieties, but after this period fast and prolific, a great favorite 
on the bluff soils. All farmers should, where it is practical, save their 
own planting seed. (See Dr. S. A. Knapps’s pamphlet on seed selec- 
tion.) Home-grown seed possesses advantages over seed 
other soils and in other climates. Where properly culle 
they maintained their earliness in making 


‘own from 
and saved 
roduce a stalk of 


r of frost is over on a well- 
settled seed bed with surface well pulv: with harrow. 

6. Distances. 

Cotton should be given no greater distance in width of rows or drills 
with the weevil than was necessary on the same land without the 
weevil to get a maximum yield. Width of rows 4 to 5 feet, distance 
in drill 16 to 24 inches. The more fertile the land the greater the 
distance. You can not d on sunshine, as there is seldom time in 
June or July when there not a sufficiency of moisture to hatch the 
weevil if the form is left on the ground. A good stand of cotton is 
more necessary with the weevil than without. 

7. Cultivation. . 

In the early stages of cultivation the farmer should hold the purpose 
rather than the method of execution in view, as adverse weather con- 
ditions might interfere with his method, but nothing should interfere 
with the purpose of gett: the plant thinned out, clear of vegetation, 
and in growing condi as early as le, using the implemen 
that will do the greatest amount of and t work at the least cost. 
On the fertile soils of the Delta with an excess of.moisture, aggravated 
by the weevils, puncturing the early forms, the plant is likely to grow 
too fast at the of fruit. It is safe to cultivate at this stage ar 

lowing close and deep around the plant, cutting its lateral roots, 
pacing its feeding surface until the weevils give way and the plant 
begins loading with forms. As dry weather approaches reverse to a 
flat shallow cultivation and continue weekly tntil August 15 or later. 
With the excessive rainfall and insufficient drainage it is impractical to 
entirely dispense with the 0 sasa in the cultivation of a cotton crop 
on the Delta soils. We believe the time is not far distant when we w 
have a drainage eg of canals and tiling, and will then be able to 
cultivate exclusive 


the turn- 
low care should be taken to use a stick break on the wing to prevent 

— 5 too much earth to the cotton, thereby breaking the lower 
— $ 

The cultivation of our cotton through the rainy iod of 1909 and 
1910 was done with the turnplow and Dixie cultivator, e as 
the plant became well fruited and dry weather approached to 6 inen 
corn shovels with 24-inch heel sweeps run flat and shallow on an iron- 
foot Georgia stock; on the coco lands using Planet, jr., cultivators and 
solid sweeps. 

8. Fertilizers, 

It is not profitable to buy commercial fertilizers for cotton on the 
Delta soils, as they contain an abundance of nitrogen, phosphorus, and 

h, being only deficient in or; c matter, which should be supplied 

crop rotation and legumes. heavy crop of pea vines is of more 

value than 0 worth of commercial fertilizers per acre. Our best 
yields of cotton are made on pea-yine land. 

9. Destruction of punctured forms. 

All punctared forms should be picked up and burned, beginning with 
the first sign of puncture and kept up weekly until the natural shed- 
ding of the cotton becomes great. In 1909 and 1910 we destroyed forms 
until August 11. By this method you would lose but little from punc- 
tured bolls by the migrating weevil. Do not stop to re on cost. Our 
farmers are doing, it and make more clear money ing cotton with 
the weevil than before his appearance. 

10. Destruction of stalks. 

All cotton stalks should be destroyed not later than November 1, 
either by cutting and plowing under 8 eaten by cattle, or 
cut and burned. necessary to prevent the raising of late gen- 
erations of weevils. As it is, they that live do the grehtest damage to 
the following crop. This year the freeze, October 28, killed the weevil 
in the egg, larvæ, and pupæ stage, and did for us what the destruction 
of aoa? 8 2 woe aave done. 55 e gy mas merit Pa we made 
three-fourths a e per acre by August 10, the weevils getting a 
the cotton after this date. 
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EXHAUSTIVE EXPERIMENTS—JAMES B. ALLEN TESTS THE RELATIVE PRO- 


DUCTIVENESS AND VALUE OF VARIOUS KINDS OF COTTON, 


Having made a test of 13 different varieties of cotton during the sea- 
son of 1910, under boll-weevil conditions, and knowing that many will 
be interested in the result, I now make it public. 

This test was made on level uplands that have been in cultivation for 
75 years, and that were planted in corn and peas the previous season. 
All cotton stalks on the plantation had been cut and burned before 
November 15, the previous fall, the boll weevil haying been in this sec- 


tion for three years. 

The land was broken up in the fall into rows 4 feet 3 inches wide, and 
was gone over once with a disk harrow in January. Three hundred 
pounds of fertilizers per acre was applied, com of equal parts of 
acid phosphate and cottonseed meal, when land was rebedded, a few 
weeks before planting. 

When the cotton was up to a stand it was cultivated with Planet 
Junior cultivators, with 8-inch sweeps on right and rear arms and ordi- 
2 teeth on other arms, running as close to the cotton as possible 
without injuring it. This mode of cultivation was continued throughout 
the season as often as 8 occasionally running down the water 
furrow with a middle buster. e cotton was chop out when it had 
its third and fourth leaf on it, Jeaving one and two stalks every 18 to 
20 inches, and was hoed later whenever necessary. 


The boll weevil made their appearance after the cotton was cut to a 
stand, and as soon as found commenced picking them out of the terminal 
re i 5 95 per cent of them were found. This was mostly done by 
c 

As soon as the little squares commenced to form, 2 pounds of pow- 
dered arsenate of lead per acre was applied with a Champion dust — 
This gun blows the poison down into the buds and squares of the cotton 
where the boll weevil feeds. This poison was applied every eight days 
until four applications had been made. A man can cover from 4 to 6 
acres per me with one of these guns. 

The weevil were caught and punctured squares picked until August 1. 

The extra expense incurred aboye the ordinary cultivating expense 
was as follows: 


TTT TTT mein certain $3. 00 
S Pounds aremmate) peed. ——.. ͤ—— — 2. 00 
Labor of appl ON Ret ee SES PRE 2 ee eae 50 
Picking weevils and squares 1. 00 

Total: Der i Or a e ta 6. 50 


There were almost continuous rains durin 
was being applied, Which prevented getting 
use of the poison. 


the time that the poison 
e fullest benefit from the 


Table giving complete data of experiments. 
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STATE or MISSISSIPPI, Claiborne County: 
This 1 appeared before me, the undersigned authority, 
James B. Alle t 


„ who, be 


by me first duly sworn, states on oath tha 
the aboye and foregoing s 


tement is full, true, and correct. 
Jas. B. ALLEN. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 4th day of January, 1911. 
A. K. BRASHEAR, Chancery Clerk. 


All these varieties of cotton were planted on the 19th day of April 
with a cotton planter, the Simpkins being pass over on the 7th day 
of May account of yery poor stand. he other varieties all had 

‘ood stan 
£ The yieid of the Simpkins was about 17 per cent less than other 
varieties of the same type. This loss was caused by the later planting 
of the Simpkins. 

This test certainly proves that cotton can be grown at a good profit 
under boll-weevil conditions; and, f ermore, that the long-staple 
varieties yield a much greater profit, not only this season, but the same 
was the case in 1909 and also in 1908, as shown by experiments con- 
ducted in the Red River Valley by the Louisiana State Crop Pest Com- 
mission and published as their circular No. 26. 

The use ok powdered arsenate of lead has helped make these large 
yields possible under boll-weevil conditions, 

Jas, B. ALLEN, Port Gibson, Miss. 


The following list, showing areas e cultivated and the yield per acre in 
Franklin County, La., where the boll weevil is doing his worst, was 


furnished me by Dr. S. A. Knapp, of the Department of Agriculture: 
Yields of cotton in Franklin County, La., in 1910. 
[L. M. Calhoun, agent.] 


Yield per 
acre. 


Pounds. 
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29 1 $12.89 $133. 40 
32 1 850 08. 00 11.05 119.05 
2 1 801 93.39) 10.41 108.71 
27 1 833 92.10 10.83 102. 92 
31 1 837 90.00 10.88 100. 83 
32 1 774 87.12 10.06 97.18 
29 1 772 75. 60 10. 03 85. 63 
u 1 965 71.00 12.54 83. 54 
33 lt 846 66. 56 10.99 77.55 
35 1 789 59.85 10.14 69. 99 
33 i 73 57.28 10.37 67.65 
32 1y 822 54.81 10.68 65. 49 
35 1 626 47.88 8.13 50.10 


Yields of cotton in Franklin County, La., in 1910 Continued. 


Yield per 
Name. Acres. axe 
Pounds. 
7 1,225 
100 1,200 
6 1,200 
10 1, 800 
125 1,500 
10 1,400 
5 1,000 
co 1,800 
6 1,500 
6 1,500 
28 1,375 
6 1,554 
6 1,000 
6 800 
2,000 900 
7 1,577 


The list aboye includes all demonstrators working under Mr. Calhoun 
reported to this office. All are working under boll-weevil infestation. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to say one word in reply to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TRIBBLE] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS] has expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman, from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS] have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
STEPHENS] have five minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


[Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi addressed the committee. 
See Appendix.] 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
short statement? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will yield to the gentleman after I make a 
few remarks. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield for the purpose of 
haying the amendment again reported? 

Mr, TRIBBLE. I do not want the time taken out of my 


time. I decline to yield for that purpose. Mr. Chairman, I 
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have no criticism to make of the Department of Agriculture for 
the work it has been doing. ‘The department has been doing a 
magnificent work. I am standing on the floor of this House 
and contending that we should increase the appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture instead of cutting them off. 
The arguments of gentlemen who have appeared on the floor of 
the House to-day opposing this increase and proposing to cut 
down this appropriation appear to me to be inconsistent. In- 
stead of criticizing the department, I have the highest praise 
for the Agricultural Department. The people of Georgia are 
pleased with what the Agricultural Department has done for 
my State. They are pleased with the work of Secretary Wilson. 
He has been in our State, and the work of the Agricultural De- 
partment has been there, and we can boast that 100 boys on 
100 acres of land have produced an average of 100 bushels of 
corn per acre. No other State in the Union can beat it. We 
give Secretary Wilson credit, certainly, for a part of this prog- 
ress. The advancement of the price of land in Georgia is 
largely due to the fact that it has been only within the last few 
years that our State has been regarded one of the first States 
in the Union in the production of corn. It is well established 
that Georgia is one of ihe first in the Union in the production 
of all agricultural products, and that cotton is not the only 
product we can raise with profit. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not agree with the gentleman that 
simply because the boll weevil comes and destroys the crop 
for a year, and then in the second year conditions improve, 
then after a season he comes again, and subsequently prices 
go upward, I can not agree that we should go through this ex- 
perience of a destructive period of two or three years, when, 
as I have said, this experience described by the gentleman 
from Mississippi is almost equal to war pestilence for a season. 
Why should you inflict that on us simply because other States 
have gone through this trial and rallied from it? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. In the gentleman’s reference to present price 
of land in Mississippi he does not tell us about the price when 
the boll weevil struck his section. The gentleman is a fair 
man, and I believe he will admit on the floor. of the House 
all I have said. It is a well-known fact. Possibly these ap- 
propriations that have been made for boll weevil have had 
something to do with the driving out of this pest and the re- 
newed interest in farming. Let the good work go on. Do not 
cut it down. The boll weevil is making progress toward my 
State and other States. Do not stop the appropriations, Let 
us stop the boll weevil if we can before it reaches any other 
section or State. In answer to a gentleman on the other side 
who made an illustration about scientific discoveries and 
claiming we should stop because scientists say no progress 
has been made, let me say medical experts have said that you 
could not stop yellow fever, and yet these experts were in 
error. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I promised to yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. WICKLIFFE]. In order to hear from other 
gentlemen from a boll-weevil section, I yield him time. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, I merely wanted a few 
minutes in order to explain these different paragraphs. I would 
like to say this, that I am thoroughly familiar with this ques- 
tion because I live, you might say, in the worst boll-weevil- 
infested section in the United States at this time. To give you 
some exact figures, the parish in which I live produced in the 
year 1904, which was the banner crop year of all in that 
parish, 22,000 bales of cotton. In 1909, when the boll weevil 
had reached there and commenced to do its work in earnest, our 
crop went down to only 1,800 bales of cotton. In 1910 it was 
only 410 bales of cotton. I will say, gentlemen, that I have 
learned by experience that what the gentleman says is abso- 
mon correct in so far as he predicts the terrible condition of 
affairs. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I thank you. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. And I want to supplement it this way, 
that if he will labor with the rest of us and in line with the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS], 
who has just taken his seat, he can avert, to a great extent, 
5 dire happenings in his State which came to us, and that 

S-—- 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. $ 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 
five minutes, : 

bea MANN. Let the gentleman from Georgia have that five 
minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the gentleman from Georgia be 
given five minutes. : 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Now, let me explain to my friend from 
Georgia the way to get at this matter, and the way to meet it is 
not to discredit the work of the Bureau of Plant Industry. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I did not do that. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 
You should do all you can to get your people to believe what 
the demonstrator tells them is correct, get them converted to 
the idea that they must not look skeptically upon book farming, 
or that they should think, if you please, that it is book farming, 
because it is not book farming in the usual sense. This matter 
of really meeting the ravages of the boll weevil does not come 
under the paragraph which the gentleman now seeks to amend, 
but under the paragraph on page 22, “for the study and demon- 
stration of the best methods of meeting the ravages of the cot- 
ton boll weevil.” Here is what is done under the latter para- 
graph, and it is the only sensible and practical way of meeting 
boll-weevil conditions. It is for the demonstrator to go among 
the people and make the demonstration in each and every county 
as the late lamented Dr. Knapp caused same to be made, and 
which work his able successor, Mr. Bradford Knapp, is con- 
tinuing. Everybody in this House knows that the farmer is 
skeptical in that he does not take to book farming, so called. 
Now, how was this condition met? The late Dr. Knapp evolved 
the idea of going, or sending demonstrators, among them and 
making a demonstration in each county or parish, as the case 
might be. He let that man stay there; he let the farmers in that 
section see the demonstration and follow the directions of that 
demonstrator. The information was given to the farmers direct. 
They saw the practical illustration that the man who followed 
the instructions raised cotton, and the man who did not failed 
to raise cotton successfully. There were the two farmers side 
by side. There was one farmer who agreed to do what the 
demonstrator said, and he raised cotton successfully, and also 
other diversified crops. There was another farmer, and he 
would not do what the demonstrator said, and he did not raise 
the cotton successfully, nor other crops. What is the result? 
The result is that after a while, a year or two, the farmers who 
did not follow the instructions at first commence to follow them, 
and the result is in that way they are recovering to a great 
extent from the greatest calamity that has ever befallen the 
cotton farmers of the South. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. And why did you cut down the appropria- 
tion? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I was not a member of the subcommittee 
on that appropriation, but in regard to the item the gentleman 
is inquiring about I will say to him he is on the wrong page. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. This subappropriation has been reduced 
from $350,000 to $382,950, a decrease of $17,000. Of this amount 
$9,560 covers the transfer of nine employees to the statutory 
roll; $480 has been transferred from the subappropriation for 
western agricultural extension, and $7,000, covering an item 
for rent, has been transferred to the special appropriation for 
that purpose. So that you will see, so far as that is concerned, 
there is practically no cut there. As far as I am concerned, I 
would like to make it $500,000. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am with you on that. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. It is simply because the sucommittee on 
Appropriations did not make the increase. I am not criticizing 
them. I was not a member of the subcommittee. Therefore I 
am not responsible for it not being increased, and I want to 
make it plain to the gentleman that I wish to add my approval 
of the good common-sense talk that was made here a moment 
ago by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Humrnreys]. What 
I want to do is to get the farmers educated up to the idea that 
this weevil is coming, but that when it does come, if they follow 
in the wake of the Agricultural Department, follow in the light 
of what Dr. Knapp has taught, they can meet it, and will not 
be hurt as we were, who were skeptical and would not see it 
in time. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Has my time expired, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. LAMB. This is not the paragraph that the gentleman 
from Texas wishes to talk upon. I ask for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the pro forma amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Trieste] withdrawn? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I withdraw that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, first, on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that it be read, so that the 
committee can understand it 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 19, line 25, strike out the words “thirty-one thousand” and 
insert “ thirty-three thousand six hundred and seventy.” 

Mr. MANN. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. The amend- 
ment which I offered was to insert “thirty-three thousand six 
hundred and seventy,” and I did not wish to increase the 
amount to cover the transfer. What was the actual reduction 
in this,appropriation, regardless of the transfer? 

Mr. LAMB. The actual reduction was $1,380. 

Mr. MANN. Then the amount which was stated by me 
should have been $33,300. 

Mr. LAMB. One thousand three hundred and eighty dollars 
covers the transfer. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to modify the amendment so that it will 
read “ $33,300.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
so modified. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Texas address the House for five min- 
utes on the paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. He has the right to move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion has been made and with- 
drawn. The motion to strike out the last two words would 
be in order. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

What I want to say will not create any friction or discus- 
sion, but I want particularly the attention of my friend from 
Mississippi [Mr. Humpnrerys], because I think I know some- 
thing about this boll-weevil condition, that ought to be known 
by cotton farmers, that will induce in one particular a practice 
just the reverse of what the gentleman from Mississippi states. 
If your people have been advised to widen your rows and in- 
crease the distance between cotton stalks in the drill, you have 
been, I feel sure, advised absolutely wrong. My county and 
my district and my own farm land was hard hit by the boll 
weevil. 

Our people in meeting the boll-weevil conditions first secured 
as small growing stalk as possible and as early a fruiting variety 
as possible, then narrowed their rows, and as a result the cot- 
ton did not grow so tall. They made a very early planting and 
increased the number of stalks in the drill, with the idea that 
they would make the crop before the time that the boll weevil 
came. Their idea was that if they had more stalks in the 
ground and got a few bolls on each stalk before the weevil came 
in force they would make at least some crop. That is the sum 
and substance of the lesson learned by experience in those sec- 
tions where the boll weevil prevails. I may add one thing more, 
they have learned that the more often and the later they stir 
their ground and their cotton stalks the better their crops. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is not the judgment of 
the experts of the Agricultural Department, and it is not the 
testimony of the farmers who have written to me and whose let- 
ters I will put into the Recorp—and their name is legion. * 

Mr. HARDY. For that reason I want to put in the Recorp, 
for the benefit of the farmers who may be interested, my own 
experience, knowledge, and observation. 

Mr. COLLIER. Will the gentleman yield for one moment? 

Mr. HARDY. Certainly. 4 

Mr. COLLIER. It is a matter on which we are all united as 
to the general purpose of the proposition. Does the gentleman 
mean to say that he believes that cotton planted close together, 
where it is difficult for the sun to strike it on all sides like it 
does when cotton is planted far apart, will mature earlier? 

Mr. HARDY. I am discussing this question for the benefit of 
men just like my friends from Mississippi, Mr. HUMPHREYS and 
Mr. Cornier, and these gentlemen from Georgia and Louisiana 
and South Carolina, for the reason that in my country we had 
that very question up for discussion, And I will give you a 
little experience. 

Following that suggestion of having wide rows, far apart, I 
planted 10 acres of cotton, and I did not get a good stand with 
what I did plant. The cotton did not average more than a stalk 
to 10 feet in the drill and the rows were 10 feet wide. It was 
average bottom land. Each stalk practically stood to itself. 
There were not five bolls to the stalk made on that cotton where 
the sun got all around it; in fact, we never went in to pick it; 
it was not worth it. 

Now, it should be remembered that the boll weevil is a sun 
insect, and I want the gentlemen around me to pay some partic- 
ular attention to the facts I am going to relate. Before the boll 
weevil struck our country, if you wanted a prize stalk of cotton 


Without objection, the amendment will be 


you went to the end of the row or some outside row, or selected 
some isolated stalk of cotton. It was fruited down to the 
ground and up to the top. But after the boll weevil came in full 
force in my country these isolated stalks or stalks at the end of 
the row had nothing on them. It is the same thing to-day wher- 
ever the boll weevil has made his appearance in full vigor. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HARDY. With pleasure. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I would like to say this, that where you 
gentlemen live in different parts of the country, and are so 
much at variance with each other as to the different circum- 
stances of your trouble about the boll weevil, is it not all the 
more important that we should have these appropriations in- 
creased for other sections? 

Mr. HARDY. Iam not discussing the appropriation. I want 
the appropriation. I think every recommendation of the depart- 
ment except the one for wider rows and fewer stalks in the 
drill has been of great benefit. With the hope of practical bene- 
fit, I am giving my views as to how best to meet the ravages of 
the boll weevil. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a slight extension of 
time in order that I may proceed along these lines, because I 
am trying to discuss something that may be of value to the 
farmers. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Texas, and I move that at the end of that five 
minutes all debate on this paragraph and all amendments 
thereto shall be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy] 
is recognized for five minutes more. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Lams] moves that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto be closed in five minutes, The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to that motion, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say—— 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman from Indiana just permit 
me to conclude what little I have to say? I have made very 
full investigation of this subject on a plantation that I have 
myself, and I made some important discoveries. First I found 
that at the end of the row, where the sun played all the time, 
the stalk had little or no cotton on it at all. Another dis- 
covery I made was that the isolated stalks had no cotton on 
them, and another thing I found was that where the cotton grew 
high and rank and made it very shady between the rows, the 
late cotton was all made down low in that shade. Sometimes it 
happened that the stand in different rows was some bad and 
some good or perfect. 

Now, I found that where two rows in rich land ran along 
together with perfect stand, say a stalk to every 18 inches, and 
the rows just outside these had skips, long skips, on the outside 
of these two good rows there would be no cotton, but on the 
inside, the shady side—that is, between the two rows—there 
would be cotton. I investigated that matter myself, and then 
in company with a number of farmers I went over this same 
bottom tract of land for the purpose of showing the facts I 
have related, and I want to tell you gentlemen that if you 
want to make cotton in a boll-weevil district, where the boll 
weevil first strikes you, and I think they are worse the second 
or third year after they strike a district, do not lessen the 
number of stalks and do not widen your rows, but get as many 
stalks as you can on the ground, and select as early a maturing 
variety of cotton as you can find, and make your crop before 
the boll weevil strikes you. 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. HARDY. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. That may be very good in regard to the 
boll weevil striking you the first time, but is it not a fact that 
in the greatest amount of dampness the boll weevil prospers 
the most, and is it not a fact also—— 

Mr. HARDY. Let me answer that question first. I will not 
have much time to answer anything else. When the boll 
weevil is first laid in the square he is a tender larva or worm, 
and if the square is taken from the stalk and covered up with 
hot earth, you kill him; if he is not killed he hatches into a 
weevil. The first issue of boll weevil is not numerous. He 


punctures the small squares—one weeyil punctures many 
squares—and lays the egg that, if allowed, makes a multiplied 
crop of weevils. In the early season you want to shake off as 
many of these young squares containing the worm as you can 
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and bury them in the sand or hot earth, which, I think, kills 
them. Just for those who do not understand I will state that 
what we call a square is the first beginning of a cotton bloom, 


which develops into the cotton boll. Now, when a weevil 
punctures a square, that square dies instantly, and the next 
day it flares open and turns yellow and is easily shaken from 
the stalk, so that every time the plowman drives his team and 
plow through this pest-stricken young cotton he knocks off and 
covers many of these weevil-bearing squares. Now, when the 
weevil hatches out he is a sun-loving insect, and he hunts the 
top and sunny places on the cotton plant to engage in his work 
of destruction, and after he is come in full force you will see 
no more blooms on the top of the cotton. I have seen a whole 
hundred acres on which not one bloom could be seen on top of 
a stalk, but at the bottom the blooms were numerous. You 
could not see anything at all on the top, but if you looked 
down near the ground you would find the blooms there were 
untouched. That is because the weevil, as soon as he comes to 
life, gets into the sun. He strikes the bolls on the top first. 
and then, maybe, finally goes down to the lower branches and 
shaded blooms, but I believe he very rarely goes down into the 
shade to puncture squares or bolls as long as there is a square 
or boll he can puncture that is in the sunlight. 

Mr. CANDLER. Cotton is a hot-weather plant, and neces- 
sarily it takes hot weather to make the cotton grow. In order 
to make the plant progress satisfactorily is it not necessary to 
turn on a little sunshine? 

Mr. HARDY. Yes. But if you would kill the weevil when it 
gets into the worm form you must take him and bury him in the 
hot ground, and this is done by frequent plowing and stirring 
when the cotton is comparatively small. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the discussion of this subject 
among the Members from the cotton-growing States in itself 
exhibits the urgent necessity of continuing in the Department 
of Agriculture the demonstration of the cultural methods of 
growing cotton. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARDY. I am in favor of this appropriation. I simply 
wanted to warn my colleagues not to act in accordance with the 
ideas of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS] and 
diminish the number of their cotton stalks on the ground. 

Mr. LEVER. Of course the gentleman from Texas under- 
stands that this is not the item that covers the great work of 
the department with reference to the boll weevil? 

Mr. HARDY. Yes; I understand. But I wanted to put in 
the Record this statement which I have given, which I think is 
good advice and may be of value to our farmers who grow 
cotton. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Trieste and Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 27, noes 14. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOP. I offer the following amendment as a new 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8 at the end of line 25, page 19, the following as a new para- 
oe For the investigation and control of diseases, insects, and worms 
affecting corn culture, the sum of $50,000.” 


Mr. LAMB. I reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, by far the most important agri- 
cultural industry in this country is the raising of corn. In 1909 
the corn crop of this country was worth $1,500,000,000. In 
1910 the corn crop of this country was worth $1,720,000,000. 
Your cotton crop in 1909 was worth $825,000,000, and in 1910 it 
was worth $920,000,000. The corn crop of this country is worth 
nearly double the value of any other crop produced in the 
country. Yet there is less attention paid to the investigation of 
the diseases, the insects, and the worms that injuriously affect 
the cultivation of the corn crop than any other crop of this 
country. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] said that 
in the State of Georgia last year they produced 100 bushels of 
corn to the acre, which realized $65 an acre to the farmer who 
raised that crop. Yet no appropriation has been made to in- 
vestigate and to eliminate the diseases that affect the production 
and culture of this yaluable crop, the most valuable product of 
our farms. I hope that this amendment will be adopted, so 
that the attention of the department will be especially directed 
to the investigation of insects and other causes injurious to corn 
culture. 

In many of the States of the Union the ravages of insects 
year after year have practically destroyed in some localities the 
crops. Yet in spite of these ravages more of the country is 
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other product, and it is producing more wealth to the country 
than any other crop. Of all the crops raised on the farms of 
this country corn is king. Yet less attention has been given 
by the department to this subject than to the culture of any 
other crop. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
will assist me in this movement, because his State is one of 
the greatest corn-producing States in the Union. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Gladly. 

Mr. MANN. I understood from the reading of the amend- 
ment—and I ask for information—that it is for the purpose of 
studying insects. 

Mr. CULLOP. Diseases, insects, and worms. Last year the 
wireworm was one of the most injurious enemies of the corn 
crop. 

Mr. MANN. I fully appreciate the need of the study, but I 
suggest to the gentleman that the study of corn worms and 
other worms injurious to corn does not belong to the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, but to the Bureau of Entomology, and that we 
already have an appropriation in another item of the bill, which 
might be increased, for the investigation of insects affecting 
various crops. That item is found on page 56 of the bill, and 
is as follows: 

880.90 5 of insects affecting cereal and forage plants, 

000, of which sum $10,000 shall be ns avallable. 
: ges Bureau of Entomology is the place where that study be- 
ongs. 

Mr, CULLOP. Yes; but this amendment is pertinent here, 
because it applies to the investigation of the diseases of corn. 
That is the reason why it becomes pertinent at the place where 
it is offered. That is the reason why I made the investigation of 
diseases affecting corn culture the leading feature of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. If it is for the study of diseases under the 
Bureau of Plant Industry, that is one thing, but I think it is 
quite certain that one of the studies that the department is now 
earrying on in the Bureau of Entomology is the study of insects 
that are injurious to corn. 

There are various insects that eat off the roots of the corn 
so that it blows over and destroys the corn when it is young. 
That study has been carried on by the Bureau of Entomology, 
and I think the appropriation ought to be increased. -This bill 
proposes to make $10,000 immediately available so as to carry 
out the work further for this year. It is not desirable to cross 
lines in these things. 

Mr. LAMB. No; because you will duplicate the work. 

Mr. CULLOP. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the insect affecting the culture of corn is so involved or con- 
nected with the subject of the disease of the corn that it is 
pertinent and proper to introduce this amendment here, because 
the study of one necessarily involves the study of the other. 
The two are so interwoven and connected that it would be almost 
impossible to investigate one without the investigation of the 
other at the same time. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to the gentleman that we are deal- 
ing as the gentleman from Illinois has said 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask an extension of five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his 
time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to lines 
7, 8, and 9 on page 19: 

For investigations of plant diseases and pathological collections, $22,930. 

I desire to say that under that authority the Bureau of Plant 
Industry can do and is doing in a way the work which the 
gentleman has in mind. As far as the investigation of insects 
affecting corn is concerned, that is being carried as the gentle- 
man from Illinois points out, on page 56, lines 12 to 14, an 
appropriation of $50,000 being made for the purpose. While I 
understand the importance of the gentleman’s amendment, I do 
not believe it is necessary at all, because I am satisfied the 
department is doing the work now and doing it well. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I beg to disagree with the 
proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina. This is too 
important a matter to the entire courtry and to nearly every 
State in it that it should be treated with such an appropriation 
for investigation of a subject of this magnitude as the one of 
$10,000 proposed. It is entirely inadequate for the magnitude 
and importance of the work. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. CULLOP. With pleasure. 
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Mr. MANN. I do not think it desirable to appropriate and 
mix up the Bureau of Plant Industry with the Bureau of Ento- 
mology. The gentleman might change his amendment. Under 
the boll-weevil item the reading is “for the study and demon- 
stration of the best methods of meeting the ravages of the 


cotton-boll weevil.” That is for demonstration work. That 
appropriation comes under the Bureau of Plant Industry. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to modify my amend- 
ment by striking out “insects and worms.” I am willing to 
concede that much in order to get this most important work 
inaugurated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to modify his amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman, for 
I know the gentleman from Iowa must be with me on this prop- 
osition, because his is the banner State in the Union on corn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that this bill carries an appropriation of $186,000 to in- 
vestigate the adoption and improvement of methods for farm 
management, and a large amount is devoted to corn growing. 
It also carries a large appropriation for the cotton-boll weevil, 
and the biggest part of that is used to encourage corn growing 
throughout the great South. As the gentleman is well aware, 
this item is not earried in an appropriation bill for the purpose 
of combating the boll weevil, but more for the purpose of dem- 
onstration and teaching the farmers of the South how to grow 
corn, and the most important part is the rotation of crops and 
intensified farming. 

I wish to point out that the corn growers of this country have 
not been overlooked by the committee; they have been taken 
into consideration in considering other items where it does not 
specify that a certain amount should be used for the one pur- 
pose it is provided for in the bill, but left to the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the various bureaus how the 
money should be appropriated and for what purposes. 

Mr. CULLOP. The objection to the plan of the gentleman 
from Iowa, as proposed, is that if they are using the money 
appropriated for the elimination of the boll weevil it is being 
misapplied, because Congress has specifically provided the pur- 
pose for which it should be used. 

I mean too much of it. In other words, not enough of it is 
applied to that purpose. The growth of corn is the most im- 
portant industry of the United States. The State of Iowa is the 
banner State of the Union. Many of these States in the South 
are well adapted to the growth of this valuable crop, and you 
will never have an overproduction of this product, because the 
uses and purposes of this product are being multiplied year 
after year, so that the demand increases rather than diminishes, 
and will continue to do so. I hope, therefore, that this amount 
will be appropriated, to be used solely and distinctly for this 
one purpose. I think it the most important matter to be con- 
sidered in this bill. .Its great importance should not be over- 
looked or its value underestimated, and attention should be 
directed to its protection and encouragement. i 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I want to state in a few words 
fhat there is ample provision in this bill for the investigation 
of all of these insect pests, the enemies of cotton, corn, oats, 
and whatnot; and the Committee on Agriculture has carefully 
considered all of these measures, and we will show in the 
proper place that there is ample provision for what the gentle- 
man suggests. I hope the amendment will be voted down. I 
ask for a yote. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did the committee appropriate all of the 
funds requested by the department for that purpose? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Corn being the largest single agricultural prod- 
uct in the United States, and there being a great many new 
enemies of corn coming up all of the time, is it not desirable to 
carry in the bill a specific provision and appropriation for the 
study of corn diseases? 

Mr. LAMB, I think there is ample provision for the whole 
thing already carried in this bill. I do not think the corn 
farmer in this country is going to suffer. We are increasing 
the corn crop in the United States year by year. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman ought not to say that no 
farmer will suffer, because farmers suffer all of the time from 
these things. I know in my own State many places where farm- 
ers have seriously suffered from the attack of enemies to corn. 
Of course, I appreciate the fact that the Department of Agri- 
culture and the local State experiment station are endeavoring 
to meet these enemies, and yet with a crop of 8,000,000,000 


bushels of corn I think we could well afford to be, not liberal 
we do not ask liberality—but fairly conservative about expend- 
ing money to protect it. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Curror) there were—ayes 18, noes 23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

For crop technological and fiber plant investigations, $10,010. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
strike out the word “ten,” in line 5, page 20, and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two “tens” in that line. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The second time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 20, line 5, strike out the word “ ten" where it occurs the second 
time in the line and insert in lieu thereof the word “ sixteen.” 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, not having the informa- 
tion as to the necessity or reason for a decrease in the item for 
crop technological and fiber plant investigations, I would inquire 
why the reduction is made? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, there has been no decrease at all. 
This appropriation was last year for $10,610. It is reduced to 
$10,010, a decrease of $600, due to the transfer of one employee 
to the statutory roll. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For investigating the ginning, handling, grading, baling, and wrapping 


of cotton, and the establishment of standards for the different on 
g 


thereof, and for carrying into effect the provisions of law re 
thereto, $26,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of making an inquiry as to why this appropria- 
tion is decreased. Is this a transfer? 

Mr. LAMB. This subappropriation has been reduced from 
$32,350 to $26,000, a decrease of $6,350. Of this sum the com- 
mittee cut out $2,180 in the interest of economy and $3,420 is 
due to the transfer of five employees to the statutory rolls and 
$750 covers the transfer of an item for rent to a special appro- 
priation for that, purpose. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 9, 
the word “twenty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ twenty-eight,” so as to leave the appropriation what it was 
before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 20, line 9, strike out the word “ twenty-six” at the end of the 
line and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-eight,” so that it will 
528.000 for carrying into effect the provisions of law relating thereto, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that would leave the amount car- 
ried practically the same that is now authorized by law, taking 
into consideration the transfer of employees from one roll to 
another. This item is for investigation of the ginning, han- 
dling, grading, baling, and wrapping of cotton, and the estab- 
lishment of standards for the different grades thereof. The 
question of the grades of cotton is a very important matter, and 
I do not think we can afford to cut off $2,000 from the appro- 
priation for that purpose. I do not believe there is any demand 
for it. I am perfectly willing that the gentlemen in control of 
the House shall cut down various appropriations—Army and 
Navy and departmental appropriations in various items—but I 
have always advocated on the floor of this House liberal appro- 
priations for the Agricultural Department. Undoubtedly much 
money is expended by the department where no return of yalue 
comes, but taking it as a whole I do not believe there is an 
appropriation made by any government where as much value 
comes from it as the appropriations made for our own Agricul- 
tural Department. This work is of benefit not only to the peo- 
ple who produce, but to the people who consume. My personal 
interest and official interest is not in the protection of those 
who raise cotton or handle cotton, but in those who consume 
cotton in the final goods that are made from cotton. We have 
had a great many complaints, very properly probably, in rela- 
tion in the handling of cotton in the market, and the establish- 
ment of grades for cotton by the Department of Agriculture, 
as I am led to believe, has been of inestimable benefit to those 
who handle cotton, both as buyers, producers, purchasers, and 
consumers. I do not see any occasion for cutting off this 
amount here. It will not add an appreciable extent to a record 
of economy. No one in the country will know that this amount 
has been saved, that the total appropriations haye been reduced 
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by the reduction of this amount. We-ought not to skin too 
closely these appropriations for the Department of Agriculture. 
They make good use of the money. Here is a bill that carries 
less than the cost of two battleships. I have frequently stated 
on the floor of this House I preferred to put money out of the 
Treasury into those lines that would produce benefits for the 
producers of the country rather than into battleships, and I 
still am of that opinion. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, let me say for the information 
of this House that these estimates are first made by the chiefs 
of the bureaus and divisions and submitted to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. He takes their estimates and either alters them 
or lowers them according to his judgment and presents them to 
the Committee on Agriculture. We not only go through them 
carefully, but we summon these gentlemen at the heads of the 
different bureaus and ask them questions touching these appro- 
priations. We did it in this case, and this record, too large for 
me to read here, will show that we interrogated Dr. Galloway 
along those lines, and we came carefully, cautiously, and delib- 
erately, to the conclusions we made in the premises. In addi- 
tion to that, after Dr. Galloway had appeared before us I asked 
him one day to come over to my office, that I wanted to talk 
with him over these estimates. I asked him about this one and 
another one, and I asked him, “Do you think you could per- 
form this work satisfactorily if we reduce $2,000 here and 
$3,000 at another place? And I want you to be careful, now, and 
tell me if you think the activities of your bureau will be in- 
jured or hurt at all if we make these reductions, for the reason 
that it is necessary in this country under the conditions of our 
finances to reduce where we can, and we ask you to bear your 
quota of those reductions.” And cautious, prudent, careful, 
sagacious, as he is, he agreed to these reductions. In reply to 
the gentleman who says that it is only $2,000 I will state that 
it is true; but $2,000 in one of these estimates and $2,000 in 
another, plus $5,000 or $6,000, makes $10,000 or $12,000, and it 
was the aggregate which we had in mind. We came to our 
conclusions deliberately and calmly, and we confidently hope 
and believe that this committee will stand by our report. [Ap- 
plause.] Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. ` 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak 
to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The debate on the amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word “twenty-eight” and substituting therefor 
the word “ thirty.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by Mrne ont the word “ twenty-eight" and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “thirty,” so that the line will read: 

“Effect the provisions of law relating thereto, 830,000.“ 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I thoroughly agree 
with the statement and views expressed by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] relative to the increase of this appropria- 
tion. His amendment only provides to restore it to the amount 
that it has heretofore been. 

It deals with the ginning, handling, grading, baling, and 
wrapping of cotton, and the establishment of uniform stand- 
ards for the different grades thereof. All of these questions 
not only go to cheapening the production of cotton and the 
cheapening of the marketing of cotton, but it resultantly fol- 
lows that if this can be accomplished you will cheapen the price 
of goods to the man who finally consumes the product. It is 
one peculiar provision wherein the Congress may bestow on the 
country great benefit by effecting economical and expeditious 
handling of the cotton crop. It inures at the same time to the 
benefit of the producer and to the benefit of the consumer. 

I might state—and I will ask the privilege of revising my 
figures—that my best recollection is that the tare on the baling 
and handling of cotton costs approximately $30,000,000 a year, 
which, of course, is paid by the farmer, 

The Department of Agriculture under this bureau has deyoted 
much time to the matter of standardizing cotton. It goes to the 
handling and classification of the entire crop. In yiew of the 
criticisms we have heard in the preceding debates, I want to 
say with respect to this bureau, and especially in so far as the 
Secretary of Agriculture is coneerned, that no Cabinet officer 
has occupied a position in the Cabinet for 20 years who enjoys 
more universally the confidence of the people of this country 
than the present Secretary of Agriculture. I take no part in 
the controversy between him and his subordinates. In those 
with whom he has had a controversy I have confidence, espe- 
cially in Dr. Wiley. The people of the country have confidence 
in Dr. Galloway and his administration of this department; and 
I see from the report of the committee that the appropriations 


for the Bureau of Plant Industry for this year under this bill 


are $9,000 less than the estimates from that department. And 
the proposition I make is only to increase the appropriation for 
the farmers’ protection by $4,000. The proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] makes it only $2,000. 

I am not in antagonism to the bill reported by this committee, 
It manifests caution and patience and looks to the good of the 
country, and I gladly support them. Where they think it is 
proper to economize I am usually in accord with them, but I 
would like the committee to take such a position on these ques- 
tions as to let Dr. Galloway and the head of the other bureaus 
know when they go to make up the estimates for these investi- 
gations for the benefit of agriculture, which is the basis of the 
wealth of the country, that it is not necessary for them to trim, 
to shift, and to fear that the Congress, or this House at least, 
will not support them in liberal estimates and in all these re- 
gards. fi 

I hope the committee will adopt my amendment; but if not, 
that it will support the amendment of the gentleman frem Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose both amend- 
ments. The reduction made by the committee in this item 
amounts to $2,180. I am as much interested in this item, car- 
rying as it does the authority for investigations of ginning, 
handling, grading, baling, and a wrapping of cotton, and the 
establishment of standards for the different grades thereof, as 
either the gentleman from Illinois or the gentleman from 
Georgia. I had some part a few years ago in putting this item 
in the bill. But the chairman of the committee has set out the 
situation ably and earnestly. We have come to Congress, many 
of us, on a platform calling for reductions in governmental 
expenditures—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me make my statement, and I will yield at 
the close. It is not expected of us that we should come here 
and emasculate the work of the Department of Agriculture, a 
department dealing with the greatest fundamental industry in 
the world. But it is expected of us that the committee charged 
with the duty of recommending appropriations for this depart- 
ment should make careful inquiry into the necessity of them 
for these various items. 

The Committee on Agriculture, while not paying a great deal 
of attention to the little matters, such as minor clerical places, 
have been very diligent in endeavoring to find out, in the best 
way we could, how much we could reduce these appropria- 
tions without hurting anything seriously. As the chairman has 
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man, and in my judgment one of the ablest men in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, whose bureau is doing one of the greatest 
works of any bureau in the department, sat down with the sub- 
committee which made up this bill, and we interrogated him 
upon every item. And while perhaps he did not desire any de- 
crease in his appropriations at all, he was fair and candid 
enough with the committee, as he always is, to say that, “On 
this proposition here, gentlemen, I think I might stand a 6 per 
cent reduction,” or, “On this proposition I think I might stand 
a 5 per cent reduction,” or, “On this other proposition I think 
I might stand a 10 per cent reduction.” And in each and every 
case we took the final judgment of Dr. Galloway on these vari- 
ous propositions. 

This is an item of some concern to us in the South, but I 
want to call the attention of my friend from Georgia [Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY] to the fact that the work that has been carried on 
under this item with reference to the establishment of standards 
of different grades of cotton, and the like of that, has been 
worked out practically; the standards have already been es- 
tablished. The only expense at all now is in getting these 
grades adopted by the various commercial organizations of the 
country. This is an item carrying technical investigations—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am a little interested in the gentleman's 
statement about the grades. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina, Has that effort on the part of the De- 
partment of Agriculture had any effect whatever upon the trade, 
or has it in any way varied the various grades of cotton that 
were intimately known to the trade before that committee on 
grading was ever appointed? 

Mr. LEVER. I am very glad the gentleman from Texas has 
asked that question. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to say to the gentleman, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I asked one gentleman among those who came up 
here at the expense of the Government to make up these types, 
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what they had done. I had known him intimately in the cotton 
trade for a gocd many years. He said they went down and 
made types just as any competent man in his office would do, 
and just exactly what the trade had been practicing and recog- 
nizing for years. 

Mr. LEVER. In that respect, Mr. Chairman, permit me to 
say that I have seen a number of attempts to get out in a 
commercial way a standard for grading cotton, and 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The trade has had that always. 

Mr. LEVER. And I remember in my own State some firm or 
concern was selling a number of these grades, and 

Mr. SLAYDEN. A number of what? 

Mr. LEVER. A number of these grades. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Type samples? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; type samples; but they were covered by 
glass. I examined them, and, as a cotton grower, I would pro- 
nounce them absolutely worthless. But any farmer, except as 
to uniformity, length, and strength of staple, might take one 
of the grades made up by the Department of Agriculture and 
compare it with his own bale of cotton and ascertain whether 
he is selling his cotton for middling cotton or for something else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I wish to ask the gentleman a question, and I will yield 
to him time to answer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina may have five minutes in which to 
finish his statement. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not yield him the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Texas was granted five minutes, and that he yielded to the 
gentleman from South Carolina to answer a question. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from Texas got five minutes for 
himself, and yielded to me to answer a question that he wished 
to propound. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was in error as to that. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, in addition tọ what I have said 
on this proposition, I desire to say that the standards adopted 
by the Government by authority of law, if adopted by the trade 
throughout the country, would be found of great advantage to 
the trade, and especially the farmer. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. In that connection 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; and I want to go further and say that 
every cotton exchange in this country except the New York 
Exchange has adopted the standards. 

The New York Exchange would adopt them if we would add 
two more grades to the nine now provided. We are so advised 
by the president of that exchange this morning. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have 
had some intimacy with the trade, haying gotten my living out 
of it for about 20 years. What the Government calls middling 
eotton, the basis of all calculations in the cotton trade, was 
middling cotton long before the Government ever spent a cent 
to bring gentlemen up here to make type samples; and what 
those gentlemen did when they came up here was to make pre- 
cisely the types that were universally recognized by the trade. 
Now, whether the Government adopted them and published them 
broadcast as their types, and then the trade subsequently came 
in and said, “ We accept those types,” is of no importance. As 
a matter of fact, they made precisely the same types and pre- 
cisely the same grading that were in existence before. They 
could not do anything else. It was impossible for them to revo- 
lutionize the trade. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If the gentleman will yield to me, I will say 
it is true that this committee made nine grades of cotton which 
are now used in the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Used for what in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. HEFLIN. As samples that you can sell to anywhere in 
the South or in the United States, to be used to compare with 
the farmers’ samples, as the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. Lever] has said. The difference is that the Agricultural 
Department has 9 grades and the New York Exchange has 28 
grades. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not regard that as of 
any importance whatever, and this is no reflection on what the 
gentleman has said. Smith and Jones and Brown can trade in 
that commodity just as they please. They can call it anything 
they want to. I once knew an old gentleman, a commission 
merchant in the city of New Orleans, who handled a great deal 
of cotton. He classed it to suit himself and put it on his table. 
A broker would come in and say, Mr. Jones —we will call 
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him that“ I want to huy some middling cotton.” „Very well, 
sir; I have it in here.” “But that is not middling cotton.” 
“Oh, yes; that is my middling. You can take it or let it alone, 
as you please, and my price is so-and-so.” 

Now, the trade comes together on those things, and the 
making and adoption of these type samples by the Government 
does not affect or influence the trade at all. 

Mr. LEVER. Could not the illustration {yhich the gentleman 
has given be easily reversed, and the farmer say to the mer- 
chant, “ This is not good middling cotton that I am selling you 
for which you are offering the price of 10} cents. I have a 
different grade, and unless you will pay me for the grade I offer 
you I will take my cotton back home.” 

Mr. SLAYDEN. He can do it, and he always has done it. 

Mr. LEVER. The trouble is that the farmer has never known 
what grade he had. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. He has always done it. He has always in- 
sisted on his own classification. No one should take that right 
away from him, and no one can take it away from him. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman and -myself differ very ma- 
terially in our conclusions. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman can conclude what he pleases. 

Mr. LEVER. I think the gentleman will agree that the 
average farmer does not know the small differences in grade. It 
takes an expert to know them. ; 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I haye had a great deal of experience, and 
I have never known one of them to make a mistake that was in 
favor of the other fellow. 

Mr. LEVER. I haye been one of them myself. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. So have I. I have been a cotton raiser, too. 

Mr. LAMB. I want to make this suggestion to my friend. I 
have made a mental calculation here that if we proceed at our 
present rate it will take 60 hours more to complete this bill. 
That will be about 12 days, and we will tire out the committee, 
and the country, and everybody else. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Being admonished by the chairman of the 
committee, I will yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

age 20, in line 9, strike out the word “ twen = 
in Led ereof the word thirty.” = . 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an amendment to the amendment. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] moved to strike out 
“twenty-six” and insert “twenty-eight.” Then the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. TREBLE] moved to strike out “ twenty-eight ” 
and insert “thirty.” The vote will now be taken on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, offered by the gentleman from Georgia, 
to strike out “ twenty-eight” and insert “ thirty.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs now on the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mann) there were 19 ayes and 31 noes. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
Mann and Mr. LEVER. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were 34 ayes and 47 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inves ting the handling, 5 
and the . ot finite 2 sao cs chi 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I want to ask the chairman of the committee some ques- 
tions in regard to this. I want to know what has been done in 
the way of establishing the standardization of grain by which 
the farmer may be able to know the real grade of his products, 

Mr. LAMB. I do not think anything of any amount has been 
done. 

Mr. CULLOP. Is there sufficient money in this appropriation 
to enable that work to be done? 

Mr. LAMB. In answer to your question, I will quote from 
the hearing what Dr. Galloway said on this subject: 

The CHAIRMAN. I see that this carries $55,640. Is it necessary to 
have that amount? 3 
Dr. GALLOWAY. The grain business is one of the most important indus- 


tries we have anything to do with. 

CHAIRMAN. I understand that; but do you really require this 
sum 

Dr. GALLOWAY. That is our idea. It is of vast importance. You re- 
call that several years ago there was a very determined effort made to 
put through a Federal grain-inspection bill, which would have cost 
probably several million dollars annually, but that was finally side- 
tracked with the understanding that the question of grading grain 
should be thoroughly investigated and that the fundamental principles 
involved in that work should be set forth by the department.to the end 
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of guiding the private interests to make these grades. That is our 
present line of investigation. 

he CHAIRMAN. What is the latest bureau knowledge on that? I will 
be asked this question and want to be prepared to answer it. 

Dr. GALLOWAY. We have established a number of laboratories. One 
is at New Orleans, which may be taken as the type, and another at 
Baltimore, and so on. These laboratories work in closest cooperation 
with the boards of trade and other bodies pi in grain, It is 
customary for our men, in addition to invest 9 e» work—that is, tọ 
find out the varying quantities of molsture the grain should carry—to 
settle disputed points that maT come up between members of the trade 
in matters of this kind, Our laboratory simply works out the problem 
and reports the results to the board of trade, and, as a rule, the board 
of trade abides by that conclusion. 


Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, one of the greatest abuses 
that occur in the entire business operations of this country is 
in the grading of grain. It applies to the cotton producer as 
well as to the wheat and the corn and the hay and the oats 
producer. By the system now enforced the farmer suffers woe- 


fully. If the market goes down, the grade of the grain becomes 
poor. If the market goes up, the grade of the grain remains 
normal, That practice, participated in by the boards of trade 


at commercial centers where the product of the farm is bought 
and collected for distribution, is costing more money to the 
farmer to-day than anything which he has to bear, or any 
other class of citizens in this Government. It practically denies 
to him the larger markets of the country and imposes on him 
an expensive hardship. He is being swindled, and there ought 
to be established some uniform system of grading, not only of 
grain but all other farm products in order to protect the pro- 
ducer and smaller dealers. It is a matter of simple justice, 
nothing more. 

How many cotton farmers in the South have raised as fine 
a product as ever grew out of the ground, and when they have 
undertaken to sell it directly themselves the market fell while 
it was in transit, and of course the cotton would not grade when 
it reached its destination, and the producer did not receive for 
it the price that it had been sold for. 

Mr. LAMB. On that point will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr, CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMB. To show you that we are thinking along the 
same line, I want to read a little further from the hearings as 
to what Dr. Galloway said: . 

The CHAIRMAN. This is . interesting; the standards are watched 
with a at deal of interest, but have they been accepted? 

Dr. GALLOWAY. Yes. Another important feature has to do with 
our export grain trade—with the methods of shipping corn. Fo 
buyers are a that our corn is poing poorly handled. It 
frequently moist, and when it reaches the other side it is hot. One 
or more of the Atlantic ports has had a very serious trouble with 
foreign shipments; and we have made a good many Investigations of 
such shipments, all to the end that people handling corn at such 

oints may introduce such measures as will enable them to protect 
e ge and also protect the foreign buyers who are to receive 
e corn. = 


Mr. CULLOP. I would rather the gentleman would not read 
any farther in my time, but he can read the balance in his own 
time. I want to use mine on this subject. This injurious prac- 
tice has been worked upon the farmer a little bit too long in 
this country. Always something occurs to his product when he 
gets it to the market to affect the quality, and he must suffer 
because he has no other alternative. The trouble about that is 
that while they have been making that investigation they have 
not been establishing proper safeguards and rules to protect 
the farmer upon that subject. It is action that is needed in 
this matter. speedy and prompt action. 

The condition is such to-day that the farmer can not sell his 
grain abroad or in large market centers, but he must sell them 
through the middleman, because if he sells them directly, ships 
them to the market, he is graded out of the market and largely 
out of the price of his product. What is true of wheat and 
corn and oats and barley is likewise true of your cotton in the 
South. I insist that proper steps now should be taken to 
standardize the grades of farm products so that the grade may 
be fixed at the point where he delivers his products for ship- 
ment and not at the point of destination, as the custom now 
does, and that the grade so fixed at the receiving point shall 
control throughout until its character is changed. Then 
fluctuating markets could not be the cause leading to the change 
of the grade. ‘This would do justice to the producer and the 
small dealer. It would create faith in the honesty of traders 
and tend to maintain stable markets, There is a widespread 
demand, a necessity existing, for the establishment of such n 
system as that for which I contend, and I sincerely hope I can 
prevail on the department to adopt it or some system that will 
produce such a wholesome result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes more, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CULLOP, Mr. Chairman, there ought to be established 
in this department a grading system so that the producer him- 
self would know the standard by which his products are to be 
graded, and therefore could determine when he shipped his 
products, if he shipped them to a market distant from his home, 
whether or not they came within the rule laid down or the 
grade fixed when he parted with the possession of the same. 
As the system now exists, he is left in the dark and has no 
way of determining for himself what the grading system is 
four or five hundred miles away from his farm, and is often 
made a victim to the whims of the market juggler, so that the 
original producer is unable safely to market his products except 
through a middleman, who must have the profit that the farmer 
ought to have as the result of his teil and labor. Therefore. if 
this appropriation is not large enough for the purpose of deter- 
mining what should be established in that direction as n pro- 
tection to the original producer, I would like to see it increased, 
and it matters not how large it may be if it would answer the 
purpose and produce the desired result. This class has been 
neglected too long in this matter and are being injured every 
day in.the year because of the system that now exists, and 
some improvement ought to be made in this matter for the pro- 
tection of this the greatest class of producers in this country, 
in order that they may enjoy the fruits of their labor and be- 
cause fair dealing demands such a safegnard as I here propose. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words. I understand from the statement of the 
chairman of the wmmittee, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lams}, that the Department of Agriculture is doing nothing 
toward establishing the grades of grain. I hold in my hand 
some food and drug decisions that have been published by the 
Department of Agriculture, and I would wish to call the natten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that fines hare been imposed: 
for shipping grades of grain in interstate commerce which have 
not been approved by the Burean of Chemistry and which have 
been held to be a violation of the pure-food law by the Federal 
courts. 

The first is food and drug decision No. 107. Here we havea 
carload of wheat that was shipped and a sample seized by the 
inspector of the Bureau of Chemistry: 

Adulteration was aileged because another substance, to wit, hard 
wheat, had been mixed with and substituted in part for No, 2 red 
wheat. Misbranding was alleged because said wheat was sold under 
the distinctive name of another article, to wit, No. 2 red wheat, when 
in fact it was not No. 2 red wheat, but a mixture thereof with 40 per 
cent herd wheat, whereby the purchaser was deceived and misled. 

A mixture of hard wheat with No. 2 red was declared to be 
a violation of law because the grade was declared by the State 
local inspector to be No. 2 red wheat. 

Here we have another one, food and drug decision No. 1167, 
adulteration of white oats: 

In due course a Hbel was filed against the sald carload of white oats, 
charging adulteration of fhe product within the meaning of the act. 
because it consisted of 13 per cent barley, 3 per cent weed seed, and 
the balance white oats. 

Tn this instance, because 13 per cent of the grain was barley 
and 3 per cent was weed seed, the law was deciared to be vio- 
lated, as the grade was said to be white oats. 

Here is another instance, food and drug decision No. 1352, 
issued January 25, 1912. Again it is the adulteration and mis- 
brandink of white oats: 


Aduiteration was alleged inst said product for the reason that 
there had been mixed and packed with said oats a quantity of wheat, 
barley, and other seed, stems, hulls, chaff, and inert matter so as to 
reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its 1 and 8 which 
substances had been gabstituted in part for said oats. Misbrandin 
was alleged because sald product was sold under the distinctive name o 
another article, to wit, No. 3 white oats. when the product was not 
such, but was a mixture of white oats, wheat. barley, and other seed, 
stems, hulls, chaff, and inert matter. 


Mr. Chairman, I am not saying that those decisions zo beyond 
the present law upon the statute books, but I am saying ther if 
that is the correct interpretation of the law as it is, it means 
that no man can sell a carlond of wheat, no man can sell a car- 
joad of oats, no man can sell a carload of grain if there is a 
single substance in it except pure grain of the kind which he 
alleges to be sold. 

If a man were to sell a carload of wheat and there shouid 
happen to be a few grains of rye in it, under that decision he 
could be punished. If he should sell a load of oats and there 
Should be 10 grains of barley in it, under that decision he could 
be prosecuted. 

Mr. MANX. Does the gentleman mean if that amount were 
found, or if it were mixed with it deliberately? 5 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I am speaking under this decision 
here. 
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Mr. MANN. And I am speaking under this decision also. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Yes; if the inspector claims to find it 
mixed at the time of inspection. 

Mr. MANN. That is neither the decision nor the law. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. That is the decision here given. 

Mr. MANN. No; the decision here is that it was mixed with 
it. That is the charge, that it was mixed with it. If a man 
has a carload of wheat and deliberately mixes with it some- 
thing else and sells it as a carload of wheat he ought to be 
punished for it, and that is all the Jaw does and that is all the 
decisions hold. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I know my friend from Ilinois [Mr. 
Mann] is a very good authority, and I would not want to place 
my judgment against his. Yet, Mr. Chairman, the allegation 
here is that any article that is sold as No. 3 white oats and is 
found upon inspection to contain other articles except white 
oats is misbranded because of the fact that the otber sub- 
stances are mixed with it. Those cases have not come to trial; 
the parties in defense have preferred to enter pleas of guilty 
and pay nominal fines; but the allegation is that the grain is 
misbranded because the inspector declares it to be one grade 
and the bureau declares that the result of their examination 
shows it to be another. There is no allegation of an intent to 
deceive by mixing the grain, but that a misbranding occurs be- 
cause it is mixed. The definite result, misbranding, will fol- 
low if the local inspector fails to grade the grain properly, re- 
gardless of how the mixture or the mistake shall have been 
caused. 

That is what this decision means. Now, I have no objection 
to the question of carrying out the law, but I do submit that 
until the United States Government takes up the question of 
establishing a uniform grade of grain and does establish such 
a grade it is beyond the province or ought to be beyond 
the province of any law upon the statute books whereby the 
farmer or any man can be prosecuted for selling grain which 
has been graded by local authority, but which the Federal 
authority condemns as being incorrect. Under that decision, 
if it were the fact that oats or wheat were graded correctly at 
Indianapolis under their rules and standard and shipped in 
interstate commerce, even my friend from Illinois will not as- 
sert the fact that, if in transit, if an inspector from the Bureau 
of Chemistry shall examine such grain and allege differently 
an indictment may be filed and thus bring the case into the 
Federal courts for adjudication. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. I move, in line 13, page 20, to strike out the word 
“fiye” where it occurs and substitute therefor the word 
seven.“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 20, line 13, strike out the word “ five” where it occurs and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “seven.” 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, the effect of my amend- 
ment is to increase by $2,000 the appropriation for investigat- 
ing the handling, grading, and transportation of grain. j 

Mr. LAMB. There is no increase there. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. No; I am moving to increase it. 

Mr. LAMB. It is the same as it was before. The decrease 
of $1,440 is due to the transfer of two employees to the statu- 
tory rolls. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Now, having displaced about $2,000 of 
it in salaries, I desire to increase it by $2,000, so that the de- 
partment may use it for actual work for the farmer. I hope 
neither the chairman of the committee nor Members will grow 
impatient as we discuss items of this Agricultural appropria- 
tion bill. When the Army bill came up there was ample time— 
days—to consider it, but if you neglect the farmers’ interest in 
this country you can support no Army and you will need no 
soldiers. In the Navy bill, which we will have in a few days, 
there will be days and days in the discussion of warships, bat- 
tleships, and such matters, when if proper encouragement is 
not given to the agricultural interests of this country for its 
prosperity we can maintain no Navy and we will need no war- 
ships. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will not retort discourteously to the 
gentleman. I am not criticizing the chairman of the commit- 
tee, because his action is only responsive to what seems to be 
the impatience of some Members for hasty disposition of the 
bill. The gentleman from Texas spoke somewhat disparagingly 
of the efforts of Dr. Galloway and his bureau toward standard- 
izing cotton grading. 

I desire to say that the department claims that it is primarily 
for uniformity in grades. There is no uniformity of grade in 
this country in practice for the man who grows and sells his own 


cotton. There is uniformity of grade on the exchange in New 
York and New Orleans, but out in the country towns of 20,000, 
10,000, 5,000, and 1,000 inhabitants, where the farmer sells his 
cotton there is no uniformity of grade. I challenge the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Texas that the farmer fixes his 
grade. The grades as provided for here by the department are 
standardized and uniform. The standards are now placed in 
many agricultural schools for the farmers who are trained 
there, but they ought to be in every farmer’s warehouse in this 
country, and so should the standards of every grain, so that the 
farmer when he sells can see a facsimile of the standard by 
which Savannah, New Orleans, New York, and Liverpool are 
grading. As it is now, the country merchant takes a sample, 
and there is not a standard of grades in the town, and when the 
buyer says it is middling, just as the cotton buyer says, the 
farmer must take it. I have known instances where the cotton 
buyer classed the cotton as middling when he bought from the 
farmer and sold the same cotton to a cotton factory in the same 
town as good middling. They rob the farmer when the bears in 
New York put the price down, and they often get him on under- 
grading again when they buy the raw staple from him. 

I assert, gentlemen, that the Department of Agriculture, both 
in grain and cotton, is rendering a service to the man who pro- 
duces the staples by his own labor and that of his children. At 
one time a buyer of cotton and as a producer of cotton, and 
familiar for 30 years with the industry in its raw state, I 
speak not from information derived from others, but from actual 
personal knowledge. This agricultural bill, carrying these pro- 
visions, is extremely economical. The farmers have no lobby 
here to ask for increased appropriations. The farmers maintain 
no employed officers in Washington to see how much appro- 
priation they shall have. They leave it to us; and when it 
comes to standing by the committee or standing by the farming 
industry of the country, with all respect for and every confi- 
dence in the committee, I shall stand by my judgment as to 
what appropriation is necessary for the encouragement and 
highest interests of agriculture, without regard to the product 
raised or the section of the country in which it is produced.” 
{Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. NODDENBERY] 
has performed faithfully and eloquently, and to-morrow the 
farmers of Georgia will applaud him. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. They do it already. 

Mr. LAMB. Perhaps. But let me say that this is a mere 
practical question. We reduce this appropriation only $1,400, - 
which was by a transfer from a lump sum, and the gentleman's 
eloquence is wasted.on the desert air.” I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I understood the chairman of 
the committee in reading the testimony of Dr. Galloway before 
the committee as to these cotton grades, to say that he asked 
Dr. Galloway if these grades had been accepted, and he said 
yes. 

Mr. LAMB. I do not recall that exactly. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Now, the fact is, Mr. Chairman, as I under- 
stand it, these grades have not been accepted by the New York 
Cotton Exchange. But the New Orleans Cotton Exchange has 
accepted these grades, I understand. 

Mr. LEVER. That is what I said, if the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Herrin] will permit. 

Mr. LAMB. And if he will further permit, these grades have 
been officially adopted as a basis of their operations by nine cot- 
ton exchanges and the New England Buyers’ Association, and 
the Arkwright Club haye agreed to make them the basis of all 
their purchases. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Nine cotton exchanges have adopted these 
9 grades established by the act of Congress, the samples of 
which are now on exhibition in the Department of Agriculture, 
to be sold and distributed throughout the South for the purpose 
of educating the local buyers and the farmers themselves what 
grade his cotton is without having to wait until he ships a 
thousand bales of cotton to be graded at Montgomery, Ala., or 
some other city. There is no doubt in my mind but that these 
grades are accomplishing a great deal of good, but the New 
York Cotton Exchange has 28 different grades, and there are 
not 28 different grades of cotton. These 9 grades in the Agri- 
cultural Department now cover all grades of cotton, and 
they ought not to be permitted to use 28 different grades and 
beat the farmer out of millions of money, as the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Roppenpery] has said they now do. And I am 
glad that these exchanges have adopted these 9 grades, and I 
hope that the New York Exchange will adopt them. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY]. 

Mr. MANN. Let the amendment be read again, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 20, line 18, strike out hind word “five” where it occurs and insert 
in Hen thereof the word “ seve 

The CHAIRMAN. The . is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; nnd the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LAMB. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 22, noes 25. 

So the ainendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the invest; — — and improvoment of grains and methods of grain 
prodnetion, 875,7 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Jacoway). 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word “sixty” in line 5 and insert the 
word “seventy,” and add the following after the word dollars“: 
“Provided, That $20,000 of said sum shall be used exclusively for im: 
2 75 corn-cnlture methods.“ 

. CULLOP. Now, Mr. Chairman 

a LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order, of 
course, on that. Before proceeding let me say to the gentleman 
that this appropriation has been reduced from $77,925 to $74,765, 
a decrease of $2,160, which is due entirely to the transfer of 
three employees to the statatery roll. Se we stood, pat on that 
preposition, 

Mr. CULLOP. I should have moved to strike out the word 

“seventy” and have made it “eighty.” 1 wish to modify the 
amendment by striking out the word “seventy” and making it 
“eighty,” so that it will rend “ eighty-five thousand.” 

Mr. LEVER. So that the amendment will read, how? 

Mr. OULLOP. In line 4, page 24, strike out the word 
“seventy” and insert the word “eighty,” and then in line 5, 
add, after the word “ dollars,” “+: Proridcd, That $10,000 of this 
snm shall be used exclusively to improve the methods of corn 
culture.“ 

On that I want to be heard. I ask $10,000 now for that 
specific purpose. I understand you must get a start in this 
matter in order to accomplish anything, and I am directing my 
effirts to that end. 

48 I said before on this proposition, this is in aid of the 
production of the most important product to the people of this 
country. Now, with all due deference to the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, I do not believe that 
this committee, when it understands the methods of making up 
this hill, will quite agree with the methods of the procedure 
used. And I know there is always a disposition to stand by the 
committee, But, gentlemen, jet me say this te you, when you 
are doing that you are in danger of making this a one-man 
Congress if the rule is followed out fully in all things. [Ap- 
plause.] I am opposed to the one-mau business, and hope the 
System will not find a footing in this body. 

Mr. LAMB. There are 20 men on the committee. 
Pause.] 

Mr. CULLOP. Oh, yes; but let me get through, with all 
due deference to the gentleman. He says they took a member 
of the departinent, found out what was wanted, and as a rule 
accepted his recommendations. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. CUIAOP. I hope I am; but, if I correctly understood 
him a moment age, that seemed to be the plan pursued; and 
if it was then it is not Congress that is making this bill, but 
it is the department that is making it, and I do not know 
whether we agree in all things with the methods of the depart- 
ment or as to the course ef procedure. Some of us may differ 
with it, and properly so. 

Now, this is the most important industry in the United States, 
realizing more money to the people than any other industry in 
the United States, and it is suffering as inuch or more to-day 
from the ravages of the enemies to the growth of corn than any 
other product in the United States, the cotton crop not ex- 
cepted, because the production of corn is more extensive. The 
extent of the territory employed in it is larger. It reaches out 
for the benefit of more people in the country than any other 
industry in the country, and more people are engaged in it. I 
do believe that it would be justice to the men who are engaged 
in this industry that something be started in order fo relieve 
them from the pests which prey upon the fruits of their Inbor 
and in many instances make it a complete loss, and thereby 
affecting the welfare of the whole country. 

I hope that this amendment, which is reasonable, will be 
adopted and that the additional sum proposed be appropriated 
for that purpose and applied solely to that purpose. I hope 


The Clerk will report the 
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the chairman of the committee will accept this amendment, as 


J believe he ought to. 
if he did. 

Mr. CANDLER. Would the gentleman be satisfied with 
510,000 of an appropriation to carry en the werk? 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to have it five times as much: 

Mr, CANDLER. Then if the department is spending more 
than that the gentleman is gratified, 1 presume? 

Mr. CULLOP. No. If they are using it, they nre not using 
it now perhaps as profitably as they could. 

Mr, CANDLER, When you are Hmiting it to $10,000, you 
can depend upon it that they will not expend more than $10,000. 
They are expending more than that now, and the gentleman 
does not know what he is talking abont, 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, it is all right to be economical, 
and I approve all efforts in that direction. I notice there was 
an attempt to raise the salaries of clerks. Here is the place 
to raise the appropriation, so that the real preducers can get 
the benefit of it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the gentle- 
man from Indiana 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me 
just a moment? I would like to ask leave to extend my re- 
niarks on the subject I spoke of before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hanpy] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
couple with that request a request that I shall have leave to ex- 
tend my remarks also. My request is that both the gentleman 
from Texas and myself may have leave te extend our remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has asked 
unanimous consent that he be alowed to extend his remarks in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN, No, Mr. Chairman; I asked that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Harpy] and myself both be allowed to extend 
our remarks, , 

The CHAIRMAN. The request of the gentleman from Ilinois 
is that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Harpy] and himself 
be allowed to extend their remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HEFLIN. On this subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the subject discussed to-day. 

Mr, AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, as to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], I object. As to the gentleman from 
Texas, on the other side [Mr. Harpy], I de not object. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I preferred my request for that 
very purpose. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I know it. [Taughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall nat permit such a dis- 
tinction to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is heard te the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], The gentleman from 
Texas IMr. Harpy] asks leave to extend his Nac At 

Mr. MANN. For the present, Mr. Chairman, I shail net per- 
mit that the gentleman shall take the pesition that on this 
side of the House no Member shall have leave to extend re- 
marks, and that Members on that side. with whom he is 
friendly, shall be allowed that privilege. I can not permit that 
distinction, and for the present I shall have to object. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman. I move that the gentleman 
from Tilincis be permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, when gentlemen 
on that side of the House make a distinction in regard to 
nnanimous consents, I am entitled to do if too. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion before the House is the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana IMr. CULLOP]—— 

Mr. CULLOP, No, Mr. Chairman: I asked unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] be per- 
mitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will advise the gentleman from 
Indiana that that has been objected to. 

Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman from Iowa was address- 
ing the House, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Towa [Mr. 
is recognized to proceed. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I fully agree with the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CCmor] that the subject to which he has addressed 
himself is of great importance. We know, of course, that the 
corn product of the United States is in dollars and cents of 
greater value than the cotton crop, and that the product of 
wheat is equal to that of cotton; and when we speak of the im- 
portance of fixing standards one should be provided for as 
much as the other. But I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the Committee on Agriculture has recom- 
mended $2 for this purpose where they have recommended $1 


I believe the conntry would approve it 
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for fixing standards of cotton. However, I did not rise to dis- 
cuss that subject, but to say that the Committee on Agriculture 
have absolute confidence in the Secretary and in everyone con- 
nected with the department, and we have preferred to make 
lump appropriations, leaving it to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary and the chiefs of the various bureaus, in order that they 
may determine how and where this money shall be expended. 
We believe that they, taking. into consideration the importance 
of all problems confronting them, will use the money where 
they believe it can be used to the best adyantage. We have 
provided not only $10,000 for the investigation and encourage- 
ment of corn growing, but this bill carries an item of $186,000 
and another item of $330,000, or more than $500,000 all told, 
which can be used to encourage corn growing in this country 
and to carry on the investigations and work that have been 
suggested by the gentleman from Indiana. [Applause.] 

Mr. LEVER. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman, on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Curxor!]. 

The question being taken on the amendment, on a division 
(demanded by Mr. Curzor) there were—ayes 25, noes 28. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and improvement of tobacco and the methods 
of tobacco production and handling, $24,000. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word, for the purpese of asking the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Lams] a question. I would like to know why this 
appropriation was reduced. 

Mr. LAMB. It has been reduced from $26,630 to $24,000, a 
decrease of $2,630. This decrease was made by the committee 
in the interest of economy. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. This is an actual reduction of the 
former appropriation? 

Mr. LAMB. This is one of the various items that I referred 
to this morning. We asked Dr. Galloway to come before us, and 
we asked him if he could not reduce this 4 or 5 per cent, and in 
some cases 6 per cent. He thought no serious injury would re- 
sult to this investigation, and that no inconvenience at all would 
be caused by such a reduction, and that is the reason we 
reduced it. 

Mr. TURNBULL. Was there any unexpended balance of this 
amount left over? 

Mr. LAMB. I think not. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee I desire to withdraw my pro 
forma amendment and to offer an amendment striking out 
“twenty-four thousand” and inserting “twenty-six thousand 
six hundred and thirty.” 

Mr. LAMB. Unless the gentleman wishes to make some re- 
marks, I will ask for a vote. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to submit some remarks 
on the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, in lines 7 and 8, strike out “ twenty-four thousand ” and 
insert in lieu thereof “ twenty-six thousand six hundred and thirty.” 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am in sympathy 
with every movement in the interest of economy, but I am not in 
sympathy with a movement which has for its effect the reduc- 
tion of an appropriation formerly made and carried in this bill 
for the purpose of relieving and benefiting the farmers of this 
country. These appropriations have been made in the past and 
the farmers have derived great benefit from them. They have 
the right to expect that this Congress will continue these ap- 
propriations in their interest, and for my part I would rather 
see a less number of salaries raised, I would rather see the 
force, if necessary, reduced in the department, than to see the 
money taken from the farmers for whose benefit this bill is 
supposed to be framed. I want to appeal to the committee in 
the interest of fairness to adopt this amendment. 

This bill carries two appropriations for the investigation. of 
the production and best methods of handling grain, amounting 
in the aggregate to over $135,000. You heard the chairman of 
this committee say a moment ago that neither of these appro- 
priations had been reduced. There was an apparent slight re- 
duction in both figures, but he explained to the committee that it 
was not a real reduction, but that the apparent reduction results 
from the fact that some of the clerical force charged with the 
handling of that fund have been transferred to the statutory roll. 

I want to call attention to another fact, that in addition to the 
appropriation of $330,000 for the destruction or prevention of 
the boll weevil there are two appropriations for the investigation 
of the production and best methods of handling cotton, aggre- 


gating over $54,000. And yet the bill of last year only carried 
$26,680 for the inyestigation and improvement of tobacco and 
its production. For two years I have been endeavoring to get 
the Department of Agriculture to send to the district I have the 
honor to represent a man for the purpose of making these in- 
vestigations in the interest of the tobacco producers of that 
section of the country. 

We haye in Tennessee and Kentucky probably 100,000 acres 
of land upon which dark tobacco is grown. There is no man, so 
the department informs me, who can be spared to go into that 
particular section to give attention to this great industry. Asa 
matter of fact, they have been compelled, so the gentleman in 
charge of this matter says, to draw upon a man who is located 
in the Burley district and send him down there occasionally to 
look into the industry and confer with the farmers who raise 
the dark tobacco. 8 

[The time of Mr. Byens of Tennessee haying expired, by 
unanimous consent his time was extended two minutes.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I was told by a gentleman in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture that he realized that it would be beneficial 
to the tobacco farmers of that section to have a man there, but 
he said that the appropriation was not sufficient, and he ex- 
pressed his regret that it was not sufficient so that he could 
comply with the wishes of the farmers of that section. I never 
dreamed that the Committee on Agriculture would in this bill 
undertake to reduce an appropriation which he said was not 
sufficient. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Certainly. : 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman think that the farmers 
of the South would appreciate this kind of economy coming 
from a Democratie Agricultura] Committee? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Undoubtedly they will not. As I 
said a while ago, while I favor economy along all lines, I do not 
favor that supposed form of economy which will result in taking 
from the farmers of the South or from the farmers of any other 
section of this country an appropriation which they have been 
receiving in the past and which has proven so beneficial to them. 

I want in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, to appeal to this com- 
mittee in behalf of this amendment. Here is an appropriation 
for the tobacco farmer that has been reduced, and the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture can give no sufficient reason 
or explanation for it. ‘There has been no reduction in the ap- 
propriation for the production and handling of grain. There 
has been no reduction in the appropriation with reference to 
cotton; yet here is a great industry, the growing of tobacco, 
grown as it is in 20 great States of this Union, as to which, in 
the interest of economy, the committee say, and for no other 
reason, there has been a reduction of $2,630 from the current 
appropriation. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams], the 
chairman of the committee, says that Dr. Galloway has said 
that this appropriation can be reduced without injury. I want 
to say that that is not the information that I have received— 
not from Dr. Galloway, but from the man who is charged with 
the investigation and the handling of this appropriation. I 
hope the committee will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in opposi- 
tion to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Byrns]. I would call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that in view of the statement made by him that for two years 
he has been trying to get a man to go into his district and make 
an investigation with reference to tobacco and the methods of 
tobacco production, culture, and handling, and has been unable 
to do it on account of lack of appropriation provided by Con- 
gress, the gentleman by his amendment has not relieved the 
situation at all, because he seeks to put the appropriation in ex- 
actly the same form that it has been for the last two years. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. My purpose in offering to restore 
the appropriation to what it formerly was is because of the fact 
that I realize the committee is not in a temper to increase 
these appropriations; but I hope that if this appropriation is 
put back where it was last year and where it onght to be next 
year, possibly the farmers that I have the honor to represent 
and those in the adjoining districts may get some benefit from it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman refers to the fact, 
also, that nowhere in the bill is there carried any further item 
for the investigation of tobacco diseases and pests. I desire to 
call his attention to the item to be found on page 56, under the 
Bureau of Entomology, which reads as follows: , 

For investigations of insects affecting southern field crops, including 
the cotton-boll weevil and other insects injurious to cotton, insects 


affecting tobacco, rice, and sugar cane, the Argentine ant, and life 
history studies of ticks, $35,000. 


1912. 


Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And the gentleman has cut that 
appropriation 25 per cent. 

Mr, LEVER. It is true that we have cut that appropriation, 
but it was cut with a distinct understanding that the statement 
would be made upon the floor that some of the work of the 
department in reference to the study of the life history of the 
cattle tick and cotton-boll weevil should be somewhat curtailed 
and reduced. I have here in my hand, Mr. Chairman, furnished 
me by the very capable assistant clerk of the Committee on 
Agriculture, a reference to the project of the Department of 
Agriculture touching tobacco, and find one of its new projects 
to be: 


Tennessee: Tobacco investigation, new project, appropriation, $2,000. 


That amount was to be set aside from this fund for the very 
purpose covered by the proposed amendment. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I do not quite understand the 
gentleman. 

Mr. LEVER. I was making a statement, and I will repeat it 
for the benefit of the gentleman from Tennessee, that in the 
project book of the Bureau of Plant Industry there is included 
this item: 

Tennessee: Tobacco investigation, new project, appropriation, $2,000. 


Mr. MANN. Is that not a part of the original estimate? 

Mr. LEVER. I am not advised as to that. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And the committee has cut out 
that very $2,000 which the department wanted to expend in 
Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I would much prefer to haye that 
item in the bill than to have it in an estimate submitted by the 
department. 

Mr. LEVER. Has the gentleman any information from any 
source Whatever that the department, even under the reduced 
appropriation, is not going to work out this project? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I know they have stated to me 
since January 1 that they did not have money enough to go into 
the dark tobacco districts of Tennessee and Kentucky for the 
purpose of making these investigation, but were compelled to 
confine them to the Burley and other districts, 

Mr. LEVER. That complaint came before this bill was re- 
ported from the committee, so that the department is wrong in 
its own information. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That statement was made under 
an appropriation of $26,630 for the current year. Now, if the 
gentleman in the next fiscal year cuts that appropriation down 
to $24,000, I feel quite sure I will receive the same sort of an 
answer when I go to them again. 

Mr. LEVER. And yet in the face of that complaint the de- 
partment was expecting to have this appropriation remain at 
the figure provided in the current law and under that figure 
they had provided for the appropriation for the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. If the gentleman will leave it at 
$26,630, that is all I ask; and that will give the department 
the funds with which to go into Tennessee as proposed in their 
estimates, 

Mr. LEVER. I feel confident that the gentleman will get 
a man if he presses for him vigorously, as I am confident the 
gentleman will do. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Carolina has expired. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from South Carolina may have two minutes 
additional. I want to get some information. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from South Caro- 
linn may be extended for two minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman kindly inform me for what 
purpose is this appropriation used and where it is used? 

Mr. LEVER. I will read to the gentleman a statement fur- 
nished me by the chief of the bureau touching this very item: 

The tebacco . are carried on at local stations maintained 
in the more important tobacco districts of the States of Massachusetts, 


Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Kentucky, Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Texas. In every State 
except one (in which tbe work is in cooperation with local agencies) 
the investigations are conducted in cooperation with State agencies. 

boratery problems are also taken up at headquarters in Washington. 

The three general features of the work are (1) the development of 
improved varieties or types by breeding and selection; (2) determina- 
tion by practical tests of the best methods of fertilizing the tobacco 
crop; (3) study of the best systems of crop rotation 1 adapted 
to tobacco culture. Valuable new varieties have been ob of by 
breeding in the Connecticut Valley, in Maryland, and in Ohio. 

Some of the special problems receiving attention are improvements in 
methods of curing cigar, burley, and fiue-cured types, the control of 
the Granville wilt in North Carolina, and a study of the effects of soil 
and climatic conditions on the yield and quality of tobacco. The feld 
investigations on these problems are supplemented by laboratory studies. 


I think that gives the gentleman the information he desires. 


The time of the gentleman from South 
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Mr. HELM. Can the gentleman inform me what station is 
located in Kentucky? 

Mr. LEVER. No; I can not, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. HELM. What do these stations consist of? 

Mr. LEVER. I presume, according to the statement made by 
the chief of the bureau here on this proposition, that they con- 
sist in the main of stations in the locality in which this work 
is being carried on, probably some laboratories, but I am not 
sure. 

Mr. HELM. Does this man go out in the field or simply man- 
age these stations? 

Mr. LEVER. Gh, no; he goes out in the field, as I under- 
stand it, and does investigational and experimental work. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. HELM. I ask that the gentleman may be given two 
minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HELM. How has this sum of money been spent with 
reference to the different stations that the gentleman has 
enumerated? 

Mr. LEVER. You mean in the amount spent? 

Mr. HELM. Yes. 

Mr. LEVER. It has not been furnished to me and I can not 
tell the gentleman. 

Mr. HELM. I think it is well 

Mr. LEVER. I have the information here now. The ex- 
penditures for 1910 and 1911: Connecticut Valley tobacco in- 
yestigations—I will read the round numbers 52,638; Maryland 
tobacco investigations, $1,054; Kentucky tobacco investigations, 
$1,977; Ohio tobacco investigations, $1,630; New York tobacco 
investigations, $1,713; Virginia tobacco investigations, $4,854; 
Texas tobacco investigations, $1,688; North Carolina tobacco 
investigations, $2,679; Pennsylvania tobacco investigations, 
$1,180; South Carolina—just think of this miserable little sum 
of $725—— 

Mr. HELM. How much tobacco did you raise? 

Mr. LEVER. Cooperative breeding demonstrations in Geor- 
gia, $2,596. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say Tennessee was included in that list? 

Mr. LEVER. No; it is not included, but the project book 
anticipates an appropriation of $2,000 for Tennessee. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. But the gentleman in his bill has 
cut out that $2,000 which the department expected to expend in 
Tennessee. That is exactly the point I am making. 

Mr. LEVER. I do know that the complaint which came 
from the department to the gentleman came to him long before 
the committee made up this bill and before the department 
could have had any information at all as to whether or not 
the committee was going to allow the sum estimated for. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And the gentleman proposes to 
strike out of this bill the $2,000 which was estimated for Ten- 
nessee. 

Mr. HELM. Are there any other practical results obtainable 
from the expenditure of this money than those you have stated? 

Mr. LEVER. What I have stated is all the information I 
have about the subject, and of course the gentleman himself 
is very much more familiar with the result of this work, being 
in a tobacco State, than I am. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. I understood you to say that the 
department had an apparent plan or proposition as to the dis- 
tribution of this fund for the coming year. Are you able to 
state how much is to go to any particular State? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman from Kansas that 
the Bureau of Plant Industry always has a project book, 
looking to the future, so that they may know how to make up 
their estimates to present to Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever] has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. One further question. 

Mr. LEVER. My time has expired or I would be very glad 
to answer. 2 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman be extended for one minute. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Is the gentleman able to tell how 
much of this fund was expended in any particular State last 

ear? 

Mr. LEVER. I think I gave that to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Herm] just now. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. How much in 


the State of Kansas? 
How many stations are there? . = 
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Mr. MANN. ‘They do not raise it; they use tobacco in 
Kansas. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say that I do not see in this project 
book any reference to the State of Kansas, and as my friend 
from Illinois suggests, you do not raise tobacco out there, but 
just use it. : 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. My fri from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
does not live out there and, the re, does not know. 

Mr. MANN. I do not want to know the tobacco you raise. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

There are few products in the several States of the Union 
which produce tobacco that bring more revenue te the farmer 
than the tobacco crop. Either one of two things is true. There 
should be a larger appropriation for this work, and I must con- 
fess that, from the statement made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever], so far as practical results are concerned, 
they are rather insignificant, considering the amount and the 
extent of the product. If it is going to be of any service or 
yalne to the farmer, it ought to be larger than it is, or else 
there ought to be no appropriation at all. I am unable to see 
any practical results which redound to the interest of the 
farmer from the statement made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. I do, though, insist that perhaps next to corn and 
wheat and the hay crop the tobacco crop brings more revenue 
to the farmers than any of the other ones that they produce 
and that I have not enumerated. Large and substantial bene- 
fits can be accomplished for the farmers, not only in the tobacco 
business, but in every crop that they produce—experimental sta- 
tion work. And J am in sympathy with any movement that en- 
courages or advances the intevests of the farmer, for, as it has 
been frequently said on this floor, but not taken with the amount 
of serionsness that it deserved, the farmer is the mainstay of 
this conniry. He is the man who preserves the balance of trade 
for onv Treasury. He is the man who in 1907 stopped the 
threatened panic. When the cloud of disaster loomed on the 
finsneial sky the press was full of printed matter to the effect 
that the farmers were able to maintain the balance of trade, 
restore confidence, and the country locked to the farmers for 
relief. [Applause.] P 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. Without objection, the pro forma amendment will 
be withdrawn. The question recurs ow the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrxs]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a mo- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on the original amendment has 
been exhausted. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that is not a usual announcement for the 
Chairman to make. I move to strike out the last word, the 
last two words, or the paragraph, or whatever is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BYENS] 
now proposes an amendment to restore in this bill what has 
heretofore been the appropriation for an investigation and im- 
provement of tobacco and methods of tobacco production and 
handling, aud makes what seems to be a very reasonable appeal 
for the restoration of the amount. 

A few moments ago I offered an amendment to restore an 
iten with a@ference to cotton, for the improvement of cultural 
methods. I did not notice the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Byrxs] voting in favor of that amendment. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman 
that I did vote for it, and I think seme geutlemen here can 
testify to that effect. 

Mr. MANN. I am very glad the gentleman did. Did the 
gentleman vote for the other amendment, to increase the amount 
for the ginning, handling, and grading of cotton? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Is that the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. MANN. That was the amendment whith I offered. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Was that the amendment on 
which tellers were demanded? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. $ 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes; I voted for it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman's record is good, so far. I am 
ready to support the amendment of the gentleman, although I 
was under the impression that on the other votes his vote was 
the other way. . 

Ever since 1 have been a Member of this House I have heard 
gentlemen declaiming on the floor of the House how they were 
the farmer's friends and how the farmers should be represented 
in the House. I represent a city district, not dependent directly 
upon farming, and yet I have never opposed in the House a 
proposition for the benefit of the agricultural industries of the 
country. i 


It has remained for this Congress, at this later day, to en- 
deayor to economize at the expense of the farmers and the agri- 
cultural industries. Every year since I have been a Member of 
this House until this year the agricultural appropriation bill 
has been increased from what it was.in the preceding year. 
This year they cut off what they call “measly sums,” $2,000 
here and $3,000 there, which they say will make no difference 
in theework. And, having decided to do that, they get Dr. 
Galtioway with them and browbeat him into saying that he can 
get ulong with what they will give him. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will pardon me, 
but the Committee on Agriculture never did browbent any man, 
and would not do it under any circumstances. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, when I say the gentleman from 
Virginia browbeats anyone, everyone will understand that I 
am using the word facetiously. My amiable friend could not 
browbeat. [Applause] I understand how the committees deal 
with the officials of the Government. I have helped to do it 
myself, examining men as to whether they could not get along 
withont this or that, whether they could not reduce the amount, 
whether they could not get along with less, and so on. No 
official can stand up under that kind of an examination. 

I am in favor of carrying on the work of the Department of 
Agriculture, and if the gentlemen on the other side of the aisle 
choose to make a record for cheap economy by cutting off ap- 
propriations for that department which ought to be made, I 
can not stand with them, as I did not stand with my own side of 
the House in former years when gentlenten on that side offered 
amendments to increase the appropriations for the cotton boll 
weevil investigation and for other investigations. I am per- 
fectly willing to stand for economy in most branches of the 
Government and have endeavored to do so. 

But when the gentlemen say that in this particular item Dr. 
Galloway and his assistants can do as much good work with 
$24,000 as they can with $26,000, they know that that can not 
be true. If Dr. Galloway or his assistants are wasting the 
money, they ought not to have it. If they are not wasting the 
money, they ought to have what is necessary to do this work. 
We can afford it. The condition of the Treasury is not such that 
we ought to cut off the needed appropriations for the develop- 
ment of the country. The Department of Agriculture by its 
work, in my judgment, has added hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars in value to our products from the farms every year, and I 
want to hold up their bands in the future. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois 
IMr. Mann] has referred to the fact that Members on this floor 
are constantly posing as the friends of the farmer. He is right 
in that. T have noticed it myself. [Laughter.] I have seen 
some gentlemen posing on this floor as the friends of the Ameri- 
can farmer, and they are touchy aboutit: But the trouble with 
gentlemen is that whenever a preposition is submitted here for 
the real benefit of the American farmer, and the votes nre taken, 
these gentlemen are absent. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, the gentleman referred to the fact that 
we are seeking to cut down some few appropriations. We are 
Seeking to cure some of the things that have been carried on 
and permitted under the administration of the gentleman's 
party. 1 want to call the attention of this committee to this 
state of affairs, which I say is appalling. Listen to the figures. 
It cost the Treasury Departinent $15,390 to disburse $17,600,000. 
It cost the Department of Agriculture $114,620 to disburse $21,- 
391.876, the cost being nearly eight times as much, and it has 
so continued for years and years. And no wonder, when you 
look a little further in this bill and find that in the Forestry 
Division, in one paragraph, 419 clerks are provided for. I sup- 
pose they are the gentlemen who look after the disbursement 
of this fund. 

The Auditor for the State Department audits all the appro- 
priations of all the departments, nud for the auditing of all, 
amounting to $12,000,000, the disbursement cost was only 
$118,000, or about $4,000 more than it cost to disburse $21,000,000 
in the Department of Agriculture. 


I say, Mr. Chairman, that an investigation of this bili shows, 
and it simply follows the bilis that have preceded it, and in my 
opinion somebody in the Department of Agriculture made this 
bill from the preceding one, that they have simply cut down at 
haphazard, without regard to any rule or anything else. An 
inspection of this bill will show that the Department of Agricul- 
ture is honeycombed with graft in the shape of the employment 
of useless employees, and particularly clerks. 

Mr. LAMB. I challenge that statement. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2743 


Mr. MANN. The gentleman made a comparison between the 
cost of disbursements in the Department of Agriculture and the 
cost of the Auditor for the State Department. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman understand that the Auditor 
for the State Department is a disbursing officer? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; I do not; but he audits all the 
accounts of all the departments, 

Mr. MANN. How does the gentleman make a comparison 
between one office doing one work and another office doing an 
entirely different work? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. If it suits the gentleman any bet- 
ter, the Treasury Department disbursed $117,600,000, and the 
cost of disbursement was $15,390. The appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture amount not to $15,000,000 or $16,- 
000,000, but to $21,391,960, and the cost for disbursing that is 
$114,620. I say this bill, with the permanent appropriations 
for the department provided in other bills added to the amount 
carried by this bill, amounts to over $21,000,000 to run the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and out of that there does not go to 
the benefit of the American farmer more than $5,000,000. The 
gentleman can not show that a dollar more than that goes to 
the benefit of the American farmer. You provide in this bill 
for wood rangers and clerks galore—law clerks and every kind 
of clerk on the face of the earth. As I said this morning, or 
meant to say, if-one real genuine double-jointed American 
farmer should go into one of the rooms in that department and 
spit on them, he would drown a dozen of your spider-legged, 
dude clerks. 

Mr. LAMR. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I ask that my amendment be re- 
ported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, line 7, strike out twent»four thousand“ and insert in leu 
thereof “ “twenty-six thousand six hundred and thirty.” 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Lams) there were—ayes 34, noes 20. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 18 Members, not a sufficient number, 
seconding the demand. 

Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 8, page 21, insert as a new paragraph: 
“Fer the investigation and improvement of E seng and the control 
of diseases and insects detrimental to the growth of this plant, $5,000.” 


2775 LEVER. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it 
is subject to a point of order, but I do not care to argue that 
matter. The ginseng industry in this country is getting to be 
very important. The last figures I have are for 1909, but the 
exports have been rapidly increasing since that time. In 1909 
we exported $1,276,179 worth of this root. You see that is 
quite an important industry, bringing to the people of this coun- 
try each year considerably over $1,000,000. This is exported 
almost exclusively, very little being used in this country. The 
exports measure quite accurately the amount of the production 
of the plant. 

Formerly it was not cultivated but grew wild, but as the 
woods were cut off and the land was devoted to agricultural 
purposes this plant commenced to disappear, and it is now be- 
ing raised in gardens and cultivated. The price that is received 
for it is about $6.50 a pound. That will give you some idea of 
the value of this plant. We received last year for good root 
$6.50 a pound. : 

Now, the plant is subject to many diseases. As it grew wild 
in the woods years ago, the various diseases and insect enemies 
that it now has were not known, but since the commencement 
of the cultivation of the plant it is found that it is subject to 
mold and leaf wilt and various insect enemies. 

The Department of Agriculture has been doing something to 
help the raisers of this plant. I know that an expert was sent 
to northern Wisconsin last year, where a great deal is raised, 
and the following of his advice resulted in the saving of prob- 
ably $100,000 worth of the root. We appreciate the value of 
scientific research along this line. We feel that the industry is 
of such a magnitude now, considerably over a million dollars a 
year, that the Government can well afford to spend this small 
amount of money in assisting the people who raise the plant. It 
is raised in Kentucky, Ohio, New York, Pennsylvania, Wiscon- 
sin, and Minnesota. Not much is raised east of the Alleghenies, 
and very little south of Kentucky, and very little west of Min- 


nesota, although they are experimenting with it on the Pacific 
coast. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, and I ask unanimous consent, to 
extend my remarks in the Record on this subject. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my colleague 
why it was he did not present this matter to the committee if 
it is of such magnitude as he says it is. I want to say to him 
that we did inquire about it and we have some answers from 
the department about it. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. The department is doing some- 
thing. I did not realize the limitations of the expenditures of 
the department, but I felt that if it was specifically appropriated 
we would be more apt to get better results. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, in the first place, the depart- 
ment has authority now, as we understand it, to make the in- 
vestigation which the gentleman has in mind. As a matter of 
fact, it is doing some work on ginseng. Mr. Taylor, representing 
the Bureau of Plant Industry, when before the committee, made 
this statement: 

Mr. TAYLOR. Ginseng is not being actively worked upon by the bureau. 
It is in pretty good commercial shape without departmental assistance, 
though we are keeping in touch with it, In the matter of ginseng dis- 
eases we are working in connection with the Cornell Experiment Station 
in New York. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LEVER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina un- 
derstand that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] who 
has just addressed the committee is the leading expert of the 
country on the raising of ginseng and probably knows more 
about it than almost anybody in the Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. LEVER. I did not have that information, but I am glad 
to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I am a little interested in the subject myself. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] has a standing in 
reference to the raising of ginseng which is probably not excelled 
by anybody else in the country, and he speaks by the card when 
he refers to the difficuities of raising the plant. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from 
Illinois that the statement that he has given us, while interest- 
ing, does not controvert the position I took a moment ago, that 
the department now has the authority to do the very thing asked 
for by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and if the department 
considers it a vital proposition, the department itself would esti- 
mate for it in a separate item for this business. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I was trying to direct the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to. The department does not have that 
knowledge with reference to the matter which gives it the nu- 
thority to say whether the investigation should be made or not. 
The department has said that the trade was in such a condi- 
tion that it did not require departmental study of the subject. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], who knows more 
about the raising of ginseng than anyone in the Agricultural 
Department, tells us he, at least, is of the opinion that we 
ought to be studying and investigating the diseases and the 
insects which infest this plant. 

Mr. LEVER. I would like to know in that connection how 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, being the highest authority in 
the country on the growing, manufacturing, and the like, of 
ginseng is to be helped by the department? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is not asking 
help for himself. He is asking an appropriation to help an in- 
dustry which adds to our exports to the extent of about a mil- 
lion and a half dollars a year. 

Mr. LEVER. I realize, of course, the commercial importance 
of this project. $ 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, has the gentleman from South 
Carolina read the beautiful novel called The Harvester? 

Mr. LEVER. Iam sorry to say that I have not. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman would read that novel, I 
am quite sure he would be willing to vote for a liberal appro- 
priation for ginseng. 

Mr. LEVER. It is unfortunate for me that I haye not read 
the novel. 5 

Mr. MANN. The closest connection we have with the Orient 
is ginseng. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEVER. I presume that is close enough. 

Mr. MANN. That is very close when it comes to the use of 


ginseng. ; 

Mr. LEVER. I will say, Mr. Chairman, speaking more 
seriously, that this is a matter that has not come before the - 
committee except in a very casual way, as shown from the 
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examination of the witnesses before the committee, and we fo 
not feel, without some statement from the department that 
money is necessary and needed for this purpose, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole would be justified, upon the statement even 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], who is an ex- 
pert on the proposition, in allowing this appropriation to go 
through. I trust, therefore, that the amendment will be voted 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Carolina 
insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. LEVER. No. I do not think it is subject to the point 
of order. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manx] be permitted to extend 
in the Recorp his remarks on the subject of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], just for the purpose of seeing 
what the gentleman from New York [Mr. Aktx] will do. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will 
find out, if the Chairman puts the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Illinois be permitted 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.) The Chair hears none. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on this proposi- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Lever) there were—ayes 29, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk rend as follows: 

For the investigation and se NA ge of forage crops and methods 
of forage-crop production, $20,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee if 
there was any discussion in the committee on the advisability 
of increasing this item? I see that the amount carried in the 
bih is the same as that carried in the bill of the current year, 
and is the amount asked for by the department. 

Mr. LAMB. It is the same thing. We gave them what they 
asked for. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, while I shall not offer an 
amendment to increase the amount, it seems to me a rather 
small amount to appropriate for this purpose. The improve- 
ment of forage crops—the discovery of new forage crops—is 
one of the most important matters for consideration in the en- 
tire field of agriculture. The department has been doing very 
excellent work in past years in the improvement of certain 
clovers, alfalfa, and other forage crops that have heretofore 
been cultivated almost exclusively in the West. It has been 
found that the various classes of alfalfa bave done very well 
indeed in the East, and particularly on sandy lands that have 
not been producing very good crops.” 

Mr. LAMB. I think the bulk of this money is spent for that 
purpose. 

Mr. MONDELL. These crops largely increase the value of 
such lands. They are valuable for restoring the fertility of 
run-down lands. Furthermore, in the West the department has 
been carrying on the work of finding improved forage crops for 
alkaline conditions. Investigations of that kind, of course, can 
be carried on under the item which succeeds this one, but the 
investigation of forage crops for dry-farm conditions can be 
made under this item, as I understand it; and it is a very large 
field and a very important field, and the department has been 
making some valuable investigations in that field and has intro- 
duced some valuable new plants and shown a large amount——— 

Mr. LAMB. But for dry farming there is another provision 
for that; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MONDELL. There is another general provision. 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. : 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, under this item the investigation and 
improvement of forage crops for dry-farm conditions as well as 
humid conditions could be carried on; and while I imagine that 
the department felt constrained to keep the amount as low as 
possible in yiew of what they understood to be the view of gen- 
tlemen of the majority as to appropriations generally, I believe 
they could use to a very great advantage a considerably larger 
appropriation; but as the gentleman from Virginia would prob- 
ably resist any increase, I shall not offer an amendment, but I 
express the hope that in the future the item may be increased. 
[Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For testing and breeding fibrous plants, which may be used for paper 
making, 37.280. z * 


Mr. MANN. 
word. 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


` 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 21, line 12, after the word “ plants,” add the following: 
“Tneluding the 1 of flax straw in coo; 1 with the North Dako 
Agricultural College“; also, on line 13, strike out the words “ seven 
thousand five hundred and eighty dollars" and insert $15,000.” 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, the item would read like this if 
the amendment should be adopted: 


For testing and breeding fibrous plants, including the testing of flax 
straw in cooperation with the North Daketa Agricultural College, 
which may be used for paper making, $15,000. . 


In connection with this proposed amendment I would like to 
present a letter from Dr. Galloway, Chief of the Bureau of Plant 
Industry, and have it read at-the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C. January 25, 1912. 
Hon. L. B. HANNA, 
House of Representatives. 

Drar Mr, Hanna: Replying to your recent communication, in which 
4 state that you Intend to propose an amendment to the agricultural 

ll] when same shall come up on the floor of the House providing for 
the utilization of flax straw, I note your inquiry as to whether the 
department has done any work in this connection, 

he department has in the past given some attention to flax straw 
and has reached the conclusion that it is one of the promising crop: 
materials now going to waste. Nevertheless, we feel that caution shoul 
be used in its exploitation and that whatever is psi! as in the way 
of its use should be based on careful experimental work. 

Our experts estimate that there are produced annually in the United. 
States between three and four million tons of flax straw, of which about 
one-half is grown in North Dakota. At present not more than 250.000 
to 300,000 tons of this material finds profitable utilization. The greatest 
use at present is for furniture upholstery tow; a much less quantity is 
used in the production of flax twine, and a still smaller amount in the 
manufacture of insulating materials, fax felt, liner felt, and other 
similar products. 

Under the appropriation which Congress makes at the present time 
“+ „ © for testing and breeding fibrous plants which may be used 
for paper making,“ laboratory experiments have been conducted with 
n view to determining the best and most practicable methods of mak- 
ing book, writing, and other kinds of paper from straw. Most of this 
work, however, has been confined to the utilization of cornstalks, which 
at present represent the greatest waste material and is therefore re- 
9 more attention than other by-products. 

In the flax work that has been done excellent qualities of pulp, with 
fair ylelds of fiber—up to nearly 40 per cent on bone-dry raw material 
haye been secured. Some difficulties have been encountered In bleach- 
ing, but it is not believed that these are insurmountable. As indicated 
above, we consider the material promising, but the chief question in- 
volved would probably be the cost at which the raw material could 
be laſd down at a mil! at some central point in the apt sy areas. 

A good many extravagant claims have been made and considerable 
promoting has been done on the basis ot the supposed value of the 
straw of flax for textile purposes. Considering its matted and 
broken condition as it comes from the thrashing machine and the proh- 
able cost of hackling or carding it into suitable shape for spinning, it 
is rather doubtful whether it has any practical value for this purpose. 

Should there be any further information which we can furnish you, 
we shall, of course, be glad to do so. 

Very truly, yours, B. T. GALLOWAY, 
Chief of Bureaun, 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Galloway states in his let- 
ter that there are some three or four million tons of flax straw 
produced in the United States every year, and that about 50 per 
cent of it is produced in North Dakota, the State which I have 
the honor to represent here in Congress. 

At the present time there is practically none of the 2,000,000 
tons of flax straw which is produced in North Dakota each year 
that is being utilized for any purpose whatever, except a very 
small amount which is fed to stock, and the balance, practically 
al} of it, is burned in the fields. In this day and age, when we 
are looking forward to finding some method or means whereby 
We can conserve and preserve the forests of the continent for 
future generations, and when we are at the present time nsing 
thousands upon thousands of acres of spruce timber every year 
for the making of paper, it would seem to be a wise policy for 
us to determine and to find some method or way by which the 
great amount of fibrous plants whieh are not now being utilized 
might be made some use of. 

I believe in conservation, and believe that were the flax 
straw of the country utilized for the purpose of making paper 
that it would be the means of saying an immense amount of 
timber, as stated heretofore, and would use up a raw flax- 
straw product which to-day is practically not utflized at all 
and is simply wasted. 

In North Dakota we grow flax for the seed nione, and the 
straw and fiber, with the exeeption of a very little of it, is 
burned in the fields, and so is an absolute waste. 

The North Dakota Agricultural College is making some ex- 
periments in the use of flax straw. It has also perhaps taken 
a more advanced position than any other agricultural college 
in the country upon the methods for the production of flax and 
also for the prevention of the diseases to which flax is pe- 
culiarly heir to. Prof, H. L. Bolley, of Wa North Dakota Agri- 
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cultural College, is a flax expert, and is not only the greatest in 
his line as a flax expert in this country, but in fact in the whole 
world, and a few years since was sent abroad by the United 
States Government for the purpose of investigating the use of 
flax, the production of flax, and its diseases in Russia and other 
European countries. 

At the present time the Department of Agriculture here in 
Washington is making experiments in the testing and breeding 
of fibrous plants for paper making, but almost entirely, as stated 
in Dr. Galloway's letter, in the way of making paper from corn- 
stalks, 

If this amendment which I have offered prevails, then they 
will take up in cooperation with the North Dakota Agricultural 
College the proposition of making experiments with flax straw 
for paper making in my State and in other States, with a view of 
stopping this great waste of a splendid raw material which is 
not utilized now as it should and ought to be. 

We are trying in every way to make the farmers, who are the 
foundation of this Government, more prosperous, and if some 
method can be found to utilize the vast amount of material 
which they now produce and which is wasted, as in the instance 
of flax straw, then we are doing them and the country a great 
service. If the farmer of North Dakota and elsewhere shall not 
only have a market for the flaxseed which he produces, but shall 
also haye a market for the flax straw itself, then it would mean 
that he would receive just that much more compensation for the 
labor, toil, and expense which he gives for the production of his 
flax crop, and thereby make him just that much more prosperous. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is a just one and one that is 
in the interests of the farmers and all the people of this country, 
and I hope that it may prevail. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Just a brief statement, Mr. Chairman. While 
the bill under consideration does not carry the item suggested 
by the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Hanna], the matter 
was discussed in the committee, and I believe it was agreed that 
a point of order would not be raised against this amendment if 
offered on the floor. But my impression is that the amount was 
fixed at $5,000, and I believe the gentleman now proposes to 
amend it by providing for $10,000. 

Mr. GARNER. Make it $12,000. 

Mr. HANNA. It would increase it $7,420. I will, however, 
change the amendment so as to increase the amount $5,000 and 
make it in all $12,580. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twelve thousand five hundred and eighty.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I judge by the signs around me 
that this amendment, being offered by a member of the com- 
bination known as the Committee on Agriculture, will be agreed 
to by the rest of the combination. 

Mr. LAMB. Not at all, my friend. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman going to oppose it? I have 
not heard his voice against it. 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. I will consent to $5,000 increase because 
I think Mr. HANNA would most likely have secured this from 
the committee had he presented the case during the session of 
the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Between the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
Hanna] and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams] that it 
should go in. That is just what I stated. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. This is merely preliminary. 
the proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, this item went into the agricultural bill in 
the first place on my motion, but not at this place in the bill. 
It was first inserted in the miscellaneous items. It was after- 
wards divided up and transferred—one item to the Bureau of 
Plant Industry and another item to the Bureau of Forestry. I 
offered the proposition in the House because of the interest I 
acquired growing out of the special investigation of pulp and 
paper, which was some time ago, and of which the new Mem- 
bers of the House, of course, have very little knowledge. The 
purpose of the item, as I have always regarded it, was the 
breeding of some kind of a fibrous plant. I do not intend to ob- 
ject to this amendment. I fear the purpose of the original item 
will be lost sight of. Everybody knows you can make paper 
out of flax straw. It does not require any investigation to as- 
certain that. Nobody yet has been able to utilize the flax straw 
in North Dakota to any extent, profitably, in making paper. 
The original item in the bill was for the purpose of acquiring 
some kind of a plant from which they could make cheap paper. 

Our spruce forests were disappearing, and it was desired, if 
possible, to provide in some way some plant from which you 
could make the, ordinary cheap paper that is used in news- 
papers, schoolbooks, some of the magazines, and so forth. You 


I want to discuss 


never can make that kind of paper out of flax straw in compe- 
tition with woed paper, because it is too expensive. They have 
endeayored over here to make paper out of cornstalks, and I 
suppose they will keep it up for some time. It is a perfectly 
simple operation to make paper out of cornstalks, but the time 
never will come when they can make paper out of cornstalks 
which will compete with paper made by grinding spruce wood 
against a grindstone. 

Mr. HANNA. Dr. Galloway in his letter said that under 
this item at the present time their experiments were almost 
entirely with the use of cornstalks. 

Mr. MANN, The doctor was slightly mistaken. They have 
experimented with a large number of different plants. They 
do me the courtesy every once in a while, because of the in- 
terest I used to have and the interest I now have in the sub- 
ject, to send me samples of paper which they make and re- 
ports which they receive in reference to the work they are 
doing. If they could find some plant by development, with 
a large amount of fiber in it, which could grow very thickly 
on the ground, so that it could be used primarily for the making 
of paper, they might succeed, but they never will find any kind 
of a by-product from agricultural production which can be used 
for the making of cheap print paper in competition with ground 
wood paper, because the cost of bringing together is greater 
than the cost of making the ground wood paper, and it always 
will be. I do not doubt that it may be practicable to find or 
develop some paper mills in North Dakota. What you want 
most is capital. 

The paper mills of the East have experimented with flax 
straw and with these other straws for years. They can tell 
you more than the Department of Agriculture will ever be able 
to learn from this small appropriation. But doubtless the ex- 
periment station of North Dakota can use the money profit- 
ably, either by learning things that are positive or by learning 
things that are negative. I do not desire, if possible, to have 
the Department of Agriculture divert what was intended to be 
an appropriation for experiments in the breeding of plants, in 
the hope that we might produce a plant which would save us 
from being dependent upon Canada for cheap print paper, into 
an effort to make a higher grade of flax-straw paper. Flax- 
straw paper is a high grade of paper if it is made in some 
ways, and it is a much higher grade of paper in any event than 
the ordinary newspaper made from ground wood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Dakota IMr. 
HANNA]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
to the section, and move, in line 12, page 21, to insert, between 
the word “fibrous” and the word “plants,” the words ‘trees 
and,” so that it will read, “ For testing and breeding fibrous 
trees and plants which may be used for paper making,” and so 
forth. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. That provision is carried in another part of 
the bill. 
> Mr. LEVER. Yes; that provision is carried elsewhere in the 

ill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the breeding and er study of alkali-resistant and 
drought-resistant crops, $1 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MON- 
DELL] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

ai Clerk read as follows: 

n p A lines 16 and 17, strike out the words “eighteen thousand 
on hun and forty" and insert the words“ twenty-five thousand.“ 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, not being a member of the 
Committee on Agriculture, I fear that this very modest amend- 
ment will not be accepted by the committee. But I do feel that 
it is very important that this appropriation should be increased. 
It provides for the breeding and study of two very important 
classes of plants—first, the alkali-resistant plants, and, second, 
the drought-resistant plants. 

Just now we are extending our agricultural area, except as 
we are extending it by increasing the farm area in the older 
portions of the country, in regions where we are overcoming or 
attempting to overcome two great difficulties; the one in the 
irrigated region, the alkali; the other in the dry-farming region, 
the drought. 
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In regions where the rainfall is light, the alkali, which is de- 
posited in the disintegration of the rocks, accumulates. In 
regions of very heavy rainfall the disintegrated alkali content 
of the rocks is carried off by the rainfall. As the rock disinte- 
grates and the rains fall, the alkali is carried off in the streams. 
But in an arid region, where there is but little rain and slight 
-run-off, there is very little opportunity for carrying off the alka- 
line content of the disintegrated rocks, and it remains in the 
soil, so that when we begin to irrigate we find that the alkali, 
which is distributed through the soil to a considerable depth, 
has a tendency to rise to the surface, and it does so to such an 
extent that in some localities seed will not germinate, or if the 
seed germinates the plant withers and dies. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this profect is all itemized here 
and given in almost as good figures as my friend uses when he 
commences one of his sermons [laughter], and it might aid him 
and shorten the discussion if I should turn this tabulation over 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and his assistants, realizing the frame of mind of the 
gentlemen on the other side, except when it came to a matter 
of an amendment offered by the members of the committee, 
understood it was necessary to keep these items down as low as 
possible. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman shouid discriminate between an 
amendment offered by a member of the committee, which has 
been discussed in committee and agreed to, and an amendment 
not offered by a member of the committee, but by another Mem- 
ber on the floor of the House, concerning which nobody has had 
any opportunity of discussion or acquiring information. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have no desire to cut off debate on these 
very important subjects. I am willing and anxious that the 
gentleman shall secure all the infermation he requires. 

Mr. LEVER.. The gentleman may be an expert on this propo- 
sition, but I would like to haye some testimony as to how the 
increased appropriation would be used. We would like to have 
some light upon that proposition. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think the department could utilize an 
additional $7,000 very ‘easily. This is a wide field. The depart- 
ment has not been increasing its work in the field simply be- 
cause it has not been given larger appropriations. 

The country where the alkali-resistant and drought-resistant 
plants are needed has not a very large representation on the 
fioor of this House. In addition to not having a representation 
large in numbers, the Representatives of that country are very 
modest, I think sometimes too mddest, in their demands and 
their requests, 

There are great problems in that western country. We are 
gradually washing the alkali out of the soil on the irrigation 
projects, but in the meantime we need plants that will with- 
stand the alkali, as far as it is possible to find such plants, of 
which there are many in the world. ; 

Mr. LAMB. I renew my request that my good friend take his 
project, with all its subdivisions, and put it into his speech and 
print it, so that we can get along with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that I may have 
three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended three minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to assure my friend that I have no 
desire to put a speech in the Recorp. That is not my object at 
all. What I want is an increased appropriation. I am in 
earnest in this matter. I feel that this appropriation is ridicu- 
lously inadequate for the tremendously important work that is 
being carried on. I have referred to the alkali-resistant plants. 
Then there is the wide field of drought-resistant plants. The 
American pioneer is making a heroic effort just now, and has 
been during the last few years, under exceedingly trying condi- 
tions, to conquer the semiarid plains and mountain valleys, and 
he needs all the encouragement he can possibly have from the 
Department of Agriculture in every way, and particularly in the 
introduction and improvement of drought-resistant plants. Tlie. 
department has done some yery good work along this line, and 
has found in the arid regions of Asia and Africa some plants 
that haye been introduced in the semiarid regions of this coun- 
try to good advantage. But there is still a great work to be 
done. If we are to increase largely the agricultural acreage 
of the country it must be in the semiarid regions, where plants 
must be grown with the very minimum of moisture. We have 
at least 300,000,000 or 350,000,000 acres of land in this country 
that some day ought to produce food for man and beast, but 


which are now producing only a small amount of scattered and 
stunted grasses. 

These lands are gradually being conquered. We are grad- 
ually adopting methods under which plants can be successfully 
grown. We are gradually finding varieties of plants which meet 
the conditions. In my opinion this is to-day the most important 
pioneer work being done in this country, and it is ridiculous that 
this appropriation is so small. I say that without any reflection 
on the committee, because I know they intend to do what is right 
in all these matters. But I say it is ridiculous to attempt to do 
that great work and to occupy this highly important field with 
an appropriation of $18,000. I have in mind some very im- 
portant work that the department can do in the plains country 
with this additional appropriation of about $7,000. Following 
as I have the liberal action of the committee in the matter of 
flax, I am yery much in hopes that the committee will see its 
way clear to accept my amendment. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, just a few words in reply to 
the gentleman from Wyoming. The work of the Department of 
Agriculture, to which he has made reference, is a very important 
work, and the department is doing a great deal in that country 
along the line suggested by the gentleman; but I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that this appropria- 
tion, identical in amount, has run along for several years, This 
is rather a scientific work, which requires experts. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? i j 

Mr. LEVER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Is it not true that the problem of 
taking care of the alkali in the soil in the West is becoming 
more important all the time and that the appropriation hereto- 
fore made for that purpose is insufficient to cover it? And is it 
uot also true that one of the bulletins for which we have the 
greatest call from the entire West is for some means of handling 
alkali and introducing alkali-resistant plants? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; all that the gentleman says is true. The 
Committee on Agriculture recognizes that fact, but the gentle- 
man must remember that the Department of Agriculture has 
asked for every dollar it feels it can spend wisely and economi- 
cally, and the committee has given to the department exactly 
what it asked for and which is carried in the current appropria- 
tion bill. : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Of course, the department weuld 
extend it a good deal more if they had the funds for that pur- 
pose. Is it not looked upon as very important to develop the 
arid regions of the West? 

Mr. LEVER. That is true; but the committee would hardly 
be justified in a matter of this kind in coming into the House 
with an appropriation beyond the amount asked for by the de- 
partment, unless there had been given to the committee some 
very good reasons, either from the officials in the department 
or from outside parties, and that has not been done in this case. 
Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will be voted down, and 
I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the 
paragraph by inserting on page 21, line 19, between the word 
“ culture” 

Mr. GARNER. We have not reached that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: è 

For the investigation and improvement of sugar-producing plants, 
including their utilization and culture, $30,795. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to this paragraph. In line 19, page 21, I move to strike oùt the 
word thirty“ and insert the word “ thirty-five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, line 19, strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty-five.” 

Mr. MANN. Why not strike out the paragraph? What good 
is it now? 

Mr. GARNER. I suppose the gentleman from Illinois refers 
te some action taken last night by the Democratic caucus. I 
do not care to go into that matter. I prefer that this amend- 
ment should be considered on its merits rather than the side 
issue of what may be done with reference to the tariff on sugar. 

Mr. Chairman, the situation is this: The work being done 
under this paragraph is in Wisconsin, Colorado, Kansas, and 
Georgia. The district I have the honor to represent is under- 
taking to and has put in a great deal of sugar the past year, 
producing some 15,000 or 20,000 tons of sugar. 

Mr. MANN. What kind, cane or beet? 
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Mr. GARNER. Cane and beet, both. The beet- sugar industry 
in that section has not developed to the point where it can be 
produced profitably; but cane sugar has been and I believe can 
be produced more profitably than at any point in the United 
States. 

We are going to try and get from the agricultural depart- 
ment of Texas $5,000, and they asked me, through their associa- 
tion, to secure an amendment to the bill for $15,000 to be added 
to it. I consulted Dr. Galloway, and he told me that he 
thought $5,000 in connection with the amount that would be 
furnished by the agricultural department of Texas would be 
sufficient. 

Mr. LAMB. I would like to ask the gentleman why he did 
not go before the committee and present this matter? s 

Mr. GARNER. The reason why I did not present this to the 
committee was because at that time it had not been drawn to 
my attention. Since the bill has been reported I have received 
a letter, dated February 23, from the Rio Grande Cane Growers’ 
Association, in which they set out the reasons fer asking this 
appropriation. There has been invested by citizens there from 
various portions of the United States in that valley in the last 
four years, according to statements made and filed before the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee, between $30,000,000 and $40,- 
000,000. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman seriously think that it 
would be playing upon the confidence of those people to en- 
courage them in planting cane sugar when the intention is to 
ruin the entire industry? 

Mr. GARNER. As I remarked to the gentleman from Illinois 
when I introduced this amendment, I do not care to go into the 
question of the tariff on sugar. I will say to the gentleman, 
however, that I hope by this appropriation and the experiments 
being made down there by small farmers with 10, 20, or 30 acres 
in cane sugar and some in beet sugar—I hope and have reason 
to believe that it will demonstrate the fact that in that imme- 
diate section of the United States you can produce sugar as 
cheaply as you can in any place in the world. 

Mr. MANN. We might as well make an appropriation to 
provide for an experiment with a river in Hades. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARNER. Well, that is the conclusion of the gentleman 
from Illinois. I feel sure, however, that the gentleman will not 
oppose this amendment, because I think he will agree himself 
that it is advisable for the department to experiment with the 
raising of sugar in this section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann], or any other gentleman who considers this 
maiter, will realize its importance when I tell him that this 
money that is now being expended—the $30,000—is being en- 
tirely expended in Kansas, Wisconsin, Colorado, and at a small 
station in Georgia. As I have stated, citizens from the North, 
from every State in the Union, and especially from the Middle 
West, from Iowa, Kansas, Illinois, Missouri, and the Middle 
Western States, have gone down into that valley and have pur- 
chased land, and they have now come to the conclusion that 
truck farming is a minor consideration, one might say, so far 
as the principal industry of the valley is concerned; that it 
must develop into cane and cotton. 

The result is that it is necessary to experiment there with 
reference to the growing of cane or beet sugar. These are 
small farmers, and they are unable to make the experiments 
themselves. They have gone, however, to the extent of raising 
sufficient sugar to make a limited experiment, and I am happy 
to say it has proven quite successful. I hope we will be able 
to persuade the Agricultural and Mechanical College to sup- 
plement the appropriation which I hope to add to this item. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes, 

Mr. MANN. How much sugar did the gentleman say was 
produced in his district or neighborhood? 

Mr. GARNER. In that district from fifteen to twenty thou- 
sand tons in 1911. That is the best information I have. In 
1910 there were 9,000 tons. 

Mr. MANN. How much more land is there there, which is 
available, that can be used for the same purpose? 

Mr. GARNER. ‘The statement made before the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors was that there was about 180,000 acres 
that could be utilized for sugar. 

Mr. MANN. How much sugar would that produce? 


Mr. GARNER. This is a new country, and they are just now 
putting it in sugar; therefore I am unable to give the gentleman 
that information. A great deal of cane is shipped in from 
Louisiana to be planted in that section. I could not tell the 
gentleman the exact number of acres that are in cane at this 
time. 

Mr. MANN. How much sugar would the hundred and eighty 
thousand acres be capable of producing, probably? 

Mr. GARNER. I am not a sugar expert, and I could not 
give the gentleman that information. I know it is estimated 
that when there is a full production in the valley there will be 
produced from 150,000 to 200,000 tons of sugar a year. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman believe that neighborhood 
will ever be able to raise as much cain with the sugar question 
as will the gentleman's party? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GARNER. I doubt that myself. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes, 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I observe that the gentleman 
is an expert on sugar growing in the United States, and I 
would like to ask the question whether he believes that sugar 
can be produced anywhere in the United States as cheaply as 
it can in other countries, especially in Cuba? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am not a sugar expert, as 
my friend from Iowa would indicate by his question, but I 
do know this, that the people from Louisiana, some of the 
largest sugar-growing interests in Louisiana, have purchased 
large tracts of land in that valley, and they claim that they 
can raise a third more sugar in the Rio Grande Valley than 
they can in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. DUPRE. I deny that they can. 

Mr. GARNER. I say they claim that. I am not a sugar 
expert and could not testify with reference to the correctness 
of that claim. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That purchase was made, however, before 
the Democratic caucus of yesterday. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Does the gentleman's amendment 
contemplate the experimentation in diseases and insects that 
affect sugar beets, such as the curley leaf, the spot leaf, and 
the curiey top? 

Mr. GARNER. It certainly does, and I will say to the gen- 
fleman from Colorado that if he will consult the Agricultural 
Department he will find some work that they have been doing 
in his State. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I know about that. I was won- 
dering whether this is the item that would cover it. 

Mr. GARNER. This is the item that would cover it, as I 
understand. $ 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It does not exactly say so. 

Mr. GARNER. It gives the department, one might say, un- 
limited authority with reference to the manner in which it 
shall investigate or experiment with reference to producing the 
sugar plant. 

And in the gentleman’s State there are two stations, one at 
Rocky Ford, Colo., one at Garden City, Colo. and there is one 
at Madison, Wis., and then an experiment station in the State 
of Georgia. Those are the only States that are having any of 
this work done at this time, and, as I say, the tremendous in- 
vestments which have been made in the district which I have 
the honor to represent I think will thoroughly justify the Gov- 
ernment in appropriating $5,000 additional for the purpose of 
making these experiments in that section of the country. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It seems to me we ought to ap- 
propriate a good deal more than that. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr, Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
paragraph and amendments thereto close in two minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gentleman will 
not insist on that, as I have an amendment which I desire to 
offer. 

Mr. LAMB. We want to rise. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman expect to dispose of the 
paragraph? 

Mr. LAMB. I would like to get through with this amend- 
ment and not leave the paragraph—well, I will move that all 
debate close in 10 minutes, 

Mr. MANN. A gentleman here has an amendment to increase 
the amount, and some gentlemen here have propositions to strike 
the paragraph out, in view of the action of the Democratic 
caucus. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 
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Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask unanimous con- 
sent to insert in the Recorp a letter I have received from the 
Rio Grande Cane Growers’ Association for the information of 
the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man- 
ner indicated. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The letter aboye referred to is as follows: 


BROWNSVILLE, February 23, 1912. 

Dear Str: At a meeting of the Rio Grande Cane Growers’ Association 
held on the 20th instant, in the rooms of the Brownsville Chamber of 
Commerce, the following resolution was adopted: ‘ 

“Resolved, That the necessities of the sugar-cane industry in the Rio 
Grande Valley require the establishment of a sugar-cane experiment 
station; and that the association lay the facts before our Senators and 
Representatives at Washington and request their cooperation in an en- 
deavor to secure from Congress an increase in the annual appropriation 
for the South Texas Garden from the present appropriation of. $10,000 
to one of $25,000, the increase of $15,000 to be devoted to the estab- 
lishment and ration of a sugar experiment station at said garden. 

“Also to call the attention of our Senators and Representatives at 
Washington to the fact that the South Texas Garden was established in 
1907, and its appropriation ted for the purpose of assisting our 
farmers by experimenting th the staple and other crops that are 

own in the valley. That, for reasons unknown, such policy appears to 

ave been changed by the Department of Agriculture and experiments 
with staple crops have apparently been discontinued in favor of experi- 
ments with tropical and semitropical plants that are of little value to 
the farmers of the district at present; and to ask our Representatives 
to lend their influence in an effort to have the South Texas Garden again 
take up its original work, which has proved so valuable to the farmers 
of this section of the country.” 

The necessity for the establishment:of a sugar experiment station in 
the Rio Grande Valley is very great. The valley is fast becoming a fac- 
tor in the cane-sugar production of the country, and from the peculiar 
conditions existing particularly needs the aid of the Government to 
assist In the solution of the complex problem. 

Generally speaking, the Department of Agriculture has done but little 
experimentation with sugar cane, the theory being that the production 
of sugar cane was largely in the hands of corporations or large planters, 
who could afford to do their own beg each g. In most sections of 
the United States and its possessions this is true, but in the Rio Grande 
Valley the contrary is the case, and the cane producers are small farm- 
‘ers growing cane aS a money crop, and are not in a position to carry 
out requisite experiments on their own account. 

The Rio Grande Valley, agriculturally speaking, is a new country, 
with peculiar climatic conditions. 

The seed cane is imported mostly from Louisiana, where conditions 
nre altogether different, and canes that are well adapted for the 
Louisiana climate may prove very inferior for this part of Texas. 

Cane growing in the Rio Grande Valley is 4 under irrigation, 
and from the likelihood of killing frost around the first of the year, it is 
necessary to commence the grinding season not later than November 1. 
We usually have fall rain in September and October, and consequently 
3 is very difficult to get the proper ripeness in the canes at grinding 

me. 

There are very important subjects for experimentation—there are 
also other important experiments that should be made in planting, culti- 
vation, local diseases of cane, soils and their adaptability for the growth 
of cane, results to be gained from fertilizers, tion methods, the 
need and effect of drainage, the best method of laying out cane fields 
under irrigation, and last, but not least, a study of the insect pests 
affecting cane and the most effective method for checking their ray- 
ages. p 

The cane growers of the valley haye had several disastrous seasons, 
and their experience has convinced them that a thorough course of ex- 

riments is imperative before they can hope to overcome their difficul- 

es. They are not discouraged, but, on the other hand, are 3 
and feel sure that this will ultimately become one of the best sugar- 
producing sections of the world; but at the present time they need Gov- 
ernment assistance in experimentation. 

Our cane growers, although nearly all small farmers, would be will- 
ing, if necessary, to contribute toward the expense of such sugar-experi- 
ment station, but they are too few in number at present to carry the 
whole burden themselves. They realize that a sugar-experiment station 
to be of real use requires a considerable appropriation, and the $15,000 
asked for is the minimum annual amount t would support it. 

The benefits to the . of the valley and the country at ee 
that will accrue from the establishment of such an institution would 
enormous. 

The association therefore respectfully asks that you take such steps 
as you deem advisable to further the object set forth in their resolution, 

hanking you for any effort you may be able to put forth in our 
behalf, we remain, 
Yours, very truly, 
RIO GRANDE CANE GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
By R. C. WHARTON, Secretary. 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may extend the remarks I made a few moments ago in offer- 
ing an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BORLAND, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 


18960) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul- 
ture for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1913, and had directed 
him to report that it had come to no resolution thereon. 


WITHDBAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Kent was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House without leaving copies the 
papers in the case of Napoleon S. Dixon, Sixty-second Congress, 
no adverse report haying been made thereon. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to make a change of ref- 
erence of this document (H. Doc. No. 551) from the Committee 
on Military Affairs to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Letter from the Act Secreta f x 
the results of an inves tion made N 7 — 
Army as to the sums of money actually expended in the State of Texas 
in 1855 and 1860 in payment of State volunteers, etc. 

Mr. MANN. What is this? 

The SPEAKER. A change of reference of a document from 
the Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MANN. This belongs to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the history of the 
transaction to be that the Committee on Appropriations has had 
it for several years, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs has no objection to its going to the Committee 
on Appropriations. It first was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. MANN. That item was brought up on the floor of the 
House. I think it has never been reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations. I do not know that I have any objection to 
the reference, although I am inclined to think it belongs to the 
Committee on Claims. However, I do not object. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I remember, it is only asking 
for information relative to the amount of money expended by 
the State of Texas in defending her boundary during the years 
mentioned in the resolution. s 

The SPEAKER. Well, if it is a claim—— 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state it might result in a 
claim, but at present it really asks for information, 

Mr. MANN. It does not ask for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title again; of 
course, the Chair never read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Letter from the Acting Secretary of War transmitting a report of 
the results of an investigation made by The Adjutant General of the 
Army as to the sums of money actually expended in the State of Texas 
between 1855 and 1860 in payment of State volunteers, etc. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, that ought to go to the Appro- 
priations Committee, if it is to be considered as a former 
appropriation in reference to the same matter was considered. A 
former appropriation covering the same thing was brought from 
the Committee on Appropriations, and it seems to me that this 
ought to go to that committee. I do not object to the reference. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. If there is any question about it, the 
Chair will examine the matter closely and change the reference, 
if he thinks it should be changed. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ADJOURNMENT. * ` 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 57 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, March 4, 
1912, at 12 o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
cost of locating and repairing leak in cast-iron water main 
from Galveston Harbor, Tex., for use of United States immigra- 
tion station on Pelican Spit, Galveston Harbor, Tex. (H. Doc. 
No. 587); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Ouachita River, Ark. (H. Doc. No. 588); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 


1912. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HEFLIN, from the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions, to which was referred the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 36) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to 
make an exhibit at the Fifth National Corn Exposition at Co- 
lumbia, S. C., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 385), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WEBB, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2484) providing for an increase of 
salary to the United States marsha] for the district of Con- 
necticut, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 386), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. FIELDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof the bili (H. R. 21230) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 


certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors 


of said war, accompanied by a report (No. 387), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
18317) granting an increase of pension to Francis J. Dunnion, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21213) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encour- 
age the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21214) to extend the special excise tax 
now levied with respect to doing business by corporations to 
persons, and to provide revenue for the Government by levying 
a special excise tax with respect to doing business by individuals 
and copartnerships; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 21215) to amend sec- 
tion 4404 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the Steamboat- 
Inspection Service; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21216) 
to amend an act to amend section 6 of the currency act of 
March 14, 1900, as amended by the act approved March 4, 1907; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 21217) to amend an act ap- 
proved July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide 
for the administration of the affairs of civil government in the 
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes”; to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 21218) to loan to the 
State of New York the brass fieldpieces and one brass howitzer 
captured by Gen. Burgoyne at the Battle of Saratoga; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 21219) to compel railroad 
companies and court officers owning or operating any line or 
lines of railroad engaged in the business of transportation of 
freight in interstate commerce to equip all of its freight trains 
with a crew consisting of engineer, fireman, conductor, and three 
brakemen; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21220) to extend the power of the Com- 
missioner General of Immigration, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21221) making a grant of 
lands for school purposes in block No. 31, town site of Powell, 
Shoshoni reclamation project, Wyoming; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 21222) to establish a life-saving 
station at Waukegan, Ill, on the coast of Lake Michigan; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21223) to 
supplement and amend the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
New York & New Jersey Bridge Cos. to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Hudson River between New York City and the 
State of New Jersey,” approved June 7, 1894; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, F 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 21224) to amend section 291 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the State Department. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 21225) to change the name 
of oleomargarine to margarin; to change the rate of tax on 
margarin; to protect producers and consumers of and dealers 
in dairy products and substitutes therefor, including margarin, 
against fraud; to make margarin and other substitutes for dairy 
products subject to the laws of any State or Territory into 
which they may be transported; to afford the Internal Revenue 
Bureau means for the more efficient detection of fraud and for 
the collection of revenues; to repeal parts of an act defining 
butter and imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufac- 
ture, sale, importation and exportation of oleomargarine, ap- 
proved August 2, 1886, with amendments thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CLAYTON, A bill (H. R. 21226) relating to com- 
pensation of clerks of United States district courts; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 21227) to construct and place 
a lightship near the north end of Block Island, R. I.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21228) to provide for the establishment of 
an immigration station at Providence, in the State of Rhode 
Island, and for the selection of a site and the erection thereon 
of a public building for the use and accommodation of said 
station; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21229) to repeal 
the provision of the Indian appropriation act of June 21, 1906, 
remoying the restrictions as to sale, encumbrance, or taxation 
of allotments within the White Earth Indian Reservation in the 
State of Minnesota; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolution from the General Assembly 
of the State of Oklahoma ratifying the sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21230) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War, and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
Sailors of said war; to the Committee of the Whole House. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21231) granting 
an increase of pension to Anderson H. Ash; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21232) granting an increase of pension to 
Landon G. Harper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21233) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 21234) for the relief of 
George T. Larkin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 21235) granting an increase of 
pension to Amelia W. Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 21236) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles F. Friedeck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21237) for the 
relief of the estate of Turner G. Hill; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 21238) granting an in- 
crease of pension to S. F. South; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 21239) for the relief of F. N. 
Ellison; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 21240) granting an increase 
of pension to George Cummings; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 21241) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph Strevell; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 21242) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles E. Tipton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21243) grant- 
ing a pension to Max E. Englehardt; to the Committee on Peu- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21244) granting a pension to Henry F. 
Paplick; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21245) granting a pension to Christopher 
Hartl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 21246) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew Brink; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 21247) granting a pension to 
Laura V. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21248) for the 
relief of the heirs of Solomon Hart; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21249) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hardy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21250) granting a 
pension to Louisa J. Lehr; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. e 
Also, a bill (H. R. 21251} for the relief of heirs of Thomas 
Birdwell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21252) for the relief of heirs of Marion C. 
Reid; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr: JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 21253) grant- 
ing am increase of pension to John R. Vickers; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 21254) granting an inerease of 
pension to O. ©. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21255) for the relief of E. J. Older; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21256) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Sellers; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE PAGE: A bill (H. R. 21257) for the relief of 
James H. Kelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McHENRY: A bill (H. R. 21258) granting a pension 
to Oscar Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21259) to allow an ex- 
change of certain lands in the Harney National Forest; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 21260) granting a pension to 
Charles D. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21261) granting a pension to Maria Rice; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21262) granting a pension to Simon Shea; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: A bill (H. R. 21263) granting 
an inerease of pension to John P. Sweeney; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21264) 
granting an increase of pension to William Lucas; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKETT; A bill (H. R. 21265) granting an increase 
of pension to Washington W. Edgington; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 21266) granting an increase of 
pension to Erastus Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
` By Mr. ROTHERMEL: A bill (H. R. 21267) granting a pen- 
sion to Florence G. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred Parvis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 21269) granting 
a pension to Albert Hahn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21270) for the 
relief of John A. Howland; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21271) for the relief of the widow and 
heirs of Stuard Wilson, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21272) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
H. King, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21273) for the relief of the heirs of J.. J. 
Montgomery, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21274) for the relief of the heirs of William 
om Elizabeth Crawford, deceased; to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 21275) granting a pension 
to Matthew J. Burke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 21276) granting a pen- 
rope to Margaret F. Stagg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. VOLSTHAD: A bill (H. R. 21277) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henryetta Dorow; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 21278) granting a pension to 
Delia May Prempert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Resolutions of the Cincinnati Commercial 
Association, favoring free passage of American ships through 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of G. A. Haven 
and 3 others of Chatfield, Minn., against extension of the parcel- 
pot eaa; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Newark Creamery Co., 
of Newark, Ohio, protesting against a reduction of the duty on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, resolutions of the Coshocton (Ohio) Council, No. 65, 
Junior Order of American: Mechanics, favoring more stringent 
immigration laws and illiteracy test; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petitions of the Knoxville Presby- 
terian. Church; the Knoxville United Presbyterian Church; the 
First Methodist Protestant Church of Pittsburgh, Pa.; and Hill 
Top Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Knoxville, favor- 
ing the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 4068, a bill to increase 
pension of George W. Land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petitions of St. Francis de Sales 
Benevolent Society; Holy Cross Benevolent Society; St. Paul's 
Benevolent Society, of St. Louis, Mo.; and of St. Joseph’s Be- 
neyolent Society, of Manchester, Mo., protesting against the 
resolution of inquiry in relation to Catholic Indian missions; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Brown-Forman Co., of Louisville, Ky.; 
Reefers’ Green Mountain Distillery Co., of Kansas City, Mo.; 
and the German-American Alliance of Nebraska, protesting 
against interstate-commerce liquor legislation; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Association of Labor Legislation of 
New York, N. Y., in favor of the Esch bill to prevent phossy 
jaw”; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also,. petitions of the John Deere Plow €o., of St. Louis, Mo., 
and the Implement Trade Journal, of Kansas City, Mo., pro- 
testing against a parcel-post and favoring t-cent postage; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Hamilton Brown Shoe Co., the Superior 
Shoe Manufacturing Co., the George F. Dittman Boot & Shoe 
Co., the Wherthermer-Swartz Shoe Co., and the American Shoe 
Stock Co., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against the so-called 
Thayer-Lenroot bill in relation to the United Shoe Machinery 
Co.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of St. Gertrude Parish, of Krakow, Mo.; Work- 
ingmen’s Welfare Society ; Section I, St. Agatha and St. Gedrge’s 
Branch, No. 70, N. C. U., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against 
the resolution of inquiry in relation to Catholic Indian missions; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BATES: Petitions of James E. Gaston, Cochranton, 
Pa., and Exhibition Show Case Co., Erie, Pa., protesting against 
House bill 20182, with regard to increased tax placed on varnish, 
2 and Chinese nut oil; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. S 

Also, petition of Eureka Grange, Greenfield, Pa., praying for 
tax on oleomargarine and to strike out the word “knowingly ” 
in the law; to the Committee on Agriculture. - 

Also, petition of members- of the Presbyterian Chureh and th 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Girard, Pa., favoring 
the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Alabama, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Alabama, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of G. G. O’Brien, of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 1-cent 
letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., against enact- 
ment of House bill 16844; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Aetive Workers’ Association of Luzerne 
County, Pa., for illiteracy amendment to immigration bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. BULKLEY: Petition of 16 citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
urging the passage of the Esch bill, to provide for a tax on 
white phosphorus matches; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of numerous citi- 
zens of Luffman, Eden, and Britton, S. Dak., favoring the Postal 
Progress League parcel-post bill (H. R. 14); to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and churches of Oxford, Pa., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Spring City, Pa., for enactment 
of House bill 16819; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

Also, petition of members of Chester Valley Farm Cooperative 
Association, for enactment of House bill 18160; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of estate of Turner G. Hill; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of the Fourth Unitarian Church 
of Brooklyn, N. X., for legislation prohibiting use of white 
phosphorus in the manufacture of matches; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the Fourth Unitarian Church of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., for a Federal commission on industrial relations; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of John V. Farwell Co., of Chicago, III., against 
passage of House bill 16844; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 62, United Spanish War Veterans, 
for passage of House bill 17470; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of A. G. Spalding & Bros., of New York, against 
passage of House bills 11380 and 11381; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Okla- 
homa, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CATLIN: Petition of the Illinois Branch of the Ger- 
man-American Alliance, protesting against the passage of the 
immigration bill, known as the Dillingham measure, and bills 
with similar provisions; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petition of citizens of the State of 
Ohio, for construction of a battleship in one of the Government 
navy yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of German societies of Dayton, Ohio, protest- 
ing against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation; to the 
- Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Mansfield, Ark., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: Petition of James G. House and others, 
of Detroit, Mich., in fgvor of Berger old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: Letter of T. M. Gilmore, president of Na- 
tional Model License League, protesting against interstate 
commerce liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of St. Louis Central Trades and Labor Union, 
of St. Louis, Mo., representing 50,000 men and women, asking 
Congress to investigate the horrible state of affairs in Law- 
rence, Mass., and to take such steps as will without delay call 
a halt to the corporation anarchy of the mill owners under the 
protection of the municipal administration and the State mi- 
litia; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: Petition of citizens of Hartsville, S. C., 
for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of several churches in the State of South 
Carolina, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of Pomona Grange, No. 6, Patrons 
of Husbandry, offering amendments to the oleomargarine laws; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Sts. Peter and Paul Court, No. 61, 
Catholic Order of Foresters, of Illinois, in regard to measures 
relating to Catholic Indian-mission interests; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of George M. Reynolds, of Utica, 
Ill., in favor of the passage of the McKinley bill, relating to 
rural-route carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


Also, petition of Clarence R. Curren, of Millington, Ill, in 


favor of the passage of a parcel-post bill; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Central Home and School Association of 
Rockford, III., favoring the establishment of a Federal chil- 
dren’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Illinois Farmers’ Institute, in favor of the 
retention of the 10 cents tax on oleomargarine, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Springfield (Ohio) Retail 
Grocers’ Association, for enactment of legislation providing for 
i-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, for enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of German-American societies of Altoona and 
New Castle, Pa., protesting against prohibition or interstate 
liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State Board of Agricul- 
ture, for eradication of chestnut-tree blight; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of members of Tribe No. 32, Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, of Norwalk, Conn., favoring the erec- 
tion of an American Indian memorial and museum building in 
Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, petition of the congregation of Congregational Church of 
Goshen, Conn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Westchester District Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, with regard to the schedule of duty of letter car- 
riers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Canaan, Conn., asking for 
the removal of duty on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of the Westchester District Association of Let- 
ter Carriers, indorsing the Hamill retirement bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. HINDS: Petition of Col. L. H. Kendall Camp of 
United Spanish War Veterans, for legislation granting pen- 
sions to the widows and orphans of United Spanish War Vet- 
erans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Herman Wheeler and 14 other citizens of 
Portland, Me., for the construction of one battleship this year 
in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: Petitions of citizens of 
the State of Washington, for enactment of an effective inter- 
state liquor law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Washington, for pas- 
sage of old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of St. Paul’s Club 
of St. Paul’s Church, Englewood, N. J., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of Park Avenue Methodist Epis- 
copal, Third Universalist, and Congregational churches, of 
Somerville, Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of the Baptist Church of 
Waldoboro, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Dresden 
Mills, Me., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Danville Noyes, jr., and other citizens of 
Maine, for enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Camp No. 1, United Spanish War Veterans, 
of Biddeford, Me., for enactment of House bill 17470; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, 
favoring retention of 10-cent tax on oleomargarine when col- 
ored to resemble butter, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition of members of the First Presby- 
terian Church of Sheridan, Wyo., in support of House bill 16214, 
to prohibit interstate shipment of liquors into prohibition States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the United Christian Brother- 
hoods of Sheridan, Wyo., urging the enactment of House bill 
16214, to prohibit the interstate shipment of liquors into States 
known as dry“; to the Conimittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. NYE: Memorial of. Local No. 520, Brotherhood of 
Railway Carmen of America, of Minneapolis, Minn.; for enact- 
ment of House bill 11032, relating to injunctions; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Petition of citizens of lap 
York City, against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee én 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Manhattan Camp, No.1, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

By Mr. PICKETT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of Washington W. Edgington; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Wholesale Dealers’ Association, 
against passage of interstate liquor legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Johnsonville, Cal, for old-age 
pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Oroville, Cal., 
against reduction of the duty. on olive oil; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Ferndale, Cal., 
for enactment of House bill 16841; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the Connecticut Dairymen’s 
Association, against repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Gommittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Connecticut Dairymen’s Association, for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Illinois Retail Hardware Association, 
against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. SABATH: Memorial of the National Committee for 
Mental Hygiene, for examination of arriving immigrants for 
mental defects; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. . 

By Mr. SHARP: Petitions of citizens of the fourteenth con- 
gressional district of Ohio, for old-age pension legislation; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, Memorial of Seventh-day Adventist Church of Mans- 
field, Ohio, protesting against House bill 9433; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Pest Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ashland, Ohio, protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of churches and church organizations in the 
State of Ohio, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS’ of California: Memorial of the Minis- 
terial Union of Los Angeles, Cal., relating to the Mormon 
Church or Church of Latter-day Saints; to the Committee on 

the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, 
Cal., protesting against passage of the Sherwood bill relating 
to motor boats on navigable waters; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Fereign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Los Angeles Clearing House Associa- 
tion, favoring the continuance of the mint at San Francisco, 
Cal.; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: Petition of Chris H. John- 
son and others, of Schuyler, Nebr., in favor of Federal-pay bill 
for the National Guard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Petition of citizens of the State of Kan- 
sas, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition of the First United 
Presbyterian Church and of the Calvary Church of the Evangeli- 
cal Association, of Colorado Springs, Colo., for passage of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of citizens of Glen Ridge, N. J., 
for’ parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions 
and churches in the State of New Jersey, for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. UTTER: Papers to accompany House bill 21165, 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Stoddard; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 21166, for the relief of 
Assadoor M. Der Hohanessian; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Gaspee Chapter, Daughters of the American 
Revolution, of Rhode Island, favoring the bill for the Publication 
of certain’ Revolutionary records; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Resolution of Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Washington County, R. I., favoring the Lever bill for the en- 


dowment of an extension department in the land-grant colleges; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Young People’s Social Christian En- 
deayor of First Presbyterian Church of Woonsocket, R. I., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of Mr. J. N. Sloan and 12 other 
citizens of Charlotte, N. C., asking that the duty on raw and 
oer Sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WEDEMEYER: Petition of citizens of Lenawee and 
Monroe Counties, Mich., against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monroe, Mich., for passage of 
House bill 16214; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHITACRE: Petition of Grange No. 1660, Pike Town- 
ship, Stark County, Ohio, against repeal’ of tax on oleomar- 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Stark County (Ohio) Sunday School Asso- 
ciation, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers to accompany House bill 13914, a 
bill authorizing the erection of a post-office building at Urbana, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petitions of Long Island and of 
Decatur County, Kans., for parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


SENATE. 


Moxpar, March 4, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o'clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B, Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS (S. DOC. No. 875). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting, by direction 
of the President, a proposed amendment to the estimate for an 
appropriation for surveying the public lands contained in the 
Book of Estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, etc., 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

ROADS IN ALASKA (8. DOC. NO. 876). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of War, of the 28th ultimo, submitting a sup- 
plemental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $125,000 
required by the Board of Road Commissioners for Alaska for 
the construction, maintenance, and repair of military and post 
roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1912, etc., which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature to the en- 
rolled bill (S. 4551) to extend the time for the completion of a 
dam across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of Stevens 
Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga., authorized by an act approved August 5, 1909, which has 
previously been signed by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

BENJAMIN F. MARTZ. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2453) for 
the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for other purposes, which 
was, on page 1, line 13, after the word “ quarter,” where it first 
appears in that line, to insert “ and the northeast quarter.” 

Mr. SMOOT. I moye that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS FOR INJURIES TO GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 3 to the bill (H. R. 18570) to amend an 
act entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the United 
States the right to receive from it compensation for injuries 
sustained in the course of their employment,” approved May 30, 
1908. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1912. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That disposes of the whole matter? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. It disposes of the whole matter. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Young 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Mount Vernon, N. V., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 
to prohibit the manufacture, importation, or sale of intoxicating 
liquors, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of sundry 
citizens of St. Petersburg, Fla., favoring the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside-dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Association of 
Tug Firemen and Linemen of the Great Lakes, favoring appro- 
priations for the deepening and widening of the channels of the 
Great Lakes, which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Federated Union 
of Greater New York, remonstrating against any appropriation 
being made for the celebration of the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaty of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of Woman’s Protective Union No. 
11752, of San Juan; the Hod Carriers and Building Laborers’ 
Local Union of San Juan; the Journeymen Barbers’ Local Union 
of San Juan; the Free Federation of Workingmen of Porto 
Rico; of the Bricklayers’ Local Union of San Juan; of the 
Typographical Local Union of San Juan; and of the Painters, 
Decorators, and Paperhangers’ Local Union of San Juan, all in 
the Territory of Porto Rico, praying for the creation of a de- 
partment of Jabor and agriculture in that Territory, which were 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Woman's Protective Union, 
No, 11752, of San Juan; the Hod Carriers and Building Labor- 
ers’ Local Union, of San Juan; the Journeymen Barbers’ Local 
Union of San Juan; the Free Federation of Workingmen of Porto 
Rico; of the Bricklayers’ Local Union of San Juan; of the Typo- 
graphical Local Union, of San Juan; and of the Painters, Deco- 
rators, and Paper Hangers’ Local Union of San Juan, all in the 
Territory of Porto Rico, praying for the enactment of legislation 
giving citizens of Porto Rico the right to be citizens of the 
United States, which were referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of McMinn- 
ville and Jackson County, in the State of Oregon, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of R. C. Emery, of 
Hampton, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate immigration, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of the Federation of Women's 
Clubs of New Hampshire, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide uniform child-labor laws, which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Laconia, 
Greenville, and North Charlestown, all in the State of New 
Hampshire, praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of members of the Woife- 
Tone Club, of Youngstown, Ohio, and of the Irish-American 
Progressive Society, of Denver, Colo., remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of North 
Attleboro and Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts, and 
of the Central Council of Irish-American Societies of Kansas 
City, Mo., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, unless amended as reported by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and also for the ratification of a 
similar treaty with Germany, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Friends Church of Alamitos, Cal., praying for the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
orani Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. : 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 52, Interna- 
tional Brick, Tile, and Terra Cotta Workers Alliance, of 
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Streator, Ill, praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Çommercial 
Club of East Moline, III., praying for the establishment of a 
free-mail-delivery system in towns, cities, and villages with a 
population of over 1,000, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Ship- 
pers’ Association of Rockford, III., praying for the adoption of 
a 1-cent letter postage, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Retail Mer- 
chants’ Association of Illinois, in convention at Belleville, III., 
favoring the establishment of an international commission to 
inquire into the cause or causes of the high cost of living, which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Peoria, III., praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 243, United 
Garment Workers of America, of Galesburg, Ill, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to authorize the construction of 
one of the proposed new battleships at the Brooklyn Navy 
Yard, which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Morgan 
County, Ilk, remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomar- 
garine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

Mr. LODGE. I present a telegram, in the nature of a me- 
morial, from citizens o. Fall River, Mass., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed arbitration treaties in their orig- 
inal form. The telegram is very brief. I ask that it lie on the 
table and be printed in the Recor. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to lie on 
the table and to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
FALL RIVER, MASS., March 3, 1912. 
Hon. Henry Canor Lopan, Senator, Washington, D. C.: 
Fall River citizens, in „ protest proposed arbitra- 
tion treaties in original form. vor Lodge amendment, which leaves 


control of American affairs in control of United States Senate. 
< MICHAEL MOONEY. 


Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Woodbury, Riverton, and Daretown; the 
Presbyterian Church of Pennington; the First Baptist Church 
of Cape May City; the Pittsgrove Baptist Church, of Daretown; 
the Macedonia Church, of Camden; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Moorstown; the Pittsgrove Presbyterian Church, of 
Daretown; and the Society of Friends of Mount Holly; the 
Civic Club of Arlington; the German-Irish Alliance of Newark; 
the Epworth League of Rutherford; the German-American Cen- 
tral Association of Elizabeth; the Federated Churches of Essex 
County, of Newark; the German-American Central Alliance of 
Newark; the Rutherford Baptist Church; the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Belvidere and Pennington; the 
Methodist Brotherhood and St. Paul's Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Paulsboro; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bel- 
videre; and sundry citizens of Irvington and Manalopan, all in 
the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Bloomfield, 
Jersey City, Elizabeth, and Newark, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a highway from Washington, D. ©., to Gettysburg, 
Pa., as a national memorial to Abraham Lincoln, which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tenafly and 
Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to permit any corporation, joint-stock com- 
pany or association, or insurance company to change the date 
of filing its annual income from the close of the calendar year 
to the close ef its own fiscal year, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Moorestown Equal Suffrage 
Association; the First Church of Christ, Scientist, of Ruther- 
ford; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Haddon- 
field; the Half Hour Reading Club of Merchantville; and 
sundry citizens of Ampere, Upper Montclair, Hawthorn, Had- 
donfield, Morristown, and Greenville, all in the State of New 
Jersey; and of A. D, Juillard & Co., of New York, praying for 
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the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration between 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of John Hill Post, No. 86, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, of Boonton, 
N. J., and a petition of A. T. A. Torbet Post, No. 24, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, of Morris- 
town, N. J., for the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pen- 
sion bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Board of 
Education of Kearney, N. J., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the preservation of captured flags and banners in the 
possession of the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, 
Md., which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Salem and 
Bridgeton, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to permit American ships sailing between 
two ports in this country to pass free through the Panama 
8 which was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 

anals. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Civic Club of 
the Oranges, of Orange, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to provide for the preservation of the machinery and ma- 
terial used in the construction of the Panama Canal, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Belmar, 
N. J., remonstrating against the imposition of a tax on pro- 
prietary medicines, which was referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Camden, 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to extend the 
right of execution throughout the United States, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of Local Branch No. 370, Na- 
tional Association of Letter Carriers, of Atlantic City, N. J. 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the retire- 
ment of employees in the civil service, which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Lodge No. 167, Inter- 
national Association of Machinists, of Plainfield, N. J., remon- 
strating against any reduction of the duty on steel, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of members of the Pro- 
motion Association of Sisson, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of a national park at 
Mount Shasta, in that State, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, the Congregational Church, and the 
First Presbyterian Church, all of Hayward; of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, the Congregational Church, the Epworth 
Methodist Church, the First Baptist Church, the Wesley Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church, the Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, 
and the Calvary Presbyterian Church, all of Berkeley; of the 
United Brethren Church of Stockton; of the Presbyterian Church 
of Melrose; and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Berkeley, all in the State of California, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Ferndale, Cal., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Gatos, Cal., praying that an appropriation of $1,000,000 be 


made for the improvement of the Yosemite National Park, 


which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of General Otis Camp, No. 1, 
United Spanish War Veterans, Department of California, of 
Los Angeles, Cal., and a petition of the Auxiliary to Spanish 
War Veterans, of Berkeley, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to pension widows and minor children of any officer 
or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or the Phil- 
ippine insurrection, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Auburn, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the establishment of a mining experiment station at 
Auburn, Cal, which was referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

He also presented a petition of members of the California 
Club of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation giving the right of franchise to every native-born 
American woman of the United States, irrespective of the na- 
tionality of her husband, which was referred to the Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 


He also presented a memorial of the Business Men's Associa- 
tion, of Oroville, Cal., remonstrating against the extension of 
the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
reserred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. DU PONT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mil- 
ford, Del., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THORNTON presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Minden, Arcadia, Monroe, and Rayville, all in the State of 
Louisiana, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARDNER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Old Orchard, Me., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification 
of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Harraseeket Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Freeport, Me., praying for the ratification of 
the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
nni Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Council of the 
Thirty-second Irish County Associations, of Boston, Mass., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Wausa, Miller, Valentine, and Arabia, all in the State of Ne- 
braska, praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
Migr were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Farmers’ In- 
stitute of Broken Bow, Nebr., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of agricultural ex- 
tension departments in connection with the agricultural colleges 
in the several States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the 
Nebraska National Guard, residents of Kearney, Nebr., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the pay of the 
Organized Militia, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Irish National- 
ists of Ohio, in convention at Columbus, Ohio, and a resolution 
adopted by the St. Patrick's Alliance of New Jersey, in conven- 
tion at Newark. N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United States, 
Great Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Cuero and Wortham, in the State of Texas, remonstrating 
against the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its pres- 
ent limitations, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a petition of Newport Lodge, No. 
119, International Association of Machinists, of Newport, R. I., 
and a petition of Local Union No. 19, International Union of 
Steam Engineers, of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
Bend, Ind., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of St. Joseph Valley Grange, No. 
584, Patrons of Husbandry, of South Bend, Ind., praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No, 481, Interna- 
tional Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
praying that an investigation be made into the condition of the 
textile workers’ strike at Lawrence, Mass., which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama presented memorials-of sundry 
citizens of Wetumpka and Opelika, in the State of Alabama, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Tupelo, Miss., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


1912. 


Mr. CRAWFORD presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
South Dakota, remonstrating against the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Luffman, 
S. Dak., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
pears was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

on 

Ie also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Onida and 
Blunt, in the State of South Dakota, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday as 
a day of*rest in the District of Columbia, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition by Camp John ©. Mce- 
Ewen, No. 6, United Spanish War Veterans, of Duluth, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to ptovide pensions for 
the widows and orphans of Spanish-American War veterans, 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Faribault 
and Freeport, in the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albert Lea, 
Le Sueur, and Cleveland, all in the State of Minnesota, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside liquor dealers, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the St. Anthony's 
Society of Minnesota, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit American citizens employed in Catholic 
Indian missions from wearing the garb of religious orders, which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KERN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ham- 
mond, Ind., praying fer the passage of the so-called dollar-a-day 
pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Kokomo 
and Loogootee, in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 
the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present lim- 
itations, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 481, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., praying that an investigation be made into the labor-strike 
conditions at Lawrence, Mass., which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of A. Wilder Merriam 
Camp, No. 16, Department of Connecticut, United Spanish War 
Veterans, of Putnam, Conn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to pension widow and minor children of any officer 
or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or the 
Philippine insurrection, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. i 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Con- 
gregational Church of West Stafford, Conn., and a petition of 
- sundry citizens of Stafford and South Norwalk, Conn., praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Connecticut 
Dairymen’s Association, in convention at Hartford, Conn., re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the oleomargarine law, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Connecticut 
Dairymen’s Association, in convention at Hartford, Conn., fa- 
voring the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Ile also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of South 
Manchester, Conn., remonstrating against the repeal of the anti- 
renee law, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PAGE presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church and the First Congregational 
Church of Morrisville, in the State of Vermont, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Blackstone Valley, R. I., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
Herat Toa Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr, JOHNSON of Maine presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Maine, members of the bar, praying for the ratification 
.of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
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Ruter Great Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on 
e table. 

Mr. CRANE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the ratification of the pending treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which was ordered to lie on the table. * 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 2558) making an 
appropriation of public money to install an elevator in the 
United States public building at Martinsburg, W. Va., reported 
it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 442) thereon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 4655) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Franklin, in the State of New Hampshire, re- 


ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 444) 


thereon. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am directed by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 2221) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Franklin, in the State of New 
Hampshire, to report it adversely. The bill is identical with 
the bill just reported by me from the committee. I move its 
indefinite postponement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 2270) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building at Richfield, Utah, 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
443) thereon. : 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 3974. A bill to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States public building at Denver, Colo. (Rept. No. 445); and 

S. 4144. A bill to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office building at Greeley, Colo. (Rept. No. 446). 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 440), accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5623) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, 
and to certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors, which was read twice by its title, the bill being a 
substitute for the following Senate bills, heretofore referred to 
that committee: ‘ 

S. 345. Alfred Faucher. 

S. 892. George W. Simmons. . 

S. 1368. John W. Barnes. 

S. 2157, Thomas Gorman. 

S. 2711. Alan P. Wilson. 

S. 3137. John H. Mumaw. 

S. 3270. Richard Burnside. 

S. 3683. James Petree. 

S. 3755. Bertha B. Byrne. 

S. 4018. George Berry. 

S. 4132. Roberson Ford. 

S. 4503. Allen Tyler. 3 

S. 4538. Willoughby Churchill. 

S. 4612. John McCombs. 

S. 4765. Anne Jones Banks. 

S. 4814. Emily Whitman. 

S. 4875. Frank H. Lasher. 

S. 4914. George A. Wageck. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 441) accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5624) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was read 
twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the following 
Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 52. John Brown. 


§. 512. Samuel D. Fulmer. 

S. 515. Josephine P. Whitney. 

S. 692. Henry Andrews (alias Willlam J. Bowers). 
S. 694. William J. Benton. 

S. 696. Frank L. Fisher, ` 
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S. 698. William P. Thompson, 
S. 788. Benjamin F. Reed. 
S. 924. Virginia H. Morgan. 


S. 1049. 
S. 1133. 
„S. 1482. 


James A. Hunt. 

Calvin Smith. 

Mary S. Tucker. 

S. 1546. John C. Carpenter. 

S. 1547. William Turner. 

. Francis Marion Keith. 
. Karl Somerlatt. 

Ira N. Levalley. 

77. William Akin. 

. John L. Reese. 

. Ransom W. Bailey. 

. Horace R. Weston. 
. William Barker. 
John West. 

. Wiliam H. Tinkham. 

. Frederick J. Thilke. 

. Christopher G. Burdick, 
Ambrose Roan, 

. Henry G. Trimble. 
Charles C. Warner, 

. John Hollabaugh. s 
. Maggie L. Zachary. 

55. John Rosswork. 

. Eugene O. Pratt. 

. Robie M. Towle. 

. John J. Eyans. 

. Henry M. Endsley. 
John X. Eichel. 
Andrew J. Board. 
George McCrea. 

. Joseph B. Hill. 

. Samuel A. Pearce. 

. Henry Dye. 

. Andrew Randall. 

. William H. Donaldson. 
. Samuel T. Hawkins, 

. Jacob C. Mitts. 

. Martin L. Galyean. 
William M. Blose, 

. Patrick Sullivan. 

John Clopine. 

. William C. Williams. 

. Henry Bargerstock. 

. Willard M. Walker. 

. John Ghastin. 

. John S. Sullivan. 

. Charles W. Holmes. 

. Johnston R. Lambright. 
. Aaron H. Thatcher. 3 5 
. Milton Green. 

. Alfred Kent. 

2. Benjamin Miller. 
Ezra J. Crocker. 

. George F. Davlin. 

. Benjamin E. Westfall. 

. George H. Pierce. 
Alexander A. Richardson. 
John M. Mower. 
William M. Bradley. 

. Catherine Downs. 

. Olive C. Morrill. 

. Gerret G. Seger. 

. Benjamin F. Whitehouse, 
. John Jones. s 

. Andrew Geist. 

. Eri Guthrie. 

. Catharine Ann Leonard. 
. Clarence L. Miles. 

. Mary Ryder. 

S. 5259. John H. Klingler. 

S. 5261. Henry Marble. 

S. 5368. John C. Bryant. 

S. 5392. Charles D. Wilson. 

Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 3846) to authorize a waiver of 
trial by jury in the district courts of the United States, reported 
it without amendment. 

PAYMENT OF MONEY IN POLITICAL CAMPAIGNS. 

Mr. BRIGGS. From the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably 
with an amendment Senate resolution 79, offered by the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Curserson] June 22, 1911, and I submit a 
report (No. 447) thereon. * 
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The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, First. That the Committee on Privileges and Elections of 
the Senate be, and it is hereby, directed to inquire and report to the 
Senate as early as practicable the amount of money subscribed and paid 
to 8 of any political party or to any member of such 
commi or to any person acting under the authority of or on behalf 
of such committee as treasurer or otherwise, by any person, firm, asso- 
ciation, corporation, or committee to influence the result, or attempt to 
influence the result, of the election November 8, 1904, and November 3, 
1908, at which Representatives in the Congress of the United States 
were elected, giving the names of such persons, firms, associations, cor- 

rations, or committees and the respective amounts subscribed and paid 

y each of them as aforesaid. 

Second. That said committee is authorized to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate and during any recess of the Senate or of the Congress; 
to hold sessions at such place or pe as it may deem most convenient 
for the purposes of this inquiry ; to employ Stenographers and such other 
clerical force as may be deemed necessary; to send for persons, books, 
records, and papers; to administer oaths; and that the expenses of the 
inquiry be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
to approved by the chairman of the committee. 

Third. That said committee shall also report to the Senate what 
measures, if any, are necessary to further prohibit or curtail such-sub- 
scriptions and payments so as to lessen and confine them to proper and 
legitimate objects in relation to such elections and prevent the undue 
or corrupt use of money in such elections. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee 
will be stated. 

Mr. LODGE. Has present consideration been asked? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has been asked, the Chair under- 
stands; but the committee report an amendment and the ques- 
tion will not be put until the amendment has been read. 

Mr. LODGE. I will let the amendment be read. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I did not ask for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair apologizes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the amendment be read and 
that the report of the committee, if it is in writing, be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. On page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the 
words “every committee of any political party“ and insert in 
lieu thereof “the national committees of all political parties 
and the national congressional campaign committees of all 
political parties.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go to the cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I call attention to the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the report, if there is a written 
report, be read. This was a preliminary reference to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the report will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the report this day submitted by Mr. 
Briaes, as follows: 

This resolution as amended is reported to the Senate by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
with a favorable recommendation. In making this récommendation the 
committee disclaims any purpose to indicate whether the inquiry 
should be made or not; those matters being left, as they must be left, 
to the future action of the Senate, but intends by its action to provide 
the money necessary for this inquiry if an inquiry be made. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Now, Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The resolution having been referred primarily to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate as a preliminary question, is it necessary for the Senate 
to adopt the report before it commits itself to the payment of 
this money, if the inquiry is ordered, out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate? In other words, I have no disposition to press 
the Senate for the consideration of the resolution without a 
reference to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, but I 
want to have the preliminary question settled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Naturally, objection being made to 
the present consideration of the resolution, it goes to the calen- 
dar; but on motion, the report of the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate can be approved, 
and then the resolution and report referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 3 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he has any objection to the adoption of the report of the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, and then let the reference of the resolution be made to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections? 

Mr. LODGE. Not the slightest, if it is to be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That was my intention all the while. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report of the 


Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate is approved, and the resolution, with the report, is re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. The Chair 
hears no objection. 
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COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI AND MICHIGAN, 


Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on the Judiciary I 
report back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
19238) to amend section 90 of an act entitled “An act to codify, 
` revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1911. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WitrraMs] to the bill. 

Sg WILLIAMS. I ask for the present consideration of the 

The Secretary read the bill, and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded. to its 
consideration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If I understood the bill correctly, 
it relates to terms of court in the State of Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will explain to the Senator from Michi- 
gan just what the bill does. Last year an act was passed de- 
claring that a term of the court should be held at Clarksdale, 
Miss., but the act did not designate the counties from which 
litigants should go to Clarksdale. This bill merely designates 
the counties from which litigants shall go to the different sub- 
divisions of the northern judicial district. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to amend the bill by 
inserting, on page 4, after line 2, the following: 

Provided, That an additional term of the United States District Court 
for. the Western District of Michigan, northern division, shall be held 
at the city of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., on the first Tuesdays in January 
and July of each year. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I suggest to the Senator that he had better 
have another bill for that purpose, because this bill amends a 
section of the new code. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This bill is amendatory to an act which 
would have nothing to do with the courts in Michigan: 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I understand; but it is amendatory 
to the act providing for the terms of the Federal courts, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But it is amendatory to a special act 
which was passed February 24, 1911, establishing the holding of 
a Federal court at Clarksdale, Miss. I have no objection to the 
amendment, but I think 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not understand why my 
amendment would not be germane. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Let me suggest to the Senator from Michi- 
gan that in the judiciary code the court in Michigan is one sec- 
tion by itself, and to amend it in this way would disarrange the 
judiciary code very much. I should think that it could be done 
very well by a special bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina will not object. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am not objecting; I am merely making a 
suggestion to the Senator. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is the desire of the district 
judge of the western district of Michigan to hold additional 
terms of court in the northern division of that district, and I 
have been hopeful I could get this amendment on a bill of this 
character where it would be germane and appropriate for that 
purpose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan. I merely said what I did 
in a suggestive way to him, thinking that perhaps upon investi- 
gation he would find that his amendment is not germane to this 
bill. But whether it is or not, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am greatly obliged to the Senator 
from Mississippi and the Senator from North Carolina, and I 
move the amendment which I have just indicated. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator please give the 
dates to the Secretary? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. On the first Tuesdays in January 
and July in each year. | : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator if 
court is already held-at that place. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is already held at Marquette, in 
the northern division of that district, but not at the city of 
Sault Ste. Marie, where much litigation arises growing out of 
the customs and immigration laws, and where it is regarded as 
important that two sessions should be held each year, without 
interfering, however, with the Marquette terms and solely for 
the convenience of attorneys and litigants. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not think we ought to establish a court 
at a new place without consideration by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I assure the Senator from North 
Carolina that this only concerns the northern division of the 
western district of Michigan, where the territory is so large that 


it is impossible to economically administer the law as the courts 
are now conducted. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There has never been a court at this point. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The court does not sit regularly 
at Sault Ste. Marie, but it does at Marquette and will continue 
to do so. It has been thought best to sit regularly at Sault 
Ste. Marie also. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Is there a public building in the city where 
it is proposed the court shall sit? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, yes; there is every facility 
there, and no additional expense will be incurred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment, 

Piva Srcrerary. On page 4, after line 2, it is proposed to 
sert: 

Provided, That an additional term of the United States District Court 
for the Western District of Michigan, northern division, shall be held 
at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., on the first Tuesdays in January and July 
in each year, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act to amend sec- 
tion 90 of the act entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, and amend 
the laws relating to the judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1911, and 
for other purposes.” 

ESTATE OF JOHN POOL. 


Mr. OVERMAN. With the consent of the chairman of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, I ask that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of Senate resolution 69 authorizing the 
Secretary of the Senate to make payment to the estate of John 
Pool, a Senator from North Carolina, for services in the For- 
tieth Congress, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Caroling 
asks that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of Senate resolution 69, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
cousent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5625) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Spicer (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5626) granting a pension to Samuel M. Terry (with 
accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROOT: 

A bill (S. 5627) to appropriate $6,000 to defray the expenses 
of the United States rifle team to the Pan American tournament 
at Buenos Aires, May 16 to 30, 1912; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A pill (S. 5628) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Greene (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 5629) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 
insane persons in the District of Alaska, and for other purposes,” 
approved January 27, 1905; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 5630) to regulate radio-communication (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A. bill (S. 5631) granting a pension to Emma L. Parker: and 

A bill (S. 5632) granting a pension to David Carr (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 5633) granting a pension to Robert T. Burton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5634) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Sills (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5635) granting a pension to Benaldine Smith Noble 
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 5636) granting an increase of pension to Heury M. 
Adams; and ; 

A bill (S. 5637) granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Flynn; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: . 

A bill (S. 5638) for the relief of the heirs of N. M. Robinson, 
8 (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: ; 

A bill (S. 5639) for the relief of the heirs at law of the late 
Capt. Charles H. Peirce; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 5640) granting an increase of pension to Winfield S. 
Gibbs (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

A bill (S. 5641) granting an increase of pension to Allen B. 
Rackliff (with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 5642) granting an increase of pension to Albert F. 
Whitney (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5643) granting a pension to Sibae S. Andrews (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5644) granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 
Hodsdon (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 5645) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Foster (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5646) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Lowell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 5647) granting a pension to Henrietta V. Hawley 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5648) granting a pension to William N. Russell 
(with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5649) granting an increase of pension to Ira Grant 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LODGE: ’ 

A bill (S. 5650) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Bennett (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: 

A bill (S. 5651) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Charles Haskin; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: 

A bill (S. 5652) granting an increase of pension to Lurenna J. 
Terrell; to the Committee on Pensions. ~ 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. ROOT submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to reopen, adjust, and audit the claim of 
the State of New York for interest on advances and expendi- 
tures made by that State in the War of 1812-15 with Great 
Britain, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIXON submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,578.25 to reimburse Omer D. Lewis, lease clerk at the 
Flathead Indian Agency, Mont., for expenses incurred for hos- 
pital and doctors’ fees, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$75,000 for continuing construction of irrigation systems to irri- 
gate the allotted lands of the Indians on the Fort Peck Indian 
Reservation, Mont., etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. ; 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$40,000 for the construction of buildings for agency purposes on 
the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont., etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 

rinted. F 
è He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase .the 
appropriation for continuing the construction of irrigation sys- 
tems to irrigate the allotted lands of the Indians of the Flathead 
Indian Reservation, Mont., etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
appropriation for continuing the construction of irrigation sys- 
tems to irrigate the allotted lands of the Indians on the Black- 
feet Indian Reservation, Mont., etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted an amendment proposing to 
strike out, in the clause in the proposed Army appropriation bill 
for additional pay to officers of the Army for length of service, 
the provision that no money appropriated by this act shall be 


paid to any officer for any period during which he shall have 
been detached for any duty of any kind for more than four of 
the preceding six years from the organization in which he is 
commissioned,” etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Army, 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on - 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BORAH submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,000 for the establishment and maintenance of an 
agricultural experiment station near, Jerome, Lincoln County, 
Idaho, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the agricultural 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON VOCATIONAL EDUCATION, 


Mr. BURNHAM submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
243), which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be 5 tor the use of the Committee on 
Agriculture and forestry 8,000 additional copies, with covers, of Senate 


Report No. 405, Sixty-second Congress, second session, on the subject of 
vocational education. 


GEORGE JONAS GLASS CO, V. GLASS BOTTLE BLOWERS’ ASSOCIATION 
(S. Doc. No. 874). 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Record, and also as a Senate document, the opinion of 
the Court of Errors and Appeals of the State of New Jersey 
in the case of George Jonas Glass Co. v. The Glass Bottle 
Blowers’ Association of the United States and Canada et al., 
it being the opinion of Chancellor Pitney and the dissenting 
opinions of other judges in that court. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 
The Chair hears none, and the order is entered. 

The order as agreed to was reduced to writing, as follows: 


Ordered, That the opinion of the Court of Errors and Appeals of the 
State of New Jersey, at the March term, 1910, in the case of George 
Jonas Glass Co., complainant and respondent, v. The Glass Bottle 
Blowers’ Association of the United States and Canada et al., defendants 
—— 3 including all dissenting opinions, be printed as a Senate 

locumen 


GEORGE JONAS GLASS CO., COMPLAINANT AND RESPONDENT, v. THE GLASS 
BOTTLE BLOWERS’ ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES AND CANADA 
ET AL., DEFENDANTS AND APPELLANTS. (PRINTED OUT OF PLACE.—REP.) 


{Argued June 19, 1908; decided Nov. 16, 1908.] 


1. An injunction sustained, restrained defendants from using either 
coercion or persuasion in order to bring about breaches of the contracts 
of e eg service existing between complainant and its employees. 

„An injunction sustained against like conduct having for its object 
and pooo the termination of the relation of master and servant exist- 
ing between complainant and its employees in cases where there was 
no binding contract of service, but a mere service at will. 

8. An injunction sustained, restraining defendants from interfering, 
by coercion or personal molestation and annoyance, to prevent persons, 
not as yet employed but willing to take employment under the com- 
plainant, from entering such employment. 

4. An injunction sustained against “ picketing” designed to molest 
and annoy persons employed or willing to be employed by complainant. 

5. An injunction against a “boycott” sustained. 

6. The “act relative to persons combining and eens other per- 
sons to combine" (P. L., 1883, p. 86; Gen. Stat., p. 2344, pl. PS), 
does not legitimize an invasion of private rights, nor prevent the party 
injured from having full redress. 

On appeal from a decree of the former chancellor advised by Vice 
5 or Bergen, whose opinion is reported in 72 N. J. Eq. (2 Buch.) 


Mr. John W. Wescott, Mr. Matthew Jefferson, and Mr. Louis H. 
Miller, for the 3 

Mr. John W. Harding, for the respondent. 

The opinion of the court was delivered by Pitney, chancellor. 

The facts of the case are sufficiently outlined the opinion of the 
learned vice chancellor. His findings are, In our judgment, fully sus- 
tained by the evidence. 

The defendants comprise three-classes of persons—first, the Glass 
Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United States and Canada, a volun- 
tary association, including in its membership nearly all the journeymen 
green glass bottle blowers of the United States and Canada; secondly, 
the officers of this association, who, as individuals, are made parties 
defendant; and thirdly, 90 or more individuals who were formerly in 
the employ of the complainant corporation at its glassworks in 
tola, in this State, and who on April 9, 1902, went upon strike, 

It is undisputed that in the 1 1901 the Glass Bottle Blowers’ 
Association instituted a boycott of the complainant's wares in the effort 
to coerce complainant to conform its business to regulations prescribed 
by the association. The evidence renders it clear that this boycott was 
stil ‘osecuted by the association down 
thereafter, and, indeed, after the 


ether the defendant association or its officers directly 2 7 1 
this strike . admits of doubt; but it is entirely clear that im- 
atte 


ed the 


fine the bi 
Ime the bill of complaint 
tion, its officers, and thé strikers, 


no- 


vidence 


defendants who are not shown by the evidence to have been 
pe lly implicated in certain of the specific acts of violence and 
coercion that ensued, they were all acting in concert in the general plan 
of campaign, and are equally — 8 — to injunction with respect to the 
unlawful acts that were done and threatened. 

The decree that is now under review awards an injunction 
restraining the defendants as follows: 

First. From knowingly and intentionally causing or attempting to 
cause, by threats, offers of money, payments of money, offering to pay 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


expenses, or by inducement or persuasion, any employee of the com- 
lainant under contract to render service to it to break such contract 
y quitting such service. 
Second. From personal molestation of persons willing to be employed 
by complainant with intent to coerce such persons to refrain from enter- 


ing. such employment. 

hird. From addressing persona willing to be employed by complain- 
ant, against their will, and thereby causing them personal annoyance, 
with a view to persuade them to refrain from such employment. 

Fourth. From loitering or picketing in the streets or on the highways 
or public places near the premises of complainant with intent to procure 
the personal molestation and annoyance of persons employed or willing 
to be employed by complainant, and with a view to cause persons 80 
ee to refrain from such employment. 

fifth. From entering the premises of the complainant against its 
will with intent to interfere with its business, 

Sixth. From violence, threats of violence, insults, indecent talk, abu- 
sive epithets, annoying language, acts or conduct, practiced upon any 
persons without their consent, with intent to coerce them to refrain 
acy entering the employment of complainant or to leave its employ- 
ment, 

Seventh. From attempting to cause any persons employed by com- 
plainant to leave such employment by intimidating or annoying such 
bi! bg pang language, acts, or conduct. 

ighth. om causing 38 Willing to be employed by complainant 
to refrain from so doing by annoying language, acts, or conduct. 

* Ninth. From inducing, e or causing or attempting to in- 
duce, persuade, or cause the employees of complainant to break their 
contracts of service with complainant or quit their employment. 

Tenth. From threatening to injure the business of any corporation 
customer, or pereon dealing or transacting business and willing to dea 
and transact business with the complainant, by making threats in writ- 
ing or by words for the purpose of coercing such corporation, customer, 
or po against his or its will so as not to deal with or transact 
business with the complainant, 

Each portion of the injunctive relief thus granted is directed to some 
manifestation of the strife that was carried on by the combined defend- 
ants against the complainant. And in each respect the injunction is 
justified by the evidence in the case, 

The employees of Magn sagen referred to in the decree are those who 
either refused to pon the strike or who entered complainant's employ 
after the strike. With respect to these, it will be observed that the de- 
fendants are restrained from using coercion, inducements, or persuasion 
to bring about a termination of the employment, whether the employee 
be under contract of service or not. 

With respect to other persons not as yet a ee but willing to take 
e under the complainant, the defendants are restrained from 
interfering to prevent this by coercion or personal molestation and an- 
noyance, but are not restrained from using mere persuasion in such a 
case. 

There is a restraint inst picketing designed to molest and annoy 
persons employed or willing to be employed. 

And there is a restraint against the continuance of the boycott. 

It is clear beyond dispute that the complainant has suffered iev- 
ously in its property and business through the acts of the defendants, 
whose continuance is thus prohibited. That the injury to the complain- 
ant is irreparable py action at law is likewise clear. 

If, therefore, the acts themselves are unlawful and violative of the 
property rights of the complainant, the injunction is proper. 

The conduct of defendants in ng corren in some cases and per- 
suasion in others in order to bring about breaches of the contracts of 
personal service existing between complainant and some of its em- 
ployees—defendants having, of course, full notice of the existing em- 
ployment—was unlawful and actionable upon well-settled principles, 
(3 Bl. Com., 142; Lumley v. Gye, 2 El. & BL, 216, 224; Bowen v. all, 
6 Q. B. Div., 333; Angle v. Chicago, &c., Railway Co., 151 U. S., 1, 13.) 

‘And the same is true of conduct whose object and purpose were to 
bring about a termination of the relation of master and servant be- 
tween the complainant and its employees in cases where there was no 


binding contract of service. but a mere service at will. Noice, Ad- 
n v. Progi Sa N. 74 77) (120 705 ere 572; Brennan v. 
Jnited Hatters, 73 N. J. Law Tr.), 729. 1 2 
In Frank & Dugan v. Herold (63 N. J. Eq. (18 Dick.), 443, 450), 
Vice Chancellor Pitney said that to create the relation master and 


servant it is not necessary that there should be a contract in writing, 
or even verbal, between them to work for any particular length of time; 
that the relation exists when the one person is willing from day to day 
to work for another, and that other person desires the labor and makes 
his business arrangements accordingly. 

Whether an action will lie for interference in the relations a | 
between employer and employee where there is a mere service at will, an 
where the interference is the result of fair competition in the labor 
market, is a question mooted but not necessary to be decided in the pres- 
ent ease. The Uefendants were not competitors in the labor market. 
Their interference had for its immediate object the crippling of the 
complainant's business. The only semblance of excuse alleged is that 
defendants desired to bring about “improved labor conditions” in com- 
plainant’s works; but this object did not warrant the resort to unlaw- 
ful measures. > 

Reliance is placed by the defendants upon the “act relative to per- 
sons combining and encouraging other persons to combine.” (P. L., 
1883. p. 36; Gen. Stat., p. 2344, pl. 23.) The enactment is: 

“That it shall not be unlawful for any two or more persons to unite, 
combine, or bind themselves by oath, covenant, agreement, alliance, or 
otherwise, to persuade, advise, or enconrage, by peaceable means, any 
person or persons to enter into any combination for or against leaving 
or entering into the employment of any person, persons, or corporation.” 

In Mayer v. Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association (47 N. J. Eq. (2 
Dick.), 519, 531), Vice Chancellor Green apparently treated this act 
as legalizing private injuries. And in Cumberland Glass Manufac- 
turing Co. v. Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association (59 N. J. Eq. (14 Dick.), 
49, 53), Vice Chancellor Reed construed it as permitting the adoption 
of peaceable measures for inducing workmen to quit or to refuse to 
enter an employment. Whatever may have been the purpose of its 
framer, there are, as we think, constitutional obstacles in the way of 
giving the act so extensive a force. The rights of enjoying and defend- 
ing life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, 
and pursuing and obtaining safety and happiness, are declared by our 
constitntion to be unalienable. (N. J. Const., art. 1, pl. 1.) o act 
of the legislature is to be construed as infringing upon these rights 
unless its language plainly and clearly requires such a construction. 
If its language so reads, it is to the extent indicated unconstitutional 
and void. The act of 1883 is, as we think, properly to be treated as 
merely rendering the combination no longer indictable; in effect, as 


repealing the rule laid down by the supreme court of this State in 


State v. Donaldson (32 N. J. Law (3 Vr.), 151). It does not legitimize 
an invasion of private rights nor prevent the party injured from hav- 
ing full redress, Its proper scope is indicated in the opinion of Vice 
Chancellor Pitney in Frank & Dugan v. Herold. (63 N. J. Eq. (18 Dick.), 
443, 447, 448). 

So much of the decree as awards an injunction to restraim the de- 
fendants from using coercive measures to prevent the flow of labor to 
complainant's works is likewise proper. In Jersey City Printing Co. v. 
oem (63 N. J. Eq. oe Bick. . 759, 765), Vice Chancellor Stexenson 
recognized and enforced the right of an employer to an injunction to 
prevent undue interference with those who wish to come to him for 
employment. It is principally upon this ground that injunctions against 
what is known as picketing have been sustained in this and other 
jurisdictions. 

So much of the decree as is directed against the continuance of the 
boycott is plainly justified by the evidence and accords with the law. 
(Barr v. Essex Trades Council, 53 N. J. Eq. (8 Dick.), 101; Martin v. 
McFall, 65 N. J. Eg. (20 Dick.), 91; Temperton v. Russell (1893), 1 
Q. B. Div., 715; Quinn v. Leathem (1901), A. C. 495.) 

The decree under review should be affirmed, with costs. 

Minturn, J. (dissenting) : 

I find myself unable to agree with the majority of my brethren with 
respect to that portion of the decree of the court of chancery which 
authorizes the issuing of an injunction against these defendants upon 
the ground stated in the opinion of the learned chancellor speaking for 
the majority of this court, viz: “ inducing, persuading, or causing or 
attempting to induce, persuade, or cause the employees of complain- 
ant to break their contracts of service with complainant or quit their 
employment.” 

It may be conceded since the decision of this court in Brennan v. 
United Hatters (73 N. J. Law (44 Vr.), 729) that an ordinary wage 
employee bears toward his employer in this State a relation in modern 
legal nomenclature denominated as a service at will“; and for the 
breach of which an action at law can be maintained. 

Still with this concession it is difficult to discern in jurisprudence, 
outside of the sphere of those English cases which bear the distinct 
impress of feudal law and custom, any consensus of legal authority 
which can support the principle upon which this injunction rests; and 
of those cases Chief Justice Parker, speaking for the New York Court 
of Appeals, said “they are hostile not only to the statute law of this 
country, but to the spirit of our institutions.” (National Protective 
Association v. Cuming, 170 N. Y., 332.) 

Their origin is traceable distinctly to that class legislation which 
followed the emancipation of the villeins under the feudal tenure; 
and to the scourge of the “black death” which followed such emanci- 

ation in the reign of Edward III, decimating Europe and culminating 
n what is known as “the statute of laborers" (22-23 Edw. III), by 
virtue of which every 17 — of individual freedom to contract and 
to combine was shorn from the wage worker and his social status was 
reduced by legislative act to that of a bondman. (1 Green's History of 
the English People, sec. 4; 2 Bouy., P. 100.) 

Our Inheritance of English common law carried with it only such of 
the English decisions as are consonant with our institutions and our 
public policy. (1 Kent Com., p. 343.) 

Concededly, therefore, the invocation of a line of adjudications 
W m a social order and a political environment radically 
different from our own, founded upon the feudal concept of “a service 
at will” in an age of enlightened citizenship, is so utterly repugnant 
to and incompatible with our basic governmental theory, tox populi 
vox Dei, as to be unsupportable in reason, and opposed to any system 
of enlightened jurisprudence, which invokes as a justification for its 
existence either the dictates of reason or the wisdom, the experience, 
or the service of humanity. “ Precedents against law or reason,” says 
Lieber, “must be set aside.” (Legal and Political Hermeneutics, 219); 
and so, Coke, “ Qua Contra rationem juris introductor sunt, non debent -> 
Ean a e (The case of the Proclamations, 12 Coke's 

ep., 74. 

Fite constitutional guarantees, State and Federal as well as the bill 
of rights, reach their protecting arm not only to property rights, but 
also to the rights of citizenship and free speech. And while in the 
march of human progress and national development, the protection of 
property representing as it does the thrift, economy, and energy of a 
ee is not to be underestimated; still the right to life and lverty 

as, from the dawn of history, been the potent and dominant factor 
in the forward march of progress and civilization. (Spenc. Social Stat. 
ch. 5; Guizot Hist. of Civ. in Europe, ch, 2.) 

Force or intimidation can never be recognized as a lawful modus 
operandi in the propagation of any doctrine or cult, or for the asser- 
tion or prosecution of any rights and to the vindication of this principle 
the unanimous decisions, both State and Federal, bear testimony. á 

But in the efort to sustain the property 88 of the funda- 
mental law against infraction, we are apt to lose sight of those guar- 
anties of liberty and happiness which are equally fundamental; and if 
a concrete case were needed to illustrate this tendency, we find it in 
the case at bar. 

A statute enacted by the legislature of this State and quoted ver- 
batim by the learned chancellor (P, L., 1883, p. 36) made it lawful for 
“any two or more persons to unite, combine, or bind themselves to per- 
suade, advise, or encourage, by peaceable means, any person or persons 
to enter into any combination for or against leaving or entering into the 
employment of any person or persons or corporation.” Assuming that 
this relationship of a service at will is to be dignified with the status of 
a formal contract inter partes, then concededly the terms of this statute 
must be read into it. (2 Kent Com., 571.) 

Upon two occasions, at least, this statute bas been construed by the 
court of chancery, not only as relieving such combination of the crimi- 
nal aspect theretofore ascribed to it, bat also as a legislative declara- 
tion of public policy, and presumably sub silentio, the learned vice 
chancellors who passed upon the legal effect of the enactment found 
nothing unconstitutional in its provisions. 

Thus, Vice Chancellor Green in Mayer v. Journeymen's Stone Cutters’ 
Association (47 N. J. Eq. (2 Dick.), 519) refused to order the issue 
of an injunction upon the ground that “the acts threatened are declared 
by statute as not unlawful.” He characterized the act of 1883 as de- 
claring “a policy of the law” which, in his (oameni has “ revolu- 
tionized"” the common-law doctrine of unlawful combination, and con- 
cluded his Judgment with the statement that the peaceable Intervention 
contemplated y this act was ‘“unoffensive to any provision of our 
law. 
Vice Chancellor Reed reviewed the same legislation in Cumberland 
Glass Manufacturing Co. v. Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association (59 
N. J. Eq. (14 Dick.), 49) and stated, The words are rhaps broad 
enough to legalize a combination to persuade individual workmen to 
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quit, or refuse to enter the service of any person,” and refused the 
injunction on that und, but granted it on another. 

ice Chancellor int By opinion in Frank é tag AY v. Herold Wh 
N. J. Eq. (18 Dick.), 443) marks the turning point in the construction 
of this statute, for he there held that it only relieved an act formerly 
criminal, of its unlawful character, and then dealt with the subject 
sub judi® from a son has a Tight K of view and declared, “It is 


argued that one person has a right to le another to work or 
not to work. That may be if the other is willing to listen and be 
ersuaded (at p. 449), and again (at p. 452), “The operatives have 
e right which their employers can not complain of to consider the 
question whether they desire to work for them any longer and for that 
apy oa they have the right to listen to 1 tes og on that subject.” 
ice Chancellor Stevenson in Jersey City ting Co. v. Cassidy B 
N. J. Eq. (18 Dick.), 765), following the consideration given by Vice 
Chancellor Pitney to the statute, termed this service at will“ a newly 
recognized right“ and defined it to be“ that peculiar element that is an 
interest which one man in the freedom of another;“ which he 
further defined as “freedom in the market; freedom in the purchase 
and sale of all things, including both goods and labor;” a right, says 
the learned vize chancellor, “that our modern law is endeavoring to in- 
sure to every dealer“ (at p. 766). 
Still later in Fletcher Co, v. International Association of Machinists 
(55 Atl. Rep., 1077), the same learned vice chancellor conceded the right 
to workmen to a and use peaceable persuasion, „ 
Vice Chancellor Pitney had conceded it in the Herold case. But in both 
determinations the learned vice chancellor makes the right to“ the free 
flow of labor,” as he termed it, the ratio decidendi, thus instituting an 
analogy as an economic proposition between and merchandise and 
labor ; a fallacy all the more confounding to any attempt at harmonious 
decision when the statutory enactment in question is d prepari 

The analogy ignores the constitutional ty of om of s h 
and freedom of the press representing labor's demands, because labor, 
unlike goods, can not be severed from the human entity and be con- 
sidered apart from the man, for as Locke says, Every man has a 
property his own person; this nobody has a right to but himself.” 
(Essay on the Human Understanding, ch. 6.) It ignores factory and 
inspection laws, child-labor laws, and those legislative protective enact- 
ments for workshop and factory intended to mitigate the hardshi 
incident to the application of the legal rule of assumption of risk, a 
of which are proper subjects for discussion between fellow workmen, 
with a view to enforcing Soaps grees by the 8 with the law as 
the alternative to a strike. It ignores the fa at in every line of 
trade and business combination is the tendency of the age, and that 
in this State our corporation act is designed to accomplish that very 
— ose, and has accomplished it to a great extent throughout the 

. The maxim that “competition is the life of trade” is not con- 
tained in the lexicon of the political economy of this day, and eminent 
jurists have noted the fact of its elimination as an axiom in com- 
mercial life—except, it would seem, in its application to the wages of 
labor, in which event the law of supply and demand and the creation 
of a free labor market, as Indicated by learned vice chancellor, prac- 
tically relegates the wage earner to the status of a chattel, and corre- 
sponds to the judicial conception entertained of black labor in the 
Dred Scott case. (Dred Scott v. Sandford, 19 How., 393.) the case 
at bar the learned chancellor goes further and declares the act of 1883 
to be unconstitutional in its application to private rights as in con- 
travention of article 1, page 1, of the State constitution. It certainly 
would be indefensible, tested by this constitutional guaranty, if it em- 

wered these defendants to combine to destroy property or to 
Pine for any other unmwful purpose. But such is not its intent, since 
it simply empowers a number to do what it would be perfectly lawful 
for one to do, nnd such a power has been repeatedly held to be con- 
stitutional. (National Protective Association v. Cummings, 170 N. X., 
315; Wabash Railroad v. Hannahan, 121 Fed. Rep., 563; Martell v. 

. White, 185 Mass., 255.) 

The right conferred is in essence only the fundamental right of free 
speech, and the sole limitation upon that natural right is that those 
exerc! it “are answerable only for their acts in the interests of good 
citizenship, morality, and decency.” (United States v. Williams, 194 

S., 279; Roberts v. Baldwin, 166 U. S., 261; Wise Cit., 189.) 

It is to be noted that this constitutional provision is but a paraphrase 
of the provision upon the same subject contained in the bill of rights; 
and it is to be observed that when that great charter was promulgated a 
crisis was impending, in which the great desideratum was not the right 
to enjoy property, but the right to enjoy personal liberty, and to pursue 
individual happiness without regal interference. That document provided 
“that all men are by nature equally free, independent, and have certain 
inherent rights of which, when they enter into a state of society, they 
can not by any compact deprive or divest their posterity, namely, the 
enjoyment of life and Liberty with the means of a ring and possessing 
peo r 8180 N oy piness and safety.” evised Code of Vir- 

nia „Vol. 1, p. 31. 

x This conception of life and liberty has dominated all other considera- 
tions in the development of constitutional law; and has led the United 
States Supreme Court in furtherance of its 9 under the police 
power to ignore the fact that judicial recognition of it was tantamount 


to the destruction of the private prope involved. (Slaughter House 
— 5 83 U. S., 36; Stone v. IIa p pl. 101 U. S., 814; Mugler v. 
Kansas, 123 U. 2 


„ 623.) 

` But the denial of this right to combine in furtherance of free speech 
implies such a discrimination against these defendants that it may, with 
erfect propriety, be argued that their rights as citizens are denied to 
hem in contravention of the fourteenth amendment of the Federal Con- 
stitution, which guarantees that their privileges and immunities as citi- 
mar _ not be 3 (Senator v. West Virginia, 100 U. S., 303; 

cent Com., á 

In other jurisdictions, the correct rule is declared to be in con- 
sonance with the spirit and language of the statute of 1883. Thus 
the Virginia supreme court of appeal bas declared that it is not 
unlawful for ers to persuade employees to leave the service of their 
employer or to dissuade other workmen from seeking br po Sag with 
him” when unaccompaniéd-by force or intimidation. (Everett 
Co, v. tigre ographical Union et al., 105 Va., 188; 
Protective Association v. > 
Winkle Machine Works» (Geo Sa 
Anno, C Cyc., 831, and cases 

It may be appropriate to conclude this reference by quotin 
tract from the opin 
circuit court in Phel 


propast course to be taken in Sa to their 
ey choose to appoint anyone he may order 
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them on pain of expulsion from the union peaceably to leave the em- 
ploy of their employer, because any of the terms of the employment are 
cae apne ped Oh 


The act of 1883 confers no greater privileges upon these defendants 
than does the langage of this eminent jurist and if that act be con- 
demned by the constitutional guaranties referred to by the learned 
chancellor, this 1 must suffer the same animadversion. 

It is conceivable that substantial justice could have been effectuated 
in this case without entrenching upon the constitutional privileges of 
these defendants, for in the final analysis, says Montesquieu, “ Justice 
is but a relation of congruity which really subsists between two things. 
This relation is always the same, whatever being considers it; whether 
it be God, an angel, or, lastly, a man.” (Spirit of the Law, ch. 6.) 

Entertaining these views, I shall yote to reverse and modify the 


decree accordingly. 
Garrison, J. {dissenting). 


In so far as the decree appealed from directs that the defendants be 
enjoined from the peaceable persuasion of persons who are not under 
any contract to serve the complainant, I think the court below was in 
error, and that to that extent its decree should be reversed. 

I am requested by Justice Swayze and by Judge Bogert to say that 


meg concur in the foregoing view. b 
or affirmance—The Chancellor, Chief Justice, Reed, Trenchard, 


Parker, Voorhees, Vredenburgh, Vroom, Green, Gray—10. 
For reyersal—Garrison, Swayze, Minturn, Bogert—4, 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 
The motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, apropos of the 
motion just agreed to, I should like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. I notice that unanimous consent was given some days 
ago to vote on the British and French arbitration treaties on 
Tuesday, the 5th instant. I should like to inquire whether, 
under this unanimous-consent agreement, that will be the first 
business taken up in the morning? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. After the morning business. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is, it will be taken up after 
the routine morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the routine morning busi- 


ness, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like also to inquire 
whether there is any limitation as to debate included in the 
unanimous-consent agreement? - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no limitation as to debate. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senate will sit as usual, with 
these treaties before it, and a vote must be taken before ad- 
journment on that legislative day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is eorrect. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I desire now to give 
notice that I shall offer as a substitute for the amendments pend- 
ing a motion to strike out of the treaties the third paragraph 
of article 3. 

Mr. LODGE. That amendment is now pending. It is the 
pending amendment reported by the committee. 1 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The committee's amendment? i 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Then the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts does not take the place of that 
amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. What I propose is the resolution of ratification, 
That has nothing to do with the amendment of the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Who is sponsor for the committee’s 
motion? 

Mr. LODGE. The committee. I reported it on behalf of the 
committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. The majority of the committee, 

Mr. LODGE. On behalf of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I presume, if that motion is pend- 
ing, it will be called up by some member of the committee? 

Mr. LODGE. It is the pending question. It is the committee 
amendment to the treaty, and is the first question. 

Mr.,SMITH of Michigan. So that we shall vote on that first? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


THE LAWRENCE ( MASS.) STRIKE. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] informs me that he is willing to 
withdraw the objection which he made to my request for unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of Senate resolution 231, with 
the amendment which I proposed on Saturday. In view of that, 
I now ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I inquire if morning business is closed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. The Senator from Wash- 
ington asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
a resolution, which the Secretary will state. 

The SucrerAry. Senate resolution 231, providing for an in- 
vestigation and report by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
regarding certain labor conditions in Lawrence, Mass. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I object. 
The VICH PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Do I understand that morning business has 
been concluded? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is not concluded. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to call up another matter. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move the adoption of the resolution 
with the amendment which I have proposed, notwithstanding 
the objection. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. That motion is not in order until 
morning business is concluded. The Chair will recognize the 
Senator later. 

PRESIDENTIAL TERM. 


Mr. WORKS. I desire to give notice that on next Monday, 
immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, I will, 
with the permission of the Senate, submit some remarks on Sen- 
ate joint resolution 78, proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion fixing the term of office of the President of the United 
States at six years. 

POLITICAL ACTIVITY OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to offer a resolution, but before 
doing so I ask to have read the letter which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the “Secretary 
will read as requested. 
i The Secretary proceeded to read the letter, and read as fol- 
OWS: 

BESSEMER, ALA., February 24, 1912, 

Mr. W. J. MARLES, 


Post-Office Inspector, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I am in receipt of your letter dated February 17, purporting 
to have been mailed me from Washington, D. C., when in fact the 
envelope in which the letter was contained shows the post-office stamp 
of Birmingham, Ala., and the fact that I saw m in person on the day 
this letter was written shows that it was not written in Wash on 
but written since you came to Alabama. You state in your letter that 
“charges of pernicious political activity have been preferred against 
you" (me), and you erp ef give me an opportunity to make any 
statement that I may desire for consideration of the department. 

The “ pernicious political activity,” as you term it, is stated in your 
letter to have been committed by me in May, 1911, and in December, 
1910. It is a fact pregnant with meaning that you should appear in 
Birmingham two days after I, as a member of the Republican congres- 
sional executive committee of this district, saw proper to exercise my 
right as a free American citizen and to vote for resolutions Indorsing 

eodore Roosevelt for President. It is also strange, if not a matter 
8 with meaning, that you should appear personally in this dis- 

ict to investigate a postmaster about matters occurring more than 12 
months before, not only on the day but at the vg! hour when a politi- 
cal meeting was being held in this city, when it is a matter of public 
Katoren that the Federal officeholders in the Southern States, and 
especially the State of Alabama, are a mass of seething political activity. 

It is a matter further pregnant with mean that while you are here 
in this community in person that you should shut your eyes to the most 
flagrant examples of “ pernicious political activity“ in behalf of Presi- 


dent Taft 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I should like to know what 
the document is that is being read. ~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis a letter presented by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, who asked unanimous consent that it be read 
prior to his introducing a resolution. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It is a letter from a postmaster in Alabama, 
I will advise the Senator, written to a post-office inspector. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is rather an extraordinary thing to 
haye a letter of that kind read in the Senate, and I feel con- 
strained to object. The Senator from Kansas can read it him- 
self, if he pleases, but I think it is a very bad practice to have 
letters from individuals, whether they are postmasters or not, 
arraigning the President of the United States and the adminis- 
tration, rend in the open Senate without objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the further 
reading of the document. 

Mr. BRISTOW. As preliminary to the offering of the reso- 
lution I will read the letter myself. 

It is a matter further 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President I suggest that the Senator 
read the whole letter. It is. very interesting. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator had better begin at the begin- 
ning, so that we can get the connection. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Very well. The letter is as follows: 

BESSEMER, ALA., February 2}, 1912. 
Mr. W. J. Man 


LES, 
Post-Office Inspector, Washington, D. C. 

Sır: I am in receipt of your letter dated February 17, purpo to 
have been mailed me from Washington, D. C., when in fact the enye opo 
in which the letter was contained shows the post-office stamp of Bir- 
mingham, Ala., and the fact that I saw you in person on the day this 


aciously give me an o porun 
Se 7, the 5 > 
ou term it, is stated in your 

y, 1911, and in December, 


ou 

statement I ee 
The “ pernicious political activity,” as 
letter to haye been committed by me in 


1910. It is a fact pregnant with meaning that you should appear in 
Birmingham two days after I, as a member of the Republican congres- 
onal executive committee of this district, saw proper to exercise my 
t as a free American al rege to vote for resolutions indorsing 


fi 

t with meaning, tha 
2 to investigate a 3 about matters 
months before, not only on the day but at the v hour when a politi- 
cal meeting was b held in this city, when it is a matter of public 
notoriety that the Federal officeholders in the Southern States, and 
seperi y the State of Alabama, are a mass of seething political 
vity. 


that while you are here 
ut your eyes to the most 
t EE H of behalf of Presi- 


flagran 
dent Taft, wh 
th in 


that on the . before the meetin, 
5 co ttee of this district 
caucus 
far into the 
were present o 
offi It is a matter of common knowledge that passersby near the 
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Aldrich attended in person in agn 

meeting of the Republican district executive committee and was seated 
on the floor of the committee, and when it was deyeloped on the roll call 
that 16 members of the committee stood in favor of indorsing Roose- 
velt for President and 11 members were opposed, that in conjunction 
with those 11 members said Aldrich got up in the meeting and with- 
drew with them from the floor of the committee, and at the time of his 
withdrawal became so excited that he shook his fist at a member of the 
committee and stated to him that he “ would settle with him outside.” 
In addition to this, said Aldrich has been writng letters to post- 
masters and others over this district, endeavoring to line them ep in 
opposition to Col. Roosevelt and in favor of President Taft. Right here 
I will give you a sample by a quotation from one of Aldrich’s letters: 
“We are counting on you to be with us and for the Taft administra- 
tion, There is a scheme on foot which I will explain to you when I see 
Te 55 not commit yourself to Brother Lewis until I have a personal 

with you.” 

If you are desirous of pursuing this investigation as “ icious 

litical activity” in an unbia: way along proper and legitimate 
ines, you can easily ascertain, and I shall furnish you witnesses from 
whom you can ascertain the facts, that on the morning before the moet- 
ing of said committee in Birmingham two postmasters—N. L. Wilson, 
of Blocton, Ala., and N. C. Fuller, of Centerville, Ala——members of the 
committee, came to the law office of Judge Oscar R. Hundley, in the 
city of Birmingham, Ala., where one A. L. Elam, a member of the com- 
mittee from Bibb County, was in consultation with said Hundley and 
other friends of Col. Roosevelt, when they requested a private interview 
with said Elam, and Ju Hundley very graciously tendered a room in 
his oftice where tey could have their private interview; and thereupon 
these two postmasters, by persuasion and promises of official favor, 
endeavored to get said Elam to change his iance to Col. Roosevelt 
and side with them, the said postmasters, in their effort to have this 
committee indorse the candidacy of President Taft. 

If, under your oath of office, you desire to pursue this laudable pur- 
pose of yours to prevent “political activity” to Its legitimate and 
po r conclusion, you will extend your investigation to one P. D. 

arker, postmaster at Mobile, Ala., whose frequent absences from his 
official duties at Mobile have occasioned comment and criticism through- 
out the State of Alabama, and who now is engaged in wri letters 
to various bp os i over the State asking them to line up in their 
indorsement of President Taft for reelection ; and in one of these letters 
he states, in substance, that “ Roosevelt has no idea of being a candi- 
date for President, but is simply g ending to run in order to get Taft 
committed to his candidacy in 19167 and that this will be arranged in 
a few days, when Roosevelt will come out and indorse Taft.” Since 
you take exception to an interview of mine made more than 12 months 
ago, and while we are on this subject of interviews, I direct your atten- 
tion to the fact that this same postmaster, P. D. Barker, who claims 
to be the mouthpiece of President Taft, has been for some time peat 
keeping the press of this State warm with his partisan and political 
views in favor of President Taft and against Col. Roosevelt, even going 
so far as to use sarcastic and ungenteel references to the latter. Le 
me quote for your information a small portion of an interview from 
this postmaster sage, P. D. Barker, which was 8 broadcast 
thronghout the Democratic press during the New York State election, 
when Secretary Stimson was the Republican candidate: 

“Tt seems to be in the air all over New York that the Democratic 
ticket will make a clean sweep,” said Mr. Barker. “Mind you,” he con- 
tinued, “such a victory will not be a Democratic triumph so much as 
an anti-Roosevelt victory. Things are in a terrible mess among the 
Republicans in New Yor There undoubtedly is a great revulsion of 
sentiment among the big business men of both parties against the ~ 
tation Col. Roosevelt has been 5 recently, and they seem to 
bars decided that now is the time to give the rebuke and not wait until 
But again, Mr. Inspector, permit me to return to Postmaster Truman 
H. Aldrich, of Birmingham. You had scarcely shaken the dust of 
Birmingham off your feet, if you were in reality not indeed in 1 
ham at the time, when there was a Republican precinct election in this 
city, at which said Aldrich was either present or wi close 
advisory touch. Four of the members taking part in this meeting were’ 
letter carriers serving under said Aldrich and participated in the adop- 
tion of the following resolution: 

“We, etc, indorse the administration of Maj. Truman H. Aldrich, 
postmaster of Birmingham, because of the fair deal he has given us, 
and the actions of the referees, Mr. pope M. Long an 0 
Barker. We also express our confidence William Howard Taft and 
declare ourselves in favor of his renomination.” 

This action has received editorial condemnation by the local aden 
and has, indeed, tended to “cause public scandal” as to said Aldrich. 

I have written the above, Mr. Inspector, for your information as a 
public official, in order that you may have proper and official notice of 
such flagrant exercise of icious political activity” by Federal 
officeholders who are supporting President Taft, since you told me, when 
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I asked you why you did not extend your investigations further, “ that 


no charges had been made against any others.” 

Now, to answer specifically the charges in your letter: In reply to 
pe first charge that I, on May 20, 1911, wrote a letter to a rural 
etter carrier, who is in the ed service, in an effort to secure his 
cooperation in controlling the political situation at that time, and that 
I wrote another letter on May 26, 1911, to a civil-service employee of 
the same purport, I beg to say I did not write to a rural carrier on 
May 20, 1911, unless he was a member of a political committee, a place 
he had no right to fill under the rules of the Civil Service Commission. 
I do not remember writing a letter to a civil-service epee of the 
Birmingham office in which anything was said about politics. At any 
rate, the issue in that matter was not a strictly political one. It was 
simply a personal contest between two Republican officials, and was 
more a personal preference than a political contest, as simply the 
personal ambitions and interests of one was pitted against the other. 

The second charge, that my time, which should be devoted to the 

st office, has to a large extent been utilized in preparing and circu- 
ating political literature, is not true. I have never asked my assistant 
to neglect his work for me, and the services of other employees have 
never been utilized by me for any purpose other than that of the dis- 
charge. of their official duties. My assistant did some . for 
the secretary of the district committee at a time when it did not in any 
way interfere with his official duties in the post office. I have devoted 
my time assiduously and conscientiously to the discharge of my official 
duties. I may have written some letter to some friend discussing my 
views upon the questions of the day, which, with all due respect, I 
think I have a right to do. 

As to your third charge, in reference to my interview published in 
Washington Herald December 24, 1910, more than 12 months ago, I will 
state in passing that it is marvelously strange that this charge, based 
upon my conduct Paar rege in a public newspa issued from the Na- 
tional Capital and under the eye of the President, should have laid 
dormant all this time and not have been investigated until two days 
after I cast a vote to indorse Theodore Roosevelt for President. As to 
that interview, I was incorrectly quoted in this interview, and I mailed 
to the secretary of the President a true version of same. I said that I 
considered Harmon a strong man, and, if nominated, I was apprehensive 
as to the result. The other interviews were in self-defense and in 
answer to attacks made on me in my absence. I know. of nothing in 
that interview which would show I was trying to control political 
movements, to neglect public duties, or to cause public scandal,” as can 
5 8 . as to the numerous interviews of said Postmaster 

. D. Barker. 

This letter is written you in no spirit of factious criticism, but simply 
as a plain statement of an American citizen and taxpayer who feels 
that he has a right to have all of the laws equally administered to all 
people alike. This letter is not written to be kept by you as a con- 
fidential official document, but you are at liberty to give it to the public 
if you so desire, a right which I shall claim to exercise if, in my judg- 
ment, I deem it proper to do so. I am also sending a copy of this 
letter to President Taft and also to the Civil Service Commission. 

3 With very great respect, I have the honor to remain, 
Respectfully, 
GEORGE R. LEWIS, 
Postmaster, Bessemer, Ala. 


P. 8.— Since writing the above, Mr. Inspector, to show you the“ per- 
nicious political activity” of certain class of Republicans in this com- 
munity, I have just ascertained and make the charge to be that Frank 
McAlpine and Robert Sims, letter carriers in the Birmingham post 
office, together with Postmaster Truman H. Aldrich, were elected Feb- 
ruary 17 in Birmingham, Ala., as delegates from beat 37, Mr. Aldrich’'s 
beat, to a county convention which met in Birmingham to-day, and all 
three attended said convention to-day. 

Respectfully, Grorce R. LEWIS, 
Postmaster, Bessemer, Ala. 


Now, Mr. President, from this letter it would be inferred that 
post-office inspectors were being sent as political agents in 
violation of the law, and I therefore submit the following reso- 
lution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas presents 
a Senate resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 242), as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads is 
hereby authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to in- 
quire into and report to the Senate at the earliest date practicable 
whether post-office inspectors are being sent through the country as 
political emissaries to influence postmasters to aid in the election of 
delegates for or against any candidate for the Presidency; also to in- 
quire into and report to the Senate whether postmasters with good offi- 
cial records are being threatened, directly or indirectly, with removal 
or discipline if they give or fail to give their support to certain can- 
didates for delegates to national conventions or*for the Presidency; 
also to inquire into and report to the Senate the truth or falsity of 
the reports that certain neminations for postmaster that were made 
to the Senate on various dates and withdrawn on February 19, 1912, 
were withdrawn for the purpose of influencing the action of certain 

oliticians in the State of North Carolina in regard to holding conven- 

jons and electing delegates to the Republican national convention of 
1912; and for this purpose they are authorized to sit during the ses- 
sion of Congress, at such times and places as they may deem desirable 
or practicable; to send for persons and papers, to administer oaths, 
to summon and compel the attendance of witnesses, to conduct hear- 
ings, and have reports of same printed for use, and to employ such 
clerks, stenographers, and other assistants as shall be necessary; and 
any expense in connection with such inquiry shall be paid out of the 

~ contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the 
chairman of the committee. 


Mr. BRISTOW. Since the Senate is a part of the appointing 
power and it is necessary for it to ratify any nominations that 
are made, it seems to me the Senate ought to have the informa- 
tion the resolution calls for. I ask that the resolution be 
referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses, as is neces- 
sary under the law. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I was very much interested in 
the letter which has just been read by the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. Bristow]. All of it appeared to be in typewriting, with a 
typewritten signature, and so forth. I ask the Senator if he 
we Si possession the original from which this purports to be 

en? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I will state to the Senator from Wyoming 
that I have not. The original—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then I will ask the Senator if he 
has seen the original? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have not. I understand the original is in 
the possession of the post-office inspectors. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask the Senator, he having read 
the letter into the Recorp, whether he knows that the letter 
was written by the man by whom it is purported to have been 
written and whether it was written to the man to whom it is 
supposed to be addressed? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have no doubt at all about it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator has his copy from 
somebody who has authentic information? 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have no doubt at all about it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The letter has been read into 
the Recorp with great seriousness, and we should have some in- 
formation as to who wrote it and to whom it was addressed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. If the resolution proposed by me is passed, 
we will find out exactly how much truth there is in the accusa- 
tions made against the postmaster at Bessemer. 


LAWRENCE (MASS.) LABOR STRIKE. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. I renew the motion I made for the adop- 
tion of Senate resolution 231, with all after the semicolon 
stricken out. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator says it will result in no 
debate, that it is merely a matter of putting the resolution 
before the Senate, I will consent not to urge an objection. But 
I reserve the right to object if debate should occur. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will lead to some debate, I will assure 
the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Then I shall have to make objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 


SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 299. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho calls up 
the following as a privileged matter. 

Mr. HEYBURN. As a privileged matter. 

The SECRETARY. Resolution 299, directing the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to investigate certain charges relative 
to the election of ISAAC STEPHENSON. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The pending motion is that of the 
Senator from Idaho that the report of the committee be adopted. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, after the exhaustive review of 
the evidence in this matter by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Bristow], I do not propose to go further into detail as to the 
evidence. There are some observations in relation to this mat- 
ter and especially with relation to the legal aspect thereof that 
I do desire to discuss. 

It may haye seemed that the distinguished Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. Hxrnunx] was perhaps pushing the matter a little 
faster than some of us thought it should be pushed, but I believe 
he is right in asking as speedy a consideration of this matter as 
circumstances will justify, in fairness to those who may want to 
discuss the ease. If the charges of corrupt practice are untrue, 
then Senator STEPHENSON should be quickly vindicated; if true, 
he should quickly be expelled or the election be declared illegal 
and void. 

I am not unmindful of the unpleasaniness of the task or duty 
of urging that the methods by which a man was elected to this 
body constitute corrupt practices. It is no pleasant duty to so 
claim, especially where the occupant is of the advanced years 
of the junior Senator from Wisconsin. I believe those of the 
minority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, much 
as they disliked to file the report which they did file, were 
amply justified by the record in this case. 

Nor is it a pleasant duty on this side of the Chamber to urge 
that a member of your own political party has been elected to 
the Senate by corrupt methods and practices. Some of the 
minority of that political faith, joining with some of the minority 
of the Democratic faith, believed from a study of this record 
that the methods employed in the Wisconsin election should not 
be countenanced by this body. 

It is not an unkind thing, as has been suggested, to raise this 
question. It may be considered by some unkind to have had 


any investigation. If this matter is to be determined on the 
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question of whether we shall be kind or unkind, then nothing, 
perhaps, need be said. It was not exactly kind pessibly to 
suggest, as is suggested in the opinion of the majority, as ap- 
pears on page 19 of the report: 

Were a candidate for a State office in Wisconsin to conduct a cam- 
paign in the manner in which the righ n of Mr. STEPHENSON, and 
of other men who sought election to the United States Senate, were 
conducted, it would be very difficult to justify such conduct under the 
laws of the State. 

It was, perhaps, not kind 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pornpexter in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Where, in the opinion of the majority, 
does the Senator find that language? 

Mr. KENYON. I find it on page 19 in the opinion of the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN]. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator said “in the opinion of 
the majority.” 8 

Mr. KENYON. Possibly I was in error. In the opinion of 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] and the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. POMERENE]— 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to trespass 
only to point out that the statement distinguishing between the 
effect of an act by one candidate under the State laws and by 
one candidate under the national law justifies the expression 
referred to by the Senator from Iowa. It is obvious that the 
State of Wisconsin having a law relating to offiees under the 
jurisdiction of the State making penal or a subject of forfeiture 
of office the doing of certain things, they would not have the 
jurisdiction or the power to make it penal or the subject. of for- 
feiture of office as applied to a candidate elected under laws 
over which the State had no jurisdiction. That statement in 
the report which I had the honor to make is intended to go no 
further than to distinguish between prohibitions affecting State 
elections and prohibitions affeeting election of a United States 
Senator, which have nothing to do with the State law. 

Mr, KENYON. May I inquire, does the Senator mean that 
if Senator Srxepuensow had been a candidate for a State office 
and the same practices had been carried on in that candidacy 
for the State office—for instance, a governor—that they would 
be sufficient to nullify the election? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not referring to practices. I am re- 
ferring to acts, 

Mr. KENYON. Acts, then. g 

Mr. HET BURN. An act might be prohibited by the State 
law—— 

Mr. KENYON. Let me finish this. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator elaim that acts which may 
not have been justified under State law can be justified as to an 
election to the Senate? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Because the Wisconsin law says a candi- 
date for office in that State may not do certain things, it does 
not follow the doing of those things are per se criminal or in 
violation of any law except the law that declares specifically 
that they shall not do them, 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator claim that the Senate of 
the United States could not investigate unless the matter had 
been a violation of the Wisconsin law? 

Mr. HEYBURN. My reply is rather an inquiry. Why should 
the Senate of the United States investigate a question in which 
it is not interested in determining the issue? 

Mr. KENYON. If a general scheme of fraud and corruption 
I am not referring to this case, but a supposittve case—existed in 
the election of a Senator, and forsooth there was not a single 
statute of a State where he was elected that was violated, 
would the Senate be limited to inquiring whether the statutes 
of the State had been violated; in other words, whether a man 
was guilty of a criminal offense, before he could be excluded 
from the Senate? Is the only disqualification for the Senate 
that the man is detained in the jail or penitentiary? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senate is not limited at all except by 
the question of propriety. There is no limit upon the Senate’s 
power. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Iowa read the quota- 
tion from the opinion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Hry- 
BUEN], and referred to it as the opinion of the majority. 


Mr. KENYON. I corrected that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is merely preliminary. The mi- 
nority view does the same thing. So far as I have listened thus 
far neither the Senator from Iowa nor the majority in their 
views have attempted to point out any violation of the statute 
of Wisconsin, except, as they claim, that the expenditure of 
money was corrupt. 

Of course the Senator and I differ upon the facts. I think 
there is no evidence in this record which shows, or reasonably 
tends to show, that any of this money was expended for the 
purpose of corrupting or bribing either voters or members of 
the legislature. The Senator differs with me about that. Now, 
waiving that question, can the Senator tell us of any statute 
that was violated by the Senator from Wisconsin or by any of 
his agents prior to his election to the Senate of the United 
States? 

Mr. KENYON. I will say in answer to the Senator’s question 
that, giving only my judgment on the matter, I expect to point 
out in what respect I believe the statutes of Wisconsin have 
been violated, not conceding that that is at all necessary to 
sustain the views of the minority; in other words, I contend 
that corrupt practices may exist that would vitiate an election 
even if they did not vlolate the statutes of Wisconsin. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was passing the question of the ex- 
penditure of money being corruptly used to bribe voters. I 
asked the Senator whether or not there is ahything in the 
record to indicate any violation of any other statute. 

Mr. KENYON. I think it a debatable question, and I pro- 
pose to point out later where, im my judgment, there has been 
a violation of the Wisconsin statute. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will listen to the Senator with 
interest. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the junior Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. Those who have not had an opportunity to 
study this case as thoroughly as Senators on the committee 
feel an interest in knowing whether or not the committee, 
either the majority or the minority, is of the opinion that it is 
necessary to show a violation of any law of the State of Wis- 
consin in order to lodge a case against the validity of a seat 
when corruption is charged. We have been discussing in this 
case the question of a technical violation of some law. 

E would be interested to know whether or not it is neces- 
sary, except in the way of accentuating the proof, to consider 
that question at all. In other words, if there were no statute 
in the State of Wisconsin prohibiting any of these things which 
are claimed by one side to have been done and by the other 
not to have been done, if there was no law either with refer- 
ence to bribery or the use of money, would it in anywise em- 
barrass or control this case in the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND rose. 

Mr. KENYON. Is the Senator from Idaho directing his in- 
quiry to me? 

Mr. BORAH. I directed it to the Senator from Iowa, if he 
desires to answer that question, and I would like to hear from 
the other side, too. 

Mr. KENYON. Then the Senator can take his choice. I 
yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I do not think it is 
necessary to show that the Senator from Wisconsin has vio- 
lated any 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to suggest that this is a 
matter of some importance and we should be informed about it. 
If the Senator from Iowa occupies his present place in the 
Senate whenever he is interrupted, those who are interrupting 
him necessarily turn their backs to this part of the Chamber, 
and we can hear nothing whatever of the discussion. I think 
if the Senator from Iowa would take a more central position 
during the delivery of his speech it would be very much to the 
advantage of all. 

Mr. KENYON. I am perfectly content that Senators shall 
turn their backs on me and turn to the other side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator can be heard very -well from 
where he stands while he is speaking, but when he is inter- 
rupted Senators interrupting him necessarily turn to him and 
we can not hear the discussion between the Senator and those 
who interrupt him. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I do not contend that it 
would be necessary to show that the Senator from Wisconsin 
had violated any statute of the State of Wisconsin. If it were 
shown that he had by the use of money corrupted voters, 
bribed voters, I would not care whether there was a statute of 
the State of Wisconsin against it or not. I should vote in a 
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ease of that kind that the Senator forfeited his right to his 
seat. But my inquiry of the Senator from Iowa was directed 
to his statement that the Senator from Wisconsin had violated 
some statute, and I carefully limited my inquiry, when I made 
it, by excluding from it any evidence tending to show cor- 
ruption or bribery, and asked him whether or not there was a 
violation of the statute of Wisconsin in any other respect, be- 
cause it seems to have been taken for granted that the Senator 
from Wisconsin had violated some specific statute of Wisconsin 
in addition to having corrupted and bribed voters. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Utah will remember that 
I suggested it was a debatable proposition, not conceding at all 
that it is necessary for the purpose of this inquiry that a statute 
of Wisconsin be violated. Indeed, it would seem to me that it 
was an error, if I may be pardoned for saying so, of the distin- 
guished Senator from Utah and the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio in their report, in assuming and arguing that there was 
no violation of the Wisconsin statute and giving that a promi- 
nence and importance which it did not deserve. If there had 
been a question of debauchery of the electorate of Wisconsin, if 
every man in Wisconsin had been placed on the pay roll of 
Senator STEPHENSON, that would have been no violation of the 
laws of Wisconsin, but certainly the Senate would inquire into 
that kind of practice as a corrupt practice. So I think the 
statute only, as the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Bogan] suggests, 
accentuates the situation. 

Mr. HEYBURN and Mr. BORAH addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the senior Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I hope my colleague will 
pardon me if I seem to interrupt him, I think Senators fail to 
distinguish between a proposition to expel a Senator and the 
investigation of the validity of an election of a Senator. In 
the question of his election his personal character cuts no figure 
whatever. The doing of immoral things or the commission of 
immoral acts cuts no figure whatever. It is a clear-cut ques- 
tion, Was he elected? And the only inquiry adverse to it is, 
Did he do things forbidden by law? You must get that question 
clear in your mind or you will be confused throughout all this 
question. If a Senator is elected without violating the laws 
governing the election his election must be conceded. Then the 
question as to whether or not he is entitled to retain his seat 
in this body may be raised by proceedings to expel him, and in 
such proceedings you may go into his individual character; you 
‘may inquiry as to whether. he is a gambler or drinks to excess 
‘or does anything that would render him an unfit companion 
to sit in this body with reputable Senators. I think it is that 
failure to draw the distinction out of which some of the contro- 
versy arises. - ° 

Mr. KENYON. Then you can not investigate the election of 
a Senator unless he has done things that make him a candidate 
for the jail or the penitentiary. Is that the position of the 
Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; he may violate the laws of the United 
States whether he was subject to such punishment or not. The 
law of the United States may say that he shall forfeit his office; 
it may provide any one of several conceivable penalties. I am 
discussing this from the standpoint of the law as it exists now, 
not from the standpoint of the law as it would exist if the 
Constitution of the United States was amended, because, thank 
God, it is not amended. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the junior Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Putting aside the question of expulsion, re- 
quiring, of course, two-thirds of the Senate, and viewing this 
matter solely as to the validity of the seat of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I understand now the Senator from Utah and my 
colleague differ as to the proposition of the necessity of proy- 
ing the violation of some law. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think we differ. 

Mr. BORAH. My inability to distinguish between the two 
propositions may be the real trouble, but certainly it would not 
make any difference whether Mr. SrepHenson had violated 
any law or not so far as our right to inquire into the validity 
of his election is concerned. When it is charged that he has 
used money in a corrupt manner for the purpose of obtaining 
his seat, it would not make any difference if there was no 
law upon the statute books of Wisconsin in reference to that 
subject; and it would not be sufficient, either, if it was con- 
tended that he had been legally and formally elected by the 
legislature,.to cut off any investigation of the legislature to find 
out what fraudulent or corrupt influence worked upon the legis- 
lature to bring around that legal formality. The very object 


and purpose of inquiring into corrupt methods is to pass from 
under the formality of law and to see whether what was done 
according to the law and in conformity with it was in reality 
accomplished by corruption. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will ask the permission of the Senator 
from Iowa while I make this suggestion. 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Under no law, written or unwritten, was 
Mr. STEPHENSON a candidate, with responsibilities as a candi- 
date, prior to the meeting of the legislature and its proceedings 
for the election of a Senator. The term “candidate” has been 
used as a fiction. It has been used as a substitute for a 
legitimate word. It has no application. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KENYON. With pleasure. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, this phase of the question is to 
me a very important one. I think I have not overlooked the 
distinction between the grounds that would justify the Senate 
in expelling one of its Members and all matters that go to the 
question of title to the office, which, I think, are two distinct 
and separate things. But in this case the whole question, it 
seems to me, turns upon one thing, namely, whether the cor- 
rupt expenditure of money, for I assume it to be corrupt, in 
securing votes at a primary election does in fact taint his seat 
in this body, if by that means he procured votes in the legis- 
lature. It is said, of course, that in an election for United 
States Senator the primary election has no place. É 

Mr. KENYON. I would like to inquire about how much of 
my time the Senator proposes to take. 

Mr. WORKS. If the Senator objects, I will take none. 

Mr. KENYON. I do not like to object, but I propose to dis- 
cuss that very question. I only want to have a little of my 
time for my own use. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa has 
the floor. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I have started to make some 
suggestions arising out of this report, but in answer to the sug- 
gestion of the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] I 
will say there is no misconception in my mind, although I may 
state it rather crudely, as to the difference in the proposition of 
the expulsion of a Senator, and the fact that he is not legally 
elected. A man might be here who was an unfit man to asso- 
ciate with, as the Senator has suggested, and he could be ex- 
pelled. I imagine if a man had leprosy or something of that 
character, or on, perhaps, general moral grounds, he could be 
expelled, although his election had been absolutely legal. He 
could be here as one of the best men in the world, with nothing 
against him at all, although his election had been invalid. He 
could be here under circumstances whére he had been instru- 
mental in corrupt practices that would warrant his expulsion, 
and at the same time those.corrupt practices could have en- 
tered into the election anë vitiated the election. 

Some of the minority have been perplexed as to whether or 
not the fact that Senator STEPHENSON had turned loose this 
enormous sum of money that shocks public. conscience, and I- 
think shocks the conscience of most men, in itself was not suffi- 
cient to justify a resolution of expulsion. I have thought in 
studying this record that the testimony goes further than that— 
and I know on that I differ from the distinguished Senators of 
the majority, and I dislike to differ from them—went to the 
extent of corrupting in a polite, perhaps, and modern style the 
election itself. Of course, to say that, I must add that under 
my contention the primary is an instrumentality of the election. 

In the report as submitted by the distinguished Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pom- 
ERENE], this language is used, which might be considered like- 
wise unkind: x 

The account which was filed of the expenses incurred in connection 
with the primary did not comply with the law in that it lumped. the 
expenses; gave the names of but very few of the persons to whom 
money was paid; did not give the dates when expended, nor as fully as 
contemplated by the statutes the a enti for which expended. The 
account as filed was sopro red. by the general counsel of Mr. STEPHEN- 
son without any examination of the statute, and simply because it 
conformed with certain accounts, which had been filed by prominent 
candidates for other offices. A careful examination of this account 
justifies the belief that it was purposely drawn so as to give to the 
public as little information as possible. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator read what follows, 
because it qualifies it? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. 


The penalty for failing to ary with this statute is a fine only, 
and it Koit not provide for the forfeiture of the office. If it did, the 


statute to that extent would be unconstitutional, but Mr. STEPHENSON, 
because of his failure to file a proper account, has violated the statute 
and is subject to a fine. However, he must be absolved from any moral 
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delinquency, because in the pre tion and filing of his account he 
consulted with counsel, and followed their advice, and if it was not 
properly done they were to blame rather than he. 
Is that as far as the Senator desires me to read? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, That is all. 
Mr. KENYON. The language of the distinguished Senator 
` from Idaho I do not thoroughly understand, but it seems to me 
that the language in his clear-cut way of putting things is an 
indictment of this entire election and might be considered like- 
wise unkind. 

The amount of money expended by Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Cook, Mr. 
Hatton, and Mr. McGovern in the primary campaign was so extrava- 
gant and the expenditures made by and on behalf of these gentlemen 
were made with such reckless disregard of propriety as to justify the 
sharpest criticism. Such expenditures were in violation of the funda- 
mental principles underlying our system of government, which contem- 
plated the selection of candidates by the electors and not the selection 
of the electors by the candidate. 

I have not been able, as one of the minority, to understand 
how the Senate could be asked to place its mark of approval 
upon practices and methods involving expenditures which were 
in violation of “the fundamental principles underlying our 
system of government.” 

Mr. HEYBURN. But, Mr. President, I state what funda- 
mental principle it is. I do not believe it is a general statement. 
It is that one fundamental principle to which I refer. 

Mr. KENYON. That is, the expenditure in “the selection of 
electors.” I suppose there is an explanation for it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I notice other Senators seem to have over- 
looked it. 

Mr. KENYON. I am perhaps more dense. 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; it is not an occasion on which the Sen- 
ator can charge himself with being dense. I should like to just 
straighten that out now. It will take but a moment to do it, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. To what page of the report does 
the Senator from Iowa refer? 

Mr. KENYON. To page 30 of the report. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. While the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Heysvurn] is looking for a reference, will the Senator from 
Iowa permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. KENYON. Gladly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The statement here is: 

Such expenditures were in violation of the fundamental principles 
underlying our system of government— 

And so on. The Senator, I take it, would be willing to con- 
cede that certain things might be in violation of the fundamen- 
tal principles of our system of government, and yet not such as 
to involve a moral offense or the doing of a wicked thing. For 
example—though the Senator and I differ about it—I think the 
initiative, the referendum, and the recall are in absolute viola- 
tion of the fundamental principles of this Government, and yet 
it is not a wicked thing to put them into operation. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Utah undoubtedly thinks 
it is a wicked thing. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I now have the reference for which I was 
looking: 

Such expenditures— 

This is a final and complete statement, new and different 
from anything that has preceded it 

Mr. KENYON. From what pa does the Senator read? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am read from the second paragraph 
on page 24 of the large volume: 

Such expenditures were in violation of the fundamental principles 
underlying our system of government, which contemplated the selection 
of candidates by the electors and not the selection of the electors by the 
candidate. 

It was intended in a form to restate the old principle of objec- 
tion against the man seeking the office rather than the office— 
which is the people themselyes—seeking the man. That is all 
there is of that. It is not a statement that goes beyond that. 

Mr. KENYON. It is rather a startling method of stating the 
objection which the Senator had in mind. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. KENYON. I say it is rather a startling way of stating 
the objection and the proposition that the Senator had in mind, 
but possibly a forcible way of stating it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think the language fits the sentiment. 

Mr. KENYON. I think it expresses the Senator’s view. I 
want, however, to pass to the legal question that has been sug- 
gested by the Senator from California. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. KERN. I observe that in that denunciation the conduct 
of Mr. MeGoverh is condemned with equal severity as that of 
Senator STEPHENSON. I should like to inquire what amount of 
money Mr. McGovern is said to have expended in that election. 
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Mr, KENYON. That appears in the report. 

Mr. KERN. As I remember, it was something like $12,000. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, it was eleven thousand and 
eighty-odd dollars, as I remember. 

Mr. KENYON. Does that answer the question of the Senator 
from Indiana? 

Mr. KERN. It does. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the legal questions which have 
been suggested by the distinguished Senators from Idaho and 
California are interesting to any lawyer, are very serious, and 
yery important in this case. The Senator from Idaho raises a 
question as to our power to inquire into a primary and to de- 
clare void an election by a legislature where the real offense 
is in the primary. If we confine this discussion to actions 
within the legislature itself, under the clause of the Constitution 
that Senators shall be chosen by the legislatures of the several 
States, I can not, in a fair judgment on this record, make up 
my mind beyond any question that there was any such corrup- 
tion in the legislature itself, dissociated from any primary, as 
would warrant the unseating of Mr. STEPHENSON or the nullifi- 
cation of his election. There are suspicious circumstances. At 
that election the three Democrats remaining away is a very suspi- 
cious circumstance, although there is no testimony in the record 
to show that they were in any way corrupted. Then there is 
the evidence as to Mr. Wellensgard, Mr. Bancroft, and Mr. 
Reynolds, who had received money either when they intended 
to be candidates or after they were candidates for the legisla- 
ture, and in the case of Wellensgard, I think, he received money 
after the time he was elected. I am in this discussion inclined to 
agree with the distinguished Senator from Idaho that the election 
occurred in January. I do not believe that any presiding officer. 
where both houses had voted, could set aside that election and 
thus delay an election; but I have not thought that considera- 
tion important on the theory of the case which presents itself 
to my mind and which I am trying to present to the Senate. 

Messrs. Wellensgard, Reynolds, and Bancroft had in their 
pockets the money of the candidate for Senator. I realize that 
the term “candidate for Senator” may not be constitutionally 
correct, but I use it with reference to the circumstances in 
this case. 

If it is not a corrupt practice for the members of the legisla- 
ture and for men who are candidates for the legislature who 
are to vote for a Senator to accept the candidate’s money, even 
though they say they use it for him and not for themselves, 
then there is not anything so far as the proceedings before the 
legislature itself are concerned to show corruption. I myself 
think it is a contemptible practice and that it ought to be con- 
sidered a corrupt practice, sufficient to nullify an election. 
That view, it seems to me, applies as to these three gentlemen, 
I do not care if one of them was afterwards elected speaker of 
the Assembly of Wisconsin, You might just as well, in trying 
a lawsuit, employ members of the jury to go out and do some 
work for you. It might be said that that does not affect the 
juryman, Fe is not to work on anything connected with the case 
on trial; Le, however, has the litigant’s money in his pocket, 
but is deiag something else. How long would a verdict re- 
turned under those circumstances stand? Here were three 
members cf this jury, the jury that passed on Senator STE- 
PHENSON'S election, who had been at work, as they said, for 
him, but, as the evidence clearly shows, both for him and for 
themselves with his money in their pockets. How long should 
a verdict of that kind stand when it comes to the court of final 
review—the Senate of the United States? I do not, however, 
base my argument on that, but on the corruption in the primary. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. If the Senator will pardon me for another in- 
terruption, it is just on that point that I hope he will make 
himself clear. The question in my mind is whether it is sufti- 
cient to prove corruption at the primary election or whether 
you must go further and prove that corruption extended to the 
election in the legislature, which was the legal election? 

Mr. KENYON. That is just what I am coming to. Some 
questions suggest themselves. Is the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment over primary elections coequal with the power of the 
Federal Government over general elections? Clearly not. Each 
House of Congress can determine whether one of its Members 
has been legally elected, but where is the power to determine 
whether a Member of Congress or even a member of the legis- 
lature has been fairly nominated? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 
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Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to call the attention of the 
Amator to the figures. He concedes that Senator STEPHENSON 
was really elected on January 27? 

Mr. POMERENE. January 26. 


Mr. HEYBURN. Well, January 26 and 27. 

Mr, KENYON. I gave that as my judgment as to the time 
when he was elected. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Well, Senator STEPHENSON had 5 majority 
in the senate and 24 in the house, so that 3 votes would not 
affect the result. 

Mr. KENYON. That raises another question—whether there 
must be a sufficient number of votes affected to overcome the 
majority or whether it is sufficient to show such a general 
scheme of fraud and corruption as to vitiate the election; but 
I appreciate there is force in the Senator's suggestion from his 
viewpoint. The question is, Were there corrupt practices in 
the election? That is the constitutional question—not corrupt 
practices in the primary. I like to state a case as strongly 
against myself as I can and see if I can answer it. May there 
not be corruption at the primary and no corruption at the elec- 
tion? Is it possible for an innocent person to cast a corrupted 
vote? Does the primary relate only to the question of a party 
nomination, and what power is there under the Constitution 
to regulate in any way the times, places, or manner of party 
nominations? What member of the legislature was induced by 
corruption to vote for SterHeNson? Of what binding force is 
the primary? What did Srrrnxxsox gain by the primary? 
He could not insist that the primary had settled the election; 
he could not go to the legislature and say, “I have carried the 
primary; you must elect me Senator.” What did it amount to 
as to STEPHENSON? 

Can a corrupt influence acting on voters, expressing prefer- 
ence at a primary, in any way be connected with votes cast in 
the legislature? The Constitution knows nothing about a 
primary. It does not recognize a primary. It has nothing to 
do with a primary. Then hbw can the Senate take into con- 
sideration what oecurs in a primary in unseating a Senator or 
in declaring an election invalid? I think these observations 
state thé difficulties from a legal standpoint of the primary 
question. 

I realize that these are difficult propositions. My answer is 
this: We are not attempting to regulate a primary. We are 
doing nothing with the primary as a primary. The primary is 
one of the methods employed in the election, just as a caucus 
is one of the methods employed in an election. It is as closely 
connected as cause and effect. The primary may be said to be 
the real election, and I think that language was used, or practi- 
cally that, by a distinguished Senator in the debate on the 
publicity bill. We simply inquire not into the primary as any- 
thing that is recognized by the Constitution but merely as an 
instrumentality of the election, and we simply inquire into the 
methods that have been employed in the primary, the primary 
in itself being one of the methods employed in the election. 

We have no right to say what shall be done at the primary. 
Nothing in reference to registration, nothing as to the length 
of hours the polls shall be open, nothing in relation to the 
ballot—some such rights we might have at an election. While 
we can not regulate what is done at the primaries, we have a 
right to say that if certain things are done at the primaries, 
they are corrupt practices, and yoid the election if they enter 
into and influence and control it. 

We merely inquire, Has the primary been one of the corrupt 
means to bring about an election? Senator STEPHENSON ac- 
cepted the primary as one of the means and methods entering 
into his election. He spent the great amount of his money not 
in the legislature but in the primary. If he did not recognize 
that as one of the methods entering into his election, why did 
he spend all that money at the primaries? It was virtually the 
election under the practices of the State of Wisconsin. It was 
accepted by all these candidates as binding in honor upon them. 
It was accepted by members of the legislature as binding upon 
them, and having accepted it as he did, Senator SrerHeNnson can 
not now be heard to say that the primary had nothing whatever 
to do with the election. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator would not contend that the 
candidates could meet and agree upon a fictitious code by which 
they would be governed, and then hold that was a substitute for 
the law? The act of Congress does not refer to an election by 
the electorate, but only to an election by the legislature. So it 
seems to me that meets the suggestion of the Senator that this 
was an election and should be given the status of an election. 
If Senator STEPHENSON was ignorant of the law, or if any other 


candidate was, and proceeded on the assumption that the law 
was as it was not, it could not affect the result. 

Mr. KENYON, I agree with you in that; but if five men were 
candidates in a senatorial contest, they being the only men 
who had become candidates, and if one of those men paid the 
others a sum of money to withdraw and leave the field entirely 
to him, would it not be a corrupt practice and still have nothing 
to do with the election? It would be a corrupt method which 
would enter into and infiuence the election. 

Mr. HEYBURN. There is a question which does not arise 
5 this case. I do not think the Senator from Iowa claims it 

oes. 

Mr. KENYON. It is analogous. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It confuses the argument to bring in an 
extraneous legal proposition and by arriving at a conclusion 
upon it make that conclusion the basis of another one. I do not 
care to indulge in that. 

Mr. KENYON. The primary merely takes the place of the 
people who would be corrupted; the people there were corrupted, 
the primary here corrupted. 

Mr. HEYBURN. But the primary and the people are entirely 
outside of the pale of the Constitution. 

Mr. KENYON. But it is as stated by Senator Hoar in the 
Payne case. If B, C, and D have promised to vote as A shall 
vote, if A be corrupted, 4 votes are gained by the process, 
though B, C, and D are innocent. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator would not carry it so far as 
it was attempted in this case. It was undertaken to show that 
a certain member of the legislature was paid to retain his seat; 
that is, to be in at the session; and that that was a corrupt act. 
It was the hiring of a man to do something that affected the 
result, but it was only hiring him to do his duty. It was his 
duty to be in his seat. 

Mr. KENYON. I suppose it is a man’s duty to vote. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. But if he is employed to vote for a certain 
man would it not be corrupt? 

Mr. HEYBURN. That would not be corrupt, because it is 
his duty to yote. 

Mr. KENYON. I can not agree with the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Oh, I do not mean to vote for a certain: 
man, but I mean to perform the function of his office—to vote. 
That would not be corrupt. > 

Mr. KENYON. Take the case of a caucus. A caucus is not 
recognized in any way under the Constitution. Suppose a cau- 
cus is corrupted. It is just a shade nearer the election than 
the primary. I do not think anyone would seriously contend 
that if a man secured the nomination of his party in caucus by 
corrupt methods the Senate could not investigate it; there are 
precedents to substantiate that. I have thought that even 
a State convention, where a State adopted the practice of nom- 
inating or designating, if you please, a Senator at a State con- 
vention, and that was accepted by the candidates, and that was 
the custom of the party and understood by the people and these 
men were in honor bound to abide by the action of the conven- 
tion, and a man was designated as Senator at that convention, 
and the members of the legislature, in honor bound to abide 
by the decision of the convention, voted for this man, and then 
it developed that the convention had been corrupted, we could 
reach over and investigate that convention, not because it is a 
part of the election of a Senator, but simply because it is one 
of the methods employed. I do not go to the extent of a 
“straw vote,” as the Senator from Idaho suggested. 

Now, we have other authority in the report of the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Utah and Ohio, who eyidently differ 
with the distinguished Senator from Idaho. > 

They say, on page 28: 

We have no hesitancy in saying that if the evidence disclosed the 
use of 1 methods at the primaries, it would affect the result of 
the election by the general assembly, and the Senate would be justified 
in taking cognizance of that fact and unseating any Senator who was 
thus delinquent. 

I realize that lawyers differ on this proposition, but it is a 
yery dangerous precedent to say that a primary established by 
law within a State, recognized by candidates, can be debauched 
and corrupted, and yet the Senate can not investigate it or can 
not unseat a Senator because of corruption in the primary. If 
there is no precedent on that proposition, because primaries are 
new institutions, it is time to make a precedent. But I contend 
that there are. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. HEYBURN. If there was corruption, it commenced in 
the legislature which enacted a statute in violation of the Cox 


Senator from Iowa 
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stitution of the United States. That is where it commenced. 
The legislature that undertook to say that a Senator of the 
United States should be elected in some other way than that 
provided for by the Constitution of the United States per- 
formed an act either of ignorance or of corruption—one or the 
other. 

Mr. KENYON. I suppose the Senator could go still fur- 
ther 

Mr. HEYBURN. And carry that right down the line. 

Mr. KENYON. I suppose, then, on the Senator’s theory the 
people who voted for that kind of a legislature were corrupt. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I am not on the side that is seeking to regu- 
late the Legislature of Wisconsin. I was merely giving a rea- 
son. In other words, I was carrying out the analogy. The 
Senator said that to violate the law was a corrupt act—a law 
that had been passed without authority; that to violate it was 
a corrupt act. The way to treat a law enacted without au- 
thority is to disregard it. The man makes a mistake when he 
undertakes to comply with it. Senator STEPHENSON made 2 
mistake. I hold no brief for, Senator STEPHENSON, although I 
saw a newspaper statement last night that I was representing 
him on the floor. Iam not. I am not representing him or any- 
one else. But of course he made a mistake when he undertook 
to comply with a void law—absolutely void; not only void, but 
a vicious law. He undertook to comply with it because he did 
not know or realize that it was a void or vicious law, I assume. 
Whether he succeeded in complying with it or failed is a matter 
of no consequence whatever. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the Senator from Idaho if the people 
violate the Constitution in establishing the primary system, can 
such a violation be reached by this new doctrine of the judicial 
recall? > 

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator from Iowa will pardon me, 
it might be reached by submitting the decision of the Supreme 
Court to the fourth ward for rejection or approval, or it might 
be reached by suspending the statutes of Congress by a procla- 
mation, or by several vicious examples that we have known in 
recent years. i 

Mr. KENYON. What ward is it that the Senator referred to? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The fourth. The fourth is just as good to 
illustrate the point as any other. It would be submitted to the 
wards. 

Mr. KENYON. A national convention is unknown to the 
Constitution. If a national convention was a corrupted institu- 
tion, I suppose that question could never be raised in any way? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think no one will contend that the pro- 
ceedings of a national convention could be made the subject 
or the ground for impeaching a President or Vice President 
who was elected pursuant to its action. I think no one will 
contend for that. That would result in anarchy. 

Mr. KENYON. I do not desire to claim that it could. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the Senator from Idaho to 
say that the law providing for a primary in a State is an act of 
rt ic and a violation of the Constitution of the United 

tates, 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator from Mississippi did not hear. 
me correctly. I said a law providing a primary election to dis- 
pense with the provisions of section 4 Article I. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand. In other words, a law pro- 
viding a primary election in a State as a means of determining 
. the candidate of a party for the office of senator in a State 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; not a senator in a State—a Senator 
of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Either one. Call it whatever you please— 
a Senator from the State to the Congress of the United States 
or in the Congress is a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States and an act of corruption. 

Now, then, the Constitution of the United States says as dis- 
tinctly in connection with a President that he shall be elected 
by the electoral college as it says in connection with a Senator 
that he shall be elected by the State legislature. Therefore, if 
the logic of the Senator be good, then a national convention 
to nominate a Pred@dent of the United States is a violation of 
the Constitution of the United States and is an act of corrup- 
tion, Why? Because the one is an instrumentality resorted 
to for the purpose of ascertaining the will of the people in order 
that the instrumentality designated by law as the elective ma- 
chinery may be guided, and so is the other. 

Mr. HEYBURN. The Senator would not contend that the 
convention controlled the action of the electoral college. The 
electoral college is free to elect a President of the United 
States, and all that the national convention does is to express a 
preference and adopt a platform and leave it to the honor and 
the free will of the electoral college. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. Yes. All that a national convention does 
is to put an elector belonging to the party which that national 


conyention represents in a position where he is bound in honor 
to carry out the instructions of the convention; and all that a 
primary to designate a candidate of the party for Senator does 
is to put the members of the legislature belonging to that party 
in a position where as a matter of honor they are compelled 
to carry out those instructions. An elector may violate his 
instructions. A legislator may violate his instructions. One is 
as free as the other. But the question of honor is there. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Would it affect the validity of the title to 


the office? 
Mr. KENYON. I should like to have a little part of my own 
time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If it be proven that a vote of a legislator 
in a legislature was due to the fact that he was instructed in 
the primary, and then it was proven that the primary was cor- 
rupt, why does it not affect the election itself? 

Mr. KENYON. I agree with the Senator from Mississippi. 

I want to read as bearing on this very question a short por- 
tion from one of the minority reports in the Payne case, signed 
by Senators Teller, Evaris, and Logan. I read from page 711 of 
Senate Election Cases, volume 3: 

We have in our conclusions made no distinction between the use of 
fraud, corruption, or bribery in a caucus vote or in the legislative vote 
for a Senator. Although a caucus or what proceeds in it has no con- 
stitutional or legal relation to the election of a Senator, yet by the habit 
of political parties, the stage of determination as to who is to 
elected Senator, and the influences, proper or improper, that produce 
that determination is that which precedes and is concluded in the 
caucus. So far as the question of personal delinquency or turpitude is 
concerned, no moral distinction should be taken between corrupt pro- 
ceedings in caucus and those in the legislature. How far any such 
distinction would need to be insisted upon in any case on the question 
of unseating a Senator where he himself was not affected with any 

rsonal misconduct or complicity with the misconduct of others, we 

ave no occasion in the immediate case or attitude of the subject to 
consider or suggest. 


I now read from page 715 of Senate Election Cases, volume 3, 
from the report in the Payne case, signed by Senators George F. 
Hoar and William P. Frye: 


What is the effect upon an election of Senator of bribery of voters in 
a caucus of the legislators who are to make the choice is a question 
upon which we prefer not to form an opinion until the evidence is be- 
fore us. The members of a caucus ordinarily deem themselves bound 
in honor to vote in the election for the person whom it nominates by 
the vote of a majority on condition that such person belonged to their 
party and is fit for the office in point of character and ability. Bribery, 
therefore, which changes the result in the caucus, would ordinarily 
determine the election. 

If B, C, and D have premised to vote as A shall vote, if A be cor- 
rupted 4 votes are gained by the process. although B. C. and D be 
innocent. In looking, therefore, to see whether an election by the 
legislature was procured or effected by bribery, it may be very impor- 
tant to discover whether that bribery procured the nomination of a 
8 W one action a majority of the legislature were bound in honor 
o support. 


I read further the words of Senator Hoar and Senator Frye 
in their minority report, page 717: = 


It will hardly be doubted that cases of purchase of seats in the Senate 
will multiply rapidly under the decision proposed by the majority of the 
committee. The first great precedent to constitute the rule under this 
branch of law is to be this: A 

“Held, by the Senate of the United States, that a charge made by 
the legislature of a State, and by the committee of the political party 
to which the larger number of its citizens belong, and by 10 of its Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, that an election of Senator was procured by 
bribery, accompanied by the offer to prove the fact, does not deserve 
the attention of the Senate.” 


In the Caldwell case, which seems to me to be directly in 
point, Mr. Caldwell had- agreed to pay to Mr. Carney $15,000, 
Carney to withdraw as a candidate and throw his influence to 
Mr. Caldwell. Carney was in the place of the primary as to 
the infiuence exerted. There was the corrupting influence. In 
the report of the majority in that case, which is found beginning 
on page 429 of Senate Election Cases, 1789-1903, after setting 
forth this infamous bargain, it is said at page 430: 

The first question to be considered is: Was this arrangement corrupt? 
Was it the use of corrupt means on the part of Mr. Caldwell to pro- 
cure his election? The committee are of opinion that it was corrupt; 
was against public policy; was demoralizing in its character; directly 
contributed to destroy the purity and freedom of election, and not to be 
tolerated by the Senate of the United States as a means of procuring a 
seat in that body. 

. * * e $ + + 

Looking at the transaction in its real character, it was a sale upon 
the of Mr. 3 the votes of his personal and politics! friends 
in the legislature, to delivered by him to Mr. Caldwell as far as pos- 
sible. If it were legitimate for Mr. Caldwell to buy of Mr. Carney as a 
candidate, it was equally legitimate to buy off all the other candidates 
and have the field to himself, by which he would exert a quasi-coercion 
upon the members of the legislature to vote for him, having no other 
candidate to vote for. It was an attempt to buy the votes of members 


of the legislature, not by bribing them directly, but through the manipu- 
lations of another. 

And if corrupt practices existed in a primary it would be 
securing the votes of the legislature by the manipulation of the 
primary. 


The purchase money was not to go to them, but to Mr, Carney, who 
was to all and halves them without their knowledge. S 

Mr. HHYBURN. The Senator I think there 

Mr. KENYON. In just a moment. Please let me finish the 
reading— 

Bu off opposin; 
of all or the neat of thing 
rec 
having rity and freedom 
of 3 as the direct bribery of members of the legislature. 


chasin, 
and 


That was the language in the Caldwell case. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I only want 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? . 

Mr. KENYON. I yield for a question, but not for an argu- 


ment. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I only want to call attention to a danger in 
the record. The Senator interpolated his comments on a pri- 
mary. 

Mr. KENYON. I will arrange that. 

Mr. HEYBURN. That will need some correction. 

Mr. KENYON. I think that is true. 

In the debate on the Caldwell case, the Senator from Vermont, 
Mr. Morrill, expressed his surprise at the enormous sum of 
money, $15,000, as he said the largest amount of alleged corrup- 
tion of that kind in the history of senatorial elections, while we 
are here presented with seven times that amount. The great 
Senator from Indiana, Mr. Morton, said: 

It is in the broadest sense “undue influence“ over suffrage, exerted 
for a “ lucrative consideration,” and none the less so because the persons 
upon whom exerted were ignorant of the character of the transaction. 
It is bribery in the wholesale rather than retail. 

And again he said: 

For example, suppose a man secretly procured an opposing candidate to 
be poisoned and thus secure his election, and afterwa’ the crime becomes 
known ; or suppose he secretly procure his opponent to be kidnaped, and the 
sudden psn ner being unaccounted for he thus obtains the election; 
or suppose he procure his opponent to be arrested upon false charges of 
crime, and thus obtain his election; or suppose he procure his election 
by the most monstrous frauds, by intimidation, by gross 23 b 
buying off the opposing candidates, or by other dishonorable and legal 
means, and slip into the Senate before his offense is discovered, shall 
it be said that the success of his crimes and their successful conceal- 
ment for the time shall become their constitutional protection, and that 
he may hold onto the seat which he has thus illegally and fraudulently 
obtained? 

I want to pass from that proposition, because anxious to finish 
what I have to say to-night, and I will hurry along. I think 
these precedents establish sufficiently the proposition that cor- 
ruption at a primary, if it enters into and affects the election by 
exerting an undue influence on the members of the legislature 
who are in honor bound, is a subject for investigation, and that 
corruption at the primary can vitiate an election. 

The second proposition I want to lay down is that if the cor- 
ruption or corrupt practice existed in the primary to such an 
extent as to taint and vitiate it, and members of the legislature 
held themselves in honor bound by the primary, not knowing of 
corruption, was the primary not then a corrupt influence in 
itself, and did not this corrupt or, rather, corrupted influence 
sway the judgment of members of the legislature and bring 
about the election thereby? * 

The third proposition is one also of difficulty, and that is 
the one that has been suggested here many times to-day. I 
maintain it to be the law, as far as this investigation is con- 
cerned, or, at least, as far as this case is concerned, that acts 
at the primary may not constitute a technical violation of the 
Wisconsin statute, yet that may be sufficient to constitute corrupt 
practices. I do not in this concede for one moment that they 
are not in violation of the Wisconsin statute. I wish I had 
more time to go into the suggestion of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. I want to refer to simply 
one section. It is section 4478, paragraph 8. I will not read 
it, but will be glad to insert it in my remarks, if there is no 
objection ; 

3. Every person who shall, directly or indirectly, by himself or by 
any other person on his behalf, make any such gift, loan, offer, promise, 
Eo induce wich person to procure or endeavor to procure the election 
of any person to a public office or the yote of any voter at any 
election. 

The giving of something of yalue to a newspaper or the giving 
of something of value to voters, bringing them in, as they were 
brought in from the quarry, to influence and secure votes, is 
very close to a violation of the Wisconsin bribery statute. I am 
not going to enlarge upon that now, because I have not time. 


It is a debatable question. I believe when the editor of a news- 
paper who is opposed to a man, writing articles about him de- 
preciating his ability and his character, receives a large sum 
for advertising, and immediately sways the influence of his 
paper and endeavors to influence voters in favor of the man 
he has been opposing before he receives this thing of value, that 
we have a question for a jury under proper instruction of the 
court. I do not believe he could be convicted, but do believe the 
technical offense would be there. 

But the term “ corrupt practice” is one of large import. It is 
not limited to technical violations of a statute. We draw a good 
deal of illumination from the decisions under the English cor- 
rupt-practices act and decisions under the Canadian acts and in 
the Provinces of Canada. I have not time to go into those fully. 
Of course most of them are under statutes and acts of Parlia- 
ment or the legislative assemblies of Canadian Provinces, but 
there is language in them as to the effect of corrupt practices 
carried to such an extent as to constitute bribery practically 
under the common Jaw that illuminates the general subject. 

For instance, in the case of Sisson's petition v. Ardagh re- 
spondent (Dominion of Canada), found in Hodgin’s Election 
Cases, page 50, it was held: That the hiring by an agent of the 
respondent of a railway train to convey voters to and from 
places along the line of railway where they could vote was a 
payment of the traveling expenses of voters in going to and 
from an election within the meaning of section 71 of 32 Victoria, 
chapter 21, and was a corrupt practice and avoided the 
election. 

1 is based on the theory of corrupt practices under the 
8 e. 

There was a case of employing a railroad train to bring 
voters to the polls. It was held to be a corrupt practice and to 
vitiate the election, 

Again in the election for North Middlesex, in the case of 
Cameron v. McDougall, found in Hodgins Election Cases, 376, 
it was held 

Mr. POMERENRH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. POMERENE. Will the Senator from Iowa please inform 
us whether in the instance referred to, where it was held that 
the employment of a train to haul voters to the polls was a 
violation of some section of the British statute—— 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; of the Canadian statutes, or rather 
of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario. 

Mr. POMERENE. In other words, there was a specific 
statute making that an offense. 
ee KENYON. I intended to say that. I did so state, I 

nk. 

Mr. POMERENE. I did not so understand the’ Senator. 

Mr. KENYON. I am only gathering light from the language 
of the court in a number of these cases. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me an inquiry? 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly. I am very anxious to get through, 
that is all. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator think that would be 
a corrupt practice such as would invalidate a seat in this body 
if done by a candidate for the United States Senate? 

Mr. KENYON, I make this distinction: There are certain 
customs, of course, that have grown up and are regarded as 
proper. I do not think myself that bringing voters to the polls 
is a proper proceeding, but I do think that if you would pursue 
that to excess, so that you are paying for bringing a substantial 
number of yoters to the polls, it is a corrupt practice the same 
as excessive treating might be. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator knows it is the practice 
in practically every State of the Union for each party on the 
day of election to hire carriages and automobiles to bring yoters 
to the polls by wholesale. 

Mr. KENYON. I think it is wrong. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I agree with the Senator; I think it is 
thoroughly improper; but is it a corrupt thing to do? 

Mr. KENYON. I do not think it is corgupt unless it is car- 
ried to an extraordinary degree. Take a county election. If 
at such an election you haul men in by the hundreds who did 
not intend to vote, I would think it might be a corrupt practice, 
but I recognize—— 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield further to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. POMERENE. Will the Senator inform us where he 
would draw the dividing line between what would be a corrupt 
practice and what would not be in that transaction? 
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Mr. KENYON. Oh, just as you would draw a dividing line 
between what is reasonable care and what is not reasonable 
care, It depends upon the particular circumstances and condi- 
tions surrounding the transaction. It must go to such extent 
as to amount to undue influence. 

Mr. POMERENE. Can the Senator refer us to any precedent? 

Mr. KENYON. If the Senator will just give me time I will 
try to reach some. 

Mr, POMERENE. I would ke very glad to hear them. 

Mr. KENYON. I did not mean to be discourteous at all. 

Mr. POMERENE. Oh, I did not so understand it. 

Mr. KENYON, In a case arising out of the election for North 
Middlesex, Cameron, petitioner, v. MacDougall, respondent 
(Hodgins Cases, 376), it was held that treating was not per se a 
corrupt act except when made so by statute, but the intent of 
the party treating may make it so, and the intent must be 
judged by all the circumstances by which it is attended. When 
it is done by a candidate in order to make for himself a repu- 
tation for good fellowship and hospitality, and thereby to influ- 
ence electors to vote for him, it is a species of bribery which 
would void his election at the common law, and the court says 
(p. 386): 

It seems to all come to this: Treating is not per se a corrupt ‘act. 
The intent of the act must be judged by all of the circumstances by 
which it is attended. If in this case the evidence led me to the con- 
clusion that the respondent did what he did in order to make for himself 
a reputation for good fellowship and hospitality, and thereby to influ- 
ence electors to vote for him, I should incline to think it a species of 
bribery which would void the election at common law. But upon a 
8 consideration of the evidence it does not lead me to that con- 

In the North Victoria case, before election court, Cameron, 
petitioner, v. McLennan, Hodgkin’s Election Cases, 584, this sig- 
nificant language is used by the court (pp. 599-GO0P) : 

As to the objection to the charge of treating and undue influence al- 
leged in the third paragraph of the petition in connection with bribery, 
if the treating were to such an extent as to amount to bribery and the 
undue influence was of a character to affect the whole election, without 
referring to any statutory provisions, it would, zd the law of Parlia- 
ment, I apprehend, influence the result. The first principle of parlia- 
mentary law as applicable to elections is that they must be free, and 1f 
treating and undue infiuence were carried to an extent to render the 

election not free, then the election would be void. 
~ The following observations apply generally to votes tħat may be in- 
fluenced by treating: 
ae sor influenced by treating is bad before the statute, and it is 

It would seem necessary to "7 not ay. that the entertainment was 
corruptly received by the voter, but that it was 5 given by the 
candidate; but as proof of the former would invali 
common law, it is unnecessary to add proof of the latter. 

In the somewhat famous Long case, which is cited by Lord 
Coke in his Institutes, one Thomas Long gave the maior of 
Westbury £4 to be elected burgess. He was elected. The case 
was examined by the House of Commons; the maior was fined, 
Long removed, and Lord Coke (and this is the significant lan- 
guage upon which I predicate my judgment in this case), re- 
ferring to it, said: Fer this corrupt dealing was to poison the 
very fountain itself.” That was 100 years before the statutes of 
Parliament fixed the very heavy penalties for bribery. The 
fountain itself when poisoned ends the election. The fountain 
may be poisoned even if no statutes are violated. 

Under the light of these authorities, regardless of statutory 
enactment, the following would, in my judgment, constitute cor- 
rupt practices. I do not claim that the authorities cited are 
binding as precedents, because they are-under acts of the British 
Parliament or of the Canadian Legislative Assembly ; the reason- 
ing therein is helpful in arriving at what is corruption in 
elections: x 

Excessive payment for work done at the polis. s 

Excessive payment for bringing men to polls. 

Excessive number of men at the polls, as this quarry situa- 
tion, when they were brought to the polls from the quarries in 
large number to work. That is the most common way of buying 
votes. 

Excessive treating to influence voters. If a man debauched 
an entire county or treated an entire State and put the men in 
a county on a prolonged drunk to influence them while they were 
in that condition, there would be no statute of Wisconsin or 
any other State against this; but it would prevent the free and 
untrammeled exercise of the right of suffrage, and if it was 
carried to that extent it would be a corrupt practice, statute or 
No statute. 

Excessive payment for advertising to get the support of news- 
papers. 

Payment to State officers to secure their influence. 

Payment to candidates for the legislature. 

In this primary, assuming that the primary is part of an 
election, an instrumentality of the election, those things were the 
corrupt practices, regardless of the statute, and were enough 
under this evidence to vitiate the election. 
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Freedom of election is, at common law, essential to the va- 
lidity of an election. 

If this freedom be by any means prevented generally, the elec- 
tion is void at common Jaw. An election is therefore avoided 
by general bribery, although not brought home to the candidate 
or his agents. (Rogers on Elections, Vol. II, p. 293.) 

But an election will not be avoided upon this ground unless 
the bribery is shown to have been so extensive that there could 
not haye been a free election. 

General corruption at common law avoids an election, regard- 
less of question of agency. 

The giving of entertainment to voters without corrupt motive 
was probably not an offense at common law. 

However, when it reaches the point of debauching an entire 
electorate it certainly becomes a corrupt practice. 

But if entertainment for purpose of influencing the election, 
it comes within the scope of the common law as a species of 
bribery. 

Unduly influencing a voter by improper means is a corrupt 
practice. There is abundant authority, in my judgment, to sus- 
tain these propositions. 

There are a number of authorities on this question of bribery 
and corruption amounting to bribery that might be read with 
interest. 

I refer to the following extracts. Cushing, in his work on 
the Law of Legislative Assemblies, says: 

The principle which lies at the foundation of all elective gov- 
ernments and an essen’ indeed, to the very idea of election is t 
the electors shall be free the giving of their suffrages. The princi- 
Re was declared by the English Parliament in the Declaration of nts. 

he same eae is asserted or implied in the constitutions of all the 
States of the Union. 

Freedom of election is violated by external violence, by which the 
electors are constrained, or by bribery, by which their will is corrupted ; 
and in all cases where the electors are prevented in either of these 
ways from the free exercise of their rights the election will be vold, 
without reference to the number of yotes thereby affected. 

Shepard on Elections (p. 97): 

Besides the practice of purchasing individual votes, there sprang up 
a corruption far more extensive, in which the commanding influence in 
a borough was transferred, either by a sum of money paid down at 
once, or, with a more accurate calculation of traffic, for an annual 

yment during the continuance of Parliament; the si member 

hus purchasing the return of him who had previously purchased the 
power of returning. To repress this practice the 49 III. ap 
ter 118, was passed, by which it was made highly Seoul enter in 


any pecuniary engagement for procuring the return of a member of 
Parliament. 


Shepard, in his treatise, says: 

The bribery act makes no mention of any parliamentary disqualifi- 
cation affecting a member's seat; the effect, therefore, of an act of 
bribery not within the words of the aung act of 7 William HI, 
chapter 4, is in that determined by thé law of Parliament as 
follows: Bribery by a candidate, though in one instance only, and 
though a majority of the unbribed es remain in his favor, will 
avoid the particular election. 

Said the Court of King’s Bench in Rex v. Pitt, Burroughs, 
1338: 

Bribery at elections of members of Parliament must always have 
ane A crime at common law and punishable by indictment and infor- 

on. 

Rogers, in the treatise referred to, says: : 

Bribery, as we have seen, had always been a misdemeanor at common 
law and a violation of the privilege of Parliament; but the above 
statute (the bribery act) armed courts of law with new and extraordi- 
nary powers to attack growing evil by attaching a penalty of £500 
on every conviction of an offense against its provisions, and by dis- 
qualifying the offender from ever again voting at any election for 
members of Parliament. 

Shepard, in his treatise on elections, speaking of bribery, 
says: 

Though it was always an offense at common law, it is thought that 
ho prosecution for this species of bribery took place until the bribe 
act, for which the jealousy of the Commons in regard to their privi- 
leges sufficiently accounts. As soon, however, as the Commons began 
to rise in importance and a seat was considered of sufficient political 
value to be purchased, they were not slow to discover and attempt 
themselves to repress the pernicious consequences of such corruption. 


In the same discussion of the Caldwell case heretofore re- 
ferred to, Senator Morton said: 

The principles of the common law are applicable in all civil matters 
touching the validity of elections or the tenure of office, and it is a 
well-established pons le of the common law that whatever impairs 
the “freedom of elections” is illegal and against public policy and 
will make the election void. 

Further on the same Senator said: 

But the absence of a statute punishing these several practices im- 
pairing the freedom of elections in no wise affects the operation of the 
general principle touching the validity of elections. 

Now, Mr. President, we are confronted with the evidence in 
the first place—I um not going to spend much time on this evi- 
dence—of the expenditure of $107,000. Of course the presump- 
tion of innocence, the presumption of honesty, follows in this 
election. The presumption of innocence is evidence; it is put 
in the scale of evidence. It is not a conclusive presumpticn. 
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Reasonable doubt is the result of proof or of failure of proof, 
but a presumption is evidence, and there is a presumption of 
innocence. What is put against that presumption? The unex- 
plained, assuming it to be unexplained, expenditure of this great 
sum of money that shocks public conscience. When that eyi- 
dence is introduced as against this presumption, it makes a 


prima facie case. I do not think the burden of proof, probably, 
eyer shifts, but we use the term as shifting. The burden then 
comes of explaining this enormous expenditure. I want to 
just call attention briefly to a few words in the case of Sisson’s 
petition against Ardagh, named in Hodgin’s Election Cases, page 
58, heretofore referred to as bearing on this question: 

Next_it is said that Mr. Lauder entrusted large sums to Perry, that 
he should have supervised the expenditure, and that his failure to do 
so makes him personally a party, within section 46 of the act of 1871 
(34 Vic, ch. 3), to every illegal application of money by Perry or by 
those who received money from Perry. The sum which Mr. Lauder 
gave was under $700; there is no evidence before me that that sum 
was an excessive one for legitimate expenses, and a certain amount of 
discretion must be placed in a candidate's agents. If he had put $7,000 
into Perry's hands the argument of a corrupt purpose cay 5 have been 
reasonable. The facts do not suggest to 2 mind any idea that Mr. 
Lauder intended his money to be employed illegally. 

The distinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], 
with that clearness of legal expression which is my constant 
envy, said in the record on page 283: 

As I understand the rule of law, it is that a presumption arises in all 
cases, in criminal law or civil law, in favor of the regularity and hon- 
esty of the doings, either of individuals or of officials. That is a gen- 
eral presumption of law. When anybody challenges that presumption, 
it devolves upon that person to overcome that presumption by proof. 
In this particular case, the e of money in the election may or 
may not have been honest. The beats eg is that it was honest; but 
in putting in the proof it may appear that the amount of the expendi- 
ture was so extravagant as itself to overcome the presumption in favor 
of the honesty of the transaction, and shift the burden of proof to show 
that it was an honest expenditure; or it may be accompanied by other 
badges of suspicion that will overcome the general presumption and 
shift the burden of proof. 

To the same extent he announced that rule, I think, on pages 
280 and 281 of the record. A presumption is a mere probable 
inference which common sense draws from circumstances, usu- 
ally occurring in the case or in particular surroundings. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. As the Senate will probably recall, I 
have been interested in this law question as to where the bur- 
den of proof lies in this case, it being admitted that one hun- 
dred and seyeu thousand and some odd dollars were expended 
in the primary election. I called the attention of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], the chairman of the subcommittee, 
to the matter last Wednesday. 

Now, with the permission of the Senator from Iowa, I will 
read something else I found in going over this testimony as a 
proposition of law. by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], 
who had charge of the examination as chairman of the sub- 
committee. I am trying to get at what is the rule, and I only 
throw out the suggestion and invite the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN— 


That is, the Senator from Idaho—— 

Mr. HEYBURN. From what page does the Senator from 
Texas read? 

Mr. CULBERSON. From the bottom of page 280. 

The CHAIRMAN, Did you realize that if the expenditure of money in 
a campaign is questioned, the burden is 1 05 the party spending it to 
show that the an ab Reg was legitimate 

Mr. Epmonps. I do not think I realized that. I do not know it now. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Do I understand the chairman to state that as a 
rule of law? 

Now, particularly, I call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to this language of the chairman of the subcommittee [Mr. 
HEYBURN ]—— 

Mr. KENYON. What is the page? 

Mr, CULBERSON. I now read from page 281: 

The CHAIRMAN. Not that it affects the 9 now proceeding, but 
in the judgment of the final tribunal which will be called upon to pass 
on this testimony—that is, the Senate of the United States—I state it 
as my coe 8 3 18 ex 8 mag by 85 N aE 
challe as to the e burden is upon the 
the expenditure to show Bat they were lawful. p ji = 

Mr. KENYON. I think the Senator later stated that where it 
was Officially challenged. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. I should like to have the Senator read 
the succeeding paragraph. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is all that I destre to read from the 
record, and invite the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
it, with reference to this question as to where the burden is, in 
view of the admitted fact that this extraordinary sum was 
expended in the primary election. 


Mr. KENYON. I had understood the record. The statement 
of the Senator from Idaho first applied when the expenditure 
was challenged, and later he qualified it by stating when the 
expenditure was officially challenged, as it was here by the 
State of Wisconsin, and that then the burden was on the party, 
Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HEYBURN. I think, Mr. President, it would only be 
fair that the succeeding paragraph should go into the RECORD 
in connection with what has been read. The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CuLperson] read the first long paragraph on 
page 281. 

Mr. KENYON. I will read the next paragraph, if the Senator 
requests me to do so, or he may read it himself. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I will call attention to it, because I think 
it is a material part of the statement which I distinctly remem- 
ber making. Mr. Littlefield asked: 
ao the presumption of innocent expenditure does not follow the 


em. 

The CHAIRMAN. The presumption of innocence does not enter into the 
question at all. The expenditure being challen as to its legality, 
there is no presumption that money expended in connection with an 
individual campaign by a candidate for office is rightfully expended after 
it is challenged— 

It is the challenge that puts in operation the rule 


After it is challenged in an official way. 


It must be an official challenge as contained in these proceed- 
ings, for instance. 

Prior to the challenge there is a 5 that the expenditure 
was proper. It being challenged officially, that presumption awaits the 
determination upon the facts. 

I so stated that rule, and I belieye my colleagues concurred 
in it; but it was brought out by an inquiry from Mr. Littlefield 
as to whether the presumption arose from the mere expenditure. 
I think, upon reviewing it, that I would not change or add to 
that statement. 5 

Mr. KENYON. As I remember the record, although I can 
not place my hand on it at this time, the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SUTHERLAND], in addition to what I have read as to his 
opinion of the law—I was referring to what I had understood 
him to state in the record, and if I am incorrect I shall be glad 
to be corrected—stated, in addition to his opinion, that this 
expenditure was so large and extravagant as to require explana- 
tion—I can not find it just now. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not recall, if the Senator will per- 
mit me 

Mr. ROOT. I believe it is on page 281. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is found on page 281. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The statement is here in the record. 
My statement reads: 


Senator SUTHERLAND, Pardon me just a moment, but I should hardi 
want to be concluded by the statement which the chairman makes. 


think the presumption which he says would arise would only arise in 


case the expenditures were so large: or other circumstances were sufi- 
client, to indicate that the expenditure itself was unlawful. 


I do not think that the mere fact that a man had expended 
money would necessarily give rise to the presumption that it 
had been unlawfully expended. Is that what the Senator 
refers to? 

Mr. KENYON. No; it is not. I can not refer to it now; but 
my recollection is, and I am quite certain about it, that the 
Senator from Utah did say at some point that he considered 
the expenditure was so large as to require explanation. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will pardon me, my 
position about it all the way through was that this was a very 
large expenditure of money; that it was so large as to require 
to be probed, to be investigated, not that it necessarily followed 
that the burden was upon the man who had expended the 
money to account for it, but that it was so large as to require 
investigation and probing into the matter; and that investiga- 
tion the committee faithfully carried out. 

Mr. KENYON. No one questions that. The proposition that 
I am trying to make is that this large expenditure of money 
made a prima facie case. It was so unusual, so extravagant, 
and so shocking to the public conscience that it went in the 
scale with the presumption of innocence, and whether or not it 
overcame it must be judged, after all explanation had been 
made, by the body that has to pass on it, namely, the Senate. 
In my judgment no sufficient explanation has been made, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator frem South Dakota? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have not yet been able to read more 


than one of these two large volumes. Is it true—at least I got 
such an impression from that part of the testimony I have 
read—that every original entry in the form of memoranda and 
cards that showed the items for which money was expended 
was destroyed by those who kept them; and, in addition to the 
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presumption we might indulge from the fact that the expendi- 
ture of the money is unduly large, is it fair also to give some 
weight to the fact that no account was required from those 
who expended this money, apparently no desire was expressed 
to have any record kept, or, where a record was kept, all of 
the original memoranda and all of the original entries were 
in some manner destroyed? Is that true? ’ 

Mr. KENYON. I understand it to be true that the memo- 
randa were destroyed. — 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Would not the fact that the records 
showing for what purpose the money was expended were de- 
stroyed be entitled to some weight in connection with the large 
amount of the expenditure? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: What Mr. Sacket said about that was 
this: He had a large number of card indexes that as he would 
spend money—25 cents, a dollar, or whatever it might be—he 
would put the items down upon these card indexes; that they 
accumulated to a very large extent; that the writing upon them 
gradually became obliterated; that he transferred the items to 
an account, and then destroyed the original items, because they 
were cumbersome and because to a large extent the writing 
upon them had been obliterated. In`other words—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not the original items, but the original 
cards. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The original cards, because they had 
become cumbersome and because the writing had been oblit- 
erated. In other words, his position was that they were de- 
stroyed as so much useless rubbish after he had transferred the 
items to his account. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. May I ask the Senator from Iowa if it is 
not a fact that in transcribing them, or transferring them, he 
took the entries that were on a number of cards, cut out the de- 
tails by which one could tell what the expenditures were for 
and who received the money, and simply put an aggregate on a 
piece of paper, which represented in a very brief form the item- 
ized expenditures that were stated on a large number of cards? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. He did that to some extent. I do not 
now recall exactly to what extent. 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to call the Senator's attention 
to some evidence set forth in the minority report: 

Manager Sacket, in testifying as to the payment of an item of $400, 
stated that he was unable to remember anything about it. He then 
testified as follows (p. 164): 

The CHAIRMAN. That emphasizes the misfortune of the destruction of 
your memoranda, does it not? Now, you say, in the absence of that 
memorandum, you can not remember anything about the 8400. It may 
have been used to purchase votes in violation of law, may it not? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. KENYON. I read from page 164. So that clearly when 
Mr. Sacket was before the committee the misfortune of having 
destroyed his memoranda was called to his attention by the 
committee. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me—— 

Mr. KENYON. Just a moment. On page 479 of the record 
the Senator will find: 

Senator SUTHERLAND. You simply kept a memorandum of these ex- 
penditures upon slips of paper, which you afterwards transferred to 
your cards? That was the way it was done? 4 

Mr. SACKET. I kept them on cards and slips of paper in the card- 
index box. I afterwards transferred it to typewriting on a sheet of 


papi: 
tor 8 ND. A it 
X; 1 5 3 Jigme nd then destroyed it and the sheet of paper? 

Senator SuTHERLAND, And destroyed your cards? 

Mr. SACKET. Les. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. And the original memorandum and the slips as 
well, if you had any slips? 

Sen De . made th tri the sli 

nato E ND. en ade ese en 
paper and upon the cards, did 88 0 know the facts? 3 
r. Sacker. I might have known the facts, but do not know that I 
knew all in every case. 

I wanted to call attention to a statement of the law as bear- 
ing on such a situation as that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. KENYON. Gladly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was going to say that while it is true, 
as the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Crawrorp] and the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] have suggested, that the 
destruction of these memoranda and the failure to carry all of 
the items into the transfer account might prevent the witness 
from stating what the items were for which the money was 
expended, but it would not prevent his stating with accuracy 
what they were not spent for, and he stated that no money was 
expended for the bribery of voters or for any corrupt purposes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 


from Utah if it would not have this effect, that as original testi- 


mony, to which third parties could go to ascertain the real 
truth, it is destroyed, and we are left simply, then, to take the 
statement of Mr. Sacket, who might not be a fair witness, as to 
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what was expended, as to what it was expended for, or for what 
it was not expended. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is quite true. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If we could go to those original sources 
that showed the items, we would have original evidence as to 
what the money was expended for, but, unfortunately, so far as 
I have discovered, those original traces, kept at the time by 
those who made the report, were all destroyed immediately 
after the campaign closed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. May I interrupt the Senator still fur- 
ther for a moment? 

‘Mr. KENYON. Yes. . 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I quite agree with what the Senator 
from South Dakota says about that. What Mr. Sacket did is 
unfortunate, and I am not undertaking to excuse it. He ought 
not to have done it. But let me suggest this thought for the 
consideration of the Senator from South Dakota: Mr. STEPHEN- 
SON was a wealthy man, was known to be wealthy, a man worth, 
perhaps, a good many million dollars; he was surrounded by a 
good many people who knew precisely what they wanted any- 
how—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD, There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And there was paid to them from time 
to time large sums of money. It is true that in many instances 
the witness did not account to my satisfaction for the use of the 
money; but I was entirely convinced—the Senator from Idaho 
said the other day that at least one member of the committee 
wase convinced of that fact, and I was that member—I was 
entirely convinced that a very large portion of the money that 
went into the hands of these people never went out of their 


-hands at all to serve the purposes of Mr. STEPHENSON ; it simply 


clung to their pockets. I was satisfied that that was the ex- 
planation, rather than that they had expended it corruptly for 
Mr. STEPHENSON’s benefit. 

Mr. KENYON. Was the Senator cofivinced of that from the 
appearance, conduct, or the apparent want of candor of the 
witnesses upon the stand? That is an advantage which we did 
not have. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. No; most of the witnesses who came 
before the committee impressed me as being pretty decent peo- 
ple. They had that appearance; they were apparently respon- 
sible men in the community; and yet I have in my pilgrimage 
through life once in a while discovered men in politics who, 
taking money to spend for other people, are not governed by 
quite the same principles as control them in purely business 
transactions. Some of the witnesses—I will not particularize, 
for that might not be fair—were not candid. Some of them 
gave the appearance of a lack of candor, but, as I have said, 
on the whole I was quite convinced from the testimony that 
much of the $107,000 clung to the pockets of those to whom it 
was paid. I have in mind one man now, without mentioning his 
name, who received a sum of money—three or four or five thou- 
sand dollars. He could give no account of what he did with it, 
save that he drew out amounts in cash. I do not think that the 
amounts of money which he drew out in those cash items were 
expended by him in the election at all. I think they went into 
his pockets and were used for his own purposes. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator judge that by the number 
of votes Mr. STEPHENSON received in the election? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No; I judge it from all the circum- 
stances, from the testimony, and everything connected with the 


case, 

Mr. KENYON. Referring to the Sacket matter and the 
destruction of the memoranda, I think the strongest possible 
inferences and conclusions as a matter of Jaw can be drawn 
against a situation of that character. It was said in the case of ` 
Hunter against Lauder, which was a contested-election case in 
the Province of Ontario, Canada (Hodgins Election Cases, 
p. 61): 7 

With regard to tbe destruction of the accounts and papers, I con- 
sider the matter a very grave one. If the case were stripped of all 
other circumstances but the destruction of the records of the committee 
and the accounts by a person peas the position of Mr. Perry in the 
election, I incline at present to k that it would be my duty to 
draw the strongest possible conclusions against the respondent, and 
that I should make every presumption against the legality of the acts 
which were concealed by such conduct. The only safe course for an 
honest candidate to pursue is to have all fag preserved and to be 
able to show how all the money was expend For such a candidate, 
or any agent of his, to be content with saying he does not know how 
the money is spent is very unwise. 


I should like to inquire of the Senator from Idaho how long 
he desires to keep us here. I do not want to weary the Senate, 
although I am perfectly willing to conclude to-night. 

Mr. HEYBURN. inquire how much more time the Senator 
would like to occupy? I do not want to make it unduly burden- 
some at all. a 
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Mr. KENYON. Was it the Senator's purpose to move an ad- 
journment? Does he intend to ask to lay this matter aside 
after I conclude? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; unless the Senator is through at this 
time. 

Mr. KENYON. Iam not ready to conclude at this time. - 

Mr. HEYBURN. No; I did not suppose the Senator was. I 
do not desire to fix the time—— 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. : 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will simply say to the Senator from 
Iowa that those of us who have not had time to examine this 
testimony want to get all the information we can from those 
who have patiently gone through it, and I should like to inquire 
to what extent the Senator finds this situation to prevail in the 
record: I find in the first volume one instance that I now call 
to mind particularly, that of the State game warden named 
Stone, who received $2,500 from Mr. STEPHENSON, and then ap- 
parently put that cash in his pocket for the purpose of keeping 
it. He called a meeting of some of his deputies at the State 
capitol. I remember particularly one deputy from La Crosse, a 
Mr. Kingsley, who said that they had a meeting up at the 
game warden’s house and there was what they called a “ frame- 
up”; that is, he had each deputy “ plugged” to say, if anybody 
inquired of him, that he received $500 or $600, or whatever it 
might be, out of the $2,500, although, as a matter of fact, not 
one of them had received any of the money, and the game 
warden was keeping it all. To what extent did that kind of 
thing appear in the testimony? In other words, to what extent 
was this $107,000 stolen by middlemen like this game warden 
rather than being expended to corrupt the voters? 

Mr. KENYON. That is the only clear instance I recall, al- 
though I do not mean to say other instances might not have 
occurred. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is the only clear instance the Sena- 
tor recalls. I have not read any of the second volume, but that 
instance is certainly quite plain. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. I will ask not to be interrupted. I will con- 
clude in a few moments, if not interrupted, and I will be as 
brief as I can. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Very well. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I have discussed the legal 
phases of this case not as fully as I desire, but as fully as time 
will permit. I will refer to the evidence briefly and rapidly, 
for I do not want to weary the Senate and I must close to-night. 

My position is that undue influence exerted and brought about 
in improper ways prevented this from being a free and untram- 
meled election; that the primary was one of the instrumental- 
ities of the election; and that the practices were such as to 
destroy the freedom of the election, 

The question of agency can not be in doubt. Senator STE- 
PHENSON paid the money into the hands of his managers, his 
agents, and exercised no supervision over the manner in which 
the agents were spending the money. Notwithstanding he gave 
instructions to keep within the law, he did not watch the ac- 
counting, but trusted his agents and left them the power of 
spending the money as they pleased. Such agency is established, 
therefore, as makes him responsible to the fullest extent for 


what the agent might do and for what all those employed by- 


the agent might do, not criminally, of course, but for the purpose 
of this case entirely responsible. 

In his testimony Senator STEPHENSON relates how the money 
was given to Mr. Edmonds, and says: 

I know nothing about it only as that return was made to me. I had 
practically nothing to do with the canyass, and knew nothing sc out it 
only where he made that return to me. 

His evidence also shows that he himself gave some money to 
Mr. Reynolds. I think it is a fair dispute as to his giving all 
the money to Mr. Reynolds, Reynolds then being either a candi- 
date or a prospective candidate for the legislature, but the 
agency is clearly established and he can reap no benefit from 
the wrongful act of his agent. 

I quote from the testimony of Mr. Edmonds on the general 
subject of the excessive payments for work done and permitting 
the money to be expended without any way of keeping track 
of it: 

J . * * 


* * * 
The CHAIRMAN. I find in the account here attributed to you that the 
newspaper advertising cost $12,696.76. What other items or class of 
items would bring that sum up to about $40,000? 
Mr. EDMONDS. I do not recall what items are included in that, or 
what the other large items of expenditure in making up that total are. 
* . s * * * » 


The CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by “organizing,” as it is used 
in this statement? 4 r: . 


Mr. Epmonps, My recollection is that he was a railroad man, though 
I am not certain, and that he was sent out and given $50 to see if he 
could not line up the railroad men for Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. What do you mean by lining them up for Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Getting them interested in his election. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussing his election with them? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir, 

The CHAMMAN. Paying any money to them for any purpose? 

Mr. EDMONDS. That was up to the man’s judgment as to whether 
that was necessary or advisable in the conduct of the campaign for 
Senator StepHmyson’s election. 

The CHAIRMAN, Was that money given to him to expend among the 
. for cigars or treats of any kind if he saw fit to so 
expen 

. EpmMonps. So far as I know he might have expended it in that 
way. 

* * 3 * * * * 
. Les. We have no objection to that, not the 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon what date did you have the conversation with 
Mr, Puelicher in regard to the propriety of paying this $250 to Mr. 
Bancroft? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I do not recall just when. 
during the next week after I 
gether. I presume it came up 

The CHAIRMAN. Was any 
been paid to this candidate? 

Mr. EpMonps. Not by me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was there by anybody? 

Mr. EDMONDS, Not that I know of. 

$ * 0 $ * * . 

The CrarmMan. Living at Vilas? 

Mr. Epmonps. I think he is living still in Vilas County; yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what did you pay Mr. Riordan $1,300? Was it 
for personal services or as a fund to be expended in behalf of Senator 
STEPHENSON? 

Mr. EDMONDS. As a fund to be used by him in his judgment in the 
interest of Senator STEPHENSON. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he use it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I fully believe he did. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he render you any account? 

Mr. EDMONDS. No, sir. 

s * kd * 0 2 * 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir; I have no definite knowledge of the use thal 
was made of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it should transpire that a wrongful use was made 
95 8 money, then I understand that that knowledge has never come te 

ou 

Mr. Epmonps. It never has come to me; no, sir; not in any instance. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that you have made no effort to ascertain 
whether or not the expenditures of this money were wrongful? 

Mr. EpMonps. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. In any case? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I have not. 

$ $ * * * * * 

Senator SUTHERLAND. And the law requires that in that case Mr, 
STEPHENSON shall state in his report upon information and belief. 
How can he state upon information and belief unless the information 
be preserved for him? 

Mr. Epmonps. Only in this way, Senator: By petting from me the 
information that I had; but there was no possibility of my getting in- 
formation from Mr. Riordan or others; he could get that from them as 
well as I could. I did not have to make the report. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Now, Mr. Edmonds, do you not see that under 
that construction or view of the matter you might have turned over 
the whole $107,000 to Mr. Riordan and said, “Go out and spend this 
in Mr. STePHENSON's interest in the State,“ and there would have been 
no way in the world for Mr. STEPHENSON to haye known, unless ac- 
counts were preserved, how that $107,000 was cepengan? 

Mr. A ee It never occurred to me that that would’ be possible 
or probable. 

nator SUTHERLAND. Do you not see that that could have been done 
in your view of it? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I can understand that; yes, sir. 

Senator Surmertanp. And it did happen with reference to amounts 
as large, I think. as $3,500 in one instance? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I believe so—$3,200. 

Senator SuTHERLAND. You gave to an agent—and I take Mr. Riordan 
as an example again—the sum of $2,300? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Which greatly exceeds $5? 

Mr. EDMONDS Yes, sir. 

Senator SuTHERLAND, And you put that $2,300 in his hands, simply 
telling him to spend it, to use it, in the interest of Mr. STEPHENSON’'S 
candidacy? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes, sir. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. Without any sort of requirement that he should 
keep an account of how he spent it, to whom he paid it, or to preserve 
a record of any of the circumstances which the statute requires; that 
is true, ig it not? 

Mr. EDMONDS. I believe I assumed that these men understood the 
law as well as I, and that in the records in the office, as they were 
kept by the office manager, the items that we expended from the office, 
could a explained in detail. 


Mr. KENYON. The testimony shows that Mr. Shauers, a can- 
didate for the legislature. was paid money by Edmonds. Mr. 
Brady was paid $500, but he kept no list and no account of the 
men employed by him or the money spent or the money paid for 
speeches which were never made—which would not be a cor- 
rupt act, of course, and which, perhaps, was commendable. The 
following is interesting: 


The CHAIRMAN. He was further asked: 
“Q. What was that paid for?—A. That was for work in Platteville. 
e 8 Anyone else —4. These, I think, are the large amounts; the 
others ranges from $2 to $5 and were distributed over the county. 
Left a trail wherever I went.” 
Did he ever re 
Mr. SACKeT. 


I should say some time 
‘ot back—as soon as we could get to- 
he first conversation. 

effort made to recall the money that had 


rt to you that he was spending money In that way? 
ever. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Leaving a trail. 
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The CHAIRMAN. You have said 
an account with you and you left it with the committee? 
Mr. Sacxet. He rendered an account of the $28.92. 


There was plenty of advertising in newspapers, for instance: 


The CHAIRMAN. You did not finish as to the Minneapolis Tidende, 
$563.79." Where is that paper 3 

Mr. Sackrr. In Minneapolis, Minn. 

The CHAIRMAN. You paid $563.79 for advertising in that paper? 

Mr. Sacxer. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was your purpose in advertising in a Min- 
neapolis paper? 

Mr. Sacket. I was informed that that paper had a very large circu- 
lation through the northern and western part of Wisconsin; and we 
supposed that we should reach the yoters through that paper better 
than through a small local paper in Wisconsin. 

* * s * $ * * 

- Mr. Sacket. The letter“ R“ simply indicates that there was a re- 
celpt, an itemized and receipted bill, filed for that item. The two 
other items on August 1 Indicate that there was a cashier's check, with 
Mr. Usher's indorsement upon it, produced before the committee, but 
whether there was an itemized bill or not I could not say positively, 
My recollection is that there was. 

The CHAIRMAN. I want you to be a little more 1 77555 In regard to 
ee 1 785 on August 1—“ H. Rasmussen, cash, $333.33." What was 

at for 

Mr. Sacxer. Advertising. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not for preparing an article, but for the pub- 
lishing of it, is it? 

Mr. Sacxer. I do not think we paid anyone except Mr. Usher for 
preparing articles, and he was paa a regular salary. 

he CHAIRMAN. On August ou paid the same Mr. Rasmussen, or 
the Rasmussen Publishing Co., $333.33, and on August 18 you again 
paid $333.34, making $1,000? 

Mr. Sacxer. Yes, sir. 

ane CHAIRMAN. You paid $1,000 to the Rasmussen Publishing Co. in 
cas 

Mr. Sacker. Yes, sir. 


Money was paid for advertisements; money was given to a 
Hebrew manager, to a Greek manager, and for advertisements 
in an Italian newspaper. This, mark you, was not an election 
for county sheriff, but an election of a man to the Senate of the 
United States, the most dignified body on earth. 

This from Edmonds is likewise interesting: 


Senator SUTHERLAND. Then yo would, in the beginning of the em- 
ployment, simply make an estimate of what the work would cost in 
that particular county? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. And that amount of money was paid to the 
organizer in the first instance? 

Mr. EDMONDS. Yes. 

Senator SUTHERLAND. And he was not required thereafter to make 
any accounting as to the way in which he had expended the money or 
to furnish you with an itemized statement? 

Mr. Epmonps. No, sir. 


The testimony shows that money was paid to Mr. Gust for 
the purpose of enthusing the voters—and this in an election for 
United States Senator! 

The CHAIRMAN— 


This language is significant— 


The CHAIRMAN. There seems to have been a general apathy. These 
men whom you employed to get out the vote for Senator STEPHENSON 
seem to have managed to get out 56,839 votes out of 470,480 votes in 
the State. Had you not employed these men, would Senator STEPHEN- 
son have gotten any votes at all? 

Mr. Epmonps. Not very many. 


The following from Perrin’s testimony is interesting: 


Mr. PERRIN. This statute has never received in practical operation, 
by anybody that I know of in the State of Wisconsin, the construction 
which has been suggested here. It is the common, ordinary thing 
throughout northern Wisconsin to take a man to the theater or take 
him to lunch, not necessarily to corrupt his mind, but to enlighten him. 
You do these Se to get a man's mind in a receptive mood. You 
can not go after him, Senator, you know, with an ax and beat an idea 
into him. It has got to be worked out along practical lines. It seems 
foolish for me to sit here and talk to you gentlemen about this thing, 
because you know so much more about it than I do. 


Practical lines in this matter were money lines: 


Senator POMERENE. Not one of them? 
Mr. Perrin. Not one of them. 


ou a that this man rendered 


count, which you filed with the committee, 755 gave the following sums 
as having been paid to Fridley: $300, $50, $50, and $50; to R. J. 
Shields, $5, $75, and $250; 

Lamere and $ 

D. M. Maxcy, 
News-Tribune, 


that. 
The CHAIRMAN. Then do you know how he expended this money, all 
pE pen of it, in specific terms? 
r. PERRIN, Not in specific terms. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is C. R. Fridley? 

Mr. PerrIN. He is an attorney at Superior. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old resident 

Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is he an old man or a young man? 

Mr. PEnnix. He is a man of 42 or 43 years of age. 

The CHarremMan, Did he hag dah Senator STEPHENSON for nomination 
at the primaries and before the primaries? 


Mr. PERRIN. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Was he in public life in any capacity? 


Mr. Perri. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was what you call a political worker, was he? 

Mr. Perrin. No. He was a practicing lawyer. 

The CHAIRMAN. He was actively engaged in the practice of law? 

Mr. Perrin. SEENI 

The CHAIRMAN. You never asked him for any accounting as to the 
expense he had incurred? 

r. PERRIN. I did not. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator a brief question? 

Mr. KENYON. Make it brief, if you please. 

Mr. NELSON. Very brief. Would it be corruption for an 
orator of a socialistic temper to enthuse yoters by his speeches? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator is assuming, of course, that they 
would be enthused. [Laughter.] 

There is testimony in regard to “organization.” All through 
this record is evidence that money was paid for this intangible 
thing that is called “organization.” It is elusive; no one 
understands what it means. Men rush into StepHENsoN'’s office 
and tell him they are for him, then they go out and organize, 
and money is furnished to help; the evidence shows that many 
of them were organized pretty thoroughly before they got 
through. 

Then there is the testimony of Mr. Riordan, who got $2,300. 
The evidence fails to show how large a part of it was expended. 

Mr. Sacket’s testimony has been discussed pretty thoroughly 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow], and I am not going 
to spend any time as to him. Mr. Perrin has been also discussed, 
but there is one phase of his testimony to which attention has 
not been called that I am inclined to think the Senate ought to 
consider. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. POoMERENE] asked him 
this question: 

Do you think this law was intended to be evaded? 

Mr. Perrin. Certainly not. 

Senator POMERENE. You have said in answer to Senator SuTHER- 
LAND—I want to quote you correctly, and if I do not you will correct 
me—that you proraniy paid money to 100 diferent persons, though you 
were not definite as to your statement. 

Mr. PERRIN. No; I can not be. 

Senator POMERENE. I understand that. You also said to him again 
in your examination that you knew personally very many of the men 
oe you employed. 

r. IN. Yes. 

Senator POMERENE. Do you mean to tell the committee that you do 
not now remember any of the men to whom you paid this money, out- 
side of the few names that you gave to Senator HEYBURN? 

Mr. PERRIN. That is just exactly what I mean to say. 

This man did not account for $2,000 of the money given him. 
He gave money to a hundred different persons, and could not 
tell over five of them, the amounts, or their names. 

Mr. Bancroft gives some very illuminating testimony, to 
which reference has been made. I refer to only this part of it. 

I ought to say that what I am reading now is in the report 
which I understood the subcommittee had before it of the legis- 
lative investigation 

The CHAIRMAN (reading)— f 


It does not say what the chairman was reading, but I assume 
he was reading from that report— 

“The result of our conference was that I, being pretty well ac- 
3 with the county and knowing who the political workers were 

the county, consen to disburse this amount of money for Mr. 
STEPHENSON.” 

Is that correct? 

Mr. BANCROFT. That is correct. 

Gordon was an evasive witness. Under the sharp cross- 
examination of the Senator from Utah he could not remember 
whether he had paid a dollar or a thousand dollars until he was 
pinned down to where he could evade no longer the skilled ex- 
aminer. His language does not exhibit the candor one would 
expect from a man in his position. 

Mehaffy was given a hundred dollars, and never asked what 
he expended it for. Then there is Mr. Wayland. The Senator 
from Kansas has referred to this lively gentleman who employed 
the seven pretty girls and exercised a wise political discrimina- 
tion. It is amazing no more votes were secured in that par- 
ticular precinct. He also pinned the buttons on the babies and 
put an extra piece of pie and a cigar at the table. There was 
not very much harm in that. He is the same gentleman who 
took with him a man whe bankrupted breweries by increasing 
their production. But there is not anything very bad about 
Wayland. He put in his account $17.15 for headaches, and cer- 
tainly that was as specific as anybody ought to want. And 
this, mark you, was an election for United States Senator; from 
reading the evidence no one would imagine it, hence it is essen- 
tial to keep that fact before us. 

Riordan failed to account for the money he received. O’Con- 
nor was the gentleman who spent $307 in one afternoon for 
drinks and $1.86 for something to eat. He left a trail behind 
him, too. Wellensgard I have referred to. Mr. French kept no 
aceount. Mr. French receiyed about $1,800 in money and left it 
with people whom he did not know. For instance, at the ice 
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houses, to bring men to the polls. Any corrupt influence in that? 
Any undue influence exerted upon a voter? Anything to show 
a well-conceived plan to carry this election by the use of money? 
Here is Thayer with $600 unaccounted for. Another one spend- 


ing money in saloons. Pollock, a newspaper man, who under- 
stood the proposition brought to him was a proposition of 
bribery. That was his opinion. He gives the facts and circum- 
stances as to how they tried to get him. Dee, the editor of the 
Chippewa Herald, has been discussed fully, the money given to 
him was a bribe—nothing else. 

The testimony of Mr. Stone has been referred to by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. There is nothing in the record to show 
how much of the monty Stone had went for corrupt purposes. 
Stone, as a State official, gathered into his room the game war- 
dens, and he had $2,500 of the dirty money in his pocket and he 
asked the game wardens to assume that they had had some of 
this money in the investigation then pending in the Wisconsin 
Legislature. They agreed to do it if they did not have to go 
on the stand and perjure themselves. Stone accounts for some 
of this money. A fine State officer was Stone. It is not true 
that in the record there is absolutely no accounting for it, be- 
cause he attempted to make an accounting, but it is a very lame 
one. 

Rosenheim handing out 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. KENYON. I do for a question. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator from Iowa has just referred 
to the Stone episode and to the conference which took place 
between him and his deputies. This was at a time when the 
legislative investigation was going on. It was after the pri- 
mary election and after the election by the general assembly. 
How does the Senator hold Senator STEPHENSON responsible for 
the shortcomings of Mr. Stone and his deputies when they were 
attempting to frame up some explanation of their acts in dis- 
posing of this money? Is there anything in the record which 
tends to connect Senator STEPHENSON with their acts? 

Mr. KENYON. Are you through with the question? 

Mr. POMERENE. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. I do not hold him responsible for it. I am 
merely referring to it as showing the plan and scheme of the 
men who were carrying this matter on and the iniquity of the 
whole miserable business. He was an agent of STEPHENSON. 
He received the money directly from STEPHENSON, as the record 
shows. What he did with it never will be known. 

Mr. POMERENE. So far as concerns the Senator’s comments 
upon the conduct of those men, I am in entire accord with him. 

Mr. KENYON. I am glad to hear it. 

The testimony and transaction surrounding witness Pesta- 
lozzi has been gone over by the Senator from Kansas. I will 
not take further time thereon. ‘There was apparently an 
attempt to buy his influence. 

Mr. KERN. I will ask if the testimony just referred to does 
not throw some light upon the character of the men to whom 
these large sums of money were intrusted by Senator STEPHEN- 
son? 

Mr. KENYON. There is no question about it—a flood of light. 
I am not going to spend any more time on this evidence. I 
could talk a good while about it, but the hour is late, and I 
must stop. This evidence shows, in my judgment, upon careful 
analysis, a general scheme and plan of corruption, a securing 
of a primary election by money, and nothing else. There was 
no great issue that tried men’s souls or that aroused any 
patriotic enthusiasm. It was just a question of the longest 
purse. It shows one man giving money to a hundred different 
persons and no accounting except by five of them. It shows this 
man accounting for only $1,500 out of $5,000. It shows another 
failing to account for $1,500 out of $3,200. It shows money given 
to candidates either for the legislature or prospective candidates, 
three of whom were elected and three of whom were defeated. It 
shows money left with men whom the agent did not know. It 
shows over $300 spent in one afternoon for drinks. It shows 
excessive treating, excessive employment of men, excessive num- 
ber of men at the polls. It shows a payment of $2,500 to the 
game warden of the State, a State officer. It shows money paid 
to newspapers, fairly presumed to be for their influence. It 
shows at least one attempt to bribe a newspaper. It shows an 
election that can not under the law be considered a free and 
untrammeled election. It was carried by the reckless and 
wrongful use of money. 

Mr. President, I want to refer in closing to the report and 
to quote a few words from the great debate in the Senate in 
the Payne case. It was charged there that the views of the 
minority contained a startling proposition, never before an- 


nounced in the Senate, and one which had never received a 
moment’s consideration, where the minority said: 


As the Senate is the only court that can proper! this questio 
so the charge is made, if not in the onl oth n BS aa eet pony 
tainly in the way beyond all others in which it can be made with most 
authority. * * è For the Senate to refuse to listen to this com- 
plaint so made would, it seems to us, be, and be everywhere taken to be, 
iggy ray AE: 757 Leto bib the 3 whether its seats are 

e e subject of ba an or may be presen 
by a few millionaires as a compliment to a friend. z F i wa 

Senator Frye, that great Senator from Maine who presided 
over this body so many years and whose life and seryices we 
are to commemorate in a few days, said in debate: 


L know, and so do they (referring to eng pay nd that a man of 
wealth who loves money easily grows into the idea that money is 
omnipotent, omniscient—can do whatever it pleases, and go whitherso- 
ever it may. I know that he preeeeds upon the hypothesis. that it can 
urchase anything he seeks or anything his heart may want. I know 
t he names his price for every man and declares that he can find a 
price that will fit, 


And further: 

Sir, if pormar government is still an experiment and shall become a 
failure, the failure will be the legitimate result of unfaithful citizen- 
— 5 If this Republic shall be wrecked upon the shoals, the rock upon 
which it breaks shail be named corruption of the ballot. The ballot 
is the fountain head of government of the people. Whosoever defiles 
that destroys the whole. 

The Senate can engage in no holier or more responsible duty than to 
devote itself to a work, however painful and disagreeable, that may 
result in a warning—a terrible warning—which shall sound from the 
East to the West, from the North to the South, declaring, with no 
uncertain voice, that corruption by money power of the citizen at the 
polls or of a legislature shal! cease now. 

That was a great conservative Republican Senator. I have no 
malice in this matter, nothing but sorrow for this situation. I 
wish this record did not make it ineumbent on me as a member 
of the minority, following my conscience and duty as I see it, as 
the gentlemen of the majority have followed their eonsciences 
and duty as they see it, to vote differently on this proposition. 

I believe this election is, as Lord Coke said in the Long case, 
“tainted at its fountain.” The methods employed would not 
have dignified a candidacy for county sheriff. The election was 
the result of an organized riot of corruption, a debauchery of 
the electorate by treating, employment, purchases of newspaper 
influence, and other despicable methods, creating by money 
political enthusiasm and securing political support. Such prac- 
tices should cease and cease now. Otherwise the canker of 
corruption will eat close to the heart of the Republic. The 
only real danger that can ever threaten this Nation in the 
future is. corruption in the body politic. It is the child of 
avarice and special privilege. It can exist only when the 
electorate is indifferent. They may be slow to he aroused, but 
when once aroused the American people will drive the money 
changers from the temple and smite the arrogant demon of 
corruption wherever its vile head may appear. 

The seats in this body do not belong to the highest bidder; 
the property, the lives, the sacred honor of 90,000,000 people 
rest in the keeping of this body. If its seats are to be bought 
and sold as merchandise, then, indeed, the decadence of the 
Republic is nigh. 

Why mince words? Every man in this body knows that the 
election of Senator STEPHENSON was brought about by the 
reckless, extravagant, and wrongful use of money. You may 
gloss it over, smile about it, condone it, but the fact still exists— 
the seat was purchased. 

If men can be sent here by money, others can be defeated by 
money, and there are men in this Chamber who know what it 
means to have the purses of great interests opened to defeat 
them. We are marching on; no one need be discouraged; thé 
people, not money, are going to rule in this country. We are 
advancing. 

In the Payne case Senator Frye, the conservative, brainy, and 
honest Senator from Maine, pleaded with the Senate to investi- 
gate the charges that the Standard Oil Co. had, through its 
agents and officers, put its hands upon a legislative body and 
undertaken to control and elect a Member of the United States 
Senate. He could not even secure a hearing. He there said: 


It is the solemn duty of the United States Senate to see to it that 
Oliver H. N and Messrs. McLean and Thompson and Huntington 
and Page an every other agent, if there are others, of the Standard 
Oil Co., shall come before a committee of the United States Senate and, 
under oath, state whether or not they purchased a seat of a United 
States Senator. 


Judge Thurman, with relation to the Payne case, said at that 
time in an interview: > 

The Democratic clock is put back four years, and corruption is given 
a new leasehold in our land; syndicates purchase the people’s votes, 
and honest men stand aghast. 

We at least baye had an investigation, a thorough one, and 
as the lid has been lifted men have been sickened by the foul 
odors that came from the cauldron of corruption. There is no 


reat 
od— 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2775 


divinity that surrounds a seat in this body acquired by such 
methods, no reason to talk in whispers: concerning it, but 
boldly to brand it, as it is, a purchased seat. 

Above any other question is the great one of public policy. 
A man who turns loose this enormous sum of money to secure 
a seat here is not, as a matter of public policy, entitled to re- 
main a Member of this body; even were the election legal he 
should be expelled. 

The minority offer no apology for their action. It has been 
an unpleasant duty, but we have the consciousness at least of 
not voting to approve methods and practices in an election 
condemned by the majority as expenditures “in violation of 
the fundamental principles underlying our system of Goy- 
ernment.” 

During the delivery of Mr. Kenyon’s speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pornpexter in the chair). 
Will the Senator from Iowa suspend for a moment? The hour 
of 4 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of 
a public-utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Can the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire indicate how long he will be disposed to continue to lay 
it aside, because I am quite interested in the amendment we 
agreed to the other day consenting to what is called the half- 
and-half business for the District of Columbia. I want to be 
sure to be here when it comes up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will assure the Senator from Georgia 
that the bill will not be finally acted upon in his absence. I 
could not give any further assurance. After the Senator from 
Georgia has been here awhile longer he will find that not only 
must the unfinished business give way to a privileged question, 
but it must give way to any Senator who desires to make a 
Speech on any subject. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I realize that there is a great deal 
for me to learn aftér I have been here awhile longer. It was 
just that I might keep up with the practice that I asked the 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying 
aside the unfinished business temporarily? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator from lowa will proceed. 

At the conclusion of Mr. Kenyon’s speech, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, March 5, 1912, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1912. 
COLLECTOR oF CUSTOMS. 

Fred W. Wight to be collector of customs for the district of 

Waldoborough, Me. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Cornelius N. Van Hosen to be register of the land office at 

Springfield, Mo. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CAVALRY ARM. 
Second Lieut. Hugh H. Broadhurst to be first lieutenant. 
INFANTRY ARM. 

First Lieut. Harry D. Mitchell to be captain. 

First Lieut. Ode C. Nichols to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Irving J. Palmer to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Melyin G. Faris to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Alexander W. Maish to be first lieutenant, 

Second Lieut. William J. MeCaughey to be first lieutenant. 

Second Lieut. Eugene, R. Householder to be first lieutenant. 

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
Second Lieut. Francis P. Hardaway to be first lieutenant. 
E CHAPLAIN. 


con a Ernest P. Newsom to be chaplain with the rank of 
major. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 


To be first lieutenants. 
Arturo Carbonell. 
William Henry Clewell. 
George Patrick Gill. 
Paul Gronnerud. 
Joseph Arda Hall. 
Samuel Archer Rulon, jr. 
James Edwin Thompson. 
Raymond Cooley Bull. 
Gordon Fay Willey. 
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 
Jonathan Waverly Anderson, midshipman, United States 
Navy, to be second lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
John W. Beers, Marysville, 
Everett C. Davis, Nanty Glo. 


TENNESSEE. 


Bird P. Allison, Monterey. 
James S. Byrd, Jonesboro. 
Clarence V. Gwin, Hartsville. 
Edgar E. Hathaway, Elizabethton. 
Rufus T. Hickman, Lynnville. 
Lorenzo H. Lasater, Athens. 
Atlas M. Lee, Huntingdon. 
Christopher C. Stribling, Clifton. 
William T. H. Thorn, Rutherford. 
James P. Whited, Eastlake. 
WASHINGTON. 
James Lane, Roslyn. 
Frank L. Turner, Raymond. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March J, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, imbue us plenteously with heavenly 
gifts that our minds may be clarified and our hearts made 
pure that these Thy servants may see clearly, act wisely, and, 
with statesmanlike fervor, solve the problems which confront 
them with an eye single to Thy glory and uplift of our people 
that good government may more and more obtain. In the spirit 
of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, March 2, 1912, 
was read and approved. 

INVITATION OF THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for three minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, the Natlonal Drainage Congress 
will meet in the city of New Orleans on the 10th day of April, 
and will cover in its discussions matters of drainage, transporta- 
tion, reclamation, and similar matters, in which all of us are 
interested. The local authorities have asked me to extend in 
this informal manner an invitation to the Speaker of the House 
and to the Members of this body, or as many of them às possibly 
can attend, to be present on that occasion. In behalf of the 
people of New Orleans, I hope the Speaker and the Members of 
the House will be able to take advantage of this opportunity to 
come to the Crescent City. [Applause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced tbat the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested : 

S. 5075. An act for the establishment of a new land district 
in the State of Montana. 

` The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill-(8. 
2453) for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded 
from its amendment No. 3 to the bill (H. R. 13570) to amend 
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Maron 4, 


an act entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation for in- 
juries sustained in the course of their employment,” approved 
May 30, 1908. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appro- 
priate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 5075. An act for the establishment of a new land district 
in the State of Montana; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee, by the direction of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported the bill (I. R. 21279) 
making appropriation for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1913, and for other 
purposes (H. Rept. 388), which was read a first and second time 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. FINLEY reserved all points of order on 
the bill. ' 

AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 16306) to provide for the use of the Ameri- 
can National Red Cross in aid of the land and naval forces in 
time of actual or threatened war. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas the American National Red Cross was incorporated by act of 
Congress approved January 5, 1905, “ To furnish volunteer aid to the 
sick and wounded of armies in time of war, in accordance with the 
spirit and conditions of * * * the treaty of Geneva of August 22, 
1864” : Therefore 
Be it enacted, etc., That whenever in time of war, or when war is 

imminent, the President may deem the cooperation and use of the 

American National Red Cross with the sanitary services of the land 

and naval forces to be necessary, he is authorized to accept the assist- 

ance tendered by the said Red Cross and to employ the same under the 
sanitary services of the Army and Navy in conformity with such rules 

and regulations as he may 838 
Sec, 2. That when the Red Cross cooperation and assistance with 

the land and naval forces in time of war or threatened hostilities shall 

have been a ted by the President, the ere entering upon the 
duty specified in section 1 of this act shall, while proceeding to their 
place of duty, while serving thereat, and while returning therefrom, be 
transported and subsisted at the cost and charge of the United States 


as civilian employees employed with the said forces, and the Red Cross 


supplies that may be tendered as a gift and accepted for use in the 
sanitary service shall be transported at the cost and charge of the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I would 
like to ask an explanation of this bill. 

[At this point Mr. McDermorr assumed the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore.] 

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the consideration of this bill. The object of it is to au- 
thorize the President of the United States to accept the services 
of the American Red Cross Society in time of war or when war 
is imminent. The bill further provides that all the expense of 
the personnel of the Red Cross Society, their transportation to 
the field of service, their service thereat, and their return there- 
from shall be borne by the Government of the United States, 
and that the transportation of any supplies furnished by the 
society without expense to the Government shall also be car- 
ried free of charge. It might not be amiss, Mr. Speaker, in 
just a very few words, to state the origin of the American Red 
Cross Society. 

These Red Cross Societies owed their origin first to the con- 
yention in Geneva, Switzerland, in 1868, which recommended 
that a committee in eyery country should be appointed to aid 
the hospital service of its armies in times of war. The con- 
ventions in 1864 and 1906 in Geneva gave a more definite status 
to these societies and enlarged their operations, extending them 
to all great calamities wherever they might occur throughout 
the world. 


Carrying out the idea originating at Geneva, the Congress 
of the United States on the 15th of January, 1905, incorporated 
the American National Red Cross Society. It did not confine its 
operations to times of war, but extended them to all great 
calamities, such as pestilence and famines, wherever they might 
occur throughout the world. Since 1905 this society has ex- 
pended $6,000,000 in aiding and assisting those suffering from 
great calamities, as, for example, at San Francisco in the year 
1906, during the great disaster caused by the earthquake and 
fire; at Cherry, Ill., in 1909; in Palos, Ala., in 1910; during the 
prevalence of the forest fires in the State of Minnesota in 1910; 


and during the volcanic eruptions of Mount Taal in the Philip« 
pine Islands. 7 

Mr. CONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONNELL. The House is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is well taken. The 
House will be in order. 

Mr. STEDMAN. The agents of this society have been found 
aiding and succoring the afflicted and distressed everywhere 
throughout this country in time of calamity. Nor, Mr. Speaker, 
has its operations been confined to this continent. Wherever 
throughout the world calamities have befallen any people, you 
will find the agents of this society. During the plague in Man- 
churia in 1911, and during the famine in the valley of Yellow 
River in China in 1911, a famine which attracted the attention 
and the sympathy of the whole world, the agents of this society 
could be found. 

I said that primarily the object of this society was to help, 
aid, and assist the hospital service in time of war, and so it is, 
Mr. Chairman, upon every field of battle where the armies of 
this Republic have stood. It matters not from what section 
they haye come—from the North, the Hast, the South, or the 
West—they have illustrated the highest type of manhood. I 
trust it may not be so, but war may come to us again, and 
then we shall have to send the young men of this country to 
the battle field. Is it too much for them to expect or too much 
for humanity to demand that we shall do all that is within our 
power to alleviate the sufferings incident to the battle field? 

This is an age conspicuous for selfishness and greed of gain. 
Notwithstanding the characteristics of the age, the American 
National Red Cross Society can be seen everywhere with its 
banner of humanity, charity, and kindness—wherever can be 
found distress and suffering. I think, Mr. Chairman, that every 
Member of this House ought to be glad to vote for this bill, and 
I trust they so will do. [Applause.] : , 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt at all about the 
efficacy of the Red Cross in a great many cases, but the Army 
of the United States is very well equip with a very large 
and extravagant Medical Corps and Hospital Corps, and I do 
not see the need, nor from what I have been able to catch from 
the statement of the gentleman from North Carolina, have I 
been able to discover any reason why we should at this time 
pass a law which provides for the immediate incorporation into 
the Army of the United States of the National Red Cross, at a 
very great expense, when the Army already has its own Medical 
Corps and its own Hospital Corps, fit to contend with any, 
conditions that may arise. If any emergency should arise in 
time of war we could very well, if it were necessary, ask the 
aid of this Red Cross Society. 

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, will my friend allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? - y 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEDMAN. The bill provides only what the gentleman 
suggests. It provides that only in case of emergencies shall the 
society extend its aid; only in cases of emergency when it is 
necessary; and until that emergency arises there is no expense 
whatsoever. 

Mr. HAY. Yes; but my idea is that these emergencies are 
always thought to be present when parties desire to be in the 
service of the United States. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
this suggestion? 

Mr. STEDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KENDALL. The fact whether or not there is an emer- 
gency is always a matter to be determined in the discretion of 
the President? 

Mr. STEDMAN. Yes; whenever he deems it necessary. 

Mr. KENDALL. Whenever he deems it necessary for the 
Government to avail itself of this corps. 

Mr. STEDMAN. And nothing is done until he does, 

Mr. KENDALL. ‘There is no expense at all unless the Presi- 
dent deems it necessary. 

Mr. HAY. But it may be possible that the Congress might 
want to decide whether it was necessary to take into the service 
of the United States a very large and expensive corps of this 
kind when there is already, as I havé said before, a Medical 
Corps and a Hospital Corps which can be increased and made 
more efficient in time of war. ? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not true that in time of war the Hospital 
Corps must in some way be rapidly increased? 

Mr. HAY. Yes. 
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Mr. MANN. And that if the Army were able to make use at 
once of an organized Hospital Corps . the Red Gross, it 
will be that much better off than it would to wait and recruit it 
from civil life. 
Mr. HAY. But in this bill you are not placing this Red Cross 
8 under the control of the Army, and that is very impor- 
t. 


Mr. STEDMAN. If I may interrupt the gentleman, I wish 
to say he is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. It says the President shall determine. 

Mr. STEDMAN. The gentleman is mistaken about that. It 
is in conjunction with the sanitary service of the Army and 
Navy and in conformity with the rules laid down. 

Mr. MANN. In conformity with such rules and regulations 
as the President may prescribe. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield for 
an interruption? ‘ 

Mr. HAY. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. How did this bill get to the Foreign Af- 
fairs Committee? 

Mr. HAY. I do not know how it got there. It does not be- 
long there, and I will state that the Senate bill was passed and 
referred to the Military Affairs Committee. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The same bill? 

Mr. HAY. ‘The same bill. 

Mr. KENDALL. If the gentleman will allow me this sugges- 
tion I hope there will not be any objection made to this bill 
simply on a controversy as to jurisdiction. I assume the gentle- 
man is correct in the suggestion that the bill ought to have gone 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; but an identical bill, I 
think, has passed the Senate, as I understand it, unanimously, 
and is now in possession of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAY. That is true. 

Mr. KENDALL. The Committee on Foreign Affairs had no 
knowledge whatever of that reference. It reported this bill, 
which is now here for unanimous consent, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Did not the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
know that the bill did not really belong to it? 

Mr. KENDALL. The Committee on Foreign Affairs know a 
great many things. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
tion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HAY. I do, 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, just a few words. This bill re- 
lating to the Red Cross was introduced by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] and referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. KENDALL. He is a member of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
THONY] is a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
he and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Froop], who is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, took the matter up 
and agreed that the Committee on Foreign Affairs should have 
jurisdiction of this bill. The Committee on Foreign Affairs 
granted a hearing, and afterwards unanimously reported the 
bill. It is a good bill and in the interest of the Government. 
All that it does is to give the Government of the United States 
the right to ttilize the services of the nurses of the Red Cross 
in time of exigency as well as in war. It has the right to do so 
now in war. This gives the Government the right to do so in 
time of peace if the case be urgent. If the Government does 
call on the Red Cross for nurses in cases of exigency, then the 
Government will, of course, pay the transportation of the nurses 
and for their subsistence while in the service. That is substan- 
tially all this bill does. I have here a letter about the bill from 
the Red Cross, which I desire to read: 

AMERICAN RED Cross, NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 


Room 341, Strats, WAR, AND Navy BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 1912. 


The gentleman does not answer my ques- 


Hon. WILLIAM SULZER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 

Dear Mr. SuLzun: The bill!“ To provide for the use of the American 
National Red Cross in aid of the land and naval forces in time of actual 
or threatened war” was thought advisable by the war relief board of 
the Red Cross, of which Surg. Gen. Torney is chairman and Surg. Gen. 
Stokes vice chairman, because of the fact t in time of war or if war 
vere threatened the assistance of the Red Cross might be immediately 

esired. If at such time any of its personnel was simply taken into 
the actual service this personnel would become part of the regular 
Medical Corps and the Government would naturally meet all expenses. 
On the other hand, it is highly probable that the Government would 
desire at base hospitals, on hospital ships, on ambulance trains, etc., 

avail itself of the extra trained personnel which the Red Cross 
could provide. 

In such cases the society would meet the salaries of this personnel, 


but as it would be placed under the control of the Surgeon Generals 


offices of the War and Navy Departments, 
550 Fe Cross would transfer and 7 to du 
utilizing its services. At such times the a: 


on and for subsistence are entirel, 75 the 
or this reason it was considered advisa! and desirable for the 
transportation and 


Government to assume the cost and charge 8 the 
its services as well as the 


e bill does not provide for any Pp sey gree by the Government for 
Red Cross assistance save in time of ac 


MABEL T. BOARDMAN. 

Mr. HAY. I know all about that. It is not necessary to dis- 
cuss that. = 

Mr. SULZER. That is all this bill does. It is a meritorious 
measure and should be passed. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman from New York permit 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAyDEN]? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. 

Mr, SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman from New York, 
who has been here almost from the time the Constitution was 
adopted, or since the memory of man runneth not to the con- 
trary, and is perfectly familiar with the rules of the House—— 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will be 
here as long as I am. 

Mr. SLAYDEN (continuing). If he did not know that his 
committee was taking jurisdiction of a bill not properly belong- 
ing to it? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I left that to the gentleman’s 
colleague on the Military Affairs Committee, Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. He is not a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. . 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, out of deference to my friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Srrpuax], and what he has said, I will 
not object. 

Mr. SULZER. And out of deference to your friend from 
New York. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. StepMan, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 14083) to create a new division of the 
southern district of Texas, and to provide terms of court at 
Corpus Christi, Tex., and for a clerk to said court, and for other 


[After a pause.] The 


purposes. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the counties of Bee, Live Oak, Aransas, San 
Patricio, Nueces, Jim Wells, Duval, Brooks, and Willacy shall constitute 
a division of the southern judicial district of Texas. 

Sec. 2. That terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the said.southern district of Texas shall be held twice in 
each year at the city of Corpus Christi, in Nueces County, and that, 
until otherwise provided by law, the potas of said courts shall fix the 
times at which said courts shall be held at Corpus Christi, of which they 
oo peis ublication and give due notice. 

EC. 3. 


strict courts of said di- 
vision shall maintain an office. in charge of themselves or a deputy, at 
the said city of Corpus Christi, which shall be kept open at all times 
for the transaction of the business of said division. 


The committee amendments were read as follows: 


In line 6, page 1, strike out the words “circuit and” and in line 12, 
page 2, strike out the words “ circuit and.”- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like first to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 
whether he would be willing to correct the phraseology of the 
bill so as to make it conform with these amendments that have 
already been recommended by the committee. It will require 
nine amendments. 

Mr. GARNER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that I am always willing to correct the phraseology of any 
bill to conform with grammatical language, especially if sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Illinois, because he is usually 
correct in phraseology. 
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Mr. MANN. It would be very difficult to object after that 
pine in but I would like to know what is the necessity of 
the bill? 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Illinois doubtless has 
the report of the Committee on the Judiciary before him. 

Mr. MANN. That is true, but it has no report from the De- 
partment of Justice in it. 

Mr. GARNER. I believe, Mr. Speaker, that it is customary 
for the Committee on the Judiciary to consider these matters 
without reference to the views of the Department of Justice. I 
remember very distinctly five years ago when the President 
vetoed three bills that were passed by this House, recom- 
mended by the Judiciary Committee, and finally these bills 
were reconsidered by the House and passed as one bill, and the 
President signed it after they had been refused and thoroughly 
repudiated by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. MANN. That is no reason why we should not have the 
opinion of the Department of Justice. The report states that 
this bill meets with the approval of the district judge and the 
district attorney of this district. 

Mr. GARNER. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] that I have seen a letter addressed by Judge Burns 
to a member of the commercial club at Corpus Christi, in 
which he says unoflicially, without the matter being referred to 
him for official action, he had no objection to the establishment 
of this court. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman know whether the Depart- 
ment of Justice has any objection? 

Mr. GARNER. I do not know; I have not talked with the 
Attorney General about it. I do know of the necessity of the 
court, and it is the unanimous opinion of the bar and of the 
people in that section of the country that there ought to be a 
court established at this point. The Government has expended 
three and a half million dollars in establishing deep water at 
Aransas Pass Harbor. It is in Nueces County, and Corpus 
Christi is the county seat of that county. Ships from different 
portions of the world will be landing commerce there, and I 
think the gentleman from Illinois would agree that there ought 
to be a court established there to take care of that particular 
commerce. 

Mr. MANN. No; admiralty cases have gone out of date; 
there are very few of them now, but if the gentleman himself 
will say that he believes that this division of the district ought 
to be created, I shall take his Judgment. 

Mr. GARNER. I can say to the gentleman that I never have 
introduced a bill in Congress that I thought had more merit 
than this. 

Mr. MANN. That is a little ambiguous. : 

Mr. GARNER. That might be an evasive answer, but I will 
say candidly that I believe the court ought to be established, 
and it is in the interest of economy. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, in that connection I think the 
facts that are recited in the report show that this court ought 
to be established. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the Clerk will report the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out the words “circuit and,” and page 2, line 
14, strike out the words “ circuit and.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit- 
tee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by changing the 
word “ courts,” in line 6, page 1, to “ court,” and in line 10, page 
1, by striking out the words “judges” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word “ judge,” and in the same line, striking out the 
word “courts” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ court”; 
and on page 2, line 1, by striking out the word “courts” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “ court.” 

Also, page 2, line 7, strike out the word “courts” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “court,” and in lines 9 and 10 strike 
out the words “appropriate United States” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ district.” 

Also, page 2, line 4, strike out the word “clerks” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “clerk,” and in the same line strike 
out the word “courts” and insert in lieu the word “ court.” 
Also, page 2, lines 15 and 16, strike out the word “ them- 
selves” and insert in lien thereof the word“ himself.” 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill was reported by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Nye], and I would like to 
have his judgment as to these amendments. 

Mr, NYE. Mr. Speaker, I had not seen the bill. I supposed 
it was to be redrafted. 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I will say for the information 
of the House that I am entirely responsible for the errors. In 
drawing the amendments suggested by the committee I did not 
take into consideration the question of changing the plural to 
the singular after having stricken out the words “circuit and“ 
in line 6, on page 1, and in line 14, on page 2. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. , 

On motion of Mr. Nye, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT MEMPHIS, TENN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 17239) to authorize 
Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a railroad and highway bridge 
across the Mississippi River. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & 
Terminal Co., a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
Tennessee, its successors and assigns, be, and are hereby, authorized to 
construct, maintain, and e a railroad bridge, and all approaches 
thereto, across the ‘Mississ ppi River at Memphis, Tenn., in accordance 
with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construc- 
tion of bridges over navigable waters,” sporares March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That said Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal 
Co., its successors and assigns, now or at any time hereafter, may, and 
is hereby, further authorized and empowered to make separate provision 
by addition to the railroad bridge structure for the passage oi wagons 
and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot pas- 


sen 

Sec. 3. That said Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal 
Co., its successors and assigns, may charge and receive such reasonable 
rates of toll for the passage of railway trains of all kinds, for the pas- 
sage of passengers traveling upon said railway trains, for the passage of 
wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot 

ssengers crossing such bridge as may be approved from time to time 
oy the Secretary of War: Provided, however, at such reasonable rates 
of tolls so W by the retary of War shall not exceed the sum 
of 25 cents for each passage over said bridge by passengers upon rail- 
way trains crossing same. 

Src. 4. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following committee amendments: 

Line 6, page 1, strike out the word “ railroad.” 

Line 8, page 1, after the word “Tennessee,” insert the words “at a 
point suitable to the interests of nayigation.” 

Page 1, line 11, after the word “ six,” add the words: 

“ Provided, That said bridge shall be so constructed, maintained, and 
operated that in addition to its use for railroad trains and trolley cars 
it shall provide for a separate roadway and approaches and continuous 
use by the public as a highway bridge to be used by vehicles, pedestrians, 
horsemen, animals, and all kinds o N traffic and travel, for the 
transit of which reasonable rates of toll may be char; and received, 
but no rate for passage of a single passenger on a railroad train shall 
exceed 25 cents. 

Strike out sections 2 and 3. 

enumber section 4 so as to read “Sec, 2.“ 

mend the title so as to read: To authorize Arkansas & Memphis 
Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Mississippi River.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I should like to know something of the effect of 
the passage of this bill upon the navigation of the Mississippi 
River. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I do not see how it would affect it any, as 
it is to be constructed at a point suitable to the interests of 
navigation. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it proposed to build the 
bridge across the Mississippi River itself? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You know that we are expend- 
ing a great deal of money in improving the navigation of the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The provisions of the bill and the report of 
the War Department amply take care of navigation. We are 
providing to have one bridge for all purposes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And this bridge, so far as the 
judgment of the committee is concerned, will not affect the 
navigation of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Not at all, and the War Department so 
states. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The Government will not be 
put to any expense for the construction of this bridge? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Not a cent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out the word “railroad” at the end of line 6 
and beginning of line 7. Page 1, line 8, insert after the word “ Ten- 
nessee the words “at a point suitable to the interests of navigation.“ 
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The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 2, line 2, insert after the word “six” the following: Provided 
That said bridge shall be so constructed, maintained, and operated that 
in addition to its use for railroad trains and trolley cars it shall pro- 
vide for a separate roadway and appoaches and continuous use by the 
public as a bighway bridge to be used by vehicles, pedestrians, horse- 
men, animals, and kinds of 1 traffic and travel, for the transit 
of which reasonable rates of toll may be charged and received, but no 
rate for passage of a single passenger on a railroad train shall exceed 


25 cents. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ADAMSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. This amendment provides that tolls may be 
charged which shall be reasonable rates of toll. Of course, that 
is a legislative enactment. It might require the construction of 
a court to determine what are reasonable rates of toll. As I 
recall the general bridge act, it authorizes the Secretary of 
War to determine what are reasonable rates of toll. I do not 
call this to the attention of the gentleman for the purpose of 
opposing the amendment, but for the purpose of suggesting to 
whoever is interested in this bill the desirability of not having 
a conflict between two authorities as to who shall determine 
what is a reasonable rate of toll. The general bridge act confides 
it to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. ADAMSON. This is governed by that in all respects. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it is except as it is modified, and where we 
say it shall be a reasonable rate of toll it may be that will re- 
quire a construction of the act to determine what is a reasonable 
rate of toll, because we insert in here a specific provision which 
may be in conflict with the provision in the general bridge act. 
If it is not in conflict, there is no occasion for having it in 
here at all. If it is in conflict, it may raise a doubt as to who 
has the authority to fix what a reasonable rate of toll shall be. 

Mr. ADAMSON, I think, on the contrary, the specification 
that no passenger shall pay over 25 cents is simply directory 
to the Secretary of War and does not divest him of his juris- 
diction at all. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CLARK of Florida). The 


question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike out all of sections 2 and 3. 

Tue question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: “ To author- 
ize Arkansas & Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to 
ees maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi 

ver.” 

On motion of Mr. Apamwson, his motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


STEAMER “ WILLIAM A. HAWGOOD.” 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 4521) to authorize the change of the name of 
the steamer William A. Hawgood. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 4521) to authorize the change of the name of the steamer 
William A. Hawgood. : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
authorized and directed, upon apm of the owner, the Calumet 
Transportation Co., of Mentor, Ohio, to change the name of the steamer 
William A. Hawgood, official No, 264701, to that of R. L. Agassiz. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ALEXANDER, his motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL FOR THE EXPLORATION OF THE SEA. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was H. J. Res. 223, providing for the participation by the United 
Para in the International Council for the Exploration of 

e Sea. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 223) providing for the participation b 
1 5 5 States in the International Council for the Exploration a? 
e Sea. 

Resolved, ctc., That the United States shall hereafter participat 
the administrative expenses of the permanent . Counen ie 
the Exploration of the Sea in the interest of the commercial 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be au- 
thorized annually to pay the pro rata share of the United States in 

ea tive expenses of the permanent International Council for 
the Exploration of the Sea and for the necessary expenses of an expert 
oficial representative in attendance at the annual meeting the coun- 


penses connected with the investigations 
out of ce moner which shall be appropriated for these purposes from 


cil and clerical and other ex 


time to e by Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to have somebody explain this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Who has charge of this bill? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. What is the number? 

Mr. MANN. House joint resolution 223. It is reported from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and was introduced by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution No. 223, 
providing for the participation by the United States in the 
International Council for the Exploration of the Sea, was in- 
troduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 
I regret that illness prevents him from attendance to-day to 
explain the matter. All that it does is to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay the pro rata share of the United 
States as a member of the permanent council for the explora- 
tion of the sea. It is an important and a meritorious matter. 
The diplomatic and consular appropriation bill should carry 
the appropriation for our share every year. However, as there 
is no law authorizing the appropriation, it is subject to a point 
of order in the House. It has been recommended over and over 
again by the State Department. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury sends annually the estimate. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs thought it advisable to obviate this anomaly, took up 
this resolution, gave a hearing, reported it favorably and 
unanimously, and I indulge the hope that it will pass without 
objection. 

Mr. Speaker, the object of this council to explore the sea is 
to acquire a thorough knowledge of the commercial fishes of 
the Atlantic Ocean, to apply that knowledge in the interest of 
fishing and fishermen, to advise the cooperating Governments 
in all matters pertaining to the preservation of the fish supply, 
the development of the fisheries, and fishery legislation. For 
this purpose the State Department, with the approval of Sec- 
retary Nagel, has asked Congress to make a small and fixed 
annual appropriation. 

In this connection Dr. Hugh M. Smith, Deputy Commissioner 
of the Bureau of Fisheries, states that the important fishery 
problems that are demanding attention in Europe are almost 
identical with those which have arisen or are destined to arise 
on the western shores of the Atlantic; and it will be of great 
advantage to the United States to be able to participate in 
and profit directly by the studies conducted by the leading fish- 
ery authorities and experts of western Europe. With larger 
fishery interests at stake than any other country possesses, it 
would be illogical, Dr. Smith holds, for this country to neglect 
any opportunity to place those interests on the finest possible 
basis. The combined knowledge and experience of the world’s 
greatest fishery experts is offered at a nominal cost. 

The preservation of the American salmon, the solution of the 
mystery enyeloping the disappearance of the mackerel, and the 
question of trawl fishing are considered by experts ripe subjects 
for international cooperation. 

There are now 10 countries represented in the council by 
official delegates with full powers—Great Britain, Germany, 
Russia, the Netherlands, France, Belgium, Denmark, Norway, 
Sweden, and Finland. It owes its origin to an invitation ex- 
tended some years ago by the Swedish Government to the other 
States interested in the fisheries of the northern European seas 
to a conference in Stockholm, at which plans should be drawn 
for the exploration and investigation of the sea in behalf of 
the fishing industry. Later a conference was held in Chris- 
tiania, on the invitation of the Norwegian Government, and 
finally the States represented at these two conferences decided, 
by the formal votes of their respective parliaments, to enter 
into the proposed work, and upon the solicitation of the Danish 
Government the delegates assembled in Copenhagen in 1902, 
with full power to constitute themselves an international 
council. 

For the elucidation of vital fishery problems that are com- 
mon to the two sides of the Atlantic the Govgrnments of the 
United States and Canada have now joined the council. 

Each nation participating in this work contributes a certain 
fixed sum for the administrative and other expenses of the coun- 
cil. The amount which the United States will be required to 
expend as its share is $7,156, which equals the contributions of 
Great Britain, Russia, Germany, France, and Holland. The 
minor powers, Belgium, Sweden, Denmark, and so forth, are 
assessed for smaller sums. 

Dr. Smith states that the council has never indulged in 
abstruse scientific investigations with no practical object in 
view, but has always addressed its inquiries to definite economic 
questions of vital importance to the fishing industry. He de- 
tailed some very interesting examples of the work that has 
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already been done in connection with the development of 
fisheries on the western European coast. 

The fishery problems of western Europe are the fishery prob- 
lems of eastern America. All of the great commercial fishes 
are identical on the two sides of the ocean—the cod, the had- 
dock, the salmon, and the herring. All the economic questions 
affecting fishery resources that have arisen in Europe during the 
past 1,000 years of active fishing will sooner or later arise in 
America, and some of them are already demanding attention. 
By careful consideration of the experiehce of European coun- 
tries in the handling of troublesome questions involving the 
preservation of the fishery resources untold trouble and ex- 
pense can be saved if the American Government only follows 
the proper methods of investigation, legislation, and administra- 
tion. By taking advantage of the opportunity afforded by the 
council representing the European nations this country can be 
assured of the cooperation of the leading fishery authorities 
and experts of the day, and can clear up in short order matters 
that might for a generation hang over and threaten American 
fishery interests. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman to say 
that this item was carried in the annual diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill. How long has it been carried in that bill? 

Mr. SULZER. My impression is once or twice. This is a 
recent council, and all the European nations and Canada and 
the United States are members of the council. It does good 
work in exploring the Atlantic Ocean to find out about the 
habits of the food fishes. It is a commercial matter of great 
interest to all the people of the United States, and for the little 
that we pay every year as a member of this council we get back 
in material things thousands of dollars for every one expended. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that all of the work that has 
been done by this council so far in the way of exploration has 
been done in the North Sea, with which we have no immediate 
connection? ` 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Surzrn] yield to his colleague from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD |? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; in a moment. Let me say that the 
knowledge gained from the council by the bureaus of fisheries, 
with special regard to the fisheries of the North Atlantic coast, 
will be very useful in consideration of the welfare of the fisher- 
ies of the entire country, and will be especially valuable in the 
administration of the fisheries of Alaska. The physical and 
tidal condition of the waters of the northwest coast of the 
United States are so similar to those of the northwest coast of 
Europe that the experience of the European nations in admin- 
istering the fisheries to the best advantage can not fail to be 
most helpful to the American industry. 

The estimates for this appropriation were sent to Congress 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the money to pay our 
share should be carried in the diplomatic and consular appro- 
priation bill. We should pay our share as a member of this 
international council, and it is a good deal better, in the opinion 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to have a law that will 
authorize the appropriation than to make the appropriation 
without authority of law. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman fay that we are a member 
of this international council? 


Mr. SULZER. Les. 
Mr. MANN. On what authority is that statement made? 
Mr. SULZER. If the gentleman will read the testimony of 


Dr. Smith before the committee he will find that the Govern- 
ment has been represented in this council. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Svuuzer}] is mistaken. The invitation has been extended, but 
neyer accepted. 

Mr. MANN. What does this mean: 

The United States Government has been recently invited, through 
official channels, to become a party to this international council, and at 
the annual meeting held in 1910 in Copenhagen the Department of 
Commerce and Labor was represented. 

Mr. SULZER. We were invited to join this international 
council. We joined. We participated. We get the results. The 
Government has sent a representative to it. We have appro- 
priated money for its expense—our share up to the present 
time—and we have taken advantage of all the council has done. 
The State Department, as the gentleman will see by the letter 
of Mr. Huntington Wilson, approves this legislation. It says: 


The object of the resolution Is to give effect to what I have twice 
recommended in the estimates for fore intercourse, namely, those for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, and for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1913, and, if I may be permites to do so, I beg to give re- 
newed expression to the favor with which I regard this matter. 


Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman able to state how many of 


these international bodies we contribute to the support of, all of 
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which are located in foreign lands and none of which is located 
on American soil? 

Mr. SULZER. Very few, I believe. I want to say I do not 
believe there is one of them that is of such importance to the 
people generally of the United States as this International 
Council for the Exploration of the Sea. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is not this the same item 
that was in the diplomatic and consular bill last year? 

Mr. SULZER. It is. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. And was thrown out on a 
point of order? 

Mr. SULZER. It went out on a point of order in the House. 
That is what I am trying to obviate by passing this resolution. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It was thrown out on the 
objection, I think, of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HAR- 
RISON]. 

Mr. SULZER. That I do not know. The record will show. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is one of the kind that were 
objected to in the same way? 5 

Mr. SULZER. Quite true. We should appropriate money to 
pay our share. It is only a few thousand dollars every year, 
and it is worth it, according to the testimony of those most 
competent to judge. A 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Is it a fact that prior to the 
objection made last year to this item in the diplomatic and con- 
sular bill the Government had been participating in these 
conferences and that appropriations had been made for that 
purpose? 

Mr. SULZER. That is quite true. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. What is the appropriation 
asked for this year? 

Mr. SULZER. The appropriation asked for this year is a 
little over $7,000. 

Mr. MANN. We sent representation to the congress once, 
but we never have become members of the International Council. 
We haye been invited to do so, and so has Canada, but I do not 
think Canada has accepted the invitation. I shall not object to 
the resolution, although it is perfectly patent to anyone who 
gives consideration to these international bodies that they are 
designed to obtain information for the benefit of foreign coun- 
tries exclusively. We carry on our own work in these directions, 
and we give the benefits and results of that work to the world; 
and having done that we are asked, in addition to that, to con- 
tribute to the expense of investigations somewhere else, with 
which we are not concerned except in a mere scientific way. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
an interruption before he takes his seat? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I understand that we do for ourselves all 
work of a similar nature, and we are invited to participate in 
a commission or a convention or an association located in a 
foreign country from which we derive no benefit? 

Mr. MANN. From which we derive no benefit except, pos- 
sibly, in a scientific way. 

Mr. SULZER. We derive much benefit and valuable informa- 
tion from these scientific explorations. 

Mr. MANN. ‘They do not make explorations where we are 
interested. We make our own explorations at our own ex- 
pense. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then, why should we engage in it? 

Mr. MANN. Out of good nature only, I guess. 

Mr. SULZER. Let me say to the gentleman that off the 
coast of North Carolina, off the coast of Virginia, and off the 
coast of Massachusetts, where great schools of food fish were 
formerly found, they have disappeared. They do not come 
there now. Our fishermen do not catch them now. They have 
gone, for reasons we are trying to find out, to some other part 
of the Atlantic Ocean. ` 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It may be they have disappeared altogether. 

Mr. SULZER. No; they have gone to other places where the 
food supply for these fish is better, and where, perhaps, the 
ocean currents are better adapted to their development. The 
scientists representing all the countries of Europe and North 
America are trying to find out about the habits of fish. They 
publish the information they obtain, and the reports are sent 
to our Government. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It seems to me the important thing is 
whether that commission is going to propose a plan by which 
we could persuade those fish to return to the shores of America. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There is no doubt about that. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. How is that proposed to be done? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. We are going to devise a plan by 
which that can be done. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. If they do not come back; if we do not pro- 
vide more schools for their instruction and persuade them to 
return 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. SULZER. I do. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Is it not a fact that the princi- 
pality of Monte Carlo is one of the nations participating in this 
congress? 

Mr. SULZER. No. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman knows that the 
Prince of Monte Carlo has been for years engaged in the very 
laudable project and endeayor of discovering the secrets of the 
deep? 

Mr. MANN. 
ter.] 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I was just going to suggest that. 

Mr. SULZER. This is a serious matter. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. If the gentleman from Texas 
and the gentleman from Illinois will only quit laughing long 
enough for me to ask a question, I will be obliged to them. I 
wanted to know whether the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs is aware of the fact that this Congress has the 
benefit of the researches made by the Prince of Monte Carlo? 

Mr. SULZER. It has. 2 s 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And that is obtained freely, 
without the principality being one of the nations participating 
along with the other nations? 

Mr. SULZER. I would say to the gentleman from Colorado 
that is quite true, and that it is most commendable. I will say 
further to the gentleman from Colorado that the countries that 
are now parties to this council are Belgium, Denmark, England, 
the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Scotland, Canada, and the 
United States. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Now, I will say to the gentleman, 
in conclusion, that that answers my question, and I now yield 
back my time to the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is always very courteous. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire of the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs by whom are the investiga- 
tions conducted that are determined by this council to be made 
within the regions designated? 

Mr. SULZER. I did not hear the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. By whom are the investigations con- 
ducted that are determined by this council should be made? 

Mr. SULZER. On the part of the United States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; not on the part of the United 
States. The United States has not made any yet. 

Mr. SULZER. The United States is a party to the council. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The United States has not been a party 
to the council. 

Mr. SULZER. Oh, yes; it was represented in the council. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. The report 
of the committee shows that an invitation has been extended to 
the United States, but it has never been a member of the 
council. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. 

Mr. SULZER. Yes. 

. Mr. FITZGERALD. Where does the gentleman find that 
statement? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. That is in the report. 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman from New York will find it 
in the testimony, before the committee, of Dr. Smith, of the 
Bureau of Fisheries. We are a party to the council, not by 
yirtue of an authorization by Congress, but by participation and 
assent, and we appropriate the money for our share. All the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs wants to do is to put behind 
the appropriation an authorization, so that it will not be sub- 
jected to criticism. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
in this bill? 

Mr. SULZER. None. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. How much will it cost? 

Mr. SULZER. It wiil cest in the neighborhood of six or 
seyen thousand dollars a year. 


It had representatives there in 1910. 


How much of an appropriation is asked for 
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Catching suckers, as I understand it, [Laugh- 


and Labor says. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Why should it be indefinite? 

Mr. SULZER. Our share depends on the total expenses. The 
expenses of the council every year are apportioned among the 
nations which are parties to the council. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not approve of the idea of making an 
indefinite appropriation of an undétermined amount. 

Mr. SULZER. This resolution merely authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay our share. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Does not this do it? 

Mr. SULZER. No; it simply authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay our share, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is virtually an appropriation. 

Mr. SULZER. Some years it may be more and some years it 
may be less. This year it is about $7,000—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Does it, like all other commissions, show a 
tendency to grow in cost? 

Mr. SULZER. The council does a purely scientific work. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has it ever been higher in any previous 
years than it is this? 

Mr. SULZER. No. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then it is higher this year than ever before? 

Mr. SULZER. About the same. I think the amount asked 
for this year is the same as last year. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There was none last year. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It looks to me like bad legislation to ap- 
propriate indefinitely. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to get some information. 

Mr. SULZER. I shall be pleased to give the gentleman the 
information, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am endeavoring to find out how these 
investigations are made. Suppose this council should determine 
that investigations should be made in waters under the control 
of the United States. How and by whom would such inyestiga- 
tions be made? 

Mr. SULZER. These investigations are made by scientific 
men of the countries which are parties to the council. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I should think that ought to 
satisfy the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. SULZER. The exploration of the sea to find out about 
fish is a large undertaking, and these men do it along scientific 
lines in an international way, just as the United States is 
making investigations about fish for itself in a national way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. These investigations are confined to 
quite a restricted area. 

Mr. SULZER. They take in the northwest Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; the gentleman is mistaken. The 
investigations extend from the Barents Sea in the north to 
Morocco in the south, and include the fisheries of the Baltic, 
off Iceland and Faroe, and on the Rockhall Bank. The United 
States itself has made appropriations for many years for in- 
vestigations by the Fish Commission. 

Mr. SULZER. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has made appropriations for in- 
quiries respecting food fishes, the cause of decrease of food 
fishes in waters of the United States, investigations and experi- 
ments in respect to aquatic animals and plants, and in the 
interest of fish culture and the fishery industry. 

Reading the hearings before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, it appears that the council is a deliberative council, and 
it determines the scope of the investigations at the annua] meet- 
ing for the year that is to follow. Suppose it is determined that 
certain investigations should be made in the waters under the 
control of the United States, of the Atlantic coast, by whom, by 
what party or nation would such investigation be made? 

Mr. SULZER. It appears in the hearings before the commit- 
tee, and will appear clear to every Member of the House who 
looks into the subject matter, that this council is doing a most 
important scientific work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman answer my question, 
because upon that answer depends my attitude toward this 
measure? 

Mr. SULZER. If the gentleman from New York will permit 
me to conclude, I will answer him. These investigations are 
made in the most scientific way that is known to-day to man. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who makes them? 

Mr. SULZER. The nations making them that I have men- 
tioned. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Who would make such investigations in 
the waters of the United States that I have indicated? 

Mr. SULZER. I will read for the gentleman’s informa- 
tion 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have read that. The gentleman does 
not know or will not give the information I ask. 

Mr. SULZER. I will read what the Department of Commerce 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I have read that four times. 
Mr. SULZER. If the gentleman has, he does not understand 
it. I will try to make him understand it. [Laughter.] 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, will my colleague answer the 
question? I will repeat it: In the event that council should 
determine that certain investigations should be made in waters 
under the control of the United States on our Atlantic coast, 
by whom would such investigation be made? 

Mr, SULZER. They might be made by the United States. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, That is what I wanted to get at. 

Mr, SULZER. If they were within the 3-mile limit of course 
they would have to be made by the United States, but they 
might be made by Norway or the Netherlands, or by any other 
country beyond our jurisdiction. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has Norway or the Netherlands or any 
other country any parties at work making investigations of the 
waters under the control of the United States? 

Mr. SULZER. The testimony shows that codfish on the 
Newfoundland banks are becoming fewer every year. ‘They are 
the greatest food fish in the world. Great nations have gone to 
war about the right to take these fish on the Newfoundland 
banks. This council is investigating the habits of the codfish. 
We are getting valuable information, and if we are getting it 
we ought to pay our share. We do pay it, but the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs want to have this resolution passed so we 
shall not have to make an appropriation and have it subject to 
a point of order, 

Mr. CURLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULZER., Certainly. 

Mr. CURLEY. Is it customary for the food fish to school in 
any particular place annually? As a matter of fact, is it not 
the purpose of this commission to so study and become in- 
formed as to the habits of the fish as to be able to locate their 
place of schooling? e 

Mr. SULZER. That is quite true. The great food fish are 
migratory. Some seasons they go to one place and some sea- 
sons to another place. Some attribute it to one cause and some 
to another cause. We know very little about the customs of 
- the inhabitants of the ocean, but we are making investigations 
to find out all we can. It is an economical subject as well as 
a commercial matter. Fish is becoming more and more a neces- 
sary of life. All great nations are making scientific investiga- 
tions. We have a great seacoast on the Pacific and on the 
Atlantic. *Our people make a great deal of money every year 
out of fish, not only on the Atlantic but on the Patific coast and 
in Alaska, and any information that we can get regarding the 
habits, the migrations, the supply, and the value as food of 
these commercial fish is very valuable. It should require no 
argument to demonstrate the proposition. We are getting in- 
formation, to a large extent, through the agency of this inter- 
national council, and we ought to be glad, as a great Nation 
of 90,000,000 people, to pay our share when it amounts to only 
about $7,000. I do not believe in being penny-wise and pound- 
foolish. I know something of the value of food fish to the 
people. 

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULZER. I will. 

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Speaker, I subscribe most heartily to all 
the gentleman's views, agreeing with all that he has said about 
the propriety of making this appropriation. I wish to ask, in 
part answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
who has asked the question, if it is not in contemplation that 
if our Government participates in this council, which we have 
not done in the past and have refused to do, even to the extent 
of a few thousand dollars a year, that some of our scientists, 
some of our men who are up in that knowledge, would be a part 
of that council naturally, and would participate in that investi- 
gation. 

Mr, SULZER. What the gentleman says about our scientists 
is true. However, we do participate in the council. 

Mr. SHARP. And in further answer to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], who objected to this appropriation be- 
cause of its lack of definiteness, I wish to ask if it has not been 
the history of all these expenditures on the part of other 
Governments that the sum required has averaged less than a 
thousand dollars for 8 or 10 years past, and that in all prob- 
ability our share would not exceed $5,000 per year. 

Mr. SULZER. About that. ; 

Mr. SHARP. And if in view of the fact that our Government 
has adjacent to its shores many, many times as many miles of 
seacoast as any of the other participants, there is any good 
and just reason why we should not participate in that small 
share of $5,000 to get this further knowledge, 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman has well stated it, I trust, 
Mr. Speaker, that my friend from New York will not object to 
this resolution, 


-Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, this report says that this 
council owes its origin to an inyitation extended by the Swedish 
Government to the other Governments interested in the fisheries 
of the northern European seas to a conference at Stockholm, 
at which plans should be drawn for the exploration and investi- 
gation of such seas in behalf of the fishing industry; and the 
investigations so far conducted have been solely designed to 
benefit those interested in the fishing industries of the northern 
European seas. The United States under its own Fish Commis- 
sion conducts all of the investigation necessary and essential 
in waters under the control of the United States, not only on 
the Atlantic and on the Pacific but in the waters of Porto Rico, 
the Hawaiian and the Philippine Islands. It does it at an ex- 
pense of about $35,000 a year. It is now proposed that we 
authorize an expenditure of over $7,000 a year to facilitate 
investigations conducted under the protection of a council which 
is primarily convened to advance the fishing industry of those 
engaged in fishing in the northern European seas. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I want to.say to the gentleman 
from New York that I trust he will not object to pass this reso- 
lution by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to have my 
colleague say that to me. I shall exercise my own judgment. 

Mr. SULZER. I say so, because I believe it is a matter of 
the utmost importance to the poor people—to the consumers— 
of the United States. Every year we will doubtless appropriate 
the money for our share, whether it is authorized by an act or 
not, because if it is not put on the appropriation bill in the 
House it will be put on the bill in the Senate, and the con- 
ferees on thé part of the House will ultimately yield and sup- 
port it. The truth about the matter is that if we participate 
in this council we ought to pay our share. The council is doing 
a world work in the interest of the consumers. I want to say, 
and I know whereof I speak, that there is nothing to-day ih 
which the people of the world take a greater interest than in 
the high cost of the necessaries of life. One way to lessen the 
cost of living is by increasing the supply of food fishes. The 
price of meat is going up. Meat is becoming scarcer and harder 
to get for the poor man in this country. Our great cattle ranges 
in the West are a thing of the past. Our supply of live stock 
must grow less. We can not raise the beef for export we for- 
merly did. In a few years it will be all we can do to raise 
enough meat to supply the wants of our own people. Our poor 
people, like the poor people in other countries, must ere long 
live more and more on fish. It is the natural law. We can not 
evade it if we would. Fish are healthful to eat. AN scientists 
say so. The more fish we have the better for our people. We 
should do all we can to preserve and protect the great food 
supply for man afforded by the sea. It is one of the necessaries 
of life. x 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to my col- 
league the statement that Congress is going to appropriate this 
money whether it is legal or otherwise is a statement the gen- 
tleman will find he will not be able ta substantiate. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, it has done it, and that is just what I 
am opposed to and want to avoid by this meritorious legislation, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It has not done it in recent years. 

Mr. SULZER. It has been done since this council was 
created. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to say to my colleague, if he 
imagines that in defiance to the sentiment of this House in the 
consular and diplomatic bill he can successfully agree to items 
inserted in the Senate to which the House is opposed he will 
have a sad awakening before the expiration of this session of 
Congress. I object to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman objects, and the bill is 
stricken from the calendar. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I moye to suspend the rules 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done until we get through 
with call for unanimous consent. The Clerk will report the 
next bill on the calendar. 

PROOF OF DESERT-LAND ENTRIES, 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 17032) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to grant further extension of time within which to make 
proof on desert-land entries in the counties of Modoc and Las- 
sen, Cal. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 17032) n Secretary of the Interior to grant 
further extension of time wit which to make proof on desert-land 
entries in the counties of Modoc and Lassen, Cal. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
cretion, grant to any entryman who has heretofore made entry under 
e desert-land laws in the counties of Modoc and Lassen, in the State 
$ California, a further extension of the time within which he is required 
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to make final proof: Provided, That such en n shall, by his cor- 
roborated affidavit filed in the land office of the district where such land 
is located, show to the satisfaction of the Secretary that because of 
unavoidable delay in the construction of irrigation works intended to 
convey water to the land embraced in his entry he is, without fault on 
his part, unable to make proof of the reclamation and cultivation of 
said lands as required by law within the time limited therefor; but 
such extension shall not be granted for a period of more than three 
years, and this act shall not affect contests initiated for a valid 
existing reason. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of this bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, this is a counterpart of an act of 
February 28, 1911 (36 Stat., 960), relating to Washington, and 
a like act passed this year applying to the counties of Weld and 
Larimer, in the State of Colorado, This bill was taken up be- 
fore the Public Lands Committee, and after going into the 
matter they have unanimously reported it after receiving a 
report from the Acting Secretary of the Interior. The report 
shows that there are three principal projects in these counties 
at present, one covering an extent of some 2,000 acres, and 
another one of about 40,000 acres, and another one for something 
over 200,000 acres, and they are all private concerns. The last 
one, known as the Lassen-Willow Creek Water Co., according to 
a report made July 5, 1911, proposes to irrigate about 200,000 
acres, and apparently has sufficient water rights for that pur- 
pose. Only about 10 per cent of the project had been com- 
pleted at that time, and the company was embarrassed for a 
lack of available funds to prosecute its work. And there is a 
question of litigation, and the purpose is to give the entryman 
under these projects, present enterprises, and other entries three 
years more time in which to complete their reclamation, culti- 
vation, and proof, and the Secretary recognizes it as to these 
bills. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think there should be no 
objection to the passage of this bill, but I think that Congress 
should go further and pass a general bill on the subject. The 
necessity for this legislation is apparent. It is also apparent 
that as time passes and irrigation projects involve greater and 
greater difficulties it becomes necessary to give the entryman 
an extension of time within which, in some instances, to apply 
water to his land. The desert-land law requires proof in 4 
years from the date of entry. We passed a law some 2 years 
ago authorizing the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
on a proper showing, to grant an extension of 3 years. The 
bill before the House provides that a further extension of 3 
years can be granted by the Secretary of the Interior, so that 
the extension herein granted will give these entrymen 10 years 
from date of original entry within which to make proof, pro- 
viding they can make a proper showing that through no fault 
of their own, no lack of effort on their own part, they are un- 
able to irrigate their land. Of course these men must eventu- 
ally pay the amount due on their lands—that is, the amount due 
the Government, $1.25 or $2.50 an acre—but they are relieved 
from the necessity of proving that which under the circum- 
stances they are unable to proye—that they haye reclaimed their 
lands. 

Mr. MANN. Does a desert-land entryman have to pay $2.50 
an acre for desert land? 

Mr. MONDELL. A dollar and a quarter an acre for land not 
within a railroad-land grant. 

Mr. MANN. Where are these lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. My understanding was that these were 
probably within land-grant limits. 

I am not certain, however, as to that. I was assuming that 
they were. The ordinary desert-land entryman pays $1.25 an 
acre for his land. If he has anything within land-grant limits 
he pays double the price. 

Mr.-RAKER. I do not think these come within land-grant 
limits, I will say to the gentleman. In addition to the $1.25 he 
has to pay $1 an acre each year for the improvement of that 
land in the way of getting water, and so forth, for the first three 
years, and these projects have obtained water rights, and are 
obtaining them, at the cost of $25 to $50 an acre—that is, 
when they get it finally paid for after 10 or 20 years’ payment 
they will get a perpetual water right. This is all private enter- 
prise by corporations, associations, and individuals, bringing 
under reclamation and cultivation land that even the Govern- 
ment believed, under their investigation, could not be so brought. 


Whenever you can give these private individuals and give pri- 


yate capital an opportunity to go into these barren hills and 
put in dams and build ditches by which to assist in reclaim- 
ing these vast tracts of arid lands they ought to be given suffi- 
cient time in which to do it. If any more time should be 


needed, they ought to have it. The entryman is not really re- 
sponsible for the misfortunes that may occur. A dam may 
break, a flume goes out, and in one district they had a tunnel 
a mile and a half long, and the tunnel caved, and it took a year 
to build it up, and in that year they were unable to get the 
water. In another instance the head gate went out. Private 
individuals are doing all they can, but when they get through 
and when they make proof to the Government they must show 
that they have expended this amount of money—that is, $3 per 
acre for the first three years for the water-right improvements, 
and so forth—but, as a matter of fact, when they come to prove 
up and get their water right from the company, an organization 
or a corporation, they pay from $25 to $50 an inch per acre. 

Mr. MANN. Where is the requirement that they have to pay 
$3 an acre on account of water right? 

Mr. RAKER. That is on Improvement—cultivation, and so 
forth. That is in the law to-day. The general land law requires 
them to expend $1 an acre on the entire tract for the first year, 
and $1 an acre for the second year, and $1 an acre the third 
year, and in the fourth year they may prove up. 

Mr. MANN. That does not apply in this case, however. 

Mr. RAKER. No; not here. 

Mr. MANN. It has nothing to do with the case at all. It 
simply applies to this extent: Having expended that money, 
having entered into a contract and made preparations for the 
water, if by any reason they fail, they should not be cut out by 
a contest, but should be given a sufficient length of time in 
which to complete the irrigation, reclamation, or cultivation. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I can explain the situ- 
ation to the gentleman. These entrymen have all made their 
affidavits of the expenditure of $1 an acre per annum for three 
years for the irrigation of their land. 

Mr. RAKER. That is right. They are required to do that 
oe “ three years of their entry, and of course they have 

one it. 

Mr. MANN. What have they expended it on? 

Mr. MONDELL. They must show that they have either ex- 
pended that money for the actual construction of irrigation 
4 in the cultivation of land, or in the purchase of water 
rights. + 

MANN. These people are not ‘constructing irrigation 
works. 

Mr. MONDELL. In this case it is possible they have made 
that expenditure in the purchase of water rights; that is, they 
have paid that much to the people who are building irrigation 
works. The expenditure of $1 an acre per annum must be for 
purposes tending to the development, cultivation, and the rec- 
lamation of the land. That proof has all been presented. 

Mr. MANN. What does it mean in the bill, then, that all 
they need to show is they are unable to make proof of the 
reclamation and cultivation of said land, as required by law, 
within the time limited therefor. Is not that for the very pur- 
pose of eliminating the requirements that they shall have ex- 
pended at least $1 an acre on the land? 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me just a 
moment 

Mr. RAKER. The man may have expended his money, $1 
an acre, and still he would have nothing upon which to make 
final proof. Why? Because he must have actually improved 
and diverted the water upon the particular tract of land that he 
desires to prove upon. 7 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? All this, 
to me, is not especially interesting or informing. I would like 
to know what the process is in reference to these projects. 
Here is one company that proposes to irrigate 200,000 acres of 
land. Evidently no one made any desert-land entries upon that 
land to any considerable extent before the irrigation project 
was inaugurated. 

Mr. RAKER, I will answer the gentleman upon that. In 
regard to this first one in particular, the Madeline Meadows 
Land & Irrigation Co.’s holding is a place that I have been 
over for the last 26 years, 5 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is personally familiar with it? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. It lay idle until within the last seven or 
nine years. The company has gone in and bought out some 
water rights and has built a dam and made canals and ditches 
to bring the water upon what is known as the Madeline Plain, 
a tract of land about 60 miles long and averaging from 10 to 20 
miles broad. It is desert land, without any water on it, covered 
with sagebrush from a foot and half high to 10 feet high, and 
some of the sagebrush is at least 6 inches in diameter down at 
the base. These men entered into a contract with the desert- 
land entrymen and—— 

Mr. MANN. Where do the desert-land entrymen come from? 
They did not go on there in the first place for the purpose of 


cultivating the soil without any possibility of irrigation, did 
they? 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman is mistaken about that. As 
quick as the project is in shape—— < 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman says that the people in 
charge of the project sold to the entrymen first. 

Mr. RAKER. I do not understand the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. People do not make desert-land entries upon 
ground of this kind unless they know there is an irrigation 
project in sight. 

Mr. RAKER. A great many of the entrymen: are local peo- 
ple and some came from various States. Some of them came 
from the Eastern States. They came and filed upon that land, 
but they were unable in the first four years to get the water on 
the land, owing to the fact that the first year the tunnel gave in, 
and the next year the head gate could not be used. That is 
why they got the first extension. Others require more time on 
their projects. They pay at least $35 an acre for an inch of 
water. When it is completed that becames a part of the water 
right upon their land. 

Mr. MANN. Until the funnels burst again,.and the head gate 
will not work the next time. 

Mr. RAKER. It will work if it is only attended to properly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
will allow me, I wish to say that it is not the fault of the en- 
tryman that the engineers make a mistake. e 

Mr. MANN. No; it is not the fault of the entryman if the 
engineers make a mistake, and therefore I do not object to these 
extensions; but it is the fault of the Government that permits a 
lot of entrymen to go on the land where a lot of them may be 
swindled in the end, in connection. with irrigation projects. that 
are not properly conceived and are not properly earried out. I 
do not know whether or not that is the case in this instance. 

Mr. RAKER. It is net in these projects; and good results 
have been obtained by private individuals in many instances. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman may be correct. 
It has cost as much as $85 an acre to get the water on the land, 
but after these men have spent their money on the ground it is 
only equitable that the Government should give an extension. 

I would say to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] 
that after passing an act like this, which the President signed 
on the 26th day of January, I received another application simi- 
lar to this, and I now have a general bill pending, favorably 
reported by the committee, to allow all entrymen who have 
made a general entry throughout the United States to have an 
extension. 

Mr. MONDELL. I wonder why the gentleman did not put 
that-on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, so that we could dis- 
pose of all these cases at one time and not make a number of 
bites of the cherry. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I doubted the wisdom of putting 
it on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, and thus complicate it 
with the bills on the other calendar. But I hope the relief 
asked for may be had in this case. I hope the House will act 
favorably upon this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Raker, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. ` 


LOT IN THE CITY OF ALVA, OKLA, 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 16612) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the city of Alva, 
Okla. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to convey to Company I, Oklahoma National Guard, 
the following tract of land, in the city of Alva, Woods County, State of 
8 e wit: Lot No. 19, in block No. 41, according to the original 
plat thereo 


With the following. committee amendment: 


In line 4 insert, after the word “I,” the words “ First Regiment“; 
and in line 8 strike out the period after the word “ thereof” and insert 
a comma, and add the following words, to wit: which patent shall be 
issued upon the express condition that Company L. First Regiment 
Oklahoma National Guard, must erect an armory building upon said 
lot within two years after the approval of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
have the gentleman explain the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill refers to a lot in the 
town of Alva. Alva is a part of a certain tract of land that was 
opened to settlement in September, 1893. Under the act the 
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Secretary of the Interior or the President was authorized to 
reserve 320 acres in each county for a county-seat town. Those 
lots were not sold to settlers, but the entire town site was given 
away free to settlers. That is, a man who went in there on 
that day or any subsequent day and took a lot got it free. 

Tt so happened that there was a certain lot which was not 
taken by any person, and it has remained there from September, 
1893, down to the present time—19 years—unoccupied, unused, 
and unowned except as the title remained in the Government. 

In 1896, at the request of the adjutant general of the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma, this lot was reserved or set aside for the 
use of the local militia company for an armory; but we were 
expecting statehood every year, and it went on from time to 
time, and the militia company has never gotten title. 

The lot is 25 by 140 feet. Under the State law of Oklahoma 
the local militia company is authorized to acquire title to real 
property for the purpose of constructing an armory. 

This bill has been recommended by the Secretary of the In- 
terior. He raises no objection to the passage of it. The lot is 
a small one. The bill provides that a suitable armory shall 
be constructed, which will probably eost two or three thousand 
dollars. I think there ought to be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I see the committee have recommended an 
amendment to the bill providing that the patent shall be issued 
upen the express. condition that an armory building shall be 
erected upon the let within two years after the approval of 
the act. Supposing an armory building be not erected, then who 
has the title? 

Mr. MORGAN. It remains with the Government, of course. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all. That is just where it does not re- 
main. The Government passes the title by patent. The title 
goes to the patentee upon a condition subsequent, and if the 
armory should not be erected within two years it would take 
legal action to determine where the title rested and who had 
the title. It would tie up the title to the property so that no- 
body could do anything with it. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is tied up now. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. . 

Mr. RAKER. I should like to state that the words “ upon 
the express condition“ appear to me, under the holding of our 
Supreme Court, to mean that if the condition is not complied 
with within that time the title reverts to the original owner. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. The title never reverts on a condition 
subsequent in a deed, except upon some action taken. 

Mr. RAKER. There is a difference of opinion on that. 

Mr. MANN. Here is a proposition to make a patent of the 
land on a condition subsequent. The Government might have 
the right to commence legal proceedings to obtain title. If the 
purpose of the amendment is to have the title reyert to the Gov- 
ernment, it is a yery simple proposition to fix it so that it shall. 
I do not desire to insist upon a proposition of that sort, although 
I have prepared an amendment which would settle that thing. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman offer his amendment? 

Mr. MANN. My amendment reads as follows: 

Provided, however, That if said armory building shall not be erected 
on said lot at the time specified, or if at any time thereafter said lot 
shall cease to be used as.a site for the armory building, the title to said 
lot shall, without further action, revert to and be in the United States, 

Now, I understand from the gentleman from Oklahoma that 
he has some objection to that part of the amendment which 
provides that if at any time thereafter the lot shall cease to 
be used for an armory building the title shall revert, that it 
might prevent the borrowing of any money for the erection of 
the building. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. May I inquire of my colleague, or 
the gentleman from Oklahoma, if the armory building is to be 
built by the State or by private parties? 

Mr. MANN. It is not to be built by the State. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is to be built by a local organization. 

Mr. MANN. By a local company of militia. 

Mr. MORGAN. The militia company is incorporated under a 
State law, and is authorized to acquire title to land upon which 
to build an armory. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, the company might disband at any 
time. That was what I had in mind, but I do not care so much 
about that. I would like to inquire, however, of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma how much this property is worth. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think it would be worth $300 or $400. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not worth more than that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have given the gentleman my best judg- 
ment. — 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. How large a town is this? 

Mr. MORGAN. A town of about 4,000 people. It. is the 
county seat, but this is not a first-class lot. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Is it in the center of the town? 
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Mr. MORGAN. It is on one side of the business part of the 
town, not in the business center, but near the edge of the bust- 
hess part, if I am correctly informed. 

Mr. MANN. How much did people there pay for their lots? 

Mr. MORGAN. Every single lot was given away by the 
Government of the United States to individuals. Individuals 
went in there and some of them got a lot worth $2,000 or more 
the moment they put their foot on if. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think it is about time 
that some of these people contributed to buy something from 
the Government? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think if the Government could give lots to 
individuals, for a much greater reason it should be liberal in 
donating to a local company of militia. I do not see how there 
can be any objection to it. 

Mr. MANN. This is a bona fide company of militia, is it not? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am well acquainted with a good many of 
the men active in it, and they have been after this for a good 
many years. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will modify my amendment and 
have the title revert if the building is not erected. 

Mr. MORGAN. That will be perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Would it not be proper to provide 
Ee ot should pay back the value of the lot if they fail 
o use it 

Mr. MANN, I think the gentleman from Oklahoma may be 
correct in assuming that these people who are to construct the 
armory will have to borrow money. Of course, they could not 
borrow money where the mortgagee, if he foreclosed, would lose 
the title to the land. A man would not be apt to lend money on 
security which, if he enforced his claim on the security, he 
would lose it. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. This would only require the pay- 
ment back of the appraised value of the lot. 

Mr. MANN. Iam frank to say that I feel a little bit different 
in regard to the National Guard as far as the Government is 
concerned, Now, I will withdraw my right to object and offer 
the amendment. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WILsox of Pennsylvania). 
The first question is on the first committee amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 insert after the word “I" the words “ first regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois to the second com- 
mittee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee amendment is as follows: 

“Page 1, line 8, strike out the period after the word ‘thereof’ and 
insert a comma and add the following words, to wit: ‘which patent 
shall be issued 3 the express condition that Company L, First Regi- 
ment Oklahoma National Guard, must erect an armory building upon 
said lot within two years after the approval of this act.“ 

And the amendment to this amendment offered by Mr. Mann 
is as follows: : 

Amend the amendment by inserting after the word“ act," line 11, the 
8 “ Provided, That if said armory building shall not be erected 
on said lot within the time specified the title to said lot shall thereupon 
without further action revert to and be in the United States.” 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
in line 9. Would it be proper to offer that now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois to the committee 
amendment, 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the committee 
amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment as amended. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, it is necessary, and I think the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MorGcan] desires to ask unani- 
mous consent to change the name of the company. In the main 
text of the bill in line 4 it is Company I and in the committee 
amendment in line 9 it is designated Company L. That un- 
doubtedly ought to be changed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
amend, in line 9, by striking out “ L” and inserting “ I.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent to amend the amendment by striking 
out “L” and inserting “I.” Is there objection? 

Mr. AKIN of New York, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I hope the gentleman will notice 
the fact that I have not held him up. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman a question. Do I understand that this pro- 
poe to convey to a company of the National Guard certain real 

te? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that this company is incorporated? 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the laws of Oklahoma the local mili- 
tary companies are specifically authorized to acquire title to 
real estate and construct an armory. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does the law provide how 
they shall convey real estate? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What would happen in this 
instance if this company mustered out and disbanded and sub- 
sequently another company were formed as a part of this regi- 
ment and designated Company I? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the State law provides for the taking 
over by the State of the property held by the local company. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Does the gentleman know 
whether it does or not? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is my understanding. That is what I 
have been informed. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. It is an unusual situation, it 
seems to me. I am not aware of any Jaws generally that would 
authorize militia companies to own and convey real estate as a 
company. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, it is the law there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Morgan, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONVICT-MADE GOODS IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5601) to limit the effect 
of the regulation of interstate commerce between the States in 
goods, wares, and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured 
by convict labor, or in any prison or reformatory. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all goods, wares, and merchandise manufac- 
tured wholly or in part by convict labor, or in any prison or reforma- 
tory, transported into any State or Territory or remaining therein for 
use, consumption, sale, or storage, shall, upon arrival and delivery in 
such State or Territory, be subject to the operation and effeet of the 
laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the same 
manner as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been manu- 
factured in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt therefrom 
by reason of being introduced in original packages or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
the committee in reporting this bill has taken into consideration 
the constitutional question involved as to how far Congress has 
the power, when goods pass from one State to another, remain- 
ing in original packages, to make those goods subject to the 
police laws of the State into which they go—a question that has 
been in controversy here for a great many years, and upon 
which very learned opinions have been given by many distin- 
guished men, and upon which hearings have been held that 
would fill volumes? ; 

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say in answer to that 
question that the committee did not take up that question and 
consider it carefully and seriously, but as a member of the com- 
mittee whose duty it was to prepare the report, I took the neces- 
sary time and pains to look over the law, and I will state to the 
gentleman from Illinois that I think there is no question along 
that line. I have one decision here that I read very carefully 
the case of Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheat., 23). 

Mr. MANN. That is a long time ago, and a great many of us 
have read that case. I doubt if there is a man in the House 
who has not. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Yes; it is a long time ago, but if it was 
good, sound rnling at that time by Chief Justice Marshall it 
should be good now. 

Mr. MANN. Yes, but it did not decide this question, or have 
anything to do with it, in my judgment. Is the gentleman 
familiar with the very elaborate opinion of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee on this subject, and the very elaborate hearings held 
by the House Committee on the Judiciary upon this subject, not 
as related to convict goods, but as related to the power of Con- 


2786 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 4, 


gress to establish the status of goods passing from one State to 
another remaining in the original packages, so as to make the 
police laws of the second State apply the moment the goods 
came across the boundary line? 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Illinois, in my candid judgment, when the Federal authorities 
undertake to invade the province of a State it is very hard to 
prevent it, and on that proposition I have concluded that this 
law, if it passes Congress, will tend to strengthen the arm of 
the State, and it is beyond question a meritorious bill, and the 
State should have that authority 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman familiar with the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States on the law we passed 
with reference to the transportation of liquor from one State 
to another? 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will confess I have not made an exhaus- 
tive research on all points that bear upon this question; I will 
confess that. 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman wants to pass a con- 
stitutional law on this subject. Some years ago Congress 
passed a law which was designed to do precisely what he is 
now seeking to do in reference to interstate shipments of liquor, 
and when that law came before the Supreme Court it was held 
unconstitutional, and that law was passed 20 years ago or more, 
and ever since that time, ever since I have been a Member of 
the House, I haye watched the controversy raging around this 
proposition as how far Congress has the power to do this, and 
any bill that is passed ought to be passed in such a way it 
will have a valid effect. 

Mr. HENSLEY. That is very true. Let me inquire of the 
gentleman from Illinois his opinion with reference to that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I have given a good deal of study 

Mr. HENSLEY. I am satisfied of that. 

Mr. MANN. To matters of interstate commerce, and I have 
never arriyed at an opinion on that proposition. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will submit, then, it could hardly be ex- 
pected in my short experience as a Member of this House that I 
should be able to give to the gentleman such information as will 
clarify this question and demonstrate the proposition in that 
regard. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt there are ways of passing laws 
that will be effective, but it is desirable in preparing a bill to 
take those questions into consideration so that the bill that is 
passed and becomes a Jaw will be of some effect. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will say to the gentleman we took that 
into consideration, and now when the gentleman from Illinois, 
after having made a careful study of this question for a period 
covering several years, is undecided with reference to whether 
the courts will sustain this law, then why not pass the matter 
up to the courts and let them pass upon its constitutionality? 

Mr. MANN. That is always an easy thing to do. I have 
been a member of a committee for several years that has never 
reported a bill that passed the Congress and became a law that 
has not been sustained by the courts, and they have passed more 
bills than any other committee of this House here or the other 
House. They have always considered the constitutional ques- 
tion and never gone on the basis we do not know whether 
this bill is constitutional or not, but let us pass it and let the 
courts determine it. We endeayored to determine it for our- 
selves and tried to arrive at a constitutional bill and have 
always been successful so far. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
say for the information of the gentleman that the committee 
from which this bill comes took into consideration the question of 
whether it was constitutional, and the members of the committee 
gatisfied themselves that it was constitutional. We believe that 
all power of government is lodged somewhere, either in the Fed- 
eral Government or in the State governments, as the case may 
be, and that if the power proposed to be exercised has not been 
conveyed to the Federal Government it would then be in the 
respective States. The fact that this power can not be exercised 
by the respective States, and they have been unable to exercise 
it, we considered to be conclusive evidence that it must be 
lodged in the Federal Government and so we have sought to 
exercise that power through this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I think it is very evident that my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania has not given this subject considera- 
tion from a constitutional viewpoint in view of the decisions of 
the court on the subject. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. RAKER. Is it not a fact this bill was before some com- 
mittee at the last session of Congress and taken up and acted 
upon? ; 

Mr. MANN. This bill has been before various committees. 
A bill like this has been before the Labor Committee, before 


the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and, I 
think, has been before the Committee on the Judiciary and sev- 
eral other committees of the House, which for years, in connec- 
tion with this proposition and in connection with the shipment- 
of-liquor proposition, have been endeavoring to find a constitu- 
tional bill which, when enacted, would be held valid. 

Mr. RAKER. The question I am trying to present is this, 
that the same bill, identical in form to this one, is one that was 
before the former Congresses. I want to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois and to the gentleman representing the bill, that 
the best constitutional lawyers we have in my State have in- 
formed me that this bill in their view is constitutional. Not 
only that, but the people seem to be in favor of it. It is a bill 
that ought to pass. 

The question ought to be determined, and if there is any 
doubt, instead of letting it be buffeted around from committee 
to committee year in and year out, let the Congress pass it, and 
let the constitutionality of it be determined by the courts if 
there is so much difference between the lawyers. I hope there 
will be no objection to the present consideration of this bill and 
that it will pass. It ought to become a law. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose that I should propose a bill here to pro- 
hibit the transportation of red oranges from California into 
Nevada, if Nevada did not want them? Does the gentieman 
think that would be a constitutional question? 

Mr. RAKER. That is not parallel. 

Mr. MANN. That is exactly parallel. 
tion whatever. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. RAKER. I want to answer the question as to the red 
oranges. Nobody would ever object to a California orange at 
any place. 

Mr. MANN. That would depend on whether they have ever 
eaten Florida oranges or not. [Laughter.] If not, possibly 
they would take California oranges. 

Mr. RAKER. Not on your life. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MUR- 
RAY]? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MURRAY. I notice the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] has not said he believes this bill to be unconstitutional. 
May I ask him whether or not he believes it is unconstitutional? 

Mr. MANN. I answered that question a moment ago. 

Mr. MURRAY. You did not answer it any more than you 
are answering it now. 

Mr. MANN. I answered the question a moment ago. The 
trouble with the gentleman is that he was not paying attention, 
as he should have done. 

Mr. MURRAY. I think the Recorp will show that he said 
that in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
when he was there, they never put things out and had their 
constitutionality determined afterwards. And in answer to the 
gentleman from Missouri he said he had given a great deal 
of study 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman need not, parrotlike, quote me 

Mr. MURRAY. Did you give an opinion as to the constitu- 
tionality of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I stated to the gentleman a while ago, and if 
the gentleman had been listening he would have heard me— 
although I am willing to repeat it again—I have never formed 
an opinion as to whether this provision was constitutional or 
not. The matter has not been a ripe, active question before 
the committee. It has been before the Judiciary Committee of 
both the House and the Senate. I know it is very easy for a 
lawyer of California to give a street opinion or for a lawyer 
of some other State to give a street opinion, that an act is con- 
stitutional or not constitutional. And yet the trouble is those 
gentlemen do not manage to get into the House or into the 
Senate, and then get on the Judiciary Committee, in order to 
determine the question, or do not usually manage to get on the 
bench, where they have a chance to determine those questions. 

Mr. MURRAY. I find that we are in entire accord as to the 
yalue of the wisdom of some lawyer, but I would like to find 
out for my own information, and in all sincerity, because I 
respect the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
on such propositions, whether his objections to this measure 
are because of unconstitutionality or because he is hiding behind 
the question of unconstitutionality. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I am not like the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I do not hide behind anything. I would not 
even hide behind the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MURRAY. You would not if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts could keep out of the way. 


There is no distinc- 
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Mr. MANN. It would be impossible either physically or 
mentally to hide behind him. 

Mr. MURRAY. I agree as to both propositions, Mr. Speaker, 
and I simply want to say that I never knew the gentleman to 
hide before, and I neyer knew him on any previous occasion 
during the limited time that I haye been in the House to use 
the tactics that he seems to be trying to use on this particular 
bill. i 

Mr. MANN. I am calling the attention of the House to a 
serious proposition. Possibly it does not seem so to my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Murray}. He disposes of constitu- 
tional questions like a boy does with dust. It is easy for him 
to settle a constitutional question, picking it up in one hand 
and tossing it into the air and catching it again in the other 
hand without the least trouble—— 

Mr. MURRAY. May I suggest, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MANN. But it is not easy for Members of Congress to 
decide these questions in that way. The Committee on the 
Judiciary has this question pending before it now, and other 
committees have had it pending before them. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Henstey] has the floor. 7 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield tọ the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. HENSLEY. Just in one moment; then I will yield to the 
gentleman. I want to say tg the gentleman from Illinois IMr. 
Mann] that I am aware that his question was not propounded 
with any degree of frivolity, or anything of that sort. It is 
important that this matter should be discussed. I was interested 
in finding out whether or not he had come to a conclusion as 
to the constitutionality of this proposed law. The reason I 
asked that question was because I believed that if the gentle- 
man had given such study to this question as I have observed 
he usually does, he could give us an opinion. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I would say 
that I have read the reports of the Senate Committee on the 
Judiciary — s ; 

Mr. HENSLEY. I say this not in a spirit of criticism 
at all—— 

Mr. MANN. And the statements of different members of the 
committee, both their expressions when the bill was reported 
in the Senate and their expressions in speeches in reference to 
this matter in the Senate, where it has received more considera- 
tion than it has received in the House. I have also read the 
hearings in the House, and have read therein the statements of 

eminent gentlemen appearing before the House Committee on 

the Judiciary and the opinions interlarded through the hear- 
ings of members of the House Committee on the Judiciary. It 
may be easy for some gentlemen to determine constitutional 
questions like this, but 

Mr. HENSLEY. I am not complaining as to the attitude. of 
the gentleman—— 

Mr. MANN. But I have never had occasion to attempt to 
determine it, either in committee or otherwise. } 

Mr. HENSLEY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman’s committee took this into 
consideration, that is all right. That is the question I asked— 
whether they had reported this bill after studying the constitu- 
tional questions. 

If I had my way about it I would not let convict-made goods 
be sold anywhere in competition with free-made goods, but this 
question goes far beyond the mere transportation of convict- 
made goods, because if yon have the power under the Constitu- 
tion to declare that one kind of goods shall be subject to one 
set of laws in one State and subject to another set of laws in 
another State, and subject to still another set of laws in 
another State, the moment you cross the boundary line, you 
have the power under the Constitution also to say that about 
any kind of commerce that is in existence or can be produced 
in the United States and the transportation of any goods. Sup- 
posing the gentleman’s State of Missouri should pass a law 
declaring that red apples should not be used in commerce in 
his State. Would Congress have the power then to subject red 
apples to the application of that law? — 

Mr. HENSLEY. When it reached the State of Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. The moment it passed the boundary line. 

Mr. HENSLEY. The moment it reached the State of Mis- 
souri—— 

Mr. MANN. The moment it got beyond the boundary line in 
the original package, in the car. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I have not a doubt as to that. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman. will examine the opinions on 
25 3 he will have some doubt on the subject, I would say, 
at lea 


-Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I ask—— 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, who has the 
floor? 

Mr. HENSLEY. I yielded to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Humpnreys], who wanted to ask a question, as I under- 
stand it. [Cries of “Regular order!“ 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HENSLEY] has the floor. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I object to the 
consideration of the bill. I think this debate has gone on far 
enough to show that the bill is too important to be considered 
under this calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. ANDERSON] objects. 


STEAMER “ SALT LAKE CITY.” 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (S. 4728) to authorize the change of name of the 
steamer Salt Lake City. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby 
authorized and directed, upon application of the owner, the Continental 
Steamship Co., of Duluth, Minn., to change the name of the steamer 


Salt Lake City, official No. 204526. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Jones). Is there objection 
to the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr, ALEXANDER, 2 motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LANDS OF CREEK INDIANS IN ALABAMA. 


The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 16661) to relinquish, release, remise, and 
quitclaim all right, title, and interest of the United States of 
America in and to all the lands held under claim or color of title 
by individuals or private ownership or municipal ownership 
situated in the State of Alabama which were reserved, retained, 
or set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians under 
or by virtue of the treaty entered into between the United 
States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians 
on March 24, 1832. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States of America hereby forever 
relinquish, release, remise, and quitclaim all right, title, and interest in 
and to all the lands now held under claim or color of title by individ- 
uals or private ownership or municipal ownership and situated in the 
State of Alabama which were reserved, retained, or set apart to or for 
the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians, or any member or members 
thereof, under or by virtue of the treaty entered into between the United 
States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians at Wash- 
ingen on the 24th day of March, 1832, by which all the lands of the 
said Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians lying east of the Mississippi River 
were ceded to the United States of America, as well as all lands so situ- 
ated in the State of Alabama which may have been sold by the United 
States of America or under 7 ! of the same for the benefit of or 
on behalf of any Creek Indian or Indians, whether the conditions of 
such reservation or sales were complied with or not and whether or not 
patents were issued therefor by the United States of America. 

The purpose and intent of this act is to estop the United States of 
America from now or hereafter asserting any claim whatever to the 
lands now held under claim or color of title by individuals or private 
ownership or municipa ownership and situated the State of Alabama 
which were reserved or set apart under the said treaty to or for the 
Creek Tribe or Nation of In s, OF any member or members thereof, 
in any manner or upon any condition whatever, as well as all lands so 
situated in the State of Alabama which may have been sold by the 
United States of America or under authority of the same for the benefit 
or on behalf of any Creek Indian or In „ Whether patents were 
issued therefor or not. 


With the following committee amendment: 

Insert at the end of the bill the following: 

“The true intent of this act is hereby declared to be to concede and 
abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States to those 
3 estates, firms, or corporations who would be the true and law- 
ul owners of said lands under the laws of Alabama, including the laws 
of 18 in the absence of said interest, title, and estate of the 
said United States. 

“That as to all of the lands reserved for the Creek Indians under 
said treaty of March 24, 1832, which bave not been patented, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall cause to be made upon the records of their respective 
offices proper notations referring to this act and closing the cases.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I should like to hear a statement from the gentleman in charge 
of the bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLAYTON. . Mr. Speaker, what statement is it that the 
gentleman would like to have made? 

Mr. MONDELL. This is a highly important piece of legis- 
lation. It refers to the title to many tracts of land, and I think 
the House is entitled to an explanation. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I think I apprehend 
what the gentleman desires, but I pay the gentleman the compli- 
ment—and I do it sincerely—of saying I believe that the gentle- 
man who has propounded the question to me understands this 
matter perhaps better than I do, for he is a distinguished mem- 
ber of the Committee on the Public Lands; he has had long 
service here, and he has recently given patient and extensive 
hearings to different people who have spoken on this subject 
before his committee. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that my colleagues from Alabama 
and myself are indebted to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MoNnveELL] for some valuable suggestions made by him during 
the course of the hearings before the committee on this par- 
ticular bill. 

By the first section of the treaty of 1832 concluded between 
the United States and those Indians described as the Creek 
Nation or tribe of Indians all lands belonging to the Creek In- 
dians east of the Mississippi River were ceded by them to the 
United States. Under further provisions of that act the chiefs 
of that tribe were permitted to select a section of land each for 
reservation. ‘The heads of families were permitted to select 
each a half section of land, and then certain sections were re- 
served for the benefit of the orphans. 

This treaty was concluded in 1832. The fact that the Indians 
had ceded the title to the land was recognized by the act of Con- 
gress of March 3, 1837. Then, in 1856, by treaty, it was agreed 
that the reservations made for the benefit of the Indians should, 
on certain conditions, be sold, and it was further provided that 
all of these reservations remaining unsold should be sold by the 
United States for the benefit of the Indians. 

So by treaty and by legislation the Creek Indians have been 
divested of all title to these lands, which have long since passed 
into the possession of bona fide and innocent holders. 

They embrace something over 990 tracts of land, containing 
between 2,000,000 and 3,000,000 acres. For 990 of these tracts 
of land the Secretary of the Interior has said there is no doubt 
that patents ought to issue. These people and their predeces- 
sors in chain of title have been for 70 years, and in some cases 
longer, in undisturbed possession, without any patents, and have 
never dreamed that there was any defect in their title until re- 
cently, and many of them do not now know of this defect in 
their title. They have held these lands with the knowledge of 
the Interior Department, with the knowledge of the Department 
of Justice, with the knowledge of the Indians, with the knowl- 
edge of the whole world all these years. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER. I observe that the Government has brought suit. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I was coming to that. 

Mr. COOPER. How came the Government to bring that suit? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I say that these people have 
been in the undisturbed, notorious, bona fide, adverse possession 
of these lands under color of title for 70 years. Several years 
ago a former district attorney down in Alabama discovered that 
patents in these cases had never been issued by the United 
States to the original purchasers, although the sales were made 
and possession was taken under these sales, and occupancy has 
continued ever since. 

But he discovered that the title not having been issued in the 
form of a patent from the United States, there was that tech- 
nical inherent defect in the original title. He also knew, as we 
all know, that the statute of limitations in Alabama that runs 
against everybody could not run against the Government of the 
United States. The technical title was and is vested in the 
United States. It may be that the United States had title 
without the treaty of 1832, but with the treaty of 1832 the 
United States certainly had it. In these cases these people who 
own and occupy the lands and their predecessors in such owner- 
ship and occupancy have never asked for the patents. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that these people, or the ones 
through whom they derived title, did pay for these lands either 
the Government or the Indians? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Undoubtedly, and here is the report from the 
departmest transmitted to me showing that these lands have 
been paid for, as the gentleman has said, and that there is no 
objection now to the issuing of these patents. When that ques- 
tion was suggested that a patent had not been issued in this 


case the Secretary of the Interior, in 1907, Mr. Garfield, called 
the attention of Congress to the matter. These lands had not 
been listed on the books of the Interior Department or left 
open to public entry or for sale by the Government of the United 
States. The Government has not asserted any claim to them, 
but the Secretary of the Interior suggested that some legislation 
ought to be had to clear this matter up. 

Still nothing was done until a few months ago the present 
district attorney in the middle district of Alabama instituted 
an action of ejectment for the recovery of one of these tracts of 
land. Then it was made manifest that if it became the policy 
of the Department of Justice, in cooperation with the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, to institute actions for the recovery of 
ena lands it would be necessary for Congress to afford this 
relief. 

Now, in these cases which are in the list, 990 cases, patents 
can issue now, but you will have to make certain proofs, and in 
many of the counties the records of the purchasers showing that 
they bought these lands haye been destroyed, and they can not 
trace the chain of title back to the original vendor, whether 
Indian or the United States, at public sale as provided for in 
the act of Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. MANN. Is it not a fact that in 1838, shortly following 
the transfer of these lands by the Indians to the purchasers, 
Congress passed an act authorizing patents to issue to bona fide 
transferees of the reservation, provided they would adduce sat- 
isfactory proof to the commissioner of the foreclosure or of 
the transfer, which, of course, could not be complied with now? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; but it is not possible now in many 
cases for these bona fide transferees to furnish the proof re- 
quired by the act of Congress three-quarters of a century ago. 

Mr. MANN. And at that time it was not complied with, be- 
cause people thought that a patent was not necessary and there 
was no use in going to the expense of it. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes; and these good people have been living 
there and cultivating these lands and exercising all the rights 
of ownership over them for 70 years or more. In the hearings 
before the committee in 990 cases the representative of the 
Indians, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and the representa- 
tive of the Interior Department said there could be no objection 
to this legislation, 

My attention has been called to the fact that several years 
ago Congress passed a bill similar to this. This part of the 
amendment suggested by the committee is taken from that bill. 
The lands in that case were not Creek Indian lands. The fol- 
lowing is the language and the part of the amendment which 
I haye just referred to: 

The true intent of this act is hereby declared to be to concede and 
abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States to those per- 
sons, estates, firms, or corporations who would be the true and lawful 
owners of said lands under the laws of Alabama, including the laws of 
8 in the absence of said interest, title, and estate of the said 
Jnited States. = 

This bill is in the nature of a bill to quiet title. We can not 
interpose a bill of equity against the United States to quiet 
title. The only remedy we have is to appeal to Congress for 
this act. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. I would like to inquire if these various 
persons who are in possession of these lands are there under 
a deed or color of title, and whether or not they have kept the 
taxes paid up? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Undoubtedly. They have been in posses- 
sion of these lands for all these years, paying taxes—State, 
county, and every other sort of tax that could be demanded 
upon land. This land has never been treated in all these years 
as a part of the public domain. I can say, furthermore, that in 
Alabama the title of the owners would be perfect but for this 
technical title on the part of the United States, because our 
statute of limitations is to the effect that if a man has been in 
adverse possession of land for 10 years under color of title he 
thereby acquires a good title. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Are the lands held by individuals or 
corporations? 

Mr. CLAYTON. By individuals; and in some cases, I am told, 
some of our municipalities have been built upon them, and 
churches and schools have been built upon them. 

Mr. CANNON. Who would be the grantees in these patents? 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is no specific grantee named. 

Mr. MANN. There is no patent in this bill. 

Mr. CLAYTON. There is no patent in this bill. It is simply 
to relinquish all claim of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 
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Mr. MONDELL. If he has concluded his statement, I should 
like to make one myself. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I have not concluded any statement. I 
was simply endeavoring to answer what the gentleman himself 
had said. 

Mr. MONDELL. I should like to make a brief statement 
myself. 

Mr. CLAYTON. 
he desires. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, whatever I had in mind when 
I reserved the right to object, I could not have it in my heart 
now to offer any serious objection to this legislation after the 
compliment paid me by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON]. 

Mr. CLAYTON. A deserved one, however. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. That makes it still more binding. I want 
to say, Mr. Speaker, however, that while this bill was unani- 
mously reported from the committee of which I am a member, 
I did reserve the right to object, not to what it is proposed to 
accomplish, but to the form in which the bill accomplishes the 
relinquishment of Federal title. I am rather surprised and 
somewhat gratified that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] for the first time, so far as I can recollect, in all of 
his very valuable service here has not called attention or ob- 
jected to the fact that the reports and recommendations of the 
department of the Government called upon to report are not 
contained in the report of the committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I fear this was an oversight on his part. 
I shall be very glad to yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Finding there was no such report from the de- 
partment in the committee of the House, I went and got a 
copy of the report of the department made to a committee of 
the Senate upon a similar bill. 

Mr, MONDELL. I felt confident that the gentleman would 
insist on having a report from the department on the matter 
before it was considered, and what surprises me is that he does 
hot now insist that Congress shall follow the recommendation 
of the department, 

Mr. MANN. I will say that I do not insist that Congress 
shall follow the recommendation of the department. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. I would like to have the gentleman from INi- 
nois tell wherein this bill now before the House does not agree 
with the recommendations of the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it agrees, so far as the substance is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this might have been a very 
simple matter, and I will not detain the House long. There are 
nearly a thousand tracts of land affected by this legislation. 
As to all of those tracts, with the exception of about 20, I think 
the department has all of the evidence required by the original 
law and it would not require any legislation at all; it has not 
required any legislation to have patent issued to these tracts. 
The department, in my opinion, has always had full authority 
to issue these patents, with the exception of, perhaps, 20 cases, 
where they are not fully convinced as to the evidence of the 
payment of a valuable consideration. If legislation were neces- 
sary, all that would have been required would be to introduce 
a bill of three or four lines instructing the Secretary of the 
Interior to proceed forthwith to issue patents in conformity 
with the original legislation, 

That would have given the claimants a clear record title. 
Now, of course, I do not know how they view these things in 
Alabama. They are not as familiar with Government patents 
there perhaps as we are in the West, but if these tracts were 
in my State or anywhere in the western country the people 
would insist on having a patent issued. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 

Mr. COOPER. I observe in the bill suggested by the Interior 
Department there is this proviso. I have just read it; never 
saw it before until the gentleman from Illinois presented it 
to me: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be held to affect the 
title of the original Indian owners or their heirs. 


Mr. CLAYTON. They ceded what title they had in these 
lands. 

Mr. COOPER. Then, why did the Interior Department insert 
that proviso in their bill? 

Mr. CLAYTON. I haye no objection to that, but it is wholly 
unnecessary. The land was ceded away by the Indians. 

Mr. COOPER. It evidently meant something. 
Ps CLAYTON, I think some law clerk somewhere suggested 


Surely. I yield the gentleman all the time 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman allow me, in reply to the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. This bill does not purport to convey title; it only 
purports to release title of the United States to the grant. 

Mr. CLAYTON. That is all. 

Mr. MANN. The other form of the bill was providing for a 
conveyance of patent. If that were done, it proposed to reserve 
the rights of the Indians; but this dees not affect any of the 
rights of the Indians—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me say further 

Mr. COOPER. One moment, if the gentleman will permit. I 
notice that the last clause of the amendment suggested by the 
committee, page 3, is as follows: 

That as to all of the lands reserved for the Creek Indians under 
said treaty of March 24, 1832, which have not been patented, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall cause to be made upon the records of their respective offices 
proper notations referring to this act and closing the cases. 

1 Mr. CLAYTON. I will explain that to the gentleman, if 
may. 

Mr. COOPER. Does not that relate to issuing a patent? 

Mr. CLAYTON. No; it is to take them off the books, and is 
what is called closing the case. That is the language of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. And I will say, if I may be permitted to do 
so, that the suggestion was made by an official in the Land 
Office, in his statement before the Public Lands Committee of 
the House, that the language quoted by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin be made a part of the bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Secretary of the 
Interior had it in mind that the suggestion referred to by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin was at all important it could only 
be true in regard to about 20 cases out of a thousand. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Fourteen, to be accurate. 

Mr. MONDELL. Fourteen out of nearly a thousand. All 
the other cases are made up and are in proper form for patent 
now. ; : 

Mr. COOPER. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. MONDELL. And what I can not understand is why 
they have not heretofore patented those tracts. 

Mr. COOPER. They can not. 


Mr. MONDELL. They can patent them; there has never ` 
been a moment of time since the passage of that act after the 
cases were made up that they could not haye been patented. 

Mr. MANN. It would require an affidavit or other evidence 
showing that the transfer was made in good faith upon a fair 
consideration in the first place. 

Mr. MONDELL. They have affidavits for all but 14 cases 
now. 

Mr. COOPER. Is there any danger by this legislation that 
an injustice will be done to anybody in those 14 cases? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think there is the slightest possi- 
bility of anything of the kind occurring, and the only objection 
to the legislation is that it does not give the people in Alabama 
the kind of title I think they ought to have, although it gives 
them a title the gentleman from Alabama thinks is all sufi- 
cient, but I am perfectly willing—— 

Mr. CLAYTON. Will the gentleman, right in that connection, 
let me say why we think it is sufficient? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman did explain. I simply want 
to make my statement, and I will be through in a moment. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. MONDELL. I defer to the opinion of the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, and, while as a layman, I claim no 
such knowledge of the law as he has, in my humble opinion the 
people in Alabama will not, in all cases, find the kind of title 
which this bill gives them entirely satisfactory. I fear it will 
lead to litigation. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] 
thinks it will not. But I object to it because it departs from 
the uniform practice under our land laws of the issuance of a 
patent to the original purchaser from the Government, in order 
that there may be a clear title of record. The last provision, 
which was referred to by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Coorer], is simply a provision for clearing these cases from the 
record, and, of course, it is necessary because without that sort 
of a provision the cases might remain on the records of the 
department indefinitely as though they had not been closed. 
So there is no objection to the intent of the legislation, but I 
think there is reasonable ground for objection to the form of 
the legislation. But, as it applies to the State of Alabama, 
if the gentleman is satisfied with it I am satisfied with it, and, . 
Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the passage of the bill. I 
do desire to make it clear, however, that as a member of the 
committee which reported the bill I think the form is faulty, 
that it should provide for the issuance of patents and not for a 
quitclaim on the part of the Government. 
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The SPEAKER. Is theré objection? [After a pause.] The 


Chair hears none, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The true intent of this act is hereby declared to be to concede and 
abandon all right, title, and interest of the United States to those per- 
sons, estates, tirms, or corporations who would be the true and lawful 
owners of said lands under the laws of Alabama, eigen the laws of 
e in the absence of said interest, title, and estate of the said 

n es. 

That as to all of the lands reserved for the Creek Indians under said 
treaty of March 24, 1832, which have not been patented, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs shall cause to be made upon the records of Tor respective offices 
proper notations referring to act and closing the cases. 


Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, I may say, with a unanimous report, It 
relates solely to lands situated within the State of Alabama, 
and the purpose of the bill is simply to quiet the title to these 
lands in so far as the United States is concerned. It does not 
attempt to conyey any title to anyone, but simply releases what- 
ever title the United States may have. Undoubtedly, under the 
treaty of March 24, 1832, together with the act of March 8, 1837, 
and the treaty of 1856, these lands were ceded and relinquished 
by the Creek Nation, or tribe, of Indians to the United States. 
But, whether this be true or not, this act of relinquishment by 
the Government of the United States could not in anywise 
affect any title, if there be such, remaining in the Indians. 
There are, as I am informed, about 300,000 acres of land in- 
yolved. The Government of the United States has only a’ bare 
legal title to the land by reason of the failure of the original 
bone fide purchasers of it to apply for and obtain patents. The 
land has been occupied for many years in good faith, and the 
purchase price is shown to have been paid by the original 
purchasers. These purchases occurred somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of 70 years ago, and during all these years the land 
has been, for the most part, in the open and notorious posses- 
sion of different citizens of Alabama, who never dreamed that 
there remained any technical legal title in the United States. 
During these years taxes have been paid upon the same and 
they have not been treated as subject to homestead entry nor 
at any time as part of the public domain, 

Of the 990 cases for which no patents have been issued, rep- 
resentatives of the Indian Office inform the Public Lands Com- 
mittee that in all cases, except perhaps 14, patents could now 
issue but for the act of March 3, 1837, requiring proof of the 
bona fides of the different transfers and assignments, which 
would be an impossibility, at least in many cases, after the lapse 
of so long a period of time. 

It has been suggested that instead of the bill recommended 
by the committee Congress should adopt an act requiring the 
Commissioner of the Land Office to issue patents to the original 
purchasers in all cases where the records show the bona fides of 
the purchase and payment of the purchase money. My col- 
leagues from Alabama, Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. HEFLIN, Mr, BLACK- 
mon, and I, after thoroughly going over the matter, have decided 
that there are several objections to this form of legislation. 

In the first place, it would not take care of the 14 cases men- 
tioned by the Indian Office the records of which do not seem clear, 
and even if there were fraud in those 14 cases, it is respectfully 
submitted that after so long a period it is now too late to 
question it. In most of the States it is the declared statutory 
policy to limit actions to a reasonable period even after the 
discovery of fraud. : 

Another objection to this suggestion is that in a number of 
cases in this territory the courthouses have been burned and 
the records destroyed. It would be impossible, in these cases at 
least, for the present claimants to trace the title back to the 
original purchasers. This legislation, then, might bring on liti- 
gation between individuals of an annoying and long-drawn- 
out nature. 

It will be observed that the committee proposes an amend- 
ment whereby it is declared that the Government's title is aban- 
doned in favor of those persons, estates, firms, or corporations 
who would be the lawful owners of said lands under the laws 
of Alabama, including the laws of prescription. This amend- 
ment, it is thought, meets any possible objection, if there be 
such, that the bill as originally framed specified no grantee or 
beneficiary. 

Upon the lands involved there are farms and farmhouses, 
doubtless churches and schools; and in some instances towns 
have been built upon the same many years ago. The Govern- 
ment would not in the end gain anything by a proceeding to 
recover this property, and, on the contrary, many honest and 
innocent occupiers of the land after many years of cultivation 
and the expenditure of much labor and means in placing valu- 
able improvements thereon would suffer many hardships and 
great loss. 


I therefore respectfully urge that this bill receive favorable 
consideration, and trust that the same will pass as reported 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. 

ae SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the bill, on 
page 3, line 4, by striking out the word “ Cheek” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the word “ Creek.” It is evidently a misprint. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Rag Clerk read as follows: 

0 e 3, line 4, igs out the word Cheek and insert in lieu 
8 the word “ Creek. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, CLAYTON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and the 
third reading of the amended Dill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Crayron, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, so that I may have printed 
hereafter parts of the hearings before the Public Lands Com- 
mittee. I also ask that the acting chairman of the Public Lands 
Committee [Mr. Ferris] be given the privilege of extending his 
remarks in connection with this bill. 

s Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like the same request made 
or me. 

Mr. CLAYTON. And I prefer the same request as to the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois. And I will also include in the request my 
colleagues, Mr. Dent, Mr. Herrin, and Mr. BLACKMON, and 
also the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperts]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire if 
the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will be 
strictly in regard to this matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I wish to inquire if the speech of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], which he will put in 
the Rrconb, will be absolutely on this particular question that 
they have been talking about here? 

The SPEAKER. The remarks must be confined to this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. This is a very broad question, of course, refer- 
ing to a public policy of the United States. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Of course it is broad if the gentle- 
man from Illinois has anything to do with it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

<i AKIN of New York. No; there is no objection. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chair will ask the House for its attention for just a mo- 
ment. The bill just passed was the last bill on the Unanimous 
Consent Calendar which, in the judgment of the Chair, was put 
on that calendar in time. We might as well have a ruling about 
it, and if the House does not like the ruling, they can appeal 
from it. The rule provides that the notification shall be three 
days in advance of these bills going on the calendar. ‘The other 
bills were put on on March 1, but Sunday intervened; and when 
the Chair takes into consideration the intention of this three 
days’ notice, it seems to the Chair that Sunday ought to be 
counted dies non, and that, therefore, these other bills have not 
had sufficient time. The Chair will state that that is going to 
be the ruling of the Chair all the time until it is overruled, and 
if any gentleman does not like the ruling he can appeal from it. 


INAUGURATION DAY. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I arose to speak on the propo- 
sition before the House a while ago, and I addressed the Chair 
before he passed on to other business, but the Chair did not 
hear me. 

The SPEAKER. Which proposition is it? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. A proposition, Mr. Speaker, 
that is vital not only to this House and to the present occupant 
of the chair, but also to the country. It may be that the present 
Speaker will not always occupy the place which he holds now. 
It may be, too, that our friends from the great Commonwealth 
of Missouri, who have been complaining recently about “their 
dog having been kicked around when he comes to town,” may 
find that upon the 4th of March next there will be weather 
conditions as inclement as they are to-day and as they were 
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three years ago in the city of Washington. I rise, therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of calling attention to this par- 
ticular 4th of March, which is about as disagreeable as the 
other was, and to read an announcement that was made this 
morning in the Washington Herald, calling the attention of 
Congress and of the country to the facts. We had “a flare- 
back” in this city three years ago, and at every inauguration 
held on the 4th of March 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Pardon me one moment, Mr. 
Speaker; every inauguration has been one that affected not only 
the health but the lives of the people who haye come here from 
all parts of the country. I desire, Mr. Speaker, without tres- 
passing upon the privileges of the House, or in any way trench- 
ing upon the special privilege of my friend from New York [Mr. 
Firzceratp], to read this 4th of March reminder and to em- 
phasize the public service rendered by the announcement of the 
Washington Herald: 

A 4TH OF MARCH REMINDER. 

With yesterday bleak and cold, and with snow a early this 
morning, the Washington Herald begs to remind Congress that one year 
from to-day a President of the United States will be inaugurated, and 
that the date of inauguration day has not yet been changed. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman is proceeding under 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, what is the matter to-day with 
the gentleman? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not answer that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think we are in the condi- 
tion to-day that we may be one year hence. That is why I 
think the country ought to have its attention drawn to the con- 
ditions which prevail at the Capital to-day. We shall inaugu- 
rate a President of the United States one year hence. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. My friend from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] has introduced a joint resolution (No. 204) which pro- 
poses to change the date of the inauguration, and I think he is 
vindicated by the day. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania think that as a Republican he is unduly concerned about 
the character of the weather one year hence in the city of 
Washington? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. No, sir; I do not think so. 
It is important to this country that if the Speaker is to be 
promoted from his present position to the Presidency his health 
and life shall be preserved a year hence. It may be that the 
present Speaker will not be called upon to perform that service, 
and it may be that the present incumbent in the White House 
will be retained in his present position. But my contention is 
that the weather to-day is about as bad as it was three years 
ago, and that the date of the inauguration ought to be changed. 

Let me emphasize the inclement conditions now prevailing, 
so that the country may understand the necessity for changing 
the date, which means so much to the health of the people who 
come here from all the States to witness the inauguration of a 
President. IApplause.] j 

Mr, FLOYD of Arkansas. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. FLOYD] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is recog- 
nized. : 


COMMISSION OF ENSIGN TO MIDSHIPMEN UPON GRADUATION. 


Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I move to dis- 
charge the Committee on Naval Affairs from the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 3211, authorizing that commission of 
ensign be given midshipmen upon graduation from the Naval 
Academy, and to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. MANN. What is the number of the bill? 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Senate bill 3211. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 3211) authorizing that commission of ensign be given mid- 
shipmen upon graduation from the Naval Academy, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the course at the Naval Academy shall be 
four years, arf midshipmen on graduation shall be commissioned en- 
signs: Provided, That midshipmen now performing two years’ service 
at sea in accordance with existing law shall be commissioned forthwith 
as ensigns from the date of the passage of this-act: And provided, That 
those midshipmen of the class which was graduated in 1909, who have 
anes two years’ service afloat, and who are due for promotion 
shall be commissioned ensigns to take rank with the other members o 
their class, according to their standing as determined by their final 
multiples, respectively, for the six years’ course, from the 5th day of 


June, 1911, the date of rank to which they were entitled prior to the 
passage of this act: And provided further, That no back pay or allow- 
ances shall result by reason of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I ask unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Tat- 
BOTT] asks unanimous consent that a second be considered as 
ordered. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TAr- 
BOTT] is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bares]. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief statement 
in connection with this bill that is now before the House. 

The provisions of the bill are, in short, that the graduates 
of the Naval Academy may be given their commissions on 
graduation, instead of being compelled to wait two years for 
them, as is now the law. The making of this change will bring 
the practice to conform with the practice at West Point, where 
the graduates of the military school are commissioned as second 
lieutenants upon completing the four years’ course. 

This legislation has been recommended by four successive 
Boards of Visitors to the Naval Academy, by the Superintendent 
of the Naval Academy, by the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Assistant Secretaries of the Navy, and by the unanimous report 
of your Naval Committee. 

The average age of the youth who graduates at the Naval 
Academy is 22 years, many of them being older. 

The course of study and development prescribed at the Naval 
Academy is not an easy one. Those young men who have passed 
successfully there year after year and are finally recommended 
for graduation have come up to that point by a process of 
elimination and selection. Mental, physical, and moral delin- 
quencies cause many to be dropped from year to year, and those 
who finally graduate are only those who have overcome all the 
difficulties and tests of the prescribed four years’ course. They 
are, therefore, of an age and have acquired a sense of responsi- 
bility which entitles them at once to be made ensigns, the 
lowest commissioned rank. Their present status for two years 
after graduation is not an enviable one. They are in a very 
doubtful position. They are called upon to perform the duties 
of ensigns, and yet do not have the privileges of retirement if 
disabled in the line of duty which are accorded to commissioned 
officers. 

Again, it is recognized that the scholastic course at Annapolis, 
as well as the entrance examination at that school, are fully 
as difficult, if not more so, than those at West Point. The Navy 
Department informs us that many young men fail mentally at 
Annapolis and are obliged to leave the academy who are often 
appointed to West Point and enter the class there of the same 
grade. It often happens—I use the word “often” advisedly— 
in many cases that young men who are not able to keep up with 
their classes at Annapolis are afterwards appointed to West 
Point and are able to finish the prescribed course and graduate 
at the same date that they would have graduated had they been 
permitted to remain at Annapolis. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BATES. I ask three minutes more. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. I yield the gentleman three 
minutes more. 

Mr. BATES. Those young men who are transferred to West 
Point are enabled to graduate there and receive commissions two 
years in advance of the class which they left at Annapolis, and 
with which class they were unable to keep up. It seems to ine, 
Mr. Chairman, that these cases here each present an argument 
in favor of equality being established and maintained between 
the two schools; that the finishing of a four years’ course en- 
titles them not only to graduation but to a commission. 

The second proviso is intended merely to cover a temporary 
condition at present existing by reason of the fact that some of 
the members of the class of 1909 at the Naval Academy which 
finished their six years’ course on June 4, 1911, have already 
been regularly commissioned ensigns to rank from June 5, 1911, 
while the commissioning of the remaining members of that 
class has been delayed pending the determination of their quali- 
fication for commission. 8 

I introduced a similar bill which passed this House two years 
ago. This bill has passed the Senate and has been substituted 
for the House bill and recommended unanimously by the Naval 
Committee. 

I believe it is an act of justice and highly desirable from 
every point of view that this bill be enacted into law. It will be 
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an encouragement and an additional recognition. The young 
men who graduate at Annapolis feel that the country recognizes 
their services as being at once as valuable as the graduates at 
West Point, and that they are entitled at once to have the 
benefits and privileges as well as the duties of the junior com- 
missioned officers in the Navy of the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Army and the Navy are special 
favorites of the Government and, like a good many other special 
favorites, are spoiled children. There is nothing that they can 
think of that they want that they do not ask for, and they cry 
like spoiled children if they do not get all of their requests 
granted, 

We now take a young boy and put him at Annapolis, attempt- 
ing to give him a training, a classical, mathematical, linguistic, 
scientific education, as well as an education relating to the in- 
vestigation and control of vessels, firing of guns, and everything 
else that pertains to the Navy, in four years. We consider our- 
selves very fortundte in private life if we can take four years at 
college, study some of the rudiments- for a professional career, 
and then spend two or four years in another college studying 
professional requirements. But we do all this now, according 
to the gentleman, in four years at Annapolis, and do not require 
the two extra years now required for technical professional 
training. 

Now, the course is four years in the academic college at An- 
napolis, two years in professional training on board vessels 
before they are entitled to a commission. A boy goes to An- 
napolis at the age of 16, comes out now under this bill at the age 
of 20 commissioned as an officer, supposed to have a training and 
education that will carry him over the world in languages, 
carry him from the bottom of the sea to the height of the 
heavens in science, and provide him with the proper knowledge 
for navigation and battle, if battle occurs. I would extend 
this scholastic year instead of shortening it at Annapolis or 
West Point. Wdur years’ training is not enough; six years’ 
training is not enough. 

Mr. BATES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I will. 

Mr. BATES. Is the gentleman not aware that while a boy 
may be admitted at the age of 16 there are very few indeed 
who enter at that age; that the average age, as stated by the 
Secretary of the Navy, is 18 years, and the average age at 
graduation is 22 years, and that possible one-third of the class 
are over 22 years of age? More than that, there has never been 
a petition or suggestion made to the department from an under- 
graduate or the boys who are affected; it has come from the 
authorities of the school and the Navy Department. 

Mr. MANN. What does the gentleman mean by “ petition” 
in reference to this matter? 

Mr. BATES. The gentleman began his remarks by stating 
that these young men were spoiled children, asking for more. 
As far as I am concerned, and this bill was introduced by me 
in the House two years ago, passed unanimously, introduced 
again this year, and has passed the Senate in a similar form, 
and now the Senate bill is substituted for the House bill—I 
say as far as I am concerned there has never been a suggestion 
come from the young men on this subject. 

Mr. MANN. I did not make the statement about the young 
men that the gentleman states. I said the Army and Navy 
were the special favorites. Nor is the otter part of the gentle- 
man’s statement any more correct. This bill would not have the 
slightest show of consideration, much less passage, if Members 
of Congress did not appoint the midshipmen at Annapolis. 

I am like the rest of you. What is the use of telling me that 
these boys have never made a request or paid any attention to 
this. I know better. I have had lots of Members tell me that 
their midshipman ought to receive a commission. They do not 
have the education. Instead of shortening the term of six years 
to four years, it would be better to lengthen it from six years to 
eight years. I am proud of the Navy, and it is not to be 
criticized for our lack of judgment in educating officers, but to- 
day it does not begin to have as good navigators as can be found 
in the private merchant marine or the other vessels of the Gov- 
ernment, and why? Because these boys do not have a chance. 
They are required, theoretically, to know everything, including 
the management of ships, the firing of guns, knowledge of the 
engine room, of all the electrical machinery, and everything else 
of which you can conceive they are, theoretically, supposed to 
know; and we expect them to find it out there during their 
course of training or at our expense or their expense later on. 
The gentleman endeavors to reflect purposely, I think, upon 
West Point. I do not hold any brief for West Point, but I 
venture to say that the gentleman can not produce an instance 
where a boy has been dismissed from Annapolis because he did 
not come up to the scholastic requirements and then went to 


West Point and graduated within the same time that he would 
have graduated at Annapolis, 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I yield for a question or for a very short 
statement. 

Mr. BATES. I desired in my remarks to make no invidious 
comparisons or distinctions between West Point and Annapolis. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman did. 

Mr, BATES. I beg to state for the benefit of the gentleman 
that Members of Congress appoint boys to West Point just as 
much as they do to Annapolis. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I did not need that information, I knew 
that before the gentleman came to the House. 

Mr. BATES. And I beg also to inform the gentleman that 
the Assistant Secretary of the Navy personally informed me 
that, in his personal knowledge, many young men who failed at 
Annapolis were graduated at West Point and obtained their 
commissions two years in advance of their fellows with whom 
they were unable to keep up at Annapolis. 

Mr. MANN. And I venture to say that whoever so informed 
the gentleman gaye him misinformation, and that not a single 
instance of that can be produced, much less many instances in 
which boys left Annapolis because they could not meet the 
scholastic requirements and then went to West Point and gradu- 
ated at the same time they would have graduated had they met 
the requirements and remained at Annapolis. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. And I want to suggest that it is impossible 
for that to happen, unless: they haye extended the period at the 
Naval Academy. 

Mr. MANN. That is the reason E make the statement. I 
know it is impossible. 

Mr. BATES. How is it impossible? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I am not going to argue that question. I 
will guarantee the gentleman can not find a case. 

I am tired of hearing the Navy Department or some official 
of the Navy Department: endeavoring to pass a bill by berating 
and criticizing and unjustly condemning the sister department 
in the military defense of the Government. We have all the time 
some proposition coming up to help these gentlemen in some 
way. I do not blame them. As I say, they are spoiled children 
in reference to it; but why should we not require the boy that 
gets through Annapolis taking a scholastic training of four 
years—on the average entering Annapolis younger than they do 
at West Point—why should we not require that they take a 
technical training for two years? 

If we wanted to make lawyers of these boys we would make 
them take three years. If we wanted to make doctors of them 
in my State we would require them to take a technical profes- 
sional course of four years after going through college. Yet 
you assume when you graduate these boys from Annapolis that 
the moment they come out they are prepared to take command 
of war vessels. I think they ought to take a training on those 
vessels for two years. They are not without money during 
that time. It is true that if accident or disease happens to 
them during that period they are not entitled to be placed upon 
the retired list; but that is true of millions of their fellow 
countrymen. Few in the country are able to go on a retired list 
for life if some accident or some disease overtakes them just 
as they come out of college. I can see no reason for changing 
what has been the policy of the country for many years, if 
not ever since Annapolis was established, of requiring these 
midshipmen to take their training of two years at sea before 
they obtain their comxsissions. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MANN. I Will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If this bill should become a law, would 
it lessen by two years the time in which one of these officers 
would be entitled to be retired? 

Mr. MANN. It would, I believe. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then what effect would that have upon 
those who have passed through the Naval Academy before and 
were not commissioned until the end of two years of sea service? 
Does it give these young men now an advantage in many re- 
spects consequent upon longevity pay over those already in the 
service? 

Mr. MANN., Well, I do not think i 
ence about that. Of course it wo 
them to be retired that much earlier. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The longevity pay begins two: years earlier. 

Mr. MANN. Longevity pay now practically begins when 
they enter Annapolis.” 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. MANN. Although we inserted an amendment in the 
Army bill the other day to end that as far as the academies 
at Annapolis and West Point were concerned. 


would make any differ- 
retire them or permit 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. No, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is mis- 


taken. It was amended so as not to operate against young men 
who had been at the Naval Academy and graduated there and 
then went in the Army. 

Mr. MANN. Tes; I think the gentleman is right, it only 
applies to the Military Academy. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. It ought to be made to apply to both. 

Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly if it is made to apply to one it 
will be made to apply to the other. I do not know whether it 
will be in either case. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman has six minutes remaining. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON ]. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, the only question involved 

in this bill as I understand it is whether a midshipman who, 
after attending the Naval Academy for four years, shall be 
graduated with a commission as ensign or whether he shall be 
compelled to serve an additional two years before he receives 
that commission. There is no necessity for instituting any 
invidious comparisons between the Naval or the Military Acad- 
emies. That is aside from the question, which is, Does this bill 
provide a proper course to take? Every Board of Visitors 
appointed to the Naval Academy for many, many years has rec- 
ommended that action be taken as provided in the pending bill. 
They have made their recommendation after full consultatin with 
the superintendent and the corps of professors at the Naval 
Academy, all of whom are nayal officers. They make their 
recommendation with a full knowledge of the equipment of these 
young men for a proper discharge of the important duties to be 
imposed upon them. The passage of this bill does not mean that 
technical training of these young men is to be brought to an 
end. 
On the contrary, the training of a naval officer in our Navy 
is not brought to an end until he attains the rank of rear ad- 
miral, He must stand examination for every promotion that 
he secures from the time he enters the academy as a midship- 
man to that period in his career when he is made a rear ad- 
miral. Nowy, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is mis- 
taken when he lays down the proposition that if this bill passes 
the nayal officer will be compelled to serve two years less before 
he reaches retirement. That is not true. He must serve ex- 
actly the same number of years before retirement if this bill 
should become law that he serves now. 

Mr. MANN. But he can retire two years younger. 

Mr. BURLESON. No; he will not be permitted to retire two 
years younger, he must serve the same length of time. Now, 
the question is this—— 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts, Right in that connection, 
if this act passes that gives him two years more of service as 
an officer than he gets under existing law. 

Mr. BURLESON. He will not have one month or one day 
less time as such, and of that I am absolutely certain. Now, 
back to the issue. This proposition has been heretofore sub- 
mitted to the House on several occasions, and it has each time 
~ received the unanimous. approval of the House. It has often 
been submitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and has just 
as often been unanimously favorably reported from that com- 
mittee—— ‘ 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 

Mr. BURLESON. In a moment. I do not want to reflect 
upon the store of information possessed by the gentleman from 
Illinois, we all know he is a wise man, but I must say that 
when the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy and the 
professors and officers, who are naval officers, at the Naval 
Academy and the Members who constitute the Committee on 
Naval Affairs all have uniformly unanimously indorsed this 
proposition, surely they have some little information with ref- 
erence to nayal matters upon which we may safely rely. I do 
not think they have all been in error all these years. They 
know a little about this matter. 

Mr. MANN. Why do they not give it in this bill? 

Mr. BURLESON. They have given us the benefit of their in- 
formation, and you will have more of it in a few minutes from 
‘the gentleman from Maryland. Now, I want to say in all fair- 
ness that these young men are entitled to receive their commis- 
sions as ensigns when they graduate from the Naval Academy. 
It would be unjust and unfair, or rather, I will say, it would be 
quite as fair, to require cadets who graduate at the Military 
Academy to continue to serve as cadets in the Army for two 
years after their graduation before commissioning them as lieu- 
tenants as to force these young nayal officers to serve two years 
as midshipmen before they receive their commissions as ensigns. 

It will not diminish in the slightest the technical training they 
receive. It will not diminish in the slightest or increase in the 
slightest the responsibilities that will be imposed upon them 


whether this bill becomes a law or not. It should pass as an 
act of justice to them. 

Mr. RAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman what is the 
extra expense or cost occasioned by this bill? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Does the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mann] desire to consume the balance of his time? 

Mr. MANN. How much time remains on the two sides? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
has six minutes and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TAr- 
BOTT] eight minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to the gentlenfin, 
because I am in favor of this measure. I told the gentleman 
I was opposed to his contention, and he has given me a minute, 
but I can hardly express my views in that time and give my 
reasons why I am in favor of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Then I will give you two minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Thank you. That is better. The reason for 
requiring the two years extra upon these young men has en- 
tirely disappeared. It has disappeared along with the ancient 
ship. Years ago, when we had few ships, they were sailing 
ships. We had then a good many officers. We had plenty of 
officers and not enough ships. It became necessary for the 
young men to go to sea to accustom themselves to the use of the 
sail as well as the use of the mast. That practice is demanded 
no longer. Therefore the occasion for the extra two years does 
not exist. In the judgment of the visitors at the academy, and 
in the judgment of the members of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee, who have considered the question many years, the reason 
for a continuance of the rule has entirely disappeared. We 
think it is better to conclude the education of the young men 
in four years and commission them ensigns at the end of that 
time, because when they are at sea during the two years they, 
perform all the duties of ensign and are entitled to the com- 
mission. If anything happens to them or if they are hurt dur- 
ing that period, they can not be retired as the law now is, be- 
cause they do not have the legal status. I have heard of sey- 
eral young men who contracted disease in the line of duty dur- 
ing the period we seek to abolish and have never received the 
advantages of retirement, because Congress has not seen fit to 
extend it; others have been retired by special law. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yania has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think, perhaps, I was mistaken 
in saying that the passage of this bill might give retirement at 
an earlier age than under the existing law, because I am in- 
formed that some bright genius somewhere got a construction of 
the law that was never contemplated by Congress, when it 
passed the retirement law, that the service commenced when the 
man entered the academy, so that the-6 years now counts as 
service for the purpose of retirement after 30 years’ service, so 
that a man can be retired under certain conditions at the age of 
46, a very sensible age at which to retire a man, of course. 

Of course, the Naval Affairs Committee are for the bill; of 
course, the naval officers are for the bill; of course, the visitors 
to the Naval Academy are for the bill; of course, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Burteson] is for the bill, as all are under the 
influence of the desire of these men to receive the commissions, 
including the gentleman from Texas. They are subject to the 
influences that ought not to control this House—the personal 
touch, like the kissing of a bill through the committee and 
through the House, the infiuence of one person on another as a 
matter of kindness. But the real kindness to these men is to 
make them serve. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] says that the 
oceasion of the two years has passed away because the sailing 
vessel is no longer used. Do I understand my friend from Penn- 
sylvania to say that it does not require more skill now to under- 
stand the management of a modern warship, controlled by steam 
and electricity, than it did in the old days, when any boy on the 
coast knew how to handle the sails and navigate sailing vessels? 
Do I understand now that it takes less knowledge to understand 
these great fighting machines, some of which have in them from 
500 to 1,000 different machines, than it did in the old days, when 
it required very little skill to understand the furling and unfurl- 
ing of sails? 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois IMr. 
Mann] yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bates]? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I never in my life in this House 
asked to interrupt a man in the last minute he had. 

Mr. BATES. I will not interrupt the gentleman, then. 

Mr. MANN, I know you will not. 
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Mr. BATES. Not without your consent, at least. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I will consent. 

Mr. BATES. I thank the gentleman. The gentleman from 
Illinois has intimated that Members of Congress are under 
some spell or influence. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. I did not say Members of Congress 
were. I said the Committee on Naval Affairs was. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is under this spell. He is always advo- 
eating something that the Navy wants that it ought not to 
have. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BATES. I wish to ask why three successive Secretaries 
of the Navy have strongly advocated the passage of this bill? 
Are they under any spell? 

Ar. MANN. Why, certainly; they are under the same infiu- 
ence. Everybody understands that, just as the Army constantly 
does it and the Navy constantly does it. It is always the same 
influence, coming from the bottom up to the top. And it is not 
confined to the Army and Navy, although it is worse there than 
anywhere else. 

Now, I am opposed to permitting this personal solicitation of 
men who simply wish to advance themselves a little more rap- 
idly in pay and rank following into committees and iħto Con- 
gress and controlling. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min- 
utes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAD- 
GETT] is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, the proposition inyolved in this 
bill is a very good one. A young man goes to West Point and 
completes his course of four years and is graduated and receives 
his diploma and his commission as a second lieutenant. A 
young man goes to Annapolis and studies four years in a course 
just as severe and at the end of four years graduates and re- 
ceiyes his diploma, but does not receive his commission. He 
has to wait two years in order to receive his commission and 
then he receives the commission of ensign, which corresponds 
with that of second lieutenant which the young man at West 
Point receives. 

This bill is simply to place the two upon an equality and to 
provide that the date at which the young man at Annapolis re- 
ceives his commission shall be at time of graduation and not two 
years later, just as the young man at West Point receives his. 

The gentleman from Illinois speaks of “kissing” bills 
through the committee. I think that the gentleman will agree 
that there are quite a number of propositions that come to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs that are not kissed through the 
committee. There are a good many bills he will find, if he will 
come and examine our records, that are turned down. 

But I want to say that not only has this committee unani- 
mously reported this bill, but the committee in the last Congress, 
which was largely of a different personnel, approved the bill 
unanimously, and it was passed by the House, I believe, with- 
out any opposition, but failed to get through the Senate on ac- 
count of the lateness of the session. It passed, I believe, unani- 
mously the previous Committee on Naval Affairs. It has been 
recommended by the last four or five Boards of Visitors to the 
Academy. It has received the approval of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and, I believe, also of the President in his recommenda- 
tions. It has now passed the Senate without opposition and 
comes over here and receives the indorsement of the committee 
and the committee’s unanimous recommendation, and I ask that 
the bill be passed. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. PADGETT. With pleasure. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman quotes the Boards of Visitors 
as the authority which recommended this legislation. Has the 
gentleman ever heard of a Board of Visitors that did not 
recommend what the superintendent of the academy requested 
them to? 

Mr. PADGETT. I know of four boards during my service on 
the committee that haye recommended this legislation. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Have they recommended anything that the 
superintendents were opposed to? 

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know as to that, but I know they 
have refused to recommend things that haye been advocated by 
the superintendent. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will take 
up the debate where Mr. Pavcerr left off. A second lieutenant 
in the Army, if he is injured in the service or contracts a disease 
in line of duty and comes up for promotion and is found de- 
ficient, either physically or mentally, by reason of something 
that has happened to him in the service, is retired or pen- 


sioned. No matter what may happen to these young midship- 
men in these two years, they are not entitled to relief. They 


may meet with accidents in the service. They may contract 
disease in the service, and when they are examined for pro- 
motion and found to be unfit or deficient, they are turned loose— 
discharged from the Navy. They can not be retired, they can 
not get a pension, without a special act of Congress. The 
gentleman from Illinois knows that in the very last Congress 
we had a fight on the floor of this House to place upon the 
retired list Midshipman Blankenship, who entered the Academy 
from Virginia. We have had private bills in every Congress to 
relieve midshipmen who are unfortunate in the two years inter- 
vening between graduation from Annapolis and their being 
commissioned as ensigns. 

So far as the Navy is concerned, there is no comparison be- 
tween the education they give these boys and that received in 
private colleges, because the boy who graduates at college, who 
is sent there by financially able parents, after he receives his 
education can go where he pleases and do as he pleases. But 
these boys who are educated at the Government expense belong 
to the Government. They can be made to pace the deck from 
morning until night and from night until morning. They are 
owned by the Government. In case of war they are shot at and 
receive injuries. Those who survive do become great men. 
They become admirals in the Navy. They have been the pride 
of the country, and these young men who will get the benefit of 
this law will live to be the pride of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. All 
time has expired. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

Mr. PADGETT. With the committee amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The motion includes the amendments. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that in 
his opinion two-thirds had veted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 5. 

Accordingly, two-thirds haying voted in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BEMIDJI, MINN. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (S. 4151) to authorize the Minnesota & 
International Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Bemidji, in the State of Minnesota, 
with committee amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Minnesota & International Railway Co., a 
e organized under the Jaws of Minnesota, its successors and 
assigns, are hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Mississippi River at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation in the northwest quarter of 
section 16, township 146, range 33 west, at or near Bemidji, in Bel- 
trami Con, State of Minnesota, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approyed March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved, 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? The Chair hears 
no demand. The question is on suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I did not hear the motion. It includes the 
amendments, does it not? 

The SPEAKER. Under suspension of the rules the House 
pre the bill as read, and the amendments are read into the 

ill, 

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the affirma- 

tive, the rules were suspended, and the bill passed. 


PORTO RICO, 


Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Commit- 
tee on Insular Affairs from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 20048) declaring that all citizens of Porto Rico and 
certain natives permanently residing in said island shall be 
citizens of the United States, and to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs from further consideration of the bill, 
which will be reported by the Clerk, and that the same be 
passed. 

The bill was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all citizens of Porto Rico, as defined by sec- 
tion 7 of the act of April 12, 1900, “ temporarily to provide revenues and 
a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” and all 
natives of Porto Rico who were temporarily absent from that island on 
April 11, 1899, and have since returned and are permanently residing 
in that island and are not citizens of any foreign country, are hereby 
declared, and shall be deemed and held to be, citizens of the United 
States: Provided, That any person hereinbefore described may retain 


his present political status by making a declaration, under oath, of his 
decision to do so within six months of the taking effect of this act 
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before the district court in the district in which he resides, the declara- 
tion to be in form as follows: 

bans , being duly sworn, hereby declare my intention 
not to become a citizen of the United States as provided in the act.of 
Congress conferring United States citizenship upon citizens of Porto 
Rico and certain natives permanently residing in said island.” 

In the case of any 8 who may $o absent from the island 
during said six months, the terms of this proviso may be availed of by 
transmitting a declaration, under oath, in the form herein provided 
within six months of the taking effect of this act, to the secretary of 
Porto Rico. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is entitled to 
20 minutes and the gentleman from Illinois to 20 minutes. 

Mr. JONES. -Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is twofold. 
One of its purposes is to settle and definitely fix the political 
and civil status of the people of the island of Porto Rico. The 
other is to make those persons who are now defined to be citi- 
zens of Porto Rico citizens of the United States. 

During the second session of the Sixty-first Congress a bill 
providing for American citizenship for the people of Porto Rico 
was passed by this House. This bill is recommended by the 
Secretary of War and each of the great political parties of this 
country in its last national platform declared unequivocally in 
favor of conferring American citizenship upon the people of 
Porto Rico. So this bill involves no political question. It has 
the indorsement of both the Republican and the Democratic 
Party. 

The organic act of Porto Rico, approved April 12, 1900, known 
as the Foraker Act, provided that all inhabitants continuing to 
reside in Porto Rico who were Spanish subjects on the 11th day 
of April, 1899, and then residing therein, and their children 
born subsequent thereto, should be deemed and held to be citi- 
zens of Porto Rico. 

This bill. proposes not only to make the citizens of Porto Rico, 
as defined in the Foraker Act, citizens of the United States, 
but also those natives of Porto Rico who were temporarily ab- 
sent from the island on the 11th of April, 1899, and who have 
returned thereto and are now permanently residing therein, 
and who are not citizens of any foreign country. 

In order that nobody in Porto Rico affected by this pro- 
posed legislation may hereafter be able to say that the people 
of Porto Rico were not consulted as to whether or not they 
should be made citizens of the United States, it is provided in 
this bill that within six months after its passage any citizen of 
Porto Rico may go into the district court of the district in which 
he resides and declare his purpose not to become a citizen of 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are a great many eminent lawyers 
who hold—and I may say that such is the opinion of the 
attorney general of Porto Rico—that citizens of Porto Rico are 
already citizens of the United States. I, Mr. Speaker, believe 
that this is true, but they have not been held to be such by those 
who administer the laws of Porto Rico, either in this country or 
that island. E 

Section 1891 of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 
1878 declares that the Constitution and the laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable shall haye the same force and 
effect in the organized Territories of the United States and 
those to be hereafter organized as elsewhere in the United 
States. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, it can not be successfully contended 
that Porto Rico is not an organized Territory of the United 
States; and if that be true, then the Constitution of the United 
States must be in effect there as elsewhere in the United States, 

When the organic act providing for a civil government in the 
Philippines was passed it was expressly provided in that act 
that section 1891 of the Revised Statutes of 1878 should not 
apply to those islands, but no such exception was made in the 
organie act of Porto Rico. The reason for this omission was 
that it was generally understood in this country that Porto Rico 
was to become a permanent part of the Territory of the United 
States, whilst Congress purposely and designedly refrained from 
defining the political and civil status of the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I notice the form in which 
the bill is prepared; in one blanket provision it would make all 
the people of Porto Rico citizens, except those that might 
declare their intention of not wishing to become citizens of the 
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United States. Does not the gentleman think that citizenship 
of the United States is of dignity and importance enough to 
reverse that? And does not the gentleman think the preferable 
way would be to give the citizens of Porto Rico an opportunity. 
to declare that it was their intention to become citizens of the 
United States? 

Mr. JONES. I will say in reply to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that such a proposition was presented to this House in 
the Sixty-first Congress, but the House amended the bill so as to 
provide for collective citizenship. At that time, if my memory. 
is not at fault, the administration fayored such a measure aS 
the gentleman suggests, but now the Secretary of War, in the 
Strongest possible terms, recommends the passage of a collective 
citizenship measure such as this, with the proviso that any 
citizen of Porto Rico who does not desire American citizenship 
may go into a court and so declare. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
oe the gentleman another question, Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly, for a question. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I was going to ask the gen- 
tleman what reason can be given to the House why this latter 
method is preferable to the former? 

Mr. JONES. If we are going to bestow American citizen- 
ship upon the people of Porto Rico at all, we ought, I think, to 
do it collectively and not compel each one of the male adults 
in a population of eleven hundred thousand people to go into a 
court and go through a process of naturalization, which I under- 
stand to be the proposition of the gentleman. If we are going 
to give them American citizenship it should be done freely and 
not grudgingly. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 11 minutes left. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I take it the gentleman referred a - 
moment ago to the Olmsted bill, wherein we adopted this pro- 
vision in the Sixty-first Congress? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why has not the gentleman to-day brought in 
the rest of the Olmsted bill or something related to it? 

Mr. JONES. I will say frankly to the gentleman that the 
reason this citizenship measure was not embraced in a general 
measure, as was the case with the Olmsted bill, was that Ameri- 
can citizenship is a subject of very great interest to the Porto 
Ricans, and one of sufficient importance to be dealt with in a 
separate measure. Moreover, the author of the Olmsted bill 
suggested the course which has been followed. This is a 
unanimous report, and it was not believed there would be any, 
opposition to this bill in the House. It may not be so easy to 
obtain unanimous committee action in support of a general 
measure intended as a substitute for the Foraker Act, and there- 
fore it was thought that such a bill might be contested, whilst 
this would not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Jones] has just stated that, in his judgment, the Porto Ricans 
were already citizens of the United States, and that Porto Rico 
was already a Territory of the United States. I have great re- 
gard for the opinion of my friend from Virginia, and yet his 
opinion on that subject reminds me somewhat of an opinion 
enunciated at one time by the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary of this House a few years ago, a very distin- 
guished Republican, who made an elaborate argument to prove 
that Cuba was a part of the United States, and that there was 
no way under the Constitution by which we could get rid of it. 

It may be there is some doubt about what isa Territory of the 
United States, because I notice by the caucus print of the Dem- 
ocratie excise bill, about to be brought before the House, that 
they do not assume just what is the territory of the United 
States or just what is the United States. That bill says “ re- 
siding in the United States, any Territory thereof, or Alaska, 
or the District of Columbia“ — that something shall be done, 
which would seem to eliminate the Territory and Alaska and 
the District of Columbia out of the United States. Perhaps 
they intended to include Porto Rico, however, under the term 
“ Territory.” 

Mr. JONES. Organized Territories. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, our language in reference to terri- 
tories is not very accurate, but I do not think anybody will very 
seriously contend that Porto Rico is an organized Territory. I 
believe the time has passed when\it would do any good to oppose 
this bill. I do not think we ought to pass a bill of this sort 
without some knowledge of its natural consequence. It is as 
inevitable, in my judgment, as that the sun will rise to-morrow, 
that when Porto Rico is an organized Territory of the United 
States and her citizens are made citizens of the United States, 
they will at once commence to demand admission into the Union 
with greater force and with better logic than they ask to be 
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made citizens. If they are citizens of the United States with 
a population such as they have, it is not practicable for any 
long time to deny their request or demand that they shall re- 
main a State of the Union. Perhaps that is the proper thing 


to do. Perhaps there is good reason for doing it, and yet I 
have some doubt about it. It is quite likely that we would in 
some way have amalgamated Cuba before this time if it were 
not for the danger which might come to our country by admit- 
ting as States into the Union with possibly deciding power in 
the Senate, if not the House, peoples who are somewhat, at least, 
strange to our internal problems and to our form of civilization. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. Ir. 
Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I question the wisdom of the 
enactment of this bill into law. We have the Monroe doctrine. 
We have had the War with Spain. We are responsible for Cuba. 
We are responsible for Porto Rico. The gentleman says it is a 
Territory. I do not so understand it. We are responsible for 
the Philippines. We control the customhouses in Santo Domingo, 
and practically in Honduras. If the Monroe doctrine is to con- 
tinue as it will continue no one knows what is to happen during 
the swing of the twentieth century. The people of Porto 
Rico—and I weigh my words when I speak of Porto Rico, be- 
cause I have been there—do not. understand, as we understand 
it, government of the people, by the people. They have a differ- 
ent language. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Is it possible for them to become competent? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe, considering 
they are 20 degrees north of the Equator, considering all of 
the conditions, with Haiti, San Domingo, Central America, and 
elsewhere, that they are competent for self-government. That is 
as much as we can do at all times without conflict [laughter], 
let alone people down there, north of the Equator, mixed blood. 
Oh, there are men in Porto Rico who are fully as strong as I 
am, but one swallow does not make a summer—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. CANNON. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I just wanted to protest against that last 
statement of the gentleman. I am in sympathy with a great 
deal of what the gentleman states, but I can not agree to that. 

Mr. CANNON. I met some very bright men in Porto Rico, 
and very patriotic men. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No doubt. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Christ died to save all; yes, but all 
that he died for are not now competent of self-government on 
this earth. We require education touching our outlying pos- 
sessions and what may be our outlying possessions. Here we 
are very apt to measure everybody's corn in our half bushel. I 
undertake to say that if you pick up a million people, your kind 
of people and my kind of people—the Caucasian race—and put 
them for 100 years or 200 years or 300 years, without any un- 
mixed blood, 20 degrees south of the Equator, I undertake to 
say, in my judgment, the civilization would decrease in force, in 
capacity for self-government. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Mann] has well said this is but the entering wedge for a de- 
mand for statehood. They are protected. I do not know, but as 
I am informed by people who are familiar, 75 or 80 per cent of 
those people are mixed blood in part and are not equal to the 
full-blood Spaniard and not equal, in my judgment, to the un- 
mixed African, and yet they are to be made citizens of the 
United States. 

They are entitled to protection at the hands of the people of 
a great Republic and will receive it, but I think we could be a 
little slow about this wholesale legislation. Therefore, holding 
the views that I do about it, seeing what there is in the future, 
I shall be glad to know that if there is an addition to state- 
hood 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. One word further. 

Mr. MANN. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I think one is sufficient. I should be glad to 
know that there is capacity on the average for self-government. 
Does anybody dispute that proposition? I pause for somebody 
to combat it. Why, you may say, you may go out in the moun- 
tain States, with a small population; but if you will take the 
zone in which the people in the United States proper reside and 
then consider the race, they grow and grow, they pass through 
a period of childhood, have an experience that a growing Com- 
monwealth has, and the history of the States proper shows that 
we can successfully 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield one minute more to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. That we can successfully build a Common- 


wealth, or that they can build Commonwealths, in the present 


area of the continental United States. [Applause.] For one, I 
am not ready to yote for this bill at this time. 
ing? MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remain- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has 11 min- 
utes remaining, and the gentleman from Illinois 6. 

Mr. MANN. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Morse]. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, in the three minutes 
which have been granted me it will not be possible to make any 
argument affecting the merits of the bill. I will content my- 
self, however, with calling the attention of the House to the 
fact that this is one of the first bills to come from the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. There are a large number of very 
important bills there, one or two of which have been reported 
out and are now on the calendar of the House. I think the 
attention of the membership of the House ought to be called 
to these matters on account of the great importance which 
attaches to them. I believe with the gentleman from Illinois 
that we are very shortly to be brought face to face with the 
problem of the disposition not only of Porto Rico, not only of 
the Philippine Islands, but with other territory as well, and I 
realize that we might just as well commence to prepare our- 
selyes to face those problems at this time. I certainly believe 
thät we should grant to these people at this time American 
citizenship. They are citizens only of Porto Rico, a most 
anomalous position. 

They were formerly citizens of Spain. They are not recog- 
nized as citizens of any country, and it seems to me that their 
political status ought to be fixed. We have taken this terri- 
tory. They have consented to become a part of this country, 
and it seems to me that they are entitled not only to the protec- 
tion, but to all the rights of American citizens. They are a 
loyal people. They are a people that have given us no trouble 
and no expense. The community under our laws is extremely 
prosperous. We have there instituted our system of public 
schools. The proportion of negro blood is not much larger, if 
it is any larger, in Porto Rico than it is in the great State of 
South Carolina. And I believe that while the quality of eitizen- 
ship is not as high as it ought to be, yet they should be given 
the privilege of American citizenship at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I regard it a privilege to have 
served in this House for a number of years with the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

In that time I have heard many words of wisdom fall from 
his lips, but never any nonsense. I have heard him make many 
bitter, partisan statements that I thought unfair and inexact 
when they undertook to state the position of his political enemies, 
and I have known him to take many positions on public. ques- 
tions that I thought were wrong. But with it all he has always 
been strong and usually wise and patriotic. Never, however, 
haye I in all my experience with him in this House known him 
to say truer or more important things than he did to-day in 
the brief debate on the bill from the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs that proposes to confer collective citizenship on the people 
of Porto Rico. 

I occupy a peculiar position, and not a very promising one 
from the point of view of results, with reference to this bill. I 
am against both sides to the controversy. I sympathize with 
the Porto Ricans, but not with this measure. 

The very fact that we are undertaking legislation for an alien 
people who do not even live on this continent shows how far 
wrong we have gone since we went to war with Spain 14 years 
ago about a lot of other aliens living on another island and be- 
tween whom and ourselves there is no real social or political 
sympathy. 

It is an embarrassing incident in the logic of events, just one 
of many that will vex us before we shall be done with them. 

In 1898, under pressure from “ yellow” journals, and on the 
hysterical demands of the people whom they had excited, we 
embarked in a series of military enterprises that have emptied 
the Treasury and bankrupted us in our political morals. The 
history of the Spanish-American War is the Iliad of our woes. 
If Spain bears us ill will she must be happy in the contempla- 
tion of our failure in colonial government jn the Philippines 
and in Porto Rico, and in the embarrassment and expense that 
these unsuccessful efforts to do an un-American thing have 
caused us. 

To assert sovereignty over an unwilling people we have aban- 
doned American principles; haye thrown to the winds the wise 
policies bequeathed us by the fathers. We went away from our 
own shores in search of adventure and by force of arms an- 
nexed an incongruous, inharmonious, and entirely unassimilable 
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people, both in the East and in the South, in the Philippines 
and in the West Indies. In both instances we got a people who 
can make no contribution to our political institutions, no con- 
tribution to our civilization in any way, that we would regard 
as valuable. 

I do not mean to reflect on ‘either the West Indians or the 
Filipinos. They view everything from a different angle. In 
Porto Rico the people are Spanish, or African negro, or the 
mulatto produce of the union of the two. -In the Philippines 
they are Christian and Moslem, Spanish, Malay, and Negro, or 
the hybrid produce of all. I ean not speak with accuracy or 
any great degree of confidence of the ethnologic history of the 
Filipinos as a people. But certainly they are not Saxon or 
English, and they also view matters political from a different 
angle. The Lord, in His wisdom, made them different, and that 
is all I have to say about them ethnologically. 

In saying that they look at things from a different viewpoint 
I do not mean to say that they are mentally deficient or in- 
capable of self-government. Certainly they can govern them- 
selyes better and more to their own satisfaction than we can 
govern them. Alien rule is never satisfactory, and when people 
protest against it it is a sign that they are worth while. Our 
own continent and its history is a splendid illustration of the 
truth of that statement. One by one every Spanish colony 
threw off the yoke of Spain, as did those that one time con- 
fessed allegiance to Brazil. Our own Federal Republic is the 
result of a protest against government imposed from an Eu- 
ropean throne. The point of the Boer sword has written bloody 
chapters in the history of Great Britain, and all because 
the English, who will cheerfully die to maintain their own 
liberties, have been unwilling to concede to others a privilege 
that they cherish for themselves.. India is kept quiet only by the 
weight of guns. And so it goes throughout the world. Here and 
there, in Asia and in Africa, minor peoples, and usually colored 
peoples, are now and then in open revolt against alien control. 

It is precisely the political scheme that was condemned by our 
patriot fathers when they declared that governments derive all 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. What 
the Americans rejected in 1776 they embraced in 1899 when 
their baser nature was aroused. 

Mr. Speaker, plus the differing views as to forms of gov- 
ernment, there is another and an ineradicable difference be- 
tween these people of Asia and Africa with whom European 
Governments and our own, I may add, have been at war so 
often. It is the difference in color. For some reason that I do 
not perfectly understand, and perhaps should not try to explain, 
there is such a thing as race hostility. Philanthropists may 
shut their eyes to it, may deny its existence, may say it is 
un-Christian, but the fact that they deny it or condemn it 
does not remove it. 

It does exist and it can not be abolished. 

In the economy of nature it serves a useful purpose. Nature, 
the Lord, if I may be permitted to say so, loves a thoroughbred. 
Nature abhors the hybrid and shows it by the denial, partial 
in some cases, complete in others, of the fecundity that has 
been given the thoroughbred. 

I am moyed to these observations by the remark of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], who says that he be- 
lieves that the hybrid, the cross between the blacks and whites, 
or between the browns and whites, is less well fitted for self- 
government than the full-blooded African Negro. 

I can not say that I differ from the gentleman in his rule, 
yet I fail to recall at the moment any conspicuous, indeed, any 
moderate, success in government by the Negro race, hybrid or 
thoroughbred. 

Take Haiti, for example. The people of that island are 
nearly or quite black. They are almost an unmixed race. 
But no one will cite Haiti, I fancy, as an illustration of the 
ability of the negro to conduct government. 

If one may credit the statements of writers and travelers, the 
so-called Republic of Haiti is a turbulent travesty of govern- 
ment frequently “tempered by assassination.” The Haitians 
do not appear to have advanced in civilization or in the arts 
of government since they ceased to be a colony of France a 
hundred years ago. So much for the pure black Negro. 

In Santo Domingo and in Cuba, where the blacks are im- 
portant, if not the dominant figures of political life, there is 
almost unceasing turmoil. The Cuban Government started a 
few years ago without debt, without the necessity of maintain- 
ing an army and navy, and with sovereignty over a compact, 
seagirt island of phenomenal richness. What has happened? 

One intervention by the Government of the United States at 
the expense of the taxpayers of this country and another im- 
pending, deficits where there was a surplus revenue, and great 
debts where there was high credit. 
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Then there is Liberia, the pet project of that large class that 
appears to believe that because men have permitted themselves 
to be enslaved they possess some wonderful virtue and capacity. 
Liberia is no exception to the rule of incapacity shown by the 
most deeply colored of all the “colored” races. As a govern- 
ment it was started for, and partly by, former American slaves, 
and it has been nursed through several political distempers by 
this Government and by the people who have devoted themselyes 
to the uplift of the Negro race. Like all the other governments 
of the African race and the African hybrid, it has broken down 
in its finances. Whether that is due to inherent dishonesty or 
a lack of understanding of figures I can not undertake to say, 
but it is true that Haiti, Santo Domingo, and Liberia have all 
stranded now and then on financial rocks, and Cuba faces a 
similar disaster. 

Let us consider for a moment conditions in Latin America, a 
part of this continent with which we now have much to do, and, 
in the opinion of the gentleman from Illinois, will have more to 
do in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, the turbulence of the Spanish-American Gov- 
ernments can not, I believe, be fairly charged against the Span- 
iards. The Kingdom of Spain has not been free from wars and 
revolutions, but it is highly improbable that it has had more 
than has fallen to the lot of France, England, Italy, or many 
of the German States. 

In all these Central and South American States there is a 
large population of mixed bloods. The progeny of the union 
of the Spaniard and native Indian is not without ability. Many 
of them have been men of high order of ability. They have pro- 
duced great statesmen like Juarez and Diaz in Mexico, great 
orators, painters, and writers, but it can not be denied that they 
seem to lack the calm judgment so essential in the conduct of 
the affairs of state. 

They seem to be in a sort of plastic condition. It may be that 
they have not yet developed the particular form of government 
that is best suited to their natures and genius. They have fiat- 
tered the Anglo-Teutonic-American- by imitating his govern- 
mental plan, but it does not appear to be entirely satisfactory. 
wy it has failed offers an interesting field for study and dis- 
cussion. 

In a recent issue of the Daily Mexican, published in the City 
of Mexico, there appeared an editorial that was originally 
printed in La Prensa and which was written by a member of the 
Mexican Congress, Mr. Francisco Bulnes. 

I will read a part of what Mr. Bulnes has to say: 


In treating the revolutionary question we must therefore abandon all 
sentimental methods; all appeals, tears, and supplications are in- 
effective, and have never been of the slightest use. The only feasible 
= out of the difficulty for the Government is by means of the bayonet, 
and without a pools number of sabers, accompanied by rapid-fire guns, 
cannons, and 
having been en 
ing can be accom 


amite bombs (the last-named most effective weapon 
ö adopted during the recent struggle), noth- 


lished. 

The rovigionat government of Mr. de la Barra and the Government 
of Mr. Madero alike have failed to grasp the fact that the basis of every 
Latin government must repose on a supply of bayonets in proportion to 
the amount of invincible and inevitable odium which is always felt by 
all Latin peoples for their governments. 

In all Latin-American countries the necessity for the bayonet is great, 
and the very first question to settle, after the triumph of the revolu- 
tionary arms, should have been to attend to the organization of these 
bayonets as the only sible means of establishing the Mexican Govern- 
ment on a firm foundation. 

We do not by this mean to imply that the revolution should have 
thrown itself into militarism; not at all; but it is an established fact 
that Latin democracies have never yet been able to exist without the 
bayonet. 

If Mr. Bulnes is right in his description of the Latin-American 
countries and people, he clearly establishes one thing, and that 
is that intimate political association with theni would be a 
source of unceasing embarrassment for us. Their ideas of gov- 
ernment, according to Mr. Bulnes, and ours are not the same. 
With them, if he is right, the military must be the most con- 
spicuous feature of government. Under our plan it is the least 
conspicuous. ‘ 

But I am wandering from my text, the remarkable speech of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON J. He said: 

The 1 of Porto Rico do not understand, as we understand it, gov- 
ernment of the people by the people. They have a different language. 

Mr. CAN NON might have said—and would certainly have been 
more accurate if he had said—that as a whole they have a 
different color. That would better have explained what he 
conceives to be their incapacity for government of the peple 
by the people.” Color in this matter is more important than 
language. j 

Let us follow him for a little in some of his other statements. 
He says: 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe—they are 20 degrees north of the 


Equator—considering all of the conditions with Haiti, Santo Domingo, 
Central America, and elsewhere, that they are capable of self-govern- 
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ment. That is as much as we can do at all times without conflict 
flanghter), let alone people down there, north of the Equator, mixed 


Tu that statement the distinguished gentleman hit upon a 
great truth. Froude went to the West Indies predisposed to 
think well, the best, of the colored races and hybrids who in- 
habit those islands, and came away vastly discouraged and 
confessing their incapacity. 

It is clearly due to the two causes suggested by Mr. CANNON, 
to wit, the character of the people and the climate. The 
Tropics seem to heat the blood while enervating the people 
who inhabit them. There may have been strong, orderly gov- 
ernments in the Tropics, but I do not recall them. There may 
be some in the future, but I doubt it. 

Let me quote again from the remarks of the gentleman from 
Illinois. He said: 


Now, Christ died to save all; yes; but all He died for are not now 
competent for self-government on this earth. We require education 
touching our outlying possessions and what may be our oatlying 
possessions. Here we are very apt to measure everybody's corn in 
our half bushel. I undertake to say that if you pick up a million of 
people, your kind of La and my kind of people—the Caucasian 
race—and put them for 100 years or 200 years or 300 years, without 
any unmixed bl 20 degrees south of the Equator, I undertake to say, 
in my judgment, the civilization would decrease In force, in capacity for 


self-government. 

Again he hit upon a great truth. It is a truth that was 
recognized several years ago by another eminent son of Dlinois, 
the late Col. Robert Ingersoll, at the time the annexation of 
Santo Domingo was under consideration. Ingersoll stated the 
same thing in a different way. He said that the Tropics were 
not suited to the white race, and declared that if we had the 
island of Santo Domingo without a single native or black in- 
habitant and settled it with New England deacons and their 
families the climatic influence would soon reduce them to the 
level of the hybrid people whom they displaced. 

If— 

Said Col. Ingersoll— . 


a traveler went to the island after a lapse of 50 years he would find 
the descendants of these New England deacons hatless and shocless, 

ing fone on any Sunday morning with a cock under each arm looking 
or a $ 


In substance, Mr. Speaker, the two distinguished men from 
Illinois have agreed as to the influence of climate on character. 

I quite agree with the suggestion that we have no right to 
hold any people in subjection to our laws foreyer unless they 
are citizens. It is contrary to the spirit of our institutions. 
That is one of the reasons why I want to give the Filipinos abso- 
lute independence. I would also give the people of Porto Rico 
independence. We can retain our coaling and nayal station 
there. We can create a condition from the military point of 
view that will give us every advantage, so far as the defense of 
the Panama Canal is concerned, and retain only a small part of 
the island. We could give the Porto Ricans complete independ- 
ence in the matter of local government. We could give them an 
opportunity to show their capacity for the conduct of govern- 
ment. 

By so doing we could gratify the yery natural ambition of 
the Porto Ricans to govern their own island, and without risk 
permit an interesting experiment of a social and political 
nature while we avoided their demand for statehood. 

We are in an awkward situation with reference to these 
islands in Porto Rico and the Philippines, and every Member of 
this House knows it. They have read the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and appeal to it. They have studied our Constitution 
and are familiar with that document. They charge us with 
inconsistency, and, what is worse, Mr. Speaker, they prove it. 
They know that we tax them without permitting representation 
in our Congress, something that was a crime when done by the 
British Parliament, but which does not appear so wicked when 
we play the rôle of King George and his parliamentarians. 

Many people in this country who want to sever the tie that 
binds us to tropical and alien people take that position, because 
they see in it danger for us. They agree with the view of the 
gentleman from Illinois that people who “live within 20 degrees 
of the equator ” can neither comprehend nor support representa- 
tive government constructed on the Anglo-Saxon plan. 

They also see the physical degeneracy that will come from 
personal contact. Intimate personal association will result, as 
it nearly always has resulted, in a race of hybrids, who will, if 
experience may guide us to a conclusion, inherit the vices of 
both parents and the virtues of neither. 

That danger has been recognized by England and Germany, 
and steps have been taken to avoid it. Of the two, England 
has made the greater effort to preserve the purity of the blood 
ef her people, but Germany is not far behind in the struggle to 
keep an undefiled racial standard. 

Right here, Mr. Speaker, I ask the privilege of inserting an 
editorial taken from the Washington Post of this morning that 


tells how Germany is endeavoring to keep the blood of her 
people pure. ; 
run WHITE MAN’S BURDEN. | 


It has taken Germany until now to learn in her colonial possessions 
the lesson which the Anglo-Saxon has taught since the time men first 

gun go down to the sea in ships and ruling over inferior races in 
distant lands. It is a lesson as simple as that water and oil will not 
mix. The German secretary of state for the colonies has issued an 
order forbidding marriages between Germans and natives in Samoa, 
where, no doubt, it will create considerable consternation owing to the 
freedom with which the Europeans in the island have taken native 

rls as wives in the past. Marriages already contracted are to be 
egal, and offspring from these unions are to be regarded as Germans, 
but hereafter the children born of such are to be treated as natives. 

In Borneo the children of Dutch fathers and native mothers derive 
their nationality from their male ape Germany in the East now 
embarks upon a policy which England has always followed. Great Britain 
has ever maintained her supremacy by demanding recognition as a 
superior. In India, in South Africa, in Australla, wherever the Anglo- - 
Saxon has gone in search of adventure and treasure, he has drawn the 
color line and has stood ready at all times to maintain it at the point 
of the sword. In America t aes French explorer and settler won 
his foothold by intermarriage with the Indians; the Englishman treated 
the Indian as an inferior, and shouldered the white man’s burden in- 
stead of trying to avoid it by a short cut across the matrimonial lots. 
It is interesting to note that the German colonial office has shown 
itself alive to the dangers to both races under the old system of mixed 
marriages in Samoa. Germany has at last realized that if there is to 
be a civilization in her colonial possessions it must be white. 


How Americans, who should more keenly appreciate the dan- 
ger of hybridization, can ever get their consent to policies that 
coquet with this horror I can not understand. 

I suppose it must be because they are pushed on by greed. It 
is the love of money that is the root of all evil. Anxiety for 
trade impels them to take all risks and to do those things that 
can neither be justified in reason nor morals. 

Black, brown, and yellow races have the same natural rights 
the white man has. The Lord who created them gave them a 
section of the earth for their own use and enjoyment, and they 
far outnumber the white races. For centuries they have not 
invaded the territory of the white man. The Turks are not 
now fighting a war of conquest on Italian soil, the East Indians 
baye not invaded England, nor have the Filipinos threatened us. 

They have a right to exist—at least we have no right to say 
they shall not—and certainly Americans can not with propriety. 
suggest that they shall not have such political institutions, such 
forms of government, as they prefer. White men invade their 
countries in the name of the Christ who preached peace and 
charity, oppress them in the name of the Lord, and despoil them 
in the name of civilization. Cant and humbuggery have char- 
acterized our dealings with people of other races. Is it any 
wonder that they remain pagan? 

Political mixing witlf alien people is As dangerous and un- 
profitable to the State as physical mixing is sinful and hurtful 
to us as a people. 8 

It gratifies lust for power, it creates vassals, it enables us to 
employ the word “possessions” when speaking of Porto Rico 
and the Philippines, but it also increases the cost of government 
to the American taxpayers, and it has not increased their pros- 
perity, individually or collectively. We imperil our own free 
institutions by imitating Imperial Rome when she dealt with 
colonies. With a fatuity that is really incomprehensible we, a 
free people, have been tempted to employ the tools of tyranny, 
and that can never be done without danger. Nations that live 
by the sword must perish by the sword. 

“The Conflict of Color” is the title given to an epochal book 
by B. L. Putnam Weale. In that book he clearly shows the 
importance in numbers and power—the latter somewhat latent 
as yet—of the people who inhabit the vast continents of Asia and 
Africa. He also shows how there is a growing sentiment of 
hostility among Africans and Asiatics toward the white race. 
They have a dawning consciousness of injustice from Hurope 
and America, and- a community of interests is bringing them 
together. 

The population of the earth, according to race, is given by 
statisticians as 1,510,150,000, of which there are, in round num- 
bers, 690,000,000 whites and 820,150,000 black, brown, and yel- 
low people. Who can believe that with this vast preponderance 
in fayor of the colored races they will forever tamely submit to 
the rule of the alien white? 

From the Cape of Good Hope to Gibraltar and throughout all 
of Asia they are suspicious and increasingly hostile, The actual 
shock of conflict may yet be remote, but it is inevitable. Now, 
what part shall we of the United States play in that great 
struggle? Is it necessary that we should have any part in it? 
Can we not, if we devote our energies to the development of con- 
tinental America avoid it altogether? 

If we apply the rules of conduct in governmental affairs laid 
down by the founders of this Republic, I think we can. In 
America we have plenty of land for homes, plenty of opportuni- 
ties for the exercise of all our energy and talent. We need not 
take the political and personal risk of contact with the people of 
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Asia and Africa. In homely phrase, we should stay at home 
and “mind” our own business and let the Filipinos and other 
Asiatics devise and operate their own schemes of government. 

As to Africa, which is now being divided among the British, 
German, and French, we should certainly have nothing to do 
unless, perhaps, to negotiate for the purchase of territory to 
which the 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 Africans who are American 
born might be induced to emigrate. Then, indeed, could the 
ability of the black race be tested on a splendid seale. 

The greatest, most menacing, and most insoluble problem that 
any people on earth ever faced is made by the presence in this 
country of 10,000,000 negroes. The Southern States, some- 
times without the supporting sympathy of their brethren in 
the North, are doing their best to handle this great question 
with justice to the negro and safety to the whites. 

The position of the white people of the South is taken for 
reasons that are deeper than politics or forms of government. 
Possibly the mass of the whites in the South could not analyze 
their position on this question, could not tell why they feel and 
think certain things. But they are just as certainly right as 
if they could frame their reasons in a perfect sylogism. It is 
from a higher cause than logic or economies; it is a manifesta- 
tion of the natural struggle to keep the race pure. Let us hope 
that it can be done in peace and amity; let us hope that it can 
be done without injustice to anyone; but let no mistake be made 
about one thing—it is going to be done. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the Republican platform of 1908 
declared for citizenship for Porto Rico. [Applause.] Why do 
gentlemen on this floor who claim to be Republicans repudiate 
that plank of the national platform? The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], who has just addressed the House, says 
that the Porto Ricans can give the world no contribution to 
civilization. They were so civilized, I inform the gentleman, 
that more than a half century ago they voluntarily enfranchised 
all of the slaves in the island and paid their owners $30,000,000, 
raised by taxing themselves. [Applause.] What people has 
eyer done anything nobler than that? 

There is another and a controlling reason why the Porto 
Ricans should be made citizens of the United States. Under the 
Constitution we have no right to hold any people in subjection 
to our laws forever unless they are citizens. And we are going 
to hold Porto Rico forever. Why? Because we are never going 
to give up the Panama Canal, and therefore the geography of 
the situation makes it absolutely essential that we insist upon 
the permanent retention by the United States of the island of 
Porto Rico. We shall not let it go to any foreign power. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen- 
tlenran. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized for one minute more. 

Mr. COOPER. It is a compact island, about 90 miles by 40, 
whose inhabitants are so intelligent and so civilized that the 
monarchy of Spain permitted them to send representatives to 
each of the two branches of the Spanish Cortes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. May I ask the gentleman whether all the 
people of the island were entitled to the franchise? 

Mr. COOPER. No; not all; but franchise and citizenship are 
entirely separate things. 

The question we are now considering relates to Porto Rico. 
As to the retention of the Philippine Islands, that is another 
question not now before us. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 


pired. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish I might have two minutes more. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. HELM]. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, I believe that a party, like an 
individual, must keep its promises. The individual who makes 
promises and breaks them is a man who can not be depended 
upon. A party that goes before the people and makes certain 
pledges and promises to the effect that if it is intrusted with 
power it will do certain things and then fails to carry those 
pledges and promises into execution can not long remain in 
power. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The Democratic Party has pledged citizenship to the Porto 
Ricans, and it behooyes the Democrats to make that promise 
good. To my mind this is an important act. Instead of stand- 
ing here in this House and reprobating our neighbors to the 
south of us, we should make friends of them. We should culti- 
yate the kindest relationship with them. 

This little island of Porto Rico has sent here as its repre- 


sentatives men who will compare quite favorably with any man in, 
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this House. If they are treated fairly, and if we as Americans 
extend to them the blessings of citizenship, you will with this 
little island create an object lesson in the south sea islands that 
will win for this Government the everlasting gratitude, respect, 
and love of not only the people of Porto Rico, but also of the 
other islanders who should be our natural allies. [Applause.] 
It is in that zone that our trade can be developed and expanded. 
We should cultivate good relations with them instead of 
fomenting discord, as I am a little slow to charge it to be true 
in the case of Mexico. But the disturbances that are going on 
in Mexico, I am afraid, find their origin back in the United 
States, and I am sorry if that is true. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, I am very much surprised that op- 
position to this measure should have come from two such dis- 
tinguished gentlemen as the ex-Speaker of this House [Mr. 
CANNon] and the leader of the Republican side of the House 
[Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. Why does the gentleman saythat? I did not say 
anything that was opposed to the measure. I pointed out some 
sections of the measure that apparently have never received the 
careful consideration of the gentleman, but I said I was not 
opposed to the measure. 

Mr. JONES. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I drew the con- 
clusion—and I think naturally—from the criticisms indulged in 
by the gentleman that he was opposed to it. I am glad to know 
that he is not opposed to it. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not make 
any criticisms of the bill at all. 

Mr. JONES. Well, I did not mean to be understood as saying, 
Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman criticized the form of the bill. 
The gentleman criticized the principle embodied in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I did nothing of 
the sort. 

Mr. JONES. I mean to say—— ` 
í ae MANN. I. decline to have that statement go unchal- 
enged. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman contended that the people of 
Porto Rico would have more reason to ask for statehood if this 
bill were passed than they now have to ask for citizenship. 

Mr. MANN. It that a criticism of the bill? 

Mr. JONES. That is a criticism, or, at least, I so understood 
it. I understood that the gentleman was opposed to the bill for 
the reason that if American citizenship was conferred upon the 
people of Porto Rico they would then ask for statehood, to 
which he was opposed. I am very glad to know that the gentle- 
man does not oppose the bill. 

I am very much surprised that the distinguished ex-Speaker 
of this House should oppose this bill. 

If I remember aright the gentleman was a member of the last 
National Republican Convention; that he was a most influen- 
tial member of a national convention of his party which unani- 
mously declared it to he the purpose of the Republican Party 
to give collective citizenship to the people of Porto Rico. [Ap- 
plause.] This bill is an honest expression of the purpose of the 
majority in this House to carry out the pledge contained in the 
Democratic platform to give the people of Porto Rico American 
citizenship. Both of the great political parties have declared 
themselves in favor of granting American citizenship to the peo- 
ple of Porto Rico, and, as I have said, the present Secretary of 
War in his last annual report strongly urged that this be done, 
I read frem his report: 

I think the time is arriving— 


Said Mr. Secretary Stimson— 
if it has not already arrived, when it is the part of honest and far- 
sighted statesmanship frankly to deciare our position as to the ulti- 
mate interrelation between the United States and Porto Rico, so far as 
it is possible to do so without unduly hampering the future in wisely 
dealing with this problem, 

Then the Secretary proceeds to say in regard to the desire of 
the Porto Ricans for citizenship: 

I belleve the demand is just; that it is amply earned by sustained 
loyalty ; and that it should be granted. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] did 
say, and I think he will sot question this statement, that he 
seriously doubted the correctness of the legal proposition which 
I laid down—that the people of Porto Rico were already citizens 
of the United States. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt of it at all. 

Mr. JONES. Although he questioned the correctness of that 
proposition, he did not discuss it. He did not undertake to 
point out why section 1891 of the Revised Statutes did not make 
the Porto Ricans citizens of the United States. The present 


attorney general of Porto Rico, who has given great thought 
and study to this subject, ap before the Insular Affairs 
Committee and declared it to be his opinion that the people of 
Porto Rico were now citizens of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. If that be true, what is the necessity for 
this legislation? 

Mr. JONES. The necessity for this legislation arises from 
the fact, as this report states, and as I have already stat 
that the authorities in this country and in Porto Rico have no 
placed the interpretation upon section 1891 which has been 
placed upon it by the attorney general of Porto Rico and many 
other learned and eminent lawyers. Porto Rico, for some rea- 
son inexplicable to me, is not held to be an organized Territory 
within the meaning of section 1891 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
All time has expired. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the bill. 3 

The question was taken; and two-thirds haying yoted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee on Rules be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 21094) to create a Com- 
mission on Industrial Relations, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unani- 
moust consent that the Committee on Rules be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill 21094, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Labor, Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MORRIS AND CUMMINGS CHANNEL, TEX. 


Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 19688) to authorize the San Antonio, 
Rockport & Mexican Railway Co. to construct a bridge across 
the Morris and Cummings Channel. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: — 

Be it enacted, etc., That the San Antonio, Rockport & Mexi Rail- 
way Co., a corporation incorporated under the laws of the State of Texas, 
ba its assigns, be, and they are 3 authorized to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a 8 and approaches thereto across the Morris and 
Cummings Channel or Cut, at_a point suitable to the interests of nayi- 

tion. at or near Shell Bank Island, where said channel between 

hell Bank Island and Harbor Island, in the county of Nu , in the 
State of Texas, in acco! ce with the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
approved March 23, 1906. 

Bre. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds haying voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, NEBR. 


Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 20117) to authorize the Nebraska-Iowa In- 
terstate Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri 
River near Bellevue, Nebr. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Nebraska-Iowa Interstate Bridge Co., a 
corporation organized and doing business under and by virtue of the 
laws of the State of Nebraska, and its ass be, and are hereby, au- 
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Missouri River, at a point suitable to the Interests 
of navigation, at or near Belleyue, Nebr., near a point between the 
south line of section 31 and the north line of section 30, all in town- 
ship 14 north, range 14 east of the sixth principal meridian, in the 
county of Sarpy, in the State of Nebraska, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2, That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 
DEFERRED PAYMENTS OF SETTLERS IN KIOWA AND COMANCHE CEDED 

LANDS IN OKLAHOMA, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 19863) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to subdivide and extend the deferred 
payments of settlers in the Kiowa-Comanche and Apache ceded 
lands in Oklahoma, with committee amendments, 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secre of the Interior is hereby aus 
thorized and directed to subdivide into two parts each of the deferred 
annual payment on lands heretofore sold and entered under the act 
entitled “ act to opga to settlement 505,000 acres of land in the 
Kiowa-Comanche and Apache Indian Reservations in 
Oklahoma,” approved June 6, 1906, and the act entitled “An act giv- 
ing preference rights to settlers on the Pasture Reserve No. 3 to pur- 
chase Jand leased to them for agricultural purposes in Comanche 
County, Okla.,” approved June 28, 1906, and extend the time o 

ent one year from the date on which each payment so divid 

es due under existing law: Provided, That one of the parts into 
which each deferred annual payment is subdivided shall be paid an- 
nually thereafter until the entire amount due is paid, and that not more 
than one of such parts shall be Pat —.— to be paid annually: Provided, 
That all interest due on such deferred payments on the date of the 
passage and approval of this act shall be added to the ite oe be- 
come a part thereof, and, together with all deferred payments, bear 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent r annum until paid: Provided 
further, That no patent or specie of title shall pass until all payments 
and interest are paid in full: And provided further, That full discretion 
is vested in the Secretary of the Interior to refuse an extension for 
fraud of the purchasers under the above-named acts. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there ob- 
jection? ` 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, in 1906 the Co- 
manche, Kiowa, and Apache Reservations of 505,000 acres of 
land known as pasture reserye land in Oklahoma were opened 
for settlement. This land was sold to the highest bidder at 
public auction. At that time we had been favored with several 
years of excellent crops in that country. Railroads had recently. 
been built through the reservations. At this time these lands 
were offered for sale at public auction to actual settlers only, 
requiring them to live on them and comply with the homestead 
laws; the price of the land was very high just at this time, and 
the lands sold for more than they should. Since the settlers 
bought the lands and went onto them and improved them and 
made one or more annual payments of the five payments the 
country had two or three years of drought; last year’s drought 
was the worst in the history of that country. These settlers 
haye made one or more payments on their lands and they can 
not make the payment this year, and would be forced to leave 
the country and give up their homes unless this relief is granted. 

We provide in this bill that the deferred payments shall bear 
4 per cent interest, that they may be subdivided into two pay- 
ments, so that these men can this next year meet the payment 
out of the crops raised on their farms and thus save their homes 
and land. 

Many of them paid out all of the money they had when they 
made the first payment and their settlement, and if they are now 
required to make further payment it will be impossible for them 
to do so, and it will be impossible to borrow the money from 
the banks or the trust companies, because they have no title to 
their lands, and the further fact that we have had several crop 
failures and money could not be borrowed by these settlers in 
the money market in that country, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will. 

Mr. BUTLER. Can it be possible that the land has depreci- 
ated so in value down to a level where they can not borrow 
enough to make these payments? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They are not seeking to sell the 
land, but to save it from forfeiture. They have as yet no title 
to the land, hence they can not raise money by mortgaging it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the gentleman to say that by 
reason of the failure of the crops the land had depreciated to 
such a level that it would be impossible to borrow the money. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. This land is not worth as much 
as it was when it was purchased. It would not bring as high a 
price now as it sold for in 1896. 

Mr. BUTLER. So the Indian would be better off if he could 
get the balance of his money? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; but the settlers would lose 
seyeral years’ work on their farms and the payments already 
made for the land, and that would be a great hardship on these 
pioneer settlers, 

Mr. BUTLER. If the land has depreciated in value, if the 
Indian took it back he would lose? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; the Indians would get the 
land back and the improvements that the white men haye put 
upon it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the gentleman to say it would 
be impossible for these people to borrow enough money to make 


the payments, 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], who is perfectly fa- 
miliar with this subject, as he is the author of the bill and 
these lands are in his district. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


asks a pertinent question. This land if reoffered to-day prob- 
ably would not bring as much as it did when it was sold. Those 
who purchased the land as a homestead settled there; they pur- 
chased at the highest bid, and in addition they homesteaded it 
and paid one-fifth down. Some have paid two and some three 
and some four payments. Some have two or three and some 
have four payments remaining. This merely subdivides the 
payments, each time making them pay interest and each time 
withholding the title until every payment is made, in order to 
let the homesteader stay on a little longer. I want to say one 
word further. The Congress of the United States has been very 
generous to these people. It has given them extensions before; 
but I will say, however, that it has never been at the sacrifice 
of the Indian. The settler has been paying interest. Every bill 
that has extended the time has required the payment of inter- 
est, and every bill has provided for withholding title until all 
payments were made. It is simply tiding these settlers over the 
Severe drought and hard times we have had for the last three 
or four years. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Oklahoma a question. I am in sympathy with the purpose of 
the bill. Let me ask the gentleman a few questions. It looks 
as if there ought to be an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. Perhaps so. 

Mr. MANN. It is first proposed to subdivide each of the ex- 
isting payments into two parts, the purpose being to have those 
payments, as divided into two parts, made one each year. In 
other words, if there were three payments now due, it is pro- 
posed to make six payments, due one each year. 

Mr. FERRIS. That is correct. 

Mr. MANN. But the bill provides, on page 2, line 4, after 
providing for dividing the payments— 

And extend the time of payment one year from the sax on which 
each payment so divided becomes due under existing law 

But the gentleman desires to extend the time more than one 


year. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
I was not on the subcommitte that had to do with the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I think the words “one year” ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. FERRIS. What effect will-it have to strike ont those 
words? 

Mr. MANN. And leave it read: 

And extend the time of payment from 5 5 —.— on which each pay- 
ment so divided becomes due under existing la 
without specifying how long a time you 883 it, because it is 
provided by law that one of these divided payments shall be 
made each year. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think the gentleman is entirely right about 
that. The only thing I sought to do and the only thing the 
committee sought to do was to divide those payments into two 
parts so that the settler could pay them. 

Mr. MANN. But you extend it more than one year. 

Mr. FERRIS. We have not intended to do it. 

Mr. MANN. Here are three payments now due—one this 
year, one next year, and one in 1914—but the committee wishes 
to make that one this year, one in 1913, one in 1914, one in 
1915, one in 1916, and one in 1917. 

Mr. FERRIS. Precisely. 

Mr. MANN. That is extending them more than one year. 

Mr. FERRIS. It is first dividing the payments into two 

rts. ° 
Me. MANN. But the bill provides for extending them one 
year under existing law, and these payments are due at this 
time, whether divided or undivided. 

Mr. FERRIS. There is only one of the payments that is 
due at this time. 


Mr. MANN. I understand; but that is under existing law. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And you want to extend the time more than one 
year. 

Mr. FERRIS. We want to extend the time of the first pay- 
ment, and each succeeding payment one year. 

Mr. MANN. More than one year. 

Mr. FERRIS. Each succeéding payment. 

Mr. MANN. Only one year from the time it becomes due. 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. But here is a payment due in 1912. You desire 


to divide that into two payments and pay half of it this year 


and half the next year; but the payment that under 
law will be due next year you desire to divide into two parts 
and make one part payable in 1914 and one in 1915. 

The SPHAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman five min- 
utes more. That can be corrected by simply striking out those 
words “one year,” in line 4, page 2, I think. 

Mr. FERRIS. And what effect will that have? 
still let one be paid each year. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; and will extend the time of the latter 
payment more than a year, as is necessary in order to make the 
new payments payable one each year. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection to that, and if the verbiage 
should be changed I hope the gentleman will offer an amend- 
ment so to do. 

Mr. MANN. But it is not subject to an amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. We can do that by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that 
the gentleman from Illinois ‘be permitted at this time to offer 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] be 
permitted to offer an amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I should like to interrogate the gentleman from 
Oklahoma a moment. Is the gentleman quite sure that that 
amendment will accomplish what was desired by the bill? 

Mr. FERRIS. I was trusting implicitly in the unusually 
good judgment and vigilance of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], whom I have always found to be correct on those 
matters. 

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly patent that it will, I think. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. The department in making 
report upon the bill called attention to the fact that the bill in 
its present form would probably not accomplish what was de- 
sired and suggested the proviso that appears in lines 6 to 10. 

Mr. MANN. That will be left in the bill. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. You leave that in the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Surely. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Is the amendment to strike 
out “one year”? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; in line 4, page 2. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. And then it will read “ ex- 
tend the time of payment one year from the date on which each 
payment so divided becomes due under existing law“? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Extended how long? 

Mr. MANN. The proviso fixes how long. First you extend 
the proviso, and then the proviso is “that one of the parts into 
which each deferred annual payment is subdivided shall be paid 
annually thereafter until the entire amount due is paid.” 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Well, Mr. Speaker, I haye na 
objection to the amendment, but I want to be sure that the bill 
would accomplish what was desired, because it is a measure 
that ought to be enacted. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the gentleman from Oklahoma a 
question? 

Mr. FERRIS. Let us dispose of this amendment first. [ 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that one of these payments now 
due could not be made—— 

Mr. FERRIS. That is true. 

Mr. BUTLER (continuing). By these settlers. It is proposed 
to extend the first payment and the next payment which becomes 
due next year? 

Mr. FERRIS. The idea was to extend each one one year 
ahead, first dividing them into two parts, which is really more 
than that, and let one-half the payment come due next year and 
one-half each succeeding year. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then you do not propose to make the balance 
in two payments? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; that would be impossible for the settler 
to make, but we are trying to fix it in a way so that it would 
be possible for the settler. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. So as to avoid having to 
legislate next year and the year after that. 0 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me ask the gentleman another question? 
What is the rate of interest in Oklahoma? 

Mr. FERRIS. The legal rate of interest is 10 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. What are you going to pay the Indians? 

Mr. FERRIS. The same as are paid on funds in the Treasury, 
4 per cent. If funds were paid in and deposited in the Treasury 
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of the United States the Government of the United States would 
pay the Indians 4 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then in Oklahoma you have two rules for the 
payment of interest, one to the white man and the other for the 
Indians. 

Mr. FERRIS. These moneys if paid in would not be avail- 
able for the Indians, but would be deposited in the Treasury and 
become public funds, and we pay the same rate of interest the 
Government would pay the Indians if they were deposited in 
the Treasury. It merely substitutes the payment by the settlers 
for the payment by the Government. 

The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Illinois offering an amendment? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent that the motion of the gentle- 
man to suspend the rules and pass the bill be so modified as to 
strike out, on page 2, line 4, the words “ one year.” 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 4, strike out the words “one year.” 

The question was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended, 
and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SterHens of Texas, his motion to reconsider 
the yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS, PORT ANGELES, WASH. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. WARBURTON]. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I yield to the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. FERRIS]. * 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, S. 339. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 339) providing for the reappraisement and sale of certain 
lands in the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for other pur- 


poses. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause the 8 at their 
actual cash value of blocks Nos. 32 and 53, and the west 450 feet of 
suburban lot No. 26, in the Government town site of Port Angeles, or 
any subdivisions thereof, in the State of Washington, and all of said 
lands, not required for the use of the Government, so Diy ge ae to be 
subject to sale at not less than the reappraised price, under such rules 
and vegea tious as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Pro- 
vided, however, That any settler who, prior to January 1, 1910, was in 
actual occupation of any portion or subdivision of such lands in good 
faith for town-site purposes shall be entitled to a patent for the lands 
50 occupied and to own the buildings and improvements thereon upon 
payment to the Government of the appraised value of the land, not 
taking into consideration the value of any buildings and improvements 


thereon: And provided further, That the right of any such actual set- 


tler must be exercised within 90 days after the reappraisement herein 
provided for shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior: 
And provided further, That any such settler not exercising the right 
herein granted shall have the right for a period of 30 days after the 
expiration of said 90 days to remove his buildings from said premises 
occupied by him. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
second may be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma has 20 min- 
utes, and the gentleman from Illinois has 20 minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, during Abraham Lincoln's ad- 
ministration a certain portion of land was withdrawn in the 
town of Port Angeles, Wash. Some two years ago Congress 
passed an act providing for the sale of part of that land. There 
is yet remaining two blocks and a fractional part of a block, 
for which this bill provides a sale. The bill as introduced pro- 
vided for the sale at the actual appraised price. The subcom- 
mittee which had it in charge—and later it was adopted by the 
full committee—provided that it should be appraised at actual 
cash value and it should be sold at not less than the appraised 
price. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why did you not sell it at public sale? 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, that was talked of; and the reason we 
did not provide for that was this: The land is practically all 
occupied by settlers. The land has been vacant there and un- 
used ever since President Lincoln's administration, and equities 
and rights have attached by reason of their improvements and 
their occupancy, until we felt that we would have accomplished 
everyththg that was necessary to accomplish if we provided for 
the appraisement at the actual cash value. And the committee, 
feeling as they did about it, with the amendment suggested, we 
recommended that it be passed to the full committee, ‘and it 
was adopted unanimously. - 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the purpose of this 
bill is to take care of both the Government and the settler, 


Mr. FERRIS. I do not know what construction the gentle- 
man may put upon it, but the bill provides for the sale at the 
actual cash value, pursuant to an appraisement had by the 
Federal Government, under which the Secretary of the Interior 
has full supervision, and it was our idea that the Secretary 
would see to it that this land brought all that it was worth and 
all it was entitled to, and we could not imagine any objection- 
able features to allowing the Secretary to appraise it, sell it, 
and dispose of it in this way. 

Mr. BUTLER. But the gentleman would not be in favor of 
selling land that belonged to the Government at an appraised 
value, unless it was that somebody had an interest in it some- 
where and the purpose of which was to protect the interests of 
the squatter or individual upon it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, there are two ways of selling property— 
one by appraisement and one by public auction. There are in- 
stances where one works out more advantageously than the 
other, and vice versa. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not the common, ordinary way to sell it 
at public sale? 

Mr. FERRIS. I think that the contrary is true where the 
settlers’ rights haye attached. It is almost universally true 
that they sell them pursuant to an appraisement fixed by the 
Federal Government, and there are no strings to the appraise- 
ment. The Secretary can go out there to determine its value and 
has full latitude to place any restrictions around the sale which 
he desires. 

Mr. BUTLER. When the settler moved onto this property 
he knew that it belonged to the Government and that he had no 
right to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Undoubtedly that is true. But on that par- 
ticular question I wish to yield to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. WARBURTON], who lives in that State and knows 
more of the details than I do. 

Mr. WARBURTON. Mr. Speaker, as it has been stated by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], this was, I think, 
the only town site created by the Government in the State of 
Washington. The land was surveyed into lots and blocks. It 
was put on the market a part at a time. It was not all put on 
the market for sale. When the town site was platted, a number 
of settlers went onto the particular blocks mentioned in the bill, 
supposing that they would be sold. However, the Government 
reserved the lots from sale, and the settlers went on the lots 
supposing the same would be sold, but they were withdrawn 
from sale. It is not the settlers on this public land who are 
seeking the passage of this bill. It is the city of Port Angeles. 
The blocks reserved in the town site of Port Angeles are right 
in the center of the city. The city is situated like this: There 
is a little space of land down beneath a very high bluff, about 
large enough for the business portion of the town. The resi- 
dence portion, including this land, stands 150 feet above the 
Strait of Juan de Fuca. These blocks are in the center of 
the residence portion of the city. The little town has about 
2,500 people. All of the improvements of their streets and 
alleys are made by local assessments, and these 10 acres are 
grown up with brush, with no streets through them, have re- 
mained there for 40 years, and will remain there for 40 years 
longer unless some such law as this is passed. 

In order to build the necessary streets and alleys of the city 
and make the necessary city improvements the people of Port 
Angeles have sought the sale of this land. The land as pro- 
posed to be sold now will be sold exactly as the original town 
site was sold. There is no question about the Government get- 
ting the full value of the land. We have provided for that. 
The settler will pay the full value. I imagine, or at least they 
inform ine, that it will bring the Government about $25,000 to 
$30,000. That is all that the land is worth. 

What we are most anxious about, while we do not. want to do 
any injustice to the settlers, is permission to open up the streets. 
You can imagine the condition of a city of this size with 10 
acres right in the heart of the city and the people not able to 
construct a street or alley through it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the reason why the land is to be sold 
at the appraised value—to protect the settlers? 

Mr. WARBURTON. That is the provision. For instance, 
there are some homes there, as I am informed, worth about 
$1,000. It is to prevent somebody from coming in there from 
the outside and bidding on that land and running it up way 
above the value of the lot and make the settler, in order to 
save his house, pay more for the lot than it is worth. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am a conservationist, and I would like to 
know whether or not this, property would not bring more to 
the Government if it were put up at public sale. From the 
statement of the gentleman from Washington I would infer 
that it would. 
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Mr. FERRIS. I do not think it would be the desire on the 
part of the gentleman from Washington. It is his object to 
prevent an outsider from bidding for a lot and improvements 
more than the lot is worth. It is to prevent speculators from 
speculating on improvements on it that are not movable, and 
which improvements belong to the settler. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not proposing to run up the price on the 
little homes. I am looking after the interests of the Govern- 
ment. There has been a good deal of complaint that the public 
lands haye been wasted and the property sold without receiving 
full value therefor. I am convinced that if the property here 
were put up at public sale it would bring more money than it 
would by selling it at the appraised value. 

Mr. FERRIS. The bill provides that the Interior Department 
shall have full latitude to place an actual cash value on these 
two and one-half blocks. If that is true, why is it necessary to 
assume that the Secretary of the Interior will not do his full 
duty and get from it all that the land is worth? 

Mr. BUTLER. I assume that he will do his full duty under 
the law. But as I understand the gentleman from Washing- 
ton, some of these little houses are worth $1,000 apiece. He 
says further that if this land is sold at the appraised value 
intruders may be prevented from coming in and bidding up the 
property at the sale. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I said that this bill provides, say, where 
a man has built a house worth $500 on a little bit of land 
worth, say, $300, it would, not be advisable to allow an out- 
sider to come in and bid $800 on it and thus deprive the settler 
of the value of his improvements. 

Mr. BUTLER. I know that. But let the public understand 
that all of us who are protecting the Government are about to 
permit the sale of land under certain restrictions that would 
bring more to the Government if it were put up at public sale. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that I do not believe this land will bring one 
dollar more than the appraised value if offered at public auction. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then why not put these lots up at public 
sale? 

Mr. WARBURTON. Because it will not work out that way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the rules be sus- 
pended and the bill passed? 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEE MEMBERS, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unani- 
mous consent to place in nomination a gentleman on that side 
of the House for election to a place on a committee of the House 
and a gentleman on this side to two places. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] asks unanimous consent to place in nomination certain 
gentlemen for places on committees. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move the elec- 
tion of Mr. Cart HAYDEN to a vacancy on the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and to a vacancy on the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands, and by another motion I desiré to move the 
election of Mr. GEORGE Curry to a place on the Committee on 
Arid Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any other nominations? The gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWooD] moves to elect the gen- 
tieman from Arizona [Mr. HaypEN] to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the Committee on Arid Lands and the gentleman 
from New Mexico [Mr. Curry] to the Committee on Arid 
Lands. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS—-JAMES MARSH. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Swirzrr, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of James Marsh (H. R. 
3873), first session Sixty-second Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. Ricnarpson, indefinitely, from March 6. 

To Mr. CLINE, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE IN CONVICT-MADE GOODS. 
Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Labor from the further consideration of the bill 


(H. R. 5601) to limit the effect of the regulation of interstate 
commerce between the States in goods, wares, and merchandise 
wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor or in any 


unfair and ruinous, demoralizing to markets and business s 


poma or reformatory, and to suspend the rules and pass the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HENS- 
LEY] moves that the Committee on Labor be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill 5601, and that the rules 


pe Suspended and the bill passed. The Clerk will report the 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all goods, wares, and merchandise manufac- 
tured wholly or in part by convict labor, or in any prison or reforma- 
tory, transported into any State or Territory or renee ee therein for 
use, consumption, sale, or storage, shall, upon arrival and delivery in 
such State or Territory, be subject to the operation and effect of the 
laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the same 
manner as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been manu- 
factured in such State or aie gf and shall not be exempt there- 
from by reason of being introduced original packages or otherwise. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. MANN. Unless some one opposing the bill demands a 
second, I will ask for a second. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
a second be considered as ordered. Is there objection? 

Mr. COVINGTON. I object. 

Mr. MANN. This request is only that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I withdraw my objection to that request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hens- 
LEY] is entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Ili- 
nois [Mr. Mann] to 20 minutes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill seeks to regulate inter- 
state commerce between the States. When convict-made goods 
go from the State where they are made into another State this 
bill provides that they shall become subject to the law of the 
State which they enter. It seems to me there is no question 
about the merits of the bill, and that it ought to be passed. 

We have something like 160,000 to 200,000 convicts engaged 
in making different articles of consumption in the prisons 
throughout our country, and when those prison-made goods go 
from the State where they are made into another State this bill 
requires that they become subject to the law of that State. I 
was selected by the Labor Committee to submit a report on this 
bill, which is in part as follows: 


There are a number of States in the Union which forbid by statute 
the 1 5 on sale of articles of commerce made by the inmates of the 
penal institution of the State. It is probable that other States would 
enact similar laws were it not for the knowledge that such legislation 
would be nullified by the sale of prison-made poom brought in from 
neighboring States having no restriction as to the ultimate destination 
of their output. The manufacturers look upon the competition of 
prison-made goods from other States as a s 
of the States the manufacturing and labor 
enactment of laws prohibiting the manufacture,- within the prisons of 
the State, of goods to be sold in competition with the product of free 
labor, and requiring that the goods made be for public use only. In 
such cases it is regarded as a peculiar hardship that convict-made goods 
from other States may be brought into the State and sold without 
restriction, thereby displacing free labor. 

The purpose of this bill is to give needed protéction to those States 
that have declared themselves as opposed to the traffic in convict-made 

as well as those which have prescribed the kind of goods of that 
category that can be sold within the State or the conditions under 
which the sales can be made. 

This bill does not attempt to place any limitation upon the rights of 
the several States to employ their convicts in productive effort. The 
convict product as a whole is pat small when compared with the entire 

roduct of free labor in the United States, but the employers of free 
Gor and their workmen unite in affirming that when any convict-made 
product is placed in competition with the product of free labor the 
market becomes demoralized, even a small sale affecting prices far out 
of proportion to the amount of the sale. Every State objects to being 
made the market for convict-made goods produced in other States. 
And reviewing the general question of convict labor as a competitive 
factor, it may be said that manufacturers consider such compen pon 

ability 
compelling the reduction of prices below a fair margin of profit and 
often even below the cost of production. „Wages are foreed*to the lowest 
limit in a vain effort to lower the cost of production to that of the 
prison contractor, until in some cases it has resulted in a deterioration 
of guality of material and in others an entire abandonment to 
the prisons of the manufacture of certain grades of goods, 
ose States which have no restrictive laws in regard to the sale of 
oods will be in no wise affected by the legislation here 
roposed, while all that seek to interdict such sale within its own 
98 or which insist upon distinguishing labels or standards of 
sy, will be furnished the protection of which they stand in dire 


n E 

The effect of prison-made goods on business can not be arrived at 
by any calculation of percentages, but it is safe to say that this com- 
petition is most severely felt by a class least able to bear it. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HENSLEY. Yes. 


Mr, CANNON. I see this bill provides— 


that all goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured wholly or in part 
by convict labor, or in any prison or reformatory, transported into any 
tate or Territory or remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or 


ial grievance. In some 
terests have secured the 


prison-made 


‘ 
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storage, shall, upon arrival and delivery in such State or N 
subject to the operation and effect of the laws of such State or Terr: t 
to the same extent— 

as the State law applies to convict-made goods manufactured 
within that State. 

As I understand the bill, the interstate commerce is complete 
by delivery of the goods. That is, the commerce among the 
States is complete before the convlet-made goods which come 
into the State become subject to the law of that State. 

Mr. HENSLEY. The interstate commerce becomes complete 
by delivery to the consignee. 

Mr. CANNON. By delivery to the consignee, and then the 
State law attaches, 

Mr, HENSLEY. Yes. 

Mr, CANNON. It seems to me that the State law would 
attach without this legislation. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ilinois 
that some do make the argument that the State laws will 
attach, but the study I have made of the subject convinces me 
that perhaps the State law does not attach in all instances. 

Mr. CANNON. I doubt very much whether it is in the power 
of Congress to make police regulations for a State. The only 
power we have is to regulate commerce among the States. I 
see no objection to the enactment of the bill, but I did want to 
make this remark in connection with the consideration, namely, 
that the commerce begins in one State and ceases in the other 
by delivery to the consignee. It is plain to me that under the 
police powers of the State they could make any regulation they 
choose touching the product found there, the interstate com- 
merce having been accomplished. With that explanation I have 
no objection to the bill as far as I am concerned. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, replying to 
the gentleman from Illinois, if the gentleman from Missouri 
will permit, I think the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. . I 
think the power of Congress attaches to the article that is a 
part of interstate commerce as long as it is in the original 
package to the extent that the consignee may dispose of it eyen 
after arrival in the State. It has been quite a long time since 
I have had occasion to investigate the matter, but my recol- 
lection is that it was in the case of Brown against Maryland, 
quite a number of years ago, the court held that the article 
might not only be shipped into the State and delivered to the 
consignee, but as long as it was in the original package it would 
not be subject to the laws of the State. 

So in the Wilson bill it was attempted, as the gentleman 
remembers, to withdraw the power of Congress from interstate 
commerce in intoxicating liquors and to provide that upon ar- 
rival in the State the liquor would be subject to the police 
power of the State. 

Mr. CANNON, And delivered. f 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. No; the court read that 
into it, as I remember it. The court, as I recollect, held that 
that “arrival” in the statute meant upon arrival and delivery. 
Now, this bill proposes, following the exact language of the 
court, that after it arrives and is delivered, although it be in 
the original package, Congress will permit the States to step in 
with their police powers, notwithstanding the original package, 
and say that they will forbid the sale after the delivery. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me, we are taking a good deal of his time—— 

Mr. HENSLEY. That is all right. 

Mr. CANNON. I recollect the decision of the court which the 
gentleman refers to, and also the enactment of the Wilson law. 
The decision of the court was that the original package was not 
subject to State regulation until it was sold, but the court held, 
as I recollect, that when the act of commerce from one State 
to another was completed by delivery to the consignee in the 
State to which the shipment was made, that then under that 
legislation the State had the right under the police powers of 
the State to seize it, whether it was in the original package 
or not. . 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. No; if it was in the 
original package they could sell it. Now, this bill withdraws 
that limitation and permits the police powers of the State to 
apply before the sale, and to begin to apply upon the delivery 
of the goods to the consignee, notwithstanding they are in the 
original package. Of course, if the original package is de- 
stroyed then the State law would attach at once, but this will 
permit it to attach even if it is in the original package. 

Mr. GANNON. I understand it is so in the Wilson law, but 
so that I may not be misunderstood I want to say that convict- 
made goods made in Illinois, for instance, and shipped into 
Iowa could not be seized the moment that they crossed the divid- 
ing line between Iowa and Ilinois, but they must proceed to the 
cousignee and be delivered to the consignee, and then they are 
subject to the police laws of the State itself, and subject to 
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rede or any other disposition that the State may «desire to 
Provide. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Not until an act of Con- 
gress says that. As long as it is in the original package it can 
not be seized. The purpose of this bill is to enable the power of 
the State to attach, although it may be in the original package. 

-Mr. KENDALL. It is to enable the State of Iowa to legislate 
on the subject respecting the shipment from Illinois into that 
State whenever it reaches Iowa in the original package. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Without this legislation I 
think the power of the State would not apply. 

Mr. KENDALL. Without this legislation the State of Iowa 
would not have any authority to enact the legislation, 

Mr. AUSTIN. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like 
to inquire if this bill would cover convict-mined coal? Our 
State is very much interested in that subject, because they are 
using the State convicts to mine coal and selling it in competi- 
tion with coal mined by miners. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I do not think the language of this bill 
would permit it to be applied to coal at all. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman state why? The bill says 
“all goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured wholly or in 
part.” Does not the gentleman think the application of labor to 
the raw material of coal is in a sense manufactured goods? 

Mr. KENDALL, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
suggestion? 

Mr. HENSLEY. I would like very much to have it so apply. 

Mr. KENDALL, I am yery much in sympathy with this leg- 
islation, but I should like to see it perfected to make it apply to 
the situation suggested by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Was]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman modify his original re- 
quest so as to insert the words “or produced“? 

Mr. HENSLEY. On that proposition I would have to confer 
with the author of the bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. If the gentleman would accept the word 
“coal,” I think it would be satisfactory. If not, I should have 
to object to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. KENDALL. The purpose of this committee is to formu- 
late legislation which will give the respective States the right 
to control where convict goods are sought to be brought into 
competition with goods produced by free labor, and it is a very 
laudable purpose, as I view it. What we on this side are seek- 
ing to do by suggestions that have been advanced is this: The 
gentleman has provided here that all goods, wares, merchan- 
dise, manufactured wholly or in part by convict labor, shall, 
upon the entrance into a given State, be subject to the legisla- 
tion of that State, and what we want to do is to extend this 
provision to include coal that may be mined by convict miners. 

Mr. BOOHER. Why include coal? That is not a manufac- 
tured article. 

Mr. KENDALL. It is produced, and it is the result of labor 
that has been applied to it. There is no more reason why a 
garden tool made by a convict laborer in Illinois should become 
subject to legislation in Iowa than there is why coal mined by 
convict labor in Tennessee should become so subject to legisla- 
tion in Iowa.“ 

Mr. BOOHER. I think there is all the difference in the 
world. Nobody ought to prevent people from getting coal. It 
is a necessary thing, and all people need it in the winter time. 
We all have to burn it in cold weather. 

Mr. KENDALL, Coal is no more of a commodity than 
clothes. 

Mr. BOOHER. That is true, but it is of a different char- 
acter, and the labor upon it is of a different kind. It is used 
in different ways. s 

Mr. KENDALL. The gentleman does not mean to say there 
is any difference in the quality of labor applied to the making 
of garden tools than there is in the mining of coal? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes; there is. This bill is to apply to manu- 
factured goods, such as clothing, overalls, and boots and shoes. 
The garment industry gives employment to women and giris of 
the working class and gives fair remuneration for their labor. 
They do not mine coal. It is to prevent tbat class of people 
being placed in competition with convict labor. I am for the 
protection of free labor. 

Mr. KENDALL. I am not quarreling with the gentleman 
from Missouri on that proposition, but I see no reason why, 
if we are to extend the provisions of this bill to include the 
people engaged in the manufacture of cveralls—and I am in 
favor of that—why we should not also extend it to include the 
men who are engaged in mining coal. 


Mr. AUSTIN. Or cutting lumber. 


Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HENSLEY. Yes. 
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Mr. BOWMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill whether there would be any more reason for permit- 
ting coal produced by free labor to compete with coal produced 

by convict labor or the reverse? 

Mr. HENSLEY. I am forced to say to the gentleman that 
so far as I am concerned I would like very much to accept the 
amendments, but I must defer to the gentleman who introduced 
the bill upon that proposition. 


Mr. COOPER. Would the gentleman agree to this amend- 
ment: 

That all goods, wares, merchandise, manufactured, produced, or 
mined, wholly or in part— . 


And so forth? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. He said he would not. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, let me make 
this suggestion to the gentleman, that there would be no ob- 
jection to the sale of coal mined by convicts unless the legisla- 
ture of the State into which it is shipped should choose to im- 

„pose some burden upon it; so that we leave it at last to the 
States, and if the States are in favor of cheap coal, they do not 
have to pass any legislation, although we give them the power 
to do it, and therefore I can see no special objection to it. 
In my State they work the convicts very largely on cotton 
plantations, and this would affect that, because any State that 
wanted to could impose a burden on the cotton that is so pro- 
duced. This legislation does not impose the burden. It is left 
at last to the State. Personally I believe the convicts could be 
much better employed in building good roads than in producing 
cotton or working in the coal mines. 

Mr. BOOHER.. This bill refers only to manufactured goods. 
It does not pretend to touch coal, lumber, or anything else, and, 
so far as I am concerned, I shall not oppose putting any amend- 
ment to the bill that will protect free labor from competition of 
cheap convict labor. The place to work convicts is on our roads 
and highways. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIS. The object of this bill, I understand, is to pro- 
tect free labor against convict labor. Now, why is it not just 
as desirable to protect the free labor that is at work in the 
mine as it is to protect the free labor that is at work in a fac- 
tory? The principle of the thing is the same. 

Mr. BOOHER. I agree with the gentleman. There is no 
difference in principle. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the first bill that is on the Calen- 
dar of Motions to Discharge Committees is a bill introduced by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER], placed upon 
the Calendar of Motions to Discharge Committees by the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE], which is identical to 
the bill now under consideration, so that if the Discharge Cal- 
endar has done nothing else it has forced that side of the 
House to report a bill for passage on this convict-labor-goods 
proposition, and my only regret is that the gentlemen are not 
willing to agree to a proposition to include mines 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. When I finish this statement I will. I do not 
propose to carry on the same sort of burlesque that has been 
carried on here. I will withdraw the word “burlesque”; I do 
not mean it that way, and will say opera bouffe. Mr. Speaker, 
so far as we have the power to control the shipment of convict- 
made goods from one State to another to prevent competition of 
conyict-made goods with goods made by free labor, I am in 
favor of exercising the power. I shall yote for this bill, but 
with some regrets that it has not been examined more carefully 
as to its constitutionality. It follows the law with reference 
to the shipment of liquors into the States, and because the 
law that it follows concerning liquors was held to be consti- 
tutional, therefore they assume that this bill is constitutional. 
Liquor is an article that has to be judged by itself. How can 
you judge coal as to whether it is made by convict labor or by 
free labor by viewing the coal? How can you judge of boots 
and shoes, unless they are labeled as to how they are made, 
when you come to apply the law of a State? It is a question, 
in my judgment, as to whether this is a proper way or the only 
way in which you can get at the evil. But it is true that certain 
penitentiaries of the country are now engaged in the making of 
certain classes of products for the purpose, in the main, of 
shipping them out of the State. That is especially true of 
binding twine and especially true of boots and shoes and es- 
pecially true of a number of other classes of goods where they 
are shipping them into other States for the purpose of coming 
into competition with free labor. We all know it is quite de- 


sirable that convicts in penitentiaries shall have something 
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provided for them to do. They can not remain in idleness 
under any humanitarian form of government; but when they 
go into the manufacture of goods that come in competition with 
free labor it means the depreciation of price, it means in that 
ease precisely the same thing that the importations under a 
cheap tariff means, that goods are brought in from a foreign 
country to compete with the goods made by free labor here, 
and there is no distinction in principle between making the 
transportation of convict-made goods free in this country and 
making the bringing in of foreign-made goods free to enter in 
competition with our own goods. . [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I am opposed to both propositions and in favor, as far as 
possible, of upholding—— 

Mr. BATES. The dignity of labor. 

Mr. MANN. As my friend from Pennsylvania suggests, the 
dignity of labor, but the dignity of labor is very little satisfac- 
tion to the man who labors unless he sees a reward for his labor 
which permits to liye in happiness and comfort. {Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
me a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I ask this for information. 
Is not it the law now that convict-made goods have to be labeled 
as such before they enter into interstate commerce? 

Mr. BOOHER. I will say that some of the States have that 
kind of a law, but very few. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I want to know if we have 
not such a law of the United States in regard to that? $ 
* Mr. MANN. Ido not recall it. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is a law of some States which requires 
the goods to be branded before they can be carried from one 
State to another. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I will say to the gentleman, if he will per- 
mit, there are four or five States that have regulations of that 
character that require conviet-made goods to be branded as 
such before they enter into interstate commerce. 

Mr. MANN. I will say this, Mr. Speaker: Take a railroad 
company that is engaged in the transportation business; we 
have had numerous attempts to penalize a railroad company if 
they accepted certain classes of goods. 

It is perfectly patent to the simplest mind that the railroad 
official who accepts the goods—the railroad agent—can not be 
expected to trace the goods back to their origin and can not 
know, unless the goods show on their face, what these goods are 
or where they come from. And all attempts to make penalties 
of that sort have failed to be enacted into law up to date, I 
think, simply because of the manifest impossibility, 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I have a peculiar and rather 
personal interest in this bill. When I came to Congress in the 
spring of 1897, I was very much impressed with the importance 
of doing something to prevent the transportation of convict- 
made goods from one State to another to compete with goods 
made by free labor. After struggling with prentice hands, 
I wrote a bill, which is this bill, with the exception of two 
words. I forgot that reformatories were penal institutions. In 
either the last session of the Fifty-fifth Congress or the first, 
perhaps, of the Fifty-sixth Congress, a bill was reported from 
the Committee on Labor by the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. GARDNER], which was precisely like the bill that I had 
offered in the same Congress, except it had the words “or re- 
formatories” added. The bill of the gentleman from New Jersey 
was passed by the House, but did not become a law. In the next 
Congress I reintroduced the bill, and on that occasion I took,“ 
as territory has been taken in time, Mr. GarpNeEr’s words “or 
reformatories.” And in four or five subsequent Congresses I 
introduced precisely this same bill. I did so because, as I say, 
I had a keen interest in free labor and wanted to prevent the 
competition of convicts. I may say also that I was not beyond 
the temptation of trying to do something that would make the 
labor vote friendly. 

But it was a just and proper measure. And, looking still 
further afield, | wanted to compel States that used penal slaves 
for the manufacture of goods to consume their own products. 
I wanted all States forced finally to the putting of their con- 
victs upon the highways, where they would compete less with 
honest workingmen and do more good to the community at 
large. [Applause.] 

Among the convict-made goods that were coming into the 
State of Texas, when I was first elected to Congress, and doing 
great harm to the free labor of that State were boots and shoes 
made in prisons in the State of Missouri, and that was the par- 


Will the gentleman permit 


ticular and glaring instance that I had in mind when I drafted 
my first bill. 
I am heartily in favor of the idea. I hope that the bill will 


pass. I sincerely hope that it will be found constitutional; f 


hope it will accomplish the purpose which the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Boourr] has in mind; and that it will relieve 
honest free labor from the competition of penal slaves. I hope, 
and I believe, that, without any amendment, this bill, with the 
language that it now carries, will protect honest miners against 
the competition of penal slaves in coal or other productions. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I think perhaps 
some explanation of my objection to this bill when it was on 
the Unanimous Consent Calendar is due the House. I do not 
know whether this bill is a good one or not. I have very seri- 
ous doubts as to whether many Members in the House know 
that. But I was very positive of one thing—that a bill involv- 
ing a constitutional question, a bill involving investments of a 
great many of the States in twine plants and in various other 
manufacturing establishments, in which convicts are employed, 
ought not to be brought up here on the Unanimous Consent 
Calendar. My purpose in objecting to its consideration on that 
calendar was that I desired to give notice that that calendar 
must be preserved for the motions and bills which ought prop- 
erly to come up under it. This bill ought to be considered 
upon a calendar where we could haye ample opportunity for de- 
bate. It ought not to be brought up here by unanimous con- 
sent. It ought not to be brought up here on a motion to sus- 
pend the rules and pass it, as it is now. I have no objection to 
the bill, so far as I know, but I would like to see a reasonable 
opportunity for debate in an orderly manner. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, we have had in my State—Ten- 
nessee—and especially in the eastern end of it, convict labor 
in the mines for about 30 or 40 years. We have about 1,500 
conyicts mining coal and about a thousand within the walls of 
the penitentiary in the yarious manufacturing plants. Every 
dollar’s worth of convict coal and every -article manufactured 
in the prison shops come in direct competition with the same 
articles produced by free or honest labor. This bill seeks to 
give relief to those men who are engaged in the manufacturing 
lines, and if there is a class of people that need and deserve 
relief along these lines it is the men who work in the coal 
mines and who are engaged in a hazardous employment. 

Now, when the last panic was on, known generally as the 
“ Roosevelt panic” [laughter], we had 5,000 free miners, honest 
miners, walking the camps daily without employment for 
months. In that campaign I went into a mining camp where 
they had three days’ Jabor in three months, but right over at 
Brushy Mountain, where the State of Tennessee, to its disgrace 
and shame, was employing 1,500 convict miners, these convicts 
were working every day except Sundays. And when the rail- 
roads in Georgia invited bids for their annual supply of fuel in 
competition with the bids of men who represented companies 
that were giving employment to honest, law-abiding miners, who 
had families to support and who bore the burdens and responsi- 
bilities of citizenship, the State of Tennessee's bid was far below 
the bid of any private corporation, and as a result during those 
trying times the convict miners of Tennessee were always busy, 
while the honest, law-abiding miners were walking the streets 
of the mining villages hungry, and their families were in need 
and their children were barefooted, and many eyen unable to 
attend the public schools. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do. 

Mr. BOOHER. Whose panic did I understand the gentleman 
to say was the panic of 1907? [Laughter on the Democratic 
Side.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. I said the so-called Roosevelt panic, named 
after a candidate that the Democrats seem very anxious that 
our party shall select at Chicago, but whom we do not propose 
to nominate. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; I will, if there is not any dinner pail in 
it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman if the 
dinner pail during the Roosevelt administration was not a little 
larger than it is now under the present administration? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 4, 


Mr. AUSTIN. I only know that the dinner pail was not 
reduced in size until the Republican Party lost control of this 
House and the tariff campaign of the gentlemen on the other 
side began. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. HUGHES]. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, it gives me a 
great deal of pleasure to see the time arrive when the House of 
Representatives gets an opportunity to pass upon this particular 
piece of legislation. Since I first came here I have been engaged 
in an effort to get this bill before the House for consideration. 
Up to this time, by one means or another, it has been possible 
to prevent it 

I do not suppose that there are many Members of the House 
who know how generally the convict-made goods enter into the 
affairs of the people of this Nation. I know I was almost 
horror-stricken to find at one time that the United States Gov- 
ernment itself was trafficking in convict-made goods, and was 
buying mail bags from the penitentiary of the State of New 
Jersey, and had been doing it so long that the people who were 
engaged in that business in private enterprise had been driven 
out of it by the convicts of the State penitentiary doing work 
for the Government of the United States. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, have I two minutes remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Jackson] one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson] 
is recognized for one minute. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I am in hearty accord with all 
that has been said about this bill by the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. Mann]. I am heartily in favor of the bill and the 
object that is sought to be obtained by it, and I shall vote for 
it. But I have very grave doubts as to its constitutionality. 

I have always believed that the power of Congress over inter- 
state commerce was supreme, and if it is, this bill is consti- 
tutional. If I had been going to draft the bill, I should have 
said that these commodities should have the protection of 
interstate shipments removed from them. I would have sought 
to remove the interstate character of the shipments. I believe 
that kind of a law would be constitutional, provided Congress 
has the power to do that upon all commodities. The courts 
have sustained laws remoying the interstate character of in- 
toxicating liquors, powder, dynamite, wild game, and other com- 
modities which are peculiarly subject to the local police laws, 
but they have never gone so far as this Jaw, including commodi- 
ties of commen use. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BATES]. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this legislation 
for the additional reason that it will encourage the authorities 
of our municipalities, our counties, and our States to put the men 
to work who are now in our penal institutions. There has 
been a prejudice against such labor on account of the fact that 
the product of it comes into competition with paid labor. I 
believe every man who goes into a penal institution and idles 
away his time comes forth a worse man than he went in, and 
I believe every man who goes into a penal institution and goes 
to work comes out a better man. We are all sentenced to work. 
I believe that work is a corrective and that all men who are 
sent to jails and penal institutions ought to be kept at work. 
The passage of this bill will make uniform and systematize the 
disposal of the products of convict labor, so that men under sen- 
tence can be put to work and at the same time the interests of 
men who work for wages will not be hurt or jeopardized. 

Mr. MANN. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Wus]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Jackson] seems to be in doubt about the constitutionality of 
this measure. I rise simply to call his attention to a case that 
he may not have examined, in re Itahrer, reported on page 545 
of 140 United States, which seems to be on all fours with this 
matter here, and I believe there is no doubt about the constitu- 
tionality of this measure. 

In the second place, I am in favor of this bill because I be- 
lieve it is based upon a right principle. I believe that n ques- 
tion of this kind ought to be settled by the local authorities. 
This simply says that where a State has made regulations con- 
cerning the sale of convict-made goods those regulations shall 
apply. It seems to me that is a reasonable and proper principle. 

In the third place, I am in favor of this bill because it affords 
a measure of protection for free labor against cheap convict 
labor. 

I am in fayor of the bill and hope it will pass. 
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. All 
time has expired. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I ask unanimous consent to amend the bill 
in line 3, page 1, following the word “manufactured,” by insert- 


ing a comma and the words “preduced or mined”; also, on 
page 2, in line 2, following the word “ manufactured,” to insert 
a comma and the words “ produced or mined.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to modify his motion in a manner which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 3, after the word“ manufactured,” insert a comma and 
the words produced or mined.” 

On page 2, in line 2, after the word “ manufactured,” insert a comma 
and the words“ produced or mined.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The original proposition is modified in the 
respect numed. The question is, Shall the rules be suspended 
and the bill passed? s 

The question was taken; and two-thirds voting in the afirma- 
tive, the rules were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 
S. 2453. An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for 
other purposes. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 43 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 


March 5, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy submitting estimate of an appropriation for Navy wireless 
telegraph stations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913 
(H. Doc. No. 590); to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant 
to river and habor act of June 25, 1010, copy of contract with 
Chesapeake & Albemarle Canal Co. for purchase of canal owned 
by said company (H. Doc. No. 589); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DOREMUS, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 20347) to 
construct a dam across White River at or near Cotter, Ark., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 389), which said bill and report were reférred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Insular Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 20049) to amend an act approved 
February 6, 1905, entitled “An act to amend an act approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled ‘An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and for other purposes,’ and to amend an act 
approved March 8, 1902, entitled ‘An act temporarily to provide 
revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,’ and 
to amend an act approved March 2, 1903, entitled ‘An act to 
establish a standard of value and to provide for a coinage 
system in the Philippine Islands,’ and to provide for the more 
efficient administration of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 890), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 21023) for 
the relief of Charles J. Allen, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21279) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21280) for the relief of the 
heirs of those civilian employees of the Government who were 
killed by the explosion of gunpowder and 13-inch shell at the 
United States naval magazine, Iona Island, N. Y.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21281) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to enlarge Fort Bliss, the Army post at 
El Paso, Tex., into a regimental post; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 21282) to further regulate 
the exclusion of undesirable aliens from admission into the 
United States; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 21283) to extend the Conduit 
Road; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 21284) permitting persons whose 
employment or business necessitates their absence from their 
respective States at presidential elections to vote for presiden- 
tial electors in such other State as they may be on election day; 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress, 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 21285) providing for appropria- 
tion for survey of public lands in the counties of Chouteau, Hill, 
Blaine, Valley, Dawson, Fergus, Rosebud, and Custer, in Mon- 
tana; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 24286) to 
amend the act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887 ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 21287) to construct 
and place a lightship near Block Island, in the State of Rhode 
Island; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 21288) for the relief of the 
police and firemen’s pension funds, District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21289) to provide for the retirement of 
members of the police and fire departments; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 21290) to amend an 
act to authorize a bridge at or near Council Bluffs, Iowa, ap- 
proved February 1, 1908, as amended; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 21291) to regulate the im- 
portation of nursery stock and other plants and plant products; 
to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and main- 
tain quarantine districts for plant diseases and insect pests; 
to permit and regulate the moyement of fruits, plants, and vege- 
tables therefrom, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 21292) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Monongahela River, in the State of Pennsylvania, by 
the Liberty Bridge Co.,” approved March 2, 1907; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 21293) with relation to in- 
herited estates in the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21294) to equitably adjudicate the land- 
suit controversy in the eastern judicial district, Oklahoma; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21295) to 
amend sections 5 and 11 of an act entitled “An act to amend 
and consolidate the acts respecting copyrights,” approved March 
4, 1909; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: Resolution (H. Res. 
438) to name the House Office Building Jefferson Hall; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 439) requesting the 
Attorney General to transmit certain papers with reference to 
Leslie J. Lyons; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UTTER: Memorial from the General Assembly of 
Rhode Island, in favor of the establishment of a lightship near 
Block Island ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Memorial from the State Legis- 
lature of New York, favoring militia-pay bill presented by Mr. 
Ssarn of New York; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: Memorial from the Legisla- 
ture of New York, favoring the militia-pay bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 21296) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wilson S. Fouts; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 21297) granting an increase 
of pension to John B. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21298) for the relief of the 
dependent mother of Henry Sloat, civilian employee of the Goy- 
ernment, who died from injuries received while in the discharge 
of his duties at the United States naval magazine at Iona 
Island, N. X.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21299) for the relief of the dependent 
widow of Patrick Curran, civilian employee of the Government, 
who was killed while in the discharge of his duties at the 
United States naval magazine at Iona Island, N. Y.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21800) granting 
an increase of pension to Lloyd Brooks; to thé Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21301) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Hansen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 21802) for the relief of Mrs. 
I. C. Parker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 21808) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Seele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21304) grant- 
ing a pension to Fred J. Bruce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21305) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Corcoran; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21306) granting an increase of pension to 
John ©. Hagen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 21307) granting a pen- 
sion to John Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21308) granting an honorable discharge 
to Phillip St. Seve, alias Phillip Sanzaebel; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 21309) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Melyina W. Smith; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H, R. 21810) for the relief of Solo- 
mon Lunsford; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21311) for the relief of Isaac Musser; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21312) for the relief of W. J. Flannery, jr.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21313) for the relief of Allen Conley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21314) for the relief of James Black; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21315) for the relief of Robert Ross; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21316) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Duncan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21317) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Patton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21318) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Adkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21319) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah L. Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21820) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21321) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21322) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 21323) granting a pension to 
William R. Trull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 21324) providing for 
the refund of certain duties incorrectly collected on a certain 
horse; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21325) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Baughman; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 21326) grant- 
ing a pension to Chattie Houston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21327) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Vreeland; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 21328) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. D. Goodwin; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 


By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: A bill (H. R, 21329) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles T. Crawford; to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 21330) granting an increase 
of pension to Colly T. Parido; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 21331) granting a pension to 
Henry Ruby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21332) for the relief of the estate of Su- 
sanna Fleming; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 21333) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the naval record of John C. Warren, 
alias John Stevens; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 21234) 
granting an increase of pension to Benjamin Fowler; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 21335) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eli Hovis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

* Also, a bill (H. R. 21336) granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Birch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 21837) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Terry; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 21338) granting a pension 
to Mary Sheehe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: A bill (H. R. 21389) granting an increase of 
pension to Oscar V. Coffey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21340) 
granting an increase of pension to Christian H. Buckwalter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 21341) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerome French; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21842) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester B. Van Duser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21843) granting an increase of pension to 
Farington Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 21844) granting a pension to 
Daniel H. Robey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21345) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Hiram Taylor; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 21346) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James Calliham; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 21347) for the relief 
of Cyrus Carpenter; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21848) granting a pension to Josephine 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 21349) 
for the relief of the heirs of James S. Bain, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21350) for the relief of widow and heirs of 
J. H. Weatherall, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 21351) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of J. A. Ramsey, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 21352) granting a 
pension to John C. Stratton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21353) to correct the military record of 
Herman Neff and grant him an honorable discharge; to tho 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 21354) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis M. Phares; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 21355) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Herbert O. Dunn; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


_PETITIONS,. ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of residents of St. Petersburg; 
Fla., for legislation prohibiting interstate traffic in liquors; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the German-American Alliance of Missouri, 
protesting against prohibition or interstate liquor legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of labor organizations in the island of Porto 
Rico, for legislation declaring that all citizens of Porto Rico 
shall be citizens of the United States, etc.; to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of C. P. Rus- 
sell & Son and 7 others, of Eyota, Minn., against extension of 
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the parcel-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of citizens of Isleta, Ohio, for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of E. G. Vanatta, of Newark, Ohio, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. AYRES: Memorial of citizens of the Bronx, New 
York City, in favor of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ 
Association of New York City, in favor of Booher bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the North Side Board of Trade, of the city 
of New York, favoring the proposition to improve the East 
River from Battery to Throggs Neck; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Franklin Union, No. 23, International 
Printing Pressmen’s and Assistants’ Union of North America, 
asking a change in the Smoot printing bill so as to provide for 
an increase of 10 cents per hour for pressmen in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the South Hungarian 
Beneficial Association of Ambridge, Pa., against any prohibition 
or interstate commerce liquor measure now pending; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Albert H. Snow, of Centerville, 
Pa., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Erie Lodge, No. 620, Improved Order B'nai 
B'rith, of Erie, Pa., protesting against Dillingham Immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Paul Dean, of Boston, Mass., against pro- 
posed tariff on shellac in the Underwood bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Men's Work League of Erie, Pa., urging 
passage of the Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of the 
State of South Dakota, protesting against parcel-post legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of 25 citizens of the 
town of Richfield, Wis., praying for the passage of a parcel-post 
measure, and protesting against the removal or a reduction in 
the present tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sheboygan Falls, Wis., in favor of 
IIouse bill 14, providing for a parcel-post service; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of George Leland Edgerton Camp, No. 32, 
United Spanish War Veterans, of Beaver Dam, Wis., praying for 
the passage of House bill 17470, granting a pension to widows 
of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the General Fishermen's Association at 
their convention in Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill 18788; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Gesangyerein Harmonie of Plymouth, 
Wis. ; of the Deutcher Americaner Verein of Oconto, Wis.; and 
of the Stadt Verband of Racine, Wis., protesting against the 
interstate commerce liquor measure now pending; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin Buttermakers’ Association, 
protesting against a reduction in the presest tax on oleomar- 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Petitions of citizens of David- 
son County, Tenn., for the passage of an effective interstate 
liquor law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Local Union No. 68, A. F, G. 
W. U., for an investigation of conditions in Lawrence, Mass.; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Union No. 23, International Printing Press- 
men’s and Assistants’ Union of North America, for increased 
compensation to pressmen in the Government Printing Office; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Asgo- 
ciation, of New York, for passage of House bill 5601; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Julius Grossman and Thomas Fitzgerald, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against passage of House bills 11380 
and 11381; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. G 

By Mr. CARTER: Resolutions of citizens of Leflore County, 
Okla.; protesting against the damming of Poteau River at or 


near its mouth; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of C. R. Van Hise, president of the 
Wisconsin University, indorsing the Lever bill providing for 
Federal aid to State agricultural schools; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, ; 

Also, memorial of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 25, Milwaukee, 
Wis., indorsing House bill 1725$ exempting from revenue tax 
cigars used by employees of manufacturers; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the South Milwaukee General Merchants’ 
Association, South Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against the es- 
tablishment of a parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petitions of citizens of the State 
of Florida, for an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., and vicinity for the building of ships in United States navy 
yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petitions of Young Men’s Christian Association and the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of McKeesport, -the United 
Evangelical Church of Valencia, the First Christian Church 
of Wilkinsburg, and thé Douglas Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of North Side, Pittsburgh, all in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of McKeesport, Pa., for in- 
terstate legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: Petition of citizens of thé State of Michi- 
gan, for passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. A 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of Union No. 23, International 
Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North America, for 
increased compensation for pressmen and assistants in the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Brotherhood of First Presbyterian Church of 
Brunswick, N. Y., for retaining tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, of New York, for enactment of House bill 5601; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Retail Hard- 
ware Association, against extension of the parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition of H. W. Clark and others, of 
Sidney, N. Y., relative to Senate bill 3953 and House bill 16313, 
for the erection of an American Indian memorial and museum 
building in Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr.. FOSS: Memorial of the Willard Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Evanston, Ill., remonstrating against the repeal 
of the anticanteen law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of A. M. Barnhart, of Chicago, 
III., for an annual appropriation for the construction of two 
battleships; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of D. W. Grove and other citizens of Marseilles, 
III., opposing any legislation for the extension of the parcel-post 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Joe O. Stewart, of Streator, IN., for a reduc- 
tion in the duty on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 7 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 19488, for the relief of 
George H. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Colehester 
Council, No. 5, Junior Oeder United American Mechanics, of 
Salisbury, Mass., and of Indian Hill Council, No. 11, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of West Newbury, Mass., 
favoring the adoption of the illiteracy test for immigrants; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Post 50, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Peabody, Mass., protesting against the incorporation of the 
Grand Army of the Republic; to, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of J. M. Hoopes’ and other citizens 
of Rockport, Tex., for the improvement of the harbor at Aransas 
Pass, Tex.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOOD: Petitions of the congregations of the Friends 
Church, the First United Evangelical Church, the United Breth- 
ren Church, the Methodist Church, the Congregational Church, 
and the Central Church of Christ, all of Marshalltown, Iowa, 
urging the speedy passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: Petition of Liberty 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Parkersburg. 
W. Va., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitions of churches and 
residents of the State of Connecticut, for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petitions of St. Johns 
Chapel, of Nordhoff, and of consistory of Christian Reformed 
Church, of Englewood, N. J., and of Baptist Church of Demarest, 
N. J., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Petitions of the First Congregational 
Church of Salem, Iowa, and of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Washington, Iowa, for passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of the German Roman Catholic Benevolent As- 
sociation, of Fort Madison, Iowa, protesting against the atti- 
tude of the House Committee on Indian Affairs in regard to 
measures relating to Catholic Indian mission interests; to the 
Committee.on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of Patrons of Hus- 
bandry of Sargent, Nebr., urging the passage of parcel-post bill; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kearney, Nebr., urging the passage 
of House bill 8141, Federal militia pay bill; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. N. Boyd, of Jess, Nebr., in favor of House 
bill 14, known as the Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Buda, Gibbons, and Kearney, 
Nebr., and of Gothenburg (sixth congressional district), Nebr., 
urging the passage of House bill 16689, validating sales of part 
of right of way of Union Pacific Railroad ; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of the Congregational Church 
of Williamsburg, Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Depart- 
ment of New York, United States War Veterans, for passage of 
House bill 17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of P. Reilly & Son and Board of Trade of 
Newark, N. J.; the Cincinnati (Ohio) Commercial Association 
and the Commercial Club of Indianapolis, Ind., relative to pro- 
posed International Congress of Chambers of Commerce to be 
held in Boston, Mass.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of the congregation of Grace Re- 
formed Church of Pleasant Hill, Md.; and of the consistory of 
Grace Reformed Church of Frederick, Md., praying the passage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of St. Joseph, 
Minn., protesting against the Stephens resolution providing for 
an investigation of certain matters in the Indian Department; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 5 

Also, petition of citizens of Brainerd, Minn., for passage of 
House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of A. J. Zuercher, of Melrose, Minn., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petitions of City Council of Omaha and 
Century Literary Club of South Omaha, Nebr., for enactment 
of House bill 9242; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Ida Goucher and others, of Merriman, 
Nebr., for enactment of Sulzer parcel-post bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Omaha (Nebr.) Post Travelers’ Protective 
Association, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of South Omaha (Nebr.) Central Labor Union, 
protesting against practice of working enlisted men in the navy 
yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, Petition of A. W. Clark, of Omaha, Nebr., for a domes- 
tic immigration policy; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the German-American Alliance of Nebraska, 
remonstrating against enactment of prohibition or interstate 
liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Millville, Pa., and First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Mount Carmel, Pa., asking for the speedy passage of 


the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bills (S. 4048, H. R. 
16214) to withdraw from interstate-commerce protection liquors 
imported into “dry” territory for illegal use; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Commercial Club of 


East Moline, III., for extension of free-delivery service to the 
3 cities; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
oads. 

By Mr. MALBY: Petition of Mountain View Grange, No. 992, 
protesting against repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of German 
Catholic State Organization, of South Dakota, protesting against 
attitude of Committee on Indian Affairs in regard to measures 
relating to Catholic Indian mission interests; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Petitions of the Grace Methodist Epis- 
copal, Free Methodist, and First United Presbyterian Churches 
and Church of God, New Brighton, Pa.; also, First United Pres- 
byterian Church of Beaver, Pa.; First United Presbyterian 
Church of Rochester, Pa.; Fallston Union Mission and Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Fallston, Pa.; and from the 
Reformed Presbyterian and Presbyterian Churches of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., all favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Lawrence County Branch of the German- 
American Alliance, of New Castle, Pa., and from the South 
Hungarian Association, of Ambridge, Pa., protesting against 
the passage of any of the pending interstate liquor measures; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin: Petition of farmers in the 
vicinity of Colby, Wis., in favor of retaining the present tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufac- 
turers’ Association of New York, for passage of House bill 
5601; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Willet H. Vary, master of New York State 
Grange, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of New York State Grange, against any change 
in laws governing sale of oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Local No. 125, Metal Polishers and Brass 
Plate Workers’ Union, for a commission on industrial relations; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. NYE: Resolutions of the Minneapolis Produce Ex- 
change, fayoring enactment of House bill 17936 to establish 
standard packages and grades for apples; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of German Roman Catholics of Loretto, Minn., 
protesting against attitude of House Indian Committee in re- 
gard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission interests; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, ; 

Also, petition of Local No. 24, International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers, of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring construction 
of one battleship in Government navy yard; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Petitions of citizens and churches of 
Arkansas, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Myers T. Boucher (H. R. 20457) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York: Resolutions of Franklin 
Union, No. 23, International Printing Pressmen's and Assistants’ 
Union of North America, urging an amendment to the Smoot 
printing bill so as to provide for an increase of 10 cents per hour 
for pressmen in the Government Printing Office; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of residents of Havre, Mont., favoring 
amendment to homestead law allowing three years’ residence 
and extending time for cultivation according to financial condi- 
tion of homesteaders; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Montana, for amend- 
ment to the corporation-tax law; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. PUJO: Memorial of Seventh-day Adventist Church of 
Jennings, La., remonstrating against enactment of House bill 
9433; to the Committee on- the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Dwight (III.) Motor Club, favor- 
ing a Lincoln highway; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of J. L. Tober and other citizens of Medora, III., 
against oleomargarine bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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By Mr. REILLY: Petition of citizens of Connecticut, in favor 
of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Drake Hardware Co., of Burlington, 
Iowa; of the Sickels, Preston & Nutting Co., of Davenport, 
Towa; of the Luthe Hardware Co., of Des Moines, Iowa; of the 
E. L. Wilson Hardware Co., of Beaumont, Tex.; and of the 
Emery-Waterhouse Co., of Portland, Me., in favor of 1-cent letter 
postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Michigan Retail Hardware Association, 
against extension of parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Anna P. Bradley, treasurer of the New Hayen 
Branch of the Connecticut Indian Association, indorsing House 
bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Bevin, of East Hampton, Conn., 
remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen law; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Unions and churches of the State of New Jersey, for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of New Market, N. J., for passage of 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of John A. Ingham, of New Brunswick, N: J., 
for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. J. M. C. SMITH: Petitions of residents of Quincy, 
Brighton, and Fulton, Mich., for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Waldron, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lickley Corners, the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of South Pittsford, the Masonic Lodge of 
Waldron, the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and Pythian 
Sisters of Waldron, the Woman's Literary Society of Waldron, 
and the Waldron and East Wright Wesley Methodist Churches, 
for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Albion and Kalamazoo, Mich., 
for passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Edwards & Chamberlain Hardware Co., 
of Kalamazoo, Mich.; of S. F. R. Kedseie and B. A. Bowditch, 
of Pittsford, Mich.; of Larkin Co., Buffalo, N. I.; and of Ameri- 
can League of Associations protesting against parcel post; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of citizens of New 
York, against extension of parcel-post service; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Miles, Tex., 


for constitutional amendment prohibiting manufacture and sale 
of intoxicants as a beverage, etc.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Joint Unions of 
Greater New York, for exemption from taxation of cigars sup- 
plied employees by the manufacturers thereof; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of New 
York, United Spanish War Veterans, for passage of House bill 
17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of D. W. Tallman, of Buffalo, N. Y., and Bot- 
tlers and Manufacturers’ Association of New York, for reduc- 
tion in duties on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ 
Association of New York, indorsing House bill 5601; te the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of “Cammeyer,”’ of New York, N. Y., protest- 
ing against passage of House bill 16844; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Union No. 23, International Printing Press- 
men’s and Assistants’ Union of North America, for increased 
compensation to pressmen and assistants employed in the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petitions of Detroit (Mich.) Board of Commerce and 
the Business Men’s Club of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to pro- 
posed international congress of chambers of commerce to be 
held in Boston, Mass.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TALCOTT of New York: Petition of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Ilion, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ey Mr. TILSON: Petition of the Central Labor Union of Meri- 
den, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill 5970, restoring 
to civil-service employees the right to petition Congress; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of Miner Chase and other citi- 
zens of Allerton, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of C. S. Stryker and other citizens of Creston, 
Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill 16214; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Maryland Association 
of Certified Public Accountants, protesting against employment 
by the United States Government of chartered accountants to 
exclusion of certified public accountants; to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania and New York, pro- 
testing against passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions 
of Horseheads and Waterloo, N. Y., in favor of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Switchmen’s Union, No. 144, for passage of 
House bill 13911; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. UTTER: Petition of certain masters, pilots, and own- 
ers of vessels for the establishment of a lightship near Block 
Tsland, R. I.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of J. L. Weiser and 12 other citizens of Provi- 
dence, R. I., favoring the construction of one battleship in a 
Government Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Independence Chapter, Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, favoring House bill 19641, to 
provide for the publication of certain Revolutionary records; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATE. 
Turspay, March 5, 1912. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD (H. DOC. No. 394). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of the operations of the 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year 
ended October 31, 1911, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by O. K. Hemp- 
stead, its-enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

S. 4521. An act to authorize the e of the name of the 
steamer William A. Hawgood; and 

S. 4728. An act to authorize the change of name of the 
steamer Salt Lake City. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

8.339. An act providing for the reappraisement and sale of 
certain lands in the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for 
other purposes; 

S. 3211. An act authorizing that commission of ensign be given 
midshipmen upon graduation from the Nayal Academy; and 

S. 4151. An act to authorize the Minnesota & International 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Bemidji, in the State of Minnesota. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 5601. An act to limit the effect of the regulation of 
interstate commerce between the States in goods, wares, and 
merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor 
or in any prison or reformatory; 

H. R. 14083. An act to create a new division of the southern 
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court at 
Corpus Christi, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 16306. An act to provide for the use of the American 
National Red Cross in aid of the land and naval forces in time 
of actual or threatened war ; 

H. R. 16612. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the city of Alva, Okla.; 
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H. R. 16661. An act to relinquish, release, remise, and quit- 
Claim all right, title, and interest of the United States of Amer- 
ica in and to all the lands held under claim or color of title by 
individuals or private ownership or municipal ownership situ- 
ated in the State of Alabama which were reserved, retained, or 
set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians under 
and by virtue of the treaty entered into between the United 
States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians on 
March 24, 1832; 

H. R. 17032. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant further extension of time within which to make proof 
85 desert-land entries in the counties of Modoc and Lassen, 

al.; 

H. R. 17230. An act to authorize Arkansas & Memphis Rail- 
way Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River; 

H. R. 19638. An act to authorize San Antonio, Rockport & 
Mexican Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Morris & 
Cummings Channel; 

II. R. 19863. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to subdivide and extend the deferred payments of settlers in the 
Kiowa-Comanche and Apache ceded lands in Oklahoma; 

H. R. 20048. An act declaring that all citizens of Porto Rico 
and certain natives permanently residing in said island shall be 
citizens of the United States; and 

H. R. 20117. An act to authorize the Nebraska-Iowa Inter- 
state Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri River 
near Bellevue, Nebr. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following-enrolled bills, and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice President: . 

S. 2453. An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 13570. An act to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
to certain employees of the United States the right to receive 
from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course of 
their employment,“ approved May 30, 1908. 

COMMISSION OF ENSIGN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3211) au- 
thorizing that commission of ensign be given midshipmen upon 
graduation from the Naval Academy, which was, on page 2, line 
4, after the word “Act,” to strike out all down to and including 
line 10. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. i 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Laclede, Mo., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
460, of San Juan; the joint advisory board of the Cigar Mak- 
ers’ Local Unions of Porto Rico; Journeymen Tailors’ Local 
Union No. 189, of Arecibo; Carpenters and Joiners’ Local Union 
No. 1304, of San Juan; and of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local 
Union No. 1450, of San Juan, all in the Territory of Porto Rico, 
praying for the creation of a department of labor and agricul- 
ture in that Territory, which were referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local 
Union No. 145, of San Juan; Cigar Makers’ Local Union No. 
460, of San Juan; the joint advisory board of Cigar Makers’ 
Local Unions of Porto Rico; Carpenters and Joiners’ Local 
Union No. 1389, of Santurce; and of Carpenters and Joiners’ 
Local Union No. 13, of Puerta de Tierre, San Juan, all in the 
Territory of Porto Rico, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion giving citizens of Porto Rico the right to be citizens of the 
United States, which were referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of New 
Jersey, Connecticut, New York, Minnesota, and Massachusetts, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be made to 
defray the expense of entertaining foreign delegates to the Fifth 
International Congress of Chambers of Commerce, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Freeport 
and Quincy, in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belleville, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
construction of one of the proposed new battleships at a Goy- 
ernment navy yard, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation 
of the Free Baptist Church of Ashland and of sundry citizens 
of Ashland, in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of members of the National 
Capital Dental Society, of the District of Columbia, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the practice of 
pharmacy and sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a memorial of members of the 
Irish-American Club, of Pawtucket, R. I., and a memorial of 
sundry citizens of Blackstone Valley, R. I., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
citizens of River Point, R. I., remonstrating against the rati- 
fication of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the 
United States, Great Britain, and France, and also against the 
ratification of any future treaties involving the Monroe doc- 
trine, etc., which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a memorial of members of 
the Commercial Association of Pontiac, Mich., remonstrating 
against any political interference in the impending coal strike, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newton Grove, N. C., and a 
petition of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Wesley Chapel, N. C., praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented petitions of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Bates Me- 
morial Methodist Protestant Church and of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Snow Hill, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Sherwood and Baltimore County, all in the State of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, and remonstrating against the repeal of the anticanteen 
law, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WATSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Clarks- 
burg, Salem, Wilsonburg, Everson, Weston, Moundsville, New 
Cumberland, Bristol, Lowman, Parkersburg, Cameron, Hundred, 
Littleton, Wellsburg, and Fairmont, all in the State of West 
Virginia, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Waxahachie, Tex., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. WARREN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Casper, Wyo., remonstrating against the extension of the par- 
cel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Little Rock, Prosperity, Denmark, Springfield, Con- 
way, St. George, Edgefield, Florence, Newberry, Pelion, Con- 
garee, Manning, Summerville, Branchville, Pinewood, New 
Brookland, Lancaster, and Horrell, all in the State of South 
Carolina, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside deal- 
ers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Edisto Is- 
land and Beaufort, in the State of South Carolina, praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the National 
German-American Alliance, of Charleston, S. C., remonstrating 
against the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Columbia, 
Florence, Sumter, and Dillon, all in the State of South Caro- 
lina, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. GARDNER presented petitions of North Scarboro Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Greenville; of members of the Thursday Club, of 
Biddeford; and of sundry citizens of Corinth, all in the State 
of Maine, praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Churches of Woolwich and Dresden Mills; the 
Methodist Churches of Old Orchard and New Harbor; of mem- 
bers of the Sunday school of the Methodist Church of Old 
Orchard; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Camden; and of Local Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Turner, 
all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
liquor dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of the North Dakota Re- 
tail Hardware Association, in convention at Fargo, N. Dak., 
and a memorial of sundry northwestern merchants, in conyen- 
tion at Duluth, Minn., remonstrating against the establishment 
of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New Salem, 
Dickinson, Medina, Fargo, La Moure, Bismark, Driscoll, Up- 
ham, and Jamestown, all in the State of North Dakota, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the oleomargarine law, which 
were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of Washington Camp, No. 
9, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of New Britain, Conn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict im- 
ee which was referred to the Conimittee on Immigra- 

on. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Bridgeport 
and Naugatuck, in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Thomaston, Conn., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the anticanteen law, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 45, Sons of 
Temperance, of South Manchester; of the Young People’s 
Christian Endeavor Society of the South Congregational Church, 
of New Britain; and of William I. Hambridge, of Danbury, all 
in the State of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside liquor dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAYNER presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Wye Mills, and of the Seventh- 
day Adventist Church of Takoma Park, of the Permanent Board 
of Baltimore Yearly Meeting of Friends, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Cumberland, all in the State of 
Maryland, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 
law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Organization of Asso- 
ciated Blind Women of Maryland, of Baltimore, Md., and the 
petition of Edwin B. Niver, rector of Christ Church, Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties of 
arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gardner, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PAGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Johnson 
and Roxbury, in the State of Vermont, praying for a reduction 
of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. “BRIGGS presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Passaic, Dover, and Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen's Union 
No. 31, of Newark, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
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lation to increase the rate of compensation for pressmen em- 
ployed at the Government Printing Office, Which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation restoring to certain Government employees their 
inherent rights as American citizens, which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Town Council of Lind- 
strom, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the reconstruction of the old Nevers Dam in the counties 
of Chisago and Polk, in that State, which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Worces- 
ter, Glen Falls, and Ludlowyille, all in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside liquor 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Gouverneur 
and Rock Valley, in the State of New York, praying for the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Rajah Auto-Supply Co., of 
Bloomfield; the Diamond Expansion Bolt Co., of Garwood; and 
of sundry citizens of Jersey City, Newark, Paterson, Trenton, 
and Plainfield, all in the State of New Jersey, and of sundry 
citizens of Easton, Pa., and Frederick, Md., praying for the 
adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. OLIVER presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Wilkes-Barre, Philadelphia, and Pittsburgh, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Alverton and of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Sheridan and Ambridge, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 91, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Russellville, Pa., and a petition of Local 
Grange No. 6, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon, Pa., pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the oleomarga- 
rine law, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Colonel John W. Patterson 
Post, No. 151, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pittsburgh, Pa., and a memorial of Brandywine 
Post, No. 54, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Coatesville, Pa., remonstrating against the proposed 
abolishment of United States pension agencies and their con- 
centration in Washington, D. C., which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of Brandywine Post, 
No. 54, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Coatesville, Pa., and a memorial of the Allegheny 
County Grand Army Association, of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against the abolishment of the United States pension agencies 
and their concentration in Washington, D. C., which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 5653) to amend section 2301 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to homesteads; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5654) to provide for referring, for adjudication, to 
the Court of Claims certain claims of the Assinaboine Tribe 
of Indians, in the State of Montana, against the United States, 
for the recovery of certain moneys for the value of certain Jands 
and certain annuities, provisions, and supplies, and to clothe 
the Court of Claims with jurisdiction to hear and determine a 
suit or suits by said tribe of Indians therefor; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 5655) granting a pension to Mary Meade Sands; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CULBERSON: 

A bill (S. 5656) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
Moore (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
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By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 5657) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 5658) granting to the El Paso & Southwestern Rail- 
road Co., a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 

. tie Territory and State of Arizona, a right of way through the 
Fort Huachuca Military Reservation, in the State of Arizona, and 
authorizing said corporation and its successors or assigns to 
construct and operate a railway through said Fort Huachuca 
Military Reservation, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. OGORMAN: 

A bill (S. 5659) to supplement and aniend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the New York & New Jersey Bridge Cos. 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River 
between New York City and the State of New Jersey,” ap- 
proved June 7, 1894; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5660) granting to the city of Colorado Springs and 
to the town of Manitou, Colo., the right to purchase certain 
lands for the protection of water supply; to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

— a (S. 5661) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
yekoff ; 

A bill (S. 5662) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Paxton; and 

A bill (S. 5663) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Means (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILES. 


Mr. DU PONT submitted an amendment relative to reenlist- 
ments in the Army or in the Signal Corps after the President 
shall by proclamation have called upon honorably discharged 
soldiers of the Regular Army to present themselves within a 
specified period, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the 
Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment relative to the detachments 
of certain officers in the Army, etc., intended to be proposed by 
him to the Army appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,500 for the extension of a ditch at the Pipestone In- 
dian School, Minnesota, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL, 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation 
for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of 
the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved March 8, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims (with accompanying paper) and 
ordered to be printed. 


THE POSTAL SERVICE (S. DOC. No. 379). 


Mr. GARDNER. On the 26th of February I introduced a bill 
(S. 5474) to provide for the general welfare and to regulate 
commerce with foreign countries and between the several States 
and to increase and enlarge the facilities and efficiency of the 
Post Office Department. Since that time I have compiled some 
statistics on the subject. I ask unanimous consent to have 
5,000 additional copies printed as a Senate document for the 
use of the Senate. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, the order asked 
for by the Senator from Maine is entered. 

The order as agreed to was reduced to writing, as follows: 


Parcel 

Post and High Cost of Living, a Problem in Express Service; Relief 

to Consumers and ress Snippers Through Postal Express,” be 
Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there other morning business? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move to take from the calendar for 
present consideration Senate resolution 231. 

Mr. LODGE. Has the morning business been concluded? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has not announced the 
conclusion of morning business. The Senator from Washington 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
following resolution: 


The SECRETARY. Order of Business 357, Senate resolution 231, 


a resolution by Mr. Pornprexter for the investigation and report 


by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor regarding certain 
labor conditions in Lawrence, Mass. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Washington a question. He has made a number of in- 
effectual attempts to get the resolution before the Senate, which, 
I regret, were not successful. The other day when it was under 
discussion the last clause seemed the cause of debate. I should 
like to ask the Senator from Washington whether that clause 
has been eliminated? : 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And practically the suggestion of 
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has prevailed. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes; my suggestion has the effect of 
aceepting the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The conduct of the local authori- 
ties is obviated in its present form. I can see no objection to 
the resolution, and hope it may be considered this morning. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Any objection made on that account is 
obviated. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am in favor of the resolution of 
the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will state to the Senator that my un- 
derstanding is that the amendment is still pending. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Texas is still pending. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has been accepted, I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think we ought to have the 
regular order. 4 

Mr. CULBERSON. If the Senator in charge of the resolu- 
tion accepts the amendment 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois demands 
the regular order. That is an objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I make the point that 
there is no quorum present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the poll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: ` 
Cullom Root 


Bourne Curtis Lorimer ith, G 
Brandegee Dillingham McLean Smith, Md. 
Dixon Martin, Va. Smith, Mich. 
B wW du Pont Martine, N. J ith, S. C. 
Brown Foster Myers Stephenson 
Burnham Gallinger Nixon Sutherland 
Burton O'Gorman Swanson 
Chamberlain ronna Overman Thornton 
Clapp Guggenheim Page 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Perkins Townsend 
Clarke, Johnson, Me. Poindexter arren 
Crane Johnston, Ala. Pomerene Watson 
Crawford Kenyon Rayner Wetmore 
Culberson Lea Richardson W. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I am sorry to state that my colleague 
[Mr. GAMBLE] is necessarily absent on business. I will state 
for the day that he has a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. Is there 
other morning business? 

DUTY ON LEAD AND ZINC ORE. 

Mr. CLAPP. I ask to have a letter I have received from 
A. L. Warner, of Duluth, Minn., inserted in the Recorp. It re- 
lates to the tariff on lead and zinc ore, or concentrates, and 
seems to be a very fair discussion of that question. I desire to 
have it for use in the consideration of that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none, and the 
order is entered. 

The letter is as follows: 


Hon. Moses E. CLAPP, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sxxaron: I have been watching with a great deal of interest 
the developments of the bill which ts now before the Senate applying 
to duty on lead and zinc ere, or concentrates. I have also taken con- 
siderable trouble to ascertain the facts in connection with the mining 
and smelting of zine in the United States, Canada, and old Mexico. 

I received a er of the Wallace Miner, which is lished in Wal- 
lace, Idaho, da February 15, 1912. I inclose a e ping from this 


peper enti 2 Cppoees tarif reduc 4 

Wallace is located in a little valley in the Coeur d'Alene district, I 
am quite familiar with the mining conditions in this district, and also 
with conditions in lead camps in Canada adjoining the Coeur d'Alene. 
The same wages are paid to miners in both districts, 
operating and minig is practiesliy the 
same separa only by the 

is no timate. reason why the duty should be im 
zine ore, or concentrates coming from the Coeur 
Canada into the United States. 

The basis of tariff in my opinion is based upon labor. Labor and 
natural conditions being the same in two countries, there is no reason 
why the tariff should be imposed against products of either country, 
where the cost of production is the same. 


DULUTH, MINN., February 25, 1912. 


on lead and 
"Alene district in 


1912. 
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I am connected with a property in the Coeur d'Alene district, which 
Ew 


has been operated for about two years. We are paying at the present 
time for crosscutting and drifting in our mine $9 per foot for a cross- 
cut 63 by 7. The average price of work of this kind in me district 
is $10 per foot. These figures ase based on actual contracts for develop- 
ment work, therefore they are correct. 

I note by the i tor's report, which I am inclosing to you, that 
they refer to labor of Mexico and Spain, which is paid an Lh phe Fage 
of about 50 cents par day. This statement is absolutely false. I 
connected with, and, in fact, managing a company. operating in Y 
near Cananea, Sonora, We are mining lead, zinc, and gopper. The 
average cost for mining and milling the past year was $3.75 per ton. 
We are paying Mexican labor $1.60 per day gol . It is inefficient labor, 
and it will take at least two Mexican miners to do as much work in 
10 hours as it will one American miner to do the same amount of work 
in the same time—wholly on account of the Mexican miner bein 
ineficient and inexperienced and not able to do the amount of wor 
that the American miner can do. 5 

The contract price for crosscutting and drifting in the Cananea 
district is $10 per foot gold. We have recently let a contract for cross- 
cutting 150 feet for which we paid $10 per foot for the work. 
work was let by contract to 3 idders. Therefore the labor 
cost per ton for mining ore in Mexico is equal to the cost per ton for 
the same work in the Coeur d'Alene district in Idaho or Canada. The 
expense of operating in Mexico is about 15 per cent higher than in the 
United States. Lumber is higher, groceries are higher, steel is higher, 
and clothing is higher. ‘Therefore, the operating of a mining industry 
in Mexico is more expensive and costs more per ton to mine and produce 
ore than it does in the Coeur d'Alene district in Idaho or the Joplin 
district of Missouri. 

In a conversation last week with Mr. Fred Hugo, of Duluth, who is 
reg we a zinc property. in the Joplin district, Missouri, he told me 
that their cost of mining and milling was less than $3 per ton in that 
district. Mr. -Hugo is also interested with me in the property near 
Cananea, Sonora. He said our cost was too high, and if our mine was 
located in the United States, where it could be more cheaply operated, 
it would be worth double what it is to-day. 

When you get the honest opman of operators in the zine districts 
of the United States, they will tell you, if they are familiar with the 
facts, that the cost of production is less in the United States per ton 
than in Mexico. It is true that some of the leading furnace men of the 
United States are bitterly opposed to the tariff reduction on lead and 
zine ore or concentrates. is applies only to lead and zine furnace 
companies that have a supply for their furnaces. The furnace com- 
panies who depend on buying their ore in the open market are in favor 
of free lead and zine coming into the United States from Mexico, for 
the reason that there is a broader market which can not be as easily 
controlled and will be a great benefit in supplying their smelters. 

I met the Congressman representing Oklahoma on the train. He was 
going to Bartlesville to look the situation over. He told me that the 
smelters in the Bartlesville district were very anxious for free zinc from 
Mexico, for they depended on th2 small mines to keep their smelters 
running for the 55 their zine ore or concentrates in the open market. 

The large lead and zine smelting companies, such as the Guggenheims, 
the New Jersey Lead & Zinc Co., the American Lead & Zine Co., and 
other smelting 8 in the States who own and control lead and 
zine properties are bitterly opposed to admitting lead and zinc from any 
country into the States free. By keeping out lead and zinc ores or 
concentrates, owning and operating mines to supply their smelters, they 
can practically control the lead and zinc business in the States, there- 
fore they would be 2 9 to admitting lead and zine ores or con- 
centrates free, for by doing so it would broaden the market so it would 
not be as easy to control, and the broad market would assist the smaller 
smelters to build up larger smelting industries in the States, which 
would stimulate competition. 

I am also advised the Guggenheims are making quite extensive plans 
for increasing their smelter capacity in Mexico. In my opinion this 
question solves itself down to a few concerns controlling the lead and 
zinc business of the world. If these enterprises or smelting concerns 
are able to keep lead and zinc ore or concentrates from coming into the 
United States free of duty and contro] the lead and zinc industry of the 
United Stdtes and build smelters in Mexico to control the lead and 
zine business in Mexico, they are building up a monopoly that will be 
far harder to cope with than the Steel Trust or the Standard Oil Co. 
It also builds up industries in a foreign country which would come to 
the United States if the duty was taken off of lead and zinc ore or con- 
centrates, so that the produe could be shipped to the States and manu- 
factured here. Instead of its being a detriment to the laboring class in 
the United States it would be a benefit to them, as it will not reduce 
the wages, but will increase the smelting business in the States, which 
will make more work for the laboring man and will build up industries 
in our own country and not in a foreign country. 

Notwithstanding the fact that it costs more to mine and concentrate 
ore in Mexico than it does in the United States, we have a freight 
charge of $5.50 ge ton from our mines to the nearest smelter. In the 
Joplin district the smelters are practically at the door of the mines. 
The freight rate from the mines in Idaho to smelters is less than in 
Mexico. I am told the rate is $4.50 per ton. The exact amount can be 
easily ascertained. 

I trust that you will consider this matter carefully and thoroughly 
investigate the facts in connection with the bill now pending in the 
United States Senate, which places zine ore from Mexico on the free 
list. I feel itive that the lacing of zinc and lead ores from Mexico 
on the free list is in the interests of the majority of our people and 
that it will build up and foster the zine-smelting industry in our 


country. 5 
Fours, very truly, A. L. WARNER. 


SUGAR-TARIFF REDUCTION (s. DOC. NO. 378). 

Mr. CURTIS. I have a copy of a brief digest of the testi- 
mony embodied in the hearings held before the Hardwick 
specia] committee on the investigation of the American Sugar 
Refining Co and others, compiled by Truman G. Palmer, on 
the subject of sugar-tariff reduction. I move that the digest 
be printed as a Senate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DUTY ON RAW SUGAR (S. DOC. No. 377). 

Mr. CURTIS. I have a paper containing 24 arguments ad- 
vanced by the New York refiners of raw sugar favoring the 
reduction or remoyal of the duty on foreign raw sugar, the 


wrecking of the people's home beet-sugar industry, and re- 
establishing in the refiners an absolute monopoly of the sugar 
business and consequent control of prices to the consumer, to- 
gether with a reply to each argument, which has been prepared 
by Truman G. Palmer. I move that the matter be printed as a 
Senate document. : 
The motion was agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

On February 29, 1912: 

S. 4475. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to simplify 
the issue of enrollments and licenses of vessels of the United 
States.” 

On March 1, 1912: . 

S. 238. An act to authorize the extension of Lamont Street 
NW. in the District of Columbia. 

On March 4, 1912: 

S. 3776. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Board 
of County Commissioners of Lincoln County, State of Montana, 
to construct, maintain, and operate three bridges across the 
Kootenai River, in the State of Montana; and 

S. 4749. An act relative to members of the female nurse corps 
serving in Alaska or at places without the limits of the United 
States. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

H. R. 16612. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the city of Alva, 
Okla.; and 3 

H. R. 17032. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant further extension of time within which to make proof 
on desert-land entries in the counties of Modoc and Lassen, Cal. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

H. R. 16661. An act to relinquish, release, remise, and quit- 
claim all right, title, and interest of the United States of Amer- 
ica in and to all the lands held under claim or color of title by 
individuals or private ownership or municipal ownership situ- 
ated in the State of Alabama which were reserved, retained, or 
set apart to or for the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians under 
and by virtue of the treaty entered into between the United 
States of America and the Creek Tribe or Nation of Indians on 
March 24, 1882; and 

H. R. 19863. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to subdivide and extend the deferred payments of settlers in the 
Kiowa-Comanche and Apache ceded lands in Oklahoma. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 17239. An act to authorize Arkansas & Memphis Rail- 
way Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River; 

H. R. 19638. An act to authorize San Antonio, Rockport & 
Mexican Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Morris 
and Cummings Channel; and 

H. R. 20117. An act to authorize the Nebraska-Iowa Inter- 
state Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri River 
near Belleyue, Nebr. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

H. R. 5601. An act to limit the effect of the regulation of 
‘interstate commerce between the States in goods, wares, and 
merchandise wholly or in part manufactured by convict labor 
or in any prison or reformatory; and 

H. R. 14083. An act to create a new division of the southern 
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for terms of court 
at Corpus Christi, Tex., and for a clerk for said court, and for 
other purposes. 

H. R. 16806. An act to provide for the use of the American 
National Red Cross in aid of the land and naval forces in time 
of actual or threatened war was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 20048. An act declaring that all citizens of Porto Rico 
and certain natives permanently residing in said island shall 
be citizens of the United States was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I move, notwithstanding 
the objection—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed. The 
Senator from Washington. 
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Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. Notwithstanding the objection, I move 
o proceed to the present consideration of Senate résolution 
and I moye the adoption of the resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator n Wa on 
eration 


Mr. President—— 


moves that the Senate proceed to the consid of 
lution named by him. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move to proceed to the consideration 
of ‘the resolution as amended. 

Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that, 
imous-consent agreement, nothing is in order t 

` special order of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is absolutely specific. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unanimous-consent agreement, 
the Chair notices, does not say at what time the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the treaty matter, and the Sen- 
ate can do so at any time it sees fit, but it must do it at some 
time during the day. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I think the resolution for which I ask 
consideration will only take a few moments. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it has been the universal practice—— 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that is a matter 
which the Chair can not pass upon, but which the Senate must 
pass upon. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before the Chair makes a formal an- 
nouncement I invite the attention of the Chair to the ruling of 
the Chair on yesterday to the effect that this special order 
would take effect immediately after the routine morning busi- 


ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks he made no such 
ruling. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In answer to the Senator from Michigan 
IMr. SMITH ]— 

Mr. CULLOM. That certainly has been the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair notices by the RECORD 
that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Samra] made the inquiry: 

That is, it will be taken up after the routine morning business? 

And the Chair answered: 

After the routine morning business. 

The Chair must say in that connection that at the time he 
made the response to the Senator from Michigan the Chair had 
in mind the usual form of unanimous-consent agreement and 
supposed that the matter would come up immediately after the 
morning business was concluded, but resolution does not 
so state. It is therefore a matter for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the general arbitration treaties 
as in open executive session. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 
made a motion to proceed to the consideration of another 
matter. 

Mr. LODGE. A motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business is a privileged motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct in that 
statement. r 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, is not the motion which 
I made also a privileged motion under Rule IX? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is; but the motion which the 
Senator from Massachusetts makes takes precedence. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Under the head of “ General arbitration 
treaties,” in the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings, occurs the 
following: 

Mr. SMITH of Mi 7 i 
asia , anon te e e et Dai 
unanimous consent was g some days ago to vote on the British and 
French arbitration treaties on Tuesday, the 5th instant. I should like 
to inguire whether, under this unanimous-consent agreement, that will 
be the first business taken up in the mo ? 

The Vica PRESIDENT. After the mornin sin 

Mr. Surrn of Michigan. That is, it will be taken up after the rou- 
tine morning business? < 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the routine morning business. 

I suggest that the Chair has ruled on this proposition, and 
ruled correctly, and the Senate so understands it from the col- 
loguy between the Chair and the Senator from Michigan on 
yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in answer to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], 
that, of course, he has read the Recorp correctly, but the Chair 
at the time he made the response to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Michigan did not have the unanimous-consent agreement 
before him and was speaking from memory. Now the matter, 
it seems to the Chair, is disposed of by the Senator from Mas- 


e reso- 


der the unan- 
y except that 


sachusetts [Mr. Lopan] making his motion, which puts the 
whole proposition up to the Senate, Will the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of this matter in qpen executive ses- 
sion? It is a motion which is now in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I make a parliamentary inquiry as to 
the meaning of “ morning business.” Does not “ morning busi- 
ness” include up until the hour of 4 o'clock, or 2 o'clock at 
least, the calling of the calendar, and an opportunity to move 
to take up matters on the calendar? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; “morning business” is cer- 
tain routine business, as laid down in the rule, that may pro- 

for two hours, but can be closed before, and is closed be- 
ore, when the Chair so announces. After the conclusion of 
that business and the announcement by the Chair to that effect, 
then the Chair thinks the motion which the Senator made was 
in order, but after he had made that motion the Senator from 
Massachusetts made a motion, action upon which is preferential 
under Rule XXII, and that is the matter which must first be 
disposed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in open execu- 
tive session, resumed the consideration of the treaties of arbi- 
— — between Great Britain and France and the United 

tates. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to take a few moments 
to correct a statement that I made when addressing the Sen- 
ate on Thursday last in regard to the pending treaties. 

In stating that no postal treaty had ever been submitted to 
the Senate I overlooked, despite a very careful search, one postal 
treaty which was made in December, 1848, with Great Britain. 
At that time, prior to the statute of 1851, the rates on foreign 
postage were fixed by statute, and there was no method of 
making special rates with any country while the statute re- 
mained unrepealed except by treaty. The treaty with Great 
Britain was accordingly made, Lord Palmerston and Mr. Ban- 
croft being the negotiators, and was duly ratified by the Senate. 
There was one other treaty which is sometimes referred to as 
a postal convention, and in this connection I think it well to 
mention it. This treaty was made with New Granada in 1844 
and was necessary because it involved the carrying of United 
States mails across the Isthmus; that is, through foreign ter- 
ritory. No treaty involying the transit of United States mails 
across foreign territory could be made now or at any time ex- 
cept in the regular treaty form and with submission to the Sen- 
ate. This case, therefore, has no bearing on the question of 
postal treaties as a precedent. The treaty with Great Britain 
is an exception, but, I believe, the only one; and it proves, I 
think, the existence of the rule in regard to our action as a 
government in respect to postal treaties which I attempted to 
lay down. I do not think that it affects in any way the con- 
clusions to be drawn from our otherwise uniform practice or 
the pro tion that fo: , like domestic, postal arrangements 
are dealt with and have always been dealt with under the power 
to establish post offices and post roads and to regulate foreign 
commerce. 

I ask that this statement may be printed as a note to the copy 
of the speech which was ordered printed by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that will be 
done. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, the doctrine that peace can only 
be maintained by the ability of a nation to defend itself is not 
sound. Armament adequate for the Nation's defense is neces- 
sary because self-preservation is the first law of nature, and its 
enforcement is the first and paramount duty of every great 
nation. An efficient navy with power to repel assault is im- 
peratiye, but the need of it is for self-protection and self- 
preservation purposes. It has no office as a peace agent and 
no force as a peace argument. Its power might be useful to 
force ungenerous and unfair terms of surrender upon a con- 
quered nation, but never has this Government ever suggested 
a cessation of hostilities upon terms but the most generous and 
conscionable. Never in all the history of civilized nations did 
a heavy armament ever avert war nor did a small armament 
ever invoke war. 

It is very easy to say that the shores of the Mediterranean 
would be to-day peaceful had Turkey possessed a strong navy. 
But the statement is naked and unsupported by any fact, and 
is a reflection on the Italian Government. Any opinion either 
way on that subject is idle and inconducive and proves nothing, 
for opinions come and go easily as the exigency of debate or the 
distress of the debater may suggest. Did the great navies 
of Japan or Russia, a few years ago, avoid war, or did the 
smaller navy of either invite war? Did the size of our sea 
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armament have anything at all to do either to encourage or 
discourage a declaration of war against Spain, or was the 
inefficiency of Spain’s navy given any consideration at all when 
Congress voted $50,000,000 to President McKinley to prosecute 


war against that country? Every man knows we would have 
declared war at that time even if Spain's navy had been the 
greatest in the world and we had had no ships at all. There- 
fore, it seems to me, in considering these treaties intended to 
promote peace by arbitration the argument which would sub- 
stitute Dreadnoughts for an arbitration court is not sound. 

The issue presented by the pending treaties as negotiated by 
the President and submitted to the Senate for ratification can 
not be obscured by opinion builders, however talented or 
scholarly they may be. The American people know what the 
issue is and the Senate may as well meet it frankly and in the 
open. It will add perhaps to the literature of the country, but 
not to the good name of the Senate, for us to quibble and 
haggle over the importance of large navies or over the meaning 
of words which have a well-defined significance in the average 
mind of the American citizen. 

There is one delightful thing about peace—everybody advo- 
cates it. As an abstract proposition it has no enemies. For 
2,000 years the world has talked for peace and has been at war 
more or less during all of that time. The time has come now 
when less talk about it and more effort to maintain it should be 
made by nations. The pending treaties mark the first con- 
structive effort by this country and Great Britain and France 
to make peace certain between them at least. These treaties 
propose to broaden the field of arbitration by including subjects 
of dispute heretofore excluded from that field. Herein lies the 
one chief characteristic distinguishing these from existing gen- 
eral arbitration treaties. 

We have to-day 19 agreements with as many countries pro- 
viding for the arbitration of differences which may arise be- 
tween us, provided such differences do not arise over questions 
involying vital interests or the national honor. Let me read 
you article 1 of the existing arbitration treaty negotiated with 
Great Britain by this country and ratified June 4, 1908. The 
same article is found, I think, in all the other 18 arbitration 
treaties with other countries. The article reads: 

Differences which arise of a legal nature or relating to the inter- 
pretation of treaties existing between the two contracting parties, and 
which it may not have been possible to settle by 98 shall be 
referred to the permanent court of arbitration es blished at The 
Hague by the convention of the 29th of July, 1899: Provided, never- 
theless, That they do not affect the vital interests, the independence, or 
the honor of the two contracting States and do not concern the inter- 
ests of third parties. 

That is the provision in existing treaties corresponding with 
article 1 in the pending treaties. The proviso contained in the 
article I. have read in the existing treaties is omitted from the 
treaties which were negotiated by the President and have been 
referred to the Senate for ratification. 

The importance of the omission and its significance for prac- 
tical peace purposes must be conceded. The pending treaties 
are real peace contracts as compared with the existing treaties, 
and the proof of it lies in the fact that the questions excluded 
from arbitration by the existing treaties are submissable to 
arbitration under the proposed treaties. 

Let us examine this point in some detail. Can anyone recall 
a war between civilized peoples the cause of which arose over 
some question not involving the vital interest or the national 
honor of either nation? I do not think such an instance can be 
cited in all history. It must be conceded, then, that whenever 
wars have been waged the cause of them arose over questions 
involving either the yital interest or the national honor, or 
both, of the peoples in conflict. 

The existing treaties exclude, therefore, from the field of 
arbitration the very causes and the only causes of any war that 
was ever fought. The fact that the pending treaties propose to 
submit to arbitration the questions that have caused war make 
them, if lived up to by the contracting nations, guarantees for 
peace. This accounts, in my judgment, for the widespread and 
well-grounded public sentiment of the people of the United 
States in favor of their ratification. The public mind is quick 
to see the real issue in every public question. The public con- 
science abhors war as it does crime, and when the public mind 
sees, as it does in these treaties, an agreement to arbitrate the 
only disputes that ever cause war, any attempt to delay or de- 
feat ratification becomes the subject of public impatience and 
public disapproval. It will not do for us to waive this public 
sentiment aside by stigmatizing it as popular clamor. It is not 
clamor. It is the publie intelligence and public conscience at 
work in every home, and in every church, and in every school- 
house, and in every walk of life of a free and courageous people. 

It was suggested here the other day by a very distinguished 
Senator that he had become weary and impatient because of 


what he termed the clamor in favor of these treaties and at the 
criticism which had been directed against the Senate because 
it had not yet ratified them. I do not agree with the Senator 
on that point. My notion is the Senate has less excuse to be 
impatient with the people than the people have to be impatient 
with the Senate. These treaties were submitted to the Senate 
for action August 4, 1911, more than seven months ago. Con- 
gress was in session at the time, and remained in session, I 
think, for three weeks after the message of the President sub- 
mitting them. We adjourned and reconvened the 4th of Decem- 
ber, and have been in session, with the exception of a 10-day 
vacation, ever since. Not until very recently has any serious 
consideration been given to them by the Senate. On these facts 
the Senate may not be censurable as a matter of right and 
justice—on that I express no opinion—but on these facts cer- 
tainly the public is not censurable because it fails to under- 
stand why no action has been had during all these months. If 
these treaties are without merit they should have been rejected 
long ago. If they are right they should have been ratified long 
ago. The Committee on Foreign Relations was quick to bring 
in its report, which was a very pronounced indictment against 
the treaties as negotiated. The delay can not be laid at the 
door of the committee. 

But I have digressed. Let us return to the treaties themselyes 
and leave the dilatory and procrastinating habit of the Senate 
to the tender mercies of a patient and, I hope, a forgiving people, 
The fact that the pending treaties propose to submit to an 
international court of arbitration questions involving vital inter- 
est and national honor should command the support, it seems 
to me, of every man who desires to see arbitration actually 
substituted for war. 

This principle had the support of the Senate of the United 
States in 1890, and is shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
under date of February 14 of that year. On that day the 
Senate adopted by unanimous vote Senator Sherman’s resolu- 
tion calling upon the President to negotiate all inclusive arbi- 
tration treaties with foreign governments. The resolution reads 
as follows: 

That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to invite from time 
to time, as fit occasions may arise, negotiations with any government 
with which the United States has or may have diplomatie relations, to 
the end that any differences or disputes arising between the two Govern- 
ments which can not be adjusted py diplomatic agency may be referred 
to arbitration and be peaceably adjusted by such means. 

You will observe that the resolution excluded no subject 
whatever from the field of arbitration, but says in express words 
that “any differences or disputes” arising between the two 
Governments and which can not be adjusted by diplomacy 
shall be referred to arbitration. At that time the Senate of 
the United States did not hesitate to express its approval of the 
cardinal doctrine of the pending treaties. Nor was the Senate 
the only legislative branch of the Government that expressed an 
opinion in 1890 on this question. Sherman’s resolution went to 
the House and was concurred in by that body three months 
later. Nor is that all. The resolution was considered by the 
British Parliament, which in a resolution of its own expressed 
the hope that Her Majesty, the Queen of England, would co- 
operate with the United States along the lines laid down in the 
Sherman resolution. 

Nothing substantial was heard of this doctrine from that time 
until negotiations were opened by the President of the United 
States with the representatives of the British and French Goy- 
ernments, culminating in the treaties under consideration. The 
result is that nothing to-day stands in the way of making the 
doctrine of real arbitration a fact except the Senate of the 
United States. We have the power to kill it. I take every 
Senator here at his word, and I have no doubt that every Sena- 
tor is just as anxious to really promote peace as he is willing to 
advocate peace. Our trouble is the same trouble that always 
confronts anybody who undertakes to practically provide ways 
and means for doing something that he knows ought to be 
done. It took men generations and centuries to devise and 
establish a plan by which differences arising between indi- 
viduals might be adjudicated and settled without violence. The 
plan is not yet perfect so far as its success as an agency to do 
exact and full justice in all instances is concerned, but it ap- 
proximates success. It provides a way in which every dispute 
between men, whether the dispute inyolves the vital interest 
or the pwoperty or the honor of the individual, must be sub- 
mitted under the law to a court of arbitration. We have pro- 
yided compulsory arbitration for every citizen in affairs of his 
own. The decision of the arbitration court may not always be 
right, but we compel the citizen to submit his controversy to 
the court and to abide by the decision, right or wrong. If it 
is possible to arbitrate all differences arising between indi- 
yiduals, it must be possible for us to provide a plan under 
which all differences between nations can be arbitrated. 
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It can be done. Here are three great nations, composed of 
civilized and Christian peoples. Each has been able to provide 
due process of law for its citizens. Law and order settle all 
domestic disputes. Force is no longer the arbiter in any of 
the three countries. If men have been able to provide due 
process of law for themselves as individuals and citizens, what 
excuse have they for failing to provide due process of law for 
the nations of which they are citizens? One is certainly just as 
practicable and ought to be just as possible as the other, and it 
is if we set our heads and hearts to the task of working out the 
plan. 

The President has proposed this plan. If anyone has a better 
one, let it be suggested. The public has no unflinching deyotion 
to any particular plan, but the plan offered here is the only 
plan as yet suggested. I believe we ought to try it. 

Let us look at the plan proposed. Article 1 of the treaties 
before us, which is substituted for article 1 of existing treaties, 
is as follows: 

All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting parties, 
which it has not been possible to adjust by diplomacy, relating to inter- 
national matters in which the high contracting parties are concerned 
by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other, under 
treaty or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature by reason 
of being susceptible of decision by the application of the ganesh of 
law or equity, shal! be submitted to the permanent court of arbitration 
established at The Hague by the convention of October 18, 1907, or to 
some other arbitral tribunal, as shall [may] be decided in each case b 
special agreement, which special agreement shall provide for the o = 
zation of such tribunal if necessary, to define the scope of the powers 
of the arbitrators, the question or questions at issue, and settle the 
terms of reference and the procedure thereunder. 

The first objection urged to this article, so far as I am ad- 
vised, is that it omits the proviso in article 1 of existing treaties 
excluding questions of vital interest and national honor from 
arbitration, I haye already discussed that objection; but objec- 
tion is also made that the language of this article is ambiguous 
and of uncertain meaning. The phrase “claim of right” is 
taken up by itself and numerous definitions of lexicographers 
are given to show what “claim” means and then what “ right” 
means, and then an argument designed to add to the con- 
fusion is made to show that these words, used together, have no 
definite significance at all. 

The critic takes the word “justiciable” and the words “law 
or equity” separately and apart and then all together, and 
finds serious trouble and insurmountable diffieulty in an effort 
to discover what is meant. I have very little patience per- 
sonally with these hypercritical and technical discussions. Of 
course, everyone will acknowledge that words and phrases may 
have different shades of meaning. The law of definition is not 
an exact science. I am willing to take the ordinary and usual 
interpretation given to these words and phrases and leave them 
in the treaties, although no doubt other language might be used 
which would suit some minds better, if they could be suited at 
all; but what might suit the mental attitude of one Senator 
would very likely arouse the critical attitude of his colleague. 

The phrase “claim of right” with ordinary people and to an 
ordinary mind carries the notion of an obligation of one party to 
another; ordinarily the term means a legal right. Being an 
obligation or legal right, it necessarily excludes the idea of na- 
tional policy, either domestic or foreign. A claim of right 
implies that something is due; it may arise out of a contract, 
either express or implied, or it may arise out of a wrongful act. 
The phrase “ of a legal nature,” used in article 1 of the existing 
treaties, is a phrase susceptible of as many shades of meaning 
and of as many different possible applications as the phrase 
“claim of right” in the pending treaties. 

So with the other words: “ Justiciable” is generally accepted 
to mean by the average man, when applied to a controversy, 
that it is susceptible of determination by applying the rules 
of justice, which is another way of saying the principles of 
law or equity. The principles of law and equity are the prin- 
ciples of justice. We speak of a court of law and of a court of 
equity; they are beth courts of justice. The words “law” and 
“ equity ” relate in their differences to procedure and remedy as 
well as to principles. The distinction between the two is fast 
disappearing. Courts and lawyers have eyer disagreed just 
where the dividing line is between legal and equitable prin- 
ciples. It has been said that equity appeals to the conscience 
of the chancellor while the law appeals to the intelligence of 
the court. The ordinary and usual everyday interpretation of 
the language of article 1 is that all differences involving every 
question of a substantiai character in which one nation in good 
faith makes 2 demand upon another, and which can be deter- 
mined according to the principles of justice, shall be submitted 
to arbitration. But, whether or not the language is so am- 
biguous as to merit criticism, I call your attention to the fact 
that after discussing in a most critical way the language of 


the article referred to the distinguished senior Senator from 
n [Mr. Loper] concluded his criticism with these 
words: 

If these treaties, following the example of those now upon the statute 
8 had stopped with article 1, which enlarges and defines with a 
new definition the scope of arbitration, there would have been, I think, 
no question as to their immediate ratification. 

So I take it that if as learned a critic as the Senator from 
Massachusetts is after all willing to accept the language of 
article 1, no friend of the treaties has need to entertain any 
fear on account of it. 

Article 2 reads as follows: 


The high contracting parties further a to institute as occasion 
arises, and as hereinafter provided, a joint high commission of inquiry 


to which, upon the uest of either party, shall be referred for im- 
— are req party, 


conscientious investigation any controversy between the 
parties within the scope of article 1, before such controversy has been 
submitted to arbitration, and also any other controversy hereafter aris- 
ing between them, even if they are not agreed that it falls within the 
scope of article 1: Provided, however, That such reference may be t- 
poned until the expiration of one year after the date of the Jormal re 
quest therefor in order to afford an opportunity for diplomatic discus- 
sion and adjustment of the questions in controversy, if either party de- 
sires such postponement. 

Whenever a question or matter of difference is referred to the joint 
high commission of inquiry, as herein provided, each of the high con- 
tracting parties shall designate three of its nationals to act as members 
of the commission of inquiry for the p of such reference; or the 
commission may be otherwise constituted in any particular case by the 
terms of reference, the membership of the commission and the terms of 
reference to be determined in each case by an exchange of notes. 

This article has not been discussed in any way by those who 
oppose the treaties. To my mind it is a most important and far- 
reaching provision. It provides for a joint commission whose 
duty shall be to investigate every controversy arising between 
the countries within the scope of article 1, and provides that 
the investigation shall be made before such controversy shall be 
submitted to arbitration. It further provides that the investi- 
gation, at the request of either party, shall be postponed for at 
least a year in order to afford an opportunity for an adjustment 
through diplomatic agencies. The judgment and finding on 
both law and fact shall be made by the commission, and while 
such finding is not binding on either party under the express 
terms of article 3, still the effect will be to hold the contract- 
ing countries away from war during the period of 12 months, 
a sufficient time to adjust peaceably, in all human probability, 
every controversy that may arise. This article, therefore, to my 
mind, is of and by itself an almost certain guaranty of future 
peace, actual peace, between this and any other country who 
will make and keep such a contract. 

Of course, I assume and I refuse to entertain for a moment 
any other assumption than that these contracts, if made, will 
be kept by the countries making them. I look upon every sug- 
gestion made by those who for one reason or another seek to 
discredit the treaties that they will be broken by us as a most 
desperate if not an ignoble suggestion. When did this Govern- 
ment ever violate any of its treaty obligations? Who on this 
floor is willing seriously to suggest that the people of this Goy- 
ernment will ever tolerate the bad faith involved in violating 
any treaty obligation? Those men who suggest it now do a very 
grave and unwarranted injustice to the American people. 
Americans are as jealous of their Nation’s honor as they are of 
their own, and they will never submit to the violation of any 
treaty which the Nation may make. The fact that the Ameri- 
ean people are willing to arbitrate their differences with another 
country proves their determination as well as their willingness 
to accept the judgment of the arbitrators. 

The average citizen knows that when his country’s quarrel is 
submitted to a court of arbitration, with jurisdiction and power 
to inquire into the controversy, that submission carries with it 
the power to adjudicate the controversy either for or against us. 
If he is not willing to abide by the result, he would not be 
willing to enter into the contract to submit the controversy. 
What sort of political morality is it which suggests any sort of 
arbitration which would give us the right to accept the judg- 
ment of the arbitrators or to reject it at our pleasure? The 
other country by the arbitration method takes a chance to lose; 
so do we. Just as in the case of war, both countries take the 
chance of defeat. The losing party is bound by the war verdict; 
the losing party is bound by the arbitration verdict. In every 
dispute between citizens which goes to the courts for arbitra- 
tion one party must lose, and the winning and the losing parties 
are both bound by the judgment. So it is with disputes between 
nations, 

Article 2, which I have read, is new to the treaty literature 
of the world; such a provision can not be found in any existing 
treaties between the nations of either hemisphere. It is a dis- 
tinct, substantial, and practical step forward toward the peace 
of the world. ° 
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Article 3 reads, as follows: 


The joint high commission of inquiry, instituted fn each case as pro- 
vided for in article 2, ts authorized to examine into and report upon 
the cular questions or matters referred to it for the g of 
facilitating the solution of disputes by elucidating the fa 8 to 
define the Issues presented by such questions, and also to include fn fts 
report such recommendations and conclusions as may be appropriate. 

e reports of the commission shall not be regarded as decisions of 
the questions or matters so submitted, either on the facts or on the law, 
and shall în no way have the character of an arbitral award. 

It is further however, that in cases in which the parties dis- 
agree as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
article 1 of this treaty, that question shall be submitted to the joint 
high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the members of 
the commission agree and report that such differences is within the 
scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance with 
the provisions of this treaty. 

No objection is made to this article, as I understand it, except 
to the last paragraph, wherein it is agreed that there shall 
be submitted to the joint high commission of inquiry the jus- 
ticiability of the controversy. The objection to this paragraph 
rests on the interpretation given to it that the judgment of the 
commission on the justiciability of the controversy is final and 
binding, and therefore the constitutional prerogatives of the 
Senate as a part of the treaty-making power are impaired. In 
my judgment the interpretation is incorrect. Such an inter- 
pretation ean not be sustained unless you construe the para- 
graph by itself, without relation. to the other provisions of the 
treaties and without regard to the last sentence in the para- 
graph. An interpretation whieh to sustain makes it necessary 
to disregard all the rest of the doeument and a portion of the 
paragraph interpreted is not an interpretation which will com- 
mend itself very enthusiastically to the average American eiti- 
zen. While this paragraph submits to the joint high commis- 
sion the justiciability of a controversy between the contracting 
nations, it expressly says that the judgment on that question 
as rendered by the high commission, if five of them shall agree 
to it, shall be reported, and “it shall be referred to arbitration 
in accordance with the provisions of this treaty.” Under ar- 
ticle 1, the President, if he thinks the question justiciable, and 
the other country agrees with him, reports his finding to the 
Senate. His finding does not bind the Senate, because the 
article expressly leaves to the Senate the right to pass on the 
question of submission to the final court of arbitration. So 
likewise when the question of justiclability is left to the com- 
mission, because the President or the other contracting country 
thinks it is not justiciable and the commission reports its find- 
ing to the Senate, the Senate is not bound any more then than 
it was bound by the finding of the President on the question. 

When there is agreement that the controversy is justiciable 
the President reports to the Senate; when there is a disagree- 
ment about the justiciability of the controversy the finding 
is reported by the commission. The Senate occupies the same 
office and the same relation to one finding that it does to the 
other. It follows that no prerogative, however dear or ancient, 
the Senate may possess is impaired or infringed in the least. 


DELEGATION OF POWER. 


The other day we heard a very able and exhaustive argu- 
ment in support of the proposition that the treaty-making power 
could not be delegated. The speaker went so deeply into that 
much mooted question as to quote the Supreme Court and 
other eminent authority. I am glad the argument was made. 
It will probably never be answered. Nobody since the birth 
of the Republic ever suggested the contrary doctrine, and I 
apprehend nobody will ever do so; but of that I am not cer- 
tain, for in the light of some of the arguments recently made 
on 9 question no man can tell what the logie of future days 
may be. 

The commission is delegated to exercise no treaty function 
whatever. Its duties are limited and defined. Its jurisdiction 
is fixed. It can do nothing but inquire, investigate, and report 
upon the limited questions or matters referred to it, if acting 
under clauses 1 and 2 of article 8, defining the issues pre- 
sented by such questions and including recommendations; but 
if acting under clause 3 of article 3, it shall do nothing but 
investigate and report its findings on whether the question is 
arbitrable under article 1 of the treaty. To do these specific 
and definite things, limited by the terms of article 1, is ob- 
viously not an exercise of the treaty-making power in whole 
or in part. To hold otherwise is to fly in the face of the re- 
peated pronouncements of the Supreme Court during a century 
and more. 

The customhouse officers of the Government do not exercise 
delegated legislative power, yet they determine by direction of 
Congress what duties certain imports must bear according to 
rules and standards fixed by Congress. The Supreme Court 
has said the act of such Government officers is not a legislative 


act. The Supreme Court has also held that the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission does not exercise delegated legislative power 
when it fixes a freight rate, because Congress declared the 
standard the commission should use in determining the rate. 
In clause 3 of article 8 the President and the Senate, the 
sole and exelusive treaty-making power of the Government, fix 
the standard by which the high commission must govern itself 
in reaching a conclusion on the subject referred to it. This 
standard is jurisdictional. To go beyond it or to stop short of 
it is to nullify the judgment for want of jurisdiction. 

In this connection the learned Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Rayner], in an expression of his views to the Senate, cites a 
diplomatie precedent which alone is sufficient to conclude the 
debate on the question. About 75 years ago Great Britain and 
this country were in discord over the boundary line dividing 
the British possessions from the Northeastern States. The line 
was described in the treaty of 1782. Great Britain claimed the 
line described in the treaty had one location, and the United 
States claimed it had another location. By arbitration agree- 
ment the King of the Netherlands became the arbitrator to in- 
vestigate and locate the boundary line. Under the agreement 
submitting the question to the King of the Netherlands it was 
provided that he need not be bound to choose between the two 
lines claimed by the two countries, but was directed to investi- 
gate and determine where the boundary line as described in the 
treaty really was. For some reason he found it impractical or 
impossible to determine the location of the line described in the 
treaty of 1782, but he did investigate and determine and re- 
ported as arbitrator a boundary line between the two countries 
which seemed to him to be the most convenient and practicable. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows, of course, the ground on 
which we rejected that decision. 

Mr. BROWN. I discussed the ground. 

Mr. LODGE. We rejected it on the ground that it was not a 
decision. 

Mr. BROWN. Our protest to the award was filed on the 
ground of want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. LODGE. I think if the Senator examines the protest he 
will see that we took the ground that he decided two questions, 
but on the others he merely expressed an opinion, and that on 
what he said we were entitled to a final decision. 

Mr. BROWN. The fact was he reported his opinion, which 
amounted to a determination, so far as he was concerned, that 
the boundary was along a certain line. 

The United States objected to the award for want of juris- 
diction, insisting that the arbitrator had exceeded the limita- 
tions fixed by the agreement under which he was appointed. 
Great Britain aecepted the protest of the United States as well 
grounded and treated the decision of the King of the Nether- 
lands as a nullity. 

It would appear clear from these authorities that none of the 
Senate’s prerogatives are invaded by clause 8 of article 3. y 

However, upon the mistaken interpretation that the joint high 
commission might decide a question arbitrable which the Senate 
might deem not arbitrable and yet be bound by it, we are told 
that great peril is in store for this country. We have been 
told that some foreign country, not named, might be able to get 
the joint commission to submit the Monroe doctrine or our 
immigration policy or any other governmental policy to the 
arbitration court. It takes a strong and vivid imagination to 
picture these awful disasters which are so sure and so certain 
to follow the ratification of these treaties. Let us become 
alarmed slowly for two reasons: First, the interpretation is 
wrong and there is, therefore, no basis for the disasters antici- 
pated; but even if the interpretation so warmly defended be 
accepted by the commission, still the Monroe doctrine would be 
in no danger, our independence and our domestic policies would 
remain safe, because such a Judgment by the commission would 
be utterly void for want of jurisdiction, and the Senate, as well 
as the people of the United States, would so declare. 

Whenever a court in this country acts without jurisdiction 
the judgment is void. So the judgment of this commission that 
the Monroe doctrine was arbitrable would be ultra vires and 
yoid. When such a judgment was treated by the American 
people and the Senate of the United States as void, it would not 
be a violation of this treaty in any degree or in any sense. 
The Government of the United States is wholly incompetent 
under the Constitution to arbitrate away its existence, its life, 
its independence, or its policies, just as a man is incompetent 
under the law to arbitrate away his freedom or his existence. 

These treaties are made by sovereign nations. Each con- 
tracting power is a sovereign power, and the treaty is made by 
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it as such. To contend that the independence or the existence 
or the integrity or the governmental policies of either is made 
by them the subject of arbitration is to contend that they are 
undertaking to consent to self-destruction, which is contrary 
to public policy the world over. 

It has been argued in some quarters with apparent earnest- 
ness that we should be slow to broaden the field of arbitration, 
because “All the differences with other nations in which we 
shall be involved will be American questions.” The point in 
this objection is obscure; just what is meant by it is not cer- 
tain. If the objector means to say the location or site of the 
subject matter in dispute will be on the Western Hemisphere, 
the answer is that geography can not affect for good or ill the 
rights of either party. Every difference arising between this 
and another country, to be arbitrated under these treaties, must 
necessarily be at once an American and an European question. 
If it is an American question exclusively, no other country will 
have any interest in it; if it is an European question exclu- 
sively, this country will have no interest in it. In neither case 
will the other country ask for arbitration upon it. 

This treaty proposes to arbitrate questions involving inter- 
ests in which America and Great Britain or America and 
France claim an interest. Their location, whether in this or 
the other hemisphere geographically, will neither add to nor 
subtract from their importance nor their arbitrability. It is 
just as desirable to avoid war over questions arising on this side 
of the Atlantic as it is to avoid war by arbitrating differences 
arising on the other side. It is said when the disputes affect 
interests on our continent “we do not and can not enter upon 
these agreements on an equality of risk with other nations 
with which we treat.” If the ratio of hazard is to guide and 
mold the arbitration policy of the United States, we may as 
well despair and abandon the policy all together. I had sup- 
posed that the movement for peace by substituting arbitration 
for war had a better foundation than the doctrine of chances. 
I still think so. If our friends who hesitate about arbitration 
on account of the risk involved will reflect a moment they will 
realize that war, too, involves not risk alone but danger and 
death and loss inevitable and irreparable. 

Mr. President, it seems to me these treaties ought to be rati- 
fied. They promise peace and do not entangle us in any for- 
eign alliance. They are separate agreements with Great Brit- 
ain and France, each standing by itself. The treaty with 
France does not suggest any concern over the affairs of any 
other nation. The treaty with Great Britain creates no obli- 
gation on our part to participate in any differences she may 
have with any nation except our own. They are separate con- 
tracts and affect alone the two countries entering into the 
agreement. With these treaties ratified there is real reason to 
believe that similar treaties identical in form will be negoti- 
ated between this country and all of the other great nations of 
the earth. 

While the Senate has the power, it has no right, in my judg- 
ment, to close the door which these treaties open to the settle- 
ment of international disputes the world over, which are as 
certain to arise in the future as they have in the past. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not my intention, Mr. President, to 
enter at length upon a consideration of this treaty. On a for- 
mer occasion, in general terms, I expressed my disapproval of it. 
I expect to vote for the proposed amendment, which strikes out 
section 3. I intend to vote for the amendment to the resolution 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], and 
then I propose to vote against the treaty. 

The Senator from Massachusetts gave good and sufficient 
reasons for supporting the amendment proposed by him to the 
resolution of ratification. It would be a useless task for me to 
enter into an elaboration of those reasons. They could not be 
better stated. No question was ever better stated in this body 
at any period of its existence than was that question as stated 
by the Senator from Massachusetts a few days since. The 
proposition to strike out the third article or third section—— 

Mr. SHIVELY. Will the Senator permit me there? 

Mr, HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SHIVELY. The Senator speaks of striking out the third. 
Does 5 the third article or the concluding clause of 
article 3? 


Mr. HEYBURN. It is the concluding clause, but it has been, 


familiarly spoken of in that way. It is the third paragraph of 
article 3. I shall have some suggestions to make briefly as to 
article 3. 

My objections to the treaty are based upon broad grounds. 
The cry of peace has deceived more people since the beginning 
of governments than any other. It has generally been a cry for 
a cessation of hostilities until the other party could get an ad- 
yantage that would insure victory. 


There never has been a time in the history of the world when 
any progress was made through peaceful agreements. I repeat 
it, there has been no time in the history of the world when 
progress toward civilization or a higher condition of mankind 
was made by a contract or agreement. Every advance step 
toward what we term civilization to-day has been the result of 
war. A rule that has been tried out through so great a period 
of time is entitled to some respect. It ought not to be brushed 
aside by the novice in political or public affairs. 

The American people are not clamoring for this treaty. They 
are not clamoring that the right of their representatives in 
Congress to resent aggression at the hands of a foreign foe 
shall be taken from their representatives. We are intermed- 
dling with a tribunal created by the people of this country 
for the purpose of dealing with the questions involved here. 
When the people made the Constitution, acting through their 
States and representatives, they gave the power of declaring 
war to the Congress of the United States and not to the diplo- 
matic agencies or to the treaty-making attributes or adjuncts 
of government. They do not mention them in connection with 
it. The people, speaking through their representatives in the 
conduct of the affairs of the Government, have the sole power 
to declare war, and the Executive, the President, has no option 
as to whether or not he will carry out the expressed intention 
of Congress after it has declared war. The President is not 
required to, nor may he, participate in the act of Congress 
that declares war. It does not require his signature. The 
people, speaking through their representatives, when that great 
question arises, are supreme and the President is only their 
agent. He becomes the Commander in Chief of the Armies, to 
command them in the war, and, as the civil Chief Executive, he 
must carry out the law of Congress that says when war shall 
or shall not be waged. 

Now, you are proposing to take away from Congress and 
from the people that power, and you are proposing to substi- 
tute for that power what? Not even the Senate of the United 
States, not even the President of the United States, but you are 
proposing to substitute for the people of the United States and 
for their Congress a foreign tribunal, which you are pleased to 
term the High Court of Justice, or some such name. 

Mr. LODGE. The High Commission. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; you are proposing to place the destiny 
of this Nation in the hands of a foreign tribunal. I will con- 
cede, for the purposes of this discussion, that it will be com- 
prised of able, conscientious, and high-class men, but it is not 
possible that it can be composed in any part of Americans, as I 
read the article. Whenever it comes to a determination of 
the question of whether or not our claims shall be submitted to 
arbitration, that question is taken from out our hands and deter- 
mined by a court of foreign sentiment and instincts and 
heredity. I am not willing to agree to it. We fought the Revo- 
lution in order that we might have the right to stand as a 
separate and sovereign Government among the nations of the 
earth. That was our purpose, We did not obtain that right 
by contract; we did not submit the question to a tribunal com- 
posed of European monarchs or their appointees. We deter- 
mined it for ourselves. I am opposed to changing that method 
of Government. Young men or old men, it matters not, are 
bound to hold their lives and their strength subject to the 
preservation of this Government. That is the duty of citizen- 
ship; that constitutes the duty of citizenship; and for that 
duty we obtained many, many rights that are beyond price. 

Much has been sald as to the meaning of the term “ jus- 
ticiable,” and strong arguments have been based upon it; but 
it seems to me that by dwelling upon that term, with its many 
meanings and its uncertainty of meaning, we are apt to lose 
sight of the real question. 

No man or set of men elected by the people to carry on our 
Government under the Constitution are empowered to barter 
away any right of any part of the people of this country. They 
do not come here vested with any such right. We elect one of 
the citizens of the country as President of the United States, 
and he swears to uphold and defend the Constitution of the 
United States. Members of Congress do the same thing. That 
is their primary duty; to that they are bound. The right is 
given to the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to enter into agreements with foreign nations, 
which we term treaties. It requires the concurrent action of 
those two branches of the Government, but it was never con- 
templated that they should have the right or exercise the right 
of bartering away that most precious of all rights of the peo- 
ple—the right to defend their country against foreign govern- 
ments. No one ever dreamed that they would exercise it. 

We grow philanthropic, we grow sentimental—I had almost 
said '‘maudlin”—over “the brotherhood of man.” No nation 
eyer existed 15 minutes based upon the brotherhood of man; no 
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community eyer did: The only salvation and safety of the Nation 
is in fixed, arbitrary rules of right, defining the rights of the 
citizens in our internal affairs and defining the rights of the 
Government in dealing with other governments. 

Suppose, for instance, that the question which was being agi- 
tated a day or two ago relative to the validity of our transac- 
tions with the Republic of Colombia, in South America, were to 
come into this caldron through the pathway of bonds and in- 
vestments and dollars and cents claimed by an English subject; 
we would have to submit that question to arbitration, because 
it is not within the rule of the exception in this treaty; we 
should have to ask some three monarchs of Europe to determine 
whether or not we should submit that controversy between the 
subjects of Great Britain and our Government to their judg- 
ment in determining whether or not they had an arbitrable case. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cnmrox in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Idaho yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think the Senator from 
Idaho has overstated the obligation at all. The truth is that 
with a case-like that and a claim of that character we would 
not be asked whether we would consent to its arbitration; we 
have already consented to it by this agreement, and we would 
simply be memorialized to name three commissioners. The 
initiation of that controversy rests entirely with the country 
with whom we have made the contract and not with us. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; that is true, Mr. President. I was 
citing it as one of the instances where we could be compelled 
to arbitrate. We would not arbitrate it. This Government will 
never fall so low that it will permit its action already performed, 
upon which a great enterprise is based and upon which the effect 
and vitality of the existence of that enterprise rests—we will 
never submit such a question to the representatives of any 
monarchy in the world, even though we might make 40 treaties. 
The people have a way of settling those questions, and they 
would retire from their Congress the men who had dared thus 
to undertake to undo that which they have ratified, and they 
would send men here who would know how to run a govern- 
ment, and dare to do it. 

I only suggest that because it is a live question in this Cham- 
ber. It is only a few hours since it was urged upon us, and it 
is now a pending question in a committee of this body. The 
question raised here would be a sufficient bill upon which to 
present such a matter—that we had, by political jugglery, 
brought about a fictitious treaty that enabled us to take ad- 
vantage of a government with which we were at peace in order 
that we might gain a pecuniary reward. I am not going to 
express an opinion in regard to the merits of the Colombian 
case. I was a Member of this body when those transactions 
were being considered, and what I had to say I said then. I 
only cite it as one of those instances that would come within 
the purview of this proposed treaty. 

Suppose, again, that British subjects are found to have in 
their possession, under a claim of purchase for valuable con- 
sideration, some $700,000,000 of bonds that were issued by au- 
thority of no law of the United States and yet purporting to 
have behind them the faith and credit of a part of the United 
States, do you think this Government, in response to a demand 
by the subjects of Great Britain, would submit the question to 
arbitration as to whether or not those bonds were a legal or 
a moral obligation resting upon this country? Never. Congress 
might, in its forgetfulness, undertake to do so; but the people 
of the United States would make a new Congress. 

Then, again, it is proposed that the matter shall rest in abey- 
ance one yeur in order that the boys may determine whether 
or not they really want to fight. I remember a school-teacher 
who used to tell the boys that before they entered into a fight 
they should each walk around the schoolhouse in opposite direc- 
tions, and if, when they met on the other side, they really wanted 
to fight, why, go ahead. Contention is an attribute of the human 
character, whether singly or in the aggregate of nations, and 
inasmuch as ft has been a method of settling controversies be- 
tween men and nations, we may consider it as one of the old- 
established rights and lights along the highway from the ear- 
liest civilization to the civilization of to-day and not to be 
lightly disregarded. 

Do you suppose, Mr. President, that there would have been 
a nation called the United States of America to-day had this 
arbitration treaty been in existence? Oh, I am met with the 
suggestion that conditions then were peculiar; they do not 
exist to-day. It may truly be said that there have been no con- 
ditions existing in the history of the world that have not been 
repeated in other ages and which may not be repeated in the 
ages to come. What government on earth is the result of a 


contract? Can any Senator name a government that grew out 
of a contract between nations or parts of nations? I know of 
none. Are we to have no more governments? Is nothing new 
and good and great to be carved out of the raw material of the 
world from which governments have been made in the past 
and will be made in the future? What tribunal under the in- 
fluence of monarchical ideas would have allowed the United 
States to take the territory we gained from Mexico? What 
monarchy or combination of monarchies would have allowed 
this great country to reach its present status as a nation? 
None. There is no monarchy in the world in sympathy with a 
republic; there never has been, and yet, like the foolish little 
lamb, just because the lion and the tiger and the jaguar have 
smooth skins and are lithe and beautiful, we are going up and 
lie down among them and await their appetite! 

Mr. President, these treaties present a serious question, the 
most serious question that has ever presented itself to the 
American people as regards their relations with foreign nations. 
Think you to-day that Germany would consent to adopt our 
system of government? If not, it is evidence that they do not 
approve of it. Think you that France, which nominally is a 
republic, would be willing to incorporate into its system of 
government the real foundation principles upon which our Gov- 
ernment rests? They had the opportunity to do so, but they 
did not take advantage of it. There can be no better evidence 
of the fact that they do not approve of it. Do you think that 
England, Mr. President, approves of our form of government? 
The best evidence that she does not is that she does not adopt 
it. Is there any nation on earth that does approve of our form 
of government? There is none—not one. 

If you were going to select a jury to determine the righis of a 
citizen, in the first place you would want a jury composed of 
members who spoke the language of the contending parties in 
order that they might interpret it free from the embarrassing 
shades and distinctions that even with one who speaks another 
language is embarrassing. If you were going to select a jury to 
determine the rights between two American citizens, you would 
select men who have American instincts. If it involved a ques- 
tion of government or the interpretation or application of laws 
of the Government to the act of a party, you would select men 
who knew something of our laws and had some sympathy with 
them. That is not the proposition under this treaty. 

It is not proposed that this court, which is to determine 
whether we have any cause of action—in other words, to pass 
upon the demurrer to the bill—it is not intended that it shall 
contain members who are familiar either with our institutions 
or who speak our language. If our representatives were so un- 
fortunate as not to understand the language in which one or 
more of them expressed his ideas, he would have to have an 
interpreter in the court where our rights, the rights of the 
American people, are being determined. 

The scope of the questions to be determined is startling. I 
have not heard reference to that part of it. Article 1 says “all 
differences hereafter arising under treaty or otherwise.” I 
have omitted the intervening words of description. All differ- 
ences hereafter arising under treaty or otherwise,” mark you, 
“and which are justiciable.” I have heard several definitions 
given to that word here. The definition of the word “ jus- 
ticiable” in France, or the equivalent word there, is entirely 
different from the definition accepted for that word in England; 
and in Italy it differs from both. \ 

Now, suppose that this joint high commission of inquiry is 
composed of one Frenchman, one Italian, and one German. 
Which of those three is to determine the extent and scope of 
the meaning of that word? In England they have the dual 
system of law and equity. In France they have not; and in 
Italy they have a system that ignores both. I think it was 
assumed in the making of this treaty with Great Britain that 
that word would be interpreted according to the laws of Eng- 
land, which are not dissimilar to ours. They have a system 
of equity which originated in the option ‘of the guard at the 
door of the King’s chamber in discriminating as to who should 
and who should not be admitted to see the King and present 
his grievances. That was the origin of that system, which is 
termed equity. Blackstone says it is to deal with those ques- 
tions wherein the law by reason of its universality is deficient 
and insufficient to deal with it. Anything that may be disposed 
of by law can not come within the jurisdiction ot equity, and 
that is the test. 

Now, that is the English rule, and if the controversy was 
between the English people and this Government there weuld 
be no lack of harmony in the rule that should govern. Bat if 
that was to be adjudicated by three members of the joint high 
commission, neither of whom was in sympathy or mental touch 
with the rule of equity and the spirit of equity which prevail 
or obtain between our country and Great Britain, then we 
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would have a tribunal lacking in knowledge and instinct, be- 
cause when you are dealing with equity you are dealing with 
instinct. 

When the importunities became so numerous that the guard 
at the King’s door was embarrassed to determine the question, 
the King had to substitute a little higher-grade man for the 
man who was only a guard, and he did that because he wanted 
some one who would sift down these suppliants to a minimum in 
order that he might not be disturbed more than was necessary. 
By and by that guard at the door to the King’s chamber sat as 
a judge to determine the questions for which there was no 
legal rule of disposition. By and by the King said, “ You do 
not need to go to the door any more. You can go up to the 
chancellor’s chambers or the court of chancery and sift out 
these things before you come to me at all.” 

I merely say that in regard to the subject, because it has 
been contended that no confusion could arise out of the inter- 
pretation of the term“ justiciable.” The language of the article 
undertakes in a left-handed way to give it an interpretation, 
but no one seems to be satisfied with the interpretation con- 
tained in the article itself. They all seem to feel that it is nec- 
essary to add something to it. I think they are right about 
that. It is necessary to add the ax to it and cut it out. 

I want to read a word or two about that: 

All differences hereafter arising under treaty or otherwise and 
which are justiciable in their nature by reason of being susceptible of 


decision by the application of the principles of law or equity shall be 
submitted. 


That was intended to be a definition of the word “ justi- 
ciable.” 

We will next go to the tribunal. At home we have certain 
constitutional rights in regard to the determination of contro- 
versies affecting the persons or the property of our citizens or of 
persons residing within the jurisdiction of the Government. 
This proposes in a class of cases to remove that right, to take 
away the right of trial that would ordinarily ensue, and to 
transfer it to a foreign tribunal. 

Now, in the question of the Republic of Colombia, in the ques- 
tion of Hawali, in the question of the Philippine Islands, in 
any of those questions the tribunal would sit in Europe, sur- 
rounded by the atmosphere and the conditions peculiar to that 
country. Individual rights only are at stake. Our Government 
has no stake except its duty to protect the rights of the citizen. 
So that our citizen must either throw himself with perfect faith 
in the arms of this foreign tribunal or he must go over there 
and watch it as litigants do in this country. The individual is 
not even permitted to be represented by counsel. The right 
which is guaranteed to every citizen in this country is denied 
to him in that great controversy where, perhaps, everything is 
at stake. He is deprived of the right of representation before 
it. Some one else makes up the issue, creates the tribunal, 
which is not recognized by the Constitution of the United States, 
and says to him, “ You will be taken care of, and you will not 
be permitted to participate in the determination of your rights.” 

Now, I revert to the use of the word “ arbitration.” It sounds 
pacific, but it is not pacific. It has a kindly feeling that is 
calculated to carry away the churches and their congregations 
and the good women of the land in their social organizations. 
They say what? “Opposed to arbitrating matters, thus saving 
the people from war?” I have hundreds, and I think I may 
say thousands, of letters criticizing my position on this matter, 
generally in the shape of round robins, the filling out of blanks 
which have been sent out from some central point, and very 
often with the request, “ Please copy this, so that it will not be 
apparent that you are merely filling out a blank.” I had one 
yesterday, in which I think only three words were spelled cor- 
rectly, asking me—not asking me, but “as your constituents we 
demand that you vote for these enumerated.” It is safe 
to say that the party sending it could not read the measure and 
would have no more conception of the scope of the treaty, sup- 
port for which he is demanding, than would a cat. - 

Mr. President, I think I have reached a point in my life 
where I will not be carried away by that kind of sentiment or 
deceived by those methods. I wonder how many in the congre- 
gations of the churches in this country who are making such 
an arbitrary demand as to the manner of the performance of 
a public duty have ever seen the treaty or, seeing it, would 
know whether it was a chapter in the Pentateuch or from the 
dictionary? I am not inclined to disregard an intelligent ap- 
peal from any part of the people in regard to the performance 
of my duty on legislative matters, but I want it to be accom- 
panied by some evidence of intelligent consideration, which 
will at least suggest to me that the people know enough about 
it to entitle them to be heard. I use the term “entitle them 
to be heard.” No one in this country has any license to buzz 
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ly. 

We have The Hague treaty to-day. Japan and Russia are 
both parties to the treaty. Over there there is forming out of 
the greatest mass of unformed, unorganized government the 
world has ever known, either in territory or in number of in- 
habitants, new governments—new systems of government. God 
only knows what will come out of that condition—whether it 
will be monarchs or republics or despots. Yet we are going to 
tie ourselves up by this treaty to deal with them under the pro- 
visions of The Hague treaty, bearing in mind always that they 
are entitled to the same consideration as other nations with 
which we have made treaties. 

Some one here expressed the hope the other day that this 
would result in bringing in all the nations of the earth, so that 
the millennium would be at hand. Can any thinking man de- 
sire that we shall have a compulsory arbitration treaty with 
China in its unorganized state and with the uncertainty and 
indefiniteness that surround that situation; that we should be 
compelled to arbitrate our difficulty with China or even Japan? 

There is much misdirected sentiment in regard to the nation 
of Japan. They are great imitators. They were found practi- 
cally an unknown nation on the face of the earth without any- 
thing to distinguish them from what we have been pleased to 
term “savages”; and through their adaptability and power of 
imitating they have reached a point where they really look, or 
try to look, like American citizens—civilized people. Because a 
nation may be able to throw out warships and defeat one of 
the older nations of the earth on land or sea, it does not follow 
that they are to be classed in the same category or under the 
same mark of civilization as the people of this country. 

I would not say anything derogatory of Japan or the Japanese 
people. But to compare them with the American people in point 
of civilization or commerce is without any reasonable founda- 
tion. When they have maintained a status for a hundred years 
we may then begin to admit them into the outer tent for investi- 
gation to whether or not they are ready to be recognized as 
a criterion for the conduct of American citizens. Are we going 
to deal with those people on the same basis that we would deal 
with England? 

It was said here the other day that it was certain Japan 
would ask for a similar treaty to that which we are now con- 
sidering, and it was suggested that China would soon be in a 
position to ask for it, and Italy and Persia, and would we then 
have to select this high joint commission from the people of 
those nations? Just imagine the Japanese and the Turks con- 
stituting two-thirds the membership of a tribunal to determine 
the destiny of this country! You submit that plain unyarnished 
question to the American people and see what kind of an answer 
you will get—the right to enter our public schools with or with- 
out our consent, the right to do anything that we may do, not 
under our grace, but under the manifest of powers that are as 
much out of sympathy with us as were those from whom we 
wrung the freedom of the country. 8 

I wonder what the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
son] would think of selecting or allowing the present Govern- 
ment of Mexico to participate and furnish one of the members 
of the joint high tribunal to determine a question of contro- 
versy, vital to the interests of the people of this country or to 
their rights. I think he would object. 

Now, as to the necessity for any such treaty, is it cowardice 
that prompts it, or is it patriotism? I repeat that. What 
prompts this effort? I say it without animadversion upon any 
man. Is it cowardice or is it patriotism? Is it because there 
are men in this country who are afraid that their money stacks 
will be toppled over by the foreign invader? Is it because there 
are men in this country who would rather have dishonorable 
peace than honorable war? That is what I call cowardice. 

If it is not that, if that is too harsh a term, what other reason 
is there for it? Are there great questions pressing upon us 
that must be determined by either war or contract? What are 
they? Mr. President, no Senator has suggested, no message 
that has come to us has suggested, any cause for this extraordi- 
nary proceeding. 

We have equipped this country with an Army and a Navy 
that is to-day quite equal to take care of its interests at home or 
abroad. Are we going to continue to build up and maintain 
these two great war forces if we make this treaty? Will we 
gain in an economic sense the cost of maintaining armies or 
building navies? It is not even pretended that we will. 

I saw a message or a communication a few days since in 
one of the leading journals of the country from a Member close 
to the head of the executive department of the Government 
which said, “ We do not contemplate for a moment that it will 
obviate the necessity of maintaining armies or building navies.” 
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Then what do we gain? What are we going to do with these 
armies and navies? Are we to maintain them merely because 
they are workshops for labor, because they are a medium 
through which to disburse the funds resulting from the income 
of the Government, and allow the ships to rot at their docks 
or the Army to rest in its camps? 

If the acquisition of the Philippine Islands was a good thing 
we owe it to the Navy of the United States, not in inaction but 
in action. If the island of Porto Rico is a valuable acquisition, 
we owe it to the Navy. If the acquisition of that great empire 
lying west of the Mississippi is desirable, we owe it to the 
Army. If the settlement of the disturbances on our border a 
few months ago was wise and desirable, we owe it to the Army. 
That was war. 

Now, you are proposing to abolish these two great arms con- 
templated in the Constitution, with their duties defined, with 
the limitations placed upon their power and their duties pro- 
vided for as to manner and form. Their creation was a part 
of the wisdom of the founders of our Government. Were they 
unwise? Why did they not propose arbitration? That would 
have left us at the mercy of the monarchies of the world in 
1812. Why did they not? They were wise men. No one con- 
troverts the question that they were. Why did not Mr. Adams 
and Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Franklin and that great coterie of 
statesmen, who made and published the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, arbitrate with Great Britain? Was it not wise in 
that day to arbitrate? They would have submitted it probably 
to Spain and Itaty and Prussia. Prussia had not reached a 
point at that time where she would have been probably one of 
the arbitrators. What would have been the result? Would 
there have been a Government of the United States? 

When the Engiish blockade runner, in violation of the law 
of the country, undertook during our domestic troubles to 
enter our ports, that question would haye had to be submitted 
to the arbitration of Great Britain and France and what there 
was of Germany in those days. I wonder how many yotes a 
measure of that kind would receive in this body. I am speak- 
ing something of the effects of it aside from the principle. The 
principle involyed would be quite sufficient to prevent me from 
voting for it, but to those who do intend to vote for it I desire 
to accompany the music of their response to the roll call with 
this analysis of the thing they are doing. 

Mr. President, I am not going to protract this very much. I 
want it to be distinctly understood that the thing you are pro- 
posing to do is to write out of the Constitution of the United 
States the power of Congress to declare war. We would vote 
here either against the proposition of declaring war if the senti- 
ment of the people demanded it, which would involve the dis- 
regard of a treaty, or we would have to observe the treaty and 
disregard the demand of the people. 

It is not officeholders who have or are invested alone with 
the honor of this country. It was a wise reseryation in mak- 
ing the Constitution to leave the question of the protection of 
the honor of the Nation to the people themselyes and not to 
those who were temporarily in office. It was a wise provision. 
Men in office are snugly ensconced sometimes; they have com- 
fortable salaries and honorable positions, and they feel so com- 
fortable that they would hate like everything to have a war 
come along and disturb them. But the people, who are behind 
it and above it and under it and beyond it all, reserved to them- 
selves the right to preserve their liberties and their Govern- 
ment, and they have accomplished*it. Under the provisions of 
the Constitution the people can declare war, and the people 
ouly. A treaty between a foreign government and the United 
States can not enlarge the constitutional power of the United 
States. We bave no constitutional power to take away from 
Congress the power to declare war. No treaty can take away 
that power nor could it add to the power. Our laws are made 
at home, and no one should participate in a law except the 
citizenship of the United States in the manner prescribed by 
the Constitution. 

This treaty is drawn in such broad language, in the words 
that I called attention to, that the very fact of the existence of 
a controversy would lead to war. The first war that we would 
have after this treaty is adopted would be over the treaty, and 
instend of being a means of preventing war it would be the 
cause of a war. Some coterie of foreign nations, resentful in 
their spirit against the act of our people and our Government, 
would assume a position in regard to the rights of our people 
that would be in contravention of our rights, and we would 
fight them because they had undertaken to take away the rights 
of our people. That would be your treaty. It would be the 
war carpet on which the controversy would be wrestled out. 

It must be conceded by most that section 3 must be elimi- 
nated, either in form or force, from this treaty. I do not recall 


having heard any Senator express himself to the contrary. We 
have pursued a policy of excluding certain aliens from this 
country for good cause. That is a question that might, under 
the terms of this treaty, be brought before this tribunal of 
strangers, and the rules that had been held by our courts in 


passing upon those questions would be overridden. For what? 
In order that a part of the people might sit snugly and smugly 
behind their accumulations, feeling that somebody else would 
fight their battles for them. That class of people have gen- 
erally relied npon somebody else to fight their battles. The 
person who did the fighting would depend upon a pittance and 
the hope of a pension; the person for whom the battle was 
fought would reap the benefits of the victory and forget the 
agency that preserved him. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Idaho right at that point prompts me to inquire whether the 
so-called Platt amendment, by which the Government of the 
United States undertakes to exercise a certain suzerainty over 
the island of Cuba, might not also become the subject of interna- 
tional inquiry, if article 3 is to be left in the treaty as sub- 
mitted. I am prompted to say this, because it is a well-known 
fact that we have expended millions and millions of dollars in 
order that that island might be free, and having enjoined upon 
them certain conditions for the maintenance of that freedom 
we have elected to say that it shall not be within the power of 
that sovereign State to contract any obligation that would in 
any way impair her sovereignty. If that question could not be 
inquired into by a tribunal such as is sought to be superimposed 
upon us by article 3, I do not know of a controversy that does 
come within its jurisdiction. In other words, if the Senator will 
indulge me, we are embarking upon a general scheme of interna- 
tional meddlesomeness, which begins nowhere and ends nowhere; 
and I make the declaration without fear of contradiction, that 
if we pass this treaty in the form in which it comes to us to-day 
there is not a Senator in this body who can tell what questions 
we have resolved to arbitrate with Great Britain and France. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I started to enumerate ac- 
cepted conditions that might come within the scope of this 
treaty, and I found my list growing so long that I abandoned it 
and concluded not to undertake to enumerate them all. Of 
course, the question suggested by the Senator from Michigan is 
one that would come clearly within the purview of this per- 
formance, if I may so designate it. 

I would not like to see this debate close without the RECORD 
reciting the principle that was recognized at the beginning of 
our Government. We certainly must not forget that authority 
nor the wisdom of that period. It is fashionable in some sec- 
tions of the country to minimize the wisdom and the services of 
George Washington. I have been ashamed sometimes when I 
heard in public address a reference to him as though he was a 
subject to be apologized for. He did not please certain people 
of his day who happened to be writers, and many of them spoke 
of him with tolerance, when, as a matter of fact, while they had 
been indulging in the pleasures of life and inactivities George 
Washington was busy mentally and physically. No man of his 
age was better trained mentally, better equipped mentally, to 
participate in the formation of a Government than George 
Washington. Through his familiarity with the English Goy- 
ernment of that day he knew what to do to correct the evils 
that it stood for, and he knew how to do it. 

Nobody ever heard of him proposing a treaty with England. 
He drew his sword and went into the battle, and for eight years 
he sustained that cause by his personal intelligence and integ- 
rity and bravery. I wish I could state all three words at once, 
because one is not entitled to precedence over the other. And 
when that battle was ended he did not go back and settle down 
to enjoy comfort and ease. He had furnished money to the 
Government to carry on the strife in its hour of need, and he 
went back to Virginia, and he stands responsible in history for 
Virginia’s adoption of the Constitution of the United States, 
When jealousies had grown up—and I say it without any disre- 
spect to the gréat State of Virginia—when jealousies had grown 
up in Virginia over the terms of the Constitution, it was George 
Washington who went back there and made a campaign from 
neighborhood to neighborhood, talking with his fellow citizens 
personally and in groups, urging upon them the necessity for 
action in adopting the Constitution. Yet I have heard persons 
sneer at him, and I have read their sneers. 

Then during the time when the Constitutional Convention 
was in session the master minds of that convention included 
George Washington. He sat there presiding over the delibera- 
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tions of the Constitutional Convention, adding and aiding as 
a member of the convention by his wisdom and his experience. 
We owe much of the wisdom of that instrument to the conserva- 
tive and wise intelligence of George Washington. And when 
the Government had been made, when it had been wrested 
from monarchy through his efforts—and I say “through his 
efforts” without discrediting or detracting from the credit due 
to every man who bore arms—when the freedom of this coun- 
try from English rule was an accomplished thing, and he had 
taken up the question of establishing a civil government, his 
mind was filled with wisdom that directed and guided and 
controlled great men who were associated with him. . 

Did you eyer read his correspondence at the time the adop- 
tion of the Constitution was under consideration? I commend it 
to those who have not pondered it and who would slur the part 
that Washington took in civil affairs. 

He left a message that will find a welcome and a resting place 
in the heart of every thoughtful and patriotic American citizen, 
in which he warned the people of that day, and of the days to 
follow, against the very thing that is proposed to be done by 
this treaty. I am going to close what I have to say by calling 
attention to a few of the things he did say. He says: “A gov- 
ernment belongs to the people and not to office holders.” There 
is a wisdom there that is as far-reaching as any spoken utter- 
ance of the human tongue, and that is often forgotten. He said: 

Real patriots who may resist the intrigues of the favorite are Hable 
to become suspected and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the 
applause and confidence of the people to surrender their interests. 

That is just as true to-day as it was then. That is a sign 
post; it is a danger signal; it is to put us on guard that we are 
not to mistake the flambeau for the fort, the light for the solid 
earth. Then he says: 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or a 
very remote relation. ence she must be engaged in frequent contro- 
versies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns, 
Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by 
artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her tics or the ordinary 
combinations and collisions of her friendships or enmities. 

Just look to-day at the condition of things in Europe. He 
says further: 

Wh w — 
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ce and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, in- 
erest, humor, or caprice? 


That question is as pertinent to-day as it was then. 
It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances— 


I am reading the words of George Washington: 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with any 
3 es the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at liberty 

He had reference, of course, to certain undefined relations 
then existing with France. 

It is folly in one nation to look for disinterested favors from an- 
other; that it must pay with a portion of its independence for what- 
ever it may accept under that character. 

Here we yield up our independent and sovereign right to be 
governed by the sense of wisdom that marks the hour of con- 
troversy because we promised somebody we would do it. Is 
that becoming a Nation like ours? He says: 

Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence—I conjure you to be- 
lieve me, fellow citizens—the jealousy of a free people ought to be con- 
stantly awake, since history and experience prove that foreign influence 
is one of the most baneful foes of republican government. 

They forget that we are a Republic who undertake to make a 
contract with a foreign nation with a different form of govern- 
ment, with different traditions, with different impulses. They 
would bind us so that in the hour of trial we might be com- 
pelied to share in perpetrating an injustice upon a lesser nation, 
or in joining in war with which we should have no sympathy, 
merely because one generation and one administration had, in 
their zeal to set their flag high in glory, undertaken to do 
something because it was odd and unusual. 

Mr. President, no one who loves his country and who wants 
to feel that it will outlive him in the generations and the cen- 
turies that follow can look calmly on while such a humiliating 
contract as this is being entered into. Are we afraid to stand 
out in the open among the nations of the earth? Are we dis- 
3 of the wisdom of the hour when these questions shall 
arise? 

Do we think that the generations that will follow us will not 
be capable of coping with questions of the future that we should 
in this day attempt to hold their hands? When they discover 
the bands upon their wrists that we have sought to fasten there 
they will throw them off, and they will throw off the high 
opinion and the sacred memory of the generation that dared 
thus underestimate them or their ability to conduct the affairs 
of the Nation, of the American people. 


I hope that this treaty will not become a law of this land. 
If it does, I shall pray for the wisdom of the generations that 
shall follow this, whose aim is rather the preservation of the 
principles of our Government than the ambition to be written 
among those who held place and were given honor by the people. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Surra of Michigan in the 
chair). The question is upon agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi is to speak, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
magenta the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon Curtis McCumber Root 
Bailey Dillingham McLean Shively 
Borah du Pont Martin, Va. Simmons 
Bourne Fletcher Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga 
Bradley Foster Myers Smith, Md. 
— — Gallinger Nelson Smith, Mich 
Bristow ardner Nixon mith, S. 
Brown Gore O'Gorman Smoot 
Bryan ronna liver Stephenson 
Burnham Guggenheim Overman Sutherland 
Burton eyburn age Swanson 
Chamberlain Hitchock Paynter Thornton 
Chilton ohnson, Me. Penrose man 

bp Johnston, Ala. nae Ba ‘Townsend 
Clark, Wyo Jones Perk Warren 
Clarke, Kern Poindexter Watson 
Crane a erene Wetmore 
Crawford Lippitt Rayner Williams 
Culberson eed Works 
Cullom Lorimer Richardson 


Mr. LEA. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] is necessarily absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to again state that my colleague 
[Mr. GAMBLE] is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Seventy-nine Senators have 
answered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Chair recognizes the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I was not astonished to 
ascertain that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] was op- 
posed to either of these treaties. I rather imagined that it would 
distress the soul of the Senator from Idaho by any present 
agreement of any sort to prevent the possibility of any future 
controversy. I had hoped not to be compelled to speak until I 
had heard the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], because I 
understand that he is going to attempt to show that there is a 
possibility under these treaties of the arbitration of repudiated 
or scaled State bonds, and as I have never heard one good 
reason in support of that position I had hoped that I could 
hear the Senator from Georgia upon it, and then to reply to 
what he had to say. It seemed evident, however, by his keep- 
ing his seat that we were about to proceed to a vote, and I 
thought there were some things that I wanted to say, especially. 
in connection with those bonds. The other day I had prepared 


‘to speak immediately after the Senator from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Lopez] had sat down, but found that I could not do so. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smrrxa of Michigan in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senator 
from Georgia? 

Mr. BACON. I simply desire to say to the Senator from 
Mississippi that I do expect to endeavor to support that propo- 
sition before the Senate, and I hope that after I present my 
views the Senator from Mississippi will still have the oppor- 
tunity to reply. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I shall go on, then, first, 
with the general discussion of the treaties. 

It has struck me that it would be a good idea to publish the 
text of the Anglo-American treaty of arbitration, signed at 
Washington on August 3, 1911, underscoring, so that they shall 
be printed in italics, those parts of the treaty which are decisive 
of the controversies that have arisen concerning it. In that way 
any reader of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp will have called to his 
attention the parts which have given rise to argument. I there- 
fore ask that here in my remarks, in the forefront of what I 
have to say, the treaty with Great Britain shall be published in 
that manner. I have underscored the parts to which I refer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from Mississippi will be taken as the sense of the Senate unless - 
there is objection. The Chair hears none. 2 

The treaty with Great Britain, italicized as directed, is as 


follows: 

The United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
United om of Great Britain and Ireland and of the British 
Dominions md the Seas, Emperor of India, rene hse wef desirous 
of perpetuating the peace, which has happily existed between the two 
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years by a number of 3 ane 


ding controversies have been adjusted agreement or ed by 
ETE; on or provided 5 so that now for the time 
— are no important questions of difference een 


g 
them, and being resolved That no future differences shall be a cause 
frien ndship between them or interrupt their good relations and 
n 
igh Contracting Parties pare 9 determined, in fur- 
8 of these ends, to conclude a tr the scope and 
obligations of the 277 ef arbitration 8 aa in their present arbitra- 
tion treaty of April 4, 1908, so as to exclude certain exceptions con- 
tnea in that treaty and to provide means for the peaceful ernie of 
estions of difference which it shall be found impossible in future 
to Suk by điplomacy, and a that purpose they have appointed as 
their respective Plenipotentiari 
The President of United $ States of America, the Honorable Phi- 
lander C. Knox, Secretary of State of the United States; and 
His Britannic Majesty, the Right Honorable rane Rr ce, 6. M., his 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Nippon eas ashington ; 
Who, having communicated to one 5 Tul 1 found 
in goog and due form, have agreed upon the following arti 
ARTICLE I. 


9 differences not been, possib arising between the High Con 
ch it has not possible 1 adjust by plomacy, rela: 
international matters in which the High Contracting Parties are Bee 
cerned by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other 
under troaty or othe AND wih are justiciable in their nature by 
reason of being susceptible of decision by the application of the prin- 
ciples of law or equity, shall be oe to the Permanent Court g 
Arbitration established at The Hague by the Conyention of 
1907, or to some other arbitral tribu 
each special agreement, which 
for the tion of such 


special 
2 if n 

the powers of the arbitrators, question or questions at issue, an 
settle the terms of reference pa procedure eee 

The provisions of Articles 37 to 90, inclusive, of the Convention for 
the Pacific Settlement of Iaternational Dinpates concluded at the 
Second Peace Conference at Hague on le 18th October, 1907, so 
— as . ry unless they are raaraa — t 9 modifed by by 

e provisions o e 8 con 
and excepting Articles 53 and 2 of such Convention, shall govern ce 
arbitration ceedings to be taken under this Treaty. 

The special agreement in each case BEI te By ag Pag Pp the 
United States by the President of the United States, by and the 
advice and consent of the Sena sal, His Majesty's 8 
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ment shall 


reserving the right ore concl 8 1 
matter affecting interests of a SEOANE dominion of the pn 
amp — to obtain the concurrence therein of the government of that 
ominjon. 


Such a ents shall be binding when confirmed by the two Gov- 

ernments ty an an exchange of notes. 
ARTICLE II. 

tracting Parties further agree to institute 25 occasion 

eae and as sponte provided, a Joint High Commission of Inquiry 

to which, upon the request of either Party, shall be referred for im- 

parin and „ investigation any controversy between the 

artiés ves the a of Articl 1 I, before goch EONS — — — 


erm tted 


Sota 
is re r to the Joint 


ee jor * o rposes of such reference; or 
EREE 5 
the terms of . — the poe erwin ag ommission and the 
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none provisions of Articles 9 to 36, inclusive, of the Convention for 
the Pacific Settlement of International Disputes uded at The 
Hague on the 18th October, 1907, so far as applicable and unless they 
are inconsistent with the provisions c of Akap Treaty, or are modified by 


Commission may 


tne terms of reference agreed particu ease, shall govern 

the organization and . the C ommission. 
ARTICLE III. 

The Joint High Commission of instituted in each case as 

rovided for in Article II, is au to examine into and A upon 

po rticular questions or matters referred to it, for the eps of 

facilitating the solution of disputes by elucidating the elude 1 5 

e in 


define the issues presented by rip questions, and ogg to 
report such recommendations and con ons as may be 3 

The reports of the Commission shall not be regarded as d ions of 
the questions or matters so submitted either on the facts or on the law 
and shall in no way have the character of an arbitral aard. 

[It is further a however, that in cases in ) Aohioh the Parties 
disagree as to whet. or not a difference is su 3 itratton under 
Article I of this Treaty, that question shall be pated to the Joint 
High Commission of ö and if all or all but one of the members 
of the Commission agree and rt that such difference is within the 
scope of Article I, it Shall “he erred to arbitration in accordance with 
the provisions of this Treaty.) 


AnTIcER IV. 


The Commission shall have power to administer 2 ey witnesses 
and take evidence on oath whenever deemed 8 
or inquiry, or matter within its jurisdiction unae t! Treaty; x 
High Contracting Parties agree to adopt such legislation as may be 
appropriate and necessary to give the Commission the 
mentioned, and to provide for the issue of sub: and for oe 
the attendance of witnesses in the 8 fore the Commiss: 

On the V both sides must heard, and each Party Is entitied 
to appoint an Agent, whose duty it shall be to represent his Go 
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ment before the Commission to present to the Commission, either 


owers above 


personally or throvgh counsel retained for that purpose, such evidence 
and arguments as he may deem necessary and appropriate for the infor- 


mation of the Commission. 
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The Commission sh: whenever called upon to make an exami- 
SGA | The Commiaston shall moet whenever alld , and the Commissio 

may fix such times and pines for ite meetings he ne 7 
subject at all times to speciai 


of the two Governments. 
his appointment, Ties —.— with th — o Commission i 
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faithfully an — impartially perfor å duties im 5 
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this Treaty, i and 28 mn pe pa shall be 5 


tion in writing 
Pr he Unit 
The United States and British sections of the Commission may each 
appoint a secretary, and these salt act as joint secretarles of the Com- 
mission at its Joint sessions, and on may employ experts 
and clerical assistants from cinch Ry: as it may deem advisable. 
The salaries and erage expenses of the Commission ane ot the agents 
and counsel and of secretaries shall be pala by their respective 
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the United States the Dominion of 2 
ARTICLE VII. 

The present Treaty shall be ratified the President of the United 

States of and with the ad and consent of the Senate 

thereof, and aa His Bitten Majesty. The ratifiestions shall be ex- 


y unless until terminated 
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“TRE PHILANDER C. KNOX. 

pon JAMES BRYCE. 

a vee | certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original treaty this 
SE E 1 97 State. 
Avoust 3, 1911. plata’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. President, Article I, in setting 
forth the differences which shall be arbitrable, confines them, 
as you will see from my italics, first, to “questions hereafter 
arising”; second, to “differences” relating to “ international 

matters”; and, third—and remember it is “and” and not 
“or”—to differences which are “justiciable in their nature by 
reason of being susceptible of decision by the application of the 
principles of law or equity.” 

Great Prince of Peace! Mr. President, is not all that confine- 
ment enough? Men are awfully particular about binding them- 
selves not to hurt one another, and men are awfully careless 
about the sufficiency of the cause when the time comes where 
there is an opportunity to hurt one another. Attention to the 
quoted words italicized in the body of the treaty would have 
saved a great deal of trouble to those people upon the Pacific 
coast who have been worrying themselves about the question of 
mixed schools for the races. That W is not only a purely 
domestic one, but it is domestic. in the sense that the States 
have entire jurisdiction over it. It is not an international 
question; it is not even a national question; and nothing can 
become international with us which has not previously some- 
where or somehow been first national. 

Regard to the same words would have saved much anxiety 
to those who are troubling themselves about the labor ques- 
tion in connection with Japanese immigration. The question of 
the admission of alien immigrants could never become an inter- 
national question, although the question of the treatment of 
alien laborers after they have entered the country might be- 
come one, just as the treatment of Italians by the mob in New 
Orleans did. 

Attention to tħe second lot of words italicized would haye 
saved those who have been troubling themselves lest the Mon- 
roe doctrine might be arbitrated. The Monroe doctrine, as its 
name indicates, is an American policy or doctrine. It is not a 
question “susceptible of decision by the application of the 
principles of law or equity.” The doctrine did not arise out of 
law or equity, and does not depend on law or equity; and no 
law can be appealed to to sustain or to destroy it, not even what 
we call international law; nor is the Monroe doctrine in itself, 
although some phase arising under it might be, “a question 
hereafter arising.” 

Mr. President, I have next italicized the provision of Article 
I which reads as follows: 

As may be decided in each case by special agreement. 


That is that part of the treaty which says that when a ques- 
tion is submitted to arbitration it shall be submitted either to 
the court at The Hague or else to three yationals of each dis- 
putant, as may be decided by special agreement. 
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I have italicized the words which show that this special 
agreement shall in each case do what? 

Define the scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the question or 
questions at issue. 

Those words I have italicized. Mark you, the treaty reads 
“in each case”; that is, in the case where arbitration comes 
from the decision of the joint high commission after our Execu- 
tive has denied the justiciableness of the question, as well as 
in the case where the President or Executive has admitted the 
justiciableness of the question. 

This is especially of importance because in next to the last 
clause of Article I occurs other language, which I have also 
italicized, reciting that— 

The special agreement in each case shall be made on the part of the 
United States by the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate thereof. 

The question thus presents itself: In one set of cases the 
President says, “ This is a justiciable question.” The Senate 
does not decide that it is justiciable; the President decides it. 
In the other case, the President deciding that it is not justici- 
able, the matter goes to a commission, which sits in arbitration 
upon its justiciableness. In neither case does the Senate sit in 
judgment upon that question, but in both cases the Senate dele- 
gates the power to another instrumentality to decide whether 
the question is justiciable. In ordinary cases that instrumen- 
tality is the President of the United States; in extraordinary 
cases that instrumentality is the joint high commission. If 
there be any delegation of the power of the Senate amounting 
to an abrogation of its prerogatives in the one case, there is an 
equal delegation amounting to an equal abrogation of its pre- 
rogatives in the other case. In each case the matter must come 
back to the Senate in order that it shall enter into “a special 
agreement“; and the special agreement in each case” deter- 
mines, first, whether it shall go to the court of The Hague or 
whether it shall go to a commission composed of three nationals 
of each side, and, in the next case, in this special agreement 
in each case the Senate fixes the scope of the inquiry and powers 
of the arbitrators. 

All this, taken together, I think, preserves the prerogatives 
of the Senate. Who can imagine the United States Senate, 
while “defining the scope of the arbitrators” or designating 
“the question or questions at issue,” submitting the Monroe 
doctrine, or any phase of it, as one of the questions falling 
within the scope of any board of arbitrators, no matter how 
the arbitral tribunal be organized, whether it be the permanent 
court of arbitration at The Hague or the other arbitral tribu- 
nal to be decided upon by “special agreement”? Not even a 
man could conceive that whose conception was strong enough 
to enable him first to conceive—and this is a difficult concep- 
tion—of a President who would concede the Monroe doctrine 
to be justiciable or of two American nationals upon a joint 
high commission who would concede the Monroe doctrine, or 
any phase of it, to be justiciable. 

The language about the “special agreement,” the “scope of 
the powers,” and the “question or questions at issue” is of 
yet more importance when you come to read the language, which 
I have also italicized, in Article II, reading: 

A joint high commission of inquiry to which, upon the request of 
either party, shall be referred for impartial and conscientious investi- 
gation any controversy between the parties within the scope of Article I. 

And when both are taken in connection with the subsequent 
language in the last clause of Article III, which is the gravamen 
of the objection of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
to wit: 

It is further agreed, however, that in cases in which the parties dis- 
agree as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
Article I of this treaty that question— 

That is, to wit, a question of the interpretation of the treaty, 
a question of whether or not the particular question is subject 
to arbitration, whether it is justiclable— 


That question shall be submitted to the joint high commission of in- 


quiry; and if all, or all but one, of the members of the commission agree 
and report that such difference is within the scope of Article I, it shall 
be referred to arbitration— 

“ Referred to arbitration,” how? Mark the language immedi- 
ately following: 

In accordance with the provisions of this treaty. 


By referring back to the language underscored in article 1 
you will find that the expression “in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this treaty ” means that it is to be arbitrated “ either 
by the permanent court at The Hague or by some other arbi- 
tral tribunal, as may be decided in each case by special agree- 
ment,” and that that special agreement shall “define the scope 
of the powers of the arbitrators ” and“ the question or questions 
at isme”; and from another clause which I have underscored 
in Article I it is expressly provided that“ the special agreement 
in each case shall be made on the part of the United States by 


the President of the United States, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate thereof.” In other words, even if all 
three of the American members of the joint high commission, 
or two of them, decide that a question is justiciable—and it is 
not to be conceived that they would arrive at such a conclu- 
sion with regard to any phase of the Monroe doctrine, or with 
regard to our undoubted right to fix the conditions for the ad- 
mission of immigrants, or with regard to publię schools in a 
State, or with regard to the payment of debts repudiated by a 
State—but even if all three of them, or all but one of the Amer- 
ican members of the commission appointed by our President, 
who had previously come to the conclusion that this question 
was not arbitrable, and confirmed by our Senate—because all 
appointees of the President must be so confirmed and limited 
in the scope of their authority by us—should decide that the 
question was“ justiciable,” what would it amount to more than 
this: That the question would be referred to arbitration "in 
accordance with the provisions of the treaty”; that is, by “a 
special agreement made by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate,” just as if the question or dif- 
ference about justiciableness had never arisen at all, and just 
as if the President in the beginning had held that the question 
was justiciable. The prerogatives of the Senate are saved, and 
the Senate has the last word. If the Senate surrender anything 
by leaving the commission to determine justiciableness in one 
case, it surrenders just as much by leaving the President to 
determine justiciableness in the other case. It not only has 
the last word, but it has the second word in the process, be- 
cause the men appointed as the American commissioners are to 
be confirmed by the Senate, or else, if the matter is left to The 
Hague tribunal, that tribunal has to be constituted as the ar- 
bitral tribunal “by special agreement” made “by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate.” 

As if doubly to guard the point, note the language emphasized 
in Article III concerning the functions and the limitations of the 
functions of the joint high commission with regard to its duties 
other than that of deciding a dispute of interpretation as to 
justiciableness. What is its authority and its limitations in 
these other regards? First, it is“ authorized to examine into and 
report upon matters referred to it.” For what purpose? Solely 
for the purpose of “facilitating the solution of disputes,” first, 
by “elucidating the facts” and, secondly, by “defining the 
issues presented by the question submitted to it”; and as if 
trebly to guard the same point, note the language to which I 
call your attention in Article III, to wit: A 

The reports of the commission shall not be regarded as decisions of 
the questions or matters so submitted, either on the facts or on the 
law, and shall in no way have the character of an arbitral award. 

Now, it is true that that language refers to the other duties of 
the joint high commission and not to the specific duty of decid- 
ing the arbitrableness or justiciableness of a given question, but 
it is persuasive. The truth is, Mr. President, the creation of the 
joint high commission is the most valuable part of this treaty, 
not because of what that commission can do, but because of 
what it can delay, and the provisions for it ought in no measure, 
in my opinion, to be emasculated. It gives cooling time, because 
the first clause in Article II provides that a reference to the com- 
mission, even when requested by one of the parties,” may be 
postponed by the other or by either for a whole year “after the 
date of the formal request,” so as to give “cooling time,” or, 
to use the language of the treaty, “in order to afford an oppor- 
tunity for diplomatic discussion and adjustment.” 

Now, let us take a case. Suppose some country would want to 
arbitrate some phase of the Monroe doctrine or any other ques- 
tion that we do not consider justiciable and that our President 
did not so consider. Imagine a country with diplomats so igno- 
rant as not to know the difference between a policy of hemi- 
spheric hegemony and an international question “ susceptible of 
decision by principles of law and equity” making such a propo- 
sition! At once it would be met by the United States Govern- 
ment's claim zhat the Monroe doctrine was not Justiciable“; 
that is, not arbitrable under the treaty, which says that only 
“ justiciable ” questions, international questions,” and “ ques- 
tions hereafter arising” are arbitrable. The next step, if the 
other party to the treaty desired to proceed further and if it 
were not thus settled by “diplomatic exchange of views,” would 
be its request under the treaty for the appointment of a joint high 
commission to investigate and report whether or not the Monroe 
doctrine is a justiciable question. Then would come the year’s 
“cooling time,” if we wished. After that, in order that the joint 
high commission might determine that question in the affirma- 
tive, so as to have it referred to arbitration, at least two out of 
the three American members of the joint high commission would 
have to vote that the Monroe doctrine was a justiciable 
question. 

Now, Mr. President, I might rest this whole controversy upon 
the doctrine of chances, and simply say that all this constitutes 
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go nearly no chance at all of anything of that sort occurring 
that we might apply the legal maxin de minimis non curat lex 
to the whole controversy. I am aware that under certain cir- 
cumstances the controversy might theoretically go to the regular 
tribunal of The Hague instead of to the tribunal of the three 
nationals, but you must remember that whether it goes to the 
three nationals depends entirely upon us and our position in the 
premises. We have the right under this treaty to demand in 
any case the tribunal of the three nationals. Without a “ spe- 
cial agreement” made by us it could not go to any other tri- 
bunal. 

Mr. President, this will be borne home a fortiori to your 
memories when you remember that the President appointing 
these three American commissioners would in such a case have 
previously held the question nonjusticiable and presumably 
would have appointed men who would hold the same way. I 
have a right to infer that from an ordinary knowledge of human 
nature. Men opposing this treaty are awfully careful about 
fixing conditions preventing occasions for getting into a row 
with one another; they are awfully careful beforehand about 
prescribing how not to shed one another's blood. 

Can any human being, possessed of ordinary reason and a 
modicum of knowledge concerning the manner in which the 
members of the joint high commission are to be appointed, the 
rules governing ordinary human nature—especially as applied 
to Americans in connection with this question, of which they 
have made a fetich—and ga modicum of knowledge of 
international law, coneeive that it would ever be possible that 
two out of the three Ameriean members of the commission thus 
appointed and thus confirmed would so report? Furthermore, 
can anybody imagine that if they did so report, the Senate of 
the United States would enter into the “special agreement” 
made necessary by the treaty “in each ease,” in order to specify 
the tribunal of arbitration and define its scope so as to include 
the Monroe doctrine? 

Now, I am aware that the answer to that is that the Senate 
would then be guilty of bad faith, because it is under every 
moral obligation to arbitrate, but I say if the question be of 
such great and critieal importance as to justify in the Senate’s 
opinion war rather than to arbitrate it, we would be in no worse 
condition after we had agreed to arbitrate questions of another 
character, coneluding that this did not fall within the scope, 
than we would be if there had been no treaty or any agreement 
of any description. On the contrary, we would be in a better 
condition. When I use the term “better condition” I mean a 
condition better calculated to maintain international peace. 

I am willing to confess that if a case of that sort could pos- 
sibly present itself to the Senate of the United States, the Sen- 
ate of the United States would sweep treaty obligations and 
everything else to the winds and would not adopt the special 
agreement. I do not mean by that they would pass resolutions 
refusing to adopt it, either. I mean merely that they would 
carry it over and over from day to day and leave the matter 
where it previously was—subject to diplomatic disposition. But 
the chance of the occurrence of the contingency is so infinitesi- 
mal that to my mind it can be ignored. 

& great many people in some of the States have been either 
giving themselves a great deal of anxiety, or have, because of 
ulterior motives, been attempting to arouse anxiety in the 
minds of others concerning the question of the submission to 
arbitration of the “carpet-bag” debts saddled upon the south- 
ern people during the saturnalia of reconstruction, with its 
rapine, fraud, and bankruptcy, and afterwards sealed by them. 
Two considerations would have avoided this trouble First, 
that no government is called upon to submit to arbitration, un- 
der a treaty to submit “differences between the high con- 
tracting parties,” any question, except it be a question consti- 
tuting a “difference” between itself and the other government, 
or a claim against itself by that other or its national. If there 
be foreign bondholders who have felt outraged by the action of 
the States in refusing to pay fraudulent reeonstruction debts, 
there is a difference between them and the State wiich refused 
to pay, but no difference “justiciable” or otherwise between 
them and the United States. There is a claim by them against 
the State, not the United States. You might as well talk about 
the United States arbitrating a elaim against an American cor- 
poration or against me. The credit was extended to the State 
with full knowledge that the United States had nothing to do 
with it. Even in the case of a Territory controlled by 
this question has been decided and adjudieated as far as an 
international decision can amount to an adjudication. 

I want right here to take a minute or two of the time of the 
Senate to read from this volume which I hold in my hand, 
volume 4 of Moore’s History of International Arbitration, 
wherein, on page 3608, will be found the umpire’s decision in 
a case between ourselves and Great Britain involving the 


claim of holders of State bonds. The case was before a joint 
mixed commission. Senators who are interested in it will find 
the argument on both sides—the argument of the bondholders 
and the argument of the American representative. But here is 
the decision of the umpire. There are two cases. The first one 
I am going to read is the case of Florida. I will come to a 
Texas case in a minute. This was a case where Florida had 
contracted the debt and issued bonds while she was a Terri- 
tory and when the President of the United States appointed her 
governor and the Congress of the United States had a veto upon 
her legislation. There is nowhere in any of this, even an inti- 
mation, that if the bonds had been issued by Florida while she 
was a State, the claimant would have thought that there was 
any case for arbitration against the United States. This claim 
is founded solely upon the idea that the United States Con- 
gress, having the veto power over the acts of the Territorial 
legislature and the President of the United States having the 
appointment of the governor and he having a veto, was respon- 
sible, because it was a party in that indirect way to the issuance 
of the bonds. And yet in this case the arbitrator says: 


. This claim has been breught before the commissioners by. the holders 
of bonds issued by the “Territory of Florida” while it was under a 
Territorial government and before Florida, was admitted into the Union 
as one of the States of the ene States. 

At the — ot ae 3 the bonds in * — 1 was 

a legislative council chosen people, the governor 
tartare appolatea by the President of the Aide United 8 States. All the acts or 
laws o 8 council were required, 6 the law of 8 United 
rae Pas poranit id 1 Congress and, if not pproved of, they be- 
came law in 


For one . — we these bonds the claimants contended that, by the 
right hien Con claimed to re or veto law by the 
legislative council of Florida, the United States vernment rendered 
itself 3 to KA mee the interest and principal of these bonds should 
Florida fail 

I shall ask to have as much as I have marked published 
before I go to this, which I shall now read. What I was read- 
ing then was a statement of the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request of the Senator 
from Mississippi will be complied with unless there is objec- 
tion. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The matter referred to, which immediately 
follows what I have read, is as follows: 

For another portion of the bonds the claim on this groun 
abandoned, and their claim was based on the fact that the United 
States had, in the session of Congress of 1843-44, admitted oe into 
the Union with a constitution ha the following clause in it: “ No 

ter amount of tax or revenue at any time be levied Pte Be 
required for the ee expenses of the government.” (Article 


as well be contended that the British 

the Canadian debentures, because all the acts 

Par t require the sanction of the home peene araa 5 — 
become laws. It will be 


were bought it was never imagined b y the buyers that the United States 


were in any 1 liable, 
With regard to the seco 7 1 5 of claim— that the United States 
by . admitted Florida, into the Union as a State, with the 5 
in her constitution above referred to, were rendered liable to 


debts of Florida —it be remarked that Congress could Bh gs Pate 
refuse to admit Florida into the Union with such a constitution; ne 
was nothing in it contrary (te) or in violation of the Constitution of 
the United St . 3 had only the power to fix the time of 
admission and constitution that was contrary to the Con- 
stitution of the U ited s tates; mor does it appear that the bondholders 
are in any way damaged by this article in the constitution of Florida, 

Now, the umpire goes on, on page 3610: 

It has been urged that there is no way of 8 at a State A capa 
ernment except through the Leder of the United 828 
a mistake. ere is no difficulty in the way of individual 
= the separate States in any matters that concern the State alone. 

early all the . have public works and contract loans with indi- 
Nah, American and foreign, and any person aggrieved may 8 

the governor or legislature for relief. A State can not deal with a 
fi government; the intercourse with foreign nations belongs to 
the enero Government. 

To show that the Florida bondholders never supposed the United 
States in any way responsible, attention is called to the prospectus 
issued by the agents for the sale of the bonds, created for the Union 

Now, the prospectus I need not read. The umpire goes on, 
after setting forth the prospectus: 

The securities enumerated in this document are four, and they were 

2 if honestly administered; but not the slightest allusion fs made 
to liability of the United States, nor is there discoverable the 


smallest foundation for the claim of the bondholders before this com- 
mission, which is constituted for the purpose of settling the claims of 
British subjects. 

Now, mark the language: 


Which is 2 for the p of sett! the claims of British 
subjects against the Government of the United States. 


Mark the 2 of this treaty, so neurly identical: 
Differences arising between the high contracting parties 
I resume the reading— 


or of the citizens of the United States against the British Sonon 
The bondholders have æ just claim on the State of Florida ; y have 
lent their money at a fair rate of interest, and the State fs Solon by 
every principle of honor to pay interest and principal; and it is to be 
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hoped that, sooner or later, the people of Florida will discover that 
honesty is the best policy, and that no State can be called respectable 
that does not honorably fulfill its engagements. 

But all the same they—the mixed commission—decided that 
the United States Government had nothing to do with those 
bonds. They were originally Territorial bonds, coming over from 
Florida as a Territory to Florida as a State. A stronger case 
against my contention that if the bonds had been issued by 
Florida as a State, because the United States are a part of the 
government of a Territory, having a double veto on its acts. 

Now, I want to call your attention to the Texas case. This 
you will find on page 3594, beginning on page 3591 of the same 
volume. 

I read from page 3594: 

The umpire appointed agreeably to the-provisions of the convention 
entered into between Great Britain and the United States on the 8th 
ae nie 1858, for the adjustment of claims by a mixed com- 
m — 

The other day, when I called attention to this, the Senator 
from Georgia said it was a claim. I replied, yes; in the name 
of common sense what question concerning bonds could be sub- 
mitted to an arbiter except that which was in the nature of a 
claim, and these repudiated carpet-bag bonds would be no less 
so, and no more so, than these Florida and Texas bonds were— 
having been duly notified by the commissioners under the said con- 
vention that they had been unable to agree upon the decision to be 
given with reference to the claims of the heirs of James Holford— 

He was the bondholder— 


against the United States in relation to Texan bonds, and havin 
carefully examined and considered the papers and evidence produc 

on the hearing of the said claim, and having conferred with the said 
commissioners thereon, hereby reports that this commission can not 
entertain the claim, it being for transactions with the independent 
Beenie of Texas prior to its admission as a State of the United 

Now, then, this question came up in that case: The United 
States had in the meanwhile, after the issuance of the bonds, 
admitted Texas to the Union, and they had not only done that, 
but had made an agreement that Texas should retain her 
public lands and that Texas was to pay her own debt. So the 
bondholders urged that those two things were a sort of condi- 
tion for one another, do you not understand, and in that way 
the United States Government was more or less directly bound. 

They made another plea, still more urgent, that the United 
States Government later on purchased from the State of Texas 
a certain disputed area and agreed to pay therefor $10,000,000, 
and had kept $5,000,000 of that sum in the Treasury of the 
United States, and they contended because the United States 
had the $5,000,000 in hand they ought to be accountable at least 
to that extent; but the mixed commission decided that the 
arbitration treaty was a treaty to adjust differences between 
the United States and the nationals of Great Britain and not 
between the State of Texas and the nationals of Great Britain. 
Now, let me go on with my argument. 

If any arbitration on this question of State bonds is ever to 
be had, it will be by a board evoked and agreed upon by and 
between the respective States and the bondholders, the parties 
at difference. That may now be had at any time when the 
two—they were the high contracting parties in that case— 
agree to have it. 

The intervention of the United States Government is not only 
not necessary, but would be at once absurd and insolent. Sec- 
ond, it is not only true amongst individuals, but it is true 
amongst nations that “no one can. plead ignorance of the law.“ 
Every civilized nation in the world knows that this is not a 
government of unlimited powers, and knows that it is a govern- 
ment of a dual character, and that the Federal Government 
possesses only such powers as are delegated to it by the people 
in the Constitution creating it, and that it can, therefore, as a 
government refer to arbitration only those questions over 
which jurisdiction is vested in it as a government. It is true 
that with regard to international affairs—questions solely inter- 
national—the Government of the United States is one of plenary 
power, but this is true only when the question is a question 
between the United States and a foreign power; that is, when 
the question is really an “international question,” and one to 
which the Government of the United States is a party. 

That is, a question between the United States and a foreign 
power, one to which the United States is a party. Even Great 
Britain in this very treaty preserves the right in case any in- 
terest of her self-governing colonies are affected, to consult 
them before submitting to arbitration. She had to make that 
reservation, because she has not admitted any rights of sov- 
ereignty in her so-called self-governing colonies; but we did not 
have to express it in the treaty, because we published it to the 
world in the Constitution of the United States, presumably 
known to men intelligent enough to be diplbmats. . 


If Canada should repudiate her bonds, under this very treaty, 
no American citizen could secure arbitration of that question 
under this treaty unless Canada consented to it. 

One more point. The President and two-thirds of the Senate 
can no more pass a treaty changing, altering, or amending the 
Constitution of the United States than the President and the 
two Houses could do the same thing by ordinary law. A treaty 
after all, as John Marshall said, is like any other law of the 
Federal Government, to wit, it is “the supreme law of the 
land,” but only when “made in pursuance of the Constitution“ 
of the United States; and any competent Federal court would 
have no hesitancy in declaring a treaty, usurpatory of Federal 
power, unconstitutional, just as it would declare any other law, 
thus usurpatory, unconstitutional; all this, even if one could 
conceive that the President or two out of three American na- 
tionals and the Senate by special agreement would or could 
agree to leave such a question to arbitration, and furthermore 
could conceive that the Senate would confirm arbitrators who 
were capable of deciding that way. 

What I have said above as regards the position of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, if it were attempted to submit to 
arbitration the question of the refusal to pay State debts, is 
based upon the assumption that the arbitration would be made 
with a view to binding the State and thereby forcing it to pay 
a debt which the authorities of the State and the people of the 
State had considered fraudulent. Of course, there is a sense in 
which the United States Government might undertake, if it 
chose, to submit to arbitration the question of the payment of 
the amount of a State debt, and might pay it in consequence of 
a decision of an arbitral tribunal, but, if it did, the question 
would not be whether the State should pay the debt or not, nor 
in anywise a question of binding the State, but whether the 
United States, of its own free grace, would pay the debt. If 
they, the United States, did pay the debt, they would haye no 
way of recovering it from the State, either by the force of the 
treaty, or by a subsequent act of Congress, or by process in the 
courts. This is all to plain to my mind. The United States 
Government might, out of charity, generosity, or magnanimity, 
with a view of purchasing friendship, or for some other free 
grace reason, agree by treaty to pay any nation any sum of 
money already gathered into its Treasury, and which therefore 
had already become its “ property,” of which it could“ dis- 
pose,” provided that the Congress of the United States, after 
the agreement by treaty to pay it, would pass ‘a law appropriat- 
ing the sum. The fact that this sum happened to be the amount 
of a State debt, and that that happened to be the reason why the 
United States Government chose to give away the sum, would 
not affect the right “by law” to “dispose of” money in the 
Treasury. This proceeds upon the theory that money in the 
Treasury is, in the sense of the constitutional clause, “the prop- 
erty of the United States” and can therefore be “disposed of” 
by it. It was upon that very theory, which I never regarded as 
too sound, that Congress appropriated money for the volcano 
sufferers in Martinique, for the earthquake sufferers in San 
Francisco, and for the fire sufferers in Boston or Chicago—I 
have forgotten which. 

Suppose the absurdity that the Federal Government agreed to 
submit to arbitration the question of debts due by a State and 
contracted by a State, and not due by nor contracted by itself 
(and universally recognized not to be), how would the State be 
hurt? If the United States wanted, for any reason satisfactory 
to itself, to pay any bondholders the amount of a disputed bond 
of North Carolina, for example, let them do it. North Carolina, 
holding the debt fraudulent, neither ought to nor would repay 
the amount. The procedure of the United States Government 
would be harmless to North Carolina, even though it were senti- 
mentally offensive. 

I want the Senator from Georgia, when struggling later with 
this ghost, to direct his attention to that point. The United 
States would have no way known under high heayen to recover, 
and the United States Government would have no right to pay 
them except as a gratuity, just as it gave $20,000,000 to Spain, 
just as it gave a million, or whatever it was, to the Martinique 
sufferers; and that is an admission, for the sake of argument on 
my part, because I for one have always doubted whether that 
clause of the Constitution saying that Congress had power “to 
dispose of the property of the United States” applied to money 
in the Treasury, when it disposed of it for some purpose not 
otherwise specifically or inferentially contemplated by the 
Constitution. But the theory has been acted upon, and therefore 
I waive dispute of it in this case. 

In the case of the United States freely and unnecessarily 
agreeing to pay a sum equal to the debt of a State, no power 
to hold the State would reside in the Federal Government. All 
the lawyers in the world could not conceive of any method 
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whereby the Federal Government could make the State pay the 
money back to it, unless the State had requested or agreed to 
the arbitration or had requested or agreed to the payment by 
the United States and in that way had made itself morally, if 


not legally, liable. I mean by that in no peaceable way. Of 
course, if the United States chose to collect it by armed force, 
I imagine it could. But that is out of the question. 

It seemed to me almost unnecessary to argue this question, 
and yet this anxiety is being worked in many of the States with 
a view to creating hostility to universal peace arbitration 
treaties. 

It seems equally plain that the question of the admission of 
aliens is, as it always has been considered, one of purely domes- 
tie policy, except in so far as treaty agreements exist. So long 
as treaty agreements exist we can be called upon to arbitrate 
things arising under them or the differences of interpretation 
growing out of them, and we ought to be required to do it. 

If we of our own free will enter into a treaty obligation with 
any country on the surface of the earth, we ought to be willing 
to leave to arbitration the question whether or not we are ob- 
serving that treaty. But except when there is such a treaty 
obligation, nobody has ever been bold enough to urge that any 
country did not have entire plenary control over the question 
of the admission of aliens to its own shores, and even when 
there is a treaty, the right to abrogate the treaty is always re- 
served in the treaty itself, and even if it were neglected to be 
reserved, the right to abrogate exists as a conceded fact in in- 
ternational law. So that upon proper notice the treaty could 
be abrogated if, in our opinion, the interpretation had made its 
operation injurious to us, and the utmost burden we would 
undergo would be for the short time during which the notice 
of abrogation was operating. 

We to-day exclude Chinese without a treaty. We limit the 
immigration of Japanese with a treaty. We could to-morrow, 
if we chose, pass a law declaring that red-headed aliens should 
not land upon American soil for the purpose of residence. We 
could forget our very ancestry, if we chose, and provide that 
Trishmen should not come or that Scotchmen or Englishmen 
should not. It might hurt the feelings of the people of Ireland, 
or Scotland, or England, or the feelings of red-headed men all 
over the world; but we would be acting, unless we had volun- 
tarily entered into treaty obligations to the contrary, within 
an undoubted and admitted scope of domestic policy, which 
could not constitute a rightful casus belli. 

But the great objection made to the treaty is that there is a 
surrender of the prerogatives of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I have not been here long enough to regard the 
Senate as especially sacred, except in the sense that all other 
American institutions are. It seems that the august body of 
which I am an humble member—some of the Senators talk that 
way—wants to make itself still more hated and distrusted than 
it is by standing with fine-spun, if not fancied, prerogatives 
athwart the way of another great and greatly desired progres- 
Sive movement. I hope that the language that I have italicized 
in the first part of the treaty shows that the treaty itself ex- 
pressly and specifically guards against this objection by the 
words in the next to the last clause of article 1, providing that 
the “special agreement” “in each case” shall be made “by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate.’ Even when 
the joint high commission itself “reports” that a question is 
“ justiciable,” that does not of itself fix the character of the 
board of arbitration nor the scope of its inquiry, for the provi- 
sion of the language is that such a question shall then “ be re- 
ferred to arbitration in accordance with the provisions of this 
treaty”; and in order to so refer it “in accordance with the 
provisions of this treaty” a “special agreement” “in each 
case” must, by the express requirement of the treaty itself, be 
made, and that special agreement must be made “by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate.” The Senate merely by 
failing to act could block the whole procedure. But even if 
such a joint high commission, with members appointed by the 
President “by and with the adyice and consent of the Sen- 
ate”—for all Federal appointments must be so made—could 
not only directly refer a question to arbitration as a result of 
its having decided that it was “justiciable ” in its nature, but 
could define the scope of the arbitrators—which it can not—I 
contend that that would be no surrender of the prerogatives of 
the Senate, even though there might be danger to national poli- 
cies, which I think I have shown to be practically imaginary. 
It is a maxim of law that “that is certain which can be made 
certain.” If an arbitration treaty were entered into such as is 
supposed—and nobody disputes that the treaty itself must be 
adopted by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, two- 
thirds of its Members voting for it—and if that treaty provided 
that all “justiciable” questions should be arbitrable, and de- 
fined, as this treaty does, what questions are justiciable, and 
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further said that in case of dispute the commission should de- 
termine the point of justiciableness or disputed interpretation, 
then the creation and action of the commission itself would be 
“by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,” the only 
difference being that the advice and consent by a two-thirds 
majority of the Senate was given beforehand and not after- 
wards and was given in wholesale and not by retail. 

It has never been disputed that the Senate can pass a treaty, 
submitting to a particular board of arbitration a particular 
question, and that the Government of the United States could be 
morally bound beforehand by the award. If it be not inimical 
to the constitutional prerogatives of the Senate to agree before- 
hand to submit a particular question to a specially selected 
arbitral tribunal, then how can it be inimical to those same pre- 
rogatives to agree beforehand to submit all “ justiciable ” and 
“international questions” “hereafter arising” to a permanent 
tribunal “or one otherwise” to be determined “by special 
agreement”? According to my poor, weak intellect, the princi- 
ple in the two cases is the same. Of course, under a general 
arbitration treaty as under a special arbitration, if the award 
of the arbitration is that the United States Government shall 
pay money, this Government is powerless to pay it unless “ Con- 
gress” shall appropriate it. But this defect is common to both 
schemes—special and general arbitration. Unless that part of 
the Constitution of the United States which says that “no 
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of 
appropriations made by law ” is changed, this will be always the 
case in all cases, whether particular or general, national or 
international. 

I myself have always thought that that clause of the Consti- 
tution ought to be modified to fit cases of treaty agreements to 
pay. However, it has never yet in our history given any serious 
trouble, because when a payment of money under a treaty is so 
popular that-the President and two-thirds of the Senate have 
agreed to it it has never happened, and perhaps never will 
happen, that there will not be for the same purpose and at the 
same time and for the same reasons a majority of the House of 
Representatives advocating it. Still, if at some time a clash 
of this sort should occur, after a solemn agreement by treaty 
to pay and a refusal by Congress to appropriate, it would leave 
us in a very awkward condition. I have always thought that 
it was one of the situations overlooked by our forefathers. ‘To 
illustrate, when a Member of the House I was bitterly opposed 
to our annexation of the Philippines. Part of the agreement of 
the annexation was the payment of $20,000,000 to Spain. The 
question came to the House for an appropriation of the money. 
I took the position, as did many others, that while the treaty 
was an unwise one and while there was no legal obligation upon 
our part to appropriate, the President and the Senate having 
no power to bind the House of Representatives, there was a 
moral obligation tantamount in force in my opinion to a legal 
one or even superior to it, just in the same sense that debts of 
honor are superior to commercial debts, and that a gentleman 
will be mere solicitous about providing for the payment of an 
unsecured debt where no legal recovery can be had tian he 
would be about a secured one, for whose collection and payment 
the law makes provision. 

Mr. President, the Senate does not here delegate a power to 
make a treaty. It exercises the power by appointing an agent 
to represent it within certain limits. 

Postal agreements with other nations were referred to the 
other day by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr]. 
He was singularly unfortunate in his reference, because he de- 
nied that they were treaties, and he said we couid fix inter- 
national postal rates by statutory law in the United States. 
We could do no such thing, nor fix anything else to operate 
outside of our own domain. We have upon the contrary ap- 
pointed an instrumentality for the purpose of doing that, and 
that is the Postmaster General with the concurrence of the 
President. 

The Senator tried to make a distinction between a convention 
and a treaty. They are both agreements with some other 
foreign and independent power. ‘There can be no convention 
between two independent sovereign nations on the face of this 
earth which is not in the nature of a treaty. It is absurd to 
say that any international postal arrangement or agreement 
could owe its existence simply to an American law. It is true 
that the American law takes care of the matter so far as the 
American receipt of postal dues is concerned and so far as the 
operation of the posts on American soil goes, but all our postal 
conventions have been treaties, and they have been treaties 
which have been negotiated in this way. In every case the 
Senate of the United States did not delegate the treaty-making 
power to the President and the Postmaster General. Congress 
merely passed a general law in which they said that under 
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certain circumstances and within certain limits the Postmaster 
General and the President would constitute the agency for the 
purpose of making these agreements. It was not a delegation 
of the power, but an exercise of the power through an instru- 
mentality selected by the treaty-making power. 

I go on a little further. Under the Geneva arbitration treaty, 
the arbitration of the Alabama claims, not only did the com- 
mission decide the amount of damage that was done and the 
liability of Great Britain for that damage, but that commission 
decided upon the question of its own jurisdiction, the scope of 
its inquiry under the treaty. The two Governments entered 
into a treaty in certain general terms, and the question came up 
before the commission as to how far it could go under that 
treaty, and the commission itself interpreted the treaty, just as 
this joint high commission is called upon to interpret this 
treaty. 

If the Government of the United States could leave to a com- 
mission not only the power to arbitrate but the power to in- 
terpret the treaty law under which it arbitrated, why can it 
not leave to one commission the power to arbitrate and give 
another commission the power to interpret? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In one minute. That commission met, and 
one of the first questions that come up—and it was a great dis- 
pute between the British commissioners and the American com- 
missioners—was as to how far the treaty went, and the com- 
mission itself decided the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The case cited by the Senator from 
Mississippi was a specific grant. This is a general power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I know no difference be- 
tween the two, specific and general, except a difference in de- 
gree. Here this is specific, but in a broader sense it is the 
arbitration of justiciableness of questions. That commission 
arbitrated a certain class of questions defined under the treaty 
to be settled as having grown out of the conduct of Great 
Britain toward the United States in the war between the States. 
That commission had to decide as to whether certain acts urged 
or sought to be urged were to be taken as being within the 
scope of the treaty. All this joint high commission does is to 
determine whether certain questions ought to be considered as 
being within the scope of Article I of the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yet they must go to arbitration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and after the President decides or ad- 
mits that a question is justiciable we are also morally bound 
under this treaty to go to arbitration. It is then just as high a 
moral obligation as there is when the commission after dispute 
decides that same question. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But, Mr. President, we have no 
alternative at all if we ratify Article III. We must proceed, no 
matter how distasteful the duty. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We have no alternative in a case where 
the President admits that the question is justiciable, except 
such alternative as we also have when a commission decides 
that a question is justiciable. That is all that this commission 
does under the sun. The Senator may study this treaty until 
both he and I are more gray-headed than we are now—and we 
are both more gray-headed now than we were when we first 
met—he may study it a long time, and he can find but one 
thing to say, and that is that when the commission decides in a 
ease of dispute as to justiciableness that the question is jus- 
ticiable it puts things right back where they would have been 
if the question of justiciableness had never been raised. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, for these reasons, 
if the President of the United States raises that question, we 
will never have any duty to perform; but if the question is 
raised, as it may be, by Great Britain, we have nothing to do 
but to submit to arbitration the questions at issue. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Mississippi whether 
he believes that under this treaty Great Britain will ever ask 
the United States to submit to arbitration any question that 
the Senate of the United States would not have consented to 
arbitrate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; the Senator does not know; 
but we have superimposed upon ourselves a tribunal which may 
force the Senate and the Government against its will into 
arbitration which we have no power whatever to deny, no matter 
how vital it may be to our national life. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there is always a distinction 
between a right and a power, even a moral right and a power, 
between a right and a duty even, as far as that is concerned. 
The point I was making was that after a commission decides 


that a question of disputed justiciableness is justiciable it 
merely puts the things back in the status quo ante—that is to 
say, where things would have been if the President had first 
decided that it was justiciable. Now, I want to read the 
language of the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is clause 3. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 48. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This language is just as sacred as the 
language which follows in clause 8, saying that then the ques- 
tion shall be referred to arbitration in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this treaty. This language is just as sacred as the 
other. It is in clause 1: 


All differences hereafter arising between the High Contracting Par- 
ties, which it has not been ible to adjust by diplomacy, relating to 
international matters in which the high contracting parties are con- 
cerned by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other 
under treaty or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature by 
reason of susceptible of decision by the application of the prin- 
ciples of law equity, shall be submitted— 

Shall be submitted— 


to the permanent court of arbitration established at The Hague by the 
convention of October 18, 1907, or to some other arbitral tribunal, as 
shall be 8 in each case by special 5 which special agree- 

provide for the organization of such tribunal if necessary, to 
define the scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the question or ques- 
banal at issue, and settle the terms of reference and the procedure there- 

In so far as mere language can make anything a sacred obliga- 
tion that makes a sacred obligation, whenever the President of 
the United States does not dispute the justiciableness of a ques- 
tion, we are bound under the treaty to arbitrate it; and in so 
far it binds the Senate, and it binds it no further. After that 
dispute has arisen and the question as to whether or not the 
question falls within the scope of Article I and is justiciable 
has been submitted to the commission, and the commission has 
decided that it is justiciable, then exactly the same obligation 
rests upon the Senate, no more and no less. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In my opinion the obligation rests in both 
cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait one minute. It ought never to be 
violated except in obedience to one other law, and that is that 
law which has been called the first law of nature—self-preser- 
vation—the same law which entitles a man under municipal 
jurisprudence to kill his fellow citizen. Now I yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator answered my pro- 
posed inquiry whether, after the difference was determined 
by the joint high commission, we were not bound to proceed to 
arbitration. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. We would be morally bound, in my opinion, 
at every hazard and at every price, except self-destruction. 

Mr. President, does Congress surrender the power to legis- 
late when it provides that the President, by proclamation, may 
apply one of two schedules of tariff rates to imports from a 
foreign country, either a maximum or a minimum scale on the 
arriving of a certain contingency? 

Moreover, mark you, when it leaves to the President to judge 
of the arriving of the contingency. Congress passes a general 
law. It says here are two scales of duty—one maximum, the 
other minimum—and then it says upon the arriving of a cer- 
tain contingency defined in the Jaw the President shall put 
into operation whichever of these two tariff rates he thinks— 
the contingency having in his opinion arisen—is justified by the 
law. Will you contend that Congress has surrendered the power 
to fix tariff rates when it does that? All that Congress has 
done has been to constitute an agency to act for it within cer- 
tain prescribed limitations. 5 

Now. let us go a little further. In that case the President 
is left to interpret the law, and here the joint high commission 
is left to interpret the scope of the law. Does Congress sur- 
render that power of legislation when it leaves certain customs 
authorities to interpret a tariff law, and in interpreting it to 
determine whether a given duty or another or none at all ap- 
plies to a certain imported article? Does Congress surrender 
the power to regulate railway rates in interstate commerce 
when, after first declaring that rates shall be “ reasonable, just, 
and nondiscriminatory,” it leaves an Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to fix them so that they shall fall within the law, and 
to interpret the law and its scope in a given case by saying that 
a given disputed rate is within or without the scope of a cer- 
tain clause or article of the law? And yet all this joint high 
commission determines is whether a given question falls within 
or withoutsthe scope of Article I of the treaty if adopted. This 
joint high commission, then, is to determine whether any ques- 
tion falls within the treaty. In the other case the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is to interpret what are “reasonable, 
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just, and nondiscriminatory ” rates and to declare and prescribe 
them. 

Going a step further, this joint commission, after having de- 
cided that the thing is justiciable, does not sit in arbitration, 
and the Interstate Commerce Commission, after deciding that 
certain rates are just or reasonable or nondiscriminatory, then 
does sit in arbitration and fixes n rate which it has a right to 
pronounce to be just and reasonable and nondiscriminatory. 

Now, gentlemen may respond, it is true, that there is an ap- 
peal from the Interstate Commerce Commission to a higher 
tribunal, and that in this case there is none. As to myself I 
hope that I may live to see the day when there shall be an in- 
ternational tribunal on the surface of this earth to whom ap- 
peals shall be taken. So far from wanting interested arbiters, 
I hope some day to see an international court of arbitration be- 
tween the nations which shall be disinterested. 

Gentlemen tell me that they are not willing to stand for any- 
thing which does not leave them to judge as to what shall be 
done—that shall not leave us to be the judge in our own case. 
But an international disinterested court is not in the treaty 
here, and I am not compelled to make that argument now. I 
just “throw it in sideways,” as Bill Arp used to say. 

Now, remember, neither the Customs Commission nor the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has to come back to the 
Congress, and remember that the Postmaster General and the 
President do not have to come back to the Senate. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In one moment. In all these cases, as in 
this treaty case, the special agents were acting under a general 
authority of law or treaty granted in advance and by wholesale, 
Now I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. REED. Does the Senator contend that when the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission fixes a railroad rate it is engaged 
in any act of legislation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; on the other hand, I am contending 
exactly the contrary. 

Mr. REED. It simply decides a question of fact. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It simply decides a question of fact which 

it was appointed an agent to decide. It simply decides whether 
a rate is “reasonable, just, and nondiscriminatory ” or the con- 
trary; just as this commission will decide a question of fact, 
to wit, whether the particular question is a justiciable one or 
not. 

Mr. REED. I want to get the Senator’s view as to whether 
he thinks there is really any parallel between the Congress 
empowering a board—the Interstate Commerce Commission—to 
decide a question of fact as to what is a reasonable railroad 
rate, the power existing in Congress to regulate the rate, and 
submitting to a board the question as to whether a certain mat- 
ter is justiciable, and then following that by a further pro- 
vision that when it has been determined as a fact to be jus- 
ticiable, the question of the right of the matter shall be deter- 
mined by another hoard. Does the Senator really think the two 
instances are parallel? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I would be guilty of the 
very grossest lack of intellectual integrity if I had been argu- 
ing for a quarter of an hour the analogy and did not believe it. 
Now, in the one case you leave to an Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to determine what? Whether a given rate is “ reason- 
able” or not. The question of reasonableness—a rather in- 
definite question—requires that the board shall determine yery 
many things. In the other case, you leave to this other board or 
commission the determination of the“ justiciableness ” of a ques- 
tion. One is no more indefinite than the other; and in each case 
you leave what? Now, a treaty is a law, and therefore we must 
call them both laws. You leaye the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to determine whether a given rate falls within the scope 
of the prohibition of the law or not, and you leave to this com- 
mission the power to determine as to whether a given question 
falls outside of the scope of this treaty or not, 

The analogy is not only in my mind good, but it is absolutely 
complete. There is only one point of difference, and that arises 
subsequently to the transaction. It is that the opinion of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission may be reviewed in another 
court, and the opinion of this arbitral board can not, because 
there is no international supreme court. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield further to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do. 

Mr. REED. I have such a profound regard for the opinion 
of the Senator from Mississippi that I want to say I am not 
arguing these questions in an antagonistic way, but to elicit 
his opinion. I wanted to follow my question with this further 
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one: When the Congress of the United States by law creates 
the Interstate Commerce Board and submits to it certain propo- 
sitions it submits to a board of its own creation those particu- 
lar propositions. Does not the Senator see any difference be- 
tween a board of that kind, created entirely by an act of Con- 
gress, and a board not more than one half of which we can 
name, the other half to be named by our antagonist? Is there 
not a distinction there, and a very broad one? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the question of what con- 
stitutes a board is one thing and the question of the source of 
the creation of the board is another. The Senator from Mis- 
souri says that in the cage of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission the board is created by our act. Yes;. and this joint 
high commision is created by our act if we pass this treaty. 
The fact as to who can serve upon the commission does not 
affect that question. It is true that this commission is created 
not only by our act but by the act of another power cooperating 
with us, but in so far as it is created to affect us at all it is 
created solely by our act. Our act is a sine qua non of the 
creation of this commission. 

Mr. REED. Not more than the other. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And it is just as much our own free-will 
act as the creation of a domestic commission for other pur- 
poses is. 

Now, what is the general authority here in this treaty? It 
is the scope of Article I. What is that? “Difference between 
the contracting parties.” I recommend that phrase to the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. It is not a difference be- 
tween the State of North Carolina and somebody; it is not a 
difference between the Steel Trust and somebody; it is not a 
difference between the Senator from Mississippi and somebody; 
but it is “a difference between the contracting parties.” It is 
also “international,” “justiciable,” and “hereafter arising.” 

Here are two powers of the Senate equally constitutional, 
one to arbitrate by special and separate act a certain difference 
after it has arisen, and another to burfch differences hereafter 
to arise and to agree to arbitrate them before they arise, de- 
fining their character under a general authority, and further 
agreeing to arbitrate by a prescribed tribunal a difference of 
opinion as to whether any particular question to arise is or is 
not of the character defined. That is all there is to it. 

Now, which course is most for our national or for the world's 
welfare, to wait until we are quarreling with somebody and 
then try to agree upon a just method of settling the difference, 
or to agree beforehand in a prescribed way to settle all justici- 
able differences? The whole history of municipal progress 
answers the question. Men no longer wait until they quarrel 
but agree upon and by law prescribe a board to settle their dif- 
ferences. They constitute beforehand courts which shall settle 
them. It is no longer contended in municipal matters that 
either party ought to be a part of the court; and the time will 
come, thank God, some day in the future, when that will not be 
contended in international matters. The time has not come yet, 
as is proven by the arguments on this treaty, where the grava- 
men of objection is that we want to be always the final judge 
in our own case; and it is not competent or relevant to argue 
it now, because this treaty contemplates the old idea of each 
fellow having his foot on the trestle. When a man tells me he 
is willing to arbitrate and then goes on and refines and defines 
until he substantially says, “I am willing to arbitrate anything 
in the world in such a way that it will not be settled against 
me,” then the man is not willing to arbitrate at all. If that is 
all, let us just quit the whole foolishness, 

Mr. President, if nations sought as industriously for fine-spun 
reasons to be at peace with one another as they do for fine- 
spun pretexts of difference, and if they stood on as fine points 
of so-called honor concerning their duties toward one another 
as they do concerning their rights, the world would be better off. 

The objection has been actually made to this treaty to-day 
that the United States would be surrendering some of its sov- 
ereignty, and Congress would be “surrendering the constitu- 
tional right to declare war”; yet the same Constitution which 
gives Congress power to declare war gives the President and 
two-thirds of the Senate the power to prevent war and the oc- 
casion or the necessity for war by entering into treaties. There 
never was a treaty entered into by the United States Govern- 
ment, nor by any other government for that matter, that did 
not waive for the nonce and, to the extent of the concession 
made, surrender the exercise of some sovereign power. Just as 
when you and I make an agreement, a compromise, I surrender 
some right in my opinion and you surrender some in yours and 
to that extent curtail an otherwise discretionary sovereignty. 

Now, here are two powers equally constitutional, but the 
power vested in the President and the Senate to prevent war 
is a very much more sacred and holy thing than the power 
vested in Congress to declare war; but as a matter of mere 
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power and as a mere matter of fact and law, the fact Peat 
oa 


President and two-thirds of the Senate have ente 
does not and can not deprive Congress of this precious power 
to shed human blood if Congress wants to have it shed. Itd 
deprive Congress of the right to do it under the moral law 
under the law of decency amongst nations which we call inter- 
national law. 

Mr. President, we need not be too careful about guarding the 
right of Congress or the power of Congress to declare war. 
There will be wars enough—useless, barbarous, silly, demoral- 
izing in their effects, as they always are and always have been; 
destructive of industry, destructive of, family happiness; teach- 
ing bloodthirstiness, teaching rapine, sometimes teaching rape; 
nearly always teaching looting, which is but a form of militar- 
istic grand or petit larceny; carrying mankind always some 
steps backward out of enlightenment and toward barbarity. 
We will have enough of war and pretexts for war, no matter 
how many treaties we have to keep the peace. This is true 
especially, I am sorry to say, in a popular government, because 
when a majority of the people “ get mad through and through” 
they do not act from ratiocination, but from emotion, and they 
push and propel, by the mad and irresistible power of public opin- 
ion, their servants, too often craven and cowardly, into a course 
which more cool-headed and braver and better-informed men 
would ayoid. 

This constitutes the very beauty of the establishment of the 
joint high commission of inquiry under this treaty. Even an 
intelligent people under a popular government will now and 
then have a “brain storm” and will “see things red,” espe- 
cially when egged on by yellow journals seeking sensations, 
by political parties seeking mutually advantage, and by parties 
professionally interested in promotion by war or industrially 
interested in producing the materials of war. Hastily spoken 
words in high places and hastily printed utterances in one 
country engender like utterances in the other country. It is as 
if each were holding a coal of fire in his hands and the other 
blowing it. But a popular brain storm will not, as a rule, last 
12 months, and the cooler heads in legislative and executive and 
financial and industrial positions, whose duty it is to stand like 
“sentinels on the watchtower to warn and to instruct,” can 
within the course of 12 months make effective appeal to reason 
against hot passion. The popular reason is always there if time 
is given to appeal to it. This treaty gives, by previous agree- 
ment therein preseribed, 12 months to appeal to popular reason 
against popular passion. 

For one, I do not desire to see this treaty emasculated by 
amendments. I do not mean by that that I would not vote for 
any amendment if it strengthened it, or if it did not weaken it, 
or if it did not endanger its final adoption, or if it rendered the 
hopes of peace under it no less great, and if it rendered the 
chance of war no less imminent. It seems to me it would do 
no harm, although it would be unnecessary, to imitate the ex- 
ample of Great Britain in making her reservation as to her 
self-governing colonies, which, however self-governing, are not 
sovereign in any aspect as our States are in so many aspects. 

It might be done by language somewhat to this effect: “It 
is understood by both high contracting parties that the Federal 
Government of the United States has not the power nor the 
right under American institutions fo submit to arbitration any 
question over which jurisdiction has not been vested in it by 
the United States Constitution.” It would do no harm and it 
might do good in securing in the Senate the votes needful for 
the passage of the treaty, for there are honest men in the 
Senate and out of it who fear that under the.guise of interna- 
tional agreement the inherent, admitted, and constitutional 
rights of the States may be invaded by the Federal President 
and Senate. I do not share that fear. I see no absolute need 
for the amendment, even if the fear were well grounded, be- 
cause if the Federal judiciary did its duty it would pronounce 
a treaty of that sort “ unconstitutional, null, and void,” because 
it had not been made “in pursuance of the Constitution,” just 
as it would pronounce any other law not made “in pursuance of 
the Constitution“ null and void. 

I have no objection to this much of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts; in fact, I think it would be well 
to adopt it: 

Resolved further, That the Senate adyise and consent to the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty, with the understanding, to be made a part of such 
ratification, that in any joint high com on of inquiry to which shall 
be referred the question as to whether or not a difference is subject to 
arbitration under Article I of the ty, as provided by Article III 

ereof, the American members of such commission shall be appointed 
by the President, subject to the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Already the President and the Senate have that power under 
this treaty. They, or either of them, can always call either for 
a commission of that sort, instead of the court of The Hague; 
but, for fear some President at some time might be a traitor to 


erican institutions, I should like to see that much of the 

e amendment adopted. I am going to ask at the proper 

me whether or not the amendment is divisible, so that I may 
vote upon one part of it without voting for the other. 

I see nothing in the remainder of the amendment that really 
changes the character of the treaty, but it seems to me to be 
unnecessary verbiage and to incur the general danger of 
language too general. If, however, I can not get the question 
divided, I will yote for the whole amendment rather than vote 
against it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Mississippi 
recalls that the committee have an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is the one I am talking about now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; I mean an amendment which 
affects the treaty. This is the resolution of ratification which 
shows our construction of the treaty, but the committee have 
prapona : an amendment striking out paragraph 3 of Article III 
entirely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am opposed to that. I think if we strike 
out clause 3 of Article III we shall strike out the chiefly good 
thing about the treaty, the opportunity for cooling time. If 
you strike that out you have struck out everything that gives a 
chance for reason to get the better of passion. 

Mr. President, I shall not argue some other insidious objec- 
tions to this treaty. They are objections which are made in se- 
cret rather than in public; they are sent around in anonymous 
communications to Senators and vouched for by nobody in par- 
ticular; they are based largely upon ulterior motives enter- 
tained by some few of our foreign-born citizens in the United 
States—not by a majority of them nor by a majority of either 
race of them, but by a very active and somewhat influential 
minority of some of them. Here is one that has come by mail 
with the heading: Would lead the Republic back to England.” 
The reasons that are given privately and for ulterior motives 
contain all the slush and stuff and rot and rubbish and silliness 
and stupidity that bas been uttered about this treaty being “a 
treaty of alliance with Great Britain,’ and all that sort of 
thing. I shall not read this thing. It charges that the Presi- 
dent of the United States and Andrew Carnegie have entered 
into an unholy alliance for the purpose of “ monarchizing” 
American institutions and leading us back to allegiance to the 
British King, King George, the whichever he is numerally—I 
have forgotten. 

There are some people who wish to use the United States Goy- 
ernment in perpetuating European feuds for the real freedom or 
for the fancied benefit of European populations, and who want to 
see as possible instruments of that purpose as many causes of 
war between the United States and Great Britain left in exist- 
ence as possible. Impliedly, if not expressly, in the act of nat- 
uralization, such citizens promised not to be controlled by 
precisely the motives by which they are now being controlled. 
They are acting in bad faith toward America if they do not 
regard their American citizenship as their first and foremost 
and sole allegiance—all others having been foresworn—and as 
superior to all other obligations existing between them and any- 
body anywhere else. At any rate, no self-respecting American 
citizen is going to permit the American Government to be used 
as a cat’s-paw for pulling out chestnuts for other peoples, how- 
ever much any wrongs done them may excite our individual 
sympathies. 

I say that, although I go very far in the direction of com- 
munity independence. I go so far that I believe any community 
that wants to be independent of any other existing, geograph- 
ically, so that boundary delimitations can be drawn, and with 
comparatively unanimous solidarity of sentiment, ought to be 
permitted to be independent. I think the greatest achievement 
of these later times was the peaceable secession of Norway from 
Sweden, and the magnificent common sense with which the 
people of Sweden said: “If you think you can be happier in 
a separate household, go!” So I have more sympathy than 
most men with communities struggling against the overpowering 
national strength of other races and other people; but that is 
one question, and the question of using my Government for 
those purposes is another. 

Then, again, without arguing it, I will mention another very 
curious objection to the treaty which was made to me by an 
educated and cultured, but very zealous and patriotic, “ German- 
American,” so called. By the way, Mr. President, I never un- 
derstood “ hyphenated Americanism.” I know what a German 
is and I know what an, American is, and I know what an 
American of German birth or parentage is, but I do not know 
what a German-American is, and if the hyphen means a double 
allegiance, then I do not comprehend it, save to fear it or to 
hate it. I am glad to say that most Americans of German birth 
or parentage agree with me, even if they are hyphenated, and 
when they are hyphenated they resent the idea of a double 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2833 


allegiance. But to go on. This German-American said that he 
regarded this treaty between America and Great Britain as a 
“blow at Germany.” He said that it was intended to put the 
Kaiser in the attitude of appearing to be the sole opponent of 
world’s peace,” intended to “hold him up in that way to 
obloquy and scorn.” I am very fond of the German people, 
having lived amongst them and learned to love them during a 
part of my educational period. I learned to love all kinds of 
German things and all parts of Germany. I replied, “ Why, my 
dear sir, there is nothing in that, because the United States 
Government will offer precisely the same treaty in precisely the 
same words to the Emperor of Germany, and will not even wait 
for him to indicate a willingness to consider it, but will ask him, 
through the proper diplomatic channels, whether he is willing 
to consider it, It will meet him not halfway, but all the way; 
and, indeed, probably has already sounded him upon the sub- 
ject.” 

I have found out since that this probability: became an 
actuality, and that our Government is, I believe, ready to 
execute the treaty. Then I added, “If he is to be held up to 
* obloquy and scorn’ as an obstacle in the pathway of universal 
peace; an obstacle in the pathway of the earlier coming of the 
hoped-for ‘ parliament of man and the federation of the world’; 
as an obstacle to the final establishment of an amphyctionic 
council of the civilized world, he is the only person in the world 
who can so hold himself up.” 

Mr. President, nobody believes, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts intimated the other day, that we were silly enough to 
imagine that these treaties will secure universal peace; but war 
amongst civilized nations ought to be reduced to a minimum, 
ought, in fact, to be totally abolished, and will finally, in my 
hope and faith and belief, be nearly abolished, just as civilized 
individuals have long since learned not to take the law into 
their own hands, but to submit their differences to tribunals 
prescribed beforehand, though now and then some of us do 
fight. We do not as individuals or nations surrender our 
rights; we merely constitute tribunals to prescribe and deter- 
mine them. So it ought to be with the nations of the world. 
Nations ought to learn not to be judges in their own cases, not 
to take the law into their own hands, but to establish some 
permanent, disinterested tribunal for the arbitration of ques- 
tions arising amongst civilized peoples. This treaty does not 
even do that, but its greatest virtue, in my opinion, is that it is 
a step in the right direction. Of course, there will be barbaric 
and semibarbaric powers with whom it would be folly to enter 
into such agreements; recognizing in themselves no law but 
force, there would be no way of dealing with them except by 
force, but the white races of the world at any rate and some 
others have become sufficiently refined to have a horror of in- 
ternational “trial by battle.” All are growing weary, Mr. 
President, of supporting out of the hard earnings of the workers 
the expenses of the fighters, and all are beginning to foresee 
national bankruptcies as the result of the stupendous competi- 
as of the peoples to “secure peace by being always prepared 

or war.” 

Soon after I went back home from the University of Virginia 
I met a fellow who had killed about five men and who always 
went armed. I said to him one night, “Jim, why do you not 
put that pistol up?” “ Well,” he said, “John, I carry this 
pistol all the time so as to keep the peace. Nothing keeps a 
fellow out of so many rows as everybody knowing that he has 
got a pistol in his hip pocket.” It did not keep him out of them, 
for finally he was shot. Those who live by the pistol die by it. 

Who, of all the nations and people, if not we, can or will take 
the initiative? Do not our traditions, our ideals, our intense 
democracy—which is only a phrase designating the principle of 
the brotherhood of man—our educational and industrial activi- 
ties demanding peace and progress, ever one and inseparable, 
our overwhelming and acknowledged strength preventing all 
misunderstanding of our motives, and our almost impregnable 
geographical position, do not all these, trumpet tongued, desig- 
nate us as chosen of God for this task? 

Lord of the centuries, pardon the ages 
Give forth "Pny ight and unin the Wiebe P 
Glorious era of true brotherhood, See 

A great Federal general once said that “war is hell.” I 
have frequently felt that he ought not to have given himself 
quite so much trouble to make it more unadulterated hell than 
it needed to have been, but still he was right. War is hell. 
Another great Federal general said, “ Let us have peace”; and 
I say, Mr. President, let us haye peace and let us not be too 
finically nice about how we secure it, even though by wholesale 
and in advance or at the time the quarrel arises. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Mississippi a question before he takes his seat. I understood 


the Senator some little time ago—I did not want to interrupt 
him then—when he was comparing the joint high commission 
of inquiry with the Interstate Commerce Commission to say 
that there was an appeal from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to the Supreme Court. 

irg WILLIAMS. An appeal to another court, I ought to haye 

Mr. LODGE. An appeal to another court, a higher court, 
but that there was no appeal from the high commission of in- 
quiry, and that that was where they differed. Did I under- 
stand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I said that there was no appeal from 
the arbitral commission. I admitted that the moral obligation 
to arbitrate followed the decision, but that from the decision 
of the arbitral commission itself there was no appeal. In inter- 
national affairs each nation is, unfortunately, still its own court 
of appeals. 

Mr. LODGE. Does the Senator speak now of the arbitral 
tribunal or of the high commission of inquiry? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of the arbitral tribunal. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, the final arbitral tribunal, of course. I un- 
derstood the Senator to be comparing the joint high commis- 
sion of inquiry with the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
deciding the point of the arbitrability or justiciability of the 
question, because that, of course—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I see what the Senator means now. I will 
admit, for the sake of the argument, that its decision is morally 
binding. A 

Mr. LODGE. That the decision of the joint high commission 
on the arbitrability of a question is morally binding? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my view. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask whether it is the desire 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that we should go on this 
afternoon? It is now practfcally half past 4 o'clock, and we 
have been here since 12 o'clock continuously, or at least some 
of us, if not all. I am ready to conform to whatever the desire 
of the Senator may be. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Georgia prefers not to go 
on now, I will move a recess. 

Mr. BACON. I have but one objection to going on now, Mr. 
President, and that is that the Senate is evidently weary, and 
it is quite thin. I will state, in justification of many of the 
absentees, that I know there are some important committees 
in session, and Senators have been absent during the afternoon 
largely on that account; but if it is entirely consistent with 
the Senator’s views I should be very glad if the Senate would 
take a recess until some time to-morrow, and then I will begin, 

RECESS. 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
half past 1 o'clock to-morrow afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate, as in open executive session, took a recess 
until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 6, 1912, at 1.30,p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 6, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, open Thou our understanding and 
mellow our hearts that we may know each other better and be 
ready to sympathize with each other’s failings, that the Christ 
spirit may dwell in us and love become the ruling passion of 
men; that the strong may help the weak, the wise the foolish, 
the rich the poor, the good the bad; that peace and good will 
may cover the earth as the waters cover the sea. For Thine is 
the kingdom and the power and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved, 

THE SUGAR SCHEDULE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 21213) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved August 5, 1909 (H. Rept. 391), 
which was read a first and second time, ordered printed, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 


e INCOME-TAX DECISION. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
there may be printed as a House document the report of the 
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case of Flint v. Stone Tracy Co., in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, reported in the Two hundred and twentieth 
United States Reports, at page 107, and that 5,000 copies of the 
document be printed (H. Doe. No. 601). ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States in the corporation-tax case be printed as a 
public document, and that 5,000 copies be printed. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, will 
not the gentleman include in that request the printing of the 
two opinions of the Supreme Court in Pollock v. Farmers’ Trust 
& Loan Co. on the income tax of the Wilson bill, and have all 
three printed together? 

Mr. PALMER. The report of the Pollock case has been 
printed as a document, if not by the House by the Senate. I 
do not think it would be wise to put them all in the same 
pamphlet. 

Mr. MANN. The opinions are not available now as a docu- 
ment. I think it would be wise to have them in one pamphlet. 
They relate to the same subject matter. 

Mr. PALMER. Hardly to the same subject matter. I admit 
that both are important in connection with present legislation. 
The gentleman means the opinions upon the original hearing 
and upon the rehearing? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PALMER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will modify my re- 
quest and include in it the complete opinions in the income-tax 
cases in the One hundred and fifty-seventh and One hundred 
and fifty-eighth United States Report upon the original hearing 
and upon the rehearing, both the opinions of the court and of 
the minority by the several justices who dissented. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania modifies 
his request so as to include all the opinions of the court in the 
original hearing and upon the reliearing, both the majority and 
the dissenting opinion. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the Washington Post 
of this morning contained an article which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WILL DEFEND FLORIDA—GOY. GILCHRIST HERE TO ANSWER EVERGLADES 
CHARGES—DECLARES MATTER IS A PLOT—ASSERTS THAT RAILROADS OF 
THE WEST ARE BEHIND ALLEGATIONS THAT THE HOUSE COMMITTEE IS 
INVESTIGATING—WILL REPLY TO REPRESENTATIVE CLARK—SAYS HIS 
STATE IS AROUSED, 

Gov. A. W. Gilchrist, of Florida, arrived in Washington yesterday 
and lost no time in aie known his desire to be heard by the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Agricultural Department in the matter of 
the charges made against the proposition to reclaim the Everglades of 
his State. He says the people of Florida are aroused by charges made 
by Representative FRANK CLARK that the reclamation of 4,000,000 acres 
of swamp land is only a scheme to further the interests of a coterie of 


land corporations. 
ae 5 — to Washin oa Gov. Gilchrist said, “to let the committee 
affairs. 


know the true state o 
PUTS BLAME ON RAILROAD. 

“In my opinion the attacks are instigated by the railroads of the 
West, who wish to have this great immigration to Florida stopped. 
They are naturally anxious to not only keep their own poopie at home, 
Dut to have other immigrants come to their country. Naturally with the 
— 5 into our country the western railroad interests are being dimin- 
ished. 

“The last census shows that Florida's increase in population was 
42.1 per cent, second to no State east of the Mississippi. The value 
of the Everglades and the feasibility of the drainage and the healthful- 
nas of the country haye been admitted by all who have visited the 
section. 

QUOTES REPRESENTATIVE CLARK. 

“Iam at a Joss to understand or account for the attacks made upon 
the Everglades by Representative CLarK. From what I have been told, 
he has never seen them. When the congressional committee, on its 
var to Washington from Key West, stopped off at Fort Lauderdale to 
visit the Everglades, it is said that Representative CLank's boat reached 
that borders part of the eastern edge of the Ever- 
LARK, addressing the committee, sad: 

“* Gentlemen, here are the Everglades. You see what they are. This 
is all there is to see. Let us go back, as I have an en ment with 
Mr. Flagler at Palm Beach.’ And toward Palm Beach his boat was 
turned immediately. From the citizens of Fort Lauderdale I have the 
information that Representative CLARK never did reach the Everglades. 

“I am confident that the investigation in progress will prove his 
charges to be unfounded. Just what his motive was in bringing them 
I know not, but I can say they are a mistake.” 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to 
be compelled to ask a little of the time of this House to say 
something upon this most remarkable emanation. The Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture of 
this House is engaged in making certain inVestigations. They 
are examining witnesses in an honest endeavor to ascertain the 
facts. I haye been content to wait until the facts have been 


the cypress swam 
gane when Mr, 


submitted to that honorable committee, and until that committee 
had made its report to this House so that the House might be 
in possession of all the facts and could take such action as could 
properly come within its jurisdiction and was right. 

But the governor of my State fearing, I suppose, that the two 
Senators from Florida and the three Representatives in this 
House were incapable of taking care of the interests of the 
State has seen fit to journey all the way from Tallahassee to 
Washington, as he says, to “ defend Florida.” Now, Mr. Speaker, 
if I were really making an attack on my State or any of the 
interests of my State, surely the two gentlemen who sit at the 
other end of the Capitol and my two distinguished colleagues 
on this floor would take care of the interests of that State with- 
out the interposition of the governor. But the governor comes, 
and forthwith, without waiting to appear before the committee 
and under oath give testimony, proceeds to get into communica- 
tion with a newspaper reporter and issues this remarkable 
manifesto. - 

Mr. Speaker, let me say, in the first place, that people may 
wonder what motive is actuating me and why I began or under- 
took to put on foot this investigation. I will tell you. In 
October last year there appeared an article in the Washington 
Times in which it was stated, in substance, that a certain valu- 
able official document of the Department of Agriculture had 
been suppressed, that document being a document dealing with 
the Everglades of Florida; that in some mysterious manner the 
report of the engineers who had made a survey of the Everglades 
had disappeared, and the circular letter which had been pre- 
pared to give information to inquirers all over the country had 
suddenly been suppressed. 

The article went on to say that it had been learned that this 
circular letter was suppressed at the instance of former Senator 
Taliaferro of Florida, and myself, and that we had gone to the 
Department of Agriculture and had brought influences to bear 
in that department which succeeded in suppressing this im- 
portant official document; that we did that at the instance of 
the Florida East Coast Railroad Co., a corporation in my 
State, owned and controlled by Mr. Flagler; that Senator 
Taliaferro and myself were under the control of this railroad 
company; and that we exercised this influence which they said 
we had over this great department to suppress this document 
at the instance of the railroad company, which railroad com- 
pany, the article stated, owned large areas of land in that 
territory which it wanted to sell, and if the Everglades were 
drained and the land put upon the market they would come in 
competition with the holdings of the Florida East Coast Rail- 
road Co. In other words, Mr. Speaker, that Senator Taliaferro 
and myself were simply the tools of the railroad company, 
owned by them, and that we had to do their bidding; that we 
did it and had this document suppressed. 

Knowing that to be absolutely false so far as I was con- 
cerned, I at once proceeded to have an investigation. I wrote 
the Secretary of Agriculture and demanded to know of him if 
I had ever approached him along the line of securing the sup- 
pression of any documents in his office. He answered me that 
not only had I not, but that his understanding of my position 
was that I had always insisted upon the publication and dis- 
tribution of the document, contending that the people of this 
country had the right to the information contained in it. Later 
on I found that Senator Taliaferro had made no such request. 
I knew, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary had informed me in 
the presence of witnesses that this circular letter had been 
suppressed by him at the instance of the persons engaged in 
selling the Everglades lands. 

I knew that I had not asked him to suppress it. All admit 
now that I made no request for its suppression, but on the con- 
trary always insisted upon its publication, So, Mr. Speaker, 
when that charge vanishes into thin air it remains for the gov- 
ernor of Florida—God pity the State—to travel all the way to 
Washington and put in public print the intimation that I am 
now acting at the “ instigation of the railroads of the West.” 

Mr. Speaker, from my place I brand that intimation as a 
base, vile, uncalled-for, deliberate falsehood, whether it comes 
from the governor of the State of Florida or anybody else. He 
says “the people of Florida are aroused by charges made by 
Representative Frank CLARK that the reclamation of 4,000,000 
acres of swamp land is only a scheme to further the interests 
of a coterie of land corporations.” Mr. Speaker, I have never 
made any such charge. The statement that I have is a base 
fabrication, without the warrant of one scintilla of truth. I 
have always said, Mr. Speaker, that I was not opposed to the 
drainage of the Everglades as a work of internal improvement. 
I have been opposed, I am now opposed, I shall continue to be 
opposed to the outrageous exploitation of those lands by 2, lot 
of conscienceless land sharks, to the disgrace of my State and 
to the thievery of millions of dollars [applause], and if I have 
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not enough honest voters in my district to stand by me in elect- 
ing me to Congress upon an honest platform like that, God 
knows I do not want to be here. [Applause.] 

By the way, the governor of my State, before he was gov- 
ernor, was interested in some land exploitations not in the Ever- 
glades, and it may be, Mr. Speaker, that “a fellow feeling makes 
him wondrous kind.” He has exploited land, and it may be that 
the governor's great heart goes out in warm sympathy for these 
people exploiting the Everglades; and they are exploiting them, 
let me tell you. Only yesterday one of the most prominent 
citizens of my district, living on the edge of the Everglades, 
told me that he saw not long ago in a paper called the Florida 
Home Seeker, a picture of a negro and a mule and a plow 
standing in the tall grass, almost covered with its luxuriant 
growth. It appeared to him in the picture as a broad prairie. 
The negro was holding the handles of the plow just as though 
he was ready to start a furrow. This gentleman told me that 
in his little town he saw the photographer who took that pic- 
ture, which was in the literature of one of these shark com- 
panies. That photographer told him that the negro and mule 
and plow were on a flatboat, pushed out into the tall grass, and 
that he, the photographer, sat in a rowboat when he took the 
picture. [Applause and laughter.] 

That is the character of performance that I am protesting 
against. For the honor of my State I am fighting such conduct 
as that. [Applause.] Listen to this: 

Miami, Fua., February 24, 1912, 
Hon. Frank CLARK, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sm: I am incl you a circular letter sent out by one of 
the Everglade companies received by me over a r ago. 

I bought contracts from this company upon the direct representation 
that the lands at that time were ready for cultivation. If not found 
80 upon investigation my money was to be refunded. It was not. 

The inclosed “bunk” was sent through the mails with the fraudu- 
lent intention of decciving purchasers into believing these lands fit to 
plant, while, as a matter of it was still under water. Go for them. 

Very truly, yours, 
J. N. RANDALL. 


Mr. Randall came there from Long Beach, Cal. So they have 
gone all over this country. They hare bled everybody, they 
have stolen, they have robbed men and women in all of this 
land. They have made homes unhappy, they have depleted the 
little savings of working people right in this city, and yet the 
governor of my State says that when I attack these thieves and 
plunderers I am making an attack upon Florida. God help 
Florida if that is true. [Applause.] But, Mr. Speaker, the in- 
sinuating part of this article lies here. Gentlemen are all 
around me who were on the trip coming back from Key West. 
Gentlemen are right here who stopped at Lauderdale, and they 
know what took place. They know that we only had an hour 
and a half to stop there, distinctly understood. Call on my 
friend, Mr. Papcerr, of Tennessee, or some of these other gen- 
tlemen, and let them tell you how some of these land sharks got 
charge of some of the faster boats on which were Brother 
Papert and a lot of others, and how they ran miles up the 
river and kept thém over four hours, and one of them delib- 
erately told PADGETT, “ CLARK never would come te look at these 
Everglades. We have got you fellows and you have got to see 
them. We have shanghaied you.” ° 

Mr. BATHRICK. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Is it not a fact some of the gentlemen 
upon that boat that went up the Everglades were carried to a 
farm known as the Davie farm, in the Davie ditch section 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I believe so. 

Mr. BATHRICK. And is not it a fact that after all these 
representations respecting frost in Florida where the represent- 
atives of these companies had stated this section was below the 
frost line—is it not a fact about the 7th or 8th of February of 
this year all the vegetables upon that same Davie farm were 
destroyed by frost? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not know. 

Mr. BATHRICK. I will say that it is true. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the governor says, so 
this reporter says, and I presume he reported it correctly—my 
experience with newspaper reporters in Washington is that they 
generally get a fellow pretty straight, and I apprehend that the 
governor said it—that when we had gotten up to a certain 
point that I said: 


Gentlemen, here are the Everglades. You see what they are. This 
is all there is to see. Let us go back, as I have an e ent with 
ler na 2 Beach,” and toward Palm Beach his boat was 
mi a y. 


That is absolutely untrue, not that I disclaim association and 
acquaintance with Mr. Flagler. I am not a groundling. I am 
not ashamed to acknowledge the acquaintance and the friend- 
ship of 2 man who has builded a glorious country out of what 
was a wilderness before. [Applause.] But this little pin- 
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headed governor [laughter] thought it would hurt me polit- 
ically in my district to associate me with Mr. Flagler. That is 
why he drew in the name of Mr. Flagler. He thought that 
would cost me some yotes. But he is mistaken. The intelli- 
gence of the constituency of the second congressional district 
of Florida averages much higher than the intelligence of the 
governor of Florida. [Laughter and applause] “I am confi- 
dent that the investigation in progress will prove his charges 
to be unfounded.” What were my charges? Simply this and 
nothing more. I said that a certain circular letter on the sub- 
ject of the Everglades sent out by the department was sup- 
pressed. I said that the Secretary told me that he suppressed 
it at the instance of persons engaged in selling Everglade lands. 

Then I asked the committee to ascertain who those people 
were and why this document was suppressed. I will prove 
everything I have said by testimony that even the governor of 
Florida, with his limited ability to weigh facts, will be able to 
discover establishes the truth of the charge. Ah, Mr. Speaker, I 
have made no fight upon this project. I have not said that the 
lands were good or bad. I do not know. The only thing I have 
contended against is this conscienceless exploitation of these 
lands, making misrepresentations, and publishing and circulat- 
ing deliberate falsehoods in reference to them. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes, sir; for a question. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I wanted to make a statement in 
regard to a letter which I received a few days ago from a gen- 
tleman who is now down in Florida investigating the Everglades 
as to purchasing some land. He said that while down there he 
met a gentleman from Iowa who had bought some of this Ever- 
glade land by mail, and had come down there to see it, and he 
made this remark: “I haye bought land by the section; I have 
bought land by the acre; I have bought land by the foot; but, 
my God, I have never bought land by the gallon.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, the governor under- 
takes te put me in the attitude of attacking the interests of my 
State. Gentlemen upon this floor who have been here during 
my term of service know that I have never lost an opportunity 
to paint the beauties of that fair State and tell in my humble way 
of her charms. [Applause.] I bave done all I could to repre- 
sent her faithfully and well. Whenever her fair fame has been 
attacked I have always come to her defense. The governor of 
Florida by this silly and untruthful attack can not injure me 
among the people, because they know it is false. In spite of him, 
in spite of the land thieves, for whom he speaks, the intelligent, 
honest democracy of that district, unless I mistake the signs of 
the times, will again express their confidence in me by sending 
me back to this great body. [Loud applause.] 

And I shall continue to stand for honest dealing as I see it. 
I shall condemn those things which I believe reflect upon 
my State and my people, and I shall advocate those things 
which I believe will inure to their good and preserve their 
honor. [Applause.] 

If standing for honesty, if standing for right, if standing for 
truth is to defeat me, then I do not want a seat here or any- 
where else, If I can not hold a commission from an honorable 
constituency upon an honorable basis, I would prefer to go 
back home, and, if need be, settle on some beautiful little spot 
alongside of one of our lovely lakes and spend my time among 
the yeomanry of that district, who are my friends, and aid 
a in making “ two blades of grass grow where only one grew 

ore.“ * 

Mr. Speaker, I have in this transaction simply denounced 
wrong. I have simply inveighed against dishonor. I have 
simply denounced theft. No man can make me believe that 
when I am doing that I am bringing discredit upon my State. 
I stand for Florida first. I love the State, her people, and her 
interests. When I shall go down to rest it will be in her bosom, 
in her generous soil, among the people who have been so good 
to me, and I shall sleep in the sands of that great State, whose 
people I know do not approve or indorse dishonor and theft. 
LApplause.] 

INVESTIGATION OF STEAMSHIP LINES. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
privileged resolution of the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a privi- 
leged resolution from the Committee on Rules, which the Clerk 
will report. 

House resolution 425 (H. Rept. No. 392). 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
be, and is hereby, empowered and directed to make a complete and thor- 
ough investigation of the methods and practices of the various steam- 
ship lines, both domestic and foreign, engaged in carrying our over-sea 
or foreign commerce and in the coastwise trade and the connection be- 
tween such steamship lines and railroads; and to investigate whether 
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such ship lines have formed any agreement, conferences, pools, or other 


combinations among each other or with railroads for the pu of fix- 
ing rates and tariffs or of giving rebates, special rates, or other special 
privileges or advantages, or for the purpose of pooling and pines a 
their earnings, or-for the purpose of preventing or destroying competi- 
tion; also to investigate as to what method, if any, is used by such 
shipping lines, foreign or domestic, and railroads to prevent the publi- 
cation of their methods and practices in the United States; also to in- 
vestigate and report to what extent and in what manner any foreign 
nation has subsidized or may own any vessel engaged in our foreign 
commeree ; also to investigate and report to what extent any ship lines 
and companies engaged in our foreign or coastwise or inland commerce 
are owned or controlled by railway companies, or by the same int 

and persons owning or controlling railroad companies; and said com- 
mittee shall further investigate whether the conduct or methods or 
practices of said foreign steamship lines are in contravention of our 
commercial treaties or in violation of our laws, and what effect said 
methods and practices have on the commerce and freight rates of the 
United States; and shall further investigate what effect such combina- 
tions, agreements, and practices of railroads and our coastwise and in- 
land shipping lines or of railroads and over-sea shipping lines, whether 
domestic or foreign, if any are found to exist, haye on the commerce 
and freight rates of the United States, and whether the same are in 
violation of any law of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That said committee shall report to the House all the facts 
disclosed by said investigation, and what legislation, if any, it deems 
advisable in relation thereto. 

Sec. 3. That said committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is hereby 
empowered to sit and act during the sessions or during the recess of 
Congress at such place or places as may be found necessary, and to re- 
quire the attendance of witnesses, the production of books, papers, and 
other documents, by 3 or otherwise, to swear such witnesses and 
take their testimony orally or in writing. 

Sec. 4. That said committee is hereby authorized to employ such 
counsel and experts and clerical and other assistance as shall be neces- 
any to 3 its duties hereunder. 

ec. 5. That the Speaker shall have authority to issue subpœnas for 
witnesses, upon the request of the committee, uning the recess of Con- 
gress in the same manner as during the sessions of Congress. 


Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that any 
debate is necessary. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] desire time? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to debate the 
resolution. I quite approve of it. It is not a new subject, as 
a similar resolution was before the Committee on Rules in the 
last House, and while the text of this resolution was somewhat 
changed, I think it has been changed for the better. I have not 
any doubt from the various hearings by the committee, both 
in the last Congress and in this, that it is proper there should 
be such an investigation. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 13570. An act to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
to certain employees of the United States the right to receive 
from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course of 
their employment,” approved May 30, 1908. 


NATIONAL DRAINAGE CONGRESS. 


Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Record, in connection with the remarks which I 
made yesterday, submitting an invitation to this body to attend 
the sessions of the Drainage Congress shortly to be held in 
New Orleans, certain extracts included in a telegram received 
from the New Orleans Board of Control of that Congress. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana ([Mr. 
Dupre] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the telegram referred to: 


National eae Congress will voice desire of entire country for 
adoption by Federal Congress of a broadly constructive policy of recla- 
mation by drainage and river lations. There is no intention to ask 
the Federal Government to drain any man’s land. Drainage Congress 
will ask that Federal Government survey all wet lands, solve Interstate 
problems, furnish adequate drainage arteries into which local drainage 
may flow, and so regulate the flow of navigable rivers as to conserve 
their water and prevent destructive floods. In all of the factory towns 
of the East and North there is now an overcongestion of food con- 
sumers. Drainage Congress will give great impetus to drainage, to the 
canalization of the Ohio River, to the building of the Lake Erie and 
Ohio River ship canal, and to flood prevention. The millions of non- 
8 congested in manufacturing centers deplete the country Later 
ation. High cost of living results, because consumers increase faster 
than producers. That condition may be reversed by enormous increase 
of food production from 24,000,000 acres of land to be reclaimed in 
Arkansas, Missouri. Mississippi, and Louisiana alone. Louisiana's 10,- 
000,000 acres of alluvial lands will produce more than a billion dollars’ 
worth of food every gar Cheap water transportation will exist from 
every farm in Louisiana to every seaboard city. Complete Lakes to 
Gulf waterway, canalize Ohio River from Pittsburgh to Cairo, and build 


Lake Erie and Ohio River ship canal, and food from Louisiana’s winter 
garden, farms can then go by water to the large interior manufacturing 
NEW ORLEANS BOARD OF CONTROL, 
NATIONAL DRAINAGE CONGRESS, 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 18960) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1913. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 18960, the Agriculture appropriation 
bill, with Mr. Bortanp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 18960, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18960) maki l 
1 for the iat year Wmülgg Jung 80, 1815 . 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, when the committee rose on 
March 2, it had under consideration the paragraph on page 21, 
line 18, “ For the investigation and improvement of sugar-pro- 
ducing plants, including their utilization and culture, $30,795,” 
to which there was pending an amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Garner]. I think this matter was dis- 
cussed fully pro and con, and all I have to submit now for the 
information of the committee is what Dr. Galloway said in de- 
tailing his projects along this line. After treating of the work 
touching beet-sugar culture, he says: 

This comprises a study of mere diseases, of problems affecting 
maple sap in connection with the Vermont Experiment Station, and a 
small amount of work on sorghum. The necessity of concentrating the 
efforts of the office force on the more so problems and the difficulty 
experienced in securing a competent pathologist for the sugar-cane in- 
vestigation have led us to mark time on this group of projects. Con- 
siderable work has been done on the maple-sap problem. In the ¢omin, 
season no increase has been asked for in these projects. The policy wi 
be to push the work on sugar-cane diseases more actively next year if 
a trained man can be secured. 

There you have the judgment of Dr. Galloway as to the neces- 
sity for this extension of the amount for this sugar project, and 
I am willing to submit it to the House on what has been said, - 
unless my friend from Texas [Mr. GARNER] wishes to speak 
further. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I could not catch quite 
the entire language of Dr. Galloway in regard to the investiga- 
tion of diseases of the sugar-cane plant. Does he assert that 
this appropriation is adequate for the investigation of the cur- 
rent year? 

Mr. LAMB. He said it would be the policy to push the work 
on sugar-cane diseases more actively next year if a trained man 
can be secured; the fact being, as he states it, that he has not 
at present a trained pathologist in this business to prosecute it 
successfully now, and he wants to mark tiine, so to speak, to 
use his own language. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does the gentleman infer from that 
that the investigation of diseases of sugar-cane plants this year 
must of necessity be limited? 

Mr. LAMB. Exactly. He has $37,000, you know, aud he 
is employing part of that; and he says he does not expect to do 
much this year, but to delay to another year. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. His intention is to make such investi- 
gation as he can this year? : 

Mr. LAMB. That is what I understand. 

Mr. RODDENBERY,. And the appropriation is adequate for 
that purpose? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word to 
the committee on this amendment for the benefit of gentlemen 
who were not here last Saturday. The sole purpose of this 
amendment is to establish experiments in the Rio Grande Val- 
ley, in the State of Texas. I am not going to take the position 
in the House that Dr. Galloway is incapable of finding a man 
qualified for doing this work, because if I took that position I 
would be compelled to take the position that Dr. Galloway him- 
self is not the man fitted to conduct the business of the Bureau 
of Plant Industry, and I do believe he is the man best qualified 
to carry on that work in the United States. 

When anyone undertakes to convey the idea to this House 
that vou are unable to find a man in the United States to carry 
on this work, it seems to-me it is perfectly ridi¢ulous, For in- 
stance, this bill does not take effect until July, 1912, and runs 
along until July, 1913. The object of this amendment is to se- 
cure sufficient funds to experiment with cane and beet sugar 
in the Rio Grande Valley, a new country, with a new soil, new 
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Climatic conditions, with irrigation projects such as you have 


not in the Middle West or in Louisiana. In other words, it is 
an entirely new situation. I submit for the benefit of the com- 
mittee that the manner in which these experiments haye been 
made has been unfair. I quote from a statement prepared by 
the Bureau of Plant Industry with reference to this work. It 
is now being carried on at two points in Colorado, one in Wis- 
consin, one in Kansas, one in Georgia, and I do not doubt but 
what the Rio Grande Valley will produce, in the next year or 
two, more sugar than either State that I have referred to. And 
it does seem to me, out of the $30,000, some experiments, some 
demonstration work, some opportunity may be had, that the 
small farmers in the valley may have the same assistance and 
the same consideration that the beet growers of the West and 
the South have had. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, lines 19 and 20, strike out the words “ thirty thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-five dollars” and insert the words “ fifty 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has informed us that there are within the continental 
boundaries of the United States at least 274,000,000 acres of 
land that are adapted to the cultivation of the sugar beet. In 
addition to that I think it is the opinion of those best informed 
that there is an area of not less than 12,000,000 to 15,000,000 
acres adapted to the cultivation of sugar cane, or more than 10 
times the area on which sugar cane is now cultivated. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] has just eloquently ex- 
plained to the Committee of the Whole what a vast area there 
is in his district that could profitably produce sugar cane. 

Of. the total consumption of sugar in the United States, 
amounting, in 1910, to 3,350,355 tons, we produced in this coun- 
try 333,006 tons of cane sugar and 457,000 tons of beet sugar. 
It would not be necessary to utilize one-twentieth part of the 
land which is fit for the growing of cane and sugar beets in the 
United States to produce all of the sugar that we consume. It 
is estimated that there is invested in the beet-sugar industry 
of the country something: like $100,000,000. The probability is 
that we have a still larger investment in the cane-sugar industry. 
Yet these two industries produce less than 800,000 tons out of 
the 3,350,000 tons which we consume. So here is an opportunity 
for building up a domestic industry which will call for an addi- 
tional investment of at least $600,000,000. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I should like to ask the gentleman what effect 
the proposition to put sugar on the free list will have on the 
development of this industry? 

Mr. MONDELL. Of course it will wipe out the industry we 
now have and will prevent any further extension of it, but I 
am not assuming that sugar is going on the free list. The 
election of a Republican President and House of Representatives 
will prevent that. 

Mr. LEVER. Do not be too sure about that. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am discussing this matter just as though 
the catastrophe that seems now ta impend will not be realized. 
As a matter of fact, I am inclined to the opinion that if the 
gentlemen on the other side had the opportunity at this time to 
put upon the statute books the legislation they propose, and 
upon which they have taken caucus action, they would hesitate 
a long time before they would do it. 

We have an opportunity to enlarge the sugar industry to an 
extent that would require the investment of at least half to 
three-quarters of a billion of dollars and give employment to at 
least 100,000 American citizens. 

That is the opportunity presented to us in the extension of 
the sugar industry in cane and in beet; and it seems to me that 
in view of the importance of this industry, in view of its great 
value to the country, we should expend a larger sum than is 
provided for in the item now before us, and that $50,000 would 
be a very small sum to expend in making the investigation that 
would lead to the extension of this important industry. 

In the State which I have the honor to represent on this 
floor we have at least a half million acres of land that are 
suitable to the cultivation of the sugar beet. 

[The time of Mr. Monpett having expired, by unanimous 
consent he was given five minutes more.] 

The great State of Colorado, to the south of us, no better 
land, no better climate than we have, has 17 sugar-beet fac- 
tories, The State of Montana, to the north of us, has one large 


sugar-beet factory. Nebraska, to the east, has two factories, 
and the three factories that I have last referred to all receive 
a large proportion of their sugar beets from Wyoming. 

We have long been looking forward to the time when the 
sugar-beet industry would be extended in our country. A num- 
ber of years ago the Government undertook to aid the develop- 
ment of the arid West through the national reclamation law. 
We have expended approximately $60,000,000, and between 
$25,000,000 and $30,000,000 are available when needed for ex- 
tension of that work. These great irrigation projects, or a 
number of them, depend for their success very largely on the 
opportunity afforded for the cultivation of sugar beets and the 
manufacture of beet sugar. We deliberately undertook this 
great national work and dedicated to it the income from the 
public lands, with the understanding that the progress and 
prosperity and success of these enterprises largely depended on 
the extension of the beet-sugar industry. 

Of course, we realized then, as we realize now, that this in- 
dustry is dependent upon a protective tariff; that it is abso- 
lutely impossible in a temperate climate and with the Ameri- 
ean wage, under American conditions, to produce cane sugar in 
competition with the peon-grown cane sugar of the Tropics. 

No man whose opinion on the subject is worthy of considera- 
tion will claim for a moment that it is possible to maintain 
under the American flag within our continental confines a cane- 
sugar industry in free competition with the cane-sugar industry 
of Java or Borneo or Cuba. That being the case, we under- 
stand the still more difficult conditions surrounding the sugar- 
beet grower. It is scarcely necessary to refer to the fact that 
the beet-sugar industry is absolutely dependent on a protective 
tariff. Even in Germany, where the average wage paid to 
the workers in the field is just about a third, or a little more 
than a third, of that in our Northwest, where the average wage 
in the factory is less than half that paid in American factories, 
the industry would be wiped out if it were not for the protective 
tariff which guards it. How much more is that tariff essential 
to our development?, [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the current appropriation law 
carries $32,855 for the investigation of sugar-producing plants, 
including their utilization and culture. The bill under con- 
sideration carries $30,795. The gentleman from Texas [Mr, 
GARNER] has offered an amendment increasing that amount by 
$5,000, and I understand the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
Monvett] has offered an amendment increasing it to $50,000. 
I am somewhat interested inthe position of the gentleman 
from Texas. A short time we had under consideration a 
proposition to make a slight increase in the appropriation for 
the investigation and the establishment of standards of cotton; 
when the vote came before the House the gentleman from 
Texas rallied the Democratic hosts from the nooks and corners 
and brought in a large aggregation of gentlemen who had not 
heard the debate who voted against the amendment and suc- 
ceeded in defeating it. Then the gentleman from Indiana offered 
an amendment to provide an appropriation for the investigation 
of diseases of corn; and again the gentleman from Texas rallied 
the Democratic Members out of the by-ways of the Capitol and 
succeeded in defeating that amendment. Then the gentleman 
from Tennessee offered an amendment to increase slightly the 
appropriation for the investigation of the improvement of to- 
bacco, and so forth, and the gentleman from Texas rushed to 
the corridors and lobbies and rallied the Democratic Members 
who had not heard the debate, although on this occasion he did 
not succeed in defeating the amendment. 


On every proposition that has come up, until sugar was 
reached, the gentleman from Texas has performed the onerous 
duty of rallying the Democratic Members to stand with the 
committee. 

It only illustrates how we are all influenced more or less by 
local considerations. I do not know who the committee have 
selected now to rally the Members on that side of the House 
to support the committee against the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], but I suppose somebody 
will bring in the Speaker and the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means from their private rooms to stand by the 
committee now as the gentleman from Texas did upon the 
other amendments. 

Mr. Chairman, one of two things is quite certain. If the 
Democratic proposition for free sugar is to prevail, we ought 
either to strike out the entire provision for this item or else 
increase it. I am inclined to think that if the Democratic 
proposition for free sugar prevails no sum of money appro- 
priated for the investigation of sugar-producing plants will be 
of any very great avail, and yet even with that threat in our 
face I would not be willing to abandon the possibility of so 
increasing our capacity for the production of sugar by the 


improvement of sugar-producing plants that I would be willing 
at this time to strike out the appropriation. I hope the gentle- 
man from Texas, having now worked himself up to the point 
where he is willing to inerease the appropriation by $5,000, to 
be used in his district in Texas, will go along the line a little 
further and support the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. Monpext], so that the appropriation can 
be increased for the benefits of other parts of the country. Cer- 
tainly the gentleman from Texas is not desirous of increasing it 
by merely $5,000 to be expended in his own district in Texas. 
Surely he will be willing to increase it enough so that they can 
maintain an experiment station in the State of Wyoming and 
in other places where we can produce sugar beets, in the hope 
that the Republicans may somewhere along the line prevent 
the destruction of the industry through the passage of the bill 
reported into the House this morning. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monpetr.] is always listened to attentively by this House, 
and for that reason I did not object and was perfectly willing 
for him to have five minutes longer in the hope that he would 
give us some more scriptural illustrations and speak as a 
preacher, as he usually does in this House. His amendment is 
just exactly five times worse than the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a little Seripture right there? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly; we need some. 

Mr. MONDELL. This may not be literally correct, but is 
practically so: “ He who forgetteth his own household is worse 
than an infidel.” [Laughter] 

Mr. LAMB. “He who faileth to provide for his own house- 
hold.” I am not much of a preacher, but I can correct the 
gentleman sometimes on Scripture. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. Chairman, the same reasons that apply to refusing the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] to in- 
crease this appropriation by $5,000 apply with five times greater 
force to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming. . 

I would not take the time, if I had it, to make any reply to 
my genial friend from Illinois [Mr. Mann], who has always 
got something to say about the action of the Democrats. Let 
me tell you, my friends on both sides of the Chamber, that it 
makes no difference to me, having charge of this bill, whether 
an amendment comes from a Member on this side or upon that 
side of the aisle. [Applause.] J. shall consider it, and I think 
this committee will, upon its ts, and not with a view of 
whether it is offered by a on one side or the other 
of the two contending parties in this country. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Les. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to know if the depart- 
ment made any recommendation concerning this appropriation 
for this purpose? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that the gentle- 
man has asked that question. If I were to answer in full these 
other gentlemen I would refer to that, and perhaps I would 
better do it now. If this were of such magnitude as to require 
the attention of these gentlemen, and if my friend from Wyo- 
ming was looking after his own household, as Scriptures enjoin, 
why did not he and they come before the committee and have 
the matter investigated? No more was asked in the estimate. 
We gave all that the department asked in this matter, and I 
have quoted to you to-day what Dr. Galloway has said about 
this project. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will not the gentleman from 
Virginia pardon the department, as well as the gentleman from 
Wyoming and myself, upon the theory that we did not antici- 
pate that there was going to be a free-sugar bill brought into 
this House any more than did the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. LAMB. My friend knows just as much about what that 
free-sugar bill is going to amount to as I do. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I have no doubt that we will not 
disagree about that. d 

Mr. LAMB. It is not in the equation. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That legislation will fatten the 
refineries and impoverish the beet people. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to submit just one word to the gentleman from Virginia 
in behalf of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

The beet-sugar industry is the one that needs this education— 
that is, the grower of the beet. Now, the gentleman from Texas, 
with his $5,000—if he wants that expended down there—is not 
entitled to any consideration whatever, for the reason that the 
eane-sugar business is as old as the history itself, whereas the 
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beet - sugar industry the kind of seed to use, the kind of soil to 
plant it in, the kind of cultivation to make of the plant—is 
entirely new and growing in importance every day; and if this 
country, which only produces one-third of the sugar consumed 
by the American people, expects ever to get any additional sugar 
grown in this country or manufactured, it must be from beets. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
to make a statement to the gentleman from Colorado. I know 
the gentleman does not want to be unfair. They are growing 
sugar beets in the Rio Grande Valley. It is a new territory, and 
there they are testing both cane and beets; and for the gentle- 
man to say that the appropriation I have suggested is not to 
be considered, when it should be considered in fairness to both 
sides, seems to me perfectly ridiculous. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I did not so understand the 
gentleman, f 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman has taken me off my feet, and if 
it had not been that the gentleman is an old soldier I would 
not agree to it. However, he looks too young to be a soldier. 
I desire to say that two-thirds of this money is used for this 
beet culture. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I understand; and if there were 
fifty thousand more—— 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; but—— 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And if this fifty thousand were 
appropriated, it would be two-thirds of that. I am sure that 
if the gentleman will call up the Secretary of Agriculture, 
he will recommend $50,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. LAMB. Let us proceed now—— 

Mr. RUCKER of-Colorado. I am going to vote for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wyoming. $ i 

The . The question is upon the amendment to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the amendment reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, lines 19 and 20, strike out the words “thirty thousand 
seven hundred and ninety-five dollars” and insert the words “ fifty 
thousand dollars.” 

Mr. MANN. That is the amendment to the amendment, 
I asked to have the amendment reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which was reported by 
the Clerk was the amendment to the amendment. The Clerk 
will report the amendment. s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, line 19, strike out the word “thirty” and insert the word 
“ thirty-five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Wyoming to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Rucker of Colorado) there 
were—ayes 54, noes 46, 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers (Mr. Lass and 
Mr. Monpett) reported that there were—ayes 67, noes 59. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced the noes 
appeared to haye it. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. GARNER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. MANN. This vote is on the amendment as amended, pre- 
cisely the same proposition is now being put. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 46, noes 56. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers (Mr. Lame and 
Mr. Monveri) reported that there were—ayes 57, noes 61. 

So the amendment as amended was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out “thirty,” in line 19, page 21, and 
insert “thirty-six.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, line 19, strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieù 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARNER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 


After line 20, pase 21, insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency 
caused by the continued spread of the chestnut-bark disease by con- 
tinuing the study of the nature and habits of the parasitic fungus caus- 
ing the disease, for the purpose of discovering new methods of control, 
and by putting into application methods of control already discovered, 
$80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, of which $20,000 
shall be immediately available. And the Secretary of Agriculture is 
hereby authorized to expend said appropriation in such a manner as he 
shall deem best, in cooperation with the authorities of the States con- 
cerned or with individuals; and to pay all necessary expenses for the 
employment of all investigators, local and special agents, experts, as- 
sistants, and all labor and other necessary expenses, including rent, in 
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, as may be required: Provided, 
That of this sum an amount not exceeding $10,000 shall be used in the 
study of the relation of insects to the chestnut-bark disease.” 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that, but if my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] will 
allow me to make a statement of two minutes I think he will 
withdraw his amendment. 

We have already a provision in this bill for the chestnut 
blight, and in addition to that we have a bill before our com- 

„ mittee on which we are perfectly willing to hear the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania at any time, to make a separate, distinct, 
and independent provision for this, as we did for the Mediter- 
ranean fly. i 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I thank the gentleman for that 
statement. Of course, there is a great deal of interest in this 
question. I realize that the gentleman can make a point of 
order, but I thank him for having reserved it in order that this 
statement could be made, and I also thank the gentleman for 
having given the assurance that this question may again be 
heard by the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, before the 
gentleman does that I certainly would like to have five minutes, 
which, of course, I can get by moving to strike out. The gentle- 
man will save time by allowing me that amount of time. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will tell the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] the same thing. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, there are so many bills 
here that are dragging, and we are wasting so much time, that 
I make the point of order against this amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. I think we will save time by reserving the point 
of order. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. So do I. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I do not want to interfere with an- 
other gentleman’s committee, but I think we are wasting much 
time here. I will withdraw the point of order, however, at this 
time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, The point of order is not withdrawn, it 
is reserved. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, all I desire 
now is to present this matter under the five-minute rule, I 
am not going to argue the point of order, but I wish to say 
that I sit here patiently during the consideration of a bill of 
this kind and listen to other gentlemen present claims in behalf 
of matters that affect their States, and I think if I am willing 
to do my part to assist those who desire to stop the ravages of 
the boll weevil, or who seek to investigate other questions af- 
fecting animal or plant life or the chemistry of the soil, and 
so forth, they ought to stop to consider a matter of importance 
to at least 10 States. The chestnut blight is as serious as is 
the boll weevil. It started somewhere in the vicinity of New 
York about 1904. It has now progressed over at least 10 States 

and is moving toward the South and toward the West. It is 
estimated that up to this time the loss of chestnut timber has 
amounted to over $25,000,000. -Surely this is a matter that 
ought to have some attention and consideration from this 
House. One State may make an appropriation with a view of 
stopping the progress of this tree disease, as Pennsylvania has 
done, but if one State has jurisdiction only within the limits 
of the State, and the disease is passing over its lines, it is rea- 
sonable to ask that the Government of the United States, with 
its greater authority, step in and help a movement to check it. 

My amendment was intended, Mr. Chairman, to have the 
Government aid in stopping the ravages of the chestnut blight. 
I realize it is subject to a point of order, but my purpose in 
introducing it at this time was to ascertain whether any pro- 
vision had been made in this bill for investigating the blight. 
I question whether any adequate provision has been made on 
the part of the Government, but I am satisfied with the state- 


ment of the chairman of the committee that in due course the 
Committee on Agriculture will take this matter up and give 
it due consideration, and I thank him for that assurance. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lamp] 
insists on his point of order. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For taxonomic inyestigations and the study of methods for the im- 
provement of grazing lands, $20,000. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, on line 21, page 21, after the word “ taxonomic,” - 
the following words, and agrostological.” 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, on that I reserve a point of 
order. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, the only purpose of this amend- 
ment is that the examination or investigation now provided for 
under the appropriation, $20,000, taxonomic, is simply to class- 
ify the plants. Now, we want plants to grow on these public 
ranges. We have in the neighborhood of 130,000,000 acres, and 
we want the department, with this amount of money, to study 
the best kind of plants that will grow there and study the grow- 
ing of plants, not the mere classification. 

I called the attention of the department officials to this 
matter, and they seemed to think it would be a good amend- 
ment. They think they could do it by studying the growing and 
the method of growing instead of merely the classification. I 
hope the committee will accept this amendment. It does not 
add anything to the amount at all. It simply gives the depart- 
ment an opportunity to study the growth of the plants on these 
public ranges. 

Mr. LAMB. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Chief 
of the Bureau of Plant Industry, in summing up what he does 
under this provision, provides exactly for what my friend from 
California wants. His statement covers four or five pages here, 
and I do not want to take the time to read it. A point of order 
has been made against the amendment, and I ask for a ruling 
on the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. I hope the gentleman will not make the point 
of order. This amendment will give the department the power 
to do what they ought to do, and yet expend no more money. 

Mr. LAMB. We hold that the department will do that with- 
out the amendment. 

Mr. RAKER. If that is so, my amendment will do no harm; 
it will make it plain and give full authority to act. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentleman 
from California that the department has been doing the very 
work he would have it do. They have been doing it for years 
and years all over this country. One division of this depart- 
ment is devoted to that very work. I insist on my point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what is the point of order? This 
amendment is to study grasses. Is that subject to a point of 
order? It is one of the very purposes in the creation of the 
department. 

Mr. LEVER. I concede that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California is not subject to a point of order. I 
reserve it, however, on the amendment. 

Mr. RAKER. This is a question that ought to be consid- 
ered. We apply to the department for investigations, and they 
return the answer that there is no provision in the bill by 
which they can make certain investigations. Now, I understand 
from the chairman that they haye made this same kind of 
investigation. If that is the case, they haye made it without 
any authorization of Jaw. Why not permit this to be amended, 
to put it in shape so that when a request is made and when 
their attention is called to the matter and they desire to go 
out and make thorough investigations as to the growth of the 
plants and the kind and character of the plants that ought to 
be grown on these public ranges they can do so and not confine 
this item simply to the mere purposes of classifying the plauts 
and grasses, but extend its scope for the perpose of getting 
forage, for the purpose of having vegetation grow upon those 
ranges for the use of which the permittees are now paying 
hundreds of thousands óf dollars to this Government? The 
Government ought to be ready and willing to do this work, and 
this committee ought to be ready to vote favorably on the 
amendment. 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 
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Mr. RAKER. Yes; I certainly do. : 

Mr. KENDALL. Was I correct in understanding the gentle- 
man to say that this amendment was submitted to the depart- 
ment and approved by it? 

Mr. RAKER. I will say to the gentleman that I consulted 
with one of the officials of the department, and he said the 
amendment ought to go in. 

Mr. KENDALL. I understand the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Lever] to say that this work has been carried on 
for years? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. Here is a statement of Dr. Galloway, in 
which he says that work under this head consists of an investi- 
gation of economic grasses and other plants. I want to say 
further that perhaps the first year that I was elected to Con- 
gress Dr. Spillman, in charge of farm management work, which 
is carried in the bill in the next item, went through my dis- 
trict with his experts to teach my people what kind of grasses 
are best adapted for growing on our soil, and I understand the 
department for years has been doing this very work. The item 
at the foot of this page used to be called for the “ Office of 
Agrostology,” showing that the very character of work that the 
gentleman has in mind is now being done by the department 
and has been done by it for years. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER, The question of taxonomics has absolutely no 
relation on earth to the growth of plants, if you give it a proper 
definition. The question is, if by putting one word in there we 
can give the department the right to study the method of the 
growth of plants, and by that study we can increase our public 
ranges, ought we not to do it? 

Mr. LEVER. Why load up the bill with unnecessary verbi- 
age? 

Mr. RAKER. It is only putting in two words, which will 
give the department the authority. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman takes the word “taxonomic,” 
and seems to consider that that is the whole paragraph. Does 
not the gentleman consider that the study of methods for the 
improvement of grazing lands includes the study of grasses or 
anything that would come under the term“ agrostology ”? 

Mr. LAMB. Not only so, but he says so here. 

Mr. RAKER. The study of methods of improving grazing 
land is not a study of the plants grown upon the land. 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. How else could he improve it? 

Mr. RAKER. He can examine the soils, he can examine the 
climate; but we want him to examine the plants that the man 
pays for when he gets a permit to go on the ranges. 

Mr. MANN. But we can examine them under this provision. 

Mr. LAMB. Here is what he says under one of his projects: 

An inquiry into the best methods for the natural reseeding of over- 
grazed ranges. 

Mr. RAKER. That is in another provision. 

Mr. LAMB. It is under this very taxonomic treatment. I 
asked him to give me a statement of all these projects, and 
every project is under this head, right down here. There is so 
much of it that 1 would not burden the Recorp with it, but it 
answers the gentleman’s question. There is no necessity for this. 
They are doing it now. i 

Mr. RAKER. Will the chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture permit me to ask him this question? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. . 

Mr. RAKER. If by virtue of a few words you can make the 
language so specific that when the officers come to consider this 
question of the investigation and examination of the land for 
which the people are now paying this Government hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for rent and for range purposes, ought we 
not to make the language so specific that they can not say, 
“Oh, well, it is not provided for in this act and we can not con- 
sider it”? Why not make it plain? Why not make it specific, 
so that we who are paying hundreds of thousands of dollars for 
these public ranges may get some of the benefit of it? 

Mr. LAMB. Because the suggestions for language in the bill 
must come from the department. 

Mr. RAKER. I know; but they have not a monopoly of all 
the language there is. 

Mr. LAMB. It is to be assumed that they know what they 
are doing. 

Mr. RAKER. There are a few words remaining in the dic- 
tionary that they have not used there. 

Mr. LAMB. They have used so many that there ought not to 
be any more inserted. 

Mr. MANN. Which does the gentleman think would be the 
more intelligent, Members of Congress or others? 


80 RAKER. Members of Congress. Others are intelligent 
also. 

Mr. MANN. 
grazing lands or for the study of agrostology? 

Mr. RAKER. The study of the improvement of grazing lands. 


Is the appropriation for the improvement of 


Mr. MANN. But the study of the improvement of grazing 
lands necessarily carries with it a study of the methods of im- 
provement, and the principal method is the study of the grasses 
or forage plants. 

Mr. RAKER. They do not thus apply it. 

Mr. MANN. They do thus apply it. 

Mr. LEVER. Undoubtedly they do. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been withdrawn. 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. RAKER]. = ` 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Rupry having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 19238. An act to amend section 90 of the act entitled, 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
Judiciary,” approved March 8, 1911. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
3211) authorizing that commission of ensign be given midship- 
men upon graduation from the Naval Academy. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

To investigate en the ad 
5 — eee 3 248802075 e eee en 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, lines 25 and 26, strike out the words “one hundred and 
eighty-six thousand and twenty dollars” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.” 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if 
adopted, will make available $250,000 instead of $186,020, an in- 
crease of about $65,000. I offer the amendment with some reluc- 
tance because I am a member of the Committee on Agriculture 
and a member also of the subcommittee upon whom devolved 
the work of preparing the final draft of the bill we are now con- 
sidering. 

Since the organization of the Department of Agriculture 
scientists, investigators, and experimenters have been at work 
gaining information to assist in better agriculture in this coun- 
try. Acts of Congress have been passed to assist agricultural 
colleges in similar work. But there has been a lack of appro- 
priation, a lack of means for carrying results of these investi- 
gations to the people in such a form that proper or reasonable 
use could be made of them. The acts of Congress providing 
appropriations for agricultural colleges to assist them in their 
work for the establishment of experimental stations actually for- 
bids use of money so appropriated outside of the agricultural 
colleges themselves. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman’s amendment is for the pur- 
pose of establishing demonstration stations? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It is to pay salaries and expenses of 
men to go from the Department of Agriculture to come into 
actual contact with farmers to show them better methods of 
farm management, and assist them in better cultural methods 
and the improvement of agriculture. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. That is for farm demonstration? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Farm demonstration and farm manage- 
ment. There is some difference between farm demonstration 
and farm management, but although I have heard that differ- 
ence described a number of times, I admit that for some reason 
I have been unable to understand it. I think they are so similar 
that one may be very properly taken for the other. 

Tt has been said by presidents of agricultural colleges and the 
representatives of those colleges that have appeared before the 
Committee on Agriculture to urge appropriations of this kind 
that there are now in the Department of Agriculture in this 
city information and secrets of one kind and another, gained by 
investigators, that if taken to the farmers of this country and 
put up to them in such a way as to make it available agricul- 
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ture will be revolutionized. We are met with the statement 
that the department is doing something to get this information 
to the people, and it is insisted that the information has been 
made available. We are pointed to the fact that bulletins cover- 
ing these different matters have been issued and that the de- 
partment is sending out men to take part in institutes and to 
lecture to the people, disclosing the secrets and information that 
the Government has gathered at great expense. 

But you know, without being told by me, that these bulletins, 
many of them, are over the heads of the ordinary farmer; that 
he is unable to understand as he ought to understand the lec- 
tures given by these experts, and the only way information can 
be brought to the farmers of this country in such a way that a 
proper use can be-made of it is to send the experts to the farmer 
himself. 

[The time of Mr. McLaveuurs having expired, at the request 
of Mr. KENDALL, and by unanimous consent, he was given five 
minutes more.] 

The only way by which the information can be taken to the 
farmers so that they can make proper use of it is by the expert 
going directly to the farmers themselves, and, as has been done 
in some parts of the country, teaching them better cultural 
methods and better farm management. 

The Department of Agriculture has issued a map showing 
where its agents are located, many of them doing this very 
work. I would ask the attention of this committee to that map. 
It will be seen that the work is done largely in the States in 
the South, where it has been found more neeessary, perhaps, 
than in the North, on account of the ravages of the boll weevil. 
I would not say one word against the necessity of that work or 
the character of the work. It has been necessary, it has been 
well done, it ought to be continued, and the appropriation pro- 
viding for it, if changed at all, should be increased, 


I do not call attention to the map for the purpose of discredit- j 


ing or in any way reflecting unkindly on the work that is being 
done in the South or upon the discretion of the Seeretary of 
Agriculture in sending so many and such a large proportion of 
his men to the South. For instance, in South Carolina, as I 
count the number of men as indicated on the map, there are 
more than 40 agents and representatives of the Bureau of Plant 
Industry instructing the people in farm management and farm 
demonstration. In Virginia there are about 35, in North Caro- 
lina 35, in Georgia 55, in Alabama 56, in Mississippi 50, and in 
Texas 100. In the State of New York there are 3, and New 
York is a great agricultural State. When we read the story of 
agriculture as it is and has been carried on in the State of New 
York we are impressed with one feature, one chapter, which 
tells of deserted farms. Evidently there is need there of as- 
sistance and teaching in farm management. In the State of 
Pennsylvania there is 1 agent of this bureau. In the State of 
Ohio there are 2, in Indiana none, in the State of Ilinois 2, and 
in the State of Michigan 1. And I may say that when I went. 
a short time ago, to the chief of the bureau and asked for men 
to go into my State of Michigan to carry on this kind of work 
he said that there was a lack of money and it was very doubtful 
if we would be able to do anything along that line. The com- 
mittee has of its own accord increased this appropriation about 
$42,000, as I remember the figures, but the chief of the bureau 
tells me that that will pay the expenses of only 14 men, because 
the expense of each man is about $3,000, and that he has hun- 
dreds and hundreds of requests from different parts of the coun- 
try. When he seatters those 14 men who would be added to the 
number over the entire United States, if he puts them all in the 
North, it will be seen that we will not then have anything like 
our fair proportion. 

I will continue to read the allotment to the States of the 
North. In Wisconsin there are 2; Minnesota, 1; Missouri, 2; 
New Jersey, 1; Iowa, 2; Kansas, 4; Nebraska, 3; and Maine, 1. 
That is as far as I have gone, Mr. Chairman, in looking over 
this map and counting the number of stations that the depart- 
ment has located in States of the North. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that the cost of these 
men is about $3,000 per man, but he has already enumerated 
enough men to more than make it at the rate of $1,000 per 
man. According to the appropriation, there is only $142,000 
appropriated, and the gentleman has enumerated 55 men in one 
State alone. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Many of these men are paid out of the 
appropriation made by the next paragraph, at the top of page 
22, for the study and demonstration of the best method of 
meeting the ravages. of the cotton boll weevil. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Michigan may be extended for 
five minutes. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, we will never get through if we 
keep on at this rate. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the agricultural bill is taking no longer this: 
year than it has always done. 

Mr. LAMB. I do not know about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Michigan be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, many of the men in the 
South—and I was about to say all of them, but I am not sure 
of that—are paid wholly or in part out of the appropriation for 
the study and demonstration of the best methods of meeting 
the ravages of the cotton boll weevil, for which there is car- 
ried in this bill the sum of $332,960. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman mentions 
salaries that are paid to the 50 men in one State and the hun- 
dred. in another, and so forth. Are those salaries entirely paid 
by the Federal Government, or is it not a fact that a number of 
those men have their salary supplemented by the localities and 
the General Education Board? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That is true in some cases. A part of 
the salary of these men is paid, as the gentleman from Missis. 
sippi says, in that way. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. And the gentleman does 
not mean that each man costs. the Government of the United 
States 83,0002 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. It is about $3,000 a year for salary, 
traveling, and other expenses of the 8 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I know in my own State 
it is quite general that the counties employ men and as a rule 
pay half and sometimes three-fourths of the salary, the other 
being supplemented either by the fund provided by the General 


Education Board or by the Government. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. I would like to state in that connection 


that the State of Texas is paying $50,000, Arkansas $40,000, the 


State of Alabama $34,000, and other States various other 
amounts which I will not enumerate, making a total sum, 
which, together with the funds from other sources, amounts to 
practically the same as the amount appropriated by the Na- 
tional Government in the next paragraph, and my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEVER], 
says amounts to a thousand dollars more. L am referring to 


the next paragraph respecting the boll weevil, since the gentle- 


man has gone into it. 

Mr. McLAUGHEIN. Mr. Chairman, it is true 

Mr. HAUGEN. What did I understand the gentleman to say 
the amount expended in Texas was? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Now $50,000; $46,000, I think, last year. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Many of the States of the South have 
contributed, as the gentleman from Louisiana says; but, not- 
withstanding that, a very large part of these appropriations is 
used in the South. Now, I have said I would not refuse that 
money, but if I were to make any change in the appropriation 
I would increase it so that the splendid work carried on in the 
South might be continued and even extended. When we learn 
of the development in the Seuth—the wonderful results, entirely 
satisfactory—it justifies this Congress in the appropriations it 
has made, and I wish to have it distinctly understood that I 
would not cast a reflection upon the bureau for spending money 
in that way nor upon gentlemen upon this floor who have asked 
for the use of money for that purpose. I am simply asking for 
an increase of appropriation so that some other section of the 
country, needing it almost as badly, may have more of the work 
done there. As an illustration of the need of this work in the 
States. of the North I want to tell you a little story that was 
told before our committee by the dean of the agricultural depart- 
ment of the University of Wisconsin, which he received from 
Prof. Hopkins, professor of soils in the department of agricul- 
ture of the University of Illinois. I had read it in Prof. Hop- 
kins’s book, The Story of the Soil,” but did not know until 
Dean Russell repeated it that it was an actual fact. I thought 
it was simply a story. The soil department of the university 
sent experts into a portion of Ilinois to make experiments and 
to give demonstrations. The werk accomplished was wonder- 
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ful, and Prof. Hopkins tells about an old gentleman who came 
with his family 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has had 15 min- 
utes, and I insist now that the time is passing; and I want to 
be frank—— á 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Let him finish his story. 

Mr. LAMB. If you keep on this way, with blue Monday and 
holy Wednesday and pension Friday, we will be here the Fourth 
of July about these measures unless we get along a little faster. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not make any time by cut- 
ting off gentlemen who have a right to talk. 

Mr. LAMB. The Chair stated that the gentleman’s time had 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. I know, but gentlemen who really have some- 
thing to say should have an opportunity to say it, or I shall 
insist upon a quorum being present. 

Mr. LAMB. I will let him finish his story. Of course, it is 
very interesting; I have heard it before. I will be glad to have 
my colleague finish his story. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Chairman, reserving my right 
to object, I want to say that the gentleman has had 15 minutes 
to make a speech here. I only had 10 minutes the other day 
and did not finish my speech. Now, if he is going to continue 
in this way, I shall have to object. [Cries of “Too late!”] 

Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. LAMB. I hope my friend from New York will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Well, I will withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Prof. Hopkins told us the result of con- 
ducting experiments—I believe it was in the growing of oats— 
of a certain treatment of the soil that produced a magnificent 
crop, whereas upon adjoining and near-by farms the yield had 
been insignificant. He called about him the people of that sec- 
tion of the country to see what he had done. One old gentleman 
came with the members of his family. Upon their faces and 
upon their persons there appeared the marks of labor and of 
poverty. The old gentleman, when he saw what had been ac- 
complished, broke down and said, “Why could not I haye known 
this 20 years ago. I have the same kind of soil, and if I had 
only known how to treat the soil it would not have been neces- 
sary for me to bring my family up in poverty and ignorance.” 
The professor said to him, “Why, you did have opportunity to 
know it; the department has issued bulletins; it has conducted 
institutes around here,” and the old gentleman said, “I never 
could understand the bulletins, and when I attended the insti- 
tutes I could not fully understand the lectures.” 

Now, I will say, Mr. Chairman, that unless this appropriation 
is increased, unless something is done to carry to the people of 
this country the information the scientists and the skilled men 
of the department have been gathering for years, the money we 
have already expended will be wasted and lost to the people of 
this country. 

I will not further trespass upon the time of the committee. 
I thank you for the extension. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a plain state- 
ment about this matter and then ask my acting assistant—ad- 
jutant general here [Mr. Lever]—whom I have requested particu- 
larly to study the plant-industry part of this appropriation bill, 
to answer my friend from Michigan. 

My colleague [Mr. McLAvcHLIN] was on this subcommittee 
that made up this bill. He was also on the committee, of course, 
when it was being considered. We discussed this matter in all 
of its phases, and I regret exceedingly that he felt constrained 
to come here and offer an increase of this appropriation, which, 
by the way, is about the only large increase that we made in 
these estimates. And we did it for the reason that has been 
stated in part by my friend, namely, that we thought our 
brothers in the Central West and the abandoned farms in New 
York, as reported to us, should have some of the benefits that 
have accrued to the South from demonstration farm work dur- 
ing the inroads of the boll weevil and the appropriation - of 
$300,000, or thereabouts, for the extermination of that pest. 

We questioned Dr. Galloway; but I am not going to trespass 
upon what my friend is prepared to say on this question. I am 
sure you will consider this amount as fully satisfactory to the 
department. One word more before I close, and I wish to say 
that the good story related by the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. McLavecuttn] suggests this thought. If you increase these 
appropriations you will thereby weaken the reasons given so 
strongly before our committee for an appropriation under what 
is known as the Lever bill. There are 16 of those bills before 
our committee. During the hearings on the Lever bill we had 


many fine addresses, which have been referred to—this story 
being in one of them—and I suggest to you, when the hearings 
are printed, to read them as an intellectual entertainment, for 
they will entertain you and furnish you with information at 
the same time. This Lever bill will give you exactly what you 
are asking to be done under this increase. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. I have not time in which to yield now. 

The gentleman from South Carolina, my assistant adjutant 
general, will have more time and will reply to you. [Laughter.] 
This Lever bill, so called, I claim is the grandchild of the old 
Davis bill. The Page bill, which you have heard about over in 
the Senate, is really the child of the Davis bill, and I think in 
some respects will be better than its father, and I think the 
grandchild will be better than the child or its grandparent. 
The only reason, in my judgment, why it may not be passed at 
this session of Congress is because the revenues are behind 
the receipts from the customs duties by which we raise money, 
and through unconscious sources of taxation, I may say. Every 
increase you may make in this item weakens the force of the 
argument for the Lever Dill. 

Now, I yield to my friend. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. STONE] 
offers a substitute, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 21, lines 25 and 26, strike out the words “one hundred and 
eighty-six thousand and twenty” and insert the words “two hundred 
and fifty-one thousand.” 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of an increased 
appropriation for this work. I think it is well understood, and 
the need of the extension of it is very easily discerned. I will 
merely state that during the last summer throughout the North- 
ern States the farmers’ institutes in the various counties and 
States passed resolutions calling upon Congress to extend this 
very work, so that the northern farmer could have the benefit of 
it the same as the southern farmer has at the present time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is not exhausted. The gentle- 
man can speak in opposition if he wishes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I desire five min- 
utes in which to speak for the amendment. Mr. Chairman, this 
is a very important matter not only to the farmers all over the 
country, but especially to the farmers in that State which has 
not the honor of having a member on the Agricultural Com- 
mittee. And we are berated here now because of the fact that 
we did not appear before this committee and call attention to 
many of the things which have been brought forward. That is 
unfair, because a lot of us would like to have been upon or 
before that committee, but we could not be there. In the first 
place, this boll weevil has stricken the South pretty nearly co- 
incident to a time when an eyil disposition has struck it, because 
it has taken all of this pork barrel, apparently. 

We have none of it in Colorado, a section where we need the 
most of it. We have an agricultural station there, maintained 
solely by the State, the State going to the entire expense, and 
we having no aid whatever from the Federal Government other 
than from the two agricultural stations which are located there, 
to which the farmer must go a long way for information. 

As the gentleman from Michigan says, these bulletins fall 
too high above the heads of the ordinary farmer or else he has 
not the time to study them. We have the institutes of our 
agricultural colleges traveling all the time over the State, doing 
all they can, but it is entirely at the expense of the State of 
Colorado. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. The gentleman stated that Colorado was 
getting nothing. I take the broad ground that this bill is abso- 
lutely nonsectional. Take, for instance, the State of Colorado. 
Here is an item carried in the bill of $69,000 for investigations 
connected with the utilization of lands reclaimed under the 
reclamation act and other areas in the arid and semiarid 
regions. Now, I do not mean, of course, to say that this is all 
for Colorado, but some of it, possibly a great deal of it, may be 
expended there or for the interest of that State; but I do hope 
the gentleman did not try to create the impression that this 
is a sectional bill. It is not sectional in any sense. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I did not mean it in that sense, 
and I beg the gentleman’s pardon if he so understood me. 

Mr. RAKER. What did the gentleman mean by the remark 
that only those Members who are on the committee have inves- 
tigations made in their States? 
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Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I do not know what I said to 
mislead the gentleman, but I did not say anything like that. 

Mr. RAKER. I understood the gentleman to say that only 
members of the Committee on Agriculture had appropriations 
made for investigations in their State. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman misunderstood me 
altogether. It is unfortunate. it may be merely an unfortunate 
fact for the South that the South needed most of this money. 
I am not complaining of that; but I am complaining of the 
fact that we have not got enough in this appropriation to go 
all around, and that we need some of it in Colorado. 

Now, for an illustration. For the last 30 years there have 
been periods when certain sections of that country were aban- 
doned by the people who have gone there and undertaken, by the 
usual methods, to make a living on the land—abandoned because 
of the fact that they had not been educated up to the latest 
mode of farming these lands, namely, the Campbell system of 
soil culture, and it is upon that line that the State of Colorado 
is doing so much for the education of the people. It simply 
needs some more assistance, and that can only be had from 
the Federal Government. I am in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of this 
amendment. I want to say, in favoring it, that I do not think 
this bill is sectional, or that anyone believes that it is. The 
statements that have been made by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. McLavcuir] and by others are not made, in my 
judgment, in the spirit of criticism. So far as I am concerned, 
I am not finding fault with the gentlemen from the South be- 
cause they have a large number of stations. I think it indi- 
cates commendable activity on their part. For example, as 
shown by this map, South Carolina has 41, Georgia has 60, 
Alabama has 64, Texas, 106, and so on. Among the northern 
States Pennsylvania has 15, Ohio 10, Wisconsin S, and so forth. 
I am speaking of all the different establishments of the De- 
partment of Agriculture. 

Now, that is perfectly natural, and we are asking for the 
same privilege for the northern States. These men that work 
in this demonstration work under the supervision of the Bureau 
of Farm Management are the ones that bring practical things 
home to the farmers. They are not talking about the technical 
details of the chemistry of soils, or the fine points of the fer- 
tilization of plants, but they talk about the practical things that 
the farmer wants to know. They come to the farmer and find 
out, for example, that he is not making the profits he ought to 
make on his farm; that the work is not being carried on 
economically. They study the farm as a whole. They take 
into consideration what problems are involved. They bring the 
technical information of the Department of Agriculture right 
home to the farmer, and in such a way that he will be able 
to use it. 

Now, it must be perfectly obvious to gentlemen that, in order 

do that it is not possible for one man to cover three or four 
tates with his activities. 

It is shown here in the hearings, for example, that one man 
has three States—Washington, Idaho, and Oregon. He states 
here in the hearings that he has been in this position for the 
past seven years and has not been able to go over all the terri- 
tery once. Now, when we understand that the work of the 
bureau is largely personal work, it must be perfectly obvious to 
gentlemen, particularly those who are acquainted with the work 
of the department so far as it relates to the boll weevil, that if 
this work is to amount to anything it must be brought directly 
tied farmer. You can not do anything with one man for three 

es. 

It has been suggested here that the States ought to cooperate. 
The Southern States are cooperating, and I commend them for 
it. I am not finding fault or complaining about anything here, 
except that we want the same help that is now being given to 
the Southern States 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is there any reason why the very wealthy State 
of Ohio, and the State of Illinois, and other Northern States, 
which have experimental stations of their own, should not carry 
on this work, if it is so desirable? 

Mr. WILLIS. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. Why do they not do it, instead of asking the 
Government to foot the bills? 

Mr. WILLIS. They are doing it. If the gentleman will read 
the hearings at page 58 he will find, for example, just exactly 
what the State of Ohio is doing. 

Mr. MANN. I say, why do they not do it, instead of asking 
the General Government to foot the bills? They have the 
money and the men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a minute or two more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for two minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. In response to the inquiry of the eman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], I want to say that the State of Ohio 
is cooperating in that work. She has appropriated $30,000, as 
different ‘States in the South have done, and, in my judgment, 
that is perfectly proper and reasonable. It is a perfectly proper 
activity of the Government, and we are simply asking in behalf 
of the farming interests of the Northern States that the same 
system that has been wisely and properly applied in the study of 
conditions in the South shall be applied in the North. For ex- 
ample, I have made a little computation here. The great State 
of Michigan does not have a single establishment or location of 
the Bureau of Plant Industry under this bill. Ohio has 2; Penn- 
Sylvania has 1; South Carolina has 40; Indiana has none; IMi- 
nois has 2; Iowa has 2; Alabama has 54; Minnesota has 1; 
Nebraska has 5; Mississippi has 46; Kansas has 5; Colorado not 
a single one. I am not complaining about that. I think it is 
perfectly proper that these locations should have been made in 
the States where they have been made, but I am asking that the 
same sort of service be extended to the farmérs in the Northern 
States that is already extended to the farmers in the Southern 
States. S 

Mr. LAMB. I move that all debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Make it five minutes. 

Mr. LAMB. I think 20 minutes is about right. 

Mr. HEFLIN. We have already consumed about 45 minutes, 
I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close 
in 20 minutes. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose both the 
amendments—the one offered by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. McLavucHirn] and the one offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. STONE]. 

I desire to call the attention of this committee to a few 
facts and a few misunderstandings in connection with this item 
in the bill. 

In the first place, the Secretary of Agriculture recommended 
to the Agricultural Committee that we should increase this 
appropriation $50,000. The Committee on Agriculture have in- 
creased this item $50,000. 

A Democratic committee has taken the recommendation of 
a Republican President and written it into this bill. We 
have given every dollar asked by the department for this 
work, and it does seem to me that this ought to be a fact 
which should have some weight with gentlemen on this side 
of the aisle at least, if not on the other side I would not 
have this debate take either a political or a sectional turn; on 
the contrary, I am perfectly willing to debate it on its merits. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Les. 

Mr. ELLERBE. I do not want to disturb the gentleman, but 
I want to ask him this question: I am disposed to vote for this 
amendment, because I am a great believer in this work. I think 
these people have a right to share in that work, and I want to 
ask my colleague and friend if he thinks $180,000 is all the 
money that can be profitably expended for this work this next 
year? 

Mr. LEVER. My colleague is a gentleman who always goes 
to the foundation of any proposition, and has done so in this, 
and I am exceedingly glad he asked me that question. I do not 
propose to answer him in my own language, but in the language 
of Dr. Galloway, the chief of the bureau, who handles this 
work and ought to know what he is talking about. Here is his 
language: 

Mr. LEVER. Assuming that the committee allows this increase you ask 
here for farm management, how many men would you likely employ 
with that money; how States would you reach? 

Dr. GALLOWAY. We would probably sim 
in nearly all of the Northern States. W 
not a large number of 
ers to organize and direct 

In that connectian let me say to gentlemen on both sides that 
while the farm-management work does relate to farm-demon- 
stration work, nevertheless it is as different from it as day is 
from night, and Dr. Galloway says so by inference and spe- 
cifically. 

Mr. LẸGARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LEGARE. How will the men ever become experienced if 
you do not employ them at some time? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to my colleague that he overlooks 
this fact: That 


y increase our present force 
t we need now, however, is 
enced men, but we need some good lead- 


every State in this Union has.an agricultural 
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college and every State has an agricultural experimental sta- 
tion from which hundreds and thousands of boys are going out 
each year, and these are the men that ought to be the leaders 
of the community and onght to take up this line of work and 
will do it when they are available. 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I will yield to the gentleman in a minute or 
two. Now, Dr. Galloway, continuing, says: 

I do not see where the country could get men to carry out some of 
the projects that have been proposed, unless they are organized on the 
basis of the work in the South. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would argue that this work is proposed to be 
advanced further than you have men suitable to carry it on, 

Dr. GaLtowagr. I think we could get, with this amount of money, 
enough men. If very large sums were appropriated, you would have to 
put inexperienced men in the country to tell the farmers what to do, 
and you would probably have a waste of money. 

Is that the statement of the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture? Is it the statement of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? No; it is the statement of Dr. Galloway, the man 
who made the recommendation and the man who is to spend 
the money—the man who has charge of the work—and his state- 
ment ought to be clusive. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. LEVER. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. If there is not an agricultural college man in 
my district in charge of demonstrative work, and yet these 
demonstrators are capable, does not the gentleman’s argument 
fail, and could not you get them from among the farmers? 

Mr. LEVER. No. This is not the testimony of myself; it is 
the testimony of experts and men who know something about 
it; it is the testimony of men who have had experience. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman admits that the demon- 
strators are doing good work? 

Mr. LEVER. This is not demonstration work. Let me tell 
the gentleman, and others who have got up a hullabaloo this 
morning on this proposition, that it is entirely different from the 
kind of work you are talking about and have in mind. 

Mr. LEGARE. This is demonstration farm work. 

Mr. LEVER. Not at all; it is not demonstration farm work; 
that is on the next page. . Now listen. Dr. Galloway says: 

You understand that in this farm-management work the final aim is 
not to reach the farmer through t Bye aye the final aim is to reach 
the farmer through direct touch with the farmer. But that touch should 
be made in cooperation with the States, to the end of helping the indi- 
vidual farmer to readjust his entire scheme of farming operations, not 
by going on to his farm and making a simple demonstration, but by 
taking a farm, as a whole, and pointing out the ways in which he can 
readjust the whole proposition. That is a slow process and a cost! 
process, and I think it ought to be done in the very closest touch with 
the States themselves. ; 

In another part of his testimony he said that it would take 
$3,000,000 to do the work you gentlemen are talking about and 
think you are going to do by this amendment. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNER. I would like to ask the gentleman if it is 
not true that this work which is now designated as farm man- 
agement and farm practice would lead up almost directly to 
the work contemplated and referred to by the chairman of the 
committee in the Lever bill? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say that eventually I think that is true. 

Mr. TOWNER. ‘Then, will the gentleman allow me to follow 
that will another question? Does he not, then, think it would 
be to the advantage of his own bill and to the advantage of the 
whole country that this appropriation be so increased that these 
experienced men can be made available when they will be most 
needed under the operations of his own bill? 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from Iowa fails to take into 
consideration the fact that we are increasing this item $50,000 
in this bill. Let me say one word further, and these interrup- 
tions break the continuity of the argument, that this is not 
demonstration work, this is not the work that we have in the 
South, this is not taking up a few more than ordinarily intelli- 
gent farmers and having them go around and visit the various 
farms, giving the people a few of the fundamentals of agricul- 
ture. This is not that work at all. The Secretary of Agriculture 
in his report says that this important work will be carried on 
under four heads—studies of farm practice, cost or accounting 
and farm records, farm equipment, farm problems or extension 
work. They are taking a man and putting him in an area of 
100 miles, perhaps, and telling him to study all of the various 
farms in that 100-mile area, and then come back to Washington 
and from his study of the various types of farms he has visited 
and studied, work out what in his mind is the best type of farm 
for that area over which he has traveled, and then give to 
those people the benefit of his judgment on that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has again expired. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have five minutes more. : 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, that would leave only 
five minutes in which to reply to the gentleman. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Already far more time has been consumed 
on the other side of this proposition. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Is that true, Mr. Chairman, that that 
would leave only five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee has adopted a resolution 
limiting debate on this proposition to 20 minutes. Ten minutes 
of that time has been already consumed. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I trust the gentleman will not take all 
of the time, because there is some of his statement that we 
would like to throw some light upon. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. The gentleman from South Carolina, of 
course, would speak now by unanimous consent. Practically all 
of the discussion has been upon the other side. : 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I do not object. I want the gentlema 
to have all of the time he desires, but we would like to have a 
little time in which to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, going on with my statement, I 
want to make this distinction between the farm management 
work carried in this item and the farm demonstration work 
carried in the next item. The demonstration idea is built upon 
the idea that the Department of Agriculture through its agents 
carries to the farmer, onto his farm, the simple proposition of 
better agriculture as it is practiced in the community, while on 
the other hand, and it is a very vital distinction, the idea of 
the department under the item proposed to be amended is that 
its experts shall go out among the farmers and on the farms and 
there make investigations, gathering together data from which 
it is proposed to evolve a system or type of agriculture which 
can be spread broadcast over the country, probably by the 
demonstration method. In other words, one is a demonstration 
proposition and the other is an investigational and scientific 
proposition. The one kind of work can be built up in a short 
time, the other must of necessity go slowly. The chief of the 
bureau in charge of this work tells you in as plain language as 
he can tell you that he can not use more than he has asked for. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. LEGARE. Is it not true that they are doing this farm 
demonstration work, under the clause at the head of page 22, 
for the study and demonstration of the best methods of meet- 
ing the ravages of the cotton boll weevil. 

Mr. LEVER. I have already said that, but it is demonstra- 
tion and not farm management work: The two are as distinct 
as is investigation from an expert point of view from demon- 
stration from a practice point of view. 

Mr. LEGARE. If they can do it under that clause, why 
can they not do it under the clause providing for investigating 
and encouraging the adoption of improved methods of farm 
management and farm practice? 

Mr. LEVER. Because one is demonstration, that which we 
of the South get, and the other is farm management, which the 
Secretary of Agriculture and those in charge say is quite 
another thing. 

Mr. LEGARE. In ether words, it is left to the department 
to put the construction they choose upon the language. 

Mr. LEVER. No; the language itself controls. One is farm 
management and the other is demonstration. 

A great deal has been said about the location of stations, as 
they are called, as appearing in this map. There is nothing to 
that. These men here indicated by these little round marks on 
the map, are men who are receiving, perhaps, a salary of $50 
a month or $60 a month, for a period of from six to seven 
months in the year. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was somewhere else in this bill a provision for the extension of 
this demonstration work. Where is the provision that would 
permit that extension as to the agricultural districts of the 
North? 

Mr. LEVER. Well, I do not think I said that; if I did, I 
did not intend to say it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then, as a matter of fact, it is not intended in 
the provision to have this extension? 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to my friend from Ohio I have in- 
troduced a bill which will cover, in a very general way, this 
proposition. Now, I want to say as to this southern proposi- 


tion that the States of the South a few years ago were put up 
against the greatest emergency, in many respects, with which 
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this country has ever been threatened—the ravages of the boll 
weevil. We did not come to Congress as a section of this country 
begging Congress to help us. We came here and appealed to a 
broader, bigger sentiment. We said this is a national problem; 
it is bigger than the South; it is bigger than Texas; it is bigger 
than South Carolina; and every interest and industry, every 
man, woman, and child in this country is vitally interested in 
the question as to the continuance of the growth of cotton. 
Congress took the national view of it and made these appro- 
priations, the total amount of which in this bill is $332,000 in 
round numbers for this year. Now, look at what the States 
are doing, gentlemen. We of the South have recognized the 
enormous importance of this proposition, and we are appropri- 
ating this year from all sources $203,226.50, and that, added to 
the $130,000 which we are getting from the educational board, 
makes $333,000, or $1,000 more than the Federal Government is 
appropriating. Now, one word further. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. Just let me complete this statement. If you 
will add up the number of these stations to which reference has 
been made in the South, the South Atlantic, and Southwestern 
States, you will find 1,619 of them, dividing that by 2, for we are 
furnishing half the money, you get 809, less than any other sec- 
tion of the country, according to the map. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, this amendment will be voted down, because the depart- 
ment says it does not want and can not use the money to ad- 
vantage. It is a good work, but we must let it grow gradually 
and in keeping with the recommendations of the men who are 
to expend it. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word; the time has not expired yet. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I ask for 2 minutes. 

Mr. MANN, Are not gerftlemen on this side entitled to be 
heard? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I will say far more time has been con- 
sumed on the other side than on this side. 

Mr. MANN. But where a committee limits debate to 20 
minutes, can gentlemen on one side oceupy all the time? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I only ask for 2 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. That makes no difference; where the committee 
fixes debate at 20 minutes, can one side of the proposition 
occupy it all? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair knows no rule governing 

Mr. MANN. I would like to inquire how much time is left? 

The CHAIRMAN. A division of time is not made by the 
resolution, and the Chair must recognize gentlemen as they 
rise. 

Mr. MANN. I know; but it is customary for the Chair, 
in debate is limited, to recognize first one side and then the 
other. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. How much time remains, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Fiye minutes. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I will only consume 2 minutes, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time be extended 2 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks that the 
gentleman from Louisiana may proceed for 2 minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, practically the sole pur- 
pose I have in rising here is to remove, if possible, any impres- 
sion whatsoever that may prevail here—though I believe it 
does not to any great extent—that this is a sectional bill. I 
take exception to the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. McLaveurrn], and also by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Wars], not charging directly that this bill is sec- 
tional, but subtly—in a manner by innuendo—indicating that 
it may be. I want to say now that if there is one committee 
above all others in the House of Representatives that has no 
politics in it, it is the Committee on Agriculture. [Applause.] 
When it comes to the matter of what is necessary for the 
farmers of this country we do not stop to ask whether it is 
the “foot-and-mouth disease” in Pennsylvania or New York, 
or whether it is the boll weevil in the South, or whether it is 
the gypsy and brown-tail moth in New England, or something 
in the West. We simply ask the question, Is it fair, just, and 
necessary? Haye we the power to do it? And when the an- 
swers are affirmative to these questions we do it. Now, for in- 
stance, right here, if we want to balance things up. 

I deprecate any such thing; I deprecate such a comparison. 
I do not propose to balance things up, and you should not do it. 
It is not fair, it is not just, it is not a just argument; but since 
you offer it let me call attention to the fact that the gypsy 
moth and the brown-tailed moth are confined to the States of 
New England, and those States are getting almost, if not en- 
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tirely, as much in this very measure as is the item for the boll 
weevil in the South. But I do not want for a moment to make 
such a comparison, because I think it is invidious. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. WICKLIFFE] has put the construction 


which he has on my remarks. There is nothing sectional in 
the bill, and there is no disposition to draw sectional lines by 
any member of the committee, nor have I heard any suggestion 
of it on this side of the House. We have simply been im- 
pressed with the value of the work done in the South, and we 
would like to have similar work carried on in the North. 

Now, as to the difference between farm management and 
farm demonstration. I attempted to explain when I had the 
floor before that there are two departments of this work, and 
that there is some difference. But I wish to confess again 
that I have never been able to distinguish between them. I 
have asked gentlemen connected with the Department of Agri- 
culture to explain to me the difference between farm manage- 
ment and farm demonstration, but, it may be my fault, I have 
never been able to understand their explanation. And I sub- 
mit that the remarks made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Lever], whereby he undertakes to make this explana- 
tion and explain the difference between them, are confused, as 
are the statements that have heretofore been made to me, so far 
as they are really pertinent; and I suggest, without intending 
any reflection upon him, that he has made some misstatements, 
growing out of a misunderstanding himself as to what farm 
demonstration and farm management are. 

Just another point, and I have finished—as to the supply of 
men that the department has and its ability to use this money. 
I went to the Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry at his 
own invitation to talk about work in Michigan, and we can- 
vassed the situation. He told me that he had the men and 
could send them there, but that they did not have money with 
which to do it. I said to him, “ We are going to increase that 
appropriation $44,000.” “Yes,” he said, “but that will employ 
only 14 men, or about that, because the expense of each one is 
about $3,000, and there are so many applications—hundreds of 
them from all parts of the country—it will be impossible for me, 
out of that appropriation, to satisfy your request for work in 
Michigan.” 

Mr. LEVER. But the gentleman will admit that I quoted 
Dr. Galloway from the hearings correctly. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I do. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever] said a moment ago that there is a vast difference be- 
tween farm management and farm demonstration. If so, I will 
ask the gentleman from Michigan if there is anything that will 
permit the extension of this demonstration work in the North? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN, That raises the question that I brought 
up in the committee, when I questioned Secretary Wilson and 
Dr. Galloway, the Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry. I 
learned that under that appropriation to meet the ravages of 
the boll weevil, thousands of miles away from where the boll 
weevil is, but in anticipation of its coming, the Bureau of Plant 
Industry had been teaching the people not how to combat the 
boll weevil—— 

Mr. LAMB. Will my friend yield? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Just a moment. Was teaching the people 
not how to combat the boll weevil directly, but teaching them 
diversified agriculture, teaching them to raise corn and pota- 
toes, hogs and cattle, to change their farm work entirely. 
Really, the bureau has made suggestions to them as to farm 
management which these gentlemen say is improper under this 
appropriation. Now, I submit that wonderful work has been 
done, and I approve it. I am not making any reflection upon it. 

Mr. LAMB. I know that my friend and colleague is bound 
to admit that that comes out of another appropriation, namely, 
for educational work. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I have only a short time, and I am not 
making a misstatement. I wish this House to understand that 
the Department of Agriculture, out of this appropriation for 
meeting the ravages of the boll weevil, is teaching the people 
to raise corn and potatoes and stock, and we want to have the 
same kind of work done in the North. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. RAKER. What has become of the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute is accepted and becomes 
the amendment. The question is on tke amendment offered hy 
the gentleman from Illinois. 
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Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, let the amendment be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 21, lines 25 and 26, strike out the words “one hundred and 
eighty-six thousand and twenty dollars“ and insert the words two 
hundred and fifty-one thousand dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LAMB. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 24. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the result 
of the yote on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The ayes are 83 and the noes are 24. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment has not been dis- 
posed of yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois is accepted by the maker of the original amendment. 

Mr. MANN. But he can not accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. He can by unanimous consent. Therefore 
the question is upon the amendment as amended. 

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and improvement of r-producing plants, 
including their utilization and culture, in the Rio Grande River, 48.000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is reserved. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, the Clerk did not report the 
amendment correctly, as I wrote it. It is not the “Rio Grande 
River,” but the Rio Grande Valley.” I do not know whether 
it looks like Rio Grande River or not. I would like to have the 
Clerk report the amendment again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the inv tion and improvemen Hoe ed ign lan 
E o rE and cu fens: in the hie aah Valles 2.800 

Mr. LAMB. I make a point of order on that. 

Mr. GARNER. I would like to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LAMB. I reserve it, then. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, this is exactly the language 
of a paragraph in lines 18, 19, and 20, on the same page, with 
the exception of the words “ Rio Grande Valley” included. 

I am not an expert on the rules of the House or the rules that 
govern this committee, but if the first paragraph is in accord 
with the rules of this committee, then it does seem to me that 
a point of order would not be good as against the paragraph 
that I have offered: The language is identical, as I say, with 
the language contained in lines 18, 19, and 20 on the same page, 
with the exception of the three words Rio Grande Valley.” 
I have not heard the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
suggest to the Chair upon what he bases his point of order. 

Mr. LAMB. I base it upon the ground that it changes the 
law and makes entirely new conditions. 

Mr. GARNER. I can not see the point, Mr. Chairman. The 
eget suggested by the chairman of the committee does not seem 

me to be valid. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. LAMB. The point of order is that it is not germane to 
paragraph, that it is new language, and that it changes the 

W. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard a mo- 
ment on the point of order, although I do not know I have any 
opposition to the amendment. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] assumes that be- 
cause he uses the same language that is already in the bill, 
therefore the amendment is not subject to a point of order. 
But the gentleman does not stop with the language that is in 
the bill. We have the right to make an appropriation, under 
155 law creating the Department of Agriculture, to include the 

vestigation and improvement of sugar-producing plants or 
other plants. That law gives the Department of Agriculture 
and the Secretary of Agriculture the power over the distribu- 
tion of the funds, the say as to where those funds shall be 
expended. Under the law creating the department the discre- 
tion in reference to the expenditure of the fund, when appro- 
priated, is left in the Secretary of Agriculture, | 


Now, the gentleman proposes to make an appropriation for a 
particular territory. That removes the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and compels him to expend money in a 
particular section of the country where he would not be re- 
quired to expend it under his discretionary authority if an 
appropriation simply be made. It has been held time and 
again that while an act may authorize Congress to make an 
appropriation for a particular purpose, to be expended in the 
discretion of the department, it may not segregate that item 
and require its expenditure in a particular manner or in a 
particular place. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, it occurs to me that if the 
Congress has the right to make an appropriation and leave it 
to the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture as to where 
it shall be expended, it also has the right to give a specific 
direction as to how it shall be expended. If the paragraph I 
have referred to, contained in lines 18, 19, and 20, is not sub- 
ject to a point of order and is authorized by law, it occurs to 
me that the paragraph I have offered as an amendment is also 
within the terms of the law. If you have a right to appro- 
priate for a general purpose, you certainly have a right to 
appropriate for and give a special direction as to how that 
money shall be expended. At least that appears to me to be 
very good logic. $ 

I understand that the only point made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is that the law authorizes a general 
appropriation, leaving it entirely discretionary with the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, but that same law does not authorize Con- 
gress to make an appropriation and direct how it shall be 
expended. It does not seem to me that that is good reasoning, 
and I do not believe it is within good parliamentary practice. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair 
is of the opinion that the investigation provided for comes 
within the authorization of law creating the Department of 
Agriculture, and is therefore not subject to a point of order 
on that ground. i 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] makes the point 
more specific in that this amendment confines the investigation 
to a particular section of the country or a particular line of 
investigation, and does away with the discretion which the 
gentleman from Illinois says is by law vested in the Secretary 
of Agriculture. The Chair is unable to see that that goes to 
the question of the authority of Congress to make the appro- 
priation. It seems to the Chair that Congress has the power, 
if it chooses, to limit the investigation to a particular section 
of the country or a particular line, and that, the general au- 
thority being conceded, the special authority must also follow, 
and that the amendment is not subject to the point of order. 
The point of order is therefore overruled. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, if I may haye a moment of the 
time of the committee, I believe the committee will agree with 
me that in my experience in this House I have not taken up a 
great deal of the time either of the committee or of the House. 

I am intensely interested in this amendment. On last Satur- 
day and to-day I have tried to call attention to the fact that the 
$30,000 appropriated for this purpose is expended in the Middle 
West. There is not a dollar of this money expended in experi- 
ments with reference to the production of sugar in either 
Louisiana or Texas, two States that produce the most sugar in 
the United States. I submit that it is not fair, that it is not 
right, that you should take the entire appropriation for sugar- 
producing plants in this agricultural bill and apply that appro- 
priation solely for the purpose of experimenting with the pro- 
duction of sugar in the Middle West. I represent a district 
wheré the experimenting in the way of producing sugar plants 
in the last three years has been something phenomenal. Almost 
every State in the Union and almost every man on the floor of 
this House has a former constituent living in the Rio Grande 
Valley who has purchased a small amount of land there for the 
purpose of producing sugar or other products. It is nothing but 
fair and just that some experiments should be made, that some 
assistance should be given to these small farmers who are un- 
dertaking an experiment under new climatic conditions, in a 
new soil, under an irrigation system that they know nothing 
about. It is nothing but fair and just that Congress should 
supplement the fund that the Agricultural College of Texas and 
the farmers themselves will subscribe in order to test the feasi- 
bility, the advisability, and the profit with which they can pro- 
duce sugar in that valley. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Does the gentleman think that if 
he gets the $5,000 appropriation to investigate the sugar plant- 
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ing in his district it will square him with his constituents for 
yoting against a free-trade sugar bill that will absolutely kill 
that industry? 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Colorado is in error. 
He asks me if I think the appropriation to establish 4n experi- 
mental station in that valley will square me for voting against 
the free-sugar bill. So far as I have been able to learn, there 
has been no bill considered by this House to put sugar on the 
free list. There doubtless will be, and, unlike the gentleman 
from Colorado, I propose, as one Democrat in the House whose 
district is interested in the bill to be brought in, to follow my 
party and vote for the bill. [Applause.] But that does not 
keep me, Mr. Chairman, from insisting that that district have 
fair play and a fair opportunity to demonstrate to the country 
that it can produce sugar in the Rio Grande Valley in competi- 
tion with the world. I do not know whether they can do it or 
not; but I do know that this appropriation, together with the 
appropriation we will get from the Agricultural College of 
Texas, and the money subscribed by the small farmers, will 
enable them to determine whether they can produce sugar in 
that valley in competition with the world. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARNER. Yes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. Is the gentleman willing to vote for 
an amendment for $5,000 to test the same question in every 
other valley in the country? 

Mr. GARNER, I am willing to vote for an amendment to 
test it where you have gone in and invested an amount of 
money that will compare with that invested in the business in 
the Rio Grande Valley. There has been invested in that valley 
between $30,000,000 and $40,000,000, and some of the men who 
invested it came from the gentleman’s State. In the last fiscal 
year they haye expended some of this appropriation for the 
purpose of experimenting in beet sugar in Kansas. Why should 
the gentleman from Kansas, who has had some of this money 
expended for the purpose of demonstrating the work in his 
State, refuse to have the same work done in my State? 

Mr. YOUNG of Kansas. I have not objected. 

Mr. GARNER. The only States where the money has been 
expended are Wisconsin, Colorado, Kansas, and Georgia. Why 
should not the State of Texas, where millions of money have 
been put into the sugar-producing project—more money than in 
any other portion of the United States—have this benefit? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up the 
time of the committee, but I want to impress on the Members 
of this House the importance of this amendment to the great 
investments in the Rio Grande Valley. [Applause.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: “And $5,000 be expended for a similar purpose 
in the State of Colorado.” 

Mr. LEVER. I shall offer an amendment that $5,000 be ex- 
pended in the State of South Carolina for the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by adding the words “And $5,000 to be ex- 
pended for a similar purpose in the State of Colorado.’ 

Mr. MANN. I reserve a point of order to that amendment. 
I think I will make the point of order first and let it be disposed 
of. While I think the Chair was entirely in error in ruling on 
the point of order before, the Chair will readily see the difficulty 
he has involved the committee in. While I think the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Colorado is subject to a 
point of order, because it is not in order to amend one specifie 
proposition by adding another specific proposition, it would be 
in order if the gentleman offered it as a separate paragraph. I 
hope every Member in the House who has a district where they 
produce sugar will take the opportunity to offer a new para- 
graph, not only in this place, but other places in the bill, so that 
they may have the chance to discuss the matter before the com- 
mittee. The Chair haying ruled that it is in order for any 
Member to offer an amendment for the expenditure of money 
authorized to be expended under the Department of Agriculture 
at a specific place, there is no limit to the number of amend- 
ments which can be offered, because you can offer an amend- 
ment to expend money at Gilman and at Oneida or some other 
place, not even limiting it to the number of districts or the 
States in the Union. I do not think that when an item is 
offered for one specific place you can offer an amendment to it 
for another specific place. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a 
substitute. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question before the House is the point 
of order of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MAR- 
TIN]. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Chair is still of the 
opinion that the question of an appropriation containing a spe- 
cific direction as to its expenditure is a question for the wisdom 
of the House and not a queston involving the authority of the 
House as a proposition of parliamentary law. It might appear 
to the wisdom of the House that the investigation of sugar in a 
certain section of the country was something which required 
some sort of special appropriation different from that which 
might be appropriated for some other section of the country. 
That is a question for the legislative discretion of Congress, and 
not a question of parliamentary law. 

Mr. MANN. But this is not a question of legislative discre- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. What the Chair endeavored to state was 
that the question presented was one of legislative discretion, a 
question the Chair would not pass upon. 

But the amendment offered by the gentleman from Colorado 
presents a further question, and is subject to a further point of 
order of not being germane to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas. While any number of provisions might 
be in order to a general paragraph, it does not at all follow 
that they are germane to each other. It has been held, as the 
Chair is advised, that a specific provision by amendment can not 
be amended by another specific provision; that the one specific 
provision is not germane to the other specific provision, although 
each might be germane to the main proposition. Upon that the 
Chair rules that the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado 
is subject to the point of order, and the point of order is, there- 
fore, sustained. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Texas: 

And for the investigation, utilization, and cultivation, the sum of 
$5,000, to be used in the Platt Valley, the headwaters of which are in 
the State of Colorado, 

Mr, LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is that offered as an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I offer my amend- 
ment as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas. I think it is in order as a substitute. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
if the gentleman’s amendment is not in order as an amendment 
is could not be in order as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Then I desire to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas by striking out the 
words “Rio Grande Valley” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “ State of Colorado.” 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. 

Mr, MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me 
that if the committee can vote the sum of $5,000 to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to make beet-sugar experiments that it can 
also name the place where the money is to be expended. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me suggest to my friend from Colorado if 
he desires to get this proposition through that he offer his 
proposition as a separate paragraph, as did the gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the point of order of 
the gentleman from South Carolina to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado. As the Chair understands the 
amendment, the gentleman proposes to strike out the words 
“Rio Grande” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ State of 
Colorado,” so that the amendment will then be a specific pro- 
vision for the State of Colorado. The point of order is over- 
ruled. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. I stood here a moment ago, Mr. Chair- 
man, and with as much power as I possessed fought the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. MCLAUGHLIN] to 
amend this bill, not because of special antagonism to it, but be- 
cause it was not considered by the committee and not estimated 
for by the department, and while I have a deep affection for 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] and for the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Martin], I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the situation into which we are getting ourselves 
in respect to this bill. Whether or not the Chair in its ruling a 
moment ago be right or wrong, this is a practical proposition 
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against which we are up, if you will permit that kind of an 
expression. If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], through 
his genial personality and his influence on this side of the House, 
and the other can yote into this bill this amendment, then the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Martin], equally affable and 
always entertaining, can vote into it his amendment, and both 
may be meritorious. Then I offered an amendment jocularly a 
moment ago that $5,000 should be appropriated for this pur- 
pose for South Carolina. We do not grow any sugar-producing 
stuff in South Carolina except a little old-fashioned sorghum. 
But the gentleman from Kansas will have the right to offer an 
amendment for his State; the gentleman from Illinois an amend- 
ment for his State; the gentleman from Louisiana an amendment 
for his State; and my good friend from New York here, Dr. 
AKIN, an amendment for his State; the gentleman from Illinois, 
the ex-Speaker of the House, an amendment for his State; and 
when we get through with this bill, unless we take the bold po- 
sition here of dealing with this thing regardless of personalities 
or personal friendship, we will have it loaded down with amend- 
ments affecting every district in the United States. 

Mr. GARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman in making 
the comparison to state any instance in the United States where 
the amount of money expended in the way of the development 
of the sugar industry of this country equals the Rio Grande 
Valley; and it is unfair for the gentleman to make that compari- 
son when there is not any point in the United States that is 
situated as that particular section is. 

Mr. MANN. If they are spending so much themselves, they 
do not need any help. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me point out to the gentleman how he 
places a lot of men in this House with his amendment. The 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Manrix] is interested in this 
proposition; so is the other gentleman from Colorado, and the 
gentleman from Louisiana is—— 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will permit for just a sec- 
ond, I desire to say that there are two stations in Colorado now 
in which this $30,000 is being used. Is the gentleman from 
Colorado in the same position I am? 7 

Mr. LEVER. Some other gentlemen here are interested along 
the same line with the gentleman, and the gentleman from 
Texas puts those gentlemen in the position of absolutely neglect- 
ing their own constituents unless they stand here and offer amend- 
ments to this bill making appropriations for their own districts 
and their own people. And let me say another thing. Here is 
what this bill will do now: In the paragraph on page 21, lines 
18 to 20, “for the investigation and improvement of the sugar- 
producing plants, including their utilization and culture,” is 
authority for the work which the gentleman from Texas wants 
to be done. It is only a question of whether or not the De- 
partment of Agriculture or the administrative branch of the 
Government regards the work in the district of the gentleman 
from Texas as of sufficient importance to divert funds to it 
which they are using in some other sections of the country. 
Now, gentlemen, that is all I want to say, but I want to im- 
press upon the membership the fact that we are setting a dan- 
gerous precedent here which will bob up to bother us through- 
out the consideration of this bill; and I know my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] well enough to know that if he desires to 
do it he can hold this House, except through a rule from the 
Committee on Rules, which we do not want, for the next 30 days 
on this bill by offering amendments covering propositions in- 
volving the districts of Members of the House; and I trust that 
gentlemen on this side, loving my friend from Texas as they 
do and as I do, will rise up and yote down this amendment and 
the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado, that we may 
put ourselves on record as not being willing that this bill should 
be loaded down with amendments which have not been con- 
sidered by the department and which haye not been considered 
by the committee whose duty it is under the rules of this House 
to consider them. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 

Mr. GARNER. I want to speak in reference to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Colorado 

Mr. LAMB. What is the necessity, time is passing; we ought 
to have a yote on this amendment. We have practically voted 
on it before. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Regular order. 

Mr. GARNER. I want to say to the gentleman from Virginia 
I do not think he is going to gain much time. I haye not 
taken up very much time of this committee. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, my friend had full time this 
morning and, according to my humble judgment, this whole 
question was decided this morning. It only comes up in a 
new form. I ask for a yote, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Colorado to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. : 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strik 
dut the last word of the amendment. I do not want to waste 
any of the time of the House, and I really regret to be put in 
the position of wantonly defeating the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, and yet there is some merit in my position. 

Now, I am glad to hear the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GARNER] assert the great importance of the sugar industry in 
western Texas and, I assume, particularly in his own district. 
I had not known, I will confess, that it was of such importance. 
The statistics give the entire State of Texas something like 
10,000 tons of sugar production annually, and those figures, as 
I understand it, include all kinds of sugar in that State—cane 
as well as beet sugar. And, Mr. Chairman, that is not one-fifth 
of the quantity of sugar that is produced annually in my con- 
gressional district. That is to say, my congressional district 
alone produces five times as much sugar as the entire State of 
Texas annually. 

Mr. GARNER. May I ask how much sugar is produced in 
the gentleman's congressional district? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. It produces about 50,000 tons 
annually. 

Mr. GARNER. It does not contain, then, five times as much, 
for the statistics say that last year there were 18,000 tons pro- 
duced in the State of Texas, and that was comparatively all 
produced in the fifteenth congressional district. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado, I am glad to hear it Is more. I 
am sorry it was not 100,000 tons. If it was that amount, the 
gentleman would need $15,000 to square himself with his con- 
stituents for voting for a free-trade bill. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] All we ask of Congress is to be given an 
opportunity to grow sugar. All we ask of Congress is to leave 
us alone. [Applause on the Republican side.] All we ask of 
you is not to take us by the throat and throttle us to death. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] That is all the encourage- ' 
ment we need in that State. Ten years ago there was not a 
beet-sugar factory in the State of Colorado. $ 

I am not going to launch out here now in these fiye minutes to 
make a tariff speech. I am going to discuss this subject some, 
though, when we get to it. But we have 18 factories in the 
State of Colorado now. We are the leading beet-sugar produc- 
ing State in the Union to-day. We produce as much as Michi- ` 
gan, although we have not a third of its population. And yet 
we have not begun to produce sugar any more than the gentle- 
man’s district, or western Texas, has. 

We have only 50 or 60 factories in this country, while Europe 
has 1,500 or 1,600, yet for every acre of land in Europe that will 
produce sugar beets we have a hundred acres in this country, 
And gentlemen propose a buncombe political play here in Con- 
gress to slaughter that industry, and the gentleman from Texas 
wants to go back to his congressional district with a little ap- 
propriation of $5,000 in his vest pocket in order to square him- 
self with his constituents down there for voting for a bill which, 
if it could ever find its way onto the statute books of this 
country, would absolutely and beyond question destroy every 
sugar factory in it, even if you were to appropriate a million 
dollars to experiment in sugar plants. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if they need $5,000 in western Texas for 
the purpose of investigating and experimenting with sugar 
plants, we need $5,000 in Colorado. They need it in Kansas, 
Wyoming, Utah, Nevada 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I insist that this is not the time 
to discuss the tariff question. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I wanted to impress upon the 
gentleman from Texas the fact that there might possibly be 
some merit in my position in offering an amendment here. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am entitled to be recognized 
in opposition to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Colorado under the rules of the committee as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 
is recognized. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, as I stated to the committee 
on last Saturday, I did not want the debate on this amendment, 
which I think has as much merit in it as any other amendment 
that has been offered here since I have been a Member of 
Congress, to go off on the question of a sugar tariff. I believe 
I have as much interest in the production of sugar, as a Repre- 
sentative in this House, as any other man in it. But, Mr. 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Chairman, when I came to this House I came under the Demo- 
cratic organization. I come here as a Democrat, and whenever 
my party speaks upon a question of the policy of the party it 
is my duty to follow that policy. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I am not one of those Democrats who, because they do 
not have their way, are willing to stand on the floor of this 
House and criticise every other Democrat that does not agree 
with them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that I will discuss that subject at the proper time. No- 
body will make any mistake about where I stand. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Marr] 
undertook to criticise me for my position in this matter, and 
undertook to conyey the information to the House that I was 
seeking this appropriation for the purpose of squaring me with 
my folks at home. If the gentleman will look at the Recorp 
of last Saturday he will see where the Sugar Cane Growers’ 
Association of the Rio Grande Valley passed a resolution asking 
me to advocate this amendment long before the Democratic 
caucus acted on the question of sugar. So I say that the gen- 
tleman’s insinuation is unjustifiable. It is unworthy of the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. 
flection upon the gentleman. 

Mr. GARNER. I am sure the gentleman did not, but he did 
not know about this matter. The gentleman, in essence, accuses 
me of offering a buncombe amendment, as it might be termed, 
for the purpose of squaring myself with my constituents. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if I were in the position of the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Manrix J, having two stations in his State 
now that are supplied with the $30,000 appropriation carried 
in this bill, I would be the last man to stand on the floor of this 
House and undertake to say that any other State in the Union 
that produces sugar as his State does should not have an ap- 
propriation, and that the gentleman who offered it offered it as 
a buncombe amendment and for the purpose of maintaining him- 
self in Congress. 

Mr, Chairman, I hope that the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Martin] and his colleagues will come back to Congress, but I 
want to say to him this, that if my election and reelection to 
Congress depends upon the fact that I have got to bolt my party 
every time a question comes up that my State is interested in 
I will go home and stay there. [Applause.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, certainly 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has 
made a reflection on my colleague, so far as his Democracy 
goes. Now, let me ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 
this question: If the convention which nominated him as a can- 
didate for Congress had instructed him how to vote on this 
proposition, what would he have done? 

Mr. GARNER. If they had given me specific instructions, I 
would have voted in accordance with the instructions of my 
constituents. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is exactly what my col- 
league and I have done. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the 
chairman of the committee will give me a few minutes in which 
to address my friend from Texas. 

Mr. LEVER. O Mr. Chairman, we can not afford this at all. 
I ask for a vote. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to think that I will 
yote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Garner], although I am somewhat surprised that the 

entleman from Texas reads a lecture to the gentleman from 
lorado [Mr. Martin]. Why, here is the great Committee 
on Agriculture, the Democratic members being selected by a 
eaucus and elected by the House, but the gentleman from Texas 
declines to follow them. He has bolted his party already in 
offering the amendment. As soon as it comes to him in his 
district he bolts the party action. He bolts the committee 
selected by the Democratic caucus and elected by the Democratic 
House. He is only human, like the rest of us. When it comes 
to what he wants himself, or what his district wants, rather, 
he is man enough to stand by his district to the extent of getting 
an appropriation, at least. [Laughter and applause.] And 
while he may cast another vote that will veto the effect of the 
appropriation which he proposes, I do not think it lies in his 
mouth, while he is offering an amendment to strike down the 
Committee on Agriculture in charge of the bill, to talk about 
somebody else's bolting the action of the caucus. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon a vote. 


I did not mean any unjust re- 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for one minute to address my colleague, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

Mr. LAMB. Then, Mr. Chairman, the colleague from Texas 
will want time. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MAR- 
TIN] asks unanimous consent to speak for one minute. Is there 
objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I hope you will confine it strictly 
to one minute. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I will hold my 
watch in my hand. [Laughter.] 

I want to say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER], 
that, so far as his remarks are concerned with reference to my 
bolting my party, I am not disturbed on that score at all. I 
propose, when the proper time comes, to state where I stand, 
and when I do I can assure the gentleman that my statement 
will not require any diagram and will not contain any apologies. 
But, in addition to that, I want to say that personally I yery 
highly esteem the gentleman from Texas—— 

Mr. MANN. Everybody does 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. And there is not even a thought 
in my mind or a feeling in my heart in the way of a reflection 
on his hénesty or his integrity. We have merely indulged in a 
little passage of the harmless kind thét occurs frequently in this 
House when gentlemen are in a tight hole. And some gentle- 
men here are in a tight hole; not only those who excused them- 
selyes from the caucus, but some that stayed in; and the open- 
ing presented could not be very well resisted. I alluded to the 
sugar bill, not the gentleman's amendment, as buncombe, and I 
heartily apologize to the gentleman from Texas if there was 
anything in my remarks that he feels reflected on him. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Gagner]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARNER. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
come in as a new paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

h Vi ation d ent of su du 
incloting their u tion and — in the State of W Mroming 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, if there is any question 
about the point of order, I should like to be heard. 

Mr. LAMB. I will waive the point of praet and ask for a 
vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] 
was not adopted. It served a useful purpose, however, during 
its discussion, as illustrating some of the differences on the 
other side of the aisle, differences that we on this side of the 
aisle hope will continue to increase and widen. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner], in spite of all 
temptation to be anything else, proposes to remain a Democrat, 
and he himself has said it. I do not know that it is to his 
credit, however, but I imagine that if the gentleman from Texas 
had had his withers wrung as the gentlemen from Colorado 
have up to this time in this Congress, he would feel slightly 
different. The bringing in of the free sugar bill, if that and 
the other tariff bills that passed the House could become laws, 
would finally complete the destruction of all the great indus- 
tries of the Centennial State. Therefore it is not at all re- 
markable that the gentlemen from Colorado are somewhat 
disturbed over the past and present program of their party. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I am glad to. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. The gentleman has already stated 
one difference between the Members from Colorado and the 
Member from Wyoming. Will he not state also that there is a 
difference between the States of Colorado and Wyoming, in that 
Wyoming has not got any land upon which beets can be grown? 

Mr. MONDELL. “The gentleman from Wyoming” was not 
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aware that he had been comparing the Members from the State 
of Colorado and the Member from the State of Wyoming at all. 
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Evidently the gentleman from Colorado has not been listening 
to what I have been saying. I have rather been comparing 
the membership from Colorado with the gentieman from the 
great State of Texas, who proposes to stay by his party pro- 
vided he can secure sufficient appropriations. We have, as I 
said a moment ago, at least a half million acres of land in the 
State of Wyoming that are first-class beet lands. We produced 
in our State last year several tens of thousands of tons of beets, 
some of which contained more than 22 per cent of sugar. Our 
State stands at the yery top in the percentage of saccharine 
matter contained in her beets. We have the great Shoshone 
irrigation project on which the Federal Government may 
eyentually spend as much as $6,000,000. Its prosperity depends 
upon the sugar-beet industry. We have many areas which are 
producing good crops of beets, and many peculiarly adapted to 
such production. I am so greatly disinclined to reflect on 
anyone’s motives that I would have hesitated to say what the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Martin] very truthfully, in my 
opinion, said, that the present program on the other side of the 
aisle touching sugar is one of pure buncombe; if the gentleman 
believed they could write on the statute books to-day the free- 
sugar law they propose, they would hesitate to do it. The gen- 
tleman from Colorado has said it is pure buncombe, and the 
gentleman is a truthful man. I accept his statement. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

The question was taken; and there were on a division (de- 
manded by Mr. MONDELL)—ayes 33, noes 57. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HANNA. I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For the study, Investigation, and demonstration of the best methods 
of meeting the ravages of grasshoppers and chinch bugs, $20. 


Mr. LEVER. I reserve a point of order on that amendment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say but a few words 
in regard to this proposed amendment. In the States of North 
and South Dakota, Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin during the 
last year or two there have been ravages by the grasshopper. 
Those States have tried to do something in order to check their 
ravages and also to prevent the increase of the grasshopper. 
The grasshoppers lay their eggs in the ground; they hatch in 
the spring and do much damage there. Then, after they arrive at 
a certain age they are apt to leave and come down in clouds at 
other points. The States have tried by different methods to 
get rid of them by plowing the eggs under in the fall and by 
gathering the young hoppers in the spring and early summer 
with hopper dozers. They doa very large amount of damage. The 
State of Minnesota some, years ago spent a great deal more 
money than I am asking for in this amendment for the pur- 
pose of destroying the grasshoppers by gathering them, and they 
paid $1 a bushel for them. They gathered thousands and thou- 
sands of bushels, which were gathered with hopper dozers. 

If the Government takes up the proposition, as proposed 
under this amendment, they will endeavor to find a parasite 
that will destroy these grasshoppers. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 2 

Mr. MANN. Is not the gentleman’s amendment addressed 
to the Bureau of Entomology rather than that of Plant In- 
dustry? 

Mr. HANNA. There is a section in that part of the bill re- 
lating to this matter—in that part of this bill relating to the 
Bureau of Entomology—where a certain amount of money is 
appropriated for protecting cereal and forage crops. The 
larger part of this money is used to protect alfalfa and forage 
crops, but not wheat, barley, oats, and corn. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would not expect the Bureau of 
Plant Industry to locate a parasite; that is the duty of the 
Bureau of Entomology. 

Mr. HANNA. They might, or they might suggest some other 
or better method. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman’s amendment is as much in 
order as the amendment to provide $330,000 to meet the ravages 
of the-cotton-boll weevil. The two are on a par, and one is 
as much in place as the other. 

Mr. MANN. That depends on what is intended. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

. Mr. HANNA. Certainly. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Why does not the gentleman in- 

sert the word “bedbugs ” in his amendment? [Laughter.] 


Mr. HANNA. The gentleman may have those pests in his 
district in New York State, but we do not have them in North 
Dakota. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
ie what is his point of order? 

Mr. LAMB. That it is entirely new and not germane. 

Mr. HANNA. Will not the gentleman let the matter come 
to a vote one way or the other? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to have 
the amendment again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again read the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order 
and ask for a vote. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
modify the amendment by the insertion of the word “ insur- 
gents,” so that it will provide against the ravages of grass- 
hoppers, chinch bugs, and insurgents. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New Jersey why he does not include flying jinnies and 
doodles? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from North Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting, after line 26, page 21, the following: 

“For the investigation and study of methods and testing 
shrubs, brush, and trees which may be used for rubber making, $ 

Mr. LAMB. That is already provided for, and I ask for a 
vote. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman in- 
what part of the bill it is provided for? We have been trying 
to get this investigation for years. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say to my friend from California that 
the Department of Agriculture, without specific authority, acting 
under general appropriation and general authority, is now 
doing a great deal of experimental work in Florida in relation 
to the production of rubber, camphor, and so forth. I am sure 
that if the gentleman will get in touch with the department he 
will find out how much money is being expended and in what 
direction. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman tell me how to cat in touch 
with the department? 

Mr. LEVER. Go there and see them. 

Mr. RAKER. But suppose I am in touch and have been in 
touch, but am informed that there is no money and no provi- 
sion. It is pretty hard to get in touch with the department when 
there is no money on hand for use for the purpose desired. They 
can not help you then. 
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Mr. LAMB. I think my friend is mistaken; there is no 
sectionalism down there. 
Mr. MANN. The Botanical Garden is engaged in sending out 


rubber ‘plants. 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman has not heard from me yet on 
this proposition. My purpose is not to send out rubber plants; 
it is not to produce plants; but it is the question of producing 
material and a method that can be had to supply the American 
market with rubber. It has been under private investigation 
in the West with some degree of success. It is thought that out 
of sagebrush the best rubber on earth can be made. We have 
asked the department to help us; individuals have gone into it 
and have given all the consideration to it they could, but they 
have not the money. 

We would like to have tested the plants now in existence, the 
shrubbery that is being destroyed and burned. It is claimed 
that there is a large percentage of rubber in them which ought 
to be utilized, and it ought to be tested. It onght to be made 
commercial instead of being destroyed. If the department, by 
virtue of its experience in this matter, can send a couple of men 
into the West to make these investigations, is it not right, is it 
not proper, and ought not they to do it? I know that the com- 
mittee is in favor of giving every advantage to improve the 
country and to get the value out of every product, every plant, 
tree, and shrub and brush that we have. Let us get that experi- 
ence which there is in the department; let us get this matter 
determined. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Some gentleman sent me a statement the other 
day in reference to some report, or something of the kind, about 
extracting rubber fron milkweed that grows wild and in great 
* Will the gentleman's amendment cover an investiga- 

on of that, and can the gentleman state whether or not the 
Department of Agriculture has ever made any investigation of 
that product? 

Mr. RAKER. The investigation would eover that. It would 
cover, also, the question of the investigation of sagebrush. 
Some people have given a good deal of study and thought to the 
matter, and at one time, a few years ago, it was determined to 
build a factory. They felt as if they had the process completed, 
but also felt, because they had not enough knowledge in regard 
to the matter, that they were not warranted in going on with 
the enterprise. i 

These people believed that there is material in sagebrush that 
can be extracted from it which will make as good rubber as is 
being used to-day. There are millions of acres of land with 
sagebrush upon it. Instead of destroying that, if it produces a 
material that will make rubber, ought not we to investigate the 
matter? Nothing will live upon that land now. No one knows 
any good that it will erer do. Why not find out what is in the 
sagebrush and other plants of that kind. You are spending 
money for every other condition. You are seeking to add new 
plants, and the very things that you have in the ground you are 
destroying and burning up, and you are not trying to find 
out if there is anything in them that is good. I am in favor of 
all of the new matters, but E believe we ought to utilize what we 
have. The people in these departments are very anxious and 


ready to do this. Let them go there. They can send two good 


men out there to make this investigation. I hope with an in- 
dustry as great as the rubber industry involved, that the com- 
mittee will be willing to stand by the amendment and spend at 
least 83,000 to have the matter investigated. This is a territory 
that covers over 20,000,000 acres of land, and if it has a growth 
now upon it, which at present is of no value, so far as we now 
know, but might preduce good rubber, we ought to know it. 
Give the department the chance to experiment. They have 
done great things, are doing it now, and will continue to do it 
if they are properly encouraged and the funds are provided 
therefor. We should make that provision, appropriate the 


necessary 
the amendment offered by me will prevail. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the department did not ask for 
this, as active as is the Bureau of Plant Industry. If there 
was anything in this business they would have developed it. 
Dr. Galloway says that the Orient is the place for this work. 
and he thought the people of this country would better apply 
themselves to some other subject than the development of this 
matter. I sincerely hope that the Committee of the Whole 
will stand by the Committee on Agriculture and vote down the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For tud d demonst of th 
TTT 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting some information from the 
chairman of the committee. I see in this present appropriation 
there has been a cut from last year of about $18,000. 

Mr. LAMB. Seventeen thousand and forty dollars. 7 

Mr. TRIBBLE. What was the purpose of that cut? 

Mr. LAMB. Of that amount $9,560 covers the transfer of 
nine employees to the statutory roll, $480 has been transferred 
to the appropriation for western agricultural extension, and 
$7,000 covers an item for rent which has been transferred to the 
special appropriation for that purpose, so that there is prac- 
tically no reduction. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. And the gentieman can state there is no re- 
duction in this section of the appropriation so far as it is ap- 
plicable to the boll weevil? 

Mr. LAMB. That is correct. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. This House voted Saturday last not to re- 
duce the boll-weevil section of the bill. On this statement of 
the chairman I will not introduce this amendment which F pre- 
pared to restore the amount. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the investigation and improvem : ction 
under semiarid or dry-land cuties ton P(e Sia 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 


funds, and the department will do the work. I hope | 
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S Clerk read as follows: 

22, line 5, “ * 
tt eee a Hne Lote the word “seventy” and insert in Heu 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, this relates to the earlier inves- 
tigation and improvement of methods of crop production in arid 
and semiarid farming. I have received petition after petition— 
have sent letters to the department in regard to this matter. 
They say they are ready, they are willing, to give their assist- 
ance if they can to improve the methods of dry farming und 
assist the farmer, but that at the present time they have no 
money with which they ean extend their present operations. 
Now, I want to read the testimony in hearings, on page 74, given 
by Dr. Galloway. 5 


Why, of course the doctor is going to say, We will do the 
we can.” No doubt of that. 

Mr. LAMB. He did not say that. 

Mr. RAKER. Here is what he said. 

Mr. LAMB. Give us what he said. 

Mr. RAKER. I will read you what he said in regard to the 


matter: 


Dr. GALLOWAY. I think not. 


So he said he did not think he could get along with that. 
Pha LAMB. The gentleman has got the wrong construction 

ere. 

Mr. RAKER. Let me read this sentence. 

Mr. LAMB. Read it without commenting, please. 

Mr. RAKER. I ahvays read all when I start to read it, if I 
have the opportunity. 

Mr. LAMB. But you stop to preaeh after you read a sen- 
tence. 

Mr. RAKER. I will read it when I get an opportunity, if the 
gentleman will not interrupt too long. 

Mr. LAMB. Read. 

Mr. RAKER. I will read it when I get in a position to start. 

Mr. LAMB. Your time is passing. 

Mr. RAKER. I know I am losing my time, but can not help it. 

Dr. GALLOWAY. I think not, Mr. Chairman, because the oe 


farmers are 
rying on out 


into 
oe as for its object the RE of fundamental 
overy — y to dry-farming 


facts and the inciples which will app 

methods. Dry a rent type from thing we are 

familiar the and what we are doing on the stations we 

have established is working out of melples 1 TR rota- 

tions and ts. It is largely imyvestigational, ha 

for its objects the discovery of ples which will apply to dry- 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Califor- 

nia has expired. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that alf debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes, 
and that two minutes of that time be given to the gentleman 
from California and the balance to the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman be 
given five minutes. y 

Mr. MANN. We want some time over here on this side of 
the House. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I amend the suggestion of my 
colleague of the committee, and I ask that all debate on this 
paragraph and amendments close in 10 minutes, the time to be 
equally divided between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
all debate on the paragraph and amendments thereto be closed 
fn 10 minutes, the time to be equally divided between the two 
sides. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture that I am interested in this, 


‘coming from the West and knowing the conditions in many of 


the Western States. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman seems to have 
given this subject a great deal of thought and consideration, 
and I would like to ask him this question, Does the gentleman 


_ believe that dry farming can be made a success? 


Mr. RAKER. Oh, absolutely. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. There is no question abont that. 

A Memper. None in the world. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the chairman 
of the committee I am new here, I am inexperienced and green, 
but I am interested in this matter in presenting it to the com- 


mittee for consideration. I did it without any disrespect to 

Mr. LAMB. I understand that. 

Mr. RAKER. But when you have facts, when you have spent 
84 years in the Western States traveling over that country and 
in most of them seeing what is being done and seen what can 
be done, I want to say that you will not stand idly here when 
you believe you can get legislation and an appropriation that will 
advance the farmer. 

Mr. LAMB. But I insist that the gentleman ought to have 
come before the committee and seen the department about these 
matters. The gentleman coming here at this late day can not 

expect this committee to reverse the action of the Committee on 
Agriculture in reference to these matters. 
Mr. RAKER. I am giving you here what the department had 
said and what the department had recommended—— 

Mr. LAMB. We gave whatever the Agricultural Department 
asked. 

Mr. RAKER. It is no breach of faith to come in when the 
only way to bring the matter up is to get it here. 

A crop that could not be produced upon these lands four and 
five and six years ago can be produced now by virtue of what 
information these people have received. I want to say to you 
to-day that five or six years ago there was land that could be 
bought for $5 an acre, that by virtue of the knowledge that peo- 
ple haye received as to raising alfalfa you could not buy to-day 
for $200 an acre, and because it raises a crop that is worth that 
amount. And it is by virtue of the knowledge, it is by virtue 
of the information, it is by virtue of the tillage of the soil, and 
the virtue of the time of cutting the crop and handling it that 
we are able to get this result. And wherever you can extend this 
information to farmers in the Western States, which cover such 
a large territory of the country, it should be done. It is en- 
tirely different from the South. For six or seven months we 
never haye one drop of rain. It is all dependent on the method 
and mode of cultivation of the kind of plants to be handled and 
the time of planting them. And I believe there is no appro- 
priation of any amount in this bill that will do more good to 
build up 130,000,000 acres of land that belongs to the Govern- 
ment at this time. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
the agricultural college of California has made any investiga- 
tions as to what may be done in this dry farming, and if it is 
now carrying on any investigation? 

Mr. RAKER. They are doing worlds of work and of vast 
value to the State, not only as to irrigated lands but lands 
that are not irrigated. They are sending demonstration trains 
all over California and spending large sums of money. They 
are also sending men out to farmers’ institutes. But if the 
Government could cooperate with them, with the knowledge it 
has and the information it has gathered, we will receive just 
that much more information, that much more knowledge, and 
add more value to the West. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I agree 
with the gentleman. If dry farming can be made a success, very 
well; we can well afford to appropriate money for that purpose. 
But if it can not be made a success, Congress is doing an in- 
justice to those people who are moving into that country. We 
have been encouraging these people here to settle in arid and 
semiarid lands, and what has happened? Nothing but starva- 
tion stares them in the face. Are we going to appropriate 
hundreds of thousands of dollars here to encourage people to 
settle on these lands where there is nothing in store for them 
but the poorhouse? I may be mistaken, but, as I understand it, 
my friends, dry farming can not be made a success. Crops can 
not be grown without the moisture, and, without it, this appro- 
priation is of no avail. 

Mr. RAKER. Does the gentleman realize that about 30 years 
ago we first commenced to develop alfalfa in and about Reno? 
For 15 years in the northern counties they tried to make a suc- 
cess on this land where they had no irrigation and they could 
not get a bit of alfalfa, but, by virtue of experience since, they 
are getting to-day off of the same land that 10 or 15 years ago 
was worthless from 3 to 6 tons of alfalfa an acre every year, 
worth from $7 to $10 a ton, by dry farming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Wyoming? s 

Mr. RAKĘR. I was hoping to get some time to discuss this 
amendment. = 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to answer the gentleman’s 
question. 


Mr. MANN. How much time remains, Mr. Chairman? 


The CHAIRMAN. There are three minutes remaining of the 
time allotted by the House 
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Mr. MANN. The Chair did not call down the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Raker], who had the floor. The Chair 
has not recognized anyone since. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California concluded 
his remarks and the Chair recognized the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Haugen]. ° 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Iowa did not take the. floor. 
He only asked a question in the time of the gentleman from 
California. We had a distinct understanding with the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Lame] that the gentleman from Wy- 
oming was to have five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have five minutes at the conclusion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoN- 
DELL] asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Haucen] he may 
have five minutes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I think I can make that clear. I asked that 
I be recognized. I understood the gentleman from Wyoming 
{Mr. MonpELL] desired time, and I understood that I would 
only take two minutes; and if I have, I do not care to take up 
any more time. But if I may have time, I would like to answer 
the question propounded by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER]. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I Yesire to offer an amendment 
to this amendment, Mr. Chairman, and I ask three minutes in 
which to discuss it after the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
Monvetr] is through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] 
has the floor. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Iowa if 
he had concluded his remarks? 

Mr, HAUGEN. I wish to proceed. I would like to answer 
the gentleman from California. He has pointed out the won- 
derful results that have been accomplished through this dry 
farming. I want to answer him by saying I remember that 
appeal came up from “bleeding Kansas” a few years ago. I 
happened to be in one of the northwestern States last year, and 
I saw those people coming from that arid district in South 
Dakota, to which they went by the hundreds. They were out 
there engaged in dry farming. .An appeal was made similar to 
that of “ bleeding Kansas” a few years ago; and I believe that 
until we can ascertain and know that this money, when appro- 
priated, can be judiciously expended and with some results, 
we should go a little slow in making appropriations for this 
work. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may proceed five minutes, as I yielded my time to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL] asks unanimous consent to speak for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, when I was a boy of 6 I 
moved West, with the family that had kindly given me a home, 
to northwestern Iowa. At that time a great many people were 
of the opinion that it would be impossible to conduct general 
farming operations successfully in that country. We suffered 
from drought; we suffered from too much rain; and for five 
years the. grasshoppers, which my friend from North Dakota 
has been so eloquent in describing, destroyed the major portion 
of our crops. Of course those were hard times. 

We have followed the development of the West to the sum- 
mit of the Rocky Mountains since that time and on to the Pa- 
cific. I have seen the fluctuation of settlement back and forth. 
The tide of emigration pressed westward. The coming of years 
of drought temporarily drove the border settlements back. 
With the return of increased rainfall the settler again pressed 
forward. In each one of these forward movements something 
has been gained, the line of permanent settlement has always 
been placed a little farther west with each recurring move- 
ment of western settlements, until they have now reached the 
great plains of the Rockies and are confronting there the condi- 
tions that my friend has referred to as existing in California. 

For the past two years; aye, for the past three years, we 
haye been passing through a period of unusual drought, a period 
of less rainfall than the average for 20 years past. The result 
is that doubting Thomases, like my good friend from the State 
of Iowa [Mr. Havcen], comfortable and content in the rich 
territory in which they live, and not having the incentive to the 
development of the new territory that we have who live in it, 
would rather discourage than encourage the men who are now 
making the last final assault to conquer the American Desert. 

It is true that the new settlers have suffered grievously. In 
the region that I live in are many farmers whọ have not raised 
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any crops at all for two years. The remarkable thing about it 
is that those men are still hopeful—infinitely more hopeful 
than iny friend from Iowa—and while they are suffering, they 
are still courageous. They know that if the conditions of the 
last three years were to continue there would be no grass in 
that territory, to say nothing of there being no crops, and that 
the range industry would perish in that territory. But they 
know that the last two years have been extraordinary and un- 
usual, and they know that while they may have to meet sim- 
ilar conditions occasionally in the future, yet if they could have 
the rainfall that we have had on the average for the last 20 
years there are certain classes of crops which, with careful and 
thorough cultivation, can be produced at a profit. Men will not 
grow rich on those dry lands; but many thousands of comfort- 
able homes will be established upon them, and to-day that 
territory has the most hopeful outlook for the average American 
settler. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the department asked for no 
more, We gave the department their estimate. 

Mr. MANN. The debate is closed. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia desire some time? 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a yote. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, can I now offer 
my amendment to the pending amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado can send 
his amendment to the Clerk’s desk, but the debate on the 
paragraph is closed. 5 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. My amendment is to strike out 
the word “ninety” and insert the words “one hundred.” 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I want three minutes in which to discuss 
this proposition; only three minutes. [Cries of “Regular 
order!“ 

Mr. MANN. Let the gentleman ask for three minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Raker: Strike out the word “seventy” 
in line 5, page 22, and insert im lieu thereof the word “ ninety.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Rucker] desire to offer an amendment to that amendment? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker] to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by the gentleman from Colorado to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California: Strike out the word 
“ ninety” and insert In lHeu thereof the words one hundred.” 


Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for three minutes in which to discuss my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to discuss his amendment for three minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry 
to see that my friend from California [Mr. Raker] does not 
quite understand this proposition. I have been engaged for the 
last 30 years in what is known as dry farming or soil cultiva- 
tion. It is not quite true that you can raise crops in this arid 
country by soil cultivation or otherwise unless you have some 
precipitation. It is absolutely necessary that there shall be 
precipitation and it is absolutely necessary for the farmer to 
know what to do with that precipitation. In the first place, he 
must have his ground thoroughly plowed, and he must be edu- 
eated how to plow it and how deep to plow it, depending on the 
kind of soil he has to cultivate. Then immediately after the 
rainfall, as soon as the harrow will not stick in the ground, he 
must go over his field as quickly as possible, making a mulch 
over the field, thereby storing up the precipitation in the ground. 
The moment this pulverization is made the capillary attraction 
ceases, and you have stored in the ground a reservoir into 
which the plants put in the ground may afterwards send down 
their roots and get nourishment. It is true, as the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Haucen] says, that time and again people have 
gone there and haye had to go away. I said a few minutes 
ago, with respect to another amendment I offered, that it is true 
that probably after 5 or 6 or sometimes 10 years people have 

broken down in heart and left that country, but it does not 
follow that they will continue to do so. If this appropriation is 
made and if more light is thrown upon the question of soil 
culture, then, in my judgment, dry farming, as it is called, or 
what is more properly known as the Campbell system, will prove 
an entire success over that vast arid region, 

Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Rucker] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. k 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. RAKER, 
on a ee (demanded by Mr. Raxer), there were—ayes 27, 
noes 50. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
` For studying methods of clearing off “ logged- off lands with a view 
to their utilization for agricultural and dairying purposes; for their 
irrigation ; for testing powders in clearing them; 201 for the utilization 
of by-products arising in the process of clearing, in cooperation with 
States, companies, or individuals, or otherwise, $5,000. 

Mr. MANN. I reserve a point of order on that paragraph. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this is new language in the bill, 
and I am sure gentlemen would like to hear a new voice on 
this subject. 

Mr. MANN. Does the Chair understand that a point of order 
is reserved? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of 
order is reserved. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this paragraph 
is to enable the department to study the problem of the clearing 
up and utilization of the logged-off lands in the West. In some 
parts of the country from which I come large areas have been 
logged over, leaving the large stumps, the tops of the trees, 
and the trees that could not be used for making lumber. These 
lands had once a very heavy growth of timber, and the stumps 
generally are very large and numerous. The soil is very rich. 
Various endeavors have been made by individuals and private 
companies to clean off the land at a cost that would justify it. 
Owners of considerable areas have offered to sell the lands to 
private parties. Somè have succeeded with the clearing process 
and others have not. In some parts of the West private com- 
panies haye been organized, cooperative and otherwise, which 
have taken over the logged-off lands, and they are endeavoring 
to clear them off for purposes of cultivation. There are tens 
of thousands of acres of these lands. Various questions arise 
in the clearing of the land. Various methods have been tried, 
like the using of a steam donkey, collecting the logs in great 
piles around snags, but that method is too expensive for the 
ordinary man. He can not afford the expense. But the depart- 
ment has devised methods, like that of char pitting stumps, as 
well as other methods for clearing off the land at lessened 
expense. : 

The object of this appropriation is to extend these experi- 
ments further and to teach the owners of the land and those 
who may be willing to cooperate with the Government in the 
matter the best and least expensive methods for clearing them 
off. Also to communicate to the settlers the knowledge that 
the Government has acquired by actual demonstration work, as 
is done in the South in the boll-weevil work, and various other 
experimental works carried on by the Government. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. Has the gentleman investigated the matter in 
the department to find out whether they have made any study 
of this subject? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not investigated especially this par- 
ticular question, but I have some other matters and know that 
they are investigating to some extent the matters provided for 
in this paragraph. 

Mr. RAKER, But at the present time the department has 
made no investigation? 

Mr. HAWLEY. On char pitting, yes. But the general sub- 
ject has not been very thoroughly gone into. 

Mr. RAKER. I am talking about getting rid of the stumps 
by powder. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know to what extent they have ex- 
perimented with powder. 

Mr. RAKER. That is an important factor in this matter. 
Would the gentleman have any objection to putting in after the 
word “agriculture” the words “horticulture and viticulture,” 
and after the word “ testing” the words “the use of,” so as to 
read: Testing the use of powder,” and so forth? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I haye no objection to that. 

Mr. RAKER. Is it not a fact that in the West with the new 
kinds of powder it is beginning to be realized that you can get 
a great benefit out of these lands very cheaply if proper testing 
is made for the purpose of clearing the land? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no doubt that metheds can be devised 
by which the lands can be cleared off at a low cost. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. FITZGHRALD. Outside of cleared land, not covered 
with timber, the lands that have been used for agriculture in 
the West are logged-off lands? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should think that would be a safe proposi- 
tion, if I understand the gentleman correctly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman does not believe in help- 
ing these speculative land companies that bought the land 
cheaply; there is no especial reason why the Government at 
this late day should go into such an enterprise as this? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The problem on these lands is different from 
that on lands where the growth was small, and, of course, the 
stumps much smaller and more easily taken out. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; it is a bigger question; it depends 
on the size of the stump. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are no speculative companies that I 
know of. The States, I think, will assist in this matter; but 
there are hundreds and thousands of acres of this land, as rich 
as any land we have. I know of some land that is worth $500 an 
acre after it was cleared off, but, as I say, the cost of the clear- 
ing of these lands is prohibitive, generally, under present 
methods. y 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. How is it proposed that this money shall be 
used; what is the project? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It will depend upon the discretion of the 
department. 

Mr. MANN. What is the proposition of the department in 
reference to it? This appropriation is only $5,000, and it can 
not be scattered over the universe. What do they propose to 
do with it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They will probably take a section in Wash- 
ington, for instance, that is logged off and show the settlers 
how to char pit the stumps and to remove them; how to take 
out the stumps so that, for illustration, ship’s knees may be 
made where the roots are long enough, and how to use other 
by-products, such as the timber that is left on the land suitable 
for paper making or for other purposes, and ascertain what other 
valuable products may be obtained. Information obtained in 
one place would be available for use in any part of the United 
States. 

[The time of Mr. Hawtry having expired, at the request of 
Mr. Mann it was extended five minutes.] A 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that it is a part of the project 
to ascertain whether the stumps are suitable for making paper? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; there is a second growth on a good deal 
of the land. ) 

Mr. MANN. And you want to cut off the second growth and 
see whether it is available for paper making? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The second growth on some of this land is 
100 feet high; it grows very rapidly. 

Mr. MANN. But they do not need $5,000 to know how to cut 
these trees down. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was not laying so much emphasis on that 
as I was on the removal of the stumps and the other purposes I 
have mentioned. On the place in Washington I used for illus- 
tration they use the long roots of the stumps for ships’ knees. 

Mr. MANN. I think we are entitled to know something about 
this. Here is a proposition for $5,000, which, if it amounts to 
anything at all, will soon be $50,000 or $100,000. I think we 
ought to know what the project is and what it is intended to do. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The purpose is to enable the department to 
go upon logged-off lands, examine and ascertain the cheapest 
methods of clearing them off, especially where they have very 
large stumps; to see what profit can be derived by the settlers 
while clearing out the stumps; and to teach the settlers how to 
char pit the stumps where that is possible; to teach them in the 
use of powder economically, what kind of powder can be used, 
and when and where it can be best used; and to aid in solving 
all the other problems that the settler will be confronted with 
in clearing such land. Sometimes the old logs are three deep, 
and where the ground is somewhat soft the lower one is buried 
almost entirely in the ground. f 

Mr. MANN. But all you can do with this money is to hire 
one man and to pay his expenses. What is the man going 
to do? He can not do these things that the gentleman has been 
telling about on $5,000. You can hire only one man to do this 
at that sum. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The department can study the problem and 
determine the best and Jeast expensive methods for the clearing 
off of these logged-off lands. 

Mr. MANN. Here is a proposition to have the department 
study the subject of irrigation. The department has nothing to 
do with that subject and ought not to have. We have another 
branch of the Government studying irrigation. Then there is a 


provision for testing powders. Why, people have been testing 
powders, blowing up stumps, ever since we have had powder. 


Then there is a provision for the utilization of by-products . 


arising in the process of clearing, in cooperation with States, 
companies, or individuals; that is, to have the Government 
go into partnership with some individual or company. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman is in error there. One com- 
pany has agreed to contribute to the Government a sum of 
money to assist in carrying on this investigation. ‘They are 
willing to make a donati®n. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman said something about the use of 
the by-product for making paper. My particular interest in 
that proposition is that the gentleman’s committee has reduced 
the amount for experimentation in reference to the use of wood 
in the manufacture of paper. 

They now have at Madison, Wis., a wood laboratory that is 
making valuable search and research in connection with some 
of the paper mills in regard to the subject of using different 
kinds of timber for the production of ground wood pulp. The 
committee reduces the appropriation for that, where it can be 
useful, and they stick in a $5,000 appropriation here where the 
man who uses it will not know any more about paper than a 
mule does about heaven. I object to cutting off the appropria- 
tion where it can do good and putting it in where it can not 
do any good. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman will permit, no greater 
good can be done to the lands west of the Cascade Mountains— 
and I speak of those because I am more acquainted with them 
than with other lands—than for the Government to ascertain 
the most effective and cheapest methods of clearing up these 
lands and to teach such methods to the settlers by demonstra- 
tion and otherwise. There are hundreds of thousands of acres 
of these lands, which are as-fertile as any we have, 

Mr. MANN. Is that not also true of Wisconsin and Mich- 
igan? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling on the point 
of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order upon the 
ground that it is not authorized by law and consequently that 
it is legislation. There is no authorization in law for the work 
that is proposed to be done under this paragraph. There is 
nothing in the act creating the Department of Agriculture that 
authorizes the expenditure of public money in cooperation with 
States and individuals and private companies. It is clearly 
legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman contend that the gen- 
eral purpose of the clearing of logged-off land for agricultural 
purposes has not been the existing law? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is clearly legislation 
to cooperate with States and companies and with private indi- 
viduals, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the gen- 
eral purpose of preparing logged-off lands for agriculture and 
studying methods of doing that would not be subject to a 
point of order, but that the provision for the cooperation with 
States, companies, or individuals would be new legislation. 
The point of order to the entire paragraph is therefore sus- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations in connection with the utilization 
claimed under the reclamation act, and other areas in 
semiarid regions, $69,600. ' 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking unanimous consent that the 
Delegate from Porto Rico [Mr. Rivera] may extend his re- 
marks in the Recorp upon the bill which was passed yesterday 
giving citizenship to the people of Porto Rico. He was un- 
avoidably detained from the House at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the Delegate from Porto Rico may be 
permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp as indicated. 
Is there objection? ; 

'Fhere was no objection. 

Mr. RIVERA. Mr. Chairman, it is my duty, on expressing 
the opinions and the aspirations of the people of Porto Rico, 
whose interests and sentiments I represent in this House, to 
applaud and to support the bill now under consideration. I 
must declare that the majority, the large majority, of Porto 
Ricans are sincerely attached to the American Nation. And 
I must also declare that, should American citizenship be be- 
stowed upon them, my countrymen will always feel grateful to 


of lands re- 
the arid and 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2855 


the American Representatives who through their action would 
give them a proof of confidence in their loyalty, and that they 
would enthusiastically, bravely, and proudly uphold their citi- 
zenship, identifying themselves with the new country to which 
their historic destiny has united them, loving and respecting 
the flag that protects their homes, doing honor by their civic 
conduct to the national family that receives them, and, finally, 
endeavoring to be the worthy sons of the America of Washing- 
ton and Lincoln, not only because of their political condition 
but also because so impelled by the natural feelings of their 
souls, jaded and mortified up to the present time by indifference 
and injustice. 

But it is also my duty, Mr. Chairman, to remark in addition, 
in plain and simple words, that Porto Ricans would not feel 
satisfied with American citizenship if American justice is not 
done them; if they are not granted full American rights, void 
of any qualifications that would mean inferiority to them. 
Originating from a race that, like your own, holds dignity 
dearer than life, the Porto Ricans will feel humiliated until 
you have abolished in the island a colonial system, under which 
the government is not founded upon the will of the governed 
and by which taxes are imposed without representation of those 
who are taxed. The executive council, a body that makes and 
executes the laws simultaneously and that alone fixes the sal- 
aries of public officials, is not elected by the people, its mem- 
bers being appointed by the Federal Executive power. And to 
you, gentlemen, I consider I need say nothing else in order that 
you may realize that no democracy, fashioned after American 
style, has been established in Porto Rico, and that our present 
form of government resembles more that of an autocracy of 
monarchical type. The principles founded by your Constitu- 
tion do not reach the far-off possession on the bosom of the 
Caribbean Sea, extending not beyond Long Island and drown- 
ing in the deep waters of the Atlantic Ocean under the weight 
of bureaucratic ambitions. 

We neyer were, nor are we now, radical in our demands for 
reform. The Filipinos are struggling for absolute independ- 
ence; the Porto Ricans are contending for self-government, 
which they are longing to exercise and which they would know 
how to practice under the shadow of republican institutions, 
Should you consider us worthy of your citizenship, you should 
not deem us unworthy of the administration of our affairs, 
allowing us to make and enforce our own laws. I do not doubt 
that the grant of citizenship would open, in a frank and 
friendly manner, an era of fraternity between the Americans 
of Porto Rico and the Americans of the continent, an era of 
liberty—absolute liberty—of autonomy—complete autonomy— 
for the Americans of Porto Rico, 

And permit me, gentlemen, to assert that, when I express this 
profound conviction of my soul, I base myself on your practical 
sense of political realities. You have at the south of your great 
Nation 20 Republics closely looking upon the one at the north, 
alert as to your actions, in order to manifest their kindly feel- 
ings or to restrain them. 

The providential mission of the United States in America will 
not be fulfilled until there irradiates from this Capitol an 
effective and powerful influence that may secure to the United 
States the amplest moral and commercial hegemony from the 
Great Lakes to the Strait of Magellan. Your future develop- 
ment requires that your influences extend to such a range, for 
the commerce and industries of the United States will demand 
such a vast market. By enacting the independence of Cuba 
you gaye an admirable example of generosity and altruism; she 
is free and happy because you made her so. Let it be added 
to the gratefulness of the Cubans, the gratitude of the Porto 
Ricans, who you can make happy and free as well as under your 
sovereignty. Then you would prove that you still are what you 
always were in the past—a people entitled to God’s favors, not 
for their power, which is great, but for their devotion to the 
principles that helped them to conquer their independence and 
to maintain and to increase their prestige throughout the world. 

The Porto Ricans, as all men on earth, love national inde- 
pendence, To all solutions they prefer that which would make 
them an independent and sovereign nation. But they are an 
intelligent people; they are thoroughly acquainted with the 
obstacles that would bar the success of their paramount ideal. 
Actuated by their patriotism, they are at present moyed to fight 
for practical reforms that may allow them to insure their 
predominance in the affairs of their country. Besides, we have 
faith in the American people solving our insular problem 
promptly and generously. But do not let this faith be lost lest 
all Porto Ricans would ask you to do by them as you did by 


the Cubans, under identical conditions, that the island be deliv- 
ered to her sons. 


I do not consider this the proper time to discuss the grounds 
upon which the people of Porto Rico base their right to self- 
government. That opportunity will come later on. I rise to 
speak in this House for the first time, and I feel that I ought 
to mention that which is most longed for by my country and 
that which would be the source of the greatest advantage to 
yours. What suits you is not incompatible with that which we 
desire. These ideas are in perfect harmony with each other; 
they stand for solutions that coincide in mutual benefit, because 
they will allow you, first, to be consistent with your principles 
and history, and secondly, to gain for yourselves the confidence 
of the Latin-American countries. This is the only means, 
gentlemen, through which you will be able to widen, upon an 
equitable basis, the power of your country, which will be our 
country when you open us your doors to enter and when you 
have introduced in our cities and in our villages your American 
democracy. 

Do not forget, gentlemen, that such is our right and that such 
is your duty. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: l 

Amend by inserting after the word “of,” at the end of line 13, page 
22, the following words: “and for stuđying methods of clearing of,” 
and strike out the word “reclaimed” in line 14, page 22. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the uselessness of spending money for the pur- 
pose as it now appears in the bill. I want to read it as it stands 
now: 

For investigations in connection with the utilization of lands re- 
claimed under the reclamation act. 

Now, let us stop right there. Lands reclaimed means lands 
grubbed, plowed, ditched, and irrigated. 

Mr. MANN. That does not make any difference; there is 
more trouble after the land is irrigated than anything else. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, let us see for a moment. That 
is done for the purpose of giving a man the benefit, for the pur- 
pose of putting him in a condition where he shall not expend 
his money uselessly ; that he will not grub up poor land first and 
put ditches where they ought not to be and cut down knolls 
and hills from his land. If you strike out the word “re- 
claimed,” then you have investigations in connection with the 
utilization of lands under the reclamation act. If you put it 
before he has made his reclamation, you will spend your money 
to show him how to clear it, how to ditch it, how to level it, and 
how to put it in shape, and when he gets his water on it he 
will haye the ditches, he will haye it plowed, he will have it 
leveled, and in proper shape, but now you say that you investi- 
gate the land after he has leveled it, after he has plowed it and 
ditched it and put water on it. Why not make this investiga- 
tion of the land under the reclamation project? 

Mr. LAMB. Now, my mind ran pretty much in the line of 
the gentleman, and I asked this question: 

The Cmamman. The next paragraph seems to relate to nearly the 
same thing, For investigations in connection with the utilization of 
lands reclaimed under the reclamation act, $69,600.” 

Dr. Gattoway. We are familiar with the fact that the Reclamation 
Service is spending a good many millions of dollars in putting water 
on certain of their large projects. This problem is an engineering one, 
and when the water is on important agricultural problems arise. Now 
they call upon us to help them in the agricultural work, and we have 
established on these amation projects stations where we are con- 
ducting investigations to aid and de the settlers who come in and 
take up this land and use water. In the item above we deal with dry 
farming ; in this item it is an irrigated farm. 

Mr. RAKER. That is the point. Let me call the Chairman’s 
attention to it. A man goes and plows on 160 acres of this land, 
or 80 acres of it, and he starts in to improve it. Is it not better 
for him to receive the advantage of how that should be cleared, 
how it should be leveled, how it should be ditched, than to wait 
until he has spent all his money and then tell him how he ought 
to have done it? Let them give him the information in the first 
instance. That is what I am seeking, and I am satisfied that 
the department will be more than ready and anxious to give 
that assistance if we strike out the word “reclaimed” and 
leave it “lands under the reclamation project.” 

Mr. LAMB. Now, here is another of the same questions I 
asked before of my friend. The gentleman should have gone 
and consulted Dr. Galloway, and if in his judgment that would 
have answered the purpose better than the other and meet the 
gentleman’s wishes, he would have done it, very likely—I do 
not say positively—but the gentleman comes here now and asks 
us to make this change in language which we are not prepared 
to say is the best language or not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. LAMB. I ask for a vote. 
pee ene Does the gentleman withdraw his point of 
order 

Mr. LAMB. I withdraw the point of order and ask for a vote. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand the point of order, it is that the 
i arg proposes to put another proposition in the para- 
grap. 

Mr. LAMB. That is what I claim, and I do not think the 
committee will stand for it. 

Mr. RAKER. I want to make this suggestion to the gentle- 
man from Illinois, that all land that is subject to irrigation or 
reclamation under the reclamation project must, if the law is 
5 out, eventually be reclaimed. Reclamation means irri- 
gation. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose it is reclaimed. This is a question of 
utilizing the land reclaimed, and the moment it is reclaimed it 
is like land in the gentleman's State or my State; it is plowed up 
and it is under cultivation. 

The question comes as to how is the best way to utilize it, and 


out there they need them to meet these problems at once that 


are not met anywhere else. With alkali lands various proposi- 
tions come up as to what can be raised on the soil under irriga- 
tion. It is just as important to study that as it is to study the 


use of the soil anywhere else. It has to be utilized. People go | 


out under the impression that they can go on a piece of irri- 
gated land—an impression gained through the advertisements 
that they get—and turn the water on and off as they please, 
and raise such crops as they please. There is nothing further 
from the truth. 

Mr. RAKER. Will not the gentleman from Illinois yield to 


a question? 

Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. RAKER, Is not the very purpose of the Government's 
reclamation project that of putting every acre of land that is 
included in the project of irrigation under actual cultivation 
and irrigation? 

Mr. MANN. Assume that that is the case, then what? 

Mr. RAKER. Now, the question is, Ought not these men 
that file upon this land before it is plowed and cultivated and 
irrigated to have the information of how to get that land in 
shape and what they could use it for? They could test it just 
as well before it is plowed and irrigated, and even better, than 
afterwards. 

Mr. MANN. That is where the gentleman is mistaken. 
There is not an irrigation project in the United States where 
they can tell in advance of irrigating the land just what condi- 
tions they will meet after the land is irrigated and cultivated. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, yes; by examination of the soil and 
analysis of the water 

Mr. MANN. My information comes from scientific gentlemen 
who tell me that, but I do not know whether they are correct 
or not. 

Mr. RAKER. My information is from the University of Call- 
fornia as to the soil, and atmosphere, and water, and you can 
not get any better information than that. 

Mr. MANN. We are just beginning to discover that it is not 


a simple problem. 
What is the ground of the gentleman's 


The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order? 

Mr. LAMB. I make a point of order against it—— 

Mr. MANN; T thought the gentleman withdrew the point of 
order and asked for a vote on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the ground of the gentleman’s 
point of order? 

Mr. LAMB. I waived the point of order and asked for a vote. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman proposes to strike out the word 
“reclaim” and make this apply to the reclamation act, not 
merely the utilization of land. But I forget what the expression 
was which was used by the gentleman. 

Mr. RAKER. “For investigations in connection with the 
utilization of land under the reclamation act.” Now, that in- 
cludes every acre. 

Mr. MANN. That was not what the gentleman had in his 
amendment. 

Mr. RAKER. I had first “the methods of reclamation and 
sag hice methods of clearing off lands under the reclamation 
act.” 

Mr. MANN. Which is the gentleman's amendment? 

Mr. RAKER. To include after the word “of,” in line 13, 
“studying methods of clearing off,” and striking ont the word 
“reclaim,” in line 14. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I insist that is subject to a point 
of order. That would read, “for the studying of methods for 
clearing off land under the reclamation act.” Is that what the 
gentleman means? Does he mean lands under the reclamation 
act? 


ou Yes; all lands that may be under the reclama- 
a 

Mr. MANN. There is no provision under the reclamation act 
for that. The question of studying lands under the reclamation 
2 woud be for studying lands in accordance with the reclama- 

on a 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That is what it means. 

Mr. RAKER. The only question is that you let them study 
the land after it is reclaimed instead of studying it before it is 
reclaimed. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman means the study of all land 
which may be in some way affected by the reclamation act and 
the clearing off of that land, of course it applies to a vast 
quantity of land not owned by the Government? 

To study the clearing off of private lands would be subject to 
a point of order, in my opinion, and we haye no right to make 
an appropriation for that purpose if gentlemen propose to study 
the clearing off of private lands. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that to strike out 
the word “reclaim” might go beyond anything that could be 
eye purely agricultural. The point of order is therefore sus- 
tain 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to haye read. It is to be in- 
Serted after line 16 of page 22. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 16, Fhe oe 22, insert the following: For stud the meth- 
2 of antag 0 off“ lands with a view to their u tion for 

cultural, timate. per wry and dairying purposes, 4856 for 
e utilization of by-products arising in the process of clearing, $5,000.” 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make a point of order against that, 
Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman's point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is not in order, first, because it is not germane in 
this portion ef the bill. These items are under the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, and the item for clearing off “ logged-off lands 
is not germane to the work of the Bureau of Plant Industry. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from California? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
this: If they do that for the purpose of agriculture, is it not 
the same as studying the effects of the boll weevil upon cotton? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That has nothing to do with this ques- 
tion. We are discussing the question whether, under the rules 
of the House, this amendment is in order at this particular 
point. Then, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be said as to whether 
the study of the methods of clearing off logged-off ” lands with a 
view to their utilization for agricultural purposes comes within 
the authority conferred upon the department under the organic 
act, certainly investigations for the utilization of by-products 
arising in the process of clearing are hardly investigations 
which are to be utilized in the advancement of agriculture. 

I insist that there are a number of decisions which hold that 
even if a particular item be germane to the bill itself, it must 
be offered to that portion of the bill to which it is germane. 
The items now under consideration by the committee are under 
the general heading of the “Bureau of Plant Industry,” on 
page 15 of the bill. Unless this item is germane to the work of 
the bureau it is not in order at this place. [Cries of “Rule!” 
“ Rule! t 21 

The CHAIRMAN. To what division of the bill does the gen- 
tleman think this amendment should apply? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not required to answer that ques- 
tion, Mr. Chairman. This part of the bill, however, refers to 
the Bureau of Plant Industry, which has certain definite func- 
tions. This proposed provision is to enable an investigation to 
be made for the purpose of studying methods of clearing off 
logged-off lands. It is hardly proper or necessary for me, in 
order to sustain the contention that I make, that this amend- 
ment is not in order at this point, to furnish information to 
gentlemen as to what particular part of the bill it would be in 
order upon. Those questions can be determined as they arise. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this 
amendment is germane to this portion of the bill, inasmuch as 
the Department of Agriculture deals with the question of the 
utilization of soils and the growing of plants and trees and all 
other matters relating to products from the soil. It is just as 
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germane as the paragraph before it, which has always been 
held to be in order. 

As to the point made against the second portion of the para- 
graph, regarding by-products, that is just as germane as the 
fiber-plant investigation, the investigations of corn fiber for 
making paper, or a thousand other investigations that the 
bureau is carrying on. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman does not consider that 
the investigation of methods of clearing logged-off lands would 
properly come within the jurisdiction or the province of the 
Bureau of Plant Industry? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I still maintain that the question of utiliza- 
tion of the by-products, whatever they may be, stumps or sec- 
ond growth, and so on, so that the greatest advantage may be 
derived from such lands, is just as germane to this portion of 
the bill as the utilization of corn fiber, flax fiber, or a thousand 
other investigations which the Bureau of Plant Industry is con- 
stantly making, and I insist that the amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the study 
of methods of preparing logged-off lands for agriculture, horti- 
culture, and so forth, would be within the general scope of agri- 
cultural purposes and would be germane to this bill at some 
place in it. With the single exception of the dairying purposes 
mentioned, all of the purposes mentioned are connected with the 
plant industry. 

The point of order is overruled. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. If there be any department of the Govern- 
ment which is active in prosecuting investigations of value to 
those interested in agriculture, it is the Department of Agricul- 
ture. If there be any department of the Government which is 
quick to request Congress for assistance in order to enable it 
to conduct investigations which would be valuable to those in- 
terested in agriculture, it is the same department. No estimate 
was submitted for this appropriation. No request is made by 
the Department of Agriculture for this appropriation, but, ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
Hawtey], it appears that certain land companies in the North- 
west and the far West have bought up great tracts of land 
over which the lumbermen haye conducted their operations, and 
it is now desired that the assistance of the Federal Government 
be given to enable them to determine how best they may utilize 
the lands and best dispose of the property. It seems to me that 
there must be some place where the line should be drawn. 
There should be some point at which those who have acquired 
lands or haye some interest in lands shall bear the expense in- 
cident to their ownership, without saddling the entire cost on 
the Federal Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My purpose in mentioning the lumber com- 
pany was because, as I explained later, that one company had 
agreed to contribute to the assistance of the Government in 
making these investigations. If the department was authorized 
to make the investigations, they agreed to contribute a sum of 
money just as a donation, which they could not make if the 
department was not authorized to make the 8 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the posttion of the gentle- 
man. The provision as originally incorporated in the bill pro- 
vided for cooperation not only with companies but with States 
and individuals. If this land company desires this investiga- 
tion, why should it not hire the experts rather than ask the 
investigation made by some one connected with the Department 
of Agriculture and thus utilize the department and its investiga- 
tion for the purpose of advertising the lands for sale much to 
the misfortune very likely of those who will be induced to 
invest in them? The inquiry now being conducted as to certain 
investigations made by the Department of Agriculture regard- 
ing the value of lands under certain conditions in certain por- 
tions of the country should at least induce this House not to 
encourage a possible repetition of the same conditions. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Do I understand that these lands have been 
bought by corporations and others and that they now want the 
Government, at public expense, to show them how to make 
money out of their enterprise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That seems to be the project. Here are 
these lands upon which there has been heavy timber. The 
timber has been cut and, unlike the early pioneers in this coun- 
try and others who have acquired lands upon which the timber 
was standing and from which it has been cut, instead of clear- 
ing the lands and utilizing them for agricultural purposes, these 
owners believe that because the stumps are somewhat larger 
in these particular sections than y were in others that they 
should have the assistance of the Federal Treasury and Federal 


experts to do what all other classes of persons interested in land 
have done from the very first settlement of this country. It 
seems to me we ought to halt at some place, and this is one place. 
The department not having found any necessity for this enter- 
prise, not having requested the appropriation, not having esti- 
mated for it, it seems to me the committee should not force the 
appropriation upon the department. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand the 
reasonableness of this suggestion. In my own State, where the 
Government owns no land and never has, there are millions of 
acres of these cleared lands, of what was timberland that has 
been cut off, denuded of the commercial timber, that has gone 
into farms. It is sold to farmers. Cotton and other produce 
is grown on it, and they never thought, as far as I am ad- 
vised, of asking advice from the Government, or from any 
other source, as to how they were going to work to cultivate 
the soil and make a living. I can not see how the people of 
— West should require any more information than they do in 

exas. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Oregon a question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman will have to get the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Texas, who has the floor. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Go ahead. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. In Missouri we sometimes blow the 
stumps out with dynamite and sometimes we pull them out with 
a stump puller. ý 

Mr. HAWLEY. How are you going to pull out a stump that 
is 12 feet in diametér with a stump puller? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Dynamite will do it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what we want to find out, what is 
the best way. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, I will tell you that and save the $5,000. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, the gentleman from Texas asked the 
gentleman from New York a question a moment ago which 
was hardly fair to the situation in the final result. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The unfairness was in the reply of the 
gentleman from New York, not in the question, I hope. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I say in the result. The lands are own 
as you know, by large companies, who have cut off the timb 
and have no further use for them. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, They do not give them away, do they? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; they have sold some and some have gone 
to the county for taxes; they have not paid the taxes on them, 
They are lying waste and idle. Large areas have passed into 
the hands of private ownership for grazing purposes. They are 
rich lands and are valuable if they can be cleared at a reason- 
able cost. Is it any more unreasonable to ask the Government 
to instruct us how to utilize these lands than it is for the Gov- 
ernment to instruct the farmers in the South—which I am 
heartily in favor of—how to guard against the ravages of the 
boll weevil or the Texas cattle tick? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say, in all frankness, that long ago I 
came to the conclusion that the investigations of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the boll weevil were not very valuable, 
I do not know so much about the investigations in regard to the 
cattle tick. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We make a large appropriation for that pur- 
pose, and it is no more unreasonable for us to ask for this 
service than it is to appropriate for that service. These lands 
would be worth $500 an acre if cleared. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Then I would spend that $5,000 myself, if I 
was the owner. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, it might cost that amount to clear 1 
acre of land. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. Mr. Chairman, in relation to the statement made 
by the gentleman from Oregon, I want to say that he has made 
it clear and specific as to the difference of these lands and those 
where small trees have grown. You go into the redwood dis- 
trict and you will find trees or the stumps of them 12 to 28 
feet in diameter. How does that compare with little trees 2} feet 
or 18 inches in diameter? These men have been experimenting 
for years. These lands are owned by private owners, and we 
want to show them how to improve the rest of the land. They 
have been advised to blow these stumps out, and have tried it, 
but they have not made a success. Why should not the Govern- 
ment give some assistance to the owners of these lands and 
assist them in information as to how to till their soil to make 
it more valuable just like you do in every other item in the 
bill? Reading back for five pages you will find every one of 
these items is for the purpose of showing the farmer how to 
do better work. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. RAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think that anybody 
who owns 160 acres of land from which has been cut redwood 
timber 28 or 30 feet in diameter is in any great necessity for 
assistance from the Government as to how to utilize that land? 

Mr. RAKER. In what way? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Financially. 

Mr. RAKER. The owners of the land and of the timber that 
has been cut off have moved to Wall Street. The man that 
owned the land is not there now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, He has more sense than the man who 
remains there. 

Mr. RAKER. No; he has not. The bone and the sinew is 
in the country. The men in this country are working to build 
up the country, raising stuff by which we can supply those liv- 
ing in the large cities. You have spent over a million dollars 
for investigations here, and the very time you come to a new 
one, when you come to hundreds of thousands of acres of this 
redwood land in California and Oregon, then you raise the cry 
of private ownership; yet when we turn back to the very next 
item above this we find you expending $69,000 for investigating 
private lands under reclamation projects. Why can you not 
expend. $5,000 to investigate lands in redwood and spruce 
stumps? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I mova to close debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to close debate on the paragraph and all 
amendments thereto. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Oregon. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Haw.ey) there were—ayes 17, noes 26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For continuing the necessary improvements to establish and maintain 
a general experiment farm and agricultural station on the Arlington 
estate, in the State of Virginia, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of Congress approved April 18, 1900, and for other general 
horticultural investigations, $36,920. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. What has become of the testing garden at Brownsville? 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that it is carried in another part of the bill under 
the language of the introduction of foreign seeds, plants, and 
the like. 

Mr. MANN. Why should it be transferred to an indefinite 
appropriation, where nobody can locate it, instead of having a 
definite appropriation in the bill that is specific? 

Mr. LAMB. For the-reason that the South Texas garden is 
conducted under the office of foreign seed and plant introduc- 
tion and stands on the same basis as the other gardens con- 
ducted by that department. The proposed change is in the 
interest of good and better administration. 

Mr. MANN. On what page is the other item? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the chairman of 
the committee a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. It is not the intention of the committee to 
abandon the work being done at the South Texas garden, is it? 

Mr. LAMB. No. . 

Mr. MANN. That remains to be seen. 

Mr. GARNER. That is what I concluded. Possibly, if you 
get the discretionary power placed in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, there might be some question about this. 

Mr. MANN. I want to see whether they have increased the 
appropriation anywhere else. It is easy to say that a thing is 
transferred. Where is the appropriation that covers it? 

Mr. LEVER. I will read from the hearings: 

I notice at the bottom of page 31 an increase from 


Mr. LEVER. 
$52,000 to $58,000. 


Dr. GALLOWAY, That is owing to the fact that we took the Browns- 
ville garden item and combined it with the seed and plant introduction 
work, where it properly belonged. 

Mr. Macurre. Do you gather those seeds from all over the count 
and from different sections of the countr;—different climatic condi- 
tions? What is your method of gathering seeds? 

Dr. GALLoWAY. For the ordinary congressional distribution 

Mr. MANN. Permit me to interrupt. The appropriation for 
Brownsville testing station is $11,260. In the first place, you 
have reduced the amount for seeds from $289,000 to $285,000, 
and that is what you propose to have take care of the Browns- 
ville testing garden, although the appropriation is reduced. Out 
of that you propose to have $58,740 for the foreign introduction 
of plants, and so forth. That is an increase of $5,250, or there- 
abouts, over the present appropriation, which is not sufficient 
to take care of Brownsville. What is proposed to be done? 


Mr. LAMB. I asked that question: 
MAN. “For the maintenance of a testing garden — you 


The CHAIR 
8 tyas out. 1 h 
r. GALLOWAY. Yes; we have combined this garden ori: 
Brownsyille with the foreign seed and plant introduction wor 
I read now from the Project Book: 
This work includes the propagation of such new plant material as 
een b Sete in tia Bac PEON — ae any Dart 8 . Gulf 3 and 
ms e —the testing out of su ants as have a 
good chance of succeeding in that portion of Texas. E 


If he did not have sufficient money to do this, I claim that 
he would not have been preparing his plans, and these are 
nothing but his plans, for doing it. It is a blanket appropria- 
tion, and we can not say exactly what Dr. Galloway proposes, 
but we know he has the matter wellin hand. 

Mr. MANN. Let us get down to brass tacks on this and see. 
The appropriation referred to is included in the appropriation 
for congressional seed, part of the same appropriation. In the 
first place, you segregate out of the congressional appropriation 
a certain amount for foreign-plant introduction. Now, you have 
reduced the appropriation for both purposes in this bill from 
existing law, although the present appropriation does not 
include the $11,200 for Brownsville. You make an appropriation 
for congressions! seed and for the foreign-plant introduction, 
including Brownsville, and make the appropriation less than 
it is now, although the present appropriation does not include 
Brownsville. I want the gentleman to explain that if he can. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois,. it 
seems we are not able to lay our fingers on the very proposi- 
tion 

Mr. MANN. I can lay my fingers on the proposition we are 
talking about; that is at the top of page 26. 

Mr. LEVER. At the top of page 26, where the appropriation 
is $58,000. 

Mr. MANN. That is the appropriation that Dr. Galloway is 
talking about; that is the foreign-plant introduction appropria- 
tion, and that is the one segregated from the congressional seed 
appropriation. If you have given all that they ask, I have 
not anything further to say. 

Mr. LEVER. I will say, as a matter of fact, we have given 
every cent on that proposition that they have asked. I can not 
put my finger on the exact explanation of it, but in good con- 
science I will say to the gentleman we have given every cent 
asked on that proposition. 

Mr. GARNER. If I understand the gentleman, there is no 
intention of abandoning the work at the Brownsville garden? 

Mr. LEVER. Absolutely none. 

Mr. LAMB. I can further answer the gentleman—is the 
gentleman satisfied? 

Mr. MANN. I am satisfied until we get to the item where it 
comes up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For purchase, propaga- 
tion, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants; all necessary office fixtures and supplies, 
fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, postal cards, gas, electric cur- 
rent, rent outside of the District of Columbia, official traveling expenses, 
and all necessary material and repairs for putting up and distributing 
the same; for repairs and the employment of local and 1 agents, 
clerks, assistants, and other labor required, in the city of Washington 
and elsewhere, $285,680, of which amount not less than $226,940 shall 
be allotted for congressional distribution. And the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is hereby directed to expend the said sum, as nearly as prac- 
ticable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution of such valuable seeds, 
bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can obtain at 

ublic or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respective 
ocalities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which same 
are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased 
shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for plant- 
ing and culture in the various sections of the United States. An equal 
proportion of five-sixths of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants shall, u their request, after due notification by the Secretary 
of iculture that the allotment to their respective districts is ready 
for tribution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
to Congress for distribution among their constituents, or mailed by the 
department upon the receipt of their addressed franks, in packages of 
such weight as the Secretary of Agriculture and the Postmaster General 
may jointly determine: Provided, however, That upon each pels i bs 
or wrapper containing packages of seeds the contents thereof shall be 
lainly indicated, and the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, 
Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the elimate and 
locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so that each Mem- 
ber may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be. and the best 
adapted to the locality he represents: Provided, also, That the seeds 
allotted to Senators and Representatives for distribution in the districts 
embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-fourth parallels of latitude 
shall be ready for delivery not later than the 10th day of January: 
Provided, also, That any portion of the allotments to Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates in Congress remaining uncalled for on the 
Ist day of April shall be distributed by the Haran of ng Pena ain 

ving preference to those 98 whose names and addresses have been 

rnished by Senators and Representatives in Congress, and who have 
not before during the same season been supplied by the department: 
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And provided also, aoe the 

act, the pl 

8 f Agricultare fro those 2 for 
e Secre 0 en ms 

the same. And the amount herein appropriated — not be diverted 

or used for other panoe but for the purchase, 


eeds purchased, 


tion, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, mulberry and iat een rare 
ther, That $58,740 of which sum, or so much thero a as the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall direct, be used to ect, purchase, test, 
vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countries or from our es- 
sions for 5 with reference to their introduction into and 
but shall be used for en Sargent ovale Bi 2 be carried on with the coop- 
eration of the agricul tions. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. PAGE, and Mr. LAMB rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the absence of a quo- 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. I move that the committee rise. 
read? 

Mr. LAMB. I will withdraw the motion for the present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph be; 3 on line 16, on pace 23, and ending 

olo 

“Purchase an istribution of pais and valuable seeds and plants: 
For purchase, 8 tenting, and distribution of rare and valuable 

countries or from our 8 for experimenting with 5 
their introduction into and cultivation in this a „ and same 

or experimental! tests, to be carried on the ee 
of the agricultural experiment station, $58,140.” 

Mr. MANN. It is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not think it is subject to the point of order. 
now rise. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
sumed the Chair, Mr. BORLAND, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
the Agriculture appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr: CRAVENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 

H. R. 13570. An act to amend an act entitled An act 
to certain employees of the United States the right to receive 
their employment,” approved May 80, 1908. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
absence for 10 days, on account of illness in his family. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr, LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I make the same 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. In connection with the request of the gentleman 
fofnia [Mr. Hayes] also have consent to extend his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

SOME OF PRESIDENT TAFT’S PROGRESSIVE POLICIES. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker, this is a good time to take account 
United States in the discharge of his official responsibilities. 
What President Taft has done, what his administration is do- 
mendations for constructive and progressive legislation may be 
earned from the messages which he has submitted since Con- 
tion to some of the more important subjects on which the Presi- 
dent has communicated his views, and as the best way of doing 

TRUSTS AND THE RIGHT OF COMPETITION. 
In his message of December 5, 1911, on the Sherman antitrust 
In wee on 15 3 Court handed down decisions in the suits in 
the United 3 to Segon E the further maintenance 
e American Tobacco ae and to 
éir dissolution. The d 


and valuable trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and pi : Provided fur- 

propagate, and distribute son eg a valuable 2 12 trees, shrubs, 

cultivation in this country, and same shall not be distributed generally, 
ty ae 

Total for Bureau oni Plant industry, $2,089,900. 
rum. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman permit my amendment to be 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
with line 10, on e 26, and in lieu thereof wing : 
seeds, bulbs. vines, cuttings, and plants from fore 
be used fi 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 18960, 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL, 
the United States for his approval the following bill: 
from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course of 

By unanimous consent, Mr. CONNELL was granted leave of 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
from Ohio [Mr. ANprrson] I ask that the gentleman from Cali- 
Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 
of the national welfare as it is viewed by the President of the 
ing, and what more it will do if Congress adopts the recom- 
gress met in December. I take this means of drawing atten- 
this I quote his own language. 
law, the President said: 

tan a on Trust and of th = 8 
a 
the business world The decisions are epoch taking and opera ation of 


-antitrust law have produced noth 


the of raat wit ger K 1 65 rgd in any substan- 
tal from the previous in construing and 
appl this important oe oe but . clarity those decisions by 

er defining the alrea tted exceptions to the literal construc- 
tion of the act. By the 8 precedent as to 
the proper method of 8 with the capital and prop of illegal 
trusts. These decisions the need and wisdom of tional or 


supplemental legislation to make it easier for the entire —.— com- 
munity to square with the rule of action and legality thus finally estab- 
lished and to 3 the benefit, freedom, and spur of reasonable 
ee wit out loss of real efficiency or progress. 

* ka * R b 


Much is said. of the re of this statute and of constructive legisia- 
tion intended to accomplish the and blaze.a clear path for hon- 
est merchants and ness men to follow. It may be that such a 3 
will be evolved, but I submit that the discussions which have 
brought out in recent days by the fear of the continued execution of the 

ap but glittering generalities and have 
offered no line of distinction or rule of action as definite and as clear 
sd 2 which the Supreme Court W lays down in enforeing the 
8 e 

I see no objection—and, indeed, I can see decided advantages—in the 
enactment of a law which shall describe and denounce methods of com- 
petition which are unfair and are badges of the unlawful purpose de- 
nounced in the antitrust law. The attempt and pur, to suppress a 
competitor by underselling him at a price so anprohtable as to drive 
him out of business, or the of exclusive contracts with custom- 
ers under which they are required to give up association with other 
manufacturers, and numerous kindred Methods for stifling competition 
and effecting monopoly, should be described with sufficient accuracy in 
a criminal statute, on the one hand, to enable the Government to 
aaor its a by 1 rg Beer yr misdemeanors sorre of oe 
N ra on the othe: to serve the purpose of po ou 

in detail to the business community what must be avoided. 

ose renew the recommendation of the enactment of a general law pro- 
viding for the voluntary formation of rations to engage ir in trade 
and commerce anoa the 3 a with foreign oh erect 

‘Tie . 

rtunity thus suggested w Federal EPOS, it “hae to 
me, ie — table 8 egislation needed to facilitate the squaring 
of great industrial enterprises to the rule 1 — 4 laid down by the 
antitrust law. This statute, as construed b reme Court, must 
continue to be the line of distinction for legitimate usiness, It must 
be enforced, unless we are to banish indivi ism from all business and 
reduce it to one common system of e or control of prices 3 
that which now prevails with respect to 2 utilities, and wh 
olen applied to all business would be a long step toward State 


The antitrust act is the expression, of the a of a freedom-loving 
Tae to preserve equality of eaves e eg t is the result of the con- 
ev Sarge of such a people to thei wth 


5 preserving uncontrolled and 5 the enterprise of the indl- 
dual, his ARY, his ingenuity, his intelligence, s independen 
courage. 

+ * * = * kd * 


THE INCREASED COST OF LIVING. 


The President in his message of February 2, 1912, proposing 
an international commission to look into the cause for the high 
prices of the necessities of life, said: 


* > © There is no doubt but that a commission could be appointed 
of such unprejudiced and impartial experts in investigation of 
economie facts, that a erat deal oi valuabte light could be shed 
z on the reasons for the high prices that have so distressed the people 

the world and information given upon which action might be taken 
to reduce the cost of living. 

For some years past the high BF steadily era ze 2 cost of itn 
has been a matter of such grave public concern 3 I deem it of grea’ 

pave naon 1 7 an . conference roposed at this time 
ate to the various Goy- 


i, for an ca at in quiry nb the . cost of living, its 


erefore reco 
that, 1 “enable {he Pr Presiden to te foreign Governments to such a 
e 


conference, to be held at Washi 220 Ae el re, the 8 provide 
an . pooh to, ex to defray the expenses of 
m and „ nited States. 


t 
numerous in — — s on me ee, aan or other, 3 


in, Canada, 

, Germany, Great Britain, NT, the Netherlands, and the United 
States, have themselves str mes demonstrated the need of further 
N sie hose who have conducted these investiga- 

henomenon of rising prices is almost If not 
throughout the world, but 7 are baffled in the attempt 
causes by the ag yvonne 1 any accurate inter- 
ations! comparisons. This is pee ig ite of the number of in- 
vestigations already made, we are ll without adequate data and 
because as yet no two countries estimate their price levels on the same 
sua or by same methods. 
* s s DE . 


REVISION or THE WOOL TARIFF. 

The President in communicating to Congress the report of 
the Tarif Board on Schedule K in his message of December 20, 
1911, gave expression to these views: 


I now herewith submit a report of the Tariff Board on Schedule K, 
The board is unanimous in its findings. On the basis of these oe 
I now recommend that the Congress proceed to a consideration of th 
3 with a view to its revision and a general reduction of its 
rates. 


* „ kd s * + s 
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eneral no advantage in the form of superior 5 or more efficient 

abor to offset the higher wages paid in this country. The findings show 
that the cost of turning wool into yarn in this country is about double 
that in the leading competing country, and that the of turning yarn 
into cloth is somewhat more than double. Under the protective policy 
a great Industry, involving the welfare of hundreds of thousands of 
people, has been established despite these handicaps, 

In recommending revision and reduction I therefore urge that action 
be taken with these facts in mind, to the end that an important and es- 
tablished industry may not be jeopardized. 

* Ld * * * * * 

It is no part of the function of the Tariff Board to 22 rates of 
duty. Their function is merely to present findings of fact on which 
rates of duty may be fairly determined in the Jight of adequate knowl- 
edge in accord with the economice policy to be followed. his is what 
the present report does. 

The findings of fact by the board show ample reason for the revision 
downward of Schedule K, in accord with the protective principle, and 

resent the data as to relative costs and prices from which may be 

e what rates will fairly equalize the difference in production 

I recommend that such revision be proceeded with at once. 
FOREIGN TRADE RELATIONS, 


In his message of December 7, 1911, the President had this to 
say concerning the tariff and foreign trade relations: 


While the double tariff feature of the tariff law of 1909 has been 
amply justified by the results achieved in removing former and pre- 
venting new undue discriminations against American commerce, it is 
believed that the time has come for the amendment of this feature of 
the law in such way as to provide a graduated means of meeting 
varying degrees of discriminatory treatment of American commerce in 
foreign countries as well as to protect the financial interests abroad of 
American citizens against arbitrary and injurious treatment on the 
part of foreign governments through either legislative or administrative 
measures. 

It would also seem desirable that the maximum tariff of the United 
States should embrace within its purview the free list, which is not the 
case at the present time, in order that it might have reasonable sig- 
nificance to the governments of those countries from which the 
inporta tions into the United States are confined virtually to articles on 
the free list. 

The fiscal year ended June 30, 1911, shows great progress in the 
development of American trade. It was noteworthy as marking the 
highest record of exports of American products to foreign. countri 
the valuation being in excess of $2,000,000,000. These exports show 
a gain over the preceding year of more than $300,000,000, 

* * . s s * * 

As I have indicated, it is . clear that to obtain and main- 
tain that equity and substantial equality of treatment essential to the 
flourishing forelgn trade, which becomes year by year more Important 
to the industrial and commercial welfare of the United States, we 
should have a flexibility of tariff sufficient for the give and take of 
= tiation by the Department of State on behalf of our commerce and 
ndustry. 

I nead hardly reiterate the conviction that there should speedily be 
built up an American merchant marine. This is necessary to assure 
favorable transportation facilities to our great ocean-borne commerce 
as well as to paste pape the Navy with an adequate reserve of ships 
and men. It would have the economic advantage of keeping at home 
part of the vast sums now paid forel shipping for carrying American 
goods. All the great commercial nations pay heavy subsidies to their 
merchant marine, so that it is obvious that without some wise ald from 
the Congress the United States must lag behind in the matter of mer- 
chant marine in its present anomalous position. 


PROVISIONS FOR PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC, 
After describing the very satisfactory progress made on the 
Panama Canal the President, in his message of December 21, 
1911, said: 


‘enew my 


costs. 


Ir recommendation with i to the tolls of the canal 
that within limits which shall seem wise to Congress the power of 
fixing tolls be given to the President. In order to arrive at a proper 
conclusion there must be some experimenting, and this can not be done 
= Congres does not delegate the power tọ one who can act expedi- 

ously. 

I am very confident that the United States has the power to relieve 
from the payment of tolls A part of our shipping that Congress deems 
wise, We own the canal. It was our money that built it. We have 
the right to charge tolls for its use. Those tolls must be the same to 
everyone; but when we are dealing with our own ships the practice of 
many governments of 8 own merchant vessels is so well 
established in general that a subsidy equal to the tolls, an equivalent 
remission of tolls, can not be held to be a discrimination in the use of 
the canal, The practice in the Suez Canal makes this clear. The ex- 

riment in tolls to be made by the President would doubtless disclose 

ow Gos a burden of tolls the coastwise trade between the Atlantic 
a e 


this is the best principle 
Government work as the 


far as we can, consistent with the development of the world’s trade 
proust the canal and the benefit which it was intended to secure to 

e cast and west coastwise trade, we ought to labor to secure from the 
canal tolls a sufficient amount ultimately to meet the debt which we 
have assumed and to pay the interest. 


POSTAL SAVINGS SYSTEM AND PARCEL POST. 


In the message of the same date the President reviewed the 
success of the postal savings system as follows: 

On January 3, 1911, postal savings depositories were established ex- 
perimentally in 48 States and Territories. After three months’ suc- 
cessful operation the system was extended as rapidly as feasible to the 
7,500 post offices of the first, second, and third classes constituting the 
1 grade. By the end of the year practically all of these will 

ave been designated, and then the system will be extended to all 
fourtb-class post offices doing a money-order business. 
* s * * * . * 

The deposits have kept pace with the extension of the system. 

Amounting to only $60,652 at the end of the first month’s operation in 


E ace eaea ta erate br Su ana aes 
0) 0) ve reac a 0 ** 
um is distributed among 2,710 banks, and der the law by 


tected un 
nds deposited with the Treasurer of the United States. 
* * * * * * = 
The depositors thus far number approximately 150,000. They in- 
clude 40 nationalities, native ‘Americans largely predominating. and 
English and Italians coming next. 


The President renewed his previous recommendations for a 
pe post and called especial attention to the expected benefit 

reducing the cost of living in the following language: 

Stepa 9 be taken immediately for the establishment of a rural 


parcel po 

It is hoped that Con will authorize the immediate establishment 
of a limited parcel post on such rural routes as may be selected, pro- 
pany for the delivery along the routes of parcels not exceedin 
pounds, which is the weight limit for the international parcel post, or 
at the post office from which such route emanates, or on another route 
emana g from the same office. Such preliminary service will prepare 
the way for the more thorough and comprehensive inquiry contemplated 
in asking for the appropriation mentioned, enable the department to 
gain definite information concerning the ree operation of a gen- 
eral system, and at the same time extend the benefit of the service 70 a 
class of people who, above all others, are specially in need of it. 

The suggestion that we have a general parcel post has awakened 
great opposition on the part of some who think that it will have the 
effect to destroy the business of the country storekeeper. Instead of 
doing this, I think the change will greatly increase business for the 
benefit of all. The reduction in the cost of living it will bring about 
ought to make its coming certain, 


NATIONAL FINANCES AND MONETARY REFORM. 


In his message of the same date the President said that the 
finapial condition of the Government, as shown at the close of 
the last fiscal year, June 30, 1911, was very satisfactory. ‘The 
interest-bearing debt of the United States on that date amounted 
to $915,353,190. With reference to the high credit of the United 
States it has been said: 


The credit of this Government was shown to be better than that of 
any other Government by the sale of the Panama Canal 3 per cent 
bonds. These bonds did not give thelr owners the privilege of using 
them as a basis for bank-note circulation, nor was there any other 
privilege extended to them which would affect their general market 
value. Their sale, therefore, measured the credit of the Government, 
The penur which was realized upon the bonds made the actual in- 
terest rate of the transaction 2.909 per cent. 3 


Regarding monetary reform, among other things in this mes- 
sage, the President said: 


A matter of first importance that will come before Congress for ac- 
tion at this session is monetary reform. The Congress has itself ar- 
ranged an early introduction of this great question througb the report 
of its Monetary Commission, * * 

It is exceedingly fortunate that the wise and arene iat ae policy of 
maintaining unchanged the main features of our banking system ren- 
dered it at once im ible to introduce a central bank; for a central 
bank would certainly have been resisted, and a plan into which it 
could have been introduced would probably have been defeated. But 
as a central bank could not be a part of the ay pisn discussed or 
considered, that troublesome question is eliminated. And ingenious 
and novel as the proposa National Reserve Association appears, it 
simply is a logical ou rows of what is best in our present system, 
and is, in fact, the fulfillment of that system. 

a s * * * * * 


I trust that all banks of the country possessing the requisite stand- 
ards will be placed upon a footing of perfect equality of opportunity. 
Both the national system and the State system should be fairly recog- 
nized, leaving them eventually to coalesce, if that shall prove to be 
their tendency. But such evolution can not develop impartially if the 
banks of one system are given or permitted any advantages of oppor- 
tunity over those of the other system. And I trust also that the new 
Sapa reg will carefully and completel, oe and assure the Indi- 
viduality and the independence of eac nk, to the end that any 
tendency there may ever be toward n consolidation of the money or 
banking power of the Nation shall be defeated. 

* s% * s * J s 


With the present teat! of this Cccp Se reform encouragin 

us, it would singularly unfortunate if this monetary question shoul 

by any chance become a party issue. And I sincerely hope it will hot. 
ECONOMY AND EFFICIENCY, 


In submitting the report of progress made in the inquiry into 
the efliciency and economy of the methods of transacting public 
business, in his message of January 17, 1912, the President said: 


Efficiency and ey. in the Government service have been de- 
manded with increasing insistence for a generation. Real economy is 
the result of efficient organization. By perfecting the organization 
the same benefits may be obtained at less expense. A reduction in the 
total of the annual appropriations is not in itself a proof of economy, 
since it is often accompanied by a decrease in efficiency. The needs 
of the Nation may demand a la increase of expenditure, yet to keep 
the total appropriations within the expected revenue is necessary to the 
maintenance of public credit, 
+ $ $ . * * ° 

The operations of the Government affect the interest of every person 
living thin the jurisdiction of the United States. Its organization 
embraces stations and centers of work located in every city and in 
many local subdivisions of the country. Its gross expenditures amount 
to neari 1,000,000 annually. 8 the personnel of the Mili- 
tary an aval Establishments, more an 400,000 persons are re- 
uired to do the work imposed by law upon the executive branch of the 
overnment. 

* * +» hd * * » 

Although earnest efforts haye been put forth by administrative 

officers and though 131 special inquiries have been made by the 
n 


Congress, no exhaustive investigation has ever before been instituted 
concerning the methods employed in the transaction of public business 
with a view to the adoption of the practices and pr ure best fitted 
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to secure the transaction of such business with maximum dispatch, 
economy, and efficiency. 

With 80 5 Interests at stake, the Congress and the administration 
have never had all the information which should be currently available 
if the most intelligent direction is to be given to the business in hand. 

I am convinced that results which are really worth while can not be 
secured, or at least can be secured only in small part, through the 

rosecution at irregular intervals of special inquiries bearing on par- 
cular services or features of administration. The benefits thus ob- 
tained must be but temporary. The problem of good administration is 
not one that can be solyed at one time. It is a continuously present 
one. 

In accordance with my instructions, the Commission on Economy and 
Efficiency, which I organized to aid me in the inquiry, has directed its 
efforts primarily to the formulation of concrete recommendations look- 
ing to the betterment of the fundamental conditions under which goy- 
ernmental operations must be carried on. With a basis thus laid, it 
has proceeded to the prosecution of detailed studies of individual sery- 
ices and classes of work and of particular practices and methods, push- 
ing these studies as far, and covering as many points and services, as 
the resources and time at its disposal have permitted. 

„ * $ $ $ $ 


* 

The United States is the only great Nation whose Government is 
operated without a budget. This fact seems to be more striking when 
it is considered that budgets and budget procedures are the outgrowth 
of democratic doctrines and have had an important part in the develop- 
ment of modern constitutional rights. The American Commonweal 
has ‘suffered much from irresponsibility on the part of its governing 
agencies. The constitutional purpose of a budget is to make govern- 
ment responsive to public opinion and responsible for its acts. 

A budget should be the means for getting before the legislative 
branch, before the press, and before the pegue a definite annual pro- 
gram of business to be financed; it should be in the nature of a pros- 
pectus both of revenues and expenditures; it should comprehend every 
relation of the Government to the people, whether with reference to the 
raising of revenues or the rendering of service. 


COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS, 


In his message of February 2, 1912, in discussing industrial 
relations, the President said: 


The extraordinary growth of industry in the past two decades and its 
revolutionary changes have raised new and vital questions as to the 
relations between employers and wage earners which have become mat- 
ters of pressing public concern. These questions have been somewhat 
obscured by the profound changes in the relations between competing 

roducers and producen as a class and consumers—in other words, by 

e changes which, among other results, haye given rise to what is 
commonly called the trust problem. The large-scale production charac- 
teristic of modern industry, however, involves the one set of relations 
no less than the other. ny interruption to the normal and peaceful 
relations between employer and wage earner involves public discomfort 
and in many cases public disaster. Such interruptions become, there- 
fore, quite as much a matter of public concern as restraint of trade or 
monopoly. 

Industrial relations concern the public for a double reason. We are 
directly interested in the maintenance of peaceful and stable industrial 
conditions for the sake of our own comfort and well-being; but society 
is equally interested, in its sovereign civic capacity, in seeing that our 
institutions are effectively maintaining justice and fair dealing between 
all classes of citizens whose economic interests may seem to class. 

The special investigations that have been made of recent industrial 
conditions, whether private or official, have been fragmentary, incom- 
plete, and at best only partially representative or typical. Their lessons, 
nevertheless, are important, and until something comprehensive and 
e ph is available they serve a useful purpose, and they sill neces- 
sarily continue to be made. But unquestionably the time is now ripe 
for a searching many into the subject of industrial relations which 
shall be official, authoritative, balanced, and well rounded, such as only 
the Federal Government can successfully undertake. The present wide- 
spread interest In the subject makes this an opportune time for an 
investigation, which in any event can not long be postponed. It should 
be nonpartisan, comprehensive, thorough, patient, and courageous. 

0 + * + a * * 


PUBLICITY FOR RAILWAY SECURITIES. 


The President, in transmitting, on December 11, 1911, the 
report made by the Railroad Securities Commission, which was 
appointed under the authority of the act to create a Commerce 
Court, said that he heartily concurred in the recommendations 
of the commission, and he urged that appropriate action be 
taken to carry them into effect. The section of the commission’s 
report in regard to publicity is as follows: 


In place of any added Federal requirements concerning payment for 
capital stock, E commission recommends the adoption of provisions 
regarding publicity which will show the actual facts regarding stock and 
bond issues in the several States and the consideration received therefor, 
Any railroad doing interstate business which issues bonds or stocks 
should be required by statute to furnish the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission at the time of the issue with a full statement of the details 
of the Issue, the amount of the proceeds. and the purposes for which 
the proceeds are to be used, followed In due time by an accounting for 
such proceeds, as more fully hereinafter set forth. 

= $ 4 * > 8 * 


Every company should be required to furnish to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission at specified dates a full statement, includ- 
ing the names of the parties concerned, of all financial transactions that 
have taken place during the periods covered by the report, whether in 
cash, in securities, or in other valuable considerations, and whether em- 
braced in income account or outside of it. This statement should also 
include the disposition of the carpus Every company should be further 
required to, compile for the information of its shareholders facts in 
regard to the financial transactions of the company for its fiscal year of 
such a character and in such form as the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion may direct. 


LESSENING THE COST OF LITIGATION. 
President Taft's positive views on simplifying legal procedure 
and preventing delay and unnecessary cost of litigation were in- 
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dicated in his message of December 21, 1911. In that message 
the President said: 


In promotion of the movement for the prevention of delay and un- 
necessary cost in litigation, I am glad to say that the Supreme Court 
has taken steps to reform the present equity rules of the Federal courts, 
and that we may in the near future expect a revision of them Which 
will be a long step in the right direction. 

The American Bar Association has recommended to Congress several 
bills expediting procedure, one of which has already passed the House 
unanimously February 6, 1911. This directs that no 1 should 
be set aside or reversed or new trial granted unless it appears to the 
court, after an examination of the entire cause, that the error*com- 
plained of has injuriously affected the substantial rights of the parties, 
and also 3 for the submission of issues of fact to a Jury, reserv- 
ing questions of law for subsequent argument and decision. I hope this 
bill will pass the Senate and ome law, for it will simplify the pro- 
cedure at law. 

Another bill to amend chapter 11 of the judicial code, in order to 
avoid errors in pleading, was presented by the same association, and one 
enlarging the 8 of the Supreme Court, so as to permit that 
court to examine, upon a writ of error, all cases in which any right 
or title is claimed under the Constitution, or any statute or treaty of 
the United States, whether the decision in the court below has been 
against the right or title or in its favor. Both these measures are in 
the interest of justice and should be passed. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois, the leader of the minority, if we could not take 
a recess until 8 o'clock for the purpose of going on with 
this bill? 

Mr. MANN. Obh, I think we are getting along as fast on this 
bill as we usually do. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 31 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 6, 1912, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting, by direction of the President, proposed amendment to 
the estimate for an appropriation for surveying the public lands 
as contained in the Book of Estimates for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1913; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting estimate of appropriation for incidental 
expenses in office of ex officio secretary of the District of Alaska, 
omitted in Book of Estimates for 1913 by inadvertence (H. Doc. 
No. 593); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of War, 
submitting supplemental estimate of appropriation required by 
War Department for increasing the capacity of Rock Island 
Arsenal for production of Field Artillery for the fiscal year 1913 
(H. Doc. No. 592); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting estimate of appropriation for beginning 
the construction of the Ganado Irrigation Project on the Navajo 
Indian Reservation in Arizona (H. Doc, No. 591); to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the acting president of the Board of Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting report of the 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year 
ended October 31, 1911 (H. Doc. No. 594) ; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
19418) to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An act to regulate 
fees and costs, and for other purposes,” approved February 22, 
1875, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 893), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


20491) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant fup- 
ther extension of time within which to make proof on desert- 
land entries, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 394), which said bill and report were 

to the House Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
wers introduced and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21356) to repeal 
the provisions of the Indian appropriation acts of June 21, 
1906, and March 1, 1907, removing restrictions as to sale, in- 
cumbrance, or taxation of allotments within the White Earth 
Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota; to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21857) amending section 
32, chapter 1244, act of October 1, 1890, amending section 3392 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16, of the act of 
March 1, 1879; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 21358) to repeal section 3 of 
an act entitled “An act in reference to the expatriation of eiti- 
zens and their protection abroad,” approved March 2, 1907; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 21359) to amend the 
postal laws and regulations pertaining to the second class of 
mail matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A Dill (H. R. 21360) establishing 
the pensionable disabilities of Civil War soldiers; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: A bill (H. R. 21361) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior within his discretion to exchange 
desert lands for lands within national forests limits; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. R. 21362) to divest intoxicat- 
ing liquors of their interstate-commerce character; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21863) authorizing 
the purchase of the Natural Bridge of Virginia; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 21864) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to convert the regimental Army post at Fort 
Benjamin Harrison, Ind., into a brigade post; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21365) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Cynthiana, Ky.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21366) provid- 
ing for the adjustment of the claims of the States and Terri- 
tories to lands within national forests; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 21367) to 
enable the city of Los Angeles, Cal., to carry out its plans for 
the construction of municipal wharves, docks, slips, warehouses, 
and other appliances for commerce and navigation in Los 
Angeles Harbor, Cal.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 21368) for the immediate 
relief of the sick, diseased, and destitute Chippewa Indians 
within the White Earth Reservation in Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
42) to print 8,000 copies of Hearings No. 54 on House resolution 
109; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 260) di- 
recting that in the future expenditure of the reclamation fund 
the President shall give a preference to those States that have 
heretofore contributed more than they have received until reim- 
bursed; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 261) provid- 
ing for reference to the International Joint Commission of the 
question of the pollution of the waters of Lake Erie and the 
Niagara River; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 262) 
creating a committee of Congress to investigate the building of 
post roads in the United States; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21869) granting 
an increase of pension to Abraham D. Shidler; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSH, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21870) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Chrystler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21871) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Friar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21872) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. England; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21373) g an increase of pension to 
John Herr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21374) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Douglass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21875) granting a pension to Frank A. 
Pfefferle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 21376) for the relief of Bur- 
rell F. Badgett; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 21377) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas B. Chapman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A Dill (H. R. 21878) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Wells; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 21879) granting 
an increase of pension to George Wagner; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21380) granting an increase of pension to 
Verona Withans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a. bill (H. R. 21381) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Henry Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: A bill (H. R. 21882) granting an increase 
pension to George Coulter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 7 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 21388) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac D. Combs; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 21384) granting a pension to 
Augusta Schlader; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER; A bill (H. R. 21885) granting an increase 
= pension to James A. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21386) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Paul Hirchfield; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 21887) restoring the name of 
Charlotte Judd to the pension roll; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21388) for the relief of James 
T. F. Carney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R., 21389) granting a pension to H. Clay 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21390) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Braden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21391) for the relief of the estate of Vina 
J. Alexander, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21392) for the relief of certain citizens of 
Cynthiana, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 21398) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas A. Stockslager; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 21394) granting a pen- 
sion to Ellen A. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21895) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Bigelow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 21396) for the relief of 
W. R. Wells, administrator of the estate of James S. Wells, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 21397) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph H. Vaill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 21398) granting a pension 
to George B. Haight, alias William Riley; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KORBLY: A bill (H. R. 21399) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: A bill (H. R. 21400) granting a pension 
to Roxanna Fleming; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21401) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Shearer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21402) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Kerr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 21403) for the relief of Bo- 
lognesi, Hartfield & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21404) granting 
an increase of pension to Theodore W. Wattles; to the Com-, 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 21405) for the relief of 
W. E. Hancock ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21406) for the relief of John R. Gilbert; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21407) for the relief of Fannie R. Pierce; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 21408) granting a pension to 
Harrison Bernard Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21409) for the 
relief of Caldwell & Dunwody ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 21410) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. McDowell; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 21411) 
granting a pension to Gilbert Van Vorce; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21412) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to recognize the services of Dr. John T. Nagle as 
a medical officer, who was employed as such during the Civil 
War, by authority of the revised United States Army Regula- 
tions of 1863, and who performed the duties of a medical officer 
agreeably to Army Regulations; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21413) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob Blagg; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bil (H. R. 21414) granting a 
pension to Isaac Prosser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21415) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of O. D. Hendershot; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 21416) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward N. Pomeroy; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 21417) granting an increase of 
pension to Miller H. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21418) granting ah increase of pension to 
Josephus Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21419) for the relief of Robert S. Forbes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of Laclede, Mo., for 
enactment of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, for certain pension legislation; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Arecibo (P. R.) Local Union, No. 189, Jour- 
neymen Tailors’ Union of America, asking that citizenship be 
granted the people of Porto Rico; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Central Federated Union of Greater New 
York and vicinity, protesting against an appropriation for a 
peace celebration of the treaty with England; to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union 
No. 483, of Gloversville, N. Y., for construction of one battle- 
ship in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petitions of Councils Nos. 76 and 99, 
United Commercial Travelers of America, protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the Courtier-Webb Co. and 
other merchants of Pataskala, Ohio, protesting against parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Coshocton, 
Ohio, protesting against enactment of legislation prohibiting 
interstate commerce in liquors; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of citizens of Wellston, Mo., 
for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. i 

Also, petition of Merchants Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., 
relative to Internationa] Congress of Chambers of Commerce; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Hilmer Commission Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., for enactment of House bill 20281; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of the Jewish Charitable and Educational 
Union of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against illiteracy test in 
proposed immigration legislation; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for construction of 
one battleship in a Government navy yard; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Johnson Bros. Shoe Co. and Missouri Slip- 
per Co., of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against enactment of House 
bills 11380 and 11381; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers of Kansas 
City and E. B. Hill & Bro. Bottle Co. and Stark Distilling Co., 
of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against interstate-commerce liquor 
legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Norvell-Shapleigh Hardware Co., the Day 
Rubber Co., and Hagardine-McKittrick Dry Goods Co., of St. 
Louis, Mo., protesting against passage of House bill 16844; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Northwestern Pipe & Supply Co., 
of Erie, Pa., against House bill 16844; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: Memorial of St. Francis Young Men’s 
Society, of Cleveland, Ohio, for enactment of Esch phosphorus 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of citizens of Albertville, Ala., 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petitions of Brown Durrel Co., of Boston, 
Mass., and Geddes-Brown Shoe Co. and Havens & Geddes Co., 
of Indianapolis, Ind., protesting against passage of House bill 
16844; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Polish National Alliance, protesting against 
further restrictions in the immigration laws; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of George W. Lane, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for pas- 
sage of House bill 17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petition of P. A. Harriman and other citi- 
zens of Elkhorn, Wis., in favor of enactment of House bill 9433; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of members Company L, First Infantry Wiscon- 
sin National Guard, for passage of House bill 8141; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
citizens of Lake Geneva, Wis., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petition of residents of Carmichael, 
Md., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill to withdraw from in- 
terstate commerce liquor shipments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Snow Hill, Worcester County, 
Md., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of citizens of Ashland, N. H., for 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill to withdraw from in- 
terstate commerce protection liquors imported into “dry” ter- 
ritory for illegal use; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. B. Church, of Ashland, N. H., for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate commerce liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Papers to accompany Dill 
for the relief of Paul Hirchfield; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of Hilmer Commission Co., of St. 
Louis, Mo., for enactment of House bill 20281; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Norvell-Shapleigh Hardware Co., J. F. 
Conrad Grocer Co., and the T. B. Boyd Furnishing Goods Co., 
of St. Louis, Mo., protesting against House bill 16844; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petition of Union No. 85, F. E. and 
C. U. of A., in favor of parcel-post legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of New Mexico, protest- 
ing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Commercial Club of Taiban, N. Mex., for 
amending the homestead laws; to the Committee on the Publie 
Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Portales, N. Mex., concerning 
creation of divisions for Federal court-in New Mexico; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Memorial of Farmers’ Educa- 
tional and Cooperative Union of Virginia, for Government 
monopoly of tobacco, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, petitions of sundry citizens of Virginia, favoring the 
reduction of duties on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Noble J. McBride (H. R. 19570) ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of citizens of Juniata County, Pa., 
protesting against repeal of anticanteen law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Juniata County, Pa., favoring the 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate commerce liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 
Also, petition of citizens of Juniata County, Pa., favoring 
joint resolution prohibiting sale, manufacture for sale, and im- 
portation for sale of beverages containing alcohol; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Illinois Retail Hardware Asso- 
ciation, of Elgin, Ill., opposed to any further parcel-post legis- 
lation, and favoring the creation of a commission to investigate 
cost, etc.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Rockford Manufacturers and Shippers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Rockford, III., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Walter J. Miller, of Chicago, III., favoring 
the passage of the Sheppard-Kenyon bill, concerning interstate- 
commerce shipments of intoxicating liquors; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of E. J. Babcock, dean of University of North 
Dakota, favoring the passage of the Foster bill (H. R. 6804), 
relating to the mining industry, etc.; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, petition of the International Dry Farming Congress, 
favoring the passage of the Lever bill, for agricultural exten- 
sion, etc.; to the Committee on Agricul 

Also, petition of the Elgin Board of Trade, of Elgin, Ill, for 
the retention of the 10-cent tax on oleomargarine, ete.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Lockwood, Greene & Co., of Chicago, III., in 
favor of a river and harbor bill; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petitions of Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union and other organizations of Gard- 
ner, Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
for improvement of Aransas Pass Harbor, Tex.; to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Memorial from Russian Caviar Co., 
of New York, praying for a reduction in the duty on Russian 
caviar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Central Federated Union of Greater 
New York, favoring the construction of a battleship at Brooklyn 
Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Maryland Association of Certified Public 
Accountants, protesting against the employment of chartered 
accountants by the Government to the exclusion of certified ac- 
countants; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy De- 
partment, 

Also, petition of Central Federated Union of Greater New 
York and vicinity, in support of House bill 11032, regulating 
the issuance of restraining orders and limiting the meaning of 
the word “conspiracy ”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Union No. 23, International Printing Press- 
men’s and Assistants’ Union of North America, for increased 
compensation to pressmen and assistants in the Government 
Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and churches in the State of Oregon, for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of German-American Alliance of Nebraska and 
Nebraska Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association, protesting 
against enactment of prohibition or interstate liquor legislation ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Salem, Oreg., for construction of 
a battleship in one of the Government navy yards; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: Petition of citizens of Bismarck, Mo., 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
churches of Williamsville, Mo., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union, of Groton, and churches of Mystic and Danielson, 


Conn., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of German-American Alliance of Meriden, Tor- 
rington, and Waterbury, Conn., protesting against legislation 
affecting interstate shipment of liquors; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Central Labor Union of Meriden, Conn., in 
favor of House bill 11032; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Shetuckett Grange, No. 69, of Scotland, Conn., 
opposing repeal of the anticanteen law; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of New London, Conn., for passage 
aie bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of William I. Hamlidge, of Danbury, 
Conn., for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of Spanish War Veterans of Win- 
sted, Conn., in favor of a pension for widows of soldiers of the 
Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Thomaston, Conn., against the establishment of the canteen 
5 me United States Army; to the Committee on Military, 

airs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Meriden, Conn., with reference 
to the construction of battleships and other matters connected 
pea the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 


irs. 

Also, petitions of South Norwalk (Conn.) Union of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union and yoters of the town of Norwalk, 
for the speedy passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate com- 
merce liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of the State of Utah, 
in favor of the Lever bill for Federal aid for extension work 
in agricultural colleges; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Child Culture Club and Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Ogden, Utah, for passage of Kenyon 
5 interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, petition of C. C. Jones and other citizens of Green River, 
Utah, protesting against reduction in duties on sugar; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Child Culture Club, of Ogden, Utah, for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Over- 
ton, Nebr., in favor of enactment of House bill 16689; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KORBLY: Petition of a German Catholic society of 
the State of Indiana, in regard to measures relating to Catholic 
Indian mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, relative to conditions at Lawrence, Mass.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Also, memorial of Indiana Historical Society, for certain ap- 
propriation; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., in favor of 
3 bill 9433; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., for legislation 
prohibiting interstate shipment of liquors; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of citizens of York Springs, Pa., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Hanover, Pa., protesting against 
arcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
ost Roads. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petitions of citizens of Cove and Echo, 
Oreg., for enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of Almeda Consolidated Mines Co., of Portland, 
Oreg., for 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. , 

Also, petition of L. N. Smith and others of Walloma, Oreg., 
relative to certain legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEVY: Memorial of Union No. 23, International 
Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North America, for 
increased compensation to pressmen and assistants in the Goy- 
ernment Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce and Manufacturers’ 
Club of Buffalo, N. Y., relative to proposed international con- 

ess of chambers of commerce; to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, 
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By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Averill, Mich., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIREG of Nebraska: Petition of the Kearney 
County Farmers’ Mutual Fire Insurance Co., for parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Nebraska Woman’s Suffrage Association, for 

rtain amendment to proposed constitutional amendment; to 

e Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr, MANN: Petition of F. L. Gregson and others of Chi- 
cago, III., in favor of providing for building of one battleship in 
the Government navy yards; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Petition signed by citizens of Laramie 
County, Wyo., urging the enactment of a parcel-post law; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitions of citizens of the State of Okla- 
homa, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. ` 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petitions of churches of Salinas and 
Stockton, CaL, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiclary. 

Also, memorial of California Club, relative to right of fran- 
chise; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of a church organization in the State 
of North Carolina, in favor of passage of the Webb bill, relative 
to shipment of liquor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of eleventh congres- 
gional district of Kentucky, for paréel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of eleventh congressional district of 
Kentucky, for an American Indian memorial and museum build- 
ing in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of residents of Lonepine, Niarada, 
East Helena, Springdale, and Stevensville, Mont., for parcel- 
poe eeigen, to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

8. 

Also, petition of citizens of Dillon, Mont., against parcel-post 
legislation ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of residents of Culbertson, Glasgow, and Pop- 
Jar, Mont., favoring amendment to the homestead law allowing 
three years’ residence and extension of time for cultivation 
according to financial condition of homesteaders; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial of citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., 
for rejection of arbitration treaty with Great Britain, etc.; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. a 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of citizens of Hordville, Nebr., for 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post. Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fairbury, Nebr., against parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petitions of churches of Snyder, 
Tex., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Jydiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Vernon Ave- 
nue Congregational Church, of Los Angeles, Cal., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of W. G. Bates, of New York City, 
for passage of the militia pay bill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Polish National Alliance, opposing further 
restrictions in immigration laws; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of John M. Hays and other citi- 
zens of Creston, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kent and Gravity, Iowa, against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Petition of citizens of Arcadia, La., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr: WILDER: Memorial of citizens of Leominster, Mass., 
protesting against proposed peace celebration between the United 
States and Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Rev. A. M. Smith and 70 
other citizens of Van Buren, Ohio, asking for enactment of the 
any oy Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 6, 1912. 


(Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, March 5, 1912.) 
The Senate met as in executive session after the expiration of 
a recess, at 1 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m., Wednesday, March 
„ 1912. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I make the point that there is 
no quorum present. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Cummins MeCumber Richardson 
Borah Curtis McLean Root - 
Bourne Dillingħam Martin, Va. Shively 
Brandegee Fletcher Martine, N. J. Smith, Ga. 
Bri Gallinger Myers Smith, Mich. 
Bristow G: er Nelson Smith, S. C. 

rown Gronna O'Gorman Stephenson 
Burnħam Gu heim Olivet Sutherland 
Burton Hitcheock Overman Swanson 
Chamberlain Johnson, Me. Page Thornton 
Gee Jones Penrose Tiliman 
Clark, Wyo. Lea Perey Warren 
Clarke, Ark, Lippitt Perkins Wetmore 
Crawford Pomerene Works 
Cullom Lorimer Rayner 


Mr. LEA. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. TAYLOR] 
is necessarily absent from the city. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 


GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the treaties of arbi- 
tration between Great Britain and France and the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, it had been my purpose to confine 
myself in this discussion exclusively to a consideration of the 
question as to what amendments should be adopted if these trea- 
ties are to be put in a shape where they can command the sup- 
port of those of us who think that in their present shape they are 
extremely objectionable and obnoxious to the provisions of our 
Federal Constitution. The wide range, however, of the discus- 
sion yesterday afternoon will make it necessary that I should 
go somewhat more largely into the subject than I otherwise 
would have done. 

We have before us, Mr. President, two treaties in identical 
terms, although I believe the particular treaty under con- 
sideration is that proposed to be made with Great Britain. 
Naturally, sometimes, I presume, we will refer to them in 
discussion in the plural and sometimes in the singular, but if 
so, the reason will be understood. 

There are, Mr. President, in fact, very few provisions in these 
treaties which are at all new. There has been a very active 
propaganda in the interest of the ratification of the treaties 
which has naturally by reason of its activity and urgency 
excited very widespread interest. Yet it is a fact which I 
think can be very clearly demonstrated that with the excep- 
tion of the objectionable third clause to the third article there 
is little or nothing in these treaties which is not already found 
in existing arbitration treaties. If there is a difference in 
words between the existing treaties and the proposed treaties, 
it is true that in the application of the provisions of these 
treaties by the friends and advocates of the treaties to ques- 
tions which may arise, there is practically little or no differ- 
ence between the provisions found therein and the provisions 
already found in The Hague conyention and in the 25 general 
arbitration treaties which we now have with other nations, 
45 nations having been parties to The Hague convention, which 
is a treaty between these 45 nations making provision for the 
permanent court of arbitration for the settlement of interna- 
tional differences. 

For instance, Mr. President, in the general treaties which 
are now in force and which were negotiated in 1908 there are 
found these words: 

Provided, nevertheless, That they do not affect the vital interests, the 
independence, or the honor of the two contracting States. 

Those words are left out of the proposed treaties, those now 
pending before us, and yet when pressed by those of us who 
think that such matters should not be arbitrated except in 
cases where the Senate voluntarily consents thereto, the advo- 
cates of the treaties say that such questions would not be 
arbitrated under the proposed treaties. So that with this 
construction and application by the advocates of the proposed 
treaties there is in this particular no practical difference be- 
tween the existing arbitration treaties we now have with 25 
nations and the treaties now before us for consideration. 

I simply present that by way of illustration. ‘The illustra- 
tions could be extended, and they all of them are demonstrable 
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of the fact that in practical application, at least so far as con- 
tended for by the friends of these treaties, all the material pro- 
visions, speaking generally of course, are in the main provi- 
sions which are drawn from existing treaties and from The 
Hague convention. There is no question that the language of 
these proposed treaties greatly enlarges the scope of the exist- 
ing arbitration treaties, in that they embrace questions of 
national honor, vital interests, and independence of the Nation ; 
but when we point out the danger of permitting outside parties 
to decide when we should be compelled to arbitrate such ques- 
tions, they reply that the proposed treaties would not permit 
such questions to be referred to this outside commission. 

The objectionable third clause to the third article of the pro- 
posed treaties is one which in terms provides that where there is 
a difference between this country and either of the other coun- 
tries, parties to the treaty, as to whether or not a claim or a 
difference is arbitrable under the terms of the treaty, that that 
question shall be referred to an outside commission, and that that 
outside commission shall determine the matter, and, as those of 
us who object to this provision contend, shall determine it finally 
for the Senate. Whether the Senate should finally obey it or 
not, such, in our opinion, is the legal effect of the provision. 

Before proceeding with the discussion I wish to call attention 
to some of the provisions of this proposed treaty which seems to 
haye escaped the attention of Senators who have discussed the 
matter before the Senate. 

It is a mistake, Mr. President, to contend that the matters 
to be submitted to the decision of this outside commission are 
only matters which are specified in article 1 of the proposed 
treaty. Article 1, the language of which has been emphasized 
as being that which is to limit and control the jurisdiction of 
arbitration and the jurisdiction of this joint commission for 
investigation, is in these words: 

All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting par- 
ties, which It has not been possible to adjust by diplomacy, relating to 
international matters in which the high contracting parties are con- 
cerned by virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other 
under treaty or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature, etc. 

But article 2 very largely increases the scope of the investiga- 
tion. Article 2, which provides for the joint high commission, 
has this language in it: 

The high contracting parties further 14 75 to institute, as occasion 
arises and as hereinafter provided, a joint high commission of inquiry, 
to which, upon the request of either party, shall be referred for im- 
partial and conscientious investigation any controversy between the 
parties within the scope of article 1, before such controversy has been 
submitted to arbitration, and also any other controversy hereafter aris- 
ing between them even if they are not agreed that it falls within the 

Scope of article 1. 

That language is as broad and as comprehensive as language 
can possibly be framed to express an idea. It not only enlarges 
the scope of inyestigation of this outside investigation, but it 
enlarges it without limitation. 

Another most important thing to be borne in mind in the dis- 
cussion is that this joint high commission is not limited to a 
commission composed of nationals, as the term is used in diplo- 
matic intercourse—that is, citizens or subjects of the one and the 
other of these countries—but there is a provision under which 
the President of the United States and the representative of the 
other government could form that commission in any way and 
of any persons whom they saw fit to agree upon. It is not pro- 
yided in any manner that there shall be any representation by 
any citizen or officer of the United States upon that commission 
in case the executive branches of the two governments should 
see fit to constitute it otherwise. The language is this: 

Whenever. a question or matter of difference is referred to the joint 
high commission of inquiry, as herein provided, each of the high con- 
tracting parties shall designate three of its nationals to act as members 
of the commission of inquiry for the n of such reference; or the 
commission may be otherwise constituted in any particular case by the 
terms of reference, the membership of the commission and the terms of 
reference to be determined in each case by an exchange of notes. 

That is without any limitation whatever. It can be done, as 
it is frequently done in cases of international arbitration, by 
the appointment of some crowned head of Europe. That is one 
of the most usual methods adopted in constituting boards of 
arbitration or boards having offices to perform in connection 
with arbitration. So that those two things are to be kept 
clearly in mind when we are discussing the question whether 
this treaty, in the first place, in the provision which I have 
specially in mind is constitutional, and, second, whether, if con- 
stitutional, it is safe for us to adopt it. 

The field of arbitration is unlimited. The scope of subjects 
which may be subjected to arbitration are without any limitation 
whatever, subject only to such limitation as this outside commis- 
sion may decide. The board of inquiry may be constituted of any 
foreigners that the executive heads of the two governments may 
see fit to select for that purpose, thus in such case organizing a 


board constituted of foreigners to determine what the Senate of 
the United States shall do under the bidding of this foreign board. 

Another thing that I will simply mention in passing, that 
there is not any provision in the treaties as now framed under 
which the representatives of this Goyernmént, in case the board 
should be constituted of three nationals of each government, are 
to be confirmed by the Senate. That is simply a proposition to 
be attended to hereafter. It is not in the treaty as sent to us. 
Of course, in case the outside commission is composed of for- 
eigners, there can be no provision for the confirmation of its 
members by the Senate. 

Mr. President, from my view of the nature of this third clause 
of article 3 it would be impossible for me to vote for these 
treaties unless this clause were entirely eliminated, or unless— 
which is not the better plan, although it may be an efficacious 
plan—unless in the resolution of ratification this clause is en- 
tirely and utterly nullified. It will not do to qualify or to 
endeavor to lessen iff force. For me nothing will be sufficient 
except an utter elimination of the third clause or an utter 
nullification and destruction of if in another way. 

The third clause of article 8—I will read it, as we shall fre- 
quently have occasion to refer to it—after providing for the 
joint commission of inquiry, is in this language: 

It is further agreed, h d 
agree as to whether or N is 8 e 
article 1 of this treaty, that question shall be submitted to the joint 
high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the members 
of the commission agree and report that such difference is within the 
scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance with 
the provisions of this treaty. _ 

My objection to that clause, Mr. President, is twofold: First, 
that it is absolutely unconstitutional and beyond the power of 
the Senate to agree to; and, second, that if it were not uncon- 
stitutional it would be unsafe for us to commit ourselves to any 
such obligation. 

I will remark in passing that the friends of the treaties them- 
selyes differ as to whether or not this clause is binding upon 
the Senate. Some of them contend that it is not binding upon 
the Senate, and that the Senate would be as free to act after 
the adoption of these treaties in the consideration of any pro- 
posed treaty which had been reported upon favorably by this 
commission as it would be if the President should send a treaty 
to us without its ever having gone to a commission. There are 
others who, I think, very conclusively contend that the only 
proper construction of this clause is that the finding of this 
board of inquiry is to be obligatory upon the Senate when an 
issue of this kind is referred to it, and that the Senate could 
not disregard it without a violation of the terms of the treaty. 
My honored friend, who sits in front of me, the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Raynes], I think, has presented a very con- 
clusive argument upon that subject. Although he favors the 
treaties, he thinks that is the proper construction of them. Be- 
fore I get through I am going to read a paragraph from his 
argument upon that subject, which will probably, in some degree, 
take away the necessity of my discussing it as fully as I other- 
wise would. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] and the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] in their joint report, while 
they do not discuss it in the same way as does the Senator from 
Maryland, and do not state it as explicitly, come to a conclu- 
sion in reference to these treaties which can, of course, have no 
possible consistency except in the recognition of the fact, as 
they evidently intend it shall be recognized, that the proper con- 
struction of this third clause is the same as that for which the 
Senator from Maryland contends, to wit, that the finding of 
this outside commission is binding on the Senate. 

Mr. President, in order to simplify the argument, it is possi- 
bly better to discuss the subject from the standpoint of those 
Senators and from the standpoint of the construction which not 
only I myself put upon it, but which, I understand, those who 
agree with me in regard to the objectionableness of this clause 
also put upon it; in other words, to discuss it from the stand- 
point of the binding obligation of the third clause of the third 
article of these treaties. 

Before I finish I intend to discuss the question as to what is 
the true construction of this objectionable clause, and it seems 
to me that from the language of the clause itself and from the 
comparison of that language with the corresponding article in 
The Hague treaty, from which it is taken and to which an addi- 
tion has been made, there can be no legitimate deduction other 
than that arrived at by the Senator from Maryland, the Senator 
from Illinois, and the Senator from New York, that it is a 
binding obligation on the Senate as expressed in the treaty. 

Mr. President, from the standpoint that it is a binding obli- 
gation, and intended to be a binding obligation upon the Senate, 
to delegate to this outside commission the power to decide the 
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question whether or not a particular difference is one which 
is justiciable under the treaty and is one which the Senate will 
be compelled under the treaty to submit to arbitration, I have 
no hesitation in the world in the conclusion that it is utterly 
and absolutely unconstitutional. 
The language of the Constitution in regard to the making of 
treaties, referring to the President, is very brief. It is as 
follows: i 
He shall have r, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 
That language is also without limitation as to the duty of the 
Senate. It does not say that the President shall have the power 
to make a treaty, provided two-thirds of the Senators present 
advise and consent as to a part of the treaty, but necessarily 
the requirement is that they advise and consent to every part of 
the treaty, certainly every essential part of the treaty. It is 
a simple question whether or not the preliminary, the main, 
question as to whether arbitration shall be entered upon for 
the settlement of a certain international difference is or is not 
an important part of a treaty. I assert without fear of suc- 
cessful contradiction that in the large majority of instances 
of international difference where arbitration is proposed the 
controlling question is whether the United States will or will 
not submit to arbitration the settlement of such international 
difference. It is not only the controlling question, but in the 
large majority of instances of international differences and in 
almost every one that can be conceived of it is, where arbitra- 
tion is proposed, the important and essential question. 
It is a comparatively slight and small matter to formulate 
the terms of a treaty after it has been determined to make such 
treaty. Anybody with good business capacity can do so. 
After it had been determined upon to make a treaty of arbi- 
tration, any committee of the Senate could retire and in a 
little while formulate satisfactorily the terms of a treaty, but 
the question as to whether or not a certain international differ- 
ence shall be submitted to arbitration or whether it is a matter 
which shall not be submitted to arbitration is a question which 
requires the thought and the study and the most careful consid- 
eration of the entire Senate, and one which the Constitution of 
the United States provides shall not even be determined by a 
majority of the Senate, but that two-thirds of the Senators 
present must concur before so important a conclusion shall be 
reached and it be made the supreme law of the land. To say 
that that question shall.be determined by this outside commis- 
sion and not by the Senate and against the wish of the Senate 
is to violate the command of the Constitution that two-thirds 
of the Senate shall determine it. 
Mr. President, I am going to run hastily through some of 
these questions which could be presented for arbitration under 
these treaties. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]; in 
his able and comprehensive speech on this subject, enumerated 
a number of them for the purpose of calling attention to the 
fact that there were questions that we would not submit to 
arbitration. I am going hastily to run over those mentioned 
by him, and possibly some others. I shall mention them not 
only for the purpose of presenting to Senators the fact that they 

*cover questions that we would not be willing to submit to arbi- 
tration, but also to present to Senators this question: When it 
is proposed to arbitrate these questions is the question whether 
or not we will submit them to arbitration the main and con- 
trolling question which the Senate would have to consider? 
That question is the one which these treaties provide shall be 
determined by somebody else and not by the Senate, and even 
over the objection of the Senate. 

Of course, Mr. President, if the President and the Senate, 
representing the Government of the United States and the 
sovereign power in this particular, shall make these treaties 
with Great Britain and France, it must make similar treaties 
with any other nation that demands that it may have the op- 
portunity to be made a party to such an agreement with the 
United States. China, Japan, or any other country can not be 
refused, and therefore the list of questions which may arise is 
not confined to the list of questions which may arise between 
this country and Great Britain or this country and France, but 
we have to consider questions which are likely to arise between 
this country and any other country, and we have to consider 
what would be our attitude if such questions were presented. 

Take some of the questions which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts enumerated; for instance, the question of immigration, 
one of the most important questions with which this country 
has to deal, a question absolutely vital to some sections of the 
country, especially to the States of the Pacific coast. 

The citizens of those States could not exist in the absence of 
the restriction of Asiatic immigration; they would soon cease to 


be the possessors of that soil, and that would soon be a section 
in which no white man could live, except as the few live who 
go over to China and Japan for the purpose of prosecuting cer- 
tain industries. If, Mr, President—which is not unlikely at all, 
for we know the difficulties we have had in connection with the 
immigration question so far as our western coast is concerned— 
if China or Japan should be a party to a treaty like this, and 
should then demand of us that the question of immigration, 
and the general admission of their people be submitted to arbi- 
tration because of a difference between us in regard to it, and 
that question was presented to the Senate in a proposed treaty 
with China or Japan, would not the question whether we would 
submit it to arbitration be the main question for our consider- 
ation? If it would be the main question and an essential ques- 
tion, then in such a proposed treaty could the Senate, under the 
Constitution, leave it to an outside commission to determine for 
the Senate and against its will that that question should be 
submitted to arbitration? 


I am not going to omit, Mr. President, and shall attend to it 
before I finish, a consideration of the issue which has been 
raised by some of the reports submitted by the minority of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, and also by Senators on the floor, 
the question of the extent to which the authority proposed to be 
given to the outside commission is a delegation of power as 
compared to the statutes conferring powers upon the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to make reasonable regulations, and 
upon collectors of customs to execute the tariff law, and so 
forth and so on; so that Senators, as I go along, will not con- 
sider that I am evading that part of the question. I may have 
to take that up a little later than I find it convenient to do now 
in this particular part of the argument. Would or would not 
that be the main question, Shall we submit the matter of the 
control of immigration to arbitration; and if the main ques- 
tion, under the constitutional limitation, coupled as it is with an 
obligation and a command, can we say that another power, 
another body than the Senate of the United States, can take our 
place and speak for the Senate on that grave question, and de- 
termine for two-thirds of the Senate whether that main and 
essential part of the proposed treaty shall be advised and con- 
sented to by the Senate? 

I am not talking, Mr. President, as to whether or not these 
things are likely to happen. That is not the question for us to 
consider. It is a question to consider if we are considering the 
matter simply from the standpoint of policy and expediency, 
but from a legal standpoint the question is a question of power; 
it is a question of duty; it is a question of obligation; it is a 
question of adhering to and obeying the solemn mandate of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. President, while I am on this subject I would say that 
that is not confined to the Pacific coast. We bave a great prob- 
lem in the East as to immigration. - We have but recently taken 
the position that we have a right to be heard by another govern- 
ment as to the right under an existing treaty of our citizens 
to go into that country, and without stopping to elaborate it, it 
is a very easy matter to anticipate that the time will come when 
a similar demand may be made upon us by a foreign nation. 
When such demand is refused by us, and a demand for arbitra- 
tion shall be made, when a treaty providing for such arbitra- 
tion is presented, it will be the main question for us to de- 
termine, in view of the horde which comes annually upon us, 
and which our people now are trying so strenuously to resist 
and to regulate and to control, whether or not we consider that 
a question to be arbitrated. The main question in any such 
proposed arbitration would be whether we would arbitrate it or 
whether we would not arbitrate it, whether we would submit 
to the judgment of another party to say whether we should, 
against our will, arbitrate it. If we permitted an outside com- 
mission to determine that main question, we would be delegat- 
ing to that outside commission the duty and the power to 
practically determine whether the Senate should advise and 
consent to the most important part of a proposed treaty. Is 
argument necessary to show that such delegation would be un- 
constitutional? 

I omitted to speak, while I was discussing matters which in- 
terested the Pacific coast, of the question of schools in the 
States and who shall enter them. It is a question which cer- 
tainly is within the range of probability—not possibility, but 
probability—to come up under the demand that it shall be set- 
tled between this country and other countries. We have had an 
instance of it within the past four years. We have had within 
the past four years a demand of the Japanese people that their 
young people shall be admitted to the white schools of Cali- 
fornia, and they claimed that they had that right under an 
existing treaty. š : 
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Mr. President, there is a question which would come up for 
arbitration, a question likely to come up for arbitration, a ques- 
tion which has heretofore been raised and which was settled 
without arbitration or rupture only by the most delicate diplo- 
matic management, and one which in the absence of that diplo- 
matic management would have led, possibly not to war, but to 
an interruption of the friendly relations between this country 
and Japan, a question which naturally Japan would have de- 
sired to settle by arbitration. And in such case the question is 
this: If Japan had come and demanded arbitration, and we 
were considering the question whether or not we would con- 
sent to arbitration in that ease, would or would not the ques- 
tion whether we should arbitrate that question or whether we 
would settle it for ourselves without arbitration® be the main 
question that the Senate would be called upon to pass upon? 
Could the question whether we would consent to arbitrate 
that question haye been constitutionally delegated to an out- 
side commission, clothed with power to determine for the Senate 
that it should consent to such arbitration even though the 
Senate was unwilling to arbitrate it and insisted that it was 
not a matter to be properly arbitrated? And yet if it be true 
that this provision in the third clause of the third article is 
one which would be obligatory upon the Senate, it is necessarily 
true that that question when referred to a board of inquiry is 
one which would have been settled by the board of inquiry in 
case the Senate was unwilling to do it, and in which we would 
have been compelled to go into an arbitration on that subject or 
else to have violated the treaty. 

Now, Mr. President, another one, which is likely to occur. 
Senators scout the idea that the Monroe doctrine can ever be 
brought up as a matter of arbitration—the question of our 
right to plant ourselves upon it and demand that other nations 
shall respect it. I do not suppose that any nation is ever going 
to send its envoy to this country to insist that this question 
shall be arbitrated as an abstract or moot question, but occa- 
sions may arise when it will be a question in an arbitration that 
is not an abstract one. 

Soon after I came into the Senate I witnessed a very remark- 
able scene in this Chamber when President Cleveland sent his 
message to the Senate in regard to the Venezuela matter. That 
was a case where Great Britain claimed a right to territory in 
Venezuela and was proceeding to enforce her claim. The 
United States had no property in the welfare of Venezuela. 
They had no alliance with Venezuela. The United States Gov- 
ernment was not the suzerain of Venezuela. Except so far as it 
fell within the influence of the Monroe doctrine, the United 
States Government had nothing more to do with Venezuela than 
it had to do with England, and yet under the claim of a right 
to assert the Monroe doctrine, President Cleveland notified 
Great Britain that the United States would not consent that 
Great Britain should take this territory from Venezuela. 

That, Mr. President, was a very peremptory assertion on the 
part of the President, and I am bound to say that I think it 
was only the moderation and conservatism of Lord Salisbury, 
who was then the Premier of Great Britain, which prevented a 
rupture between these two Governments. It was arranged ina 
way that it was practically arbitrated without challenging our 
right to assert the Monroe doctrine. 

But suppose this proposed treaty had been in force then and 
Great Britain, with no spirit of concession and a determination 
to assert her title to that territory, had said to the Government 
of the United States, “ We demand arbitration of that question. 
We demand arbitration of the question whether you have the 
right to interfere by reason of the Monroe doctrine which you 
invoke.” Would not that have brought the question of the right 
of the United States Government to assert the Monroe doctrine 
directly within the province and jurisdiction of any court of 
arbitration that might have been secured for that purpose? 
And if we, Mr. President, had had presented to us at that day 
the question, with a demand on the part of Great Britain that 
that particular question which interfered with the assertion of 
her title should be arbitrated, to wit, the right of the United 
States Government to interpose on the ground of the assertion 
of the Monroe doctrine—if that had been the case, and there 
had been presented to the Senate the question, “ Will you con- 
sent to arbitrate the right to assert the Monroe doctrine?” the 
main question would have been not what the terms of the arbi- 
tration should be, but the main question would have been, “ Will 
the United States, after a hundred years of the assertion of 
this doctrine, submit that the right to assert it shall be arbitrated 
and determined by any court of arbitration?” If the main 
question in the proposition for arbitration which might have 
then been submitted, could the Senate constitutionally have sub- 
mitted the determination of that main question to an outside 
commission? i 


Mr. President, I need not go further, except for the purpose 
of illustration. If this treaty had been in force, and we bad de- 
termined that we would not submit to arbitration our right to 
assert the Monroe doctrine, we would, in making that decision, 
have declined to make a treaty for such arbitration. What 
next? 

England would have then demanded that a court of inquiry 
should be arranged for, should be constituted to determine 
whether the Senate had decided that main question of arbitra- 
tion or no arbitration properly. In such circumstances, if we 
parted with our power to decide that question and permitted 
that court of inquiry to decide it for us, whether we would 
arbitrate our right to assert the Monroe doctrine, we would be 
abdicating our power which the Constitution devolves upon us 
to determine, with other questions, that most important of all 
questions in the political policy of this Government. 

I will not amplify that, but it has been insisted with so much 
earnestness that the question of the Monroe doctrine can not 
be brought into arbitration under these proposed treaties now 
being considered that I thought it well to make that illustra- 
tion, not of a supposititious case, but of an actual historic oc- 
currence of which we have already had the experience and in 
which we might have been brought, if these treaties had then 
been in existence, and if the demand had been made by Great 
Britain for a decision by this outside commission, to a direct 
consideration of the question whether or not in the assertion 
of the title of Great Britain to a part of Venezuela the United 
States had the right by reason of the assertion of the Monroe 
doctrine to undertake to interfere. 

If it had been determined that the United States did not have 
the right to assert the Monroe doctrine for the purpose of pre- 
venting Great Britain from taking part of the territory of 
Venezuela, we would either have had to submit to that or go 
to war or submit to a permanent rupture of the friendly rela- 
tions between ourselves and Great Britain. 

In passing, I will say that did time permit I would say some- 
thing more about the school question on the Pacific coast for 
the purpose of illustrating the course which this arbitration 
might take in such a case, having reference in mind to the attitude 
of the then President of the United States with respect to that 
question, in which it was his opinion that Japan did have the 
right to insist that Japanese youths had the right under our 
treaty with Japan to enter the white schools of California. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to another question that is some- 
what practical in its nature—as to the power of another Govern- 
ment to make a demand upon this Government on account of 
the claim of any of its citizens or subjects that they held bonds 
of one of the States of the United States which had matured 
and the payment of which was refused. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wim.1amMs], who urged 
that question with earnestness yesterday or made objection to 
the proposition, was not certain when I called attention to the 
fact that the proposed treaty does not limit questions which 
may be submitted to arbitration or submitted to the joint court 
of inquiry to those which are enumerated in the first article, 
but in the second article that scope is enlarged and is made to 
apply to all matters of difference. The joint high commission 
does not make any award at any time. The joint commission 
of inquiry has the power expressly conferred upon it not only 
to inquire concerning the*matters enumerated in the first article, 
but also any other controversy hereafter arising between them, 
even if they are not agreed that it falls within the scope of 
article 1. . 

I want to come first to the question whether any demand can 
be made upon the United States on account of the indebtedness 
of a State—if the terms of the treaty are sufficiently broad to 
embrace all matters of difference between the United States 
and the countries with which we have treaties. It is true such 
indebtedness is not the debt of the United States, but it is also 
true that under our dual system of government it is the debt of 
one of our sovereignties, which sovereignty can not enter into 
direct relations with a foreign power and with which sover- 
eignty no foreign sovereignty can enter into diplomatic rela- 
tions by negotiations or otherwise. Can it be contended for a 
moment that when the Federal Government was formed, and 
the right of a State to enter into negotiations or diplomatic 
relations with a foreign State was prohibited and denied to it, 
when the entire power as to everything which relates to that 
State and a foreign Government, so far as negotiations were 
concerned or adjustments were concerned, either to be proposed 
or concluded, was delegated to the Federal Government, when 
the barrier has been erected around a State so that no foreign 
power can reach it, when we have even put in the Constitution 
in the eleventh amendment that no foreign citizen shall sue a 
State—can it be contended that the effect of that was forever 
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to relieve a State from all obligations to foreign countries by 
reason of what might be done or undertaken to be done by a 
State, or to forever bar a foreign State from any possibility of 
having redress for anything that may happen to it or its citizens 
or subjects through a State of the United States? 

Mr. President, that is a proposition which it seems to me im- 
possible for anyone to conceive of as correct. The United States 
Government is clothed by the States with all poyer to deal as 
to any matter that concerns a State with a foreign Government, 
and the State is prohibited from dealing with any foreign Gov- 
ernment except through the Federal Government. Not only so, 
but every foreign Government is barred from attempting to 
deal with a State, or attempting to seek redress from a State, 
on account of any obligation of any character whatsoever. The 
Federal Government has been clothed by the State, I repeat, 
with the jurisdiction or authority to represent it in all matters 
which concern it and a foreign Government; and yet if the con- 
tention is correct, that the United States can not be called to 
account for the action of a State, that arrangement would be 
one in which a State would be forever protected in any act 
which might concern a foreign nation or the subjects or citizens 
of a foreign nation. It would be forever and for all time pano- 
plied and fortified, so that it might commit any act of injus- 
tice or deny any obligation and there would be no redress. Mr. 
President, it is an utter impossibility that such can be the case. 

Now, it is another matter as to what would be the effect of 
an arbitration between the United States and a foreign Govern- 
ment in which it should be found that the State ought to pay 
the bonds. The Senator from Mississippi asked, How would the 
Federal Government enforce it? Mr. President, if the award of 
arbitrators were never enforced, if there were never an effort 
to enforce it, under the circumstances of the creation of these 
discredited bonds the subject is a matter, as was said by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], that concerns our- 
selves alone. It is a sealed book, which is forever shut up and 
closed. It is a political matter growing out of a time of great 
political disturbance—almost anarchy. The fundamental propo- 
sition upon which the Southern States base their refusal to 
pay these bonds is that they are not their bonds; that they did 
not make the bonds; that there were others in high places who 


had usurped authority for which they were in no manner re- 


sponsible; and that they were not liable for their acts except 
in so far as they had received the benefit of those bonds. 

As I have had occasion to say before, Mr. President, there 
are not simply safes and vaults full of these bonds; there are 
absolutely cords of them, which could be piled up like corded 
wood, to pay which would bankrupt the Southern States. It is 
a question that is ended. It is a question which has been ended 
not only to the satisfaction of the Southern people, but it has 
been ended to the satisfaction of the Northern people; and the 
evidence of it is that the credit of the Southern States is to-day 
. practically as good as the credit of the Northern States upon 
the exchanges of the great metropolis of the North. I will ask 
my colleague what the bonds of the State of Georgia sell at. 
I have forgotten. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. About par, the 3 per cent and 4 
per cent bonds. It depends on the length of time they run. 

Mr. BACON. Above par? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The 3 per cent bonds sell at par. 

Mr. BACON. My colleague, who has recently occupied the 
executive chair of my State, tells me that upon the exchange 
of New York a 3 per cent bond of the State of Georgia will 
sell at par, some variation being found according to the length 
of time it has to run. 

But, I repeat, this question has been settled, not only to the 
satisfaction of the southern people, but it has been settled to 
the satisfaction of the Nation at large. It is regarded as a 
closed incident, and it matters not whether the result of such 
an arbitration should ever exact one dollar of payment from 
either one of those States; it is a matter we do not wish that 
any outside party should ever have the right to say to the 
Senate of the United States, you must arbitrate that. I have 
no fear; I would be willing that any southern Senator should 
sit silent and let the question come up before Senators from 
the North as to whether or not they would agree that the ques- 
tion of the liability of the States on those reconstruction bonds 
should be submitted to arbitration, and I am sure they would 
say no. When that question was submitted to them the most 
important question would be, Will you submit it to arbitration? 
not the terms of arbitration. Mr. President, that is distinctly 
a justiciable question. The Supreme Court of the United States 
has determined that the question of the liability of one of these 
State’s government bonds is a justiciable question. If sub- 
mitted to us we would say no. Submitted to a board of inquiry, 
they would say yes. 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, I do not 
think we would say the question was not justiciable. We 
would say it was a question not of difference between the 
United States Government and the people. Of course, the ques- 
tion is justiciable. A 

Mr. BACON. I have endeavored to go over that question 
with the Senator from Mississippi. He and I differ on that 
point. The Senator from Mississippi thinks that there can be 
no difference between a foreign country and the United States 
as to the claim of a citizen or subject of that foreign country 
against one of the United States. I hold that the Federal Gov- 
ernment represents necessarily the State in such controversy 
and that it is a matter of difference between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the foreign Government. It may not be a debt 
of the Federal Government and is not a debt of the Federal 
Government, but when a demand is made upon the Federal 
Governnient to arbitrate that question the Federal Government 
could not reply, “It is the debt of a State and not the debt of 
the Federal Government,” because the Federal Government 
represents the State in all the relations between that State and 
a foreign Government. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Georgia pardon one 
more interruption? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. , 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Georgia said the United 
States could not make that reply. I answer the United States 
has replied that way, and a joint mixed commission decided 
that the claim of the United States was correct. r 

Mr. BACON. I am going to come to that. I have the original 
article of agreement between the Government of the United 
States, and that was put upon a technicality, which I will come 
to a little later. I have the book right here and I shall try not 
to omit it. 

Mr. President, that is not a dead question. I do not know 
this matter personally of which I am now to speak; I can not 
assert it personally; but I do assert it as a fact of which I am 
as confident as I am of anything else that I have not personal 
knowledge of that there is now in the State Department, or 
has been in the recent past, one or more demands or suggestions 
upon the part of foreign governments upon the Federal Govern- 
ment to take up this question of the bonds of the Southern 
States which were not paid. If I am wrong about that, I in- 
vite contradiction of it, not only here but elsewhere. I charge 
it, at the same time stating that I do not say it from personal 
knowledge, but I do it from confidence in the correctness of the 
statement, that there are to-day in the State Department, or 
have been recently, in Washington, the demands, actual or tenta- 
tive, of foreign governments upon the Federal Government on 
account of the alleged indebtedness of these States on those 
repudiated bonds. 

I have here a little clipping which has been handed to me by 
a brother Senator, which he cut out of a St. Louis paper, and 
which I will read. It is brief. It is not an old matter by any 
means. I have not the date, but it is very recent: 

MISSISSIPPI STATE BONDS ISSUED TO PLANTERS’ AND UNION BANKS. 

The Corporation of Foreign Bondholders of London and Messrs. H. B. 
Hollins & Co., of New York, have consented to act as readjustment 
managers for the benefit of the holders of the above-described securi- 
ties, who may deposit their bonds under the terms of an agreement pro- 
vided for that purpose. 

Copies of the documents will be furnished on application and tempo- 
rary certificates will be issued in exchange for deposited securities, In 
the interest of the bondholders it is important that deposits be made 
within the next 30 days, and the readjustment managers do not under- 
take to adopt any action in reference to the above securities until they 
are empowered a majority. 

THE CORPORATION OF FOREIGN BONDHOLDERS, LONDON, 


H. B. HOLLINS & Co., New YORK, 
Readjustment Managers, London-New York. 


EDWARD L. ANDREWS, Counsel. 


Mr. President, those of us who have for some years past been 
engaged in the consideration of questions, growing out of the 
condition of the Central American States and their indebtedness 
recognize these names signed to this advertisement. That is 
not a fictitious advertisement. They are people who deal in 
all these classes of discredited securities, and the very same men 
haye come up here, or at least their names are found in these 
books, giving information concerning discredited bonds of va- 
rious countries. I do not know that they have ever appeared 
before us, but they have been concerned in all these questions 
about the readjustment of the debts of the Central American 
States. It is not a myth; it is an active organization, and here 
they are advertising in the papers of the United States for these 
southern bonds for the purpose of making demands and claims. 
Can anyone doubt, if this treaty were ratified with this power 
given to this outside commission to determine what subjects 
shall be arbitrated, that there would be a speedy movement to 
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arbitrate the question of the liability of these States to pay 
these hundreds of millions of fraudulent bonds. 

I care not, Mr. President, whether it is possible to figure out 
in what way the State will ever be made to pay these bonds or 
not, I say this is a matter that we do not wish to open. We 
do not wish to be put in a position where, when the Senate says, 


as I know it would say, that it will not submit that question te | to 


arbitration, we can be compelled to say that it shall go to an 
outside commission, and that we shall have to abide by what 
that commission may say in regard to the question whether the 
question: of the liability of my State or of another State shall 
or shall not be submitted to arbitration. 

Mr. President, my friend the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CLARKE} reminds me of a matter which possibly I might have 
overlooked but for his having done so, as I have certainly 
passed that part of the argument. He reminds me of the fact 
that foreign Governments have made demands upon the Federal 
Government not simply for the payment of contract obligations, 
but for the payment of damages on account of injuries in- 
flicted upon its citizens. The Senator from Mississippi knows 
that fact. It occurred in a case from Louisiana and also in a 
ease from Colorado, and possibly another; I am not sure. I 
was asking some Senator to-day whether any demand had ever 
been made on this Government on account of the slaughter of 
Chinese on the Pacifie coast. As stated by the Senator from 
Arkansas, the Government of the United States did actually 
pay damages in the ease of the demand on account of what 
occurred in Louisiana, and the Government of the United 
States did so in recognition of the fact that while it was not 
the act of the United States Government, while it was not an 
act on account of which the United States could as a: Govern- 
ment be made responsible in money, it was the aet of one who 
alone could be represented in negotiations between it and 
another Government by the authority of the United States. It 
was very generous on the part of the United States. It paid 
it, and has not exacted any repayment from the State. I pre- 
sume if it had requested payment from the State the State 
would have paid it. The amount was not very large, and even 
if it be large, and in its power, the State would have recognized 
the fact that the Federal Government in that negotiation had 
represented it and had done the best for it it could. It would 
recognize the fact that if it were not a part of the Federal 
Government a demand would have been made upon Louisiana 
and not upon the Federal Government, and if an independent 
State it would have had to respond to that demand or stand 
the consequences, whatever they might be, even to the point of 
a rupture of friendly relations, and possibly war. 

I have here a copy of the Platt amendment, a compliance 
with which we imposed on Cuba. I will remark that I possibly 


am consuming more time than I should in the details of this} 


discussion, but I want to bring to the attention of the Senate 
as strongly as I can, in a practical way, the consideration and 
decision of the question whether the determination as to 
whether an arbitration. shall or shall not be entered upon is an 
important part of the duty of assenting to a treaty providing 
for an arbitration. If it is, then we can not ourselves escape 
the responsibility of such assent and delegate it to some one 
else. To do so is to violate the command of the Constitution 
that before a treaty ean be made the Senate by a two-thirds 
vote of those present must advise and consent to it. 

I have here, Mr. President, the Platt amendment and also the 
declaration of war of the United States against Spain, in which 
there is incorporated the famous Teller resolution. At that 
time it was not known what was going to be the effect of a 
declaration of war against Spain. There was the gravest ap- 
prehension in Congress, and to my personal knowledge, from his 
ewn utterances made to me by the President of the United 
States that the act of the Congress in declaring war against 
Spain would be construed by the European Governments as a 
purpose to aggrandize the United States, to take a means to 
acquire the territory of Cuba for the benefit and advantage of 
the United States and for their enrichment. It was an impor- 
tant matter to disabuse the minds of European Governments 
of that suggestion. It was important to stand before the world 
with a solemm assertion that we entered upon that war not for 
aggrandizement nor for the enrichment of this country, but for 
the purpose of a great accomplishment, of terminating an in- 


tolerable condition in Cuba, and in the securing to that country | 


of the peace and good order which would make it possible for 
this country to have it live by the side of us in such a way as 
would not be detrimental to the interests and the welfare of 
the United States. 

For the purpose of setting ourselves in a position beyond 
criticism in that regard, when we broke the peace of world, in 
that most solemn of all solemm moments that can come to the 
Congress of the United States, we incorporated this resolution, 


wn as the Teller amendment, in the declaration of war. 
should have mentioned that this matter in regard to Cuba 
was. brought up yesterday by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Sumaj], and I am simply pursuing it a little further. After 
the other resolutions, the fourth is this: 
That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention 
exercise ty, jurisdiction, or control over said island ex- 
cept for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when 
that is necomplished, to leave the government and control of the island 
to its people. 

Now, Mr. President, we entered upon that war not knowing 
what would be its cost in blood and treasure; we entered upon 
that not knowing but that it would embroil us in war with all 
Europe; we entered upon it because of the great necessity that 
we should do so te terminate a condition at our deors which 
could not be longer tolerated; and yet, after the conclusion of 
that war, although we had made that pledge in its declaration, 
it was realized that we could not stand by that declaration. It 
was realized that we could not safely turn over that island to the 
unrestricted control of the people of Cuba, and that in order to 
insure that there should be in the future the continued condition 
of affairs for the aceomplishment of which we had gone to war 
it was necessary to violate that pledge. While we did not vie- 
late it in spirit, so far as concerns practieal autonomy for 
Cuba and so far as it relates to any effort te aggrandize 
ourselves was concerned, or to enrich the people and Govern- 
ment of the United States, so far from leaving that island to 
the control of its own people we did, in what is known as the 
Platt amendment, lay down the most stringent restrietions upon 
freedom of action by their Government. They are toe long 
for me to read, but I may possibly, with the permission of the 
Senate, insert at least a part of them. In that Platt amend- 
ment there are eight requirements and restrictions made by 
the United States upon the Cuban people and their Government. 
I will read the first one, at least, because that is one which 
illustrates the fact that a serious question may be raised be- 
tween Cuba and the United States, or it may be raised between 
a foreign Government interested in Cuba and the United States, 
on account of its Inconsistency with the pledge in the Teller 


amendment. The first paragraph ef the Platt amendment is 


this: 
That the Government of Cuba shall never enter into any treaty or 
other compact with any foreign power or powers which will im or 
tend to impair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner au ize 
for milans e of otherwise, Todt n ot etal 
over any portion of oad island. j saj 

Mr. President, there can be no question of the fact that that 
requirement, as well as the others that follow it, is in absolute 
violation of the pledge which the Government of the United 
States made when it declared war against Spain. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? , 

Mr. BACON. I will; but I had not finished the statement I 
intended to make in that regard. If the Senator will suspend 
for just a few moments, I will yield to him with pleasure a 
little later. 

The application I want to make of tWat, Mr. President, is 
this: Cuba is an independent country im all respects, except so 


| far as we exercise an authority which may be termed a suze- 


rainty. She has her minister here; we have our minister 
there; she has ministers in all the courts of Europe, and the 
courts of Europe have their ministers in Cuba. So that, so far 
as autonomy goes, she fs an independent country. It is an easy 
matter for Cuba to say that this restriction is in denial of the 
obligation which we imposed upon ourselves when we declared 
war against Spain, and to demand that she have the right 
to enter into treaties, such as are prohibited in the Platt 
amendment, or, what might be more practical, to sell to a for- 
eign government a naval station on the island of Cuba. She 
might demand arbitration of that. She could demand it if she 
had a treaty with us. If that question came here after we had 
spent millions of dollars for the purpose of bringing about the 
present conditions in Cuba and for insuring the future—if that 
question eame here and we were to refuse to arbitrate the ques- 
tion with her, she could, under the terms of such a treaty as 
that now before us, demand that it be referred to the outside 
eommission to say whether we should yield to her demand and 
make an agreement of arbitration against our will. In thus 
permitting the outside commission to dictate to us under such 
circumstance that we should against our will agree to arbi- 
trate with Cuba our right to enforce the Platt amendment, we 
would have abdicated the power and the duty and the obliga- 
tion which the Constitution imposes upon us, that we shall 


advise and consent to a treaty in every part. The main ques- 
‘tion would have been, Will we arbitrate our right to control 


Cuba as to her permission to make a sale of a naval station 


* 
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to Great Britain or to France or to Germany or to Austria or 
to any other Government? The power to determine whether we 
would arbitrate that question we could not constitutionally dele- 
gate to an outside commission. 

Mr. President, there is another class of cases that I think 
ought to appeal to Senators more strongly than the class I have 
already enumerated. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
him with pleasure. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, before the Sen- 
ator from Georgia leaves the Cuban illustration, I desire to 
emphasize and put the question to the Senator from Georgia 
whether the close proximity of the Bahama Islands, in which 
England is directly interested, to Cuba and Cuba’s condition 
were such as to jeopardize in any way the health or the prosper- 
ity of the Bahama Islands because of Cuba’s inability to contract 
obligations beyond the limitations fixed by the United States—is 
not a question in which England would be directly interested? 
And, under the general power of clause 8 of article 3 of 
the treaty we are considering, could she not instantly put 
that question up to an international tribunal, to determine 
whether or not her interests were vital, without any consent 
whatever from us? 

Mr. BACON. I think the suggestion of the Senator from 
Michigan is entirely apt and furnishes another strong illustra- 
tion of the principle for which I am contending. 

I was about to say, Mr. President, that there is another class 
of questions which can be the subject of a demand for arbitra- 
tion, which, it seems to me, would appeal still more strongly to 
Senators, especially to the two distinguished Senators who now 
sit in front of me and who are the advocates of this clause of 
the treaty—the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WIILIAus!] and 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner]. I mention them 
because I have heard the same thing from each one of them as 


I now yield to 


to the limitation of the power of the Government in making 


treaties, in which I fully agree with them both. The importance 
of the presentation I am about to make is emphasized by the 
fact that it is a question, Mr. President, upon which all lawyers 
are not agreed, as to how far the power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment extends in the making of treaties under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

For instance, in a work upon the treaty-making power of the 
United States, written by Mr. Charles Henry Butler, of New 
York, is found the following statement of his opinion and con- 
clusions as to the extent of the power of the United States in 
making treaties, which is in direct conflict with the views enter- 
tained by myself and the Senator from Maryland and the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi: 

First. That the treaty-making power of the United States, as vested 
in the central Government, is derived not only from the powers ex- 
pressly conferred by the Constitution, but that it is also possessed by 
that Government as an attribute of sovereignty, and that it extends to 
every subject which can be the basis of negotiation and contract be- 
tween any of the sovereign powers of the world, or in to which 
the several States of the Union themselves could have negotiated and 
contracted if the Constitution had not expressly prohibited the States 
from exercising the treaty-making power in any manner whatever and 
vested that power exclusively in and expressly delegated it to the 
Federal Government.. € 

Second. That the power to legislate in regard to all matters affected 
by treaty stipulations and relations is coextensive with the treaty-mak- 
ing poer and that acts of Congress enforcing such stipulations which, 
in the absence of treaty stipulations, would unconstitutional as in- 
fringing upon the powers reserved to the States, are constitutional, and 
can be enforced, even though they may conflict with State laws or pro- 
visions of State constitutions. 

Third. That all provisions in State statutes or constitutions which in 
any way conflict with any treaty stipulations, whether they have been 
made prior or subsequent thereto, must give way to the provisions of 
the treaty, or act of Congress based on and enforcing the same, even if 
such provisions relate to matters wholly within State jurisdiction. 

To these opinions and these conclusions the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senator from Mississippi do not assent. 
From the standpoint of the Senator from Maryland or from the 
standpoint of the Senator from Mississippi and from my stand- 
point—and I think from the only correct standpoint—the Fed- 
eral Government has no right to make a treaty except in pur- 
suance of the Constitution of the United States. From my 
standpoint and from the standpoint of each of these honorable 
Senators, the Federal Government has no right to make a treaty 
which shall control the police powers of a State. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has determined solemnly that the 
police jurisdiction of a State is something which belongs to that 
State; that it does not acquire it from the Constitution of the 
United States; that it does not in any manner get it from the 
United States; but that it is a power which each State had be- 
fore it entered into the covenant of the Constitution, and a 


power which it never surrendered, and therefore a power which 
belongs to it by the most sacred of all titles. i 

But, Mr. President, suppose a question should arise between 
this Government and a foreign Government, and a difference 
grew out of it which should inyolve the right of the Federal 
Government to control police powers in the interest of the for- 
eign Government; suppose, as in the case of the schools in Cali- 
fornia, under a treaty already existing a foreign government— 
the Government of Japan in that instance invoked the existing 
treaty, and said that under that treaty guaranteeing to its 
citizens certain rights in this country, they had the right to 
enter into the publie schools of California our reply would be 
this: That can not be so, because the treaty can not be con- 
strued to apply to that which is beyond the constitutional pow- 
ers of the United States; being beyond the constitutional power 
of the United States, the United States never had that in con- 
templation and could not if it would give that right to Japan 
by treaty. There is in consequence no such obligation on the 
part of the United States to enforce under that treaty the right 
of Japanese youths to go into the white schools of California. 
Suppose that question comes here and the President of the 
United States believes who sends.it here, as the then President 
of the United States did believe, that under the treaty with 
Japan the question of the right of a Japanese youth to go into 
a school in California was involved and included. Suppose the 
President of the United States sends a proposed treaty for the 
purpose of arbitrating that question and the Senate of the 
United States refuses to arbitrate it, declines to arbitrate it. 
It goes, under the terms of such a treaty as that now pending, 
to the court of inquiry. There is nothing in the proposed treaties 
which limits the question of difference to the executives. It 
also embraces differences in which the Senate may be a party. 
The treaty with Japan providing for arbitration comes to the 
Senate and the Senate says: No; we do not consider that a 
justiciable question; we do not consider that under the Con- 
stitution of the United States there can bè any such interpreta- 
tion of that treaty as will justify an arbitration of the right of 
Japanese youths to enter the California schools.” 

The other Government says, “ That being so, we demand that 
that question go to the joint high commission of inquiry,’ and 
the joint high commission, agreeing with the view expressed 
by Mr. Butler, which I have quoted, determines that it is 
within the power of the Federal Government to make a treaty 
which shall admit Japanese students into the white schools of 
California, and that the Senate should agree to arbitrate the 
question, and it comes back here. Now, the case of the Senator 
from Mississippi and the case of the Senator from Maryland 
are somewhat different, because the Senator from Mississippi 
says that we are not bound by that conclusion of the commis- 
sion, while the Senator from Maryland says that we are. It 
comes back here, under the opinion of the Senator from Mary- 
land, with a conclusive obligatory finding on the part of this 
outside commission. Has the Senator from Maryland, or any 
other Senator who thinks that way, the right to say that he 
will yield his judgment as to a constitutional power of the Fed- 
eral Government in the making of a treaty affecting the schools 
of a State because the joint high commission decides that the 
Federal Government has that power? No, Mr. President; the 
Senator from Maryland would not do so; but, according to the 
logic of his case, he would haye it to do or break the obligation 
of the treaty to abide by the judgment of this outside com- 
mission. à 

The Senator from Mississippi does not go so far as the Sen- 
ator from Maryland in that particular. The Senator from Mary- 
land says that it would be of binding obligation; and I am go- 
ing to read his language here from this report, which is a very 
strong statement of the question and expresses my views ex- 
actly. The Senator from Mississippi says, however, that there 
would not be a legal obligation, but a moral obligation. 

Mr. President, I want to ask one question: If there is a moral 
obligation, upon what must that moral obligation rest? If 
there is a moral obligation, it must rest upon the fact that there 
is an agreement on the part of the United States that the Sen- 
ate shall and will be bound by the finding of the outside com- 
mission as provided in the treaty; because, if there is no such 
agreement, there is no moral obligation, and if there is such an 
agreement in the treaty, it is not a moral obligation but a legal 
obligation. Is there any escape from that proposition? But 
if we assume that it is a moral obligation, can a man undertake 
a moral obligation to do that which is unconstitutional, knowing 
in advance that his agreement may call on him to do that which 
he believes to be unconstitutional? If it is a moral obligation, 
it is one that he is not at liberty to disregard. If he has in- 
vested that high commission with the power to find a conclusion 
which will deyolve upon him a moral obligation to obey it, how 
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can he say, “I will obey it when I think it is proper, and I will 
disregard it when I do not think it is proper”? If it is a moral 
obligation, Mr. President, it is to carry out the command of that 
commission. And, as there is no way to enforce obedience to 
the obligation, a moral obligation is as binding as a legal obli- 
gation. 

But, Mr. President, I feel that I have delayed too long on 
.these illustrations of the practical working of these proposed 
treaties, and I am going to hurry on, because I wish to present 
some other matters in connection with this questlon. In pass- 
ing, I will say this: The Senators admit that, so far as the sub- 
jects excepted in what we know as the Root treaties of 1908 
are concerned, namely, honor, vital interests, and independence, 
while those exceptions are eliminated from this treaty they are 
subjects which no Senate would consent to arbitrate. Therefore, 
Mr. President, the fact that they are not excepted in the pending 
treaties does not in any manner change their effect and applica- 
tion from the treaties that now exist. I will simply pass it 
with this question: If any question affecting the honor or the 
vital interests or the independence of this country should be 
presented to the Senate and a demand should be made upon 
the Senate for arbitration, would not the main question be, 
Shall we or shall we not arbitrate it? Being the main question, 
there is no possibility that we can escape the conclusion that it 
is a part of the obligation imposed upon the Senate to advise 
and consent to the making of the treaty. So grave a question 
can not be constitutionally determined by embracing them in a 
treaty at the dictation of an outside commission. 

Mr. President, passing from that, those who are I think 
somewhat shocked at the conclusion with which they are con- 
fronted when it is contended in their presence that to carry 
out the third clause of the third article as an obligatory 
clause would put the Senate of the United States in a condition 
which it could not possibly consent to occupy, take refuge in the 
construction that the, third clause of the third article does not 
impose any obligation. I want right in that particular to call 
attention to a very remarkable fact, that of all the Senators who 
advocate these treaties in their present form, no two of them 
agree in the construction of that third clause, or, at least, no 
two of them agree in the construction and also in the applica- 
tion of it. Perhaps I ought to make an exception in the case 
of the Senator from Dlinois [Mr. Currom] and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Root], because they did join in the 
same report, and therefore they do agree. I want to say, how- 
ever, in regard to that, that while the Senator from New York, 
who I understand and am informed wrote that report, and the 
Senator from Illinois agree in the report, they differ very widely 
in the application of the third clause of article 3 from other 
Senators who have expressed their approval of this clause in 
the treaty. The Senator from New York, after what might be 
called a very moderate defense of the treaty, proceeds to point 
out its fatal defects. The Senator from New York smiles when 
I say “ moderate.” We know that the Senator from New York 
does not generally make moderate arguments, especially on law 
questions. If I had made this argument, I would probably speak 
of it in some other language than as a “ moderate argument,” 
but I suppose that is the least depreciating designation that I 
can give to it when made by the Senator from New York, and, 
knowing the fertility of resource of the Senator from New 
York, I am compelled to say that I do not think he would have 
made so moderate an argument but for the delicacy of the 
position in which he is placed, which requires him to show 
consideration for his successor in the high office of Secretary of 
State. 

On page 9 of this pamphlet, Senate Document No. 98, is found 
the report of the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Illinois. After having made this argument, which I am still 
content to call “an argument,” sustaining this treaty in its 
present form—I will say it is not only a moderate argument, but 
a very short argument, being less than a page—it goes on to say 
this: 

The real objection to the clause which commits to the proposed joint 
commission questions whether particular controversies are arbitrable is 
not that the commission will determine whether the cular case 
comes within a known line, but that the commission, under the general 
language of the first article, may draw the line to suit themselves in- 
stead of observ: a line drawn by the treaty-making ve If we 
thought this could not be ayoided without amen et, we 
would vote for the amendment to strike out the last clause of a cle 8, 
for it is clearly the duty of the treaty-making power, including the Sen- 
ate as well as the President, to draw that line, and that duty can not 
be delegated to a commission. 

And then it goes on to suggest a clause which shall be at- 
tached to the treaty, and that clause, suggested in this report, 
is this: 

Such a clanse may well be, in substance, as follows: 

The Senate advises and eonsents to the ratification of the said treaty 
with the understanding, to be made a part of such ratification, that the 
treaty does not authorize the submission to arbitration of any question 
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which depends u raditional 
tude of FVV —. — or other 
purely governmental policy. 

There is no possible contention on the part of the Senators 
from New York and Illinois, who join in this report, that there 
is any Janguage in this treaty with reference to those subjects— 
“the traditional attitude of the United States concerning Ameri- 
can questions or other purely governmental policy ”—but the 
Senators reeognize the fact that in leaving such a question 
it is fatally defective and should be 8 a resolution of 
ratification which would except those particular subjects. We 
might say that there are a great many other subjects which 
might be excepted. Why limit it to them? 

Mr. President, I am not going to stop at showing the differ- 
ence in the case of the Senators from New York and Illinois, 
but as to others the fact of the business is that every Senator 
who favors these treaties stands on a different side in regard to 
the treaties, if not directly in opposition on the legal question, 
directly upon the question of how far that clause will extend in 
its application to any tréaty which may be invoked hereafter. 

In the case of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burton} there is 
distinctly the argument on his part that the third clause does 
not impose upon the Senate any obligation, and that when the 
award of that commission came back to the Senate we would 
stand in exactly the same position as if the matter had been 
submitted to us directly by the President without going to a 
commission. That is the contention of the Senator from Ohio. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mocvunzn] makes 
practically the same argument, but he goes further than the 
Senator from Ohio. The Senator from North Dakota says that 
the effect of that part of the treaty—the third clause—is not 
to control the Senate; that it has no effect upon the Senate, but 
it is compulsory in its effect upon the President. That is the 
position of the Senator from North Dakota, that all of this con- 
tention, all of this propaganda, all of this agitation among the 
ae are to compel the President to submit a matter to the 

e, 

The Senator from North Dakota in his speech said, in re- 
sponse to an inquiry made by me, that under this proposed 
treaty nothing could be submitted to arbitration that could not 
be submitted under the existing treaties. Therefore not only is 
the scope of the treaties not enlarged, but the entire effect of 
it, while not enlarging the scope of the treaties, is to lay a com- 
rt upon the President of the United States. The Senator 
said: 

It com 
be e ber RT ff Ca ane 
and nothing more. 

In this construction the Senator from North Dakota is in line 
with all the other Senators who favor this objectionable third 
clause of the third article to the extent that neither one of 
them agrees with any of the others as to the proper construc- 
tion and application of the clause. 

And then further on the Senator from North Dakota, in his 
speech favoring the treaties, says: 

That it leaves for the Senate exacti 
that the Senate would 2 if the ... — 
without the act of the joint commission, had submitted the case to 
arbitration. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], on the contrary, 
in a very forceful expression of it in his report, which he sus- 
tained in his argument before the Senate, uses this language. 
After quoting what had been said by the Senator from Ohio 
in regard to the proper construction of the third clause of the 
third article, he says this: 
n 

That is, that it left the Senate with the same power as it was 
before the outside commission made its decision— 


The lawyers of the committee and eminent la rs outside of the com- 
mittee who have examined the — are at odds and at varlance upon 


on if 

udiated by the Senate, It is 
all very well to say that it is practically impossible that the Senate 
would ever have occasion to refuse its fe pe of the arbitration of a 
question which the commission of inquiry had 5 to be within the 
scope of article 1. The Senate, however, has the power to refuse its 
approval and it has the unlimited power so to do, as Senator Burton 
admits, fee ce mo J to his interpretation of the treaty, and to my mind 
the prime oD and intention of the treaty was not to confer this 
wer upon the Senate but to make the decision of the commission 

ve and final. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Maryland in 
this construction. I do not see how it is possible for anyone 
to come to any other conclusion in regard to that matter. And 
yet it is true that in reaching that conclusion without any quali- 
fication, the Senator again presents the case of differing in part 
at least from the other Senators who favor this third clause. 
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No two of them entirely agree. The Senator from Maryland in 
a speech in the Senate spoke of this treaty— E 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. Does not the Senator think it was the inten- 
tion of the parties who drew this treaty to make the decision 
binding? 

Mr. BACON. I do most absolutely and without any possible 
qualification. 

Mr. RAYNER. So do I. 

Mr. BACON. It does not mean anything if it does not mean 
that. It has no place here if it does not mean that. Let me 
read you the corresponding clause in The Hague convention 


from which all this provision is taken, except that particular” 


part which is added and embodied in this third clause. This 
treaty, I say, has in it less that is original than any paper that 
ever came to the Senate of the United States. It is taken bodily 
from The Hague convention and from what are known as the 
Root treaties. I say “taken bodily”; there is a difference of 
phraseology between these treaties and the Root treaties; there 
is a difference in terms; but according to Senators themselves 
those terms, when put into practical operation, will mean noth- 
ing more than the present treaties mean; for these Senators 
say that questions of national honor, vital interests, govern- 
mental policies, and so forth, are not justiciable, and would 
not, therefore, be arbitrable under the proposed: treaties. If 
such questions are not justiciable then the enlargement of the 
scope of arbitration in these proposed treaties, in omitting the 
exceptions of honor, vital interests, and the independence of the 
country as now found in the Root treaties, is meaningless, and 
there is practically nothing new in them excepting this provision 
for this outside commission, perhaps of foreigners, to determine 
for the Senate when it shall or shall not arbitrate questions 
affecting the most important interests of the Government and 
people of the United States. 

I could go through these treaties and take them up clause by 
clause, and I could refer to The Hague convention and the Root 
treaties, 25 in number, and all of which are now in force, and 
I could find in either The Hague convention or the Root treaties 
substantially the same provisions, with some slight variations, 
that are found in this treaty. Even the one which the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WirtraMs] dwelt upon with so much 
earnestness yesterday, as to allowing cooling time, is found in 
The Hague convention, and found in a more direct and prac- 
tical provision than it is here. It does not say anything else 
except that when a demand is made for reference of a ques- 
tion to this outside commission a party may wait a given 
period before it agrees to the reference. I will read the exact 
words so as not to misrepresent it: 

Provided, however, That such reference may be postponed until the 
expiration of one year. 

There is nothing about any negotiations between the parties 
for arbitration in the meantime. That same principle is found 
in The Hague convention with a further provision for the 
selection of outside powers, who shall in the meantime try to 
adjust the matter between the different parties. It makes it 
a superior proyision really to that which is found in this treaty. 

Mr. President, I was about to say that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Rayner] was not enamored with this treaty, 
except as to the purpose to be accomplished, and the purpose 
to be accomplished is already accomplished in a much better 
way by treaties that now exist and by The Hague Conyention. 
I recollect the picturesque language which the Senator from 
Maryland used when he was discussing these treaties before 
the Senate. I turned to the Recorp for the purpose of finding 
it, and I was disappointed in not finding the language used 
when the Senator discussed it in the Senate. The Senator read 
his speech, but at the same time he ornamented it with inter- 
jected extemporaneous remarks, and those remarks I refer to 
were extemporaneous comments and criticisms which do not 
appear in the Recor. Only the written speech was, I presume, 
printed. But even what was written is strong enough. Hesays: 

With profound respect and admiration for our t Secre of 
State, who occupies a foremost place upon the field of Jaw and of 
diplomacy, I am not fascinated with the phraseology of this instrument. 

The Senator used some very much more picturesque lan- 
guage than that when he addressed the Senate, but I want to 
say that that even is a sufficiently severe criticism of it, because, 
if you take out of this treaty the third clause of the third 
article and then eliminate from it everything which it has 
gotten either from The Hague treaty or the Root treaties, 
there is, under the construction put upon it by its friends, 
nothing but phraseology in it, and that does not meet with the 
approval of the Senator from Maryland. 


The Senator from California [Mr. Works], when he was 
discussing these treaties the ratification of which he favors in 
their present form and without amendment, used language 
— read from the report of his speech, is found in the 

ECORD : 


but confess m 
in 


disappointment that ` 
will be so 1 


as a means of 


calling upon Senators to rie the treaties really know their con- 


tents, an 


effect. 


Sir, I appeal to the experience of Senators—was there ever 
a treaty or other official document in the Senate so cuffed and 
buffeted by its friends, or by conflicting constructions so dis- 
credited by its advocates! 

Yet, Mr. President, with no two Senators who advocate this 
treaty agreeing as to the meaning of the language and as to 
the extent of its application and as to the construction of it 
and with their condemnation of it as a literary production, we 
are. asked to ratify it in its present form. And this is the 
demand in such circumstances for the ratification of a treaty 
which is to be invoked by foreign nations for the final settle- 
ment of the gravest and most important questions of difference 
which they may have with the United States. 

Sat RAYNER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. — 

Mr. RAYNER. I think I can safely say that the Senator 
from New York agrees with me in my construction of the treaty— 
that the decision is morally binding, not legally binding. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator did not say “morally.” The Sen- 
ator said “legally.” 

Mr. RAYNER. If there is any such word in the Recom, I 
never said it. I do not suppose the Senator will do me the in- 
justice of saying that anything can be legally binding on the 
Senate. Nothing can be legally binding unless you can enforce 
the right. I have said over and over again that it is binding; 
that it is a moral obligation, but that it is not legally binding, 
and that there is no way of legally enforcing it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. RAYNER. Just give me a moment. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from New York will say whether 
I am wrong or not, but I think he and I agree entirely on the 
construction of this part of the treaty—that it is morally binding 
on the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. In the same way the Senator would say that 
the Constitution of the United States is not legally binding on 
the Senate because its provisions can not be enforced on Senators, 

Mr. BAILEY. I doubt that in some cases. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Constitution of the United States can 
always be enforced. The courts will always enforce the Consti- 
tution of the United States, but no man would stand up and say 
that there is anything legally binding on the Senate. Wherever 
there is a legal right there is a legal remedy. I never contended 
for a moment, nor did the Senator from New York, that there 
is a legal way to enforce this against the Senate. I go on and 
say that the Senate need not obey the mandate, just as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says, although the Senator from Ohio and I 
differ on the construction of the treaty. The Senator from 
Georgia is right about that. 

Mr. BACON. There is not a single command laid by the 
Constitution of the United States on the Senator from Mary- 
land as a Senator that can be enforced by a court. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to know some of the obligations 
that the Constitution lays upon me as a Senator. I am here 
under the sanction of an oath. 

Mr. BACON. Of course. : 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to know what obligation the 
Constitution of the United States lays upon me as a Senator. 
It lays it upon Congress; it does not lay it upon me indi- 
vidually; and if it lays upon the Congress of the United States 
the mandate that we shall not pass unconstitutional laws, and 
if we pass an unconstitutional law the Supreme Court would set 
it aside unless ex-President Roosevelt recalls it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the last proviso is a very im- 
portant one. The contention of the Senator is that it does not 
impose a legal obligation on the Senate because it ean not be 
enforced, but that it is a moral obligation. Everything that is 
a law is a legal obligation, whether it is accompanied by a 
penalty or not for its nonobservance. But the language of the 
Senator himself, which I have already read and which I will 
read again, is the best answer to the Senator’s present position, 
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Here is what the Senator said in his carefully written report, 
as a minority of the Foreign Relations Committee, not an ad- 
dress in which there might have been the accidental use of 
unguarded words, but in his written report the Senator said 
I shall now read. The Senator was commenting upon the posi- 
tion taken by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burron] that the 
report of the outside commission was not binding on the Senate, 
and he then used this language, which I read from the report of 
the Senator from Maryland. 

Now, listen. This is on the question whether it is a legal 
or a moral obligation: 

I regret sincerely that, after the most patient reflection upon the 
subject, I can not possibly reach this conclusion. The lawyers of the 
committee and eminent lawyers outside of the committee who have ex- 
amined the treaty are at odds and at variance upon the proper con- 
struction of article 1 and article 3. I might ask what is the use of 
referring it to a joint high commission for a decision if its decision is 
not binding and can be repudiated by the Senate. It is all very well 
to sy that it is practically im ible that the Senate would ever have 
occasion to refuse its approval of the arbitration of a question which 
the commission of inquiry had reported to be within the scope of article 
1. The Senate, however, has the power to refuse its approval and it 
has the unlimited power so to do, as Senator Burton admits, accord- 
ing to his rated spa of the treaty, and to "r mind the prime 
object and intention of the treaty was not to confer this power upon the 
Sezate, but to make the decision of the commission decisive and final. 

If that is not the recognition of a legal effect of the conferring 
of this power upon the joint commission, I am not able to under- 
stand language, and I confess that the Senator from Maryland 
me atin it very much more forcibly than I could express 
t myself. 

Mr. RAYNER. The Senator from Georgia will not find in 
that speech or in the minority report anything like the word 
legal. I would not stand up before the Senate nor would any 
other lawyer in this body stand before the Senate and say 
legally binding. I do not take back one single word on that. 
That is my position now. It is that if one of the parties to the 
controyersy has a right to set aside the award of the umpire, 
then you might as well strike this last clause of article 3 from 
the treaty. I think it is perfectly absurd to bring in that clause 
and then give one of the parties to the controversy the right to 
override the judgment of the umpire. I have never changed my 
opinion about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have changed my vote. 

Mr. RAYNER. I do not know how the Senator is going to 
vote. He has never stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. I really did not think it was material how I 
was going to vote, because I know very little about these inter- 
national questions, and I generally follow the Democratic mem- 
bership of that committee. I want to say, however, I was 
anxious to yote for this treaty, but if the finding of this joint 
high commission is to be binding upon my conscience, I intend 
to vote against it, and the Senator from Maryland has convinced 
me that I ought to do it. 

Mr. RAYNER. From the Senator’s standpoint I think he is 
right, but I am willing to abide by the finding. I do not know 
that there will be many votes with me in the Senate on that 
question. If there will not be any, I will stand alone on it. I 
am willing to vote that the decision of the commission shall be 
binding. I am willing to so vote, because I do not believe for 
a moment that any of these questions that have been so forcibly 
argued to-day will come within the jurisdiction of the commis- 
sion. I have said that, and what is the use of going over the 
whole question again? 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Georgia will just permit 
me, if we could invoke the Constitution against a Senator, I 
would hale the Senator from Maryland into court on that very 
proposition, and I would ask an injunction to restrain him from 
such conduct. 

Mr. RAYNER. Why does not the Senator from Texas answer 
some other proposition? 

Mr. BAILEY. Because I do not understand the question. 

Mr. RAYNER. But the Senator understands every question. 
There is no legal question the Senator does not understand. 
If the Senator could have answered it, he would have answered 
it long before. It is not from any want of understanding. I 
will guarantee that any legal question which comes up in the 
Senate is fully understood by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not affecting modesty; that is not my 
habit; sometimes, probably, it would become me better if I did, 
but I am perfectly sincere when I say that I have not looked 
into a book upon international law since I left the law school 
where I studied Vattel on the Law of Nations. I never was 
very much interested in a science that had no final tribunal to 
decide it, and I never took much interest in a judgment that 
had to be collected across the bow of a battleship. 


Mr. BACON. 
decision of the joint commission, if it is obligatory, is just as 
muth a legal obligation as the finding of a board of arbitration 


As suggested by my colleague, the finding or 


would be. To say there is no power except the cannon and 
sword of the other party to enforce the judgment of an inter- 
national award of arbitration does not relieve it of the fact 
that it is a legal obligation on the nation which is a party to it 
when found by that board of arbitration. 

There is no dispute about the proposition that if the finding 
of an international board of arbitration is a legal obligation 
when the award comes in, it is a legal obligation upon the 
Nation because we have agreed to abide by the award; and 
when the finding or decision from the joint commission comes 
in and we have agreed to abide by the decision of that com- 
mission and to act in accordance with its findings, it is also a 
legal obligation. There is no escape from the proposition. 

The Senator from Maryland says that no lawyer would think 
the other way. I am sorry to be put out of the pale. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was rather inclined to look at that provi- 
sion as analogous to the report of a referee to a court, where 
it would bind the court unless upen examination the court 
thought the referee was mistaken; and I had supposed the Sen- 
ate would have the same right to reject the report of a joint 
high commission that a court would have to reject the report 
of its referee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And also, if the Senator from Georgia will 
pardon me, if the Senate found the commission had gone clear 
beyond the scope of the authority conferred upon the commis- 
sion itself in the treaty. - 

Mr. BACON. The difference between the case of a referee 
and this commission is that the referee does not have any final 
judgment. He makes always a finding subject to the approval 
of the court. 

Let me read to the Senate some things which will show what 
this clause means there in article 3. Article 3 is taken sub- 
stantially from a clause in The Hague convention. I will have 
to read two articles from The Hague convention together, al- 
though one is numbered 9 and the other 35. They relate to the 
same subjects and the same international commission of in- 
quiry. In The Hague convention there is found this language: 

ARTICLE 9. 


In disputes of an international nature involving neither honor nor 
vital interests, and arising from a difference of opinion on points of 
fact, the contracting powers deem it expedient and desirable that the 
pari who have not been able to come to an agreement by means of 

iplomacy, should, as far as circumstances allow, institute an inter- 
national commission of inquiry, to facilitate a solution of these dis- 
—.— by elucidating the facts by means of an impartial and conscien- 
ous investigation. 

Then it says: 

ARTICLE 853. 


The report of the commission is limited to a statement of facts, and 
has in no way the character of an award. It leaves to the parties en- 
tire freedom as to the effect to be given to the statement. 

When the framers of this treaty came to frame this particular 
article 3, which we recognize is taken from that part of The 
Hague treaty, they left out certain words and put in others, 
and there would have been no other purpose in doing so but to 
change the meaning of those words in the convention. In The 
Hague convention it is left to the decision of the parties—that 
is, to the nations interested—after this board or commission 
has made its recommendation. But now let me read article 
3, which Senators will recognize from its resemblance is taken 
from The Hague convention: 

ARTICLE 3, 

The pont high commission of inquiry, instituted in each case as pro- 
vided for in article 2— 

I will not read article 2; it follows specifically the provisions 
in The Hague convention 


is authorized to examine into and report upon the particular questions 
or matters referred to it, for the purpose of facilitating the solution 
of disputes by elucidating the facts, and to define the issues presented 
by such questions, and also to include in its report such recommenda- 
tions and conclusions as may be appropriate. 

The reports of the commission shall not be regarded as decisions of 
the questions or matters so submitted eicher on the facts or on the law 
and shall in no way have the character o? an arbitral award. 


Now, that far it is an exact copy, almost, except in variation 


of language, of that Hague treaty provision. But it did not 
stop there. It goes on, and here comes the objectionable clause: 


It is further agreed, however— 

What does “ however” mean there bat “nevertheless” ? 

It is further agreed, however, that in cases In which the parties 
disa as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
article 1 of this treaty, that question shall he submitted to the joint 
high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the members 
of the commission agree and report that such difference is within the 
scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance with 
the provisions of this treaty, 
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Except to give this outside commission a power that it would 
not have under the terms of The Hague convention, there could 
have been no possible purpose in adding that clause and in 


changing the provisions of The Hague conyention. If there 
was no purpose to give it any other power, the treaty before 
us would have stopped before it reached that third clause. It 
would not have said “nevertheless” or however,“ which is 
the same thing. Although the decision of the commission shall 
not have the effect of an award, still if there is a difference 
between the parties it shall be referred to the commission, and 
if they decide it a certain way, then that decision shall be final 
and the case shall go to arbitration. I see no possible escape 
from that. 8 

Mr. McLEAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. McLEAN. What is the fundamental objection to the use 
of language in the resolution of ratification which a Senator of 
ordinary intelligence, like myself, may understand? It seems 
to me that this treaty comes from its very first test from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations with three, and perhaps four, 
separate and distinct interpretations. I may agree with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr]; others agree with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]; and others agree with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor}]. We may all be wrong; 
we can not very well all be right. What sort of a specific are 
we sending out to the world as a preventive of international 
troubles, when our own experts, our own chemists, can not 
tell us whether the prescription is composed of guncotton or 
asbestos? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to get through just as 
soon as I can, because I haye been on the floor longer than I 
expected and longer than I would have been but for the inter- 
ruptions, which, of course, I welcome and am glad to have. I 
will endeavor to call attention briefly to an amendment which 
I think ought to be made. I want to call attention to one or 
two other matters before I close. 

One very particular contention has been made and that is that 
even if the decision of the commission is final and is to decide 
whether a question is or is not justiciable and must be given 
to arbitration by the Senate, that nevertheless would not be 
a delegation of the power of the Senate. In support of that 
we are cited to the legislation in the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission act, by which a rule is laid down and certain parties are 
empowered to determine when that rule calls for certain action, 
such as seeing that railroad rates are reasonable, and so forth. 

I want to reply to that. There are several replies to it. In 
the first place, Mr. President, the rule with reference to legisla- 
tion can not properly be applied to a rule with reference to the 
Senate so far as they are exercising the treaty-making power. 
The Senate is in the performance of a peculiar function. It 
is not the performance of a function in which simply the 
majority of the Senate is authorized to act, but it requires two- 
thirds. I could pursue that argument further, but I will not 
on account of the lack of time. There is a great difference be- 
tween the making of a treaty and the making of a statute law, 
which I am sure Senators will recognize without my consuming 
too much time in its elaboration or discussion. The cases such 
as the interstate-commerce law are not analogous to the pro- 
posed delegation of power proposed here. In the first place, 
in every case of that kind where Congress passes a law and 
prescribes a rule and then appoints a person who is to determine 
when the law shall go into effect, because that is what it 
amounts to practically, it prescribes some one who is an officer 
of the Government. It is an impossibility to conceive of a case 
where the Government would pass a law and prescribe a rule 
by which it should determine whether the law should go into 
effect and authorize a private citizen or a foreigner or anyone 
else who was not an officer of the Government to put that law 
into operation. That of itself is sufficient and fatal to the sug- 
gestion to my mind. But that is not all. 

What do we do when we take the case of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission? What do we do when we say the Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall make regulations which are rea- 
sonable and just, and prescribing other tests? We prescribe a 
rule as to what others shall do. We prescribe a rule and ap- 
point others to do it who are under our control. We prescribe 
a rule that we can at any time withdraw. We prescribe a rule 
which we can oversee and change. We prescribe a rule which 
we can at any time nullify. In other words, we are prescribing 
5 ere which must be obeyed by the party to whom the authority 

ven. 

What do we do in this case? We are prescrib 


a rule by 
which a commission shall say to us what we shall 


We are 


not prescribing a rule by which outside parties shall carry out a 
law under our direction, but we prescribe a rule and give the 
outside commission the authority to say to us what we shall 
do. Is that a similar case? By no means. It is as if in th 
performing the constitutional function of legislation we shoul 
create an outside legislative commission, composed in part 
or possibly in whole of foreigners, with power to finally de- 
termine for Congress whether any proposed legislation is rea- 
sonable and just, with a provision that when this commission 
decided that any proposed legislation is reasonable and j 
then Congress should enact it as law, even though Congress di 
not approve it. That would not only be manifestly unconstitu- 
tional, but utterly absurd. 

That is not all, Mr. President. If Senators would pursue 
their argument to its legitimate conclusion they would have to 
say that Congress could simply pass a law appointing a com- 
mission which should make all laws which are necessary and 
reasonable and just for the Government of the United States, 
and thereupon for Congress to adjourn. If that rule is a legiti- 
mate rule, if we can say in the exercise of the high power of 
making treaties that other parties shall without limitation 
determine when we shall make a treaty, we have an equal right 
in legislation to appoint a commission and say that that com- 
mission shall determine what laws shall be made, provided 
they are reasonable and just. 

The Constitution says that an act of Congress shall be the 
supreme law of thé land. It says again that a treaty shall 
also be the supreme law of the land. One is as high and 
authoritative as the other, and the constitutional requirements 
as to how the one shall be enacted is no more explicit and 
imperative in the case of passing law by Congress than it is in 
the case of making treaties by the President and the Senate. 

They have a commission of that kind in Mexico. They have 
a legislative commission that, in the time of a vacation of the 
Congress, absolutely passes laws and they are decreed by the 
President as the legislative laws of the country. In the passage 
of such a law as the interstate-commerce law it is a question not 
indefinite and unlimited in its powers. The power is not an 
unlimited one in its application. Such a law is only passed 
where it is necessary, where in the nature of things the end can 
be accomplished in no other way. It is only justified under 
those circumstances, and it is limited strictly to that. 

Now, for an illustration. It is impossible for Congress to 
prescribe all the rules which shall regulate railroads. It is 
impossible for Congress to prescribe the rules which shall insure 
rates which shall be reasonable and just and which shall main- 
tain competition. It is practically impossible. Congress is 
compelled to adopt such measures and such agencies as will 
enable it to accomplish that very necessary purpose and de- 
sign. 

Therefore, it is that a commission, such as the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, is appointed, and it is limited in its powers 
and duties to those things which in the nature of things it is 
impossible for Congress itself to do. It is impossible for Con- 
gress to make in detail these regulations, and it therefore 
prescribes a rule for the regulations and appoints a commission 
to carry it out. 

If it be true that in the making of a treaty we can prescribe 
a rule by which an outside commission will determine when a 
treaty shall be made, then also when we come to give our advice 
and consent to the appointment of an officer of the United 
States, we could with equal right appoint an outside commission 
which shall have power when the President of the United States 
sends to the Senate the nomination of a person for an ofice, to 
say that the nominee shall be confirmed because he is a fit and 
proper person for the office, and to make that decision by the 
commission binding upon the Senate. 

There is no stronger obligation upon the Senate to exercise, 
every particle of the function of advising and consenting in 
the confirmation of an officer nominated for office than there is 
in the function of the Senate in advising and consenting as to 
every part of a treaty whether it shall or shall not be assented to. 

Mr. President, I could elaborate that and give further illus- 
trations, but I have gone so far that I feel I must upon this 
presentation leave these things for the consideration of Senators 
in the suggestions which will come to them without further 
elaborations from me. 

But I want to read an authority on the subject of the reason 
on which such legislation as the interstate- commerce law is 
based and justified. 

I am not basing that upon my individual opinion. That ques- 
tion has been before the Supreme Court. I ask the attention of 
Senators to the rule of the Supreme Court on that subject. It 
lays down the rule and gives the reason. It is not an unlimited 
power on the part of Congress to prescribe a rule and have 
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somebody else make the law. It is limited to cases of necessity. 
It is limited to cases where there is no other practical way to 
accomplish a result that it is important and necessary to ac- 
complish in that particular. 

I read from the case of Buttfield v. Stranahan, One hundred 
and ninety-second United States Reports, a report which was 
given to me by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. I 
take some gratification in the fact that I had suggested to him 
that on general principles that was necessarily the rule, and he 
said to me that there had been a decision of the Supreme Court 
to that effect, and he sent for a copy of the volume containing it, 
and here it is. In discussing this question of the delegation of 
power, what is a delegation and what is not a delegation of leg- 
islative power, the court says: 

We nay say of the legislation in this case, as was said of the legisla- 
tion considered in Field v. Clark, that it does not, in any real sense, in- 
vest administrative officials with the power of legislation. Co 88 
legislated on the subject as far as was reasonably practicable, and from 
the necessities of the case was compelled to leave to executive officials 
the duty of bringing about the result pointed out by a statute. 

That is the only ground upon which it can be rested. Does 
anybody contend for a moment that there is any possible inabil- 
ity on the part of the Senate to itself deal with the question 
whether or not they will, in an important case, submit a matter 
to arbitration or whether a demand for arbitration falls within 
a treaty already made? None whatever. 

Now, Mr. President, one word as to these amendments. I had 
promised the Senator from Connecticut that I would say what I 
thought was a proper amendment in this case. To my mind the 
proper thing to do is to strike out clause 3 of article 3. Do 
that, and I presume the Senate will be almost unanimous in the 
adoption of these treaties, $ 

I want to say that in giving my vote for this with that 
stricken out, which I will do, I would do it not because I think 
these treaties are essential or that they are important or that 
they advance the cause of peace or the opportunity for arbitra- 
tion. We have now The Hague convention, which has been en- 
tered into by 45 governments of the earth. We have in that 
Hague convention the most elaborate provisions for arbitration. 
This proposed treaty, so far as its practical operation is con- 
cerned, depends almost entirely upon The Hague convention, just 
as the Root treaties did. 

I hold in my hand here 25 treaties made by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Roor] when he was Secretary of State, in which 
there is a solemn covenant on the part of the United States with 
each one of these 25 nations—all the leading nations of the 
world, excepting Germany, and many of the minor nations. In 
all of these arbitration treaties there is a pledge to refer to 
arbitration all international differences, such as we are at all 
likely ever to submit to arbitration, and that we will use the 
National Court of Arbitration at The Hague for the purposes of 
such international arbitration. 

Mr. President, I am going to read one of those treaties. They 
are all alike and in the same language. I think they are far 
superior to the treaty that is before us. I am going to read it 
just to show you the conciseness and clearness and sufficiency 
of those treaties. I think it is greatly to the honor of the Sen- 
ator from New York that when he was Secretary of State he 
negotiated more treaties of general arbitration than all the 
other treaties of general arbitration put together since the 
foundation of the Government. They are all in identical lan- 
guage, and there are 25 of them. Now, without the preliminary 
part, I will read the article: : 

ARTICLE 1, Differences which may arise of a legal nature or relating 
to the interpretation of treaties existing between the two contracting 
parties and which it may not have been W to settle by 9 
shall be referred to the Permanent Court of Arbitration established at 
The Hague by the convention of the 29th of July, 1899, provided, 
nevertheless, that they do not affect the vital interests, the independ- 
eno or the honor of the two contracting States, and do not concern 
the interests of third parties. 3 


Then article 2: 


Art. 2. In each individual case the high contracting ies, before 
appealing to the Permanent Court of Arbitration, shall conclude a 8 
agreement defini clearly the matter in dispute, the scope of the 
powers of the arbitrators, and the periods to be fixed for the formation 
of the arbitral tribunal and the several stages of the procedure. It is 
understood that on the part of the United States such agree- 
ments will be made by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, and on the part of Sweden 
by 5 in such forms and conditions as he may find requisite or 
appropriate. 

p RT. 3. The present convention shall be ratified by the President of 
the United States of America, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate thereof; and by His Majesty the King of Sweden. The ratifica- 
tions shali be exchanged at Washington as soon as possible, and the con- 
vention shall take effect on the date of the exchange of Its ratifications. 

ART. 4. The present couvention is concluded for a period of five 
years, dating from the dax of the exchange of its ratifications. 

Done in duplicate at the city of Washington, in the English and 
French languages, this 2d day of May, 1908. 

ELIHU ROOT. 
W. A. F. EKENGREN. 


The same treaty was made with Great Britain and with 
France, and, as I said, with 25 nations. : 

Mr. President, we have had all over this country the agitation 
for the ratification of these treaties and an insistence upon it. 
There has been a great going up and down the land of orators, 
some of them paid for the purpose, and others, I have no doubt, 
going from patriotic motives. They have practically claimed 
that in case these treaties were not adopted there could be no 
arbitration of any differences between this Government and any 
other government, whereas we have now, as I say, these 25 
treaties and this Hague convention, the latter signed not only by 
25 but by 45 nations of the earth. 

Returning to the questions of amendments, my opinion is 
that the amendment which we ought to adopt is to strike out 
clause 3. If clause 8 is not stricken out, then we ought to 
adopt in the ratifying resolution a provision which shall put 
beyond the shadow of a doubt the fact that clause 3 does not 
put it within the power of this outside commission to dictate 
to this Senate when it shall arbitrate a question, but that that 
high function, imposed upon this Senate by the Constitution of 
the United States, shall be performed by the Senate under the 
constitutional oath of each Senator. 

I do not think that the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lover] is sufficient, for the reason 
that the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts simply 
affirms that which Senators favoring this third clause now say 
the treaty means, and there will be practically the same uncer- 
tainty as to the proper construction of this clause. I desire in 
ease the amendment reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations striking out clause 3 of article 3 is not adopted to 
offer as an amendment to the resolution of ratification proposed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, the language which I shall 
presently read. If the Senate refuses to strike out the third 
clause, which I very much hope it will not refuse to do, be- 
cause that is the only proper and consistent thing to do—— 

Mr. OVERMAN. Is not that recommended by the committee? 

Mr. BACON. It is recommended by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to strike out the third clause for the reasons 
which I have eadeavored to state. If the third clause is not 
stricken out, then I desire that we shall adopt a resolution of 
ratification which shall nullify that clause absolutely and be- 
yond the possibility of construction. Therefore I shall propose 
what I shall now read as an amendment to the resolution of 
ratification of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

What we ought to do is to strike out the third clause. It is 
not to the credit, I think, of the Senate of the United States to 
leave a clause in the treaty and then in the ratification resolu- 
tion simply correct that error by nullifying it. The plain course 
is to do as we did in the Hay-Durand treaty. When there came 
in a proposition that the President of the United States should 
have the right to make agreements of arbitration without any 
intervention of the Senate, the Senate simply did mot in an 
amendment nullify that provision in the ratifying clause, but 
by an amendment it struck out the word “agreement” and put 
in “treaty,” so as to make the body of the treaty express what 
it ought to say. 

The amendment which I shall offer to the resolution of rati- 
fication offered by the Senator from Massachusetts is as 
follows: 

Resolved further, That the Senate advises and consents to the rati- 
fication of the said Might with the understanding, to be made a part of 
such ratification, that treaty does not authorize the submission to 
arbitration of any question which affects the admission of aliens into , 
the United States, or the admission of aliens to the educational in- 
stitutions of the several States, or the territorial integrity of the several 
States or of the United States, or concerning the question of the alleged 
indebtedness or moneyed obligation of any State of the United States 
or any question which depends upon or involves the maintenance o 
the traditional attitude of the United States concerning American 
questions, commonly described as the Monroe doctrine, or other purely 
governmental policy. 

Mr. President, many Senators, if not all of them, in discussing 
this question have earnestly pressed the importance of arbitra- 
tion, have inveighed against war, and have eulogized everything 
looking to peace as though that were the question here. We are, 
all of us, in favor of peace; I think I am as much sọ as any 
other man here; I believe that every other Senator as well as 
myself who demands that our constitutional guaranties and our 
constitutional obligations shall be maintained and performed 
is in favor of peace. 

Mr. President, there is no man so much in favor of peace as 
the man who has had a practical experience of the horrors of 
war. I recollect some years ago when the question was before 
the Senate as to the prosecution of the war in the Philippines, 
that when I was trying to bring about a condition which would 
insure peace in those islands and which would stop the desola- 
tion and the ruin and the death I said this, which I now 
repeat, that I wished it were possible that all men, especially 
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all men who could exercise any influence upon the question of 
peace or of war, could see one battle field on the day after 
the battle. We read about battles and we think only of the 
heroism, the glory, the strife, and the victory. But, Mr. 
President, when the battle is over and a man passes across the 
field and sees the dead and the dying, the human agony and 


misery! O sir, the horror, the woe, the pity of it! If all men 
could see one battle field, not while blood is high and the 
struggle fierce, but after the noise is gone, when the strife 
is over, when the roar of guns has ceased and the shouts of 
the hosts have died away, when there is only the sad picture 
of the men who are dead on the field and the sadder picture 
of the men who are torn and mangled and bleeding, that would 
do more than all the arbitrations that could be put upon paper 
to stop war. 

Mr. President, I have looked upon such a scene, and I am in 
favor of peace; I am opposed to war; I am in favor of arbitra- 
tion to prevent war, which I abhor; but because I am in favor 
of that is no reason why I should stand here and be willing 
that the institutions of this country shall be imperiled or that 
the fundamental law of this land shall be violated. 

In so far as I have any power to decide as a lawyer, in my 
judgment to accept these treaties with this third clause in them 
would be a violation of our constitutional obligations as Sena- 
tors. Of course, I recognize that a Senator who thinks other- 
wise does not violate his obligation; but to my mind it is a 
violation of the Constitution; it is destructive of the great 
scheme that the States devised when in the formation of the 
Union each State gave up the power which it then had to make 
treaties with foreign nations and to control all of its relations 
with other governments. When they gave up that great power 
they were not willing that the power should be exercised by 
the Congress of the United States, because by reason of unequal 
power in the House of Representatives, some States would in 
guch case have greater power and influence in the making of 
treaties than would other States; they were not willing that 
it should be exercised by the President alone, but required the 
advice and consent of the Senate, where the States are equal 
in representation; they were not willing, even when the power 
was committed to the Senate, that a majority of the Senate 
should determine what treaty should be entered into which 
would affect the interests of any one of these States, but they 
said that even if a majority of Senators be in favor of it, before 
you zan make a treaty which shall affect the State of New 
York, or the State of Massachusetts, or the State of Georgia, 
before you can make a treaty which will affect either one of 
the States, not simply a majority of the Senate, not simply a 
majority of the representatives of the States in the Senate, but 
two-thirds of the Senate must concur in agreeing to such a 
treaty. Mr. President, it is a travesty worse than a travesty— 
to talk about such a great scheme being set aside and that great 
power taken away from the Senate and committed to an outside 
commission, which shail in some cases be composed of citizens 
of the United States in part, but which in other cases may be 
composed of parties who are entirely foreign to our land and 
inimical to our institutions. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I am more anxious 
that a vote shall be taken, if possible, to-night than I am to 
discuss further the treaties now pending. At various times 
during the debate I have felt a strong inclination to relieve my 
mind somewhat regarding their wisdom and effectiveness of 
purpose, I reecho the statement of the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon], of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
and of other Senators who have spoken, when I say I am as 
much in favor of peace as any other Senator or any other citizen 
of the Republic; but I am forced to believe, after a careful 
examination of these treaties, that there is more trouble for 
our country, more vexation, more annoyance, and more mis- 
understanding in them than there is good to come out of them. 

The State Department's foreign policy has been a matter of 
evolution. When Mr. Cleveland was President Mr. Olney sub- 
mitted to the Senate a treaty with Lord Pauncefote for Eng- 
land that described the differences that were to be settled by 
arbitration, but they carefuly reserved all territorial questions 
from the operation of that treaty, and even when that treaty 
came before the Senate, so masterful a mind, so conscientious 
a statesman, and so trained and thorough a diplomat as the 
then distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Hoar, 
thought the reservations were not sufficient to protect the United 
States from European influence, and, with marvelous sagacity, 
suggested that the treaty ought to be amended, and he offered 
an amendment: 

That no difference shall be submitted under this tay which in the 


u ent of cither power materially affects its honor, the integrity of 
its erritory, or its foreign or domestic. policy. : ey 
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What happened to that amendment to a general treaty of arbi- 
tration brought here through the instrumentality of Mr. Olney 
and the ambassador from Great Britain? It received 54 votes 
in this Chamber, and only 13 were recorded against it. Many 
of the ablest men then in the Senate voted for that limitation. 
That was the sense of this body, the wise and deliberate judg- 
ment of the Senate. 

Later, when the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. 
Roor], as Secretary of State, entered into an agreement for this 
Government with Great Britain having for its purpose a similar 
achievement to the one sought to be attained by Mr. Olney, he 
was guided by the wise admonition of this body and took out of 
the questions that might be submitted to arbitration questions 
of “vital interests, the independence, or the honor of the two 
contracting States,” and the interests of third parties. 

That was a carefully drawn treaty, but the treaty we are now 
considering goes far beyond anything ever attempted in this 
Chamber before. It might well be denominated as the dragnet 
achievement of modern diplomacy. It looks like a studied effort 
to eliminate the Senate altogether, and in that they have been 
singularly in harmony with the suggestion made by a distin- 
guished English diplomat, who had something to do with the 
perfection and formation of the treaty we are now considering, 
who seems to regard the Senate as meddlesome, although we are 
the only voice the States have in foreign affairs. 

There will not be a controversy in the future that concerns 
the welfare of the State I represent in this body, especially its 
relations to Canada, that may not be determined by this joint 
high commission without my advice or consent—not one. The 
waterway treaty, about which we had something of a struggle 
in this Chamber a few years ago, and which was finally amended, 
through my insistence, to the satisfaction of my State, may 
again be overhauled by this international joint high commis- 
sion. 7 

The fisheries treaty with Canada, which some of us delayed 
and defeated because of its unfairness to our States, may again 
be the subject of inquiry by this international joint high tribu- 
nal; in fact, I am not altogether sure but that the diversion of 
water from Lake Michigan to the Chicago Drainage Canal may 
not be the subject of inquiry by this joint high commission, 
over which we shall have no control. Canada is exercised con- 
siderably over that proposition at this moment, and England 
has very cautiously and wisely reserved to Canada something 
of a yeto on the questions that will be submitted to arbitration 
under this treaty affecting her welfare, while the representa- 
tives of the States and our rights as Senators are to be turned 
over to strangers, unfamiliar with ‘our institutions and without 
knowledge of our geographical relationship to the English pos- 
sessions in this hemisphere. 

Mr. President, we have no European possessions calling for 
our solicitude; we are not going across the sea to assert or 
maintain our rights; our rights are here on this continent, in 
this hemisphere; but England has rights here. She has an 
empire here larger than our own. Is it possible that as the 
years go by and she attains greater strength, the controversies, 
territorial and political in character, which will arise between 
us shall always be the subject of international inquisition be- 
fore a tribunal constituted of strangers? I hope not. Such an 
alien supervision would breed distrust and nourish rancor. 

I make the bold statement that if we ratify these treaties in 
the form in which they came to the Senate, there is not a 
single Senator on this floor who can tell what he has agreed to 
arbitrate with Great Britain or France—not one. Questions of 
immigration are left open; the Monroe doctrine is left open, so 
far as any word from England ‘has been spoken; and it vitally 
concerns possessions of Great Britain in this hemisphere, for 
her right to protect herself here is an inherent and natural 
right of her sovereignty, and the Monroe doctrine will not always 
serve her purpose. There is not a single question of vital in- 
terest to us or of national honor that may not be passed upon 
by this tribunal on the petition of King George alone. Will 
Great Britain ever set up a claim against the United States 
which this country could not under any circumstances enter- 
tain, and then demand under this treaty that we leave the 
issue to third parties? I should like some advocate of these 
treaties to answer. Is England ever going to ask the Govern- 
ment of the United States to arbitrate a question in the future 
which the Senate would be unwilling to arbitrate? If not, what 
is the necessity of this treaty? And if so, should we tie our 
hands in advance and abandon our functions; no longer retain- 
ing either the initiative or the relationship to the treaty-making 
power which the Constitution imposes upon us? 

Mr. President, the hour is late, and I know that Senators are 
tired and weary, but I want to call their attention to the fact 
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that the treaty we are now considering establishes the means 
whereby all controversies shall be settled by arbitration; and 
“all controversies ” include every disagreement between the two 
countries. The means have been determined, we have given our 
consent, and we are powerless to withdraw. If we withdraw 
from any agreement or refuse to give it effect, we violate the 
treaty, because by its terms we have pledged ourselves to every 
detail therein prescribed. It is not so with The Hague conven- 
tion. The Hague convention limited the powers of the commis- 
sion and defined its limitations. A commission appointed to 
make inquiry under The Hague convention did not even have 
the power to change its place of sitting; while this treaty, if it 
is ratified, gives to this mixed tribunal, the joint high commis- 
sion, the power not only to move the Senate and the Executive, 
but the entire Government of the United States, the mere 
petition of a King of England, a power that neyer could be exer- 
cised by that monarchy threugh the influences of her bayonets 
or her battleships. 

I have never seen a more reckless attempt to disregard the 
constitutional power of the Senate than is proposed in this 
treaty, and there is a purpose in it. We have annoyed English 
diplomats before and will probably do it again if occasion 
arises. There is a plain purpose to subvert the powers of the 
Senate where the States only are represented to the madness of 
anglomania. In the near future there will be 50,000,000 people 
in Canada. We are her neighbors; the State of Michigan lies 
right along the Canadian border; the controversies of England 
in this hemisphere will be over the rights of that Dominion. Is 
it possible that the State I represent and the States represented 
by other Senators on the border will be in better position to 
obtain exact justice when we pass the settlement of our contro- 
versies over to strangers who know nothing about our relations 
to one another? 

The fisheries treaty made by David Starr Jordan, of Cali- 
fornia, is not a good example of his solicitude, I hope. He al- 
lowed Canada to exempt from the operation of the treaty the 
Georgian Bay, an arm of Lake Huron, while he put under the 
operation of the international convention Saginaw Bay, an- 
other arm of Lake Huron, greatly to the detriment of the fisher- 
men of my State. If we had not made the fight in this Cham- 
ber, our fishermen would have fallen unjustly under the juris- 
diction of aliens, while their rivals in the Georgian Bay were 
5 under the immediate control of their brothers in 

nada. 

Several Senators have said that we will have a voice in the 
selection of commissioners. We were not accorded this honor 
when this treaty came froni the State Department. There was 
no suggestion in it that the Senate should even have the right 
of confirmation, as I recollect. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. POMERENE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, I 
will make a suggestion there. Even in case we incorporate into 
this treaty, either by amendment or by reciting in the clause of 
ratification a provision for the confirmation by the Senate of the 
Americans who would be on that commission, that would not 
reach the case where the commission is organized in some other 
way, as this treaty says it may be, even to the extent of having 
foreigners, who could not be confirmed by the Senate, appointed 
on it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator is entirely right. We 
would have nothing to say about the commission. If the execu- 
tives of both countries desired to agree upon the King of Bel- 
gium to make a finding, they could do so. We have no power 
over it at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is not probable that that ever would 
be done. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is entirely within the range of 
the possibilities. Great American questions have often been 
submitted by agreement to European sovereigns; not by whole- 
sale, however, as this treaty provides, but only by specific 
agreement. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Reference to a single arbitrator is one of the 
commonest forms of settling controversies. The question in 
connection with the Strait of Juan de Fuca, up in the North- 
west, was referred to the Emperor of Germany under the Ala- 
bama treaty, and the award was in our favor. The question of 
the slaves carried off after the War of 1812 was referred to the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 6, 


Emperor of Russia, and the award was in our fayor. The ques- 
tion of the northwestern boundary was referred to the King of 
the Netherlands, and we held that he had simply expressed an 
opinion but had not decided the case, and his report was pro- 
tested. I mention these three cases that happen to occur to my 
mind to show that nothing is commoner than to agree on the 
head of some other nation—a president or a king, as the case 
om hao refer such questions to him as a disinterested 
ump 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, let me ask the Senator 

Mr. BACON, The Senator will pardon me for a minute. The 
very latest arbitration we have had was with Chile, which—— 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; which was referred to the King of 
England, and he decided it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, let me ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts, before he takes his seat, if it is not entirely pos- 
sible under this treaty for the executives of two countries to 
constitute a sovereign of a foreign State as a joint high com- 
missioner? 

Mr. LODGE. The language is as broad as possible. The high 
commission of inquiry may be made up in any way that the 
Governments of the two countries please. < 

Mr. ROOT. May I ask a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. ROOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 
his idea as to the duty of the Senate in case the joint high com- 
mission is made up of one foreign sovereign and all but one of 
the commission decide that the question is arbitrable. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senate has already bound 
itself; it has agreed on the method for selecting the joint com- 
mission. We have nothing more to say about the means. The 
means by which arbitration is attained are specified in the en- 
gagement. We have agreed upon them and have put that ques- 
tion away from us, and we have no right to say how the com- 
mission shall be constituted. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from New York that 
if there is a single commissioner and he should find a certain 
way it would be a unanimous decision. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is the language of the treaty. - 

Mr. ROOT. Is it not clear that the provisions regarding the 
determination by all, or all but one, of the members of the com- 
mission are applicable only to the case of a commission made 
up in the normal way, which is described in article 2 of the 
treaty, and that the last clause of article 3, therefore, is appli- 
cable only to a commission made up in that way? 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator read the clause about the 
creation of the commission—the original clause which author- 
izes it? 

Mr. ROOT. ‘The original clause. 

Mr. BACON. It will be found at the top of the page. ` 

Mr. ROOT. It reads: 

The high contra parties further agree to institute as occasion 
arises and as here’ r proyided a joint high commission of inquiry. 

That is article 2. The second paragraph of article 2 is as 
follows: 

Whenever a question or matter of difference is referred to the joint 
high commission of inquiry, as herein provided, each of the high con- 
tracting parties shall des te three of its nationals to act as members 
of the commission of in for the ee of such reference; or the 
commission may be otherwise constitu in any particular case by the 
terms of reference. 

Mr. LODGE. That is absolutely unlimited. 

Mr. ROOT. My view is that the final clause of article 3 
applies only to a commission made up in the way described in 
article 2, and that no conclusion by any commission otherwise 
constituted under the concluding clause of article 3 would haye 
any binding force or effect whatever. : 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. To illustrate the clearness of the 
situation confronting us in this matter it is only necessary to 
say that the distinguished Senator from New York, whose judg- 
ment and opinion everybody values, and the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, whose judgment and opinion are 
equally valuable, disagree about it. Now, if these great Senators 
disagree about it, is it not likely that countries which are 
already out of accord may also fail to take the American view 
of the manner of appointing commissioners? 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me? , 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think any disagreement is possible 
about the first provision, that the commission may be made up 
in any way that the high contracting parties deem best. I 
think the intention of the third clause of article 3 is as pointed 
out by the Senator from New York, but I do not see that it 
binds the high contracting parties in the least, 


. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. To say the least, we have provided 
the means for settling these disputes. Now, having provided 
the means, we have nothing further to say about it. We have 
abdicated; we have given up our power. 

As a part of the means of settling the difference we have 
agreed that the question shall be submitted to the joint high 
commission, and the word “ means” is emphasized in this treaty 
both in the preamble and in the message of the President twice. 


. So we would have nothing whatever to say about the composi- 


tion of this commission. 

It is said that we will still have the power to confirm the 
American commission, and if they are not of our way of think- 
ing they will not be confirmed. This would not be good faith, 
and in honor we should scorn such an unfair advantage if 
peace and respect for one another are to be maintained. The way 
to avoid misunderstandings is to cut this third clause out of the 
treaty now, because it will be the most fruitful source of dis- 
agreement in the future. 

There is no question at all about what it means. It is an in- 
vitation to Great Britain to hunt up every controversy that has 
been denied a standing at our State Department and press it 
now, when a hearing can not be denied, and before a mixed 
tribunal. 

The favored-mation clause of our treaties of commerce and 
amity may be made the subject of international inquiry under 
this arrangement. We gave a preferential to Cuba on her 
sugar, and since we did it under the ban of the Brussels con- 
yention I do not believe there has been a ton of sugar shipped 
into any country that is a party to the Brussels convention. 
If that concession is harmful to England or France either may 
invoke a joint high commission under this treaty to inquire 
into it. Is there any Senator on this floor who can deny that? 

Article 1 says “all differences.” As I said a little while 
ago to the Senator from Georgia, if England, through her 
Bahama Islands, is unfavorably. affected because of a condition 
of affairs existing in Cuba, she may invoke instantly, under 
this treaty, a joint high commission to sit upon the case, and 
we are not to be consulted about it. We have already agreed 
to it as a means of peace. She may inyoke a joint high com- 
mission instantly to inquire into the Government of Cuba and 
its relations to the Caribbean Sea. Her inquiry into the Goy- 
ernment of Cuba may lead her to believe that our policy there 
affects her own possessions unfairly, and a controversy that is 
now beyond her reach may become acute in this hemisphere as 
a result of our action to-day. 

Although we have spent hundreds of millions of dollars to give 
Cuba her freedom, and our soldiers have fought her battles, and 
our country has guaranteed her independence, yet if this is to 
be the means of settling all future differences between England 
and France and the United States, our claims may well become 
the subject of international inquiry by the initiative of either 
power. 5 

We haye agreed that as a means of protecting the two coun- 
trjes from misunderstandings this method of arbitration shall 
be engaged in. I do not think there is a controversy affecting 
any State or on the border with Canada, or a controversy 
affecting the United States and Canada, or the question of our 
proposed levy of tolls on the Isthmian Canal, or any question of 
immigration that affects England or any of her possessions iu 
this hemisphere that is beyond the reach of this joint high com- 
mission, which is to be superimposed upon our Government by 
our consent, to determine for the Senate and for the country 
what questions are to be arbitrable and what questions are not. 

There never has been such an engagement between the United 
States of America and any other power in our history, and there 
ought not to be one now. It will not lead to peace. It will 
Jead to misunderstanding and reprisals and possibly war. The 
treaty does not say specifically what shall be submitted, but 
says all differences” shall be submitted. That is a dragnet of 
tremendous proportions, and extends from pole to pole and 
ocean to ocean, and will involve our diplomacy in difficulty from 
the start. 

So, Mr. President, I can not see any good reason why we 
should create this new intermediate court to decide for the Sen- 
ate and the Executive what is arbitrable and what is not arbi- 
trable between England and the United States. When Eng- 
land's Monarch signed the treaty he consulted his own sweet 
will, and with a glittering coronet upon his brow exercised his 
sovereign authority. But under our form of Government the 
President of the United States must consult the Senate, and the 
controversy is here. 


Are we going to abdicate and give up our power to determine 
what is arbitrable or justiciable between England and our own 
country or are we going to maintain our historic authority to 
pass upon each question of difference as it arises intelligently 


and patriotically? So far as I am concerned, I will never vote 
to give up the power conferred upon us by the States of the 
Union. It is the only voice the States have directly in such 
matters. Any Senator who can smear his conscience with a 
peace motive for thus giving away a solemn constitutional right 
has my profound sympathy. 

Mr. President, I had intended to go more thoroughly into our 
foreign policy. I had intended to take up the history of the 
treaties, now the supreme law of the land, and show the care 
with which they were entered into. The conduct of the Senate 
has been most praiseworthy in eyery one, amending here and 
there and construing by resolution as they thought wise. They 
have shown a solicitude for the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved that, I fear, is not fully appreciated by the country. 
But the very illuminating speech of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loba] left every other member of the committee 
with less responsibility than he otherwise would have felt, 
while the thorough and candid and able discussion by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to-day has made my duty a very 
easy one. 

I am unwilling to fetter the Senate or the Executive by con- 
ferring any such power as we are asked to bestow upon this 
new tribunal; and I would consider myself unworthy to stand 
in this place or to hold a commission from my State if I con- 
sented to the enactment of suck a law as this. Every question 
that should be arbitrated can be arbitrated under the Root- 
Bryce treaty and under The Hague convention now. Why we 
should circumscribe further the constitutional power of the 
Senate I am at a loss to understand. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to ask the Senator a question, and 
it is purely for information. I have not been in the Senate for 
the last three days, and therefore have not had the opportunity 
of hearing the discussion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I have heard only a part of the discussion of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

I agree entirely with the interpretation which the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and before him the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Rayner], put upon the third paragraph of article 
8. With respect to its constitutionality I express no opinion at 
this moment. But what I want to learn from the Senator from 
Michigan, who is the first member of the committee I have had 
an opportunity to inquire of, is this: The Senator from Michi- 
gan thinks it is very unwise that the Senate shall surrender the 
right to say whether a given controversy or difference is or is 
not justiciable. I understand both the Senator from Michigan 
and the Senator from Georgia to believe that it is not only 
unwise, but unconstitutional as well. 

In the first article of the treaty we agree in advance and 
before the controyersies have arisen to submit to arbitration 
every difference of a justiciable character. Now, I want to ask 
the Senator from Michigan this question: Suppose that in the 
time to come a controversy should arise between the United 
States and Great Britain that was plainly justiciable; the Sen- 
ator from Michigan would say to his conscience it was justici- 
able, and that it was not included in any of the exceptions that 
are intended to be engrafted upon the treaty. Would the Sen- 
ator from Michigan feel at liberty to decline to submit the con- 
troyersy to arbitration if he believed, at that time and under all 
the circumstances surrounding, that the difference was one 
which ought not to be arbitrated? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If I thought that the question 
ought not to be arbitrated I would dismiss the question of its 
justiciability without a moment's consideration. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, if that be true, if I correctly appre- 
hend the answer of the Senator from Michigan—and I thought 
I understood his position through the whole course of his argu- 
ment—his argument is against any treaty which agrees to 
submit to arbitration controversies that have yet to arise. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; controversies that are of vital 
interest or concern our national honor or our own welfare. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. But I have said—and the Sena- 
tor from Michigan must bear that in mind—that the assumed 
controversy that I have before me is one that is justiciable; 
and there are many that are justiciable and which do not con- 
cern our own honor or our integrity or our independence. 
Now, suppose that such a controversy were to arise. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan, when he votes for this treaty with the third 
paragraph of the third article stricken out, has agreed that the 
Government will submit such a difference of opinion or contro- 
versy to arbitration, and the Senator would not in honor be 
allowed to determine for himself at that time whether or not 
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the controversy was one which should be arbitrated; I mean 
under the circumstances surrounding us at that time. 

The Senate will have agreed, if it ratifies this treaty, that it 
will submit to arbitration every justiciable controversy, if it be 
not included within these exceptions. Now, if that be true, 
has not the Senate surrendered, in making the treaty itself— 
I care not in what form it is phrased—its right to determine at 
the time and under the circumstances which then prevail 
whether arbitration should take place or not; and if it is un- 
constitutional and impolitic to surrender this power under the 
third paragraph of the third article, is it not equally uncon- 
stitutional and impolitie to surrender the latter power which I 
have mentioned, and which, of course, leads inevitably to the 
conclusion that we ought not to enter into any treaty agreeing 
to arbitrate questions that haye not yet arisen? : 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want to give the Senator from 
Towa an illustration of what I meant by my answer. Under 
the Webster-Ashburton treaty the boundary line between Canada 
and the United States has been fixed and acquiesced in for over 
70 years. Under this treaty our denial of a claim for a division 
of water or of territory might be a justiciable claim. Now, 
have I done my duty to my State by passing that controversy 
up to an international tribunal to determine whether or not the 
subject of the claim should be arbitrated or not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. With pleasure. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator from Michigan contend 
that the only limitation in this treaty is justiciableness? Is 
there not also in the same clause a further limitation that it 
must be a question hereafter arising and that it must be an 
international one? Does not the Senator think he is using as 
an illustration a question that has been settled too long 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. To hereafter give rise to differences? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is a live question to-day. The 
boundary between Canada and the United States is to-day being 
re-marked under the direction of Congress, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The question is as live to-day as 
it ever was. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And so long as that treaty lasts, 
whether it has lasted for 50 years or is to last for 50 years 
more, every controyersy growing out of it would be the subject 
of international arbitration under this agreement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Any controversy growing out of it that did 
not involve matters decided by the treaty itself. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, matters of detail, as to where 
the surveyor’s line is to run may arise 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Mississippi is 
mistaken. This treaty does not confine us to differences that 
may hereafter arise out of treaties to be hereafter made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; but to questions that may here- 
after arise. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But which may grow out of treaties 
now existing, and it gives an invitation to Great Britain to 
revive questions which may be passed upon by this international 
tribunal that haye been dead for 50 years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it does. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator has just said on questions 
that would hereafter arise. If the question would hereafter 
arise, then that is an answer to the proposition that it has been 
dead for 50 years. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator knows better than 
that. The Senator knows that the construction of the treaty 
now existing between Great Britain and the United Sates may 
be reviewed to-morrow after we pass this treaty, and if it is 
reviewed to-morrow and one party to the treaty finds that 
they are out of accord with the other upon any question in- 
volved, it may be taken before the joint high commission which 
we have created as a means of avoiding disputes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; provided it be a ques- 
tion newly arising under the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is what I said. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. CUMMINS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield, and to whom? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who has been on his feet for several minutes. 

Mr. LODGE. I rose only in connection with what the Senator 
from Mississippi said. A question may arise under an old 
treaty that has been acquiesced in for half a century. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no dispute on that point. 

Mr. LODGE. A question might arise under the Webster- 
Ashburton treaty or under the treaty of 1844, which settled the 
northwestern boundary, or under any treaty, no matter how 
long it existed. Only a short time ago we went into arbitration 
with Great Britain on the Alaskan boundary question under a 
treaty of 1824, which had been acquiesced in for more than half 
a century. The claims were comparatively modern on the Cana- 
dian side. We had to take it to London and settle it, and it was. 
settled by a tribunal there. The fact that a treaty is an old 
treaty and has been long acquiesced in does not prevent ques- 
tions being raised if people want to raise them, as Canada 
raised a question on the Alaskan boundary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope neither the Senator from Massachu- 
setts nor the Senator from Michigan thought me stupid enough 
when I said questions hereafter to arise to think that I meant 
new questions could not possibly arise. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; but an old question may arise 
again and be a subject of controversy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If that particular old question has arisen 
and has been settled, then my contention is that it can not re- 
arise under this treaty. That is the contention exactly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Mississippi 
would not contend that apparent acquiescence upon the part 
of either party to a controverted question that had arisen years 
ago under a treaty would bar either party from a hearing before 
this tribunal. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Apparent acquiescence, no; but real—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan: There is no court of final resort. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that. Back of all this treaty 
and of any possible treaty lies the startling fact that there is 
no international court of final resort and that each nation is its 
own court of appeals. That is fhe unfortunate part.of the situ- 
ation. But that has nothing to do with the discussion of the 
question of the justice and ethics of it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; but the Senator from Missis- 
sippi must admit that there is no final adjudication of such con- 
troversy in international law; either party to the engagement 
may revive it at will, and our course to-day accentuates this 
right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator mean by that that any 
nation has that power? That is true. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is all I contend for. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Any nation has the power to agree ex- 
pressly to one thing this year and the next year to violate its 
express agreement. I am not talking about power. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think, then, there is any 
misunderstanding, because what I said in the first place was 
that this was a drag-net proposition, and nothing escapes it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator-from Iowa? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I call the Senator from Michigan to the 
point from which he departed a few moments ago. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I did not quite finish my illustra- 
tion with the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will take the blame. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Michigan was illustrating 
a case which he thought would answer the inquiry I put to him, 
but I wanted long ago to call his attention to the fact that the 
joint high commission could by no possibility have anything to 
do with the case which has been so thoroughly exploited in the 
last few moments. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You mean the territorial question? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly not; because if we have a treaty 
with Great Britain fixing the boundaries that lie between her 
territory and ours and ali that remains to do is to put upon the 
ground the monuments which shall mark the boundary, un- 
doubtedly that is a justiciable question. There could be no 
question about it in anybody’s mind. I mean under this treaty 
as now drawn, without amendment. Therefore there could be 
no award of the joint high commission respecting the justiciable- 
ness of that difference of opinion. You could submit that dif- 
ference to arbitration, as such differences have been submitted. 
But such controversies would not be submitted to the joint high 
commission in order to determine whether they were of a char- 
acter that ought to be arbitrated or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In the illustration I gave I had 
in mind the fact that Canada has never wholly acquiesced in the 
territorial boundaries between that Dominion and the State of 
Michigan, and they are unmarked. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 
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Mr. ROOT. May I ask the Senator from Michigan if he has 
any doubt that the very question which he is putting by way of 
illustration would have to be arbitrated now under the existing 
treaty of arbitration? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Have you any doubt about it? 

Mr. ROOT. I have none. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, let me answer that. There is 
no doubt whatever that if we carried out in good faith our 
present engagements and England asked for arbitration upon 
that question, we would have to consider it and possibly submit 
it, but we would decide in this Chamber whether to submit it 
or not. However, if this treaty passes, this Chamber has ab- 
solved itself from deciding such a question, and the question will 
be decided by a joint high commission constituted of three 
nationals from each country or otherwise, as they may see fit. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield further to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. We are getting near the vital issue, as it 
seems to me. The Senator from Michigan has just said that if 
it were proposed to arbitrate that question we would be at 
liberty to vote for its arbitration or to vote against its arbitra- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I said “we,” referring to the Gov- 
ernment, which would probably arbitrate it; but, acting for 
myself and in my capacity as a Senator, I would be privileged 
to hold that the present boundary was sufficient. 

Mr. CUMMINS. This treaty compels the Senator from Mich- 
igan in honor to submit such a question to arbitration. The 
treaties that we already have, as suggested by the Senator from 
New York, would compel the Senator from Michigan in honor to 
submit the controversy to arbitration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not think I am driven quite 
that far. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then you are not driven that far? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did the Senator from New York 
refer to The Hague convention? 

Mr. ROOT. I was referring to the existing treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That is, the treaty of 1908. 

Mr. ROOT. Yes; which we have ratified in accordance with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, in which the United States 
sclemnly agrees that every such question shall be submitted to 
arbitration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But the form—— 

‘Mr. ROOT. It imposes upon the Senate the obligation in 
good faith and honor to confirm in some form the special agree- 
ment for submission to arbitration. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think the treaty of 1908 goes a 
good way toward the settlement of any differences between 
these two countries, and I publicly commend the skill of the 
Senator from New York in bringing to us a treaty so whole- 
some and valuable to the Government. But it is a vastly 
different thing to say that arbitration has been provided for by 
this treaty and asking us to conform to the judgment of ‘an 
international tribunal composed entirely of strangers, possibly. 
It is a vastly different thing. 

Mr. ROOT. That is another story. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; it is another story. It is 
the next step and the only alternative if we ratify this treaty; 
and not only the Senate, but the President of the United States, 
will have no power whatever to refuse to submit to arbitration 
any proposition which this joint high commission which we 
are to superimpose upon ourselyes may determine to be arbi- 
trable, 

Mr. ROOT. May I call the Senator's attention to the fact—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mich- 
igan yield further to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. ROOT. I am dealing with this illustration: The Sen- 
ator is finding fault with the pending treaty because it would 
compel the arbitration of a question relating to the boundary 
laid down under, the Webster-Ashburton treaty of 1842. I am 
calling attention to the fact that his criticism upon the. pending 
treaty is not a just one, because every such question would 
have to be arbitrated now under the existing treaty, and the 
pending treaty would not in any way whatever increase the 
necessity or the obligation of arbitrating just such a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, let me say to the 
Senator from New York that the treaty of 1908 does not move 
the President of the United States against his will and does not 
move the Senate of the United States against its will, but this 
joint high commission moves both of them against their will 
when once fully committed to its terms. 


Mr. ROOT. The treaty of 1908 moves the President of the 
United States and the Senate of the United States, whatever 
be their wills, if there be faith and honor in the President and 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, no. We may both move 
leisurely or eyen not at all, as is frequently done; the arbitral 
eee has not yet been finally determined by both parties, 

. 

Mr. ROOT. Because we have solemnly bound ourselves to 
submit to arbitration in the treaty of 1908 the yery question 
ra the Senator from Michigan has described in his illustra- 

on. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from New York is 
usually right, but he knows that there is still a function for 
the Senate to perferm, and that if my voice here has any 
potency at all, and that controversy comes, I have my day in 
court and my State may be heard. But pass this treaty with 
the third clause of article 8 in it and we are rendered impotent 
and powerless, and the voice of every other Senator, even the 
hand and the voice of the President of the United States, is 
powerless to preyent arbitration, because he has elected to elimi- 
nate himself and the Senate from that controversy which deter- 
mines the justiciable character of an issue that is sought to be 
settled by England. We have a constitutional office to perform 
here. The Senate in the past has seen fit to delay and to amend 
important treaties, as was its duty. But now, for the first time 
in our history, we seek to fetter in advance the hands of the 
Executive, who hereafter will be compelled to move at the in- 
stance of a foreign power in the direction of final arbitration, 
and you will manacle Senators of the United States, denying 
them the right to approach the subject of arbitration in the 
constitutional way. 

Good faith, the Senator from New York suggests. Yet I have 
heard many Senators in this body say that if a controversy 
arises between the United States and England which we do not 
consider it our duty to submit to arbitration we still have the 
power of appointing commissioners to nullify what? Honor? 
And our plighted faith? He who relies upon a fixed commis- 
sion to saye us from disaster has not a very high standard of 
public morality or national honor. It is like submitting a case 
to a jury—if you can get your friends on it and know in advance 
what their verdict is to be. National honor would admonish 
us to pause at the threshold of this undertaking before we 
engage to do something that may be very detrimental to our 
country and the States we represent. Exalt national honor, 
but do not fix a commission afterwards to meet an exigency. 
National honor, yes; but do not use the high office of Presi- 
dent, who has intentionally and completely absolved himself 
from responsibility, to further nullification in order that we may 
escape the penalty of our folly. I am not sure that the attempt 
to minimize our power is not an impertinence. 

Mr. BAILEY. Who has done that? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The distinguished Senator from 
Texas, whom I greatly admire, a few moments ago took himself 
out of the field of diplomacy by saying what all of us knew 
was not exactly true, that he did not know anything about it. 
He is not quite ignorant on this point. ‘ 

Mr. BAILEY. I was talking about international law; but I 
know a little about individual morals, and if anybody has been 
proposing to pack the court I want to vote against them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator from 
Texas had been present in the Chamber during the debates 
upon these treaties he would have heard said more than once 
that we were not subscribing to anything in blank, because the 
power to name commissioners still rested in the Executive, who 
had parted with the power to withhold the arbitration. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Michigan permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mich- 
igan yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not vote for this treaty at all. I do 
not need to profess to be a man of peace. I am a little inclined 
to think bloodletting sometimes is good for nations. I think 
nations will quit going to war when individuals quit resenting 
insults. But still I should like to reduce war to a minimum, and 
I desire to vote for any reasonable measure that will do that. 

However, I would not vote for this, which pledges us in ad- 
yance to submit justiciable questions to arbitration, without 
reserving to myself the right to decide at last what was justici- 
able. I would decide that according to my best judgment. If 
I had bound myself in advance, as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Cummins] very pertinently suggested, to submit a justiciable 
question, and I was brought face to face with it, however indis- 
posed I might be to submit it, I would still keep my pledge and 
submit it. All I want to do is to reserve to the Senate the right 
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to say whether or not the question falls within the rule which 
we have adopted. 

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I should like the attention of the 
Senator from Texas a moment. The unblushing truth is that 
if this treaty is passed you have agreed in advance as to who 
shall determine the justiciable character of the controversy. 

Mr. BAILEY. As I understand it, that is true without the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia and without the resolution 
of ratification as proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Now, without one or the other of those I should unquestionably 
yote against it, although I do not profess to know much about it. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The resolution of ratification of the 
Senator from Massachusetts does not give us the right to deter- 
mine the justiciable character of the controversy. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is what it was intended to do. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I know it was; but the Senator 
from Massachusetts in his speech the other day, which still 
rings in this Chamber because of its patriotism and its vigor 
and its illuminating character, said that the best way to do it 
to avoid any controversy was to strike clause 3 of article 3 ouf. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but then he said, as I understood him, 
if that was not done the resolution of ratification left the matter 
open to no doubt. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If that is not done. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I said then what I have thought from the be- 
ginning, that the simplest thing to do is to strike out clause 3, 
but that might cause very grave difficulties and imperil the final 
success of the treaties, and that I certainly should not, by my 
personal preference as to the method of arbitration, stand in 
the way if I could attain the same result by the resolution. 
My belief is that my resolution retains the power of the Senate 
wholly unimpaired, and that if any treaty is sent to us from an 
international high commission of inquiry, assuming the adop- 
tion of my resolution, we have an absolute right to reject that 
treaty on any ground that we think proper without the viola- 
tion in the slightest degree of honor or good faith or moral 
obligation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, we would have the 
same right without the resolution of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; we would have the power, but not the 
right. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. We would not have a contempo- 
raneous construction of the engagement we have entered into, 
but the constitutional power would remain without asserting it, 
if we have it at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Michigan will permit the 
interruption, I read the speech delivered by the Secretary of 
State in the city of Cincinnati. It seemed to take this view, 
which satisfied my mind, and I brought it into the Senate Cham- 
ber and asked to have it printed as a public document, so as to 
make it a part of the printed history of this transaction. While, 
I repeat, I do not know much about these things, I understand 
such plain statements as that, and I thought it deserved to be 
recorded as the judgment of the Secretary of State, who nego- 
tiated the treaty. 2 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But what is the opinion of the 
other party to the treaty? The agreement has been made. 

Mr. BAILEY. I could say some things about that, but not 
being a diplomat I do not know whether it is wise to say them 
or not, and I shall forbear. 

Mr. LODGE. But the Senate resolution which I offered of 
ratification, if adopted, becomes a part of the treaty. That has 
been decided absolutely, of course, as every one knows, in the 
Supreme Court in the case of Doe v. Braden, in 16 Howard. 
It becomes a part of the treaty, and if accepted by the other 
side it is just as binding as any other portion of the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The substance of the Senator’s 
resolution—— 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; but the Senator from Michigan is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Does the Senator from Massachusetts in- 
tend by his resolution that when the special agreement comes 
before the Senate in any given case a Senator may in honor 
vote precisely as though no arbitration treaty had been entered 
into? 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all; but he may vote precisely as he 
would vote if no submission to the high commission of inquiry 
had been agreed to, 
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Mr. CUMMINS. That is to say, if he believes it to be a jus- 
ticiable question, then he must vote for arbitration. If he 
believes it not to be a justiciable question, then he is at liberty 
to vote against arbitration, even though the joint high commis- 
sion has found it to be a justiciable matter. 

Mr. LODGE. I think we reserve to the Senate the right to 
decide and to the President the right to decide, after the action 
of the commission, whether in their opinion the question is justi- 
ciable under the first article. That is all I care for. If we 
reserve that power, we are absolutely safe, in my judgment. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask another question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts? He has described or expressed that 
liberty of action on the part of the Senate in the following way: 
That a special agreement in each case shall be made by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
means the concurrence of the Senate in the full exercise of its 
constitutional power. 

Now, what are the constitutional powers? 

Mr. LODGE. Its constitutional power is to advise and con- 
sent, to amend or reject, on any ground it pleases, or on no 
ground. 

Mr. CUMMINS. My only suggestion is, and I believe it to be 
a sound one, that this language obliterates article 1 of the 
treaty as effectually as it does paragraph 3 of article 3. 

Mr. LODGE. I think not. I think it leaves to the Senate 
the power to decide and pass upon the justiciability of any 
question; that is, whether it comes within article 1 or not. 

If those provisions about the high commission of inquiry were 
not in the treaty at all, if those were simply left out, and we 
had followed the example of the treaties made by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Root] when Secretary of State, and then 
a treaty had been submitted by the President, we would have 
had the right to say whether we would ratify it or not, but 
there has been interjected this high commission of inquiry. My 
resolution does not aim at the first article of the treaty; it 
aims at the high commission of inquiry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It aims to kill it just as much as if you 
struck it out, does it not? 

Mr. LODGE. It aims to prevent our making promises that 
we will not carry out. 

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask the Senator a question? Why 
should there be a joint high commission of inquiry upon that 
point if its finding is to have no effect? 

Mr. LODGE. You might as well ask why it is in The Hague 
convention. The joint high commission of inquiry is in The 
Hague convention. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan is en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield further? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. It is given no such power as this in The 
Hague convention. 

Mr. LODGE. No; that is a new feature. The Hague con- 
vention thought, and thought wisely, that the high commission 
of inquiry would be of great value, and they provided spe- 
cifically it should have no power to make an award. Yet they 
thought it would be valuable, and I think so, too. It wouid 
give the cooling-off time the Senator spoke of yesterday. It 
would give a year before it could meet. It would then have an 
opportunity to investigate and report. I object, and I object 
alone, to the third clause of article 3, which binds us to do 
what in certain cases we would not do. I will never in the 
Senate make any promise to another nation in a treaty which 
I am not prepared to carry out to the letter. The obligation is 
a moral obligation, and we should agree to nothing that we 
will not carry out absolutely to the letter. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. May I ask a question? 

Mr. CUMMINS. One more question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am appealing for information. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Iowa was inter- 
rogating the Senator from Massachusetts. I am perfectly will- 
ing he shall do it in my time. It is very interesting. 

Mr. CUMMINS. One more question, and then I will wait 
until some other time. If what the Senator from Massachusetts 
has just stated is sound—and it seems to me eminently sound— 
why should we not make the paragraph mean precisely what 
we intend it to mean, or else strike it out entirely? Why should 
we attempt to interpret it in the vague way found in the pro- 
posed resolution of ratification? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to hear the Senator 
from Massachusetts answer that, as the question is directed 
to him, 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the clause is stricken out, in 
my opinion it imperils the treaties; I think they may fail en- 


tirely. I should be very sorry to see them fail entirely. I 
think if we succeed in carrying out the same purpose without 
amending the body of the treaties we shall be able to sustain 
them, and they will be ratified by all parties to them. 

Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. SMITH of Georgia addressed the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan has the 
floor. To whom does the Senator now yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to ask a question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
Michigan yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WiLLIams], who did not quite catch the warning of 
the Chair. The Senator from Mississippi addressed an inquiry 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, and I did not quite catch it 
myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Which—question or the warning? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I caught the warning. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I know I did not catch it, and I wanted to 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts this question: If striking 
out clause 8 of article 8 might result in the defeat of the treaty, 
and if, as I rather suspect—and I leave the suspicion to be 
solved by the Senator from Massachusetts—his amendment does 
nullify, annihilate, and kill clause 3 of article 3, then why not 
do it directly rather than indirectly? In other words, does the 
Senator from Massachusetts believe that the acute intellects 
in the service of foreign governments as diplomats are so simple 
and foolish as not to know a direct and an indirect destruction 
of a clause one from another? 
` Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is to be remembered that the 
negotiators of the treaty give to that clause the interpretation 
embodied in my resolution. The treaty has two other stages 
to pass after its ratification here. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does your resolution kill or not kill clause’ 
8 of article 3? 

Mr. LODGE. In my judgment it preserves to the Senate all 
of its constitutional powers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In your judgment does it not kill clause 3 
of article 3? 

Mr. LODGE. Well, that question, Mr. President—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not push it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to answer it. 

Mr. RAYNER, I would suggest that it does not kill it; it 
only wounds it. 

Mr. LODGE. What it does is this: It deprives the action 
of the international commission of any finality or binding force 
upon the Senate or on the President of the United States. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Let me finish. 

Mr. President, what I was about to say was, if the treaty is 
ratified here, it then goes back to the Executive and he can sub- 
init it to the power with whom it was made, or he can decline to 
do so, and it ends there, as did the treaties of 1904. If he sends 
it to the other power, then it is for that power to ratify it. So 
that there are two further stages. I am very sure that if we 
ratify the treaties, with my resolution, they will become the 
supreme law of the land. I can speak with no assurance as to 
the effect which would be produced by striking out clause 3 
of article 3. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think I detect in the demeanor 
of the Senator from New Hampshire a disposition to ask for a 
recess. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Michigan is correct. I 
think it is time we took one. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator for that 


purpose. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I yield to the Senator to do anything 
he wants to do, but I should like to Say 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about appealing to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I have no disposition to take this matter 


out of the Senator’s hands. 

Mr. LODGE. I understood that. 
. Mr. GALLINGER. I was going to remark that it is manifest 
that this discussion, interesting as it is, can not be completed 
to-day, and I think it is time—we have been here five hours, 
more or less—that we should take a recess and meet at some 
convenient time to-morrow to take up the controversy. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan still 
has the floor. He has simply yielded it temporarily. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I think I will for 
the first time take a little liberty with the parliamentary pro- 
ceedings of the Senate and ask for a recess myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is immaterial to me, Mr. President, 
who asks for it. I appeal to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I move that the Senate take a 
recess until half past 1 o’clock to-morrow. : 

Mr. CURTIS (to Mr. Situ of Michigan). Make it 12 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate now take a recess until 1.30 o'clock to-morrow 
afternoon. 

ae LODGE. I hope the Senator will allow me to make that 
motion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I withhold the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire to make the motion? 

Mr. LODGE. I have been supposed to be in charge of the 
treaties, and I wanted 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I certainly do not want to usurp 
that honor and distinction. I am content to come along just a 
little behind the Senator from Massachusetts, who ranks me on 
the committee, and I therefore cheerfully give him the right to 
make the motion. 

Mr. LODGE. No; it is not a question of making the motion; 
it is as to the question of the time. I do not care who makes 
the motion if he gets the time right. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. What time would the Senator pre- 
fer? I wanted to say a word or two about that before the 
motion was made. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws the motion temporarily. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, under this unanimous-consent 
agreement—and I am entirely opposed to the form of unanimous- 
consent agreement which provides for a vote on a certain legis- 
lative day—we could go on taking recesses in this way in- 
definitely, but the effect of it is that we can not even adjourn 
without violating the unanimous-consent agreement, and we shut 
out all Senate business of every kind to the great inconvenience 
of Senators. There are some Senators who are obliged to leave 
this week; some of them may have to leave to-morrow; some 
of them who have come here especially to vote upon the 
treaties are called away by illness, and I do not think that this 
debate ought to be protracted beyond another day. I think we 
ought to make some arrangement, if possible, to-day to secure 
a vote to-morrow. If the Senator from Michigan will change 
his motion to 11 o’clock to-morrow I shall be yery glad to 
agree to it. > 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. y 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I think that 12 
o elocx 

Mr. LODGE. If we can have an agreement to vote at some 
definite time to-morrow—— 

Mr. S. Let us meet at 12 o’clock and vote at 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. If I can have an agreement that the vote shall 
be taken upon the amendments to the treaty, on the resolutions, 
and on all amendments pending or to be offered not later than 
4 o'clock to-morrow, I shall cheerfully agree to any hour of 
meeting that the Senate desires. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I desire to make an 
inguiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 3 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was just going to suggest that 
this has been done so many times since I have been a Member 
of this body that I hesitate to concur in the judgment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I want to make a suggestion, if 
the Senator from Michigan will yield to me for a minute. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just one minute. If we are to fix 
an hour to-morrow, say, 4 o’clock or 5 o'clock, when we shall 
vote upon the treaties, there will hardly be a quorum here all 
day until the time to vote. I have been very hopeful that the 
discussion, apart from anything that I have tried to contribute 
toward it, might be illuminating and helpful, and I know that 
to-morrow would be spent very profitably if Senators could 
attend the sessions until this matter is disposed of. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do. 

‘Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My suggestion is that we vote 
to-night. 8 
re LODGE. Well, I should, of course, very much prefer 

t. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not think there are many 
Senators who desire to debate the treaty further, and I think, 
with a little more patience, we can reach a conclusion to-night, 
when we certainly have a fairly full Senate. If we renew the 
debate in the morning it will perhaps run to as late an hour 
then 2s we have now arrived at. 

Mr. LODGE. It certainly will. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My own judgment is that the 
Senate had better remain in session and dispose of the treaty 
to-night. 

Mr. LODGE. I should prefer that course. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Roor) and several other Senators have indicated an intention 
to take part in this debate. I have not consumed very much 
time myself, and would have been through in a yery short time 
to-day had it not been for the interruptions, but I do not believe 
we can get a vote to-night, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is evident we can not. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see really 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan still 
has the floor. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
Michigan yield? 

5 Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I yield to the Senator from New 
ork. 

Mr. LODGE. I will wait until I get the floor in my own right. 

Mr. ROOT. I do not wish to delay the taking of a vote upon 
the treaties. There are a few things, however, which I think 
ought to be said before the vote is taken, and which I have not 
yet heard said. Unless some other Senator says them I want 
to say them. There are several Senators who, I understand, 
have their names down on a list as entitled to recognition. I 
am willing to condense what I have to say within a very nar- 
row compass, but I do not wish the vote taken until I shall 
have had that opportunity. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I do not ask that. I will wait until the 
Senator takes his seat. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was going to move that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE, Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I will wait until I can get the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend that motion by making it 11 
o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to amend the motion by making the hour of meeting 11 
o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no. 

Mr. LODGE. Wait a moment. I wanted to get the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President, hay- 
ing moved an amendment to the motion. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I believe I will concur in the 
amendment and accept it. Do I get the floor now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LODGE. I think not. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I could not yield the floor to any- 
one more entitled to it than the Senator from Massachusetts, 
and I do so cheerfully. 

Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator from Michigan. I only 
wanted to get an opportunity to say to the Senate that there 
_ are a number of Senators who have informed me, some within 
the last few minutes, that they are obliged to leave here on 
Friday; and I think it is only justice to Senators who have 
been waiting here to vote, and some who have come here for 
that purpose, to make an agreement that the matter shall be 
disposed of to-morrow. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that we agree that a 


vote be taken to-morrow before adjournment or before a 
recesii. = 


Mr. LODGE. 
are now.~ 
Mr. BACON. Before a recess. 


Before adjournment ”—that is just where we 


Mr. LODGE. “Before a recess”—that is no better. You can 
make it, if you choose, the calendar day of to-morrow, and stay 
here until midnight; but I see no possible reason for that. I do 
not see why we should be met with objection to agreeing to take 
a vote at a certain time, in the hope that we will thereby keep 
Senators in their seats. If the debate is not of merit enough to 
keep them in their seats, you can not keep them there by failing 
to fix a time for a vote. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I am one of those who com- 
plained to the Senator from Massachusetts regarding the way 
in which these proceedings are being conducted. The Senate 
adjourned yesterday at an early hour and wasted a whole day, 
no one being ready to proceed. Such procedure certainly is not 
fair to Members of the Senate who have made engagements, with 
the reasonable expectation that they would be able to leave town 
toward the end of the week, and, so far as I am concerned, I will 
be deprived of the opportunity to vote upon these treaties by 
reason of the necessity of going away to-morrow. If the pro- 
ceedings continue to be conducted in this ‘interminable manner, 
doubtless there will be many on the following day in the same 
position as I am now. Certainly, those of us who have engage- 
ments have some rights and are entitled to have this proceeding 
expedited and not have the Senate adjourn, as it did yesterday, 
and waste a whole day because no Senator was ready to speak, 
and certainly no one was willing to hear anyone, should he be 
willing to speak. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think it proper to say to the 
Senator 
Mr. PENROSE. I was not in the Senate and do not know the 

circumstances. 

Mr. BACON. I was going to say to the Senator that had he 
been here—— 

Mr. PENROSE. I was not. 

Mr. BACON. He would not make that remark, because we 
had three very elaborate and illuminating speeches on the ques- 
tion, one by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Brown], one by 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heysurn], and one by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the Senate adjourned about 4 o'clock, 
because nobody was ready to go on. 

Mr. PENROSE. It would seem to me, under a unanimous- 
consent agreement of this kind, as if the spirit of it was that the 
proceedings should be pushed to a conclusion, and what we 
ought to do to-night is to stay here until we vote on the treaties. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa rises to a 
point of order, which he will state. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Is the motion now before the Senate de- 
batable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not a debatable question. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded, 
which precludes further debate. Debate can only be had by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. If debate is going to be stopped, I hope the 
Senate will vote the motion down. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable, and 
the regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. GRONNA. I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Objection to what? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To the Senator from North Dakota 
making a statement. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I wish to say that I am obliged 
to leave the city this evening at 6.45 o'clock, and I had hoped 
that a vote could be taken upon the treaties before that time. 
I am in favor of the resolution of ratification offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but unless the vote is had to-day 
I will not have an opportunity to vòte for it. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts if it is not possible to so 
arrange matters that the vote can be had to-night? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of fhe Senator from Michigan as modified by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that the Senate take a recess until 11. 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was reject 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michiga 
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Mr. SHIVELY. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President 

The VIGE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana rises to 
a point of order, which he will state. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I understand that the vote 
just taken was on an amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Loper] to the motion of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. SmITH]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment was accepted by 
the Senator from Michigan, and the vote was on the motion as 
modified. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from North Dakota 
has in a personal matter addressed the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and I think he is entitled to a reply. 

Mr. LODGE. In the confusion I did not hear the question. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I directed an inquiry to the 
Senator from Massachusetts, if it would not be possible to have 
this matter go on so that we could have a vote this evening? 

Mr. LODGE. Why not have it go on? 

Mr. GRONNA. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. I would be only too glad to have it go on. I 
should like to get a yote; and I am perfectly ready to stay here 
until we get it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Regular order! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan has the 
floor. f 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I have been inter- 
rupted so often during my discussion, and I am afraid that I 
have omitted a number of things I had intended to say, and 
Senators have been very patient and attentive and I willingly 
yield the floor to others better qualified than myself to dis- 
cuss the merits of this controversy. I yield to the distinguished 
Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]. 

Mr. ROOT obtained the floor. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator from New York 
yield to me for a moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. ROOT. I do. 

Mr. CLAPP. As we have voted down the motion to take a 
recess, I think we ought at this time to have a sort of under- 
standing that we will stay here and complete this matter to- 
night, and if it is in order I would make the motion that we 
proceed with und complete the discussion and vote before ad- 
journment to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the order of business un- 
der the unanimous- consent agreement. 

Mr. LODGE and Mr. BACON addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To whom does the Senator from 
New York yield? 

Mr. ROOT. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New York desires to address 
the Senate. It is now 10 minutes to 6 o’clock, and I understand 
there are two or three other Senators who wish to speak. I do 
not desire to put anyone to inconvenience, but I think at the 
end of two days my request to fix a time is not an unreasonable 
one. So I again ask unanimous consent that the vote on the 
treaties, the resolutions, and all amendments pending or to be 
offered, shall be taken not later than 5 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar day of March 7? 

Mr. LODGE. The calendar day of March 7. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that he say not later than 4 o'clock. 

Mr. LODGE. I heretofore suggested not later than 4 o'clock, 
and there was objection, so I pushed it up until 5 o'clock, al- 
though 4 o'clock would suit me. 

Mr. PENROSE (to Mr. Loper). Make it 2 o'clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My idea was that we might begin to vote 
at 4 o’clock and get away at some reasonable time. 

Mr. LODGE. I am certainly willing to make it 4 o’clock, but 
that was objected to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose the Senator renews his request 
fixing the hour at 15 minutes after 4. That will answer the 
purpose, 

Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote be taken at 4 o'clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
modifies his request so as to fix the time for the vote at 4 o'clock 
to-morrow, the request otherwise to be the same as stated by 
him. Is there cbjection? 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts whether we can not get a unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to vote at 2 o’clock? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Objection was made to 4 o’clock just now. 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not understand that. I did not hear it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I make the request that the vote be had 
at 5 o’clock to-morrow, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
that the debate be closed at 5 o'clock to-morrow and a vote 
taken at that time? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I object. I think, Mr. President, we 
ought to go on to-morrow until we finish the question, but I am 
opposed to fixing a specific time for the vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then let us stay in session to-night. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, we have no choice except 
to stay in session now. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York is en- 
titled to the floor and is awaiting the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, one moment. I think if the 
Senator from Massachusetts will suggest that we meet at 11 
o'clock to-morrow and vote not later than half past 5 an agree- 
ment can be reached. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. Mr. President, I understand if the 
suggestion is made to meet at 11 o’clock and vote not later than 
half past 5, we can get an agreement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think we have made every 
effort to reach an agreement. 

Mr. LODGE (to Mr. Witt1aMs). Do not object to that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall object to it. Since gentlemen have 
made their beds they can lie in them. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I think it my duty to express in 
a manner which I hope the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] 
will regard as both moderate and brief my advocacy of the 
adoption of the resolution last offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopdk], under which the pending treaties 
with Great Britain and France will be ratified with a construe- 
tion to be made a part of the instrument of ratification. Before 
stating the reasons for my agreement to that resolution, I wish 
to spread upon the record of the Senate a portion of the docu- 
ment which was presented by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Battery] on the 8th of February, being Senate Document No. 
298, Sixty-second Congress, second session. This document con- 
tains the address of the Secretary of State, Mr. Knox, before 
the American Society of Judicial Settlement of International 
Disputes at Cincinnati on the 8th of November, 1911. That 
speech was a public expression by the negotiator of the treaty 
on behalf of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. ROOT. I do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My interruption is not for the purpose of 
asking a question, but I understand that the Senator from 
New York would rather not go on to-night, and I now under- 
stand that if the Senator from Massachusetts will make a 
request to take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow, and to vote 
not later than 4 o’clock to-morrow afternoon, it will be ac- 
ceded to, 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Four thirty p. m. to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I made the request that the 
Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock noon to-morrow, and that 
a vote be taken not later than half past 4. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote to be taken otherwise as 
provided in the existing unanimous-consent agreement? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
what assurance a Senator would have that he would be per- 
mitted to make even a short address under the terms of such 
an agreement? tree, 

Mr. LODGE. He has all N 12 o'clock and half 


past 4. Red: 7 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is mia Limited time, and it is 
quite possible for one Senator to occupy that whole period. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know of anybody on this side who is 
going to speak, except the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]. 
Of course, I do not know how much time the Senator from 
Nebraska desires to occupy. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should not desire over 20 minutes, and 
possibly not that much. 

Mr. LODGE. There can be no doubt that the Senator will 
have 20 minutes, and a great deal more, if he desires, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am sure there are a number of Senators 
on this side of the Chamber who desire to speak, and I think 
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the only objection to the request for unanimous consent is due 


to the Senator not to object. I am 
speaking not so much for myself as for other Senators who 
are being put to the utmost inconvenience by this delay. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the order is enter 

Thereupon (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate, as in open 
executive session, took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, 
March 7, 1912, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, March 6, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty Father, prepare us in Thine own way for the duties 
before us, for whether in the body or out of the body we face 
the unknown; the present alone is ours; we know not what 
the next moment, the next hour, the next week has in store. 
But Thou hast never failed us, even though we have proved 
recreant to the trust reposed in us. Help us, therefore, with 
renewed faith and confidence to do the things next to us, and 
do them in the spirit, leaving the results to Thee who doeth 
all things well. And Thine be the praise, through Jesus Christ 
our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. AKIN of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Hanna] and 
myself be allowed to extend our remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. AKIN] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from North Dakota 
IMr. Hanna] and himself be allowed to extend their remarks 
in the Recoxp. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman upon what subject. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what subject does the gentleman from 
New York desire to extend his remarks? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. On the subject on which I spoke on 
February 29. 

The SPEAKER. What was the subject? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. It was in regard to post-office 
matters. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York states that 
he desires to extend his remarks on the subject on which he 
spoke on February 29. Is there objection? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. Is that the same matter about which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Greene] had some little controversy? 

Mr. AKIN of New York. I can answer the gentleman by say- 
ing I do not think any individual Member has the right to 
censor my speech. I have never censored anybody. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to 
ask the gentleman whether that is a question upon which he 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Greene} had 
their controversy? 7 

Mr. AKIN of New York. The objectionable part is all in. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think the objection of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Greene] was to something that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. AKIN] had already said. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts wanted him to eliminate the matter. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I do not think I will have 
any objection, but I want to ask the gentleman one further 
question. Is it the gentleman’s intention to refer by name to 
the gentleman from Néw York. (Mr. FAmCHILD]. 

Mr. AKIN of New, am under the impression that 
from now on I will see it does not appear in the extension of 
my remarks, if that is what you want to do. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. With that understanding, 
I will have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Axın}? [After a pause] The 

` Chair hears none. 
COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 3. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


for the immediate consideration and adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
nae House resolution 440. 
ved, That the ji 
Guia 3 2 N ge hal on Elections No. 3 have leave to sit 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

MANEUVER CAMP NEAR TULLAHOMA, TENN. 

The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the un- 
finished business was House joint resolution 118, called up by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay], of which the Clerk will re- 
port the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: X 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land in the vicinity of 
Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which certain citizens have offered 
to donate to the United States for the purpose of establishing a 
maneuver camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establishing and 
maintaining camps of instruction, for rifle and Artillery ranges, and 
for mobilization and assembling of aes from the group of States com- 

sed of Kentucky, Tennessee, M ppi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
North Carolina, and South olina.. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether any- 
body desires any time on this resolution or not? 

Mr. MANN. I think we will want a little tim 

Mr. HAY. How much? ; 

Mr. MANN. I do not know exactly. 

Mr. HAY. Half an hour on a side? 

Mr. MANN. I think that would be enough, probably. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be one-half hour on a side on this resolution, at which time 
the resolution may be read under the five-minute rule, and that 
one half of the time be controlled by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] and the other half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks that 
general debate on House joint resolution No. 118 be limited to 
one hour, one-half of the time to be controlled by himself and 
one-half by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mann], and that 
after that the resolution be read for consideration under the 
five-minute rule. Is there objection? [After a pause] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HAY. I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Houston]. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, this joint resolution that has 


been read before the House is for the purpose of establishing a 


maneuver camp for the maneuvering of troops, establishing and 
maintaining camps of instruction for rifle and Artillery ranges, 
and for the mobilization and assembling of troops from the 
group of States composed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

During the last session of Congress there was a resolution 
pending before this House proposing to cede or donate to the 
United States Government 5,000 acres of land situated near Tul- 
lahoma, Tenn., the land which is now proposed to be donated to 
the Federal Government. The passage of that resolution was 
recommended by the then Secretary of War. There was a reso- 
lution agreed upon by the friends of that resolution, and also a 
resolution introduced for the purpose of investigating Chicka- 
mauga, with reference to establishing a rifle range and maneu- 
vering grounds there, which passed Congress. As a result of 
this a board of engineers, composed of Army officers, was ap- 
pointed for the purposes of examining the two places and report- 
ing as to the advisability and practicability and fitness of those 
places, or either one of them, for the purposes enumerated. 

That board of Army officers made a report, and reported that 
the site at Tullahoma was admirably adapted for a rifle range 
and camps of instruction, and advised the acceptance of the pro- 
posed tract of 5,000 acres for the purpose of establishing a small- 
arms rifle range of sufficient size to accommodate the national 
rifle competition. They therefore reported that for the purpose 
of establishing and maintaining camps of instruction and for 
the purpose of securing a site for a mobilization camp in time 
of war. They reported that the tract was not large enough for 
the maneuvering grounds, but recited the fact in that report 
that there was a large amount of land adjacent to it that could 
be bought very cheaply and, whether it was bought or not, it 
could be used with very little damage to those owning and occu- 
pying the land, and at small cost to the Government. 

Now, the object of this resolution is to donate 5,000 acres of 
land for the purpose of establishing a maneuvering ground, 
eamp of instruction, rifle range, and so forth. I want to state 
frankly to the Members of this House that there is nothing in- 
volved in this proposition except the donation of 5,000 acres of 
land to the Federal Government for the purpose of establishing 
this rifle range, and so forth. Furthermore, to be candid and 
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frank, I will say that if the Government accepts this land the 

- people of Tennessee, my constituents, and those residing near 
this location, would be very glad to see money invested by the 
Government for the improvement of this tract of land for the 
purposes named. Whether or not that is done, we believe we can 
realize a great benefit from this rifle range if the land is ac- 
cepted by the Government by the use of the funds in control of 
the State. We have on hand now about $15,000, I believe it is, 
and under section 1661 of the Revised Statutes we are authorized 
to use this money for the purpose of improving this ground as a 
rifle range for target practice, and so forth. 

Now, we expect the State of Tennessee to use this money upon 
the improvement of this land if the Government accepts this 
cession and donation of land. That will make a rifle range 
and camp for the assembling of troops and target practice that 
will be quite sufficient for a beginning, that will afford a very 
fine opportunity for the drilling and practicing of the militia 
of Tennessee and of the group of States that are named in this 
resolution. 

The report of this board of engineers sets forth the fact, in 
very convincing terms, that this land is admirably adapted for 
these purposes. So far as the location is concerned, there is not 
a healthier location in the Union. It is on the Highland rim 
of the Cumberland Mountains, or Cumberland Plateau, and the 
land is of such a character and of such value that more of it 
can be procured at a reasonable price. If there is no occasion 
or disposition on the part of the Government to buy more land 
so that it can be used for a maneuvering ground, still there is 
25,000 or 50,000 or 100,000 acres between this rim and the base 
of the Cumberland Mountains that could be used for the practice 
of large guns. No better could be found in the whole Union. 

Mr, HELM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPHAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. HOUSTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. HELM. What railroad transportation facilities have you? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, this land lies alongside the Nashville 
& Chattanooga Railroad. At Tullahoma there is a branch of 
that road coming into this railroad from Sparta, Tenn. 

Mr. HELM. The same system of railroads? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The same system of railroads; and this rail- 
road, the Nashville & Chattanooga Railroad, is being double 
tracked from Nashville to Chattanooga, and it is one of the best 
equipped roads in the Union. 

Mr. HELM. A single line of railroad. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A single line of railroad, but will be a 
double-track road. So far as the transportation facilities are 
concerned, they will be admirable. The connections with all the 
group of States mentioned in this resolution are excellent. At 
Chattanooga, 75 miles away, there are various connecting 
roads. At Nashville, about 75 miles the other way, the connec- 
tion is made with two or more systems of roads connecting 
especially with the States mentioned in the resolution. With 
these connections at Chattanooga and at Nashville, and that road 
being double tracked, it makes ample railroad facilities for 
the transportation of soldiers. 

Mr. HELM. May I ask the gentleman further what is the 
ultimate aim of the parties in interest in donating this 5,000 
acres of land? ê 

Mr. HOUSTON. The aim is a patriotic one. It is desired to 
furnish to the Government the best site for a rifle range and a 
maneuver ground that can be found in the States mentioned in 
the resolution. 

Mr. HELM. The gentleman from Tennessee, of course, is 
aware of the fact that the Government has on foot a proposition 
to spend $13,000,000 in the Appalachian Forest Reserve? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that legislation of that sort 
has been proposed. 

Mr, HELM. Is this within the zone of the Appalachian For- 
est Reserve? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the Appalachian Reserve is some- 
thing like 150 miles away, and that would be as close as the 
Appalachian Forest Reserve would come to it. 

Mr. HELM. I should like to ask the gentleman one further 
question. What troops are quartered anywhere within 100 
miles of this? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam not able to give the gentleman that in- 
formation. But the object of this resolution is to establish a 
place where troops can be encamped and mobilized for the 
States named, and the fact that they have none very near is 
one of the strongest arguments that we offer why we should 
have this one established. 

Mr. HELM. What I am trying to get at is how far troops 
will have to come in order to reach this place. Where will the 
troops come from who will go there to drill? 
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Mr. HOUSTON. It depends on the particular place in the 
United States from which they are sent. I am not able to 
inform the gentleman on that. 

Mr. HELM. What mobile Army post is near to this? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the post at Fort Oglethorpe, in 
the State of Georgia, would be the nearest. 

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will allow me, the proposed 
Appalachian Park will not go west of Knoxville, 150 or 200 
miles away. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe that is correct. 

Mr. SIMS. In other words, it is much nearer to Oglethorpe 
than this. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Can the gentleman inform me 
how far this ground is from Oglethorpe? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose between 85 and 90 miles. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. How much ground is open for 
these same purposes at Oglethorpe? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am not able to answer the gentleman, but 
I have the report of the Army engineers here which says that 
that is not suitable ground for this purpose. They were ap- 
pointed to examine that ground there, and also at Tullahoma, 
and they report that the situation at Oglethorpe is not desirable 
for this purpose, and that the situation at Tullahoma is most 
desirable. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is in the same State, is it not? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; Oglethorpe is in Georgia and this is 
in Tennessee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is the same kind of country 
and the same kind of soil? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Altogether a different kind of country. 
This is a plateau, a level piece of land on the first bench of 
the mountain, on what we call the rim of the Cumberlands. It 
5 not composed of hills and valleys and hollows; it is mostly 
evel. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. The gentleman says they reported adversely 
on Oglethorpe? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; at Chickamauga. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. That is the same thing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is about 12 miles distant in the State of 
Georgia. They reported that the location at Chickamauga 
practically was not suited to the establishment of a rifle range 
and maneuvering ground, and advised against its establish- 
ment. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is this land to be donated by 
some parties to the United States Government for the purpose 
of a rifle range? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is to be donated to the Government for 
the purpose of establishing the range. The State will cooperate 
with the Government under the law as it now exists, section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that it may do 
that, and that the State may use its own funds in connection 
with the Federal Government. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the State a rifle range at 


this point? 
Mr. HOUSTON. It has no rifle range at this point, nor at 
any other. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has the State purchased this 
land? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No; it belongs to different individuals. The 
people who own it propose to give it. The Board of Trade of 
Tullahoma have options on a number of farms, and they pro- 
pose to buy them and donate it to the Government if the Govern- 
ment will accept it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Has the Army Board of Engineers reported 
on it as entirely suitable for a rifle range? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will read to the gentleman what is said 
about it. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
make it suitable? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The land will have to be cleared up and pre- 
pared for the location of camps, and so forth. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Have they natural butts in the shape of 
hills or mountains to stop projectiles so that they will not kill 
a man in the next county? 

Mr. HOUSTON. They have the most admirable butts that 
can be found in the country; they have the Cumberland Moun- 
tain range 700 or 800 feet high to shoot their bullets against. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield time 
for me to ask the gentleman from Texas a question? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. HAY. I will yield the gentleman two minutes „vore, 


Will there be any expenditure required to 
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Mr. HOUSTON. I want to emphasize the fact that it is 
recommended by the Secretary of War, by a former Secretary 
of War, and a Board of Engineers composed of Army officers. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is this the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is; and the Secretary of War recommends 
the acceptance of this land. And the Secretary of War in sub- 
mitting that report of the Army officers to the President says: 

To carry out the policy of bringing together into camps of instruc- 


tion regular troops and Organized Militia, it is of the utmost importance 
to the Government to own suitable sites for such camps. 


The report goes on to set out the fact that it is admirably 
adapted for this purpose. You will find that this is the most 
suitable place for the gathering together of troops, the most 
healthful and best watered place that could be found in all the 
country. This section of country is a health resort; people go 
there from all sections to find health and strength. 

I want to say that I haye an amendment that I want to offer 
to the bill when it is read under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to establish a maneuver 
camp at Tullahoma, Tenn. The last bill that we acted upon 
on Calendar Wednesday was to establish a brigade camp or 
post in Tennessee 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. In Georgia. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman's pardon, it was a bill intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] that we 
passed, providing for a brigade post in his district; a part of 
it is in Georgia and a part of it is in Tennessee. 

Mr. HAY. It was in Chickamauga Park. 

Mr. MANN. I know what the situation is. I do not wonder 
that gentlemen are somewhat restive under the proposition, and 
yet they ought not to be; it only shows the exceeding great 
activity of the Members from Tennessee. 

On one day they put through a bill for a brigade post in their 
locality, the only bill of the kind that has been passed through 
the House in years, and on the next day they propose to put 
through a bill to establish a maneuver camp, the only bill of 
the kind that has been or will be reported, probably, or passed. 
They have been exceedingly active. Gentlemen ought not to 
think it a reflection upon them when they are grabbing off so 
much for their State. On last Wednesday we passed a propo- 
sition to direct the War Department to report upon the advisa- 
bility of establishing a maneuver camp near Anniston, Ala., to 
cover precisely the same States that it is proposed to cover by 
this maneuyer camp. It was the same proposition. No one 
expects that there will be a maneuver camp at both places. 
Gentlemen from Tennessee reported a proposition to have the 
War Department report upon Anniston, while at the same time 
they were slipping the knife into the proposition by getting a 
report to really establish a maneuver camp in Tennessee. All 
the discussion the other day was idle waste of time if this reso- 
lution is to be passed, as I assume it is. Both resolutions were 
reported unanimously from the great Committee on Military 
Affairs. It is impossible to put both into final execution. 

I do not know where the maneuver camp ought to be or 
whether there ought to be one at all, but it seems to me that it 
is a part of wise legislation when you have ordered a report 
upon one proposition to wait until you get the report before 
you determine upon something that entirely eradicates any need 
of the report. If this camp be established, there is no occasion 
for the maneuver camp at Anniston, because both are to serve 
the National Guard of the same States. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] 
to explain in a moment why this is done, and in my time. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I can say to the 
gentleman that, as a matter of fact, the acceptance of this 
land, donated as it is by the citizens of Tullahoma and the vicin- 
ity, will not interfere with Congress accepting any lands, if it 
chooses to do so, in Alabama, because this resolution imposes no 
obligation upon this Congress or any future Congress to enlarge 
these lands or to spend any money upon them unless future in- 
vestigations shall determine the necessity and the wisdom of 
making such improvements. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, of course we are not required to do any- 
thing with the land, but why do we accept it? We accept it 
for a purpose. Does the gentleman mean to say that there is no 
intention to carry out the purpose? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman from Illinois has 
been kind enough to yield me time in which to make an explana- 
tion. I will say to the gentleman in brief, that Gen. Maloney, 
the adjutant general of the State of Tennessee, stated in the 
hearings held by the Committee on Military Affairs that there 
is no permanent place in Tennessee where the militia can be 
maneuvered and given proper practice. It is absolutely necessary 
to carry the militia to Chickamauga Park in order to have a 
field large enough for maneuvering purposes, and he proposes, 
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under section 1661, to apply about $12,000 or $15,000 of money 
now in his hands toward putting this land in proper shape for 
maneuvers and target practice. It will not only be subject 
to the use of the Federal troops, but, with the consent of the 
War Department, will be for the use of the State militia as well 
as the militia of the other States in the southeastern division. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the purpose of the gentlemen is 
to establish a maneuver camp for the benefit of the National 
Guard of Tennessee, the land ought to be donated to the State 
of Tennessee and not to the General Government. But the pur- 
pose is indicated by the resolution itself. It is to establish a 
maneuver camp for the maneuvering of troops, and so forth, 
from the group of States composed of Kentucky, Tennessee, Mis- 
sissippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North Carolina, and South 
Carolina; that is, a maneuver camp for the National Guard 
of all these States. Would anyone here propose—and that is 
what I yielded to haye answered—to establish a maneuver 
camp at this point for the National Guard of all these States, 
and then turn around next week and establish a maneuver camp 
at Anniston for the benefit of the troops of the same State? 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, I heard the statement of the 
adjutant general before the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
fully agree with the statement of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], that the only purpose of this resolution is that at 
some time possibly the United States Government may expend 
some money on this proposition and develop it. Yet at the same 
time, as I understand the situation, the business men of Tulla- 
homa and others interested have secured options upon this land. 
It is desired to have it as a maneuver ground, and we asked the 
question of the adjutant general, Why not donate this to the 
State, just as the gentleman from Illinois has now asked the 
question? He said: 

If the National Government will not accept it, of course we will 
donate it to the State, but we prorer to haye the National Government 
own it for the avowed purpose t possibly at some time they will use 
it as a national training camp. 

But at the same time it does not seem to me to impose any 
obligation on the National Government to so use it if they do 
not want to do so. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to contend that Con- 
gress would play a confidence game on these people and pass a 
resolution accepting their gift for the purpose of establishing a 
maneuver camp and for the maneuvering of troops, and so forth, 
from a group of States composed of all of those States with na 
intention of carrying that into effect? That would be a plain 
confidence game, and I am sure that no gentleman in this House 
would be a party to a confidence game of that sort. 

Mr, HELM and Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield, if to 
anybody? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HELM. Can the gentleman from Illinois tell the House 
how many troops, if any, are stationed in Kentucky, Tennes 
see, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North and South 
Carolina? f 

Mr. MANN. I am unable to give the gentleman the informa- 
tion asked for. Some member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs can give it, probably in very short language, and I yield 
for that purpose for half a minute. 

Mr. HELM. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs if it is not a fact that in 
this group of States there are only two States in the group that 
have a mobile Army post, one in Kentucky—and that has been 
abandoned—and in Georgia they have two or more, and have 
ample ground on which to conduct the maneuvers? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in the absence of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs I will say that T do 
not recall any other station for the mobile Army. The question 
of the gentleman, I suppose, did not go to the Coast Artillery? 

Mr. HELM. Yes; it simply applies to Kentucky, and there is 
no coast in Kentucky or Tennessee, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. But there is in North Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, Alabama, and Louisiana, and this is intended to apply 
only to the mobile Army, of course. 

Mr. HELM. Asa matter of fact—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I know of no other, except Fort Thomas, Ky. 

Mr. HELM. And that has been abandoned. 

8 Mr. SLAYDEN. And Fort McPherson and Fort Oglethorpe, 

a. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield to me enough time to 
ask the gentleman from Texas another question? 

Mr. MANN. It depends upon how long it takes to answer it. 
I yielded for a half a minute, and they have taken two minutes. 
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Mr. HELM. I would like for the gentleman from Texas to 
inform the House what it costs to equip one of these rifle ranges 
or maneuvering grounds? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I regret to say I can not inform the gentle- 
man, because it depends upon the topography of the ground. 
You may have to erect artificial butts where you are out on a 
Plain, or you may have to cut into the side of a mountain. 

Mr. HELM. Can the gentleman suggest any rifle range where 
an adequate equipment has been installed and state what has 
been the cost of it? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am sorry to say I can not. The only one 
I have personal knowledge of is in Texas, and there it cost 
nothing, because they had a mountain side against which to 
shoot. 

Mr. HELM. I thought they had a target arrangement. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Where? 

Mr. HELM. On these rifle ranges. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. They do have them. 

Mr. HELM. Do not they cost anything? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, certainly; but they are not very ex- 
pensive. 

Mr, PEPPER. It is claimed that the cost of an adequate 
rifle range would be $30,000. I will say The Adjutant General, 
as has already been stated, gave it as the special intention to 
spend $15,000 of that money from the State’s portion on the 
rifle range. 

And now I want to say further to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that, as I understand this proposition, it does not involve 
any great amount of expenditure except for the rifle range. 
They are not going to put up any buildings there. It is just 
for the summer camp of the National Guard and the Regular 
Army when they meet in joint maneuvers. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman entirely misunderstands what I 
say if he thinks I am attempting to determine where the ma- 
neuyer camp should be. But here is a committee which one 
week asks the department to report information in regard to a 
mancuyer camp at Anniston, Ala., and the next week proposes 
to pass a resolution locating that maneuver camp at some other 
point. What is the logic of that? What is the purpose of call- 
ing on the department for the information? I was not in favor of 
the resolution calling on the department for information, but 
I wrs overruled by the consensus of opinion in the House, and 
we have asked the department for it. Why should we not wait 
until we obtain the information in order to see whether we 
should locate the maneuver camp at Tullahoma or at Anniston? 

Mr. McKELLAR. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The report was before the committee that 
unless this matter was accepted at this time the party who 
had some options on the land could not give them. If the Goy- 
ernment has them, and should afterwards determine that the 
Anniston site is a better site, it could accept the Anniston site 
and establish a maneuver camp there. There is no inconsistency 
about it. It just has the choice of two places, where otherwise 
it would have the choice of one. 

Mr. MANN. I would say that it was an inconsistency to 
accept a maneuver site at one place unless it was intended to 
utilize the camp for that purpose. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that we have the moral right to accept every do- 
nation made at their expense, with no intention to carry out 
what they have a right to expect? I would not be a party to 
such a transaction, public or private, under any circumstances. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman yield for a statement? 

Mr. MANN. If it is not too long. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, it will be short. I wish to say this, 
that there is not at this time any antagonism between the effort 
to establish a rifle range and camp at Tullahoma and establish- 
ing the same at Anniston, Ala. 

Mr. MANN. I have observed that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houston] supported the Anniston proposition, and 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON] is not op- 
posed to this proposition. What does that mean? It means 
that they want to establish two maneuver camps—one at Tulla- 
homa and one at Anniston—for the same purpose. That is what 
I am opposed to. 

nas HOUSTON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to say that I supported the propo- 
sition to have the board of engineers examine the location at 
Anniston, Ala., because I thought it was honest and fair and 
just that I should do so. We came before this House at the 
last session of Congress asking that this same thing be done 
for Tullahoma, Tenn., and that we might have a report. The 
report was made. Now, then, I can not say in good faith and 
candor that the people of Anniston, Ala., shall not haye the 


same 0 to have an investigation in order to ree what 
the ons are there. 

Mr. MANN. You ought to wait. You are trying to preclude 

e people of Alabama from getting a maneuver camp by hav- 

your own accepted at this time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all—not at this time. I am trying 
to make all the headway possible. There is no reason why this 
would preclude Anniston, Ala. If the Government accepts this 
5,000 acres of land, and it sees proper then to accept 5,000 more 
from Anniston, Ala., it has the discretion to improve and extend 
the one most desirable. If Tullahoma can not beat it on its 
pee then we ought not to have it; but if it can, we ought to 

ve 

Mr. MANN. If the Government accepts a donation of land 
at the expense of private individuals, and then does not use the 
land for the purpose for which it is donated, I repeat again it is 
a confidence game on the part of the Government to which no 
gentleman ought to be a party. I take it if this land is ac- 
cepted it is the express intention of Congress to provide at this 
place maneuver ground for these States. Now, if the gentlemen 
are so anxious, I will withhold the balance of thy time and let 
them explain. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON]. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Chairman, I have only a few words to 
say with reference to this proposition at Tullahoma, Tenn. I 
am not engaging, and I would not engage, in a confidence game, 
but I think this, that the proposition from Tullahoma, Tenn., 
is a remarkably liberal one, and at this time it is more liberal 
than I expect to offer at Anniston, Ala., unless the Government 
proposes to do something for me. 

Now, with reference to Tullahoma, Tenn., they propose to 
donate 5,000 acres of land. They ask the Government to ac- 
cept it. I am not going to offer 5,000 acres of land at Anniston, 
Ala., unless the Government will agree, in accepting it, to give 
me something in return for it. That is the position I take on 
this question. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I do. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Why does any set of men propose to give 
5,000 acres of land to the Government? What benefit do they 
get out of it? 

Mr. BLACKMON. The question answers itself. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not think it does. 

Mr. BLACKMON. If they give this land they hope to get 
something in return for it, just as other people do in giving a 
bonus for an industry that will bring money into the com- 


munity. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do they expect something else to follow 
this grant? i 

Mr. BLACKMON. I do not say that. Alabama is not follow- 
ing Tennessee. i 

Mr. MANN. You have skinned them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLACKMON. No. If this proposition is submitted to 
the War Department, I believe that the War Department as it 
is now constituted will be absolutely fair in this matter. I do 
not believe that Tennessee, Illinois, or any other State in the 
Union can cause the War Department to put up a job on the 
people. I do not believe they will do it, and for myself I am 
willing to take my chances on the report, if we ever get it. I 
believe that the advantages at Anniston are far superior to 
those at Tullahoma, Tenn., but I am willing for the War De- 
partment to determine that question for itself. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to 
the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. BLACKMON. I can not. I have not the time. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Just for a question? 

Mr. BLACKMON. It seems I must do so, but I have only a 
very few minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute more to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BLACKMON] to enable him to 
answer the question of the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BLACE- 
mon] has one more minute. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The question I wanted to 
ask the was this: Does the gentleman anticipate 
that both of these maneuvering camps will be established? 

Mr. BLACKMON, I should say not. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the Government has ac- 
cepted the one in Tennessee is there very much likelihood that 
it will also take the one from Alabama? 
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Mr. BLACKMON. Iam looking at this from this standpoint; 
I do not consider that the Government gets anything by this 
bill. I do not agree that you can cede land in a State by an act 
of Congress or resolution of this kind. The State of Tennessee, 
when the report comes in favoring Anniston, will say, We will 
neyer cede this 5,000 acres to the Government,“ which must be 
done, of course, if the Government acquires title. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. And unless the State cedes it to 
the Government this bill will not be effective? 

Mr. BLACKMON. No. No private party can cede jurisdic- 
tion over land to the Government. It must be done by an act of 
the legislature of the State. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the Government does not 
get this land it will be because the State of Tennessee will 
keep it back, because this resolution directs the Secretary of 
War to acquire this land. 

Mr. BLACKMON. It directs the Secretary of War to take 
steps to acquire title to it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to use some of his time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Houston]. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Illinois for his courtesy. 


I do not understand just how the gentleman means to employ 
the term “confidence game.” I do not know just what he 
means by that statement. But I want to state that in my re- 
marks at the outset I stated that I would be perfectly frank and 
candid, and would say that if this land were ceded to the Gov- 
ernment, and the Government accepted the donation, we would 
expect and we would hope that the Government might be in- 
duced to make further investments, and the report shows it can 
buy more land at a reasonable price. That is not a confidence 
game. If our showing of facts does not make it appear to the 
Government that it is a proper place at which to establish this 
rifle range, then the proposition ought to fall. There is noth- 
ing in that which is not fair and candid and frank. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, this resolution comes here prac- 
tically with the indorsement of a Republican Congress, the 
Sixty-first, which first passed upon it. It comes with the 
unanimous indorsement of the Military Committee of a Repub- 
lican House. Then it is here now with the indorsement of and 
a unanimous report from the Military Committee of a Demo- 
cratic House. It has the approval of a commission ef Army 
officers who have been upon the ground and have studied not 
only the local situation but the needs and requirements of the 
service. It has the approval of two Secretaries of War, one a 
Democrat, Hon. Jacob M. Dickinson, of Tennessee, and the 
present Secretary, who made a very excellent speech last night 
in the home town of the gentleman [Mr. Mann] who is oppos- 
ing this proposition. [Applause.] 


Something has been said in this connection about Tennessee. 
Tennessee is the banner yolunteer State when it comes to fur- 
nish soldiers for the defense of the Union, and the town that I 
represent on the floor of this House stood next to New York 
City in the number of recruits during the Spanish-American 
War. The smallest county in the district that I represent, 
having 2,200 voters in it, furnished over 500 private soldiers to 
the Spanish-American War. So, basing this proposition from 
that standpoint, Tennessee has a superior claim, which I hope 
will be recognized by both sides of the House. 

I made it a rule in this House, Mr. Speaker, to follow the 
report of a committee where it is a undnimous report. I stand 
by my colleagues on this side of the House when they come 
here a unit for any proposition, no matter what section of the 
country it benefits. If we are to have intelligent legislation, 
we must depend on our committees, and have confidence in 
their honor and their interest in the public service of the 
country. 

A rifle range is needed not only from the standpoint of the 
report of a commission of Army officers for the Regular Army, 
but it is needed for the State militia of the National Guard of 
the Southern States. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, it is very inter- 
esting indeed to observe the plan of economy that is being 
worked out in regard to the handling of our standing Army 
by the Democratic Committee on Military Affairs of this House. 
We were told early in the session that our present system of 


handling our standing Army was extravagant, and in con- 
sonance with that sort of a suggestion one of the first things 
done by this committee, backed up by the Democratic majority, 
was to announce to the country by a bill, which has passed the 
House, that it was reducing the Cavalry arm of the service 
one-third, from 15 regiments down to 10. Immediately follow- 
ing this legislation, notwithstanding they are proposing to elimi- 
nate 5 of the 15 Cavalry regiments, and notwithstanding we 
have splendid Cavalry posts, constructed within the past 10 
years, to house nicely the entire 15 regiments, they put through 
a bill increasing the capacity of the Cavalry post at Fort Ogle- 
thorpe, Ga., from 1 regiment to 3 regiments, or a brigade 
post, meaning the expenditure of all the way from $2,000,000 
to $4,000,000. á 

What happens next? A bill passes the House authorizing the 
Secretary of War to investigate and report upon the feasibility 
of taking over a maneuver camp down in Alabama. That has 
been passed. Now we are invited to consider the acceptance of 
5,000 acres of land to establish a maneuver camp in the State 
of Tennessee. What is it going to cost the Government if it 
accepts this land and proceeds in good faith to establish that 
maneuver camp? No one knows. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is conspicuously absent from this 
room as these questions are being propounded. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I am sorry to say I have 
not time to yield. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN], 
with long service on the Military Committee, frankly confesses 
that he does not know what it would cost. We are embarking 
under Democratic leadership upon unknown expenditures run- 
ning into the millions after a declaration of economy to be 
adopted by the Committee on Military Affairs, 

We have heard a great deal said about political posts, and it 
has been intimated that some of the present posts were not 
established by the Secretary of War or the Army Board, but by 
acts of Congress for political purposes. Are not every one of 
these recent enterprises started for purposes purely political? 
Of what need is there for two maneuver posts or grounds, one 
in Alabama and one in Tennessee, for the same series of States, 
unless it is for political maneuvers? It has no necessity in the 
proper handling of the standing Army or the State militia, 
If this is the type of economy projected into the management 
of military affairs by legislation of Congress directing these 
things to be done, we will need some imagination to anticipate 
where will be the end and to what extravagance of expenditure 
we are to be led by the Democratic leadership of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, how much time has this side 
remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Kircnin). Nine minutes. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will ask the Chair to let me know when 
I have used two minutes. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in reply 
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] that while 
there was no minority report filed, the Committee on Military 
Affairs was not unanimous in its opinion as to the wisdom of 
these projects, but, as frequently happens, a small minority re- 
frained from filing views that run counter to that of an over- 
whelming majority of the committee. 

The gentleman insinuated that the committee is undertaking 
legislation along sectional lines, that it proposes construction 
in the South that it would not consent to in the North. I want 
to remind him that the proposed schemes of economy that he 
complains of are the inventions of the major general who is 
Chief of Staff, Gen. Leonard Wood, and Secretary Stimson, both 
of whom I believe are admittedly Republicans in politics, if Gen. 
Wood has any politics whatever. 

- Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I can not, I have so short a time. The 
gentleman from South Dakota asked a question as to the prob- 
able cost of the enlargement of quarters and barracks at Fort 
Oglethorpe for two additional regiments of Cavalry. He knows 
that it is impossible to tell that until the types of buildings have 
been agreed upon. But I want to say that we have reduced by 
specific mandate of law the cost of such buildings to be erected 
hereafter. That has been done in this House by legislation pro- 
posed by the committee that he criticizes now in an unfriendly 
spirit. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns]. i 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from 
Tennessee, Judge Houston, in whose district this land lies, has 
explained to the House the purpose of this resolution. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] it seems to me has mis- 
conceived the purpose of this resolution. He seems to find some 
ground of criticism in the fact that this bill follows a bill passed 
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last Wednesday providing for a brigade post at Chickamauga, 
My friend has fallen into the error of stating that that brigade 
post is to be located in the State of Tennessee. That post is to 
be located in Chickamauga Park, in the State of Georgia, just 
across the line from Chattanooga, Tenn. 

‘Now, I want to say to the House that there is nothing behind 
this proposition. It carries with it no obligation on the part of 
Congress to spend any money upon the site at Tullahoma unless 
in the judgment of Congress it is the part of wisdom to do so. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. How many acres will be re- 
quired for maneuver grounds altogether? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That will depend upon the kind 
of maneuver grounds to be provided. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will it take 20,000 or 30,000 
acres? 

My BYRNS of Tennessee. I was about to state that if the 
maneuver grounds are required for Artillery purposes the War 
Department requires from 25,000 to 40,000 acres of land. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Why would it not be wise 
before you permit it to be bought by the Government, to know 
how much the Government is going to pay for the balance? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. This is not a proposition to buy 
5,000 acres of land; it is proposed to donate 5,000 acres to the 
Government. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Beware of the Greeks bear- 
ing gifts. Why would it not be wise to wait before the Govern- 
ment is committed to the acceptance of this 5,000 acres to know 
whether the State of Tennessee will cede the sovereignty over 
25,000 or 30,000 acres, and know how much the Government will 
have to pay for it? 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The report of the board of Army 
officers shows that this land can be purchased very cheap, at 
about $10 or $12.50 an acre, if the United States Government 
should desire in the future to buy more land. ; 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. What is it worth? Is it 
worth over a dollar an acre? It may not be worthy anything 
except for a maneuver camp, and practically nothing for farm- 


ing purposes. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The report of the Board of Army 
Engineers shows that the land is reasonably worth $10 or 
$12.50 per acre, and that it can be bought for that sum. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I was against the resolution 
last week, because I thought there ought to be a committee of 
Army officers sent out to select the best place, the cheapest 
place, the most available place in that cluster of States, and 
that that should be taken, and that we should not be com- 
mitted to several of them at the same time. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. That is exactly the course that 
has been followed in this instance. A resolution was passed in 
the Sixty-first Congress authorizing a board of Army officers to 
go down to Tennessee and Georgia and investigate this and 
other sites. 

I was about to say that the War Department is now urging 
every State to select a permanent site for mobilization purposes 
and for camp instruction. The adjutant general of the State of 
Tennessee appeared before the Committee on Military Affairs 
and said that he had been urged by the War Department to 
select some place in the State of Tennessee where the militia 
could meet, where it could be mobilized in the event of war, or 
where it could meet for target practice and instruction during 
times of peace. He stated that he did not have the money with 
which to purchase and prepare lands in Tennessee for such pur- 
pose, but that if Congress would only agree to accept these 5,000 
acres of land he could use about $15,000 which he has in his 
possession for the purpose of putting this land in good condition 
for rifle target practice. He says that its natural condition is 
such that it will not require very much money to put it into 
suitable condition for a militia rifle range; and that with an 
extra $15,000 this land can be put in proper condition for na- 
tional matches, and he urged the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in the interest of the militia of Tennessee, who now have no 
permanent place to go for practice or where they can have in- 
struction given them, to report this resolution. We are anxious 
that Congress shall pass it now, because the Board of Trade of 
Tullahoma has secured from people living in the vicinity of that 
city options on this land which are about to run out. Unless 
the United States Government accepts it now, it may possibly 
be too late if the matter is deferred, as some gentleman has sug- 
gested ought to be done. I see no reason why Congress should 
not accept it. 

If in the future the United States Government shall decide, 
as I think it ought to decide, to establish a great maneuvering 
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d for the troops in the Southeastern States, just as they 

ve recently done in Wisconsin, then I believe no better place 

in the South could be selected than Tullahoma; but that is a 
question for a future Congress to decide. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am very much 
obliged to the gentleman from Ilinois for this courtesy. He is 
not only one of the most able and useful Members of the House, 
but he is also exceedingly courteous and obliging at all times. 

Mr. Speaker, the passage of this resolution does not pledge 
any Member of Congress to appropriate money for the improve- 
ment of the land in the future. I believe that if the time shall 
come, if it ever does, when the War Department thinks it 
proper to recommend that money be expended in order to secure 
proper maneuvering grounds for troops in the Southeastern 
States, Congress will see fit to accept this location, since it will 
have a nucleus of 5,000 acres to start with; but if it does not, 
the citizens of Tullahoma and the State of Tennessee will not 
complain, Former Secretary of War Dickinson urged the ac- 
ceptance of this land in the last Congress, and the House, in 
the Sixty-first Congress, unanimously passed this bill. It was 
sent to the Senate, and there amended so as to provide for a 
commission of Army officers to go down and look over the land. 
They have made their report to Congress, in which they strongly 
urge the acceptance of this land. They state that it is well 
watered; that it is healthy and sanitary; that it is centrally 
located and easy of access; and that it posseses all those ele- 
ments necessary for suitable and proper target rifle ranges and 
camps of instruction, and that it will also provide a place for 
mobilization whenever needed. . 

That it is not large enough for maneuvering purposes for 
Artillery I will admit, but it is large enough for mobilization 
of troops in the event of war. It is large enough for camps 
of instruction not only for the Militia of Tennessee but for the 
militia of any other State that desires to send its troops to that 
point in time of peace. It is also within easy reach of the 
regular soldiers located at Fort McPherson, in Georgia, where a 
brigade post is intended to be established, and I trust that the 
House will adopt the resolution. [Applause] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is recognized 
for two minutes. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, I was one of 
those who opposed the resolution a week ago which provided for 
the sending of a commission of Army officers down to examine a 
proposed site in Alabama, and we who opposed that resolution 
then stated that we believed it was better all around and it 
was the part of wisdom all around to provide a commission of 
Army officers to go down there to examine the various sites in 
the several States, see the several land companies and promoters, 
and pick out the most advantageous site, all things considered, 
price and everything else. When land companies come before 
committees of Congress or to the Government and offer 4,000 or 
5,000 acres of land for nothing it always raises suspicion in my 
mind why this generosity, why this great liberality to the Gov- 
ernment? The Government is not going around begging for 
something for nothing. There is always, I say always—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. A negro in the woodpile? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. A negro in the woodpile. 
They are trying to throw a sprat to catch a mackerel. You will 
yery often find they are trying to get 10 times what the land is 
worth. Beware of people who are trying to give something for 
nothing. Now, why would not it be in the interest of economy to 
wait and not commit the Government to take this 5,000 acres of 
land until it can find out how much the 45,000, which are neces- 
sary and which surround this, can be bought for? Why would 
not it be better to wait until we know that the State of Ten- 
nessee will surrender sovereignty to this 5,000 acres to the 
United States Government? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman from New York permit a 
statement? 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. For a question. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. That information is already furnished in the 
report of the Army officers. 

-Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. On what conditions will the 
State surrender sovereignty? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I mean in reference to the power to pur- 

chase land adjacent to this; that information is already there. 
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Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Of course, if the United 
States Government will buy 45,000 acres surrounding this 5,000 
acres which are given as a gift, on terms satisfactory to the land 
promoters down there, then perhaps they will persuade the 
authorities of the State government to surrender sovereignty to 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired; all time has expired, and the Clerk will read the 
bill under the five-minute rule for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land 
in the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which certain 
citizens have offered to donate to the United States and which have 
been inspected by the commission authorized under the joint resolution 
approved February 24, 1911, for the purpose of establishing a maneuyer 
camp and for the maneuvering of troops, establishing and maintaining 
camps of instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and for mobilization 
and assembling of troops from the group of States composed of Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, North Caro- 
lina, and South Carolina. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of section 1 the following: 

“ Provided, That previous thereto the State of Tennessee shall have 
ceded jurisdiction over said lands to the United States.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, that amendment does not need 
any explanation; it explains itself. I want to state that after 
that amendment is adopted, if it shall be adopted, I shall pro- 
pose to strike out section 2 of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That he is directed to take steps to have the State of Ten- 
nopee cede jurisdiction over said lands to the United States Govern- 
men 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the second 
section of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hay, his motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

When the Committee on Naval Affairs was called— 


SUSPENSION FROM PROMOTION—OFFICERS OF THE NAVY NOT PRO- 
FESSIONALLY QUALIFIED. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I call up the bill S. 2004. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 2004) to amend section 1505 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States 5 for the suspension from promotion of officers 
of the Navy if not professionally qualified. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1505 of the Revised Statutes be; 
and is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1505. Any officer of the Navy on the active list below the 
rank of commander who, upon examination for promotion, is found not 
professionally qualified, shall be suspended from promotion for a 
period of six months from the date of approval of said examination, 
~ and shall suffer a loss of numbers equal to the average six months’ rate 
of promotion to the grade for which said officer is undergoing examina- 
tion during the five fiscal years next preceding the date of approval 
of said examination, and upon the termination of said suspension from 
promotion he shall be reexamined, and in case of his failure upon such 
reexamination he shall be dro from the service with not more 
than one year’s pay: Provided, at the provisions of this act shall be 
effective from and after January 1, 1911.” 

Mr. MANN. I think we ought to have some explanation. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask that the Clerk read 
the report of the committee containing the letter to the chair- 
man of the committee from the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MANN. That is not very satisfactory. Why does not 
the gentleman explain it? 

Mr. PADGETT. My voice is in very bad condition, and I 
suggested it simply to save my voice. In the early history of 
the Navy, when the classes were small, the law provided, under 
section 1505 of the Revised Statutes, that when an officer came 
up for examination for professional qualifications, if he failed, 
he should be suspended for 12 months. It now happens that 
the classes are much larger. When the classes were small the 
arrangement of one year’s suspension put the officer back only 
a few numbers, but now with the large classes of from 100 to 
200 members the effect of it is to put the officer back from 100 
to 200 points, so that it is a demotion or a punishment of from 
2 to 5 years. It has become entirely too severe, and this 
provides that he shall be suspended for 6 months, which will 
give very severe punishment, but not so severe as the other. It 
has been recommended by the committee unanimously and has 
passed the Senate. I think it is a good measure. The punish- 


ment that is provided in this bill will be amply sufficient and 


will remove by its passage the severity which has grown out of 
the enlarged classes from the time that the law was first 
enacted. 

There is another provision in the bill which provides: 

And upon the termination of said suspension from promotion he shall 

reexamined, and in case of his failure upon such reexamination he 
shall be — from the service with not more than one year’s pay: 

Provided, t the provisions of this act shall be effective from and 
after January 1, 1911. 

In his letter the Secretary calls attention to that provision, as 
follows: 

The provisicn of Jaw under consideration has to do only with profes- 
sional failure and does not at all involve the question of misconduct; 
the moral gualifications are first passed unon by the . board 
and are reported upon in connection with the examinafion as a whole. 
If the misconduct shown by an officer's record is such as to uire an 
adverse report as to his moral qualifications, then the following pro- 
vision of law from the act of August 5, 1882 (22 Stat., 286), applies: 

“ Whenever on an in had pursuant to law, concerning the fitness 
of an officer of the Navy for promotion, it shall appear that such 
officer is unfit to perform at sea the duties of the place to which it is 
proposed to promote him, by reason of drunkenness, or from any cause 
arising from his own misconduct, and having been informed of and 
heard upon the charges against him, he shall not be placed upon the 
retired list of the Navy, and if the Sask of the board be approved by 
the President, he s be discharged with not more than one year's 


pay. 

80 that if an officer be found morally disqualified, then, whether or 
not he be found 1 qualified, if the finding of the board be 
approved by the President, the officer is discharged with not more than 
one year’s pay. Attention is invited to the fact that in such case, i. e., 
in case of a finding of moral disqualification, the discharged officer is 
given a year’s pay, although in the case of the officer whose record is 
irreproachable but who fails upon his professional reexamination he is 
discharged without any further pay whatever. In view of this appar- 
ently adverse discrimination against the officer in the case of a final 
professional failure it has been thought only just to add a similar pro- 
vision in the proposed modification of the law, a draft of Which 
accompanies. this letter. 


I think that fully explains the scope and purpose of the bill, 
and I shall reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SISSON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the 
committee considered the question of increased pay—as to the 
number of officers whose pay would be affected by this change 
in the law? 

Mr. PADGETT. It does not increase the pay at all. 

Mr. SISSON. It increases the rapidity of promotion, and 
promotion increases pay, does it not? 

Mr. PADGETT. If the officers were to pass their examina- 
tion, this would have no effect whatever on promotion. 

Mr. SISSON. In other words, this bill is for the purpose of 
promoting the inefficient and those who are unable profession- 
ally to pass an examination, in order that they may more easily 
get up to a higher grade, where they may draw a higher salary, . 
is it not? 

Mr. PADGETT. No; I think not. The effect of it is that 
where a man is called up for examination and fails to pass on 
the questions on which he is examined, under the law he is 
given another opportunity. 

Mr. SISSON. But it is 12 months. 

Mr. PADGETT. He is suspended for 12 months, which oper- 
ates as a penalizing of from two to five years. This law pro- 
vides he shall be suspended for 6 months, which would reduce 
the penalty by one-half. Now, during the 12 months of his 
present suspension, others coming along for examination would 
pass on ahead of him, but this one, at the end of 12 months, if 
he passed his examination, would go along in the line. Under 
this law he would stand his examination at the end of 6 months, 
and, if he passed, would proceed in the order of his promotion, 
with only those going in front of him who had passed during the 
6 months instead of during the 12 months. 

Mr. SISSON. But the fact still remains that if he is penal- 
ized 200 points for failing to pass, it would prevent his promo- 
tion for five years. It seems that for as long as five years he 
would remain in the grade he is now in? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. And his pay could not be increased? 

Mr. PADGETT. No; but another man would pass on in his 
place, and the other man’s pay would be increased. 

Mr. SISSON. That is true; but would it not result in the 
man who is professionally efficient and could stand the exami- 
nation proceeding to a higher grade? And he is the man who 
ought to proceed to a higher grade. 

Mr. PADGETT. That may be true; but—— 

Mr. SISSON. In other words, does it not resolve itself down 
to this proposition, that it is an easy mode for the inefficient to 
get another opportunity to get into another grade? 

Mr. PADGETT. No. It resolves itself into this proposition, 
that where a punishment, brought about by a change in condi- 
tions, is found to be too severe and unjust, he is promoted to a 
place where it is fair and just. In other words, it is an adapta- 
tion of punishment to changed conditions. For instance, to 
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illustrate: When I was a child my father dealt with me and 
punished me as a child, but when I got to be a young man he 
dealt with me on a different basis, with a different qualification, 
and a different punishment. That is what the Navy proposes 
to do. This is to adapt the punishment to the changed condi- 
tions that have been brought about by the enlarged condition of 
the Navy. . 

Mr. SISSON. In other words, there is a great deal more de- 
mand now for promotion and salaries than there was formerly? 
Is that it? 

Mr. PADGETT. I do not know that it is. 

Mr. SISSON. You promote a man now after he has stood an 
examination, and he is not permitted to be examined again until 
12 months? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. Others would go ahead and be ex- 
amined in his place. 

Mr. SISSON. Yes; others would go ahead and be examined 
in his place, but that would be by virtue of his inefficiency, 
would it not? The others would not be responsible for that? 

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all. 

Mr. SISSON. Are you going to hold the child, for example, 
who wants to remain so a long time, a child who is intel- 
lectually inefficient, and enable him to be the more easily pro- 
moted, when the man who is a man and who is professionally 
efficient would be promoted anyway? Under the present law 
he would be promoted. 

Mr. PADGETT. Not at all. Under the present law they 
would pass up for examination at certain times in their service. 
For instance, you take the graduate midshipmen. At the end 
of two years they pass up for examination and promotion to 
ensign. The next class of graduates at the end of two years 
passes up for promotion as ensigns, and the next class at the 
end of two years passes up for examination to the grade of en- 
sign. It is fixed by periods. Now, then, when you hold this 
man back two or three years you are holding him back behind 
perhaps two other classes, and the penalty, the punishment, is 
altogether too severe. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. And in many cases it is not 
the fault of the officers themselves? 

Mr. PADGETT. No; it is not. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. It may be for some reason con- 
nected with the officer’s service. The kind of service the officer 
may have been assigned to may have been such as not to make 
him efficient, or to make him inefficient. He may have con- 
tracted some disease in the service that made him physically 
unfit, and if he were permitted to take an examination in six 
months he might show that he has got rid of his disability, and 
he might receive promotion and not be delayed behind others. 

Mr. SISSON. Those cases would be rare. They would be 
exceptions. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will say to the gentleman that there are 
very few of them in fact. This affects 5 ensigns and 2 assistant 
surgeons. 

Mr. SISSON. That is, at this time? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. Is it not true that there is a great clamor for 
easy promotion? 

Mr. PADGETT. The promotions can only be affected by leg- 
islation, and I do not know of any legislation on that subject 
since 1899, when the personnel bill was passed. 

Mr. SISSON. Then this law simply permits a man to have 
his second examination at the end of six months instead of at 
the end of a year? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. Therefore the purpose of it is to make it easier 
for the officer to be promoted. 

Mr. PADGETT. Not to make it easier, but to make the pun- 
ishment less severe. He has to make the same qualifications 
at the end of 6 months that he would have to make after 12 
months. He must show the same efficiency. 

Mr. SISSON. But still it renders it easier for him to get an 
examination, because he gets it in half the time, if he is capable 
of standing it? 

Mr. PADGETT. He has to have the same qualifications. 
The examination would be the same. 

Mr. SISSON. Then, why not make it 30 days? 

Mr. PADGETT. The only thing is that he shall have his 
examination at the end of 6 months instead of at the end of 12 
months. 

Mr. SISSON. Why not make it 30 days, then? 

; Mr. PADGETT. Because that would make the penalty too 
ight. : 

Mr. SISSON. It is not the fault of the law that the man is 
unable to stand examination? 

Mr. PADGETT. No. 
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Mr. SISSON. And it is doing him a great kindness to permit 
him to have an examination within the year. 

Mr. PADGETT. Suppose the law said that a man who fails 
to pass an examination shall be hanged. Do you think that 
would be a reasonable law? 

Mr. SISSON. I think that would be just about as reasonable 
a proposition as the one that you are advancing here now, in 
order to make it more easy for men to be promoted. 

Mr. PADGETT. That is a matter for individual conception, 
and the gentleman is entitled to his own opinion. 

Mr. BATHRICK. -Are not these examinations very severe, 
technically? 

Mr. PADGETT. Exceedingly so. There was one case called 
to my attention. I do not know the officer, but I have heard of 
the case. He passed in all his studies, but while he was on a 
boat, the boat ran aground. Now the mere fact that the boat 
ran aground was charged against his record and, although he 
was not held responsible for any fault or negligence, the mere 
fact that it had gone aground was charged against his record, 
and he was held back from promotion. There the punishment 
was entirely too severe. 

Mr. SISSON. That is the fault of the regulations of the Navy 
Department and not the fault of the law necessarily. , 

Mr. PADGETT. The fault of the law is that it is 12 months’ 
punishment instead of 6 months, and this proposes to adapt the 
punishment more nearly to the grade of the offense. > 

Mr. BATHRICK. The punishment at the present time, as I 
understand it, because of a failure to pass an examination, is 
as severe as if the party were convicted of an immoral act. 

Mr. PADGETT. Three or four times more so. 

Mr. SISSON. Is it not true that the Navy Department desires 
to keep up the personnel and discipline in the Navy? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 0 

Mr. SISSON. One of the principal objects of these regula- 
tions is to be sure to have proper discipline. 

Mr. PADGETT. It is and it should be. 

Mr. SISSON. Now you want to make the discipline very 
much less severe in order that these men may be promoted. 

Mr. PADGETT. I want to make it less seyere in this case; 
because of the changed conditions it has become entirely too 
severe. 

Mr. SISSON. Why is it too severe now if it was not too 
severe in the past? ; 

Mr. PADGETT. Simply because in the past, when we had 
classes of 15 or 20 graduating, if a man lost 10 or 15 points in 
promotion it was very different from a class now of 200, where 
he loses 200 points. In the first case, if he lost 10 points 
he would be set back in his promotion, say, 5 months, but 
now if he gets behind 200 points he is set back, say, 5 years. 
There is no trouble in understanding a proposition of that 
kind. 

Mr. SISSON. How much will this increase the pay or the 
cost? How rapidly will it increase the promotion of officers? 

Mr. PADGETT. It does not increase it at all. 

Mr. SISSON. The man gets an opportunity to draw the in- 
creased sa`ary that much earlier, does he not? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; but somebody else would have gone in 
ahead of liim anyway. It is only a question whether you shall 
penalize him so as to set him back five years or whether he 
shall be set back two years or less. 

Mr. SISSON. Are only a certain number promoted anyway 
every year? 

. PADGETT. Yes. 

. SISSON. Is there a fixed number; fixed by law? 
. PADGETT. Above the grade of ensign; yes, sir. 
. SISSON. The number is fixed by law? 

. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. SISSON. So no more than a certain number can be pro- 
moted? 

Mr. PADGETT. That is true. 

Mr. SISSON. This, then, resolves itself into a question of 
who shall be promoted? 

Mr. PADGETT. As to whether the officer shall be penalized 
and set back a certain time. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Whether he is set back six 
months or a year. 

Mr. SISSON. I now understand the position of the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Papcerr], which he did not make plain 
to me at first, that it does not increase the number of promo- 
tions. It simply changes 

Mr. PADGETT. It simply changes the penalty upon the 
individual. 

Mr. SISSON. So it would not necessarily increase the ex- 
penditures under the present law and under the rules of the 


Navy? 
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Mr. PADGETT. None whatever. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve 
the remainder òf my time, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the fact that there may 
be some hardships under the present conditions, but after all 
the present conditions tend toward the promotion of the bright- 
est men in the Navy, toward getting the brightest men at the 
top who are in command. If a man fails in a professional ex- 
amination he is put back under the existing law. Of course, 
the effect of that in the end is that the men who pass the pro- 
fessional examination get to the top and become the men who 
are in command in time of peace, or, what is more important, 
in time of war. 

This bill might properly be entitled “A bill to push to the 
front men who are not as well professionally qualified as their 
fellow officers.” However, I would like to ask some gentleman 
familiar with the bill what will be its effect in some respects? 
Under the existing law the man who fails in his professional 
examination, where he takes the examination for promotion, 
does not receive the promotion at that time. At the end of 12 
months he is entitled to receive a reexamination, and if he 
passes it is promoted in accordance with his reexamination. 

Under this bill there is a conflict as to the time from which 
the prémotion dates, or as to how the promotion affects the 
other officers—a conflict which, I think, gentlemen of the com- 
mittee have not considered, or, at least, have not explained. 

The bill first proposes to haye a reexamination at the end of 
6 months instead of 12 months; and if it stopped there it would 
provide a reexamination, and if the officer passed the examina- 
tion he would receive promotion and number accordingly. Now, 
what will be the effect under the bill? Under this bill if the 
officer fails in his professional examination he is suspended 
from promotion for 6 months. At the end of 6 months he 
takes a reexamination, and if he passes the examination, where 
does he get his number? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. He would take it as if he 
had passed at the end of 12 months., 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts says he gets 
it as he would if he passed at the end of 12 months. 

Mr. PADGETT. The bill provides: 

And shall suffer a loss of numbers equal to the average six months’ 
rate of motion to the grade for which said officer is undergoin; 
examination during the five fiscal years next preceding the date o 
approval of said examination. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I know what the bill says. In other words, 
he displaces all of the numbers above him. 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly, that is absolutely the case; the num- 
bers of men in the Navy are consecutive numbers. Here is a 
man that failed in his examination professionally; he is sus- 
pended from promotion for 6 months. During that 6 months 
other men are promoted and receive their numbers, Is not that 
the case, is not that the situation? 

Mr. PADGETT. Those who stood the examination at the 
time he failed would take other numbers, and the next promo- 
tion in his grade would be the year following. 

Mr. MANN. But they do receive other numbers? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; those that were examined at the time. 

Mr. MANN. Those that passed the examination receive other 
numbers? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘The report in this case says that 100 to 200 of 
passed in 12 months, 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. É 

Mr. MANN. Then 100 of them received numbers during 6 
months’ time, 

Mr. PADGETT. The examination takes place—— ö 
Nr. MANN. Will the gentleman answer; am I correct that 
100 may receive promotion and numbers during the 6 months? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; they might receive it at the time the 
examination was taken. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s report says that in 12 months 
100 to 200 may pass above him, so that in 6 months 100 may 
pass above him. 

Mr. PADGETT. The examinations are annual, and during 
the period there might be none that would pass above him. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will be kind enough to try and 
get my idea, it may be that we can come to a conclusion, 

I think the gentleman’s bill is defective in this respect; but 
if the gentleman does not think so, very well. The man who is 
suspended now stays where he is, and meanwhile during the 6 
months 100 officers may be examined, promoted, and receive 
numbers accordingly. But the gentleman's bill says that at the 
end of 6 months the officer who has failed may be examined, 
and if he passes the examination shall lose only in numbers the 


average for 6 months—“ the average 6 months’ rate of promo- 
tion.” But here is a class that comes along and is examined. 
The class goes up and its members have their numbers, and 
when the officer who has been suspended passes his examination 
he is bound to take one of the numbers of the men who have 
been promoted ahead of him. 

Mr, PADGETT. I think not. 

Mr. MANN. There is no escape from it. 

Mr. PADGETT. Let me make this statement to the gentle- 
man. These examinations are annual. They are not held every 
two months or three months or six months. 

Mr. MANN. I do not understand that they are held annually 
at all. They are held at different times. 

Mr. PADGETT. For instance, a class graduates this year. 
Two years later they hold an examination for promotion to en- 
sign. They have to serve the two years. At a certain period 
after that, after serving as ensign for three years, they are ex- 
amined for promotion for lieutenant of the junior corps. After 
serving such a length of time, so many years, in that grade, they 
are examined for promotion to the grade of lieutenant. Itisnot 
every month or so that these examinations take place, but they are 
yearly. There are so many promotions a year. The Personnel 
Board provides that each year so many shall be retired. If not 
by death or by resignation, then there is what is called the 
plucking board, and they are taken out. Then there are so 
many promotions that go up, and these men stand their exam- 
inations for these promotions at these stated periods. With the 
loss of numbers of six months a man would lose in his class, 
but he would come in ahead of the other class that follows him 
a year later. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly familiar with all that the gentle- 
man has stated which is correct. A part of it is not correct. 
The gentleman refers to the plucking board, but the ones who 
are cut out of the service are not cut out at the end of the par- 
ticular year. It is not all done at one time. Promotions come 
along in the course of a year. Nor are the examinations for 
promotions all held at one stated time in the year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire of the gentleman if 
this be not the practice. There is a certain period in the year 
when the so-called plucking board is convened? 

Mr. MANN. The plucking board acts only if enough officers 
have not been retired for other reasons. Under the statement 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Papgerr] all the nomi- 
nations of the President for promotion in the Navy would be 
sent in at one time in the year, which we know is not the case. 

Mr. PADGETT. The plucking board acts—— 

Mr. MANN. No; the gentleman stated that all the examina- 
tions were held at one time in the year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think this is the situation—that the 
experience of a number of years demonstrates that on an ayer- 
age a certain number of vacancies occur either by death or res- 
ignation or from some other cause during the first six months, 
and practically invariably the plucking board is required to ex- 
ercise its functions at a definite period in the year. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is as familiar as I am with the 
facts. The plucking board really plucks very few birds. Most 
of them are given timely intimations under which they take 
retirements, and the promotions are made as the retirements 
occur. But that is not the point. I would like to get the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from New York on the proposition that I 
suggested, which apparently the gentleman from Tennessee does 
not understand. Under the existing law a man who is held 
back for a year when he passes his examination is promoted 
and takes a number at that time. He is not advanced in num- 
ber over someone who has already been promoted. But under 
this bill a man is held back from promotion for six months, and 
if a large number have been promoted during that time, then 
he jumps over some of those in order to get his number. 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, he does. 

Mr, MANN. The gentleman can say, “Oh, no, no,” but it 
only shows that he has not thoroughly read the bill. It is abso- 
lutely the case that the two provisions in the bill are contra- 
dictory to that extent. If a man at the end of six months 
takes the examination on the basis of 40 promotions as the bill 
sa — ä — 

Ir. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman offer an amendment 
covering that point? 

Mr. MANN. No. Now I will appeal to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Frrzceratp] on this. I tried to do so before, 
and I do not wish to take any of the time of the committee, but 
if the committee insists in doing something that will bring them 
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into Congress in a short time for additional legislation that is 
their misfortune; we can not help it. 

Mr. PADGETT. I will state to the gentleman, if he will per- 
mit, that this bill was prepared by the Judge Advocate of the 
Navy, who is supposed to be an expert in naval legislation. It 
was prepared with very great care; the matter has been in- 
vestigated by the Senate committee; it was passed by the Sen- 
ate and has been investigated by our committee; and we do 
not anticipate the troubles which the gentleman seems to antici- 
pate. 

Mr. MANN. I have heard those statements made before, and 
they do not have any effect. I have seen bills come back for 
reconstruction when prepared in the department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the average number of promotions 
during six months prior to the five years would be 10, and dur- 
ing the six-months period it would be 15 promotions, then the 
gentleman’s contention is that anybody suspended would neces- 
sarily take a number higher than 5 of those promoted. 

Mr. MANN. Absolutely. Is there any escape from the con- 
tention? Here the gentleman himself says there may be 100 
promotions in six months, and in his own report he says there 
may be 200 promotions in a year, but there can only be 40 dur- 
ing that time. If one of the 40 has been passed and then comes 
and takes examination for promotion and passes it, he must 
take the place of some one ahead of him and cut out a number. 
What is the effect of it? The gentleman in charge of the bill 
ean not explain it, but it is certain that in the effort to ac- 
complish something which in itself ought not to be done they 
will get the Naval Committee in a tangle which will cause 
legislation to put extra numbers on. They will be in here soon 
with bills saying this man should be carried as an extra num- 
ber because he ought not displace some one who has a number. 
Under the bill you have to displace men who have a number, 
and then they will come in and say we must carry these in extra 
numbers. It means in the end additional promotions and addi- 
tional places and higher salaries. \ 

Mr. SISSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MANN. I will 

Mr. SISSON. In line with what the gentleman says the pro- 
viso in this bill making it retroactive in its effect so as to take 
effect January 1, 1911, will simply result in just exactly the 
condition which the gentleman from Illinios has illustrated. 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. SISSON. And these men who have failed since Janu- 
ary, 1911, will be compelled to take the places of men who are 
in line with their class. 

Mr. MANN. Of men who now have numbers. 

Mr. SISSON. And it makes the bright man in this year’s 
class responsible for the dullness of the one in last year's class. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; that will be the case every time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hay). The question is on 
the third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tmpore. The question is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 
17, noes 7. 

So the bill was passed. 

> THE FINANCES. 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
in the Record a speech delivered by me before the State Bankers’ 
Association of Vermont, at Montpelier, February 22, 1912. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp a speech de- 
livered by himself before the Bankers’ Association of Vermont. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

The following is the address above referred to: 

ADDRESS OF HON. GEORGE W. PRINCE, OF ILLINOIS, BEFORE THE STATE 
BANKERS OF VERMONT AT MONTPELIER, FEBRUARY 22, 1912. 

“Mr, Chairman and fellow countrymen, it is true, as the 
chairman stated, my father was born in this State. He and 
his elder brother, back in the early thirties, went to Peoria 
County, Ill., where later on he married and where I was born. 
This is my first visit to the State of his birth. Illinois is 400 
miles in length from north to south. The north part of the 
State, in which I was born, is about on a line with Boston, 
Mass.; the southern part of the State is about on a line with 
Norfolk, Va. The State was peopled by those who went there 
from the then Eastern and Southern States. The south part 
of the State was peopled almost wholly by Virginians; the 
part of the State in which I live by New Englanders, including 


Vermonters. Coming to Illinois in those early days was that 
distinguished son of Vermont, the ‘little giant’—Stephen A. 
Douglas [applause]—born up herein Brandon; coming from Ken- 
tucky his great political rival—Abraham Lincoln. [Applause.] 


Strange, it has always seemed to me, that this freedom loving 


State, opposed so strongly to servile labor, should send one of 
its brightest, brainiest men to Illinois to advocate the cause of 
a party favoring servile labor, while Kentucky, a slave-holding 
State, should send one of its ablest and best men across from 
Indiana and over into Illinois to champion the cause of free 
labor. To my way of thinking, Lincoln. and Douglas did more 
to save this Union than any other men that lived in their time 
who were not connected with the Civil War. [Applause.]} 

“But I am not here to retell that story with which you are 
all familiar, and I must address myself to the subject matter 
assigned to me to speak upon. As the speaker of the address 
of welcome said, you represent the enormous amount of 
$116,000,000—trustees of the wealth of the people of your State. 
You are a part of the great fraternity of business men of this 
country, and upon you devolves a tremendous responsibility as 
part of the banking fraternity of this great Republic. Now, I 
have no patience with people who abuse bankers. Who are 
they? The trusted men of your communities. Who are your 
stockholders? Your neighbors, your associates, your friends. 
Whose money do you have? Their money. If my wife should 
survive me—as I hope she may—and desired advice as to the 
right way to invest the funds which are to be her support for 
the rest of her life, I should expect her to go to the men in 
whom I had confidence in my lifetime—bankers. I know of no 
one to whom she could more properly turn for valuable advice 
than to the banker to aid her in caring for her money. You 
men are called upon to be the stewards of the peoples’ savings, 
and faithfully and well do you perform the trust. The respon- 
sibility is great, quite as much so in the local country banker 
as in the banker of the great city; the latter has a larger re- 
sponsibility, perhaps, more to do with, and greater deals to 
handle, but the proposition is just the same in its essential 
features, and both are of the same flesh and blood. Yet we live 
in an age when you are being discussed and criticized. As a 
member of the National Monetary Commission I heard such 
criticism made. When we left New York City on our western 
trip and asked different people what they thought of the tenta- 
tive plan of Senator Aldrich, I remember hearing one sensible 
man in many ways, a man of influence and position, saying, “I 
am against it.“ And when asked, What is the matter with 
it?” replied, “ It bears the name of Aldrich and that is enough 
to condemn it.” Quite a number were opposed to the proposed 


plan for no other reason in the world than that Senator Aldrich _ 


had had to do with it. 

Now, that is a nonsensical, foolish position to take. Senator 
Aldrich is now out of public life; he is a private citizen; he 
has given his best thought and the best years of his life to the 
consideration of this subject. I believe it is now the one burn- 
ing desire of that man’s life to bring about a financial method 
that shall be of incalculable benefit to this country. I believe 
he has at heart only the interests of his fellow citizens; that 
his one great desire is to prepare a measure which will square 
with the best interests of all the people and of every class. 
My friends, there comes a time in the life of a man when he 
turns aside from politics and from the idea of money making, 
as he is approaching the Great Divide, and turns his thoughts 
and attention to doing the right thing and putting all else back 
of him. But this proposed measure is not wholly that of Sen- 
ator Aldrich; it is the joint work of the members of the com- 
mission, As a tentative plan he presented it to thé people to 
discuss, and invited discussion of it and suggestions of improve- 
ment, if anyone had such suggestions to make. The American 
Bankers’ Association of this country met in convention approved 
and adopted it with suggestions of amendment. We had men 
of finance from all over the country before the commission; 
we had national-bank examiners to tell us how to prepare bank 
examinations. We desired to get all the light and all the in- 
formation we could, to the end that the measure proposed might 
be the most perfect plan that could be presented. The result 
of our labors were put in the form of a proposed bill, entitled 
‘A bill to incorporate the National Reserve Association of the 
United States.’ Now, that is the best we had to offer. I believe 
in trying to do something in this world; I believe in trying to 
accomplish something in this world. It is waste of time to do 
nothing but talk. Let us move along some lines. No one has 
suggested a better plan than this. Then why not put it to the 
test? Let us do something. It has been before the public since 
we made our unanimous report: it has been indorsed by that 
class of the public that are supposed to be, and should be, more 
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familiar with the situation and the requirements than any other 
class of the community—the bankers. And it is the first time 
in my experience that we have seen the bankers of the country 
practically unanimous on any proposition. 

“For many years I sat as a member of the Committee 
Banking and Currency; measures would be before that cae 
tee, and the pulling and hauling, this way and that way, the 
wrangling and contentions about what they wanted and what 
they did not want, and what they ought to have or ought not to 
have, were so harassing that I thought if I did not get off of 
that committee I should end up in a madhouse. Finally we 
would say to those who appeared before the committee. Gen- 
tlemen, it is folly to bother us in this way; go back and see if 
you can find some proposition that you can agree upon and pre- 
sent it to us and we will take some action.’ Now, as I say, as 
to this proposition embodied in the report of the commission, it 
has got to a point where the bankers and business men of the 
country are agreed, and they favor the proposed plan, in the 
main. The theorist favors it, the publicist favors it, the pro- 
fessors in the schools fayor it. The only people we found who 
did not favor it were people in the extreme West, who had 
other ideas. What were some of the objections made to it? 
One man says, Here, I don’t like the idea of having the Gov- 
ernment delegate its power of issuing money to banks.’ ‘ Well,’ 
we ask, ‘what do you propose?’ He says, ‘I believe the Goy- 
ernment should issue all the money to meet all its obligations.’ 
We ask, ‘Where would that lead us to?’ ‘It don’t make any 
difference where it leads, but issue the money—issue it like the 
leaves of the forest’ Would you have us do that? No. 
Some would favor the opening of the mints and having unlim- 
ited coinage of gold and silver. We ask them, ‘Do you think 
that is the way to do?’ ‘Yes,’ they say, ‘and thousands of 
people think that way.’ Those are the men we have had to 
deal with. 

“ Now, gentlemen, the question of improving the currency is a 
practical legislative question. We have got to get down to brass 
tacks, and we look to you men for help. So, I would rather 
speak along that line than ‘carry coals to Newcastle’ in a scut- 
tle. You men understand this business better than I do; you 
know your troubles; we have suggested what we think is a good 
plan to afford relief in those troubles. We think it is better for 
banks to be a system of banks, organized and coordinated to- 
gether for purposes of power. In unity is strength. Suppose in 
the revolutionary period Vermont had said, We will take care 
of Vermont—we will not send our troops away from here,’ and 
other States or Colonies had done the same, what would have 
been the result? Not victory, but defeat. 

“ Suppose, to bring it to a concrete point—suppose we should 
have trouble with our neighbor on the north—which we never 
shall have—but suppose we should have and 200,000 redcoats 
are landed of the best soldiery in the world, and the President 
calls for troops. Vermont says, ‘We can provide so many 
thousand.’ New York says, ‘We will furnish so many thou- 
sand.“ But sup Vermont says, We will keep our troops 
to protect our own border,’ and New York says the same; we 
should have a number of small forces to be met and conquered 
in turn, succumbing to superior force. On the other hand, let us 
suppose a large army made up of the several State contingents— 
an army equal in quality and quantity to the invaders.. What 
would be the result? The invaders would be hurled back over 
the border, shattered and defeated. Our banks are in that same 
condition. Trouble comes and men want money. What do you 
do? You try to get that money as quickly as you can and pay 
your depositors who call for their money, and you do it at the 
expense of every bank in the neighberhood or anywhere else 
you can get it. You seek to protect yourselves, and in so doing 
you weaken all the rest. Now, suppose you have a national re- 
serve piled up? Under the provisions of this proposed bill you 
can get your paper discounted at once and get cash or credit 
to pay to the people who call for theirmoney. Could you not at 
once avert a threatened panic? Would you not be a solid phalanx, 
and, in addition to that, would there not be a general system 
of banking in this country? Who is it you are afraid of? Not 
yourselves, It is the weak bank—it is the bank not properly 
conducted—that fails, and then the people can not distinguish 
one from another. The rush comes for the money; the weak 
bank succumbs and precipitates trouble upon all the banks 
throughout the length and breadth of the land. In other words, 
no chain is stronger than its weakest link, and the weakest 
link in the chain of banks is the one that breaks first. But if 
you are coordinated together and the banking system is the 
same and conducting business in the same way, how much 
safer and better it will be for the entire country. I asked my 
friend Farrigden his idea of the way I should discuss this ques- 
tion. Well,’ he said, Mr. Pruvcs,.there is one point in particu- 


lar the people seem to be afraid of. I said, ‘ Well, that is the 
one I want to discuss.’ He said, ‘They are afraid the interests 
of Wall Street or some other financial power will control this 
system of banks and control the money centers and the money 
power of the country.’ 

„Now, at Washington we hear a good deal said about a so- 
called Money Trust, and our Democratic friends there say 
there ought to be an investigation of this Money Trust, but 
they do not quite know what to do with it or how to handle it, 
But here is something, whether substance or only shadow, it is 
something that seems to disturb. Are you men in a Money 
Trust? Have you anything to do with such an unholy and 
unrighteous thing, or is it ‘the other fellow’? If there is a 
Money Trust we ought to find it out, and I am in fayor of in- 
vestigating it. If such a thing does exist to-day it is illegal, 
and exists in spite of the law, and it should be smashed. 
But if the plan provided by the commission is adopted there 
will be a general Federal supervision, which would be a suff- 
cient guaranty for the dissolution or destruction of any Money 
Trust, if such there should be. It is an infinitely better way to 
regulate and control by Federal legislation than it is to destroy. 
There are two schools of public life in this country. One says, 
Destroy all the big combinations of this country,’ and the other 
school says, No, do not destroy; regulate them by Federal leg- 
islation and Federal control.’ We should, at any rate, try that 
first, and then if it be shown that we can not regulate and con- 
trol them in that way, it is time enough to talk of smashing 
them altogether. 

“T had a letter recently from a friend who was interested in 
a scheme of investment in a certain direction in conjunction 
with others, and he wanted to raise funds to finance the scheme 
and get it started, and he had what appeared to be a good 
thing, but he could not get the money. He says at once There 
is a combination of wealthy men who control the moneyed men 
of this country, and that is why I tan not get any money in 
this enterprise.’ Not long ago it was my privilege, with a party 
of Members of Congress and others, a party of about 70, to go 
to the opening of the Over-Seas Railroad in Florida. The road 
goes to Key West, and it goes along over bogs, and swamps, 
and marshes, and through woods of pine trees, where they were 
at work tapping the trees for turpentine. 

“The road goes over a quality of land that those who saw it 
declared was not worth the paying of taxes on it. Do you be- 
lieve that if Mr. Flagler had gone to any business or financial 
interests that he could have induced them to advance money 
for such a proposed undertaking? No. Yet there was a man 
with means of his own, a rich man, who had a plan and a 
proposition that may in the future work out and repay in full 
what has been expended, and in all probability result in hand- 
some profits on the investment. Yet, as I say, no business man, 
no bankers holding in trust the money of others, could have 
been induced to invest that money in such an undertaking. 
The road was built by Mr. Flagler from his own pocket, but if 
he had come to you gentlemen for money I think, on the outlook, 
you would have been justified in refusing to invest any of the 
$116,000,000 in your control belonging to widows and orphans 
and living men in that proposition. But the inability to secure 
the money would not have been because it was controlled by a 
money trust. But because men are turned down on propositions 
like that they at once say it is because the money is controlled 
by a big trust. ; 

“The money power, some say, would control this reserve. 
But how will they be able to do so? Each individual bank is 
to have a vote in the selection of the officers, and with such a 
provision the vote of the small bank counts just as much as 
that of the large bank. It is on the same principle as the ballot. 
The man without a dollar goes to the poll and drops in his bal- 
lot and it counts for just as much as the ballot of the man 
worth ten millions. But the theorists who make that objection 
do not stop to consider how many millions and millions of dol- 
lars it would take to control the Reserve Association. That is 
the trouble with the theorists; they never stop to reason the 
thing and see if it is likely to be possible as a practicable thing. 
Now, when they say the money power would get control of this 
reserve they do not stop to consider that the profit is limited to 
5 per cent. All over and above that is to go to the Government 
except the surplus to be created. Men who have the control of 
immense funds at their disposal do not put those funds in 
where they only get 5 per cent when they can always use their 
money to better advantage. 

“This law does not allow loans on stocks and bonds. It says 
to the stock gambler, ‘Get thee behind me, Satan,’ and comes 
straight to the people of the country. It is true that men some- 
times pay out enormous sums to get what at first blush seems 
to be apparently a small return for the amount expended, but 
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generally there is back of it something that promises the reali- 
zation of a handsome profit on the amount put in. Do not you 
remember that Mr, Ryan and his associates bought up the Equi- 
table, paying two millions and a half for stock worth only 
$100,000 or thereabout, and they made money out of it? Yes; 
but there was no Hmitation to the hundreds of millions they 
could see in the transaction; they were not limited or held in 
restraint by a law limiting the profits to 5 per cent. Now, Wall 
Street criticizes us for this feature of the proposition, which is 
a sufficient guaranty that they do not think it is in their inter- 
ests, It is not; it is in the interest of the people of the whole 
country and of all of the banks of the whole country. Study 
this proposed plan, gentlemen, and if any of you think you can 
see any way whereby one or two or three interests ean get con- 
trol of the whole, write and let me know; but please do not 
criticize the plan unless you can suggest a better plan. Do not 
find fault with any feature of it unless you can suggest a sub- 
stitute feature that is better than the one proposed by the 
commission. Neither I nor any other member of the commission 
is wedded to this particular plan at the expense of any other 
equally good or better proposition. We did the best we could 
considering the conditions. 

“The gentleman who made the response to the address of 
welcome spoke about some one still voting for Andrew Jackson. 
Well, in one matter the people of this country are still for 
Andrew Jackson, and that is in the matter of the establishment 
of a central bank, which he disfavored. The people do not want 
a central bank; and why are they opposed to the idea of a cen- 
tral bank? Because such an institution at once becomes a com- 
petitor of every other bank in the Union. We are for ‘home 
rule’ to the extent that each and every State should have all 
the rights it ought to have, and in everything that does not 
conflict with the power and authority of the National Govern- 
ment. This proposed institution is to be a ‘bank of banks’; 
it does not enter into competition with any bank or banks. It 
is a reserve fund from which you can as a member of the asso- 
ciation draw relief in time of trouble; and when this plan is 
adopted we think it will obviate the existence of any trouble. 

“Tf this proposed plan becomes a fact, and we have this 
‘bank of banks,’ we will have foreign branches, and there is 
no reason why New York should not become the financial center 
of the world; we would wrest that title from London just as 
London wrested it from Amsterdam. 

“Another good feature would be a uniform rate of discount 
if this bill becomes a law; this would obviate the disturbing 
element of a fluctuating rate of discount. 

“We have to-day our system of subtreasuries of the United 
States with our army of civilian officers handling the money of 
the United States piled up in the Treasury like old junk— 
hundreds of millions piled up there. Is it doing anybody any 
-good? No. But under the provisions of this bill it becomes 
active, it becomes part of the national reserve; upon it can be 
based currency or credits, if needed, by the banks of the 
country. 

“T was looking the other day to see how we stood with other 
countries on the question of gold; here is the list: 
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“This immense reserve fund should be made to be of use. 

“The adoption of some financial plan that should better 
existing conditions is recognized and acknowledged by everyone. 
We have had panic after panic, financial depressions one after 
another, and bank failures. In the period of 1890-1910, 400 
national banks became insolvent and were closed. England 
was not immune from such troubles, but had many financial 
depressions and panics down to the year 1866, since which 
she has not had any such trouble. During the period I stated 
just now, in addition to the 400 national banks, there were 1,400 
savings banks and trust companies—making 1,800 bank failures 
in all in that period. In that same period Canada had but 
seven failures. Can’t we learn anything by experience? Can 
we not see what others are doing, and learn to do something 
ourselves? Here we have a plan proposed that, if adopted as 
suggested, becomes part of our form of government—that is 
why it is termed ‘ National Reserve Association of the United 
States.’ The proposed plan can not come into competition with 
the banks of this country. We realize the different conditions 
surrounding State banks and national banks; the one has not 
to keep the same reserve as the other; the one is not subject 
to the same rigid examination as the ‘other: the one has ap- 
parently wider latitude than the other. 

“Many men, and that is especially so in my State of Illinois, 
think it better to have State banks than national. A man wants 


money, he has real estate security, but he can not get a loan 
at a national bank on such security; he must go to the Staté 
bank. We have tried to present a measure here wherein the 
State and national banks will be put on an evener in all re- 
spects. We have tried to work out fair legislation for all inter- 
ests concerned. It only remains to educate the general public 
to a recognition of the merits of this measure and its indorse- 
ment. You have some fine speakers. Witness that elegant 
speech of welcome and equally pretty little response. If we 
want legislation it can be readily obtained when it is made 
clear that the people demand it. So the people must be edu- 
cated in that direction. You gentlemen, instruments in the 
hands of the people to do a certain work just as much as the 
doctors, lawyers, and ministers, have your function to per- 
form in the civic duties of the country. This measure is for 
the interests of all the people and all classes of business men, 
bankers, lawyers, farmers, and laborers of the entire country. 
That is why I favor it. I want you gentlemen to help obtain 
this legislation and have it put on the statute books. You have 
a power among the business interests of the country. But you 
men have been asleep at the switch, intent on making dollars 
at the expense of your country’s best interest. Turn your 
attention a little along the lines to make men think of the great 
questions that are presenting themselyes and take your part 
as citizens in the great civic duties of the country. What is 
there to money, after all? It procures for us certain physical 
comforts, that is about all. I want to say to you that the head 
and the heart and the cultivation of their qualities is worth 
more than money. I am glad to see and to know that in this 
State of Vermont there are men with big hearts and large 
brains, ready and willing to do what they can for the uplifting 
and upbuilding of their fellow men. That is what we are here 
for, and there is more to it than there is in making money or 
in winning political honor and distinction. In my judgment 
bankers are of the most useful classes of the community and 
of the widest sphere of influence among the people who put 
their savings into your banks. We can hardly hope to have 
this proposed measure put on to the statute books until after 
next November. You know we are approaching a national elec- 
tion. It is near upon us, and at such times things are always 
unsettled, so we do not look for the enactment of this measure 
probably until the next session. 

“Now, in conclusion, let me say this: Read this bill care- 
fully; forget, if you can, that you are bankers; forget, if you 
can, that it may make a penny here or lose a there; 
throw aside such small considerations; look over the bill, and 
if its provisions commend themselves to your approval then write 
to your splendid Senators, DILLINGHAM and Pace; write to your 
live, wide-awake Congressmen, Judge PLUMLEY and Mr. Foster; 
tell them you are in favor of the measure. They will be glad to 
hear from you; they want knowledge; they want light; they 
are very busy; they have not the time to come and canvass your 
people here, to learn their feelings on pending legislation. They 
are always glad to learn the sentiment of their constituents, of 
whom they are the representatives. But remember this, if you 
have any fault to find with any of the provisions of the measure, 
do not content yourselves with condemning it; indicate wherein 
it may be improved or a better feature substituted. As I said 
before, nobody claims this bill is absolute perfection, but it is 
the very best thing we could produce. Now, I hope I have said 
something to some good, and if I have said anything that does 
not commend itself to you as good, please forget that part which 
I- have said. 

“I thank you all for listening so patiently. I appreciate 
greatly the opportunity to make a visit to this great, historic, 
old State, and to say a few words to you, although I realize 
they have been said in a rambling manner. Gentlemen, I thank 
you.” 

[At the conclusion of Congressman Prince’s address the audi- 
ence arose to its feet, and a long round of loud applause showed 
how much the speech had been enjoyed and appreciated. ] 

[A few questions were asked the speaker at the conclusion of 
his remarks as to certain provisions of the bill, and these may 
all be found answered by a perusal of the measure, a copy of 
which no doubt is within reach of every member of the asso- 
ciation.] 

[A renewed applause greeted Congressman Prince as he 
walked from the platform to the door, having shortly thereafter 
to leave the city te return to Washington.] 

PRESERVATION OF BATTLE FLAGS. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, by action of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I wish to call up the bill H. R. 15471. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see calls up the bill H. R. 15471, of which the Clerk will report 
the title. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 15471. A bill making appropriation for repair, preservation, an 


exhibition of the trophy flags now in store at the Naval Academy a 
Annapolis, Md. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resolves itself auto- 
matically into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Beaty] will 
take the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for consideration of the 
bill the Clerk will report. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Chair 
for a division of the time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purpose of repair, preservation, and 
reparation for exhibit of the flags now stored at the United States 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., which have been taken in battle or 

after battle by the Navy of the United States of America, the sum of 
$30,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be immediately available. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BATES]. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word to the 
members of this Committee of the Whole in explanation of the 
pending bill. What I have to say relates to the Navy of the 
United States and some of its trophies and to the conditions of 
these trophies and the need of their preservation. 

The United States Navy has in the past 100 years accom- 
plished most wonderful nayal victories. At the conclusion of 
many of the naval engagements which have brought such pres- 
tige to the American arms the flags, penants, and ensigns of 
conquered vessels have been brought home in triumph. These 
trophy flags have been deposited from time to time at the 
United States Naval School for safe-keeping, and now it being 
discovered that these flags and trophies are in a most wretched 
dilapidated condition, many of them injured by moths, and all 
of them beginning to crumble from age, shall be restored so far 
as possible, repaired, and placed in the exhibition cases which 
have been prepared for them in one of the permanent fireproof 
buildings at Annapolis. Who own these flags? They belong to 
the people of the United States. 

They are proofs of achievements of the American Navy, in 
which our people have long had a just pride. There are 136 of 
these flags, most of them taken in battle or after battle by the 
Navy, and also several of the battle standards of our own victori- 
ous fleets. They are of great historical value. One is Perry's battle 
flag, a trophy of the battle of Lake Erie, September 10, 1813, on 
the blue field of which is inscribed the words in white letters, 
„Don't give up the ship.“ [Applause.] This fiag was used as 
the signal for action by Commodore Perry. Another of very 
great historical value is an English royal standard, 23 by 27, 
captured at York, Canada, April 27, 1815, by a squadron under 
Commander Isaac Chancey. [Applause.] This is said to be the 
only English royal standard ever captured. [Applause.] 

Another is the first United States ensign hoisted in Japan by 
Commodore Perry in his interview with the Japanese commis- 
sioner at Uraga, July 14, 1853. [Applause.] 

Another is a Mexican flag taken at Mazatlan, November 14, 
1857, by Commodore Shubrick. [Applause.] 

Then there is the ensign of the Alert taken in 1812 by Capt. 
David Porter. [Applause.] 

There is also the last flag flown by the Spanish squadron at 
the Battle of Manila Bay. {[Applause.] Also the flag of the 
governor general of the Philippines taken by Admiral Dewey 
in 1898. [Applause.] ; 

Commander W. C. Cole, of the Navy, now stationed at An- 
napolis, and senior member of the committee on memorials, 
has taken a deep interest in the subject of the preservation of 
these trophies, and after much correspondence and research 
has found a method by which they can be restored and pre- 
served. It is proposed that they be stretched upon a backing 
of fine linen and then sewed to the linen by expert needlewomen, 
using small stitches that will not be visible at the distance an 
observer will stand when viewing them in exhibition cases. 
Also using sewing silk of the color and shade to match each 
part of the flag. A most careful estimate has been made of the 
entire matter, and it is found that there are about 1,200 yards 
of surface, and that the material—linen, silk, and so forth— 
for this work will cost $1,500; that it will require 100 needle- 
women working 200 days to accomplish this work. The glass 
cases for the reception of these flags have been prepared from 
funds appropriated for memorials in 1910. 

It is estimated that the average amount of time to be ex- 
pended by needlewomen in the restoration of these flags will be 
15 hours per square foot. 
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It is the manifest desire of the American people that these 
flags be restored. We, as the representatives of the people, 
would be negligent in our duties if we would allow these 
trophies, some of which have been preserved 100 years, to now 
become lost and destroyed for lack of reasonable care. As an 
evidence of the desires of the country in this matter, I call 
attention to the large number of memorials and petitions which 
have been received and filed with the Naval Committee from 
patriotic societies from all parts of our country: 

The Society of the Cincinnati, the General Society of the War of 
1812, the Aztec Club of 1847, Order of Founders and Patriots of 
America, Loyal Legion, Navy League of the United States, National 


Association of Nayal Veterans, Patriotic Sons of America, Sons of 
American Revolution, Daughters of American Revolution, etc. 


These, Mr. Chairman, were among those received five or six 
weeks ago, and I am informed that other memorials from 
patriotic societies of our land have since been received. 

Two flags are before you to illustrate the treatment and 
means of restoration that is proposed. One of them, the larger, 
is the flag of Epervier, captured by the Peacock April 29, 1814, 
off the coast of Florida, under Master Commandant Lewis War- 
rington [applause], in a most spirited engagement, in which 10 
were killed and 15 wounded. This flag of the Epervier was in 
a most wretched condition, most of its surface having been re- 
duced to a mere film and also torn badly in many places. It 
cost $111 to restore this flag. Many of the flags are eyen in 
worse condition than was this. The other and smaller flag, 
which has not received the proposed treatment, was the flag of 
the Dominica, captured August 15, 1813, under Capt. D. Diron 
in an engagement which resulted in the loss of 23 killed and 67 
wounded. 

The proposed treatment will be durable. Nearly 1,000 years 
ago the wife of the Duke of Normandy, with the help of her 
attendants, made some tapestries which are to-day known as 
the Bayeux tapestries. They are mounted on fine linen in ex- 
actly the same manner it is proposed to mount these flags at 
Annapolis. They have been constantly under exhibit and have 
been transported to various exhibitions from time to time. 

The Naval Committee of this House, by an almost unanimous 
vote, approved of this bill and appropriation after according 
Commander Cole of the Navy a full hearing on all the details of 
the expenditure of amount sought to be appropriated. It is 
the opinion of your committee that this work should be done 
without delay and that the amount asked for in this bill is 
necessary for the performance of the work. We are accus- 
tomed to appropriate a fair sum each year for monuments, 
statues, columns, and inscriptions to perpetuate great events 
and to commemorate great names. 

I might mention for one moment the appropriations and ex- 
penditures that haye been made during the whole history of 
our country to commemorate eyents such as those symbolized 
by these trophies and mementos. 

I need not call to your mind Bunker Hill nor Washington's 
Monument, nor the National Museum, in this city, which cost 
from two to three million dollars and is filled with trophies not 
one of which, I believe, exceeds in historic value these old bat- 
tle flags. ` 

Some of the bravest and most conspicuous and most useful 
achievements that have ever been noted on the pages of Ameri- 
ean history have been performed by officers and men of the 
American Navy. Thete are few names that the American people 
hold in higher esteem than those of Perry, Farragut, Schley, 
Sampson, and Dewey. [Applause.] Not only the Nation but 
communities and States all over this Union delight to honor 
the names and achievements of those who have been termed 
great. The name of Virginia is linked with those of Washing- 
ton aud Lee; Texas, with her Houston; Massachusetts, her 
Samuel Adams and Sumner; Illinois, her Lincoln; Ohio, her 
Chase, Garfield, and McKinley; Maine, her Fessenden; Pennsyl- 
yania, her Franklin. 

It is proposed by this bill to place in practically enduring 
form the mementos of the events and names which are held in 
honor and esteem by the people of every State of this Union. 
These flags and trophies, now crumbling into dust, tell more 
than spoken or written words of the achievements of the Ameri- 
ean Navy. They are silent witnesses of the bravery and hero- 
ism of the American sailor and an inspiration to present and 
future generations. [Loud applause.] 

The following are the articles té which I referred in the 
course of my remarks and which I herewith submit relating 
to the capture of the flags of the Epervia and the Dominica: 


Action between U. S. sloop Peacock, Master Commandant Lewis War- 
rington, and English brig of war Epervier, Capt. Richard Wales. 


The second of the six new sloops to get to sea was the Peacock, 
Master Commandant Lewis Warrington. Sailing from New York on 
the 12th of March, the Peacock went as far south as the Great Isaacs, 
and then skirted along the coast of Florida to Cape Canaveral. On 
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Friday morning, April 29, in latitude 27° 47’ north, longitude 80° 9’ 
west, three merchant ships and a large brig of war were descried to 
windward. On making out the Peacock the merchantmen drew away, 
while their escort bore down to reconnoiter. The Peacock then showed 
English colors and allowed the stranger to approach, and at 9 a. m. 
the brig signaled the merchant yessels, and soon afterwards they were 
hurrying away in different directions. In the meantime the Peacock 
was 8 nearing her foe, and at 9.40 a. m. she hauled down the 
English colors and ran up her own. By 10 a. m. the vessels were 
within half gunshot, but neither of them had opened fire. Master Com- 
mandant Warrington now maneuvered to secure a raking position, but 
the enemy avoided this by perine up his helm until close on the Pea- 
cock’s bow, when, hauling up to the wind, he fired his starboard bread- 
side, and the American replied with their port battery. At the first 
fire the Peacock received two 32-pound shot in the quarter of her fore- 
yard, which disabled the fore and fore-topsail for the remainder of the 
action. This mishap compelled Master Commandant Warrington to 
forego maneuvering and to rely entirely on his gunnery. Orders were 
now given to load with star-and-bar shot, with a view to crippling the 
enemy's rigging, so that he could not profit by the Peacock’s disabled 
foreyard. In a few minutes the American foreyard gave way and the 
antagonists drew closer, which rendered their fire very destructive. 
About 10.40 a. m. the enemy lost his head sails, and at the same time 
his main boom, haying been shot through, fell upon the wheel. This 
brought the wind on his beam, expos him to a raking fire from the 
Peacock, but the latter had too much headway to avali herself of the 
advantage except by throwing in two or three shot. Then hau close 
under his opponent's lee, Master Commandant Warrington poured in a 
hot fire, which was chiefly directed at the enemy's hull, and soon her 
main topmast went over. At 11 a. m. she attempted to wear around so 
as to bring à fresh broadside to bear, and this brought the vessels so 
close that the British commander was heard urging his men to attempt 
boarding ; but,“ says James, the British crew declined a measure so 
fraught with danger.” The battle had now lasted 45 minutes and the 
brig struck. On being boarded the stranger was found to be the Brit- 
ish brig sloop Epervier, Capt. Richard Wales. s 
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Action between U. S. privateer Decatur $d, Capt. Diron, and the English 
three-masted schooner Do: , Lieut. Barretté commanding, August 
5, 1813, latitude 23° 4’ north, longitude 67° 0’ west. 


The Decatur left port in the summer of 1813 on a general cruise 
against British commerce, and early in mee she was in the track of 
British West India traders homeward bound. Early on the morning of 
Aw 5, when in latitude 23° 4’ north, longitude 67° 0’ west, or a 
little to the south of the Bermudas, the Decatur was heading northward 
under easy sail, hoping for some prize to appear. About 10.30 a. m. 
the man at the masthead reported a sail bearing away to the so and 
shortly afterwards another, steering in the same direction, was sighted. 
Capt. Diron promptly tacked southward. with a view of getting the 
weather gauge of the strangers, so that, should they prove to be British 
cruisers, he would have the advantage in a chase. 

Capt. Diron approached the strangers with caution, knowing that 
there was a strong probability of their being a couple of British sloops 
of war. The danger of approaching a stronger force, however, did not 
prevent the American from coming to closer range, and at 11 a. m. it 
was seen that the sails were a s „ee a schooner, which, on making 
out the sails of the Decatur, had their course to the north so 
as to meet her. The three vessels slowly reduced the distance between 

and at 12.30 p. m. the Decatur, haying secured a position a little 
to dward and beng almost within gunshot, wore around and ran a 
little to leeward, upon which the schooner showed English colors. 
Capt. Diron was now satisfied that he had an English war schooner to 
ae re and =e 5 * Tas 5 55 its 8 Half an hour 

ter he wore again, s eep the weather gauge, and about 1. 
p. m. the stranger fired a shot, which fell short. = 

Knowing that the British commander had a heavier armament than 
the privateer, but believing that he had the greater number of men to 
man his ship, Capt. Diron determined to have the fight at the closest 
quarters, and to carry the Englishman by boarding. Accordingly he 
cleared for action, sent his men to quarters. * + * 

Having made all his arrangements for the battle, Capt. Diron about 
2 p. m. wore ship, with a view of passing under the stern of the enemy 
and giving a raking fire, but as the schooners neared each other the 
gif man luffed and gave his broadside, most of the shot passing over 
the American. * * At 2.15 p m. the Americans be the fire 
of their long tom, and as it was aimed with coolness and beration, 
within half gunshot distance, the effect in so small a vessel was serious, 
disabled several of the Englishman's guns, besides injuring many 
men. 


manner as the 

But the last move made by the British schooner in her endeayor to 
avoid boarding gave the Decatur the advantage in sailing, and t- 
ing in following close in the wake of his enemy, Capt. Diron finally had 
the satisfaction of seeing his craft 5 overhaul the Englishman. 
Again he called for his boarders, and at 3.30 p. m. the Decatur ran her 
bowsprit over the enemy's stern, her jib boom piercing the English- 
man’s mainsail. This was the signal for the Americans to board, and 
while some of them poured in a heavy fire of musketry, others, led by 
Vincent Safitt, the tag master, and Thomas Wasborn, the quarter- 
3 ong the bowsprit and sprang to the Englishman's 

eck. 

It was not until 18 of the Dominica’s crew were killed and 42 
wounded that the few survivors were induced to surrender. A total 
of 60 killed or wounded in a crew of 88 fully attests the desperate 
nature of the struggle and the gallantry of the men against whom the 
Americans fought. * * + 
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The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

— BATES. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Cha ir- 
man 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the gentleman 
has 45 minutes remaining. How much time does the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TRIBBLE]? 

Mr. BATES. I reserve the balance of my time for others 
who desire to speak in behalf of my measure. I do not yield 
any of my time to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the impression that 
the gentleman from Georgia has the floor in his own right. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. I was 
recognized by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair may be mistaken, but the, Chair 
believes that the gentleman from Georgia is entitled to recogni- 
tion in his own right. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, there is not a man in this 
House that applauds the appearance of these flags more heartily 
than I do. I do not rise for the purpose of opposing the 
restoration of them. I do feel, however, being a member of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, that it is due to this House that 
some facts be laid before this House, and when I have done that 
I shall have discharged the duty and responsibility which I feel 
rest upon me. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to be distinctly understood. I 
rise in the first place to oppose the enormous amount that is 
proposed to be appropriated. I rise in the second place for the 
purpose of opposing the place that is proposed to keep these 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bates] refers to the 
women’s organizations all over this country, and he refers to 
the Daughters of the Revolution. I haye in my possession an 
article in one of the leading papers published by the Daughters 
of the Revolution, applauding the action of this committee in 
proposing to repair the flags and rejoicing that the flags will be 
brought to the National Capital to be exhibited in some public 
place. I say the people all over the country can see them then, 
instead of hiding them away down at Annapolis, where nobody, 
can see them except the students who go there, the professors, 
and the girls who go there and dance at the commencement 
periods. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BOWMAN. Just for one question. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I can not see anything in the bill that 
decides that these relics shall be stored in any particular place. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will answer that question. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bares] stated in his speech that they 
should go to Annapolis. Let me read to you from a statement 
in the hearings: 

Now, gentlemen, if you will remember, last year when Capt. Coontz 
and I came before the committee we asked for $3,000 for work on the 
memorials which we have down there. There are a number of memorials 
of different kinds, and we had in mind not only the storage of these 
memorials and monuments and other th but arrangement of the 


flags in places which had been prepar ‘or them by the 
8 had appropriated lu former years. * mey- ths 


This you will find on page 496. They have prepared certain 
boxes down there in which to confine them, and the people of 
America, the people of my district who come to the Capital, and 
other people who come to the Capital, will not have the privi- 
lege of seeing them, placed as it is proposed at this Naval 
Academy. My children will not have the opportunity to go to 
Annapolis, in all probability, and none of them, in all proba- 
bility, will be invited to go to a german there; the children of 
my constituents will not go there; the American people will not 
go there, and therefore I am contending that these flags should 
come to Washington. If this bill were so amended as to place 
these flags where the people want them to be placed and safe- 
guards placed around the appropriation, then I withdraw my 
objection. P 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I can not yield just now. I will yield in a 
moment. I will then yield whatever time the gentleman wants. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will 
pardon me, just on that point—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No; I desire to proceed at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, at the last regular 
session of Congress, with a Republican House, that House ap- 
propriated $3,000 for the restoration of these flags. Now, we 
occupy the position of being an economical Democratic House, 
and yet you propose to increase this appropriation to $30,000 
instead of $3,000. I do not want to be misunderstood. 

The Sixty-first Congress, I say, appropriated $3,000 for this 
purpose. In the hearings, on page 496, at the bottom of the 
page, it was stated by a commander that this amount of $3,000 
is sufficient. Now, what occurred? A new commander goes 
there, and he proceeds to use this $3,000 in the restoration of 
these flags. What does he do? He gets into correspondence 
with a lady by the name of Mrs. Fowler, who has an office in 
Boston and who has been doing this class of work for 30 years. 
She comes down to Annapolis, goes over these flags, and I will 
not say she wants to get a big price for her work, but she finds 
$30,000 worth of work there instead of $3,000 worth. Com- 
mander Coontz stated before the committee last year this 
amount would be sufficient; this House appropriated $3,000. 

Now, this new commander comes here and asks this House to 
give $30,000. 

There are 136 of these flags. Now follow me, please, for here 
are figures that will stagger you. „There is a certain amount of 
sentiment in this question, and I go just as far with my senti- 
ment as any Member on the floor of this House; but there is 
a business proposition involved here as well as sentiment. 

There are 136 flags, and the woman to whom it is proposed 
to give this work took the flag which was in the worst condition 
of the whole 136. I have forgotten the name of the flag—I be- 
lieve it is the flag of Epervier—but, anyway, it comes down to 
us from away back in 1814. She took the worst one and re- 
paired it, and it ccst $111 to do the work. Now multiply 136 
by that and you have got $14,096. What do you say about that? 
It is proposed to double that amount. Many of these flags were 
captured at Manila and different places in the Spanish-American 
War. They are comparatively new flags. There is compara- 
tively little work to be done on them. Yet they put these flags 
in at over $200 each. Am I right in coming before this House 
and throwing some light on this question? 

I realize the fact that I have been misunderstood in making 
my appearance here to oppose this appropriation as provided 
in this bill. I am not opposing the restoration of these flags. 
There are flags in this number that ought to be restored, and 
possibly they all ought to be restored. I do not say they should 
not be, but I think this committee should give some diligence to 
the consideration of this question, and I want Members of the 
House to send for copies of these hearings and read the names 
of these flags. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? i 

Mr. TRIBBLE. In a minute or two, when I have finished, I 
will yield to the gentleman. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield at present. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, where does this recommenda- 
tion come from? It comes from the commandant at Annapolis 
and from a lady who is interested in getting this work. What 
about the commandant at Annapolis who comes up herè and 
makes this recommendation? Mr. Chairman, lv toils not, neither 
does he spin. I dare say he never worked a day in his life. 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No; I will yield when I pass over three 
more propositions. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States spent $18,000 upon the edu- 
cation of this man to start with at Annapolis while he was a 
student. Yet he comes up here and presents to this committee 
this kind of an argument. He is a fine business man! When I 
say that he toils not, neither does he spin, I think I am justified 
in making that statement, so far as business and financial trans- 
actions are concerned. He goes upon the sea. No doubt he is a 
competent officer, but here is what he says, now, in talking 
about the amount that should be paid, in the committee hear- 
ings, to wit: 5 


I do not like to get dewn to the cheap-labor business, but it may be 
that I will be compelled to under the $30,000. I shall do the best I can. 


He does not think $30,000 sufficient. 


The point was made that these flags could be done for less, 
and he rises and says he did not want any cheap labor in this 
question. I do not think a man who goes to sea has any right 
to come here and dictate to me, who comes from a farming 
district and represents farmers and business men. They look 
to my business qualification and have a right to, and I am not 
going to take his recommendation. 

Mr. BATES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No, sir; I can not. 

Piet BATES. It was a member of the committee who said 
at. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. You are in error. Now, I am putting up to 
the House this business proposition. I am in fayor of restoring 
these flags. I do not care to be misquoted on that proposition 
by anybody, but I am opposed to it along the lines I have tried 
to point out, and I call upon the Members who have occupied 
seats here from day to day and seen the agricultural bill going 
through this House, and for the purpose of economy have seen 
section after section trimmed, thereby, as I contend, legislating 
against the farmer at home who has to work to make the money 
to pay for this appropriation, and yet cut down the appropria- 
tion that will help him and not contest extravagance as I con- 
tend this to be. Is it right to legislate against him and come in 
here and cut down the agricultural bill and then rush through 
this House an appropriation of $30,000 for flag repair, three 
times the amount necessary? I shall offer my protest against 
any such Democratic economy. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. . I will. 

- Mr. LEVER. I understand the gentleman from Georgia is 
not opposed to the restoration of the flags, but is opposed to 
their restoration as provided in the bill. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. That is exactly my position. 

Mr. LEVER. What amendment does the gentleman propose 
to offer by which the restoration may be had in the line of his 
own views? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I think this bill ought to be amended so as to 
provide that these flags when restored shall be exhibited in the 
National Capital of the United States. I think that the Dill 
ought to be sent back to the Naval Committee and let them in- 
vestigate and see how much the restoration of these flags should 
cost and which one of the flags should be restored. There are a 
number of them, in my opinion, the country does not care 
anything about. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HOWARD. I believe that the complaint that the gentle- 
man registers against the bill is that $30,000 is a good price to 
pay for a little job. ¥ 

Mr. TRIBBLE. If you take the worst flag that this woman 
picked out, which she said would cost $111, and multiply it by 
the number of flags, it will only cost one-half of the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated here. What are you going to do with 
the other $15,000; where is the other $15,000 going? 

Mr. LEVER. I was about to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
if he had in mind the amount of the appropriation that he be- 
lieves is necessary for the restoration of the flags. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I think $10,000 is ample. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman says that he thinks $10,000 is 
ample? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER. What witnesses has he examined as to that 


point? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The witness they produce here is Mrs. 
Fowler, and she says that the worst flag, which was captured 
in 1814, would cost $111, and I multiply it by 136, and the total 
amount is $15,000. A great many of the flags are recently 
captured and do not need repairing, and therefore $10,000 is 
more than enough. 

Mr. COOPER. What was the size of the flag to which the 
gentleman refers? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am not prepared to say; that flag was se- 
lected from among the flags as one of the worst. 

Mr. COOPER. Is it not a fact that it was one of the smallest 
flags? S 
Mr. TRIBBLE. I am not prepared to say. What I want is 
an investigation along that line, and I say the Naval Committee 
acted without necessary facts and was hasty in consideration. 

Mr. COOPER. The gentleman is aware, from the report of 
the committee at least, that this Mrs. Fowler is a leading ex- 
pert needlewoman, who took up the work originally as a pastime 
and later as a profession, and who, by the Massachusetts Legis- 
lature, has been given charge of the preservation of the flags in 


1912. 


the Massachusetts statehouse, and that she was examined by 
the commander of the United States Navy, Mr. Cole, who not 
only has corroborated her, but the commandant of the Naval 
Academy has also corroborated her. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am aware of that, and commented on both 
of them. I said I did not propose to be controlled by the 
opinion of either of them, because their own facts show that it 
would not cost more than $10,000. 

Mr. COOPER. I inferred from what the gentleman said that 
he was not to be controlled. I knew he was not to be con- 
trolled; but I was asking him for the basis for his opinion. Ac- 
cording to his own statement he has not made any examination, 
and he is not able to identify the flag that he has selected as a 
basis. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I have got the statement in answer to the 
gentleman’s question, that the worst one cost only $111, and I 
have got the statement and the facts here that the gentleman 

_tan read, that the most of these flags are new flags. 

Mr. COOPER. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that this 
lady says the flags are to be sewn on linen with silk by expert 
needlewomen, with small stitches that will not be visible at the 
distance the observer will stand from them in viewing them? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; and I am aware of the fact that the 
ones she repaired she did exactly as she proposes to do the 
others. 

Mr. COOPER. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that when 
he says that the work will cost only $10,000, that she says the 
material will cost $1,500? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes, $1,500; but there is a great deal of 
difference between that and $30,000. 

Mr. COOPER. But that does not include what she says is 
a fair estimate for 100 needle women at $1.28 per day. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; but her estimate does not bear out the 
fact that she took one and repaired it for $111, one captured in 
1814, and here are other flags that do not need repairing that 
were captured at a much later date. 

Mr. COOPER. Was that a large fiag or a small flag? 


Mr. TRIBBLE. I have just stated to the gentleman that I 
have not got the information, and I say that the Naval Affairs 
Committee has not that information, and that committee should 
have it, and that is what I am protesting against. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will exhibit the flag which she repaired. 
Look at it, look at the size of it. See how large it is. Also, see 
this small one to be repaired. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield a moment on the question of the size of the flag? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. He is my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. The flag which the -gentle- 
man just exhibited as having been repaired is 4 by 9 feet 8 
inches, practically 36 or 37 square feet. The report of the com- 
mittee shows there are many flags much larger. The first one 
is 16 by 30 feet, or 480 square feet, and yet the gentleman argues 
that 480 square feet of flag will be repaired for the same price 
that 36 feet of flag were repaired for. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; and the committee report shows that 
part of these flags are very small flags, and some of them are 
pennants. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. But does not the gentleman 
know that a pennant may be 120 or 160 or 180 feet long? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. It is not reasonable to suppose so. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. But they are that long in 
the Navy. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. That may be so, but it is not reasonable to 
suppose so. The complaint I make to the gentleman is that 
this committee has gone off on a supposition, following this 
naval commander and this lady who wants the job. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Oh, no. Does not the gen- 
tleman remember that we were told this estimate of cost was 
based on the number of square feet of flags of all sizes, and 
that it cost $111 for one particular flag, which happens to have 
in it about 36 square feet? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman knows that they said that 
that flag was one of the very worst, and it was brought up to 
its present condition and exhibited to show what they could do 
with an old flag—take it and make a good one of it. 

Mr. KONOP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes. 

Mr. KONOP. This bill provides for an appropriation of 
$80,000 for the repair, preservation, and exhibition of these 
flags. Does not the gentleman know that it will require some 
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glass cases in which to put the flags, and that it will take some 
expense to exhibit them? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. But has not the gentleman read here in my 
very first remarks, on this page right here, that that appropria- 
tion has already been made, and provision has been made to 
receive these flags? That is one of my complaints. They pro- 
pose to put these flags down there at Annapolis where they 
will never be seen by anybody. If you want to stir up patriot- 
ism and preserve these flags so that your children and my 
children can see them, introduce an amendment and pass it so 
that they will be brought to the National Capital. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCatr]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, I just wish to ask the gentle- 
man whether it would not meet with his approval, so far as the 
expense goes, to insert, after the word “dollars” on top of page 
2, the words “or so much thereof as may be necessary,” and 
then at the end of the bill amend so as to read “ the same to be 
immediately available and to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy”? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Well, if the gentleman will offer that amend- 
ment I will support it. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCALL. I wish to ask my friend from Pennsylvania 
whether there is objection to that amendment? 

Mr. PADGETT. We will accept that amendment; I haye no 
objection in the world to it. 

Mr. BATES. I will state to the gentleman that we do not 
desire that a penny more than necessary shall be expended. 

Mr. McCALL. Of course, and it seems to me the bill means 
that now. 

Mr. BATES. I will say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, with the permission of the gentleman from Georgia, that 
it is absolutely impossible to figure out to the last penny, but 
that the estimate of this expert is that, working with women at 
the pittance of $1.28 a day, there would not be a margin of $100. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to suggest that when bills are 
reported from the Committee on the Library somewhat similar 
to this the rule is to say who shall have charge of the spending 
of the money, and it seems to me there ought to be added to 
this bill the authorization that the money is to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BATES. I will either offer that amendment or accept 
such an amendment. 

Mr. McCALL. I should prefer that the gentleman should 
offer it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs agrees to accept that, and that 
settles the question, so far as I am concerned. [Applause.] I 
understand the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCar] 
provided that they should be brought to the National Capital? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. No; let me say to the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. PADGETT. It leaves that question open. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I tried to get the gentle- 
man’s attention. Right on that point where the flags shall 


be 

Mr. PADGETT. Let us take the bill up and dispose of it, 
please. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON ]. 

Mr. WITHERSPOON, Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriating 
$30,000 for the preservation of 136 flags taken in conflicts be- 
tween the American Navy and the navies of hostile governments 
will receive my vote, because I feel that the value of these flags 
is far greater than the cost of their preservation. [Applause.] 
When the proposition to make this appropriation was first sub- 
mitted to the committee it did not have my assent. I have long 
felt, and I feel now, that the enormous expenditures of the 
Federal Government far exceed the value of the services it 
renders the people, and on account of the unfair, unjust appor- 
tionment of taxes, have become oppressive and burdensome and 
should not be increased; and I had, therefore, made up my mind 
to vote for a reduction in all public expenditures and to vote 
against all increases in the public expenditures and against the 
assumption of new obligations on the part of the Government, 
but when these flags were exhibited to the committee and I saw 
their torn and tattered fragments struggling, as it were, to hold 
together and apparently breaking asunder, like the sunlit shreds 
of a cloud whose glory is about to depart forever. I was un- 
willing to say by my vote that those fading emblems of the 
national glory, those neglected tokens of a splendid heroism, 
those sacred rags of an unconquerable Navy, were not worth 
the cost of their preservation. [Applause.] If it be difficult to 
justify this expenditure, it is impossible to excuse an assent 
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to the impending destruction of these flags. Written all through 
their precious folds there are lessons which we can not afford 
to forget; there are memories which we can not afford to dim; 
and there are hopes which we can not darken without shutting 
out the very sunlight of our future. These flags tell us of a 
day when the public good was held high above private gain, of 
a day when American heroes hastened to surrender and to sacri- 
fice position, place, property, reputation, and life itself for the 
public good, and when they were never seen rushing with open 
hands into the Public Treasury when the value of noble deeds 
and public victories were not measured in dollars and cents. 

They tell us of a day when the essence and the glory of the 
Union were that all the States were equal, and when geography, 
but not sentiment, divided our country into sections. [Loud 
applause. ] 

The preservation of the flags is necessary to the perpetuation of 
those lofty ideals and noble aims of which they are the emblems. 

Mr. Speaker, in this age of commercialism, when avarice has 
become the dominant passion, and when private gain has become 
a more potent consideration than justice, there is an imperative 
need for the continued and repeated expression of all that is 
unselfish and noble and patriotic in the emblems as well as in 
the literature of the past. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman’s 
time be extended 10 minutes. 

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman is speaking in his own right, 
and has an hour. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi such additional time as he may desire. 

Mr. PADGETT. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can not 
yield. The gentleman from Mississippi has an hour in his own 
right. The time is under his control. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was advised to the contrary, 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bares]-yielded five 
minutes. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi such time as he may desire. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bares] yields to the gentleman from Mississippi such time as 
he may desire. 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. Mr. Chairman, it has been urged that 
even if these flags be preserved they will be seen by such a 
small number of people that their inspiration for good will be 
very limited. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Wrrnersroon] yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TRIBBLE]? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Do you not think that those flags ought to 
be brought to the National Capital and placed in the Capitol 
or the National Museum, or somewhere else, in order that they 
may be in a public place? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. Mr. Chairman, I never in my life 
have had the ability to speak on a question that was not up. 
And when the question proposed by the gentleman arises, then 
I will express my views upon it. 

But this bill has not one single word in it about the locality 
in which these flags shall be kept, and according to my recollec- 
tion of the testimony before the committee, a place has already 
been prepared at Annapolis at an expense, the amount of which 
I do not know; and I guess my economical friend from Georgia 
would like to have this bill require that these flags shall be 
brought to- Washington, so that there would be a good excuse 
to appropriate $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 to erect another building 
in which to receive them. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the proposition raised by 
my friend from Georgia that the people will not see these flags 
at Annapolis, I want to say that I do not know how many people 
will see them there. But if it be assumed that no human being 
will ever visit Annapolis and observe these flags, yet I submit 
that the midshipmen who go to Annapolis from every con- 
gressional district of the Union will see them, and that the 
lessons thus taught the young defenders of our country will be 
worth the amount of this expenditure. [Applause.] And, Mr. 
Chairman, as has been stated by the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Bares], the plan of the restoration of these flags 
is the work of woman. In line with her noble mission to 
cherish and preserve all that is best and purest in human life. 
it is the skill of her needle and the touch of her genius that are 
to make these perishing flags immortal. [Applause.] 


I just want to say that if some patriotic artist could paint 
the picture of 200 skillful needlewomen restoring to their pris- 
tine beauty these captured flags of our Navy, such a picture as 


that would be more potent than the appeals of the orator, than 
the music of the poet, in the restoration of the nobility and 
patriotism of a glorious past. [Loud applause] 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes of my time 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Korr], a member of the 
committee. 

Mr. KOPP. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I 
have little desire to take your time on this subject, and espe- 
cially after the most eloquent address of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Wirurrsroon]. But there are two or three 
things, it seems to me, in view of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Georgia, that should be called to the committee’s atten- 
tion. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] was very 
severe in his arraignment of the custodian of these flags at An- 
napolis for coming before the committee. These flags have been 
at Annapolis, some of them, for nearly a hundred years. They 
have been in boxes there, cared for as well as could be. All 
kinds of preservatives have been used upon them, but notwith- 
standing this fact these flags have been slowly crumbling to 
dust. The officer in charge of them saw this fact, realized that 
they would not long remain unless cared for, and so, performing 
what he supposed was a patriotic duty, he came before the 
committee and asked for a sufficient amount of money to care 
for them. And now he is being severely criticized by the gentle- 
man from Georgia because he came and asked us to make such 
an appropriation. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. KOPP. No; I refuse to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. KOPP. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] criti- 
cizes the large amount of money that is to be expended, but I 
understand his criticism is met by amendments which are to be 
offered. However, I can not see why he should criticize the bill 
as it is to-day. It simply provides that the women who do this 
work shall be paid $1.28, $1.30, or $1.35 per day, but the gen- 
tleman from Georgia says he represents farmers, and he protests 
against this reckless expenditure of money. 

I would like to ask him whether his constituents protest 
against the payment to needlewomen of $1.28 per day? If they 
do, I am surprised, and I am glad to assert that my constituents 
do not, and I believe that the constituents of most of the Mem- 
bers in this body have reached that point, that most of the peo- 
ple of this country have reached that period when they want to 
see the labor either of man or woman paid a wage commensu- 
rate with the value of the service rendered. [Applause.] 

Now, criticism is also made of the fact that it is proposed to 
keep these relics at Annapolis. But, as the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON] so well said, that is not now 
before us. But I might inform the Members of this House, as . 
perhaps they already know, or most of them know, that the 
large memorial hall which was recently erected there with 
the expenditure of so much money has a beautiful rotunda, and 
in that rotunda are appropriate glass cases, which can be made 
absolutely air proof, for the reception of these flags when they 
are prepared. 

Now, it may be that the children of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] and my children will not go to Annapolis 
to see these relics. Possibly they would not go to see them 
if they were in Washington, although it is not probable. Prob- 
ably the untold millions of America would never see them even 
in Washington. But, be that as it may, it does seem to me that 
the best place for these flags is at Annapolis. Annapolis has 
produced some wonderful men in the past. The men who have 
graduated from Annapolis have achieved victories on many a 
sea of which this Nation and many other nations are proud. 
I believe that if the time should ever come, which God forbid, 
when we are again engaged in a great war and we must again 
depend upon our Navy we will find men from Annapolis who 
will prove to be second Farraguts, Perrys, Deweys, Sampsons, 
and the other great heroes of our Nayy. [Applause.] 

What better place is there, Mr. Chairman, for those flags 
than there, where daily these brightest of our young men whom 
we are training for the naval life can see them and reflect upon 
the heroism of the men who brought those flags to Annapolis 
and from their tattered folds receive inspiration for the glorious 
deeds which we hope are in store for them? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes more to the 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Korr] is recognized for two minutes more. 

Mr. KOPP. Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that that meets 
most of the objections which have been raised by the gentleman . 
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from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE]. As to the main proposition, of 
course there is no division of opinion among Americans. We 
all want those flags preseryed. We want all our historical land- 
marks and memorials preserved. The utilitarian says, “ Why 
spend the money? What good is it?” That may be true; but 
there has not been à great accomplishment in the world’s history 
that has not been permeated with sentiment. Why did we build 
the Washington Monument? Why did we build Bunker Hill 
Monument? Why did we appropriate so much money to take 
from Habana Harbor the wreck of the battleship Maine? My 
utilitarian friend will say, perhaps, that his constituents protest 
against that terrible expenditure of money, because it does no 
good. But why do we take that battered hulk out to sea, and 
there, with all honor due to it, bury it? Merely on account of 
sentiment. That is the only reason, and yet he protests because 
we are, doing these things for sentiment. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the American people, with one voice, 
want these tattered flags, mute witnesses of the valor and cour- 
age of American sailors in many a nayal contest, saved; want 
them preserved, not for to-day or to-morrow only, but for all 
time. [Applause.] 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I have some amendments which 
have been accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will be in order after the general 
debate is concluded. 

Mr. PADGETT. There being no further general debate de- 
sired, I ask that the reading of the bill proceed under the five- 
minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of repair, preservation, and 
1 tor exhibit of the flags now stored at the United States 
aval Academy, Annapolis, Md., which haye been taken in battle, or 
after battle, by the Navy of the United States of America, the sum of 
$30,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be immediately available. 


With the following committee amendment: 


On page 1, line 7, after the word “America,” insert “or those 
United States flags or trophies deemed to be of historic value.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend page 2, line 1, 


after the word “dollars,” by adding the words “or as much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 2 

On page 2. line 1, after the word “ dollars,” insert the words “or as 
much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATES. Mr, Chairman, I move to amend by adding at 
the end of the bill the words: 

Provided, That the amount so appropriated shall be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, after the word “ available,” in line 3, insert: “ Provided, 
That the amount so appropriated shall be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I moye that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill with amendments to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BEALL of Texas, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
15471) making appropriation for repair, preservation, and ex- 
hibition of the trophy flags now in store at the Naval Academy, 
Annapolis, Md., and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, and was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bates, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. Gorke, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family, 

To Mr. ASHBROOK, for five days, on account of important 
business. 


LOSS OF CITIZENSHIP BY DESERTERS. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 17483) amending 
section 1998 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
to authorize the President, in certain cases, to mitigate or remit 
the loss of rights of citizenship imposed by law upon deserters 
from the naval service. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That every person who hereafter deserts the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States, or who, being duly enrolled, 
departs the jurisdiction of the district in which he is enrolled, or goes 
beyond the limits of the United States, with intent to avoid any draft 
into the military or naval service, lawfully ordered, shall be liable to 
all the penalties and forfeitures of section 1996: Provided, That the 
provisions of this section and said section 1996 shall not apply to any 
person deserting the military or naval service of the United States in 
time of peace: And provided further, That the loss of rights of citizen- 
ship imposed by law 1 — deserters from the naval service may be miti- 
gated or remitted by the President where the offense was committed in 
time of peace and where the exercise of such clemency will not be 
prejudicial to the public interests. 

With the following committee amendment: 

On page 1, line 9, after the word “ ninety-six,” insert “ of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WITHERSPOON). The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is recognized. : 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman fro 
Massachusetts [Mr. Rogerts], the author of the bill and the 
Member who reported it from the committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the bill now 
under consideration is intended to remove one of the harshest 
penalties that can be imposed upon a man for an offense, to wit, 
the loss of rights of citizenship. As the law stands at present, 
it is found in the Revised Statutes of the United States, and in 
order that the House may understand exactly the situation I 
will read: . 

Sec, 1996. All persons who deserted the military or naval service of 
the United States and did not return thereto or report themselyes to 
a provost marshal within 60 days after the issuance of the proclama- 
tion by the President, dated the 11th day of March, 1865, are deemed 
to have voluntarily relinquished and forfeited their rights of citizen- 
ship, as well as their right to become citizens; and such deserters shall 
be forever incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under the 
United States, or of exercising any rights of citizens thereof. 

Section 1998 provides: 


Sec. 1998. Every person who hereafter deserts the military or naval 
service of the United States, or who, being duly enrolled, departs the 
jurisdiction of the district in which he is enrolled, or goes beyond the 
imits of the United States with intent to avoid any draft into the 
military or naval service, lawfully ordered, shall be Viable to all the 
penalties and forfeitures of section 1996. 

These are the provisions of law which to-day deprive a de- 
serter in the time of peace from both the military and naval 
branches of the Government from the rights of citizenship. 
These two statutes which I have read were enacted in 1865, dur- 
ing the Civil War, confessedly as a war measure. I have always 
maintained since I have been a Member of this House and a 
member of the Naval Committee that such a drastice penalty 
was entirely too severe to be imposed upon an American citizen 
in time of peace. 

Now, this is not the only punishment that these young boys 
receive who in a fit of homesickness or who because of vicious 
influences are led off the right path or for any other reason 
desert from the Army or the Navy in the time of peace. 

In the War Department, by order of the President, the man 
who to-day deserts in time of peace may receive a punishment 
of from one to two and a half years’ imprisonment at hard labor, 
with loss and forfeiture of all pay and a dishonorable discharge 
from the Army. 

It seems to me that from one to two and a half years at hard 
labor, forfeiture of all pay, and a dishonorable discharge from 
the Army is a sufficient penalty for desertion in the time of 
peace. 

In the Navy the same young man may receive a sentence from 
18 months to 5 years at hard labor for desertion in time of peace 
and forfeiture of all pay and allowances, except $3 a month for 
prison expenses, and in addition a dishonorable discharge. 

That is the penalty imposed by courts-martial in the Army 
and Navy, and then comes the law I have read you, imposing an 
additional penalty of loss of citizenship. 

The result is that we have in this country to-day thousands 
upon thousands of young men of American birth who are liter- 
ally men without a country, who have lost their right of citizen- 
ship by reason of the operation of that harsh Civil War law. 

It is time that this matter was looked into and this Govern- 
ment rid its statute books of such a barbarous punishment as 
that. In the Sixtieth Congress a bill of a similar import passed 
both branches and was vetoed by the Executive. The reasons 
assigned were briefly that the bill as it then passed divested the 
President of some of his pardoning power and applied to only 
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one branch of the military service when it should apply to both, 
and that the bill in its terms was somewhat confusing. 

The committee submit to the House that the bill before it, 
with the committee amendments, will relieve this measure of 
all the objections then made by the Executive in the Sixtieth 
Congress, and that with these objections removed the bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The bill proposes to amend section 1998 of the 
Revised Statutes, but, in fact, does not do so. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will par- 
don me, it amends it by adding a proviso. It reenaets section 
1998 with a proviso, and the proviso is what makes the amend- 
ment to the section. 

Mr. MANN. But the only reference to section 1998 of the 
Revised Statutes is in the title. Does not the gentleman think 
the bill ought to read: “Be it enacted, That section 1998 of the 
Revised Statutes is hereby amended to read as follows”? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. I think the suggestion of 
the gentleman would obviate any opportunity for miseonstruc- 
tion. If the gentleman has it in writing, he can offer it. 

Mr. MANN. I have it not in writing; but it is a very simple 
thing to reduce it to writing. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it would un- 
questionably remove any possibility of misunderstanding as to 
the purport of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. As it is now it would be an independent law, 
and it would not go on the statute books in place of section 
1998, which undoubtedly the gentleman wants it to do. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. It will be immaterial 
whether it went in as an independent statute or took the place 
of one it was replacing. 

Mr. MANN. But section 1998 would still remain on the 
statute books. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. With a later law amend- 
ing it. 

Mr. MANN. Not amending it, but changing the law. It 
would be better, it seems to me, to amend the section, which is 
what the gentleman wishes to do. I will draft the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I will accept 
that amendment on behalf of the committee, because it does 
clear up any possible misunderstanding of the purport of the bill. 

I would like to say that a prior Secretary of the Navy had 
recommended in a communication, dated January 11, 1908, the 
passage of an act which would, to a limited extent, relieve the 
deserter in time of peace from the extreme harshness of the 
law. He recognized at that time that here was a penalty that 
was barbaric in a civilized country in time of peace. The Navy 
Department to-day, under its present executive, acting through 
the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, also appreciates the rigors 
and hardships of this old Civil War penalty and recommends 
that that feature of the law be eliminated. 

The department, however, recommended a different form of 
bill, which, in the opinion of the committee, did not reach all 
the cases that should be reached if we are to abolish that old 
law. 

As I stated a moment ago, there are thousands upon thou- 
sands of young men in this country who have deserted in time 
of peace, who have been court-martialed, served their term in 
prison, forfeited their pay, received their dishonorable dis- 
charge, and who are now robbed of citizenship. They are 
going about, in and out in their communities, day after day, but 
they are not of the communities. They have none of the rights 
of citizenship; they ean not vote; they can not hold office; and 
the committee thought that there should be further provision 
in the bill so that the President, upon applieation, could restore 
citizenship in these cases where it had been forfeited prior to 
the passage of the act and thus restore these young men to 
their rights as American citizens. That accounts for the change 
in the form of the bill recommended by the Navy Department. 

I will also place in the Recorp a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Navy and General Orders, No. TT, of the War De- 
partment: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
Washington, February 21. 1912. 
Hon. En xnsr W. Ronkxurs, M 


M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dran CONGRESSMAN : I have the honor to acknowledge the 5205 
i our letter of the 20th instant. In reply ao are informed that 
tation to the punishments that can be in: a of peace by a 
emacs! court-martial sentence are as follows for deserti 
In ease of surrender after 30 days: Officer, — enlisted man, 
confinement for 18 months and rpe. 
In case of apprehension: Officer, dismissal and imprisonment for — 
; enlisted man if less than 6 months in the service, co 
1S months and dishonorable 8 if more 2 — 6 months i in 
2 confinement for 21 years and dishonorable discharge. 


Desertion from a ship about to sail on an extended cruise: Officer, 
dismissal and imprisonment for 3 years; enlisted man, confinement for 
8 and dishonorable 

joined in by two or more men in the execution of a conspiracy, 

or for desertion in the presence of any unlawful assemb which the 
val forces may be opposing: Officer, dismissal and imprisonment for 
years; enlisted man, confinement for 5 years and dishonorable dis- 


Loss of all peg ana allowances due, or that may become due during 
e case may be, excepting a sum not to exceed $3 a 
and a further sum, not to exceed $25, to be 


month for prison expenses 
paid upon AA sentenced to discharge from the service, may be 
added to any of foregoing limitations. The confinement may also 
Conviction of desertion, according to law (secs. 1996 and 1998, 
Rey. Stat.) carries with it the forfeiture of the hts of citizenshi, 
oe capacity to hold any office of profit or trust under the United 
Faithfully, yours, 


BEEKMAN WINTHROP, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
. 


GENERAL ORDERS, NO. TT. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, June 10, 1911. 

I. In connection with General Orders, No. 204, War Department, De- 
cember 15, 1908; Paragra * II, General Orders, No. 42, War De 55 
ment, March 15, 1910; an agraph II, General Orders, No. 52, 

ent, April 22. 1911, tine 10 owing executive order is published 
to the Army for the information and guidance of all concerned: 
EXECUTIVE ORDER. 


The Executive order dated November 25, 1908, establishing limits = 
punishment for enlisted men of the e Army, under act of Congress a 
— roved September 27, 1890, which order was published in Genaral 

rders, No. 204, War rtment, Deeember 15, 1908, and amended by 
the Executive order dated March 3, 1910, published in General Orders, 
No. 42, War Department, March 15, 1910, and further amended by the 
Execntive order dated April 14, 1911, published in General Orders, No, 
52, War Department, April 22, 1911, is further amended by rescinding 
Article I and substituting therefor the folowing : 


ARTICLE I. 


In all eases of desertion the sentence may include dishonorable dis- 
ae wye forfeiture of pay ang allowances. 
ject to the modifications authorized in section 3 of this article, 
the limit of the term of confinement (at hard labor) for desertion shall 
be as follows: 
RECTION 1. In case of surrender— 
(a) When the deserter surrenders himself after an absence of not 
more than 30 days, 1 year. 
(b) When the surrender is made after an absence of more than 30 
18 months. 
ec. 2. In ease of apprehension— 
(a) When at the time of desertion the deserter shall not have been 
more than 6 months in the service, 18 months. 
wane When he shall haye been more than 6 months in the service, 24 


Lege 3 The foregoing limitations are subject to modification under the 
following. conditions : 

e punishment of a deserter may be increased by 1 year of 
confinement at hard labor in consideration of each previous conviction 
jese: 

(b) The p unishment for desertion when joined in by two or more 
soldiers in the execution of a conspiracy, or for desertion in the pres- 
ence of an outbreak of Indians or of an unlawful assemblage which the 
troops may be opposing, shall not exceed dishonorable discharge, for- 
8 of all pay and allowances, and confinement at hard labor for 

‘his order shall become operative in the United States and contigu- 
ous Territories 2 Ss 15 sare elsewhere within the jurisdiction of 
the United States 

Ws. H. Tarr. 


The Wurrn House, May 26, 1911. 


By the Executive order of May 26 1911, published in Para- 
mei 1 Sor — he order, the provisions of the Executive order of June 12, 
ded, in respect of maximum punishments in cases of de- 

„are . and made effective in the United States and con- 

rrien — Territories on and after July 1, 1911, and elsewhere within the 
jurledietion of the United States on and after . The 


tences co 
years. was established by 8 order of November 25, 1908. 

2. It is the ne purpose Bag of the new and modified order to secure more 
. the cases of inexperienced oa who desert 
in the earlier periods of their enlistment contract and in cases of sol- 
diers who surrender themselves from desertion ted that ur or show a dis- 
position to atone for the offense. It is arene under the rovia 
order courts-martial will not in this c cases gen award 
dishonorable discharge, but will award roe es confinement with for- 
felture as a correctiv: ve punishment, — Bary 1 eee 0 = rtunity 
to return to the colors and redeem himself, to the end the Goy- 
ernment shall not be wed of the services of one wae ks as the result 
of such corrective punishment, will probably become a good soldier. 

3. The attention of reviewing anthorities is particularly invited to 
the policy of dealing with desertion and deserters announced in this 
order, the ends of which ean be ew oy eee y their cooperation 
in the review of trials of this offense — Ph 

4. Nothing in this order will be construed by anyone concerned as in 

odify the policy at Tena being pursued in the matter ef 
deserters, nor should it influence either courts or 
reviewing authorities to 3 except in the classes of cases referred 


War: 
LEONARD Woop, 
Major General, “Chief of Staff. 


— P. MCCAIN, Adjutant General. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 


1912. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, if there is no further debate, 
I will ask for the adoption of the committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 9, after the word “ ninety-six,” insert the words “ of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States.” 

Page 2, line 3. after the word!“ person,” insert the word “ hereafter.” 
3 2 line 6, after the word “ citizenship,” insert the word “ here- 

Page 2, line 7, after the word the,” insert the words military or.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendments. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 3, at the beginning of the line insert the Agoten & 

“That section 1998 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: Sec. 1998.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and 

The title was amended t+ read: “A bill amending section 1998 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to authorize 
the President, in certain cases, to mitigate or remit the loss of 
rights of citizenship imposed by law upon deserters from the 
military or naval service.” 

On motion of Mr. Papcrrt, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, that is all the Committee on 
Naval Affairs desires to call up at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the next 
committee. 

When the Committee on the Public Lands was called— 


GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS, POND CREEK, OKLA. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands to call up the bill H. R. 17119. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the House auto- 
matically resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Herm] will take the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 17119, with Mr. Hera in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. i 

The Clerk read as follows: A 


A bil (H. R. 17119) ting the courthouse reserve at Pond Creek, 
Okla., to the city of Pond Creek for school and municipal purposes. 


official surve; 
General Lan 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, in 1899 Congress opened a sec- 
tion of Oklahoma, and the town of Pond Creek, or Round Pound 
as it was then called, was designated the county seat of what 
was then L County. A few years ago by a vote of the people 
of that county the county seat was removed to another town. 
That left a block of land there yacant, unocenpied, the title to 
which is still in the Government of the United States. It is 
not a large town. It has about 1,000 people who need this 
block for school and park purposes, and this bill proposes to 
give it to them. This land is in the district of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. McGurre], who is here, and I yield to him 
to give any further explanation that he may desire to give. 

Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, there is no state- 
ment to be made in addition to what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], except that the town of 
Pond Creek has already voted bonds for a schoolhouse there, 
believing that this land may be obtained for school purposes 
rather than courthouse purposes. The county seat having been 
moved to another town in the county, it is now vacant, unused, 
and the bonds have been voted for a schoolhouse. The bill does 
not cost the Government anything. Every lot in the town has 
been given to the residents of that town, and the only thing 
you do, if you pass this bill, is simply to change the purpose. 
It is intended for a courthouse, and if you change the purpose 
it will be used for a schoolhouse. The committee made a report 
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upon this bill, and after receiving a report from the Secretary, 
of the Interior it contained the recommendation that the land 
revert back to the Government in case it was not used for school- 
house purposes. The recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior was adopted, and that amendment is placed in the bill. 
pe is all the statement I desire to make, and contains all the 
acts. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, unless some one who is opposed 
to the bill desires to speak, I move that the committee amend- 
ment be taken up and disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no further debate on the bill 
before the committee, the Clerk will read the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

The bill was read. 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

n 5 “ * h 
s en That FFF Anan 3 ee 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “Provided, That the title to said 
land shall revert to the United States when it is no longer used for 
school and municipal purposes.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill as amended favorably. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas 
haying assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Heras, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid- 
eration the bill H. R. 17119, and had directed him to report the 
same back with an amendment, with the recommendation that 
the amendment be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Ferris, his motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HYDRO-ELECTRIC co. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
the Public Lands I call up the bill H. R. 12572, and I yield to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Raxrr] to make a state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma that this bill is on the Union Calendar, 
and automatically the House resolves itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FERRIS. I so understand. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 12572, with Mr. Russexx in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on. the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 12572, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12572) for the relief of the Hydro-Electric Co. of California. 


Whereas the Hydro-Electric Co., a corporation of California, has con- 
structed and is now operating a water-power eye for the generation 
of electrice energy in Mono unty, Cal, electric energy being 
for use in the operation of its own and for sale for 
mining, manufacturing, and domestic purposes in the vicinity, and the 
yaer — pir sz for the irrigation of otherwise arid and barren 

eser ; an 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Raker] such time as he desires in which to 
present his bill. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think that the gentleman would 
desire to have the members of the committee present during 
this debate, and, therefore, before he makes his speech, I will 
make the point of order that there is no quorum of the com- 
mittee present. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does ‘the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] make the point of order that there is no quorum 
present? 

Mr. MANN. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
There are 78 Members present, not a quorum, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 


The roll was called, and the following-named Members failed 
to answer to their names: 3 


Adair Fairchild Langham Rees 

Aiken, S. C Faison Langley Rellly 

Ainey Fields Legare Reyburn 
Ames Fordney Hen Richardson 
Ansberry Fornes Lindsay Riordan 
Anthony Foster, Vt. Littlepage Roberts, Mass, 
Bartholdt Fowler Littleton Robinson 
Bartlett French Longworth Rodenber, 
Bates Gardner, Mass. McCreary Rotherme 
Berger Gardner, N. J. McDermott Rouse 
Bingham Garrett McGillicuddy Sabath 
Boehne George McGuire, Okla. Saunders 
Bradley Gillett McHen ully 
Brown Goeke McKenzie Sheppard 
Buchanan Gudger McLaughlin Sherley 
Burke, Pa. Hamill Macon lemp 
Cannon Hanna Maher Smith, J. M. C. 
Cantrill Hardwick Malb Smith, Cal 
Car Harris Matthews Smith, N. Y, 
Catlin Hawley Moore, Tex. Sparkman 
Cline Heald Morse, Wis. Speer 
Connell Heflin Mott Stack 
Cooper Helgesen Needham Stanley 
8 Henry, Conn. Nelson Stephens, Cal. 
Cox, Ind. Henry, Tex. Norris Taggart 
Curley Hill Oldfield Taylor, Ala. 
Currier Hobson Page Townsend 
Curr Holland Parran Underhill 
Dalzell Howell Patten, N. Y Vreeland 
Davenport Howland yne Warburton 
Davidson Hubbard Plumley Wilson, Ill. g£ 
De Forest Hughes, Ga ou Wilson, N. Y. 
Denver Hughes, W. Va. Powers Wilson, Pa. 
Dickson, Miss. James Prince Young, Tex. 
Dodds Johnson, S. C. Pujo 

Ellerbe Kindred Randell, Tex. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker haying resumed the 
chair, Mr. Froop of Virginia, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee having found itself without a quorum, he had di- 
rected the roll to be called, whereupon 251 members, a quorum, 
had answered to their names, and he returned a list of the ab- 
sentees. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum being present, the committee will 
resume its session, with the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. FINLEY] in the chair, 

The committee resumed its session, with Mr. FINLEY in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole. 
The Clerk will report the bill H. R. 12572. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. FERRIS. The bill has already been reported. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has received wide publicity and much 
newspaper advertisement. The bill consists of about four or 
five lines and does but one thing. It grants to the Hydro- 
Electric Co. the right of way to lay a water main across one 
quarter section of worthless land. 

I have been at times in this House criticized for taking steps 
to preserve the public domain, but I have ever tried to exercise 
my right and use my prerogative in that direction on the com- 
mittee and elsewhere since I have been here, but it is my opin- 
ion that the todo and excitement that has been worked up over 
this bill is unnecessary and without warrant. I have myself 
made a careful investigation, and have ascertained from photo- 
graphs and from statements that can not be successfully con- 
traverted that this pipe line merely crosses one quarter section 
of land, consisting of 160 acres, and does nothing more. 

The Jand has not a tree on it. The land is worthless. There 
is no charge here that this company seeks to extort undue 
charges from those taking water or light from them. There is 
simply an arbitrary statement to that effect on the part of some 
people who are overzealous and who are trying to do good, but 
in their overzealousness they are doing harm to their cause and 
holding up a company that is trying to irrigate the West. 

And I want to say to my colleagues on this side of the House 
that the company which asks this right of way across this 
single quarter section of land owns the water right and owns 
the water, owns the land on both sides of this 160-acre tract, 
owns the pipe line, there being no competitor, and there is no 
controversy about that. You can look at this map in front of 
us. IIndicating.] They own the land on both sides of this 
quarter section. There can not be one single thing to arouse 
or excite the American people over this proposition. There is 
no element of conservation in it. There is no value to conserve. 
Nothing will be saved if the bill does not pass. No one can be 
hurt if it does pass. The newspaper advertisement this matter 
has had is conservation run mad. Such efforts are a detriment 
to the true cause of conservation, which we are all keenly inter- 
ested in. 

I want to leave one thought with those on this side of the 
Chamber, and I want to leave the same thought with the gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber—that there has here- 
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tofore been expended $60,000,000 in this Republic for irrigation 
from the reclamation fund; $20,000,000 were from a bond issue. 
So true is that that to-day the reclamation fund is prostrated 
and devastated and they have not the money to complete the 
projects they now have, let alone take up new ones that need 
attention and construction. 

Here is a concern that is willing, on its own responsibility, 
owning the land, owning the water, owning the pipe line, owning 
the plant, willing to irrigate themselves independent of the Fed- 
eral Government. I ask you with what propriety or consistency 
can the American Congress be thrown into fever heat over the 
simple proposition of laying a pipe line over 160 acres of land? 
Simply a right of way; the pipe even is to be covered up, and 
could do no damage to anyone anywhere under any conditions. 

And I again ask this Congress why and with what consistency 
they can become excited and refuse to allow a concern in the 
West a right of way across 160 acres of land when that com- 
pany owns the land on both sides of it and owns the water right, 
and there is no charge against that company that they are trying 
to abuse or charge exorbitant prices for the water? ‘This bill 
ought to pass by unanimous consent. It is a good bill that has 
been treated badly. Men who have accomplished much good 
before and men who I respect are overwrought over a very 
small matter which has no principle of conservation in it. There 
are too many big matters of genuine conservation in this Re- 
public to spend our energies on to idle away time on the laying 
of a pipe line across a barren 160 acres of land that never has 
in the past and never will in the future be used for any purpose. 
From such conservation no good results can come. From such 
conservation ardent believers will lose faith in a noble cause. 
From such conservation we will place the cause beyond the pale 
of respect. From such conservation we merely save at the 
spigot, if at all, and lose at the bung. 

I overt there is nothing here to conserve, either in principle 
or yalue. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the Public 
Lands had this bill under investigation at the extra session, and 
then continued it until they met in December, 1911, when they 
made a unanimous report in favor of its passage. 

Until the morning of January 5, when this bill was originally 
called up, there seemed to be no objection whatever to it. Objec- 
tion was then made to its consideration because it was on the 
Private Calendar. The following Monday, January 8, a state- 
ment was circulated in regard to this bill. The next day, in 
order to bring the matter clearly before the Members of the 
House so that they might have an understanding of the condi- 
tions, I prepared a written statement and a history of this 
matter and sent it to each individual Member. Believing that 
they have read it, I shall not take the time now to read it, but 
will here insert it in the Recorp as a part of my speech: 
STATEMENT AS TO BILL H. R. 12572 RELATING TO RELIEF FOR THE HYDRO- 

ELECTRIC CO. 


This bill (H. R. 12572) for the relief of the Hydro-Electric Co. of 
California was the subject of a very full and careful hearing before 
the Public Lands Committee on August 4, 1911, and the committee 
reported unanimously in favor of its passage. The bill has been pend- 
ing six months. There has been no haste or concealment. The state- 
ments herein made may be verified by referring to the printed report 
of the committee hearing and to House Document 1424 of the Sixty- 
first Congress, third session. 


SUMMARY OF FACTS. 


The Hydro-Electrie Co. Is a small local corporation organized under 
the laws of California for the purpose of irrigating lands and operating 
mines owned by it and its stockholders. 

For more than a year it has been generating electric power for that 
purpose, selling the surplus to other mine owners and operators, and to 
the towns of Bodie, Aurora, Lucky Bor and Wonder for illumination. 

It has purchased vested water rights which have been used for 
more than 30 years. 

Its dam and all of its pipe line (except about 3,800 feet), as well as 
its power plant and all its Lear tcar, and machinery, are upon patented 
lands held by it under absolute title. It is not utilizing any water- 
power site belonging to the Government. to purchase 
and pay for its water-power sites. 

The 8,800 feet of its pipe line just referred to cross five mining 
claims which are claimed to be duly and regularly located by its 
grantors and are held by the company under the United States mining 
laws. The report of the master, adverse to these claims, referred to in 
document 1424, was never confirmed by the court. These ain | claims 
do not cover any land valuable as a water-power site; they lie in a 
highly mineralized zone adjoining patented claims which have been 
operated for over 20 years. ‘The lands are absolutely arid; they are 
rocky, barren, and precipitous, covered by slide shale and volcanic ash. 
Upon them is no Testigo of vegetation, except an occasional bunch of 
sage, which survives with difficulty. They are admittedly incapable of 
forestation. Nevertheless, over these claims has been extended a forest 
reserve from the original forest reserve about 10 miles west of these 
lands. 

Because the company’s pipe line must cross this narrow strip of un- 

tented mining land, the officers of the Bureau of Forestry of the 

partment of Agriculture consider it to be their duty under the law 
to compel the company to waive its legal claims and accept instead the 
same form of revocable permit as it would be required to accept if it 
almost wholly upon its own land, but entirely upon 
belonging to the Government. 


It was oblig 


were not operatin 
forest-reserve lan 


1912. 
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Another fact strongly in support of 


pany for the relief 


of the equitable claim of the com- 

65 in this bill is the fact that over and across 

e very land ge in the bill the company and its grantors have 
pe: 


tong owned and operated an open ditch for the same pu as it now 
seeks to maintain its pipe line. The ditch was constru 
20 years before the lands were included within the reserve. 

ht by the company is the right to change from an open circuitous 
dit which it admittedly has the right to maintain, to a more direct 
closed pipe line, to the end that it may avoid evaporation and breaks in 
the ditch and confine the water, thereby securing greater efficiency from 

water conveyed. i 

It should be distinctly understood also that this change from an open 
ditch to a closed pipe line has already been consummated. The pipe 
line is now, and for more than a year has been, completely buried 
beneath the slide and shale, and the waters therein conveyed are being 
applied to beneficial uses; i tion of otherwise arid lands, develop- 
ment and operation of other barren mines, illumination of other- 
wise poorly lighted towns. Where before there was nothing but a 
barren desert taxable property has been created. It is to the public 
interest, I think, to encourage this enterprise. 
THE PURPOSE OF THE BILL, 

purpose of the bill and its only effect will be to clear away any 


doubt as to the company’s right to the continued maintenance of 


The 
thle. 
pipe line by granting the express sanction of Congress. 


NO POSSIBLE DETRIMENT CAN RESULT FROM THE PASSAGE OF THE BILL. 


No principle affecting eral legislation is in any way involved. No 
Principle of forestry is at stake, and no danger to the inistration of 
e Forestry Bureau is possible, for the reason that the project of the 
company is located in a treeless desert waste, miles from any forest 
pora or any land capable of bearing forest, and the * — of 5 to 
granted to the company is across a gsn section of land which is 
not riparian to any stream. No conditions of stream flow or water 
puppy will be affected because the only water used is taken out of a 
ittle stream called Mill Creek, just ‘ore it empties Into Mono Lake, 
1 is an inland “ dead sea,“ of brackish alkaline water that destroys 
u . and animal life it touches. 

e Government officers report that the Figen syn pipe line 1 
buried beneath the surface as it crosses this small barren square o 
desert land will do absolutely no da to any Government interests. 

shown on page 5 of the report of the hearing before the Public 

nds Committee, the local forest officers reported as follows. I quote: 

“4. improvements, if any. None. 

“6. Character of land involved. Open hillside covered with sage- 
brush strip and rocky. 

“8, Should the npani pay for any timber cut or destroyed? 

10, What is ‘the — special use? * * è Th t 

“10. s the purpose o e use e greater 
pat of the power wil be used by applicants; some may be sold; wilt 

of commercial nature. Water for power will be turned back to 


al use inyolye mono No. 
le injury t result m granting the 
desired permit, either to national-forest interests or to the use and 
enjoyment of the forest by others. None, 

“13. What possible complications might arise on account of private 
land or prior permits granted? None. Right of way over patented 
land has been secured and right to use water for power purposes 


purchased. 
Tii a shane is the applicant's reputation and financial standing? 
cellen: 

“19. Recommendation of examining officer, with reasons therefor: 
The object of this plant is to furnish power for the mines owned by the 
8 in ie and Aurora. It is their intention to generate be- 
tween 1,000 and 1,300 horsepower. While it is not intended as a 

mmercial venture, some of the power may be sold to other mine 

ers. The project appears to be for the development of the country, 
and I am assured by Mr. Cain that it has no connection with any large 


power company.” 
Also, as shown on page 41 of the report of the hearing before the 
of the Agricultural Department, Mr. 


1 of 
committee, the Assistant Solicitor 
Williams, testified as follows: 
Mr. VOLSTEAD. But is the Government going to suffer any damage in 
any way that would be 8 
“Mr. WICLiaus. No; no individual in the United States will suffer 


one penny.” 
This little ph yobs is the only land touched at any point by the project 
to which the Government has any ible claim, If it were owned by 


a private pecs this little stretch could be condemned and no jury 
could well award more than $50 damage. However, no reasonable 

pme owner would make any charge at all. He would be glad to 
elp rather than hinder the enterprise. 


WHAT RELIEF IS SOUGHT. 


As I have already stated, the purpose of the bill and its only effect 
will be to clear away any legal doubt as to the company's right to the 
continued maintenance of its pipe line. 

The ä vested to the use of 8 line as at 
present located under the mining laws of the United States and also 
under a different water and right-of-way statutes which have been 

ongress. f 
The ba Me claims that it has a right of way and vested easement 


tat., sees, and 0). 

It also claims that the mining laws of the United States clearly 

uthorize the company to construct and to use the pipe line as it has 
me and is doing, for two reasons : 

First, because section 2322 of the Revised Statutes expressly pro- 
vides that the owner of a valid mining claim is entitled to exclusive use 
and enjoyment of all of the surface. 

Second, b because the mining laws authorize such use of mining claims 
as is consistent with, and reasonable in, the development of the mineral 
resources of the claim. That has been held true as to the building of 
roads, trails, tunnels, dwellings, boarding houses, reservoirs, stables, 
pumping plants, blacksmith shops, commissaries and stores, and even the 
cutting and removal or destruction of growing timber. In this case the 
construction of the company's pipe line was for the purpose and with 
the Intent, among other uses, to utilize the electric power to be de- 
velo thereby In the exploitation of the very mining claims crossed 
by the pipe lines. X 


NECESSITY OF THE RELIEF. 


The granting of the relief provided in the bill is necessary, because, as 
I have before stated, the officers of the Forestry Bureau have con- 
sidered it to be their duty under the law to compel the company to 
waive its legal claims and accept the same form of revocable permit as 
1 would be required to accept if it were operating not upon its own 

but entirely upon forest-reserve lands belonging to the Govern- 
ment. A suit for a permanent injunction Against the company has been 
instituted and is pending in the United tes Circuit Court at San 
Francisco, and in this suit the Government is secking a final decree 
perpetually enjoining the maintenance of the company’s pipe line across 
this narrow strip of desert land. 

I consider that this litigation is an unjust burden to be borne by this 
small, isolated company and by the | mining enterprises which are 
its customers, and that it is wholly unnecessary. In addition to the 
burden of expense and far outweighing it in importance is the cloud 
hanging over the company’s title and destro; its credit. 

e the Government’s suit is pen the comp: has no security 
of title to the one short link in its right of way which crosses this 
small square of Government land. Without this one short link, the 
whole project and the company’s valuable water rights, reservoir, pipe 
line, power house, transmission lines and distributing 1 and the 
mines and mining properties it is operating are practically worthless. 

This company at best must operate against heavy odds, located as it 
is some 60 m: from the nearest railroad, in the midst of a barren 
desert waste. 

I do not think the Government should stand like a stone wall block- 
ing beneficial development of this character. If this plant must shut 
down, practically every local raped must close. 

This bill is not in the interest of the water-power grabbers. It is for 
this particular individual isolated concern. 


Following this statement, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to a demonstration of the facts involved in this 
case by the use of the map that I now have before the House. 
The top of the map is north, the bottom is south, the right hand 
is east, and the left hand is west. I want to say to the com- 
mittee that the map is a fair representation of the condition 
of that country. I have photographs here in my valise and this 
map has been drawn from them. 

You will notice here, coming from the center of the map 
down to the southwest, then turning across the blue area, runs 
a heavy line. That is the exterior boundary line of the Mono 
National Forest. The land on the east, such of it as is not in 
private ownership, is open public land. This on the west and 
south, comprising in the neighborhood of 100,000 acres, is in 
the Mono National Forest. 

This land on the south and over in the east is more level 
than is the sonthwesterly part. It is desert sage-brush land 
without any. trees on it, and the land lying on the mountains 
contains only a few scattered trees, as you will notice, back in 
these places. There is a,little timber upon the lake that is now 
owned by this company. For miles and miles the land in the 
national forest is what is known as rough rolling hills, covered 
with sage brush and rocks, and is practically a desert. 

The land marked here as patented, lying between the dotted 
lines and around what is known as Lundy Lake, is now and 
has been for more than 30 years in private ownership, the prop- 
erty of the present company and its predecessors. The land on 
the east of the tract marked in blue, “mining claims,” is a 
tract of mining land upon which for some 30 years there has 
been a little mill. The Jand is now in the ownership of this 
company by mesne conveyances from the original owner. The 
land east and south of the mining claims marked “ patented,” 
upon which is marked a power house, is likewise patented land, 
owned by the present company. Most of this land has been in 
private ownership some 25 or 30 years. 

Here is Lundy Lake, which is all on the patented land owned 
by this company. From Lundy Lake is a small stream known 
as Mill Creek, flowing into Mono Lake on the east. Mono Lake 
is a dead sea, destructive alike to animal life and to vegetation. 
The water, as I say, comes from Lundy Lake down Mill Creek 
into Mono Lake. 

Some 30 years ago the predecessors of this company located 
a ditch, marked here “Old Goleta Power Ditch,” which is 
taken out on the east side of Lundy Lake, crosses the tract of 
land known as the mining claims, then turns around the hill to 
the north and west. That side hill is shale, loose soil, and 
desert sage bruh. + 

And from that ditch they formerly diverted the water, run- 
ning it over an old-fashioned overhead or an undershot water 
wheel for the purpose of crushing the rock and other purposes. 

The land at the east is in private ownership, a portion of it. 
The water thus used by the old company was dropped into the 
ditch and taken out and used by various farmers on this desert 
land to the east. : 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I will 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Why could not the pipe line 
be carried around the Government land? 

Mr. RAKER. I had not got to that point, but I will answer 
the gentleman in a moment. 
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Now, this present company was organized May 11, 1910, and 
was known as the Hydro-Electric Co. At this power site this 
company placed machinery which cost in the neighborhood of 
$250,000. They went and bought this old Goleta water ditch 
and all conflicting rights in it that had been adjudicated in a 
case in which a Mr. Miller was the plaintiff, and all the water 
rights in the old ditch, paying over $35,000 for these rights from 
the farmers and the miners and the old settlers that owned 
them. 

When they had thus bought the water rights, this land being 
mineral and highly mineralized and valuable for work, they 
realized that over a million dollars of money had been taken 
out of this tract south and east of the power site and north of 
Mono Lake by placer mining. They realized that over at 
Bodie 10 years ago there was a town of 15,000 inhabitants. 
Right across the State line had been another, Aurora, in 
Nevada, of 12,000 inhabitants. They realized that they were 
60 miles from a railroad and in the desert. They realized that 
from these mining towns so prosperous years ago, Bodie had 
come down to a town of 500, Aurora to a town of 300, and 
Lundy, at the lake, to about 150, and Lucky Boy to about 150. 
They realized that by a process of electricity if they bought the 
water, the ditches, and the mining land they could develop 
power by which they could develop these mining tracts, marked 
in blue, by cheaper and up-to-date methods. 

The mining lands in back of here they owned, as well as the 
intake of the water for the power plant. And by the canal, 
marked on the plat in red, carried over the desert they could 
utilize the water that belonged to them for their mines, and 
they could use the balance for irrigation. 

After having bought the land, as I have stated, and I may 
as well state it fully and completely, in 1910 these claims, 
marked here in blue, were filed upon by miners, as well as 
ranchers, living in this territory, and after they had filed upon 
the mining claims, after they had recorded their notices, before 
anything was done, for a valuable consideration, these mining 
claimants sold their claims to this particular company known 
as the Hydro-Electric Co. 

I will state in that connection that they sold them for $4 or 
$5 a claim. I will come to that matter later, as one of the 
objections made against the company is that it has bought the 
claims at a nominal price. 

Now, having all the land and all the water required for the 
development of the mining property, this company dug a ditch, 
marked here in red, a little above the old Goleta Ditch and 
laid down a wooden pipe—a redwood pipe—bound with strips 
of iron about a foot and a half apart, so as to carry their 
water from the lake to the mining claim, and then from the 
mining claim, which belongs to the Government, they intended 
to put in a pressure pipe a foot and a half in diameter and 
convey it to the power plant marked upon this plan. 

That was the condition of this right until along about the last 
of July, when they had constructed their ditch clear to the 
blue line—about 500 feet on the Government line—laying the 
pipe after having bought all of those rights. They were then 
notified by the Governent forest ranger that they must not cross 
this land marked in blue. They telegraphed to their attorney, 
and the attorney told them to go ahead and lay the pipe, that 
under the law, since so declared by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the forest rangers had no right to arrest them 
if they gave bond, and to lay their pipe and protect their prop- 
erty. The forest rangers were advised not to arrest the agents 
of this corporation, but they immediately filed an ex parte ap- 
plication together with a complaint in court alleging that the 
Government owned the land and that these peopte intended to 
destroy and tear up and injure and damage the Government by 
crossing this particular tract of desert, sage-brush land. Upon 
that application the court granted ex parte a restraining order. 
There were affidavits filed then by the company and a hearing 
was had before the master in chancery. The master in chan- 
cery held that because they bought their mining claims for from 
$4 to $10 a claim they were fraudulent—in face of the fact 
that the greatest mine in Nevada to-day was discovered and 
sold for a few meals, and that has been the history of the de- 
velopment of the West. He also held that because they were 
going to extend their line to Bodie and to the other towns in 
Nevada they were doing something they had no right to do. 
They had the board of supervisors of Mono County call a special 
session, and they presented their application to the county 
board of supervisors for a right of way—a public highway 
along this pipe line—from the upper plant on over to Bodie, a 
distance of 20 miles. They were planning to construct that 
highway along the whole length of their transmission line and 
power line to the end that they might be able to better control 


8 property so it would be in proper shape and proper con- 
on. 

The board granted their application and declared a publie 
highway along the electric line to the power house, then on to 
Lundy Lake; but the master held that because and by reason 
of the fact that the company were going to construct a public 
highway 18 miles from Bodie along up the sidehill and farther 
on up to this point they were of necessity guilty of fraud and 
of doing something they had no right to do. He held, further, 
that because from these mining claims they did pick up chunks 
of gold as large as your fist that there had been no valid dis- 
covery of mineral. In that connection I desire to read one of 
the latest statements by the Appellate Court of the State of 
California upon the question of a valid discovery, and I will 
read all of the evidence in that case upon that subject. It is 
the case of McCleary v. Broaddus, in the Fourteenth California 
Appellate Reports at pages 61 to 67. I will read the following 
statement of the court from page 64: 

Did the said Fisher, in compliance with these requirements of the 
law. make a valid location of the claim in question? ‘There is evidence 
in the record that he made the discovery on the ist day of August, 
1905. He testified as follows: 

“Q. What was your object and purpose in being there the Ist day 
of August?—A. I was prospecting. 

„., I will ask you to state what discovery you made of mineral at 
that time, if any.—A. I found gold out of the rock, or supposed it to 
be gold, about the center of the claim.” 

0 Mr.. TAYLOR of Colorado. When was that decision ren- 
ered? 

Mr. RAKER. On the 9th of August, 1910, a little while after 
I resigned. I decided this case, and the court of appeals affirmed 
it; so I am somewhat familiar with the questions involved. 
He further stated : 

There was a quartz ledge there; as near as I could trace it, it would 
be over half the length of the claim. 

That is sufficient evidence in the mining States to prove a 
valid location, and the Appellate Court of California refers to 
a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States as to 
location and as to rights to a valid mining claim—a right good 
as against everybody except the Government—and that if one 
goes on and spends $100 a year up to five years he owns the 
claim. I refer to this decision because the master in chancery 
says that because there was not paying gold found in advance 
the mining claims were not valid. 

As soon as this preliminary injunction, the temporary re- 
straining order, was issued they took the testimony before the 
master in chancery. I have a copy of that testimony here in 
my papers, and have read it all over for the purpose of being 
able to state, and I am now stating, the facts from that sworn 
statement. The master rendered his decision, holding, first, that 
the company had no legal rights because of conflicts in the 
right-of-way statutes—and there are many of them—and, second, 
that because these people were going to use that electric power 
for mining purposes, developing their mines, and for irriga- 
tion; and because they were to use the surplus to sell, there- 
fore they had no right to cross the land. That is the ruling of 
the master in this case, although every decision by the courts 
hold to the contrary. 

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman if 
there is any opposition that comes from private parties or others 
who own individual claims, mining claims, and so forth, or 
whether it is from the Government alone? 

Mr. RAKER. It is not necessarily from the Government. It 
is not from any private individuals here in this country. There 
is a territory lying out there, 60 to 80 miles from civilization, a 
burning desert, and the people are praying that this Government 
will give this company relief, that they may work their mines 
and develop the country, that they may light up the towns of 
Bodie, Aurora, and Lucky Boy; that they may not only develop 
the mining claims, but that they may develop this desert land, 
take the water that comes from the power plant and put it into 
irrigation ditches and keep it from going into Mono Lake and 
becoming useless, 

Mr. SHARP. Then there is no opposition from the people 
who live there? 

Mr. RAKER. Well, I guess I might as well be plain about 
the thing here, but I did not want to take up the time. How- 
ever, I will thrash it out and get the matter fully before the 
committee. There is no opposition. The testimony before the 
Committee on the Public Lands shows that the Government 
would not be injured one dollar. The testimony shows that it is 
barren desert land. The testimony by the Government officials 
shows that these people have bought the land, as I have said, 
and that they have bought the water rights; that this is an old 
ditch that has been there for years before the Forest Service 
was eyer established, and the attorney for the department says 
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in his testimony that in all the cases before the department 
there is not one like this that has ever been presented. Why? 
Private ownership of the land by the company, private owner- 
ship of the source of the water by the company, private owner- 
ship of the power site by the company, actual user for over 20 
years before these forestry people ever attempted to interfere. 
Why, my dear sirs, if you take the same method and run these 
privately owned mining ditches, irrigating ditches, around the 
mountains and the sides of the hills in California, you will de- 
velop millions of dollars’ worth of property which is now going 
to waste, and that is what this company is trying to do. I have 
an article in relation to this matter, dated Washington, February 
12. But before I state that I wish to say this: The department 
was asked this question, Is there any monopoly involved?. 
The answer of the department is, “ No.” What is the character 
of the men who are behind this project? The answer of the 
department is, “ Excellent.” The question is, will the Govern- 
ment be damaged or will any trees be damaged? The answer is, 
there are no trees there for destruction and the Government 
will not lose one cent. 

Mr. SHARP. In that connection may I venture the statement 
that I personally know quite a number of the men who are in- 
terested in this project, and I do know that they are men of 
high standing. - 

Mr. RAKER. Now, gentlemen, this statement has been made 
in regard to myself in this connection : 

RAKER recently introduced a bill in Congress known as the hydroelec- 


tric bill, which involves great water-power rights in the Mono National 
Forest of this State. 


That statement is untrue. Every possible water-power right 
here involved is already privately owned by this company, and 
these men desire only to move their ditch a few feet and inclose 
the water in a pipe. Every decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States and every decision of the western courts have 
held that you may change your place of use of water and your 
mode of use, so long as you do not injure anything; they move 
it up the hill two or three hundred feet, and instead of having 
an open ditch they have a closed pipe. 

The general rule is that the change in the place of the use 
of the water not injurious to any other person can be made at 
win. (Walnut v. Burke, California (110 Pac., 518); Bates v. 
Hall, Colorado (98 Pac., 3); Deiz v. Hartbauer, Colorado (105 
Pac., 868) ; Whited v. Cann, Oregon (105 Pac., 396).) 

Change of the character of the use or the method of the use 
that does not affect injuriously the rights of others can be 
made at will. (McDonald v. Bear River & Auburn Water & 
Mining Co., California (13 Cal., 220); Butte Table Mountain 
Co. v. Morgan (19 Cal., 609); Gallagher v. Montecito Valley 
Water Co. (101 Cal., 202); Robeson v. Wilmoth, Colorado (90 
Pac., 95); Power v. Sweitzer, Montana (55 Pac., 523); Colum- 
bia Mining v. Holter (1 Mont., 296).) 
` A mill owner can change his mill from up the stream to down 
the stream, provided the rights of others are not injuriously 
affected. (Rood v. Johnson (26 Ver., 64).) 

He can also change machinery and character of the use in the 
mill. (9 N. H., 454.) 

He can also change from mining use to power development. 
In the case of Schwab v. Beam et al., Colorado (19 Morr. Min. 
Rep., 277), it was held that the change in use from placer min- 
ing by washing gravel to generation of power for commercial 
purposes was yalid. The court says at 284: 

In this connection it may be observed that washing gravel by hydro- 
static pressure from a channel bank or a river is not very far removed 
from running a stamp miil by water power or running dynamos for 


making electricity. here is some difference in the ma ery and 
appliances of the several kinds of work, but the power is the same. 


I quote again from the same statement that was circulated, as 
follows: 


Pinchot to-day states that RAKER is not acting in good faith, as far 
as the people are concerned. 


Gentlemen, I want to say in response to that that Mr. Pinchot 
and I are personal friends; that while at the National Irriga- 
tion Congress, at Portland, five years ago, when he was attacked 
by various parties before the committee on resolutions, I was 
then the first man to come to the Forester’s aid in regard to 
those charges and the first man to stand upon the floor of that 
Congress and defend him, and succeeded, with the aid of my 
colleagues, in having a resolution of indorsement adopted by 
that congress. But I want to say now that of all false state- 
ments issued by friend or by foe, that is the falsest eyer 
uttered. 

I quote again briefly: - = 


And that the real influences behind the bill are the water-power mag- 
nates of the State. 
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That is another falsehood in toto and absolutely. There is 
no water-power magnate or monopolist connected with this 
project; but, to the contrary, the Government officials them- 
selves say there is no monopoly involved. I quote the following 
from the Government officer’s report: 

. Will the desired project involve monopoly ?7—A. No. 
. State what possible injury might result elther to the national 


forest interests or to the use and enjoyment of the forest by others.— 
A. None. 


I have here in my valise over 100 telegrams from judges, 
lawyers, clerks, and boards of supervisors in my district, and 
from miners, urging me to stand up, as I ought to do, notwith- 
standing criticism, and see that this bill is passed. 

One of them, after he saw this in the newspaper, wrote to 
me: “ What is the matter with you? Are you beginning to eat 
out of the department’s hands or to fall down on our people in 
the West when they have such a just cause as this?” I said, 
“No; not yet; not for a while.” 

I heard it rumored on the morning of the 19th of February 
that there were monopolies involved in this matter. I immedi- 
ately sent the following telegram to the man who is at the head 
of this institution; and I want to say to you to-day that there is 
not a finer, more elegant, and more cultured and able lawyer 
in the State of California than he. His name is William H. 
Metson. He is representing this institution, and he is one of the 
large stockholders in it. I would like the Clerk to read the 
telegram which I sent. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. FINLEY). The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


W. H. Merson, 
Balboa Building, San Francisco, Cal.: 

Have just heard it intimated that when the hydro-electric bill comes 
up for 3 it will be charged on the floor of the House that you are 
the head of from five to eight water-power enterprises, and that this 
bill is intended as an entering wedge, and its passage is sought by you 
in behalf of water-power grabbers and of monopoly. I have always 
understood the facts to be to the contrary. I want a statement from 
you of the exact facts and the whole truth as to this charge. Tele- 


graph immediately. 
Joun E. Rager, M. C. 


Mr. RAKER. I would like the Clerk also to read Mr. Met- 
son’s telegram which he sent me in reply. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., February 20, 1912. 
Hon. Jno. E. RAKE 


R, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

I am not and neyer haye been at the head of any electric or water- 
power company, not even of Hydro-Electric and its operating com- 
pany. I am a stockholder in and of counsel for Hydro. I am not 
and never have, nor has my firm, been the attorney for any of the 
— 575 electric or power companies, nor for any small ones, except Hum- 
boldt Gas & Electric, H ldt County, wherein I was for a time a 
small stockholder and attorney. These relations were severed in 1910, 
when I sold my stock. Further, our firm was also stockholder in 
Sacramento Valley Power Co., where our firm got from a stockholder 
about $5,000 in stock as a fee in individual litigation for the stock- 
holder. Later we acted as attorneys, and I as director, for that com- 
pany, but that relation later terminated by the sale of that com- 

y. Outside of that and the Main River, where I advanced a few 
housand dollars for a friend of mine, William Miller by name, and in 
the California-Nevada Mono Lake Irrigation project and application, 
near Mono Lake. I have had no eg ra from electric and or water 
powers, nor has my firm, nor have I any personal investments in such 
companies, nor do I owe any fealty to any other electric and or water- 
wer corporations than as explained above. Any statements that have 

m made are untrue if going further the above. In conclusion, 
I own no stock in enterprises of that character at all, except in the 
projects above named in Mono County. We are employed by none and 
are backing none. The Hydro bill was never thought of by me or my 
friends as an entering w. to bring about water or power legislation 
or in the slightest for water-power grabbers, but was formulated solely 
to right a wrong. No one can ever truthfully charge me with being a 
monopolist or ting with any trust. I ve always been on the 


other side. 
W. H. Merson. 


Mr. RAKER. It was stated that Mr. Metson was interested 
in oil matters. Therefore I send up the following telegrams to 
the Clerk's desk. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: t 
San FRANCISCO, CAL., February 20, 1912. 


FEBRUARY 20, 1912. 


Hon. Joun E. RAKER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 

With reference to my other wire, it is possibte that our opponents 
have mixed me up with Capt. William Matson, of the Matson Naviga- 
tion ripo Lines and oil investments, who is quite a heavy investor also 
in public utility corporations, and that I am credited with some of his 
investments as well as my own, as our projects are frequently inter- 
mixed. Gen. Smith, Marion Devries, of the Customs Court there, and 
any of the supreme court or Federal judges here would vouch for my in- 
tegrity and standing. I am also satisfied that any of the banks here 
would do likewise. ; : 

W. H. Merson. 


Mr. RAKER. Now, in answer to the question of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. SHARP] as to the people who will use this 


| by Congress. Section 3, Article IV, of the United States Con- 
‘stitution provides expressly that— 
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water, I want to say that they are heartily im accord with this 
project. As E stated before receiving the telegrams. that I have 
here, I received from the entire board of supervisors of the 
county wherein this land is located a telegram urging the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California yield. 
to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr, RAKER. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from South 
Dakota. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. From what the gentleman 
has stated, I understand that this company is now under at 
least temporary injunction in the court from proceeding to use 
that right of way. Is that correct? 

Mr, RAKER. I think so: 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. On the suit of the United 
States? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARTIN: of South Dakota. Has that suit come to a final 
determination? 

Mr. RAKER. It has not. It may be 3 to 10 years before it 
comes to + final determination. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman, then, 
consider it good legislative procedure for Congress to be asked 
to, determine: the rights of litigants: pending the determination 
of those questions in suits already brought in the courts? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; I certainly do. I will answer that. I 
kave not reached it, but I will answer it as well as I can. In 
the first: place, there are many conditions to be considered. Un- 
der the water law that has been in force since 1866 in all the 
Western States, these people would have the right to go on there 
and construct the ditch, and could nob be: stopped by anybody. 
The next question is as to their mining claims.. Under the same 
Taw of 1866—the mining law—they would have the same right 
without regulation. But you must remember that a man can 
bring you into: court with a half million dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty and tie you up by litigation, and the people will then re- 
fuse to invest further or help you out. They can by litigation 
practically ruin your enterprise and destroy your property, 
which would otherwise be of advantage to the Government, the 
county, and the State, and which might furnish revenue by 
taxation and turn idleness into beneficial industry. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. If the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman is by reason of the inconvenience or the expense of liti- 
gation or delays in litigatiom he ought not, in propriety, to ap- 
peal to Congress: to. determine the question by legislative. act. 

Mr. RAKER. I would answer by stating that only yesterdny 
we passed a bill with out objection involving matters now in liti- 
gation in: the courts, and that bill was passed: for the very pur- 
pose: of disposing of that litigation. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I very much question if all 
of us knew what we were doing at the time H we did so. 

Mr. RAKER. We did do it. I want to say to the gentleman: 
that for years many were the litigations in regard to those who 
had made their final proof upon the land in cases pending in 
the Land Office and in the courts, and Congress by one fell 
swoop authorized and directed the issuance of patents. and 
thereby threw out of court over 10,000 cases of pestilential liti- 
gation.. 

Now, just one moment more in that connection, Consider this 
the same as if a private individual were the owner. The Gov- 
ernment owns the-land. Congress, consisting of the House and 
Senate, and the President have control of that land. Now, 
would a private individual hold you up? Would a county hold 
you up for this claim? Would a State hold vou up like a high- 
way robber? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I hope the Government 
would not. 

Mr: RAKER. Certainly not; and therefore we have appealed 
to Congress to allow us to let this pipe lie where it is now, 
securely buried in the ground, with all of the ditches covered 
up. This is a question which should properly be passed upon 
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As said by the Supreme Court in the case of United States; v. 


Trinidad Coal Co, (187 U. S., 160), All the public lands of the 


Nation are held in trust for the people of the whole country.” 


Also as said by the same court in the Fred Light case. (220 U. S., 
523): 

It is not for the courts to say how that trust shall be 88 
That is for Congress to determine. * Congress. 
forest reserve for what it decides to be national and pu purposes, 


tleman one further question. 
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lish. à reserve and devote the property to some other national and public’ 
purpose, | 
Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman permit another question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California again 


‘yield to the gentleman from South Dakota? 


Mr. RAKER. I do. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 4 I understand the pres- 
ent law as. to right of way over all reservations, it applies to 
reservations. and pipe lines for similar purposes, Is there any 
reason why a right of way could not have: been had before the 
expenditure of that money, under proper authority, on Govern- 
ment land? 

Mr. RAKER. If tħe gentleman will permit me, I will say 
that this. company bought their claim—their water right; they 
had the property on the ground; they had the flume here—over 
four miles; they had the machinery down there, procured with 
am expenditure of $250,000; and them they were held up with an 
order to suspend operations, by order of the court. 

Mr. MARTIN, of South Dakota. May IL. ask the gentleman 
if this is in a forest reserve? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; it is in a forest reserve. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Under the law a right of 
way can be obtained. by proper application. for a pipe line over 
a forest reserve, can it not? 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, in this particular case, after the suit had 
been brought in Sam Francisco, the district attorney. and the 
attorney for the Department of the Interior and the forest 
ranger and the attorney for this company met in. the district at- 
torney’s offices and entered into an agreement that this com- 
pany should construct its ditech, should lay its pipe line, and go 
on with its business, and should deposit $75 to answer for any 
damage that might be done. This corporation then met and 
authorized its board of directors to sign this agreement. They 
gave their authorization; the company signed it; and this agree- 
ment was signed and sent to the department. When it arrived 
in Washington the officials said, “We have changed our rules 
and regulations. Now, what do we want you to do? We want 
you to abandon your mining claims; we want you to abandon 
your water right. We want you. to. expend for us from three 
to five thousand dollars putting water gauges and weirs over 
this mountain. watershed; we want it made certain that every 
little official Tom, Dick, and Harry may go in and examine your 
books.” And Heaven: only. knows what other requirements they 
have made. 

Mr: DIES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman. yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. RAKER. They granted a temporary injunction when 
that agreement was signed, because this company would not 
abandon its claims, which were worth perħaps $100,000 to them. 
They then shut them down. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 1 would like to ask another 
question of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. RAKER. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 


J. 

Mr. DIES: T wanted to ask the gentleman from California 
if it is not true that the company in whose interest the bill is 
introduced already possesses: an easement over the Government’s 
part of the property for an open ditch for conducting the water, 
and that all they seek to do now is to have the same sort of an 
easement for the pipe line, to be conducted underground? 

Mr. RAKER. Absolutely. The statement is absolutely cor- 
rect. 

Mr. DIES. Is it not also true that the Assistant Attorney, 
General who testified before the committee said, in answer to a 
question, that no individual in the United: States. would suffer 
from the granting of an easement? $ 

Mr. RAKER. Tliat is true. That is a fact. Now I will 
yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I was going to ask the gen- 
T understand that the gentleman 
concedes that the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of 
Agriculture has authority to: grant a permanent right of way 
over this property? 

Mr: RAKER. No, sir. Gentlemen, now listen to this propo- 
sition 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Or the Secretary of Agri- 
culture? 

Mr. RAKER. No, none of them; absolutely none. Listen: 
A man may go into the West and: spend’ a million dollars in de- 
yeloping a water right, putting his mills there, building ditches 
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from 50 to 100 miles, and all the right that the miner can get 
is a temporary permit, subject to be revoked at the pleasure of 
the department. That is absolutely true. I have the law 
here, and the regulations of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I call the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that within a year this Congress has 
passed an act giving a permanent right of way for just such 
things. 

Mr. RAKER. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that nothing of that kind has been done except as to 
transmission and telegraph and telephone lines. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The law previous to that 
granted rights of way for irrigating ditches. 

Mr. RAKER. But I am trying to tell you that after 1866 
every man in the West believed that he had a grant. The 
Supreme Court said it was a grant. Then in 1891 and 1895 
and 1898 Congress passed other similar acts. In 1901 it passed 
another act, in 1905 another, and in 1910 another, and the 
departments say they are unable to determine which act applies, 
but they have resolved all against the miner. They have re- 
solved all against those who are trying to improye their prop- 
erty. That is the situation. 

Both the Department of the Interior and the Department of 
Agriculture now hold that this company can not, under the law, 
be given any legal title to or easement or right of way for 
their pipe lines. I believe that the departments are clearly 
wrong in their position on this matter. However, such is their 
position, and both of these departments absolutely refuse to 
grant the company any right or to recognize the company as 
haying any right, except under the Forest Service permit act— 
mind you, I say permit, not right of way, but permit act of 
February 15, 1901. See volume 31, Statutes at Large, page 790. 
That act expressly provides as follows—I quote from the act: 

And provided further, That any permission given by the * of 
the Interior under the provisions of this act may be revoked by him 
or his successor in his Riseretion, and shall not be held to confer any 
right, or easement, or interest in, to, or over any public lands, reserva- 
tion, or park. 

Under this law the power of arbitrary revocation rests su- 
preme and unrestrained in the departmental officials, whether 
such officials act upon their own knowledge and judgment or 
whether they act upon the advice of some dyspeptic subordinate 
of less responsibility than a street-corner policeman. Why, 
gentlemen, no lawyer of any professional standing or integrity 
would advise any client to invest money upon such a shadowy 
security of title as is offered by one of these revocable permits. 
Furthermore, actual experience of investors under these per- 
mits has been such as to aggravate and intensify the feeling of 
insecurity concerning investments made under these permits. 
These permits have, as a matter of fact, been revoked by the 
score, arbitrarily, and without any notice or opportunity for 
hearing or any semblance of due process of law. For example, 
on March 2, 1909, Secretary Garfield, just before the expiration 
of his official term, reyoked outright the permits of more than 
35 different companies operating in the West and by one stroke 
of the pen destroyed the security of actual investments amount- 
ing to probably $50,000,000. 

Another instance of perhaps wider publicity, which demon- 
strates the unreliability of these revocable permits, is that of the 
city of San Francisco. It was granted a permit for the develop- 
ment of a mountain water supply from the Hetch Hetchy Valley. 
This permit was granted after a full and careful investigation 
by Secretary Garfield. Thereafter, upon the strength of that 
permit, the city invested more than half a million dollars. Not- 
withstanding these facts, a subsequent Secretary of the Interior 
issued an order, which is still pending, for thé city of San Fran- 
cisco to show cause why its permit should not be revoked and 
its investment of a half million dollars practically forfeited, 
upon the ground that it was a mistake on the part of Secretary 
Garfield ever to have granted the permit at all. 

In none of these cases of revocation which I have cited had 
there been any neglect or violation of duty charged against the 
permittees whose permits have been revoked. The action has 
always been taken arbitrarily by the public officials, according 
to their own personal whims and individual ideas or conceptions 
of propriety. 

Mr. PICKETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PICKETT. Relative to the question which the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] asked as to the propriety of 
asking for congressional relief while there was a suit pending, 
I will ask the gentleman if it was not stated several times in 
the hearing before the committee by the attorney representing 
the company that all the company desired was to be permitted 


to remain undisturbed until this litigation was adjudicated in 
the courts. 
an RAKER. The gentleman has the report of the hearing, 

s he? 

Mr. PICKETT. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman read it? 

Mr. PICKETT. Did not the gentleman in the course of the 
hearing also say the same thing? 

Mr. RAKER. Read what I said. That is the best way. I 
can not remember everything. 

Mr. PICKETT. The gentleman was speaking before the 
committee, and the chairman asked: 

Why rene not the issue of a permit pending this litigation be satis- 


factory 
Mr. Raker. It would. 


I follow that with the further question if the committee did 
not appoint a subcommittee for the purpose of seeing the depart- 
ment, and if as a result of that action a stipulation was not 
entered into, the substance of which is to permit them to 
occupy this ground pending the adjudication of this litigation? 

Mr. RAKER. A subcommittee was appointed to see the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture and the Secretary of the Interior, but 
they got no result from them. 

Mr. PICKETT. Is it not a fact that the stipulation has been 
entered into? $ 

Mr. RAKER. Just a moment. Let me finish. The com- 
mittee then requested me to go down. I saw the Secretary of 
Agriculture two or three times personally 

Mr. PICKETT. I am speaking of the stipulation entered 
into by the Department of Justice. 

Mr. RAKER. Let me finish. I can not tell it all in one 
breath. They then told me that they had no power or juris- 
diction over this case. I then went to the Attorney General's 
office, and what has been actually done since I am not able to 
state, as to the present condition. 

Mr. PICKETT. When the time comes I will insert the stipu- 
lation in the RECORD. 

Mr. RAKER. Very well. 

Mr. PICKETT. You spoke of the permit in such a way as to 
are the impression that the Government had actually issued a 
permit. 

Mr. RAKER. I said a temporary permit. 

Mr. PICKETT. I will ask the gentleman if that did not bear 
on its face the fact that it was necessary to be approved by the 
Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. RAKER. Why, yes; I am telling you that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture was to sign the stipulation, but when it 
came back here they said they had drawn a new set of rules 
and authorizations, and they included these new conditions that 
were not included in the first agreement. 

Mr. PICKETT. And the one referred to was never approved 
by the Secretary of Agriculture and never was operative? 

Mr. RAKER. No; because they went back on the first agree- 
ment, the one that was signed by the officials, 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. If I understand the gentleman, this company 
owns all this land here that I indicate on the map, and if the 


water runs down in this easterly direction it runs into the salt 


lake? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. There is a small strip of land here where the 
company has an open ditch? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; 3,800 feet long. 

Mr. CANNON. And you haye the right to have it open? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; and have had for 30 years. 

Mr. CANNON. You now have a pipe instead of an open 
ditch which runs along above the open ditch and is covered up? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. And the question is whether you have got to 
take that pipe out? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes; and ruin our business worth $500,000. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Take the pipe out and put the open ditch in, 
or abandon it if it does not suit your purpose. Is anybody 
interested in land on the other side? 

Mr. RAKER. Absolutely all the rights have been bought up 
and are owned by this company; all the waters involved in this 
lake and the creek from it. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman is correct and it was a pri- 
vate individual who insisted on your keeping an open ditch 
instead of a pipe line, I should say that he was a contentious 
fellow. [Laughter and applause.] ‘ 

Mr. RAKER. Now, I want to tell you gentleman my experi- 
ence 30 years ago as a boy in water litigation. I rode up to an 
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adjoining town and heard that three men had been killed on 
the ditch. The first proprietor had gone on the stream and 
appropriated the water 10 years before and had used it for 10 
years. Subsequently a man came in, got title to the land over 
which the ditch crossed, and he laid silently by until he got 
his patent, and then when the spring came and they wanted to 
dig out the ditch he came and sat down and said, Don't you 
go on that ditch.” They went on the ditch, but they took their 
shotguns and Henry rifles. 

The other fellows came out with their guns and told them to 
get off. The result was that all three on one side were killed. 
That has been the history of the West for 40 years, and we are 
trying to adjust these matters by virtue of the consent of cor- 
porations and individuals. But here we find that we have the 
Government of the United States trying to hold up the cor- 
poration simply because it is a corporation. It has got the 
power to put it in court and hold it there for years, and thereby 
ruin the corporation rather than let it cross this small tract of 
land. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. If this bill is enacted into law, it will set 
the injunction aside? 

Mr. RAKER. Absolutely. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman think that is good legis- 
lation? 

Mr. RAKER. Absolutely. 

Mr. MADDEN. Is there not a prespect that the company 
could get a temporary permit pending the legislation? 

Mr. RAKER. I do not know. 

Mr. MADDEN. Has there been any suggestion for a tem- 
porary permit to be granted pending the litigation? 

Mr. RAKER. As I said to the gentleman from Iowa, there 
was some arrangement after this matter was reported. 

Mr. MADDEN. If such an arrangement can be had, does 
not the gentleman think it is unwise to try to pass this bill and 
set aside the injunction? 

Mr. RAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. HAYES, Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. HAYES. I will say that no such permit is possible un- 
less this company gives up all their rights. Permits have been 
refused. 

Mr. PICKETT. Why, Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand a 
stipulation entered into between the Department of Justice and 
this company. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; and as I understand that stipulation, they 
are obliged to give up their rights to that property and take it 
as though it was a part of the public domain. 

Mr. PICKETT. It simply holds the matter in statu quo, I 
will say to the gentleman; and if there ever was a case of ab- 
solute bad faith on the part of anybody coming before this 
House, I will prove from the Rrcorp before we get through with 
it, it is the case of the representatives of this company now 
asking for equitable relief. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I will say in answer to the gen- 
tleman, understanding water rights and the conditions there, 
that he will be unable to show anything against this company 
and against its methods or anything against the justice of this 
claim, or that these people ought not to have the right of 
passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 15 minutes 
more in which to finish one other matter, and then I will be 
through. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have 15 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there.objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, before the 
gentleman proceeds, will he yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. RAKER. Les. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
to say that I was not here when the gentleman commenced his 
argument, but I want to ask this question: Who is going to be 
injured if this permit is granted? 

Mr. RAKER. No one; absolutely no one. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Who is to be benefited by 
meine it up? 

Mr. RAKER. No one. No one is benefited by holding it up. 
It is a question of the department objecting. Of course, they 
have objected, and they believe that they must continue in 
order to hold their jobs. 

Mr. BUTLER. . Why is it held up? 


Mr. RAKER. Has the gentleman read the report of the 
master? 

Mr, BUTLER.. No; I have not. 

Mr. KENDALL. This is simply litigation instituted by the 
Government of the United States to determine the questions 
involved in this legislation that is proposed now. That is true, 
is it not? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. LENROOT. Has the gentleman from California not 
seen or read a copy of the stipulation that has been entered into 
between the Government and the Hydro-Electric Co. for the use 
of this pipe line until the final ending of the litigation? 

Mr. RAKER. When the stipulation was in process of forma- 
tion I was at the Attorney General's office. Since it has been 
completed, whatever it might be in its final completion, I have 
not seen it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Has the gentleman made any effort to as- 
certain that important fact? 

Mr. RAKER. It was not necessary. They do not intend to 
let us have this until it is disposed of by the various courts, 
right clean up to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman think that this com- 
mittee is interested in knowing what that stipulation was? 

Mr. RAKER. I think the gentleman has a copy of it in his 
pocket, has he not? 

Mr. LENROOT. I have one in my desk, and I think the gen- 
tleman ought to be familiar with it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is it signed? 

Mr. HAYES. It never has been signed. There is no stipula- 
tion in this case. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to ask whether it has not been 
proposed to this company that they might exercise this ease- 
ment for a certain fixed sum of money? 

Mr, RAKER. Well, that was not objected to, that one fea- 
ture. 

Mr. McCALL. How much was that amount? 

Mr. RAKER. I think they got an arrangement of about ten 
or twelve dollars a year. 

Mr. HAYES. Seventy-five dollars a month? 

Mr. RAKER. No; that was strictly temporary; that was to 
go in the contingent fund. 

Mr. McCALL. Does not the gentleman think, as we are grant- 
ing here by bill a right of way over property of the Government, 
that we should not give that away without providing for the 
payment of something? 

Mr. RAKER. Not in matters of this kind; and I will say in 
answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts that since 1866 
there are 100,000 ditches in the West that have a grant of their 
right of way without paying one dollar. I want to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts that California in 1910 adopted 
a constitutional amendment and that the legislature in 1911 
passed an act—a public utilities act—by which every individual 
or corporation or association that is engaged in the delivery of 
electric power or water must have their property valued by the 
State board, and they can only charge the amount that the 
State of California directs. Now, do you want the State to 
collect one toll, with the full power to do it, and then just be- 
cause these people haye gone out here in this desert and asked 
to cross and use what is really theirs in law that they should 
pay another toll? 

Mr. McoCALL. But the State would not be receiving toll, 
would they, if we made a distinct grant in the terms of this bill? 

Mr. RAKER. That corporation under the State law and un- 
der the constitution will have its physical property valued. The 
board will first determine what they can charge per kilowatt, 
and they will not be permitted to sell one kilowatt contrary to 
the regulations of that board without being subject to having 
their charter forfeited, and they also pay to the State of Cali- 
fornia a tax for being a corporation. Do you want to put them 
under more penalties? Is there any stronger law against mo- 
nopoly? Could there be any more stringent provision than that 
a board of five should physically value their property and fix 
the prices which they may charge? 

Mr. MADDEN. Does not the propriety of Congress setting 
aside an order of the court enter into the consideration of this 

8 
3 Mr. RAKER. The Government can do as it pleases with its 
lands, and that power is retained in the Congress. As I before 
stated, the Federal Constitution expressly gives to Congress full 
power over the public lands and reservations. Just look, also, 
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at the cases-pending in all the States. Many an act has been 
passed to repeal a certain law changing the rights of property; 
many an act has been repealed by which men have been actually 
convicted of crime, and they have been turned loose because the 


judgment had not become final. Private individuals get into 
litigation, and subsequently make amicable settlements. And 
over the public land Congress has all the powers that an indi- 
vidual has over his property, and Congress should certainly be 
equally willing to effect any fair, amicable adjustment settling 
litigation. 4 

Mr. MADDEN. Why did not these people act under the pro- 
visions that now exist instead of coming to Congress and asking 
Congress to set aside an order of the court? 

Mr. RAKER. I haye already answered that by pointing out 
that the present departmental regulations would allow the com- 
pany only a bare revocable license—a mere permit. No security 
of title at all for their property and their investment. We have 
been here before Congress for some time, and last year we 
passed a resolution calling for this information, and it was ob- 
tained and is now printed in House Document 1424 of the Sixty- 
first Congress, third session. These people living in my district 
presented the bill, and it seemed to me as a Representative of 
that district, representing men interested, representing the de- 
velopment of the country, being in fayor of turning these many 
thousands of acres of desert lands into valuable lands, being in 
favor of opening up these mineral lands in the development of 
this country, it seemed to me I would haye been a poor Repre- 
sentative, it seemed to me I would have failed in every repre- 
sentative duty had I not presented this bill and urged upon this 
House the necessity and the right and the justice of passing this 
legislation. 

Furthermore, I know of no company operating in the Western 
States that is situated as is this company. No general law nor 
any regulations which are in existence or which could be de- 
vised or enacted would be properly applicable to this case. 
Such laws or regulations would necessarily have in mind the 
protection of water-power sites, dam sites, or reservoir sites or 
other similar property of value to the Government. In this 
present case there is no such property belonging to the Govern- 
ment. The company owns under absolute title its reservoir site, 
its dam site, and its water-power site. All these the company 
has purchased and paid for. It owns also all of the ground 
crossed by its pipe line except less than 2 acres across these 
mining claims. You can figure it up, and you will find that 
even a 20-foot right of way across these 3,800 linear feet will 
cover actually less than 2 acres. This land is absolutely value- 
less. And even across this land the company and its predeces- 
sors in title have owned for more than 30 years a vested ease- 
ment for an open water ditch. The company’s title to this old 
ditch can not be denied. All that this company has done, and 
all that it asks the sanction of Congress for having done, upon 
Government land is simply that it has changed this old, open, 
wasteful water ditch into a less circuitous closed pipe line, 
which it has buried beneath the surface of the desert. It has 
changed less than 2 acres of open water ditch into a buried pipe 
line which occupies actually less than 2 acres of desert land. 
There is no other company similarly situated. In this regard I 
quote from the testimony of Mr. Williams, the assistant solicitor 
of the Agricultural Department, given before the committee: 

Mr. MONDELL. Then, it is a fact that no one similarly situated to 
these people is red to sign these stipulations? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Not similarly situated, because they have been the 
only ones. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, at this point, before I proceed further, I 
wish to correct some statements which I fear I have made in 
response to questions which were asked me a few moments ago 
by the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN], by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. PICKETT], by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Mappen], by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lenroot], and by my colleague, Mr. Hayes, of California. I 
find that I have here a copy of the stipulation which was eyi- 
dently referred to, particularly by the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. Lenroor] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PICKETT]. 
I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] that 
I have made, I belieye, every effort within reason to ascertain 
every important fact bearing upon this case. I would say also 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Picxerr] that if the stipula- 
tion which I now have before me is in fact the stipulation 
drawn by the Department of Justice to which he refers, and I 
think probably it is, then I do not wish that the reply which I 
made to his question shall stand in the record as my answer. 
I wish to beg the gentleman's pardon. At the moment, during 
the heat of debate, my mind did not recall the fact that this 
stipulation which I have here had been agreed to, 


The stipulation, which was prepared by the Department of 
Justice as the result of the committee's action and of my own 
efforts before the department, was transmitted to me during the 
recess of Congress last September. I will ask that it be printed 
in the Reoorp following the close of my remarks and that it be 
marked “Exhibit A” in the Recorp so that it may be more 
easily identified. I remember now that this stipulation was 
agreed to by both parties to the suit and was filed in court. 

I wish to say also that this stipulation answers completely 
the question of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr, MARTIN] 
regarding the company being now under a temporary injunction 
in the court from proceeding to use the right of way. This stip- 
ulation was filed with the court in October, 1911, and since that 
time there has been no injunction or restraining order in force 
against the company. The case is now simply the ordinary case 
of a suit by the Government in which a permanent injunction 
is being sought against the company. If the Government should 
ultimately succeed in its present suit the result would be that 
the company must then either tear up this short link of its pipe 
line and thereby destroy the value of all of its property and 
shut down the mines on its own ground as well as the mines 
at Bodie, Cal., and Aurora and Lucky Boy, Nev., or else the 
company must, as its only alternative, throw itself upon the 
mercy of the departments which have been fighting it and, as 
I have before stated, those departments hold that under the 
law the company could be granted no other security than that 
of a bare revocable license which might be abrogated at will. 
Furthermore, the departments claim for themselves also the 
power of unrestrained liberty and discretion either to grant or 
to refuse to grant this company even the temporary revocable 
permit which they prescribe. 

In response to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pickerr] and 
also to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. ManrIx] I wish 
to say also that to my mind there can be no question as to the 
propriety of Congress, as the proprietor of the public lands 
and the guardian of the public interests involved, withdrawing 
the present suit of the Government and quieting the company’s 
title to its right of way covering 2 acres of worthless desert 
land. It would be the duty of an individual proprietor, and I 
hold it to be the duty of Congress in its capacity of proprietor 
of this land, to settle fairly and sanely and justly this vexatious 
litigation, which is now clouding the title of, and jeopardizing 
the legitimate investment in, this power plant and in the mining 
properties in the several important adjoining mining camps 
which are dependent upon this company. It is true that when 
the hearing was had before the committee last August the com- 
pany then asked only for special relief as an emergency meas- 
ure. At that time the caucus rule of the special session of 
Congress forbade any other legislation of this character except 
that required by some special emergency. At that time there 
was a temporary restraining order in force against the com- 
pany under which the Forestry Service officials were attempt- 
ing to force the company to tear up its pipe line immediately 
without giving it the opportunty of even a fair hearing before 
the court. No evidence had been taken except the preliminary 
hearing before the master in chancery and the company then 
asked, as a special emergency measure of relief only, that the 
company be relieved from the threats of immediate destruction 
which were being made against it by the Forest Service officials. 

However, there has been no subterfuge or concealment or 
misrepresentation in this matter either by the company or by 
myself. At the regular session, the present session of Con- 
gress, when the matter was again taken up before the committee 
on December 19 and 20, 1911, it was then plainly stated before 
the committee that the stipulation which will appear in the 
Record as “Exhibit A” had been filed with the court; that 
there was no longer any temporary restraining order in force 
against the company, nor any danger of immediate destruction 
of its property. The company then asked to be relieved from 
the pending suit which still involves the possible granting of a 
permanent injunction. This was understood by the committee 
clearly, and with that understanding the committee voted to 
report the bill favorably for passage. 

In order to set the matter fully and fairly before this House 
in its every detail, I wish to give a very brief chronological 
synopsis showing the various stages in the development of the 
controversy and referring, where possible, to the particular 
pages of House Document 1424 of the Sixty-first Congress, third 
session. In that document will be found printed all of the cor- 
respondence up to the 4th of March, 1911. 

Summer of 1909, up to and including the early summer of 
1910, the representatives of the proposed company, which was 
not yet organized, made preliminary plans and purchased from 
private owners all of the property touched in any way by the 
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project except the 3,800 linear feet of pipe line described in the 
present bill, and purchased also all water rights and the old 
Goleta ditch, which crosses this same land. 

Spring of 1910, local residents familiar with mining opera- 
tions and local conditions located 20 or 21 mining claims along 
the mineral ledge, which crosses the land described in the pres- 
ent bill. These claims join the old patented mining property, 
now belonging to the Hydro-Electric Co., upon the north and 
extend along the outcroppings southerly. Of these claims only 
five are crossed by the pipe line, although the corner of a sixth 
oue is touched by the pipe line. 

Spring of 1910, company purchased all these mining claims. 

July, 1910, construction of dam, pipe line, and power house 
begun. 5 

August 3, 1910, pipe line constructed over company's patented 
land and over several hundred feet of the land described in the 
present bill. At this time the ditch was completely excavated 
throughout its entire length. 

August 8, 1910, forest officers stopped the work and threatened 
arrest of workmen. 

August 10, 1910, Government suit filed and temporary re- 
straining order secured ex parte upon afidavit. 

September 6-10, 1910, hearing before master in chancery on 
order to show cause why the temporary restraining order 
should not be continued and an injunction pendente lite issued. 

October 17, 1910, master renders report adverse to company. 
This report was never confirmed by the court. 

November 12, 1910, district forestry office at San Francisco 
telegraphs to the Forester at Washington suggesting such tem- 
porary agreement as would permit continuance of construction 
work without jeopardizing the pending suit of the Government. 
(See telegram, p. 68, H. Doc. 1424; also letter on same page.) 

November 14, 1910, Forester at Washington authorizes and 
directs such temporary agreement as is described in the tele- 
gram on page 68 of House Document 1424. (See p. 67, H. Doe. 
1424.) 

November 17, 1910, temporary agreement permitting construc- 
tion work was drawn in compliance with Forester’s direction 
and was executed and acknowledged by company and approved 
by board of directors. (See pp. 65, 66, 67, H. Doc. 1424.) 

With this agreement the company continued always to com- 
ply faithfully. Upon the strength of this agreement, as directed 
by the Forester’s telegram, the company consented, in open 
court, to withdraw its objections and exceptions to the master’s 
report and to consent voluntarily to the issuance of an injunc- 
tion pendente lite. 

November 18, 1910, company consents in court to issuance of 
injunction pendente lite in accordance with its agreement. (See 
two telegrams, p. 64, H. Doc. 1424.) 

November 23, 1910, Forester issues temporary permit in ac- 
cordance with agreement. (See letter to Messrs. Copp, Luckett 
& Pierce, the company’s attorneys, p. 61, H. Doc. 1424.) 

November 26, 1910, Forester sends out notice to the district 
forester that the permit issued on November 23, while uncondi- 
tional in form, would be revoked unless a new stipulation and 
agreement more onerous than that signed by the company on 
November 17, 1910 (see pp. 65, 66, 67, H. Doc. 1424), should be 
agreed to by the company before December 30, 1910. This 
more onerous stipulation appears on pages 57, 58, 59, 60, and 
the upper half of page 61, House Document 1424. This notice 
was not formally served upon the company until December 30, 
1910. (See first paragraph of letter to district forester, p. 53, 
H. Doc. 1424.) 

December 29, 1910 (one day before formal service of Forester’s 
demands), company requests certain modifications of the pro- 
posed more onerous agreement. (See pp. 56, 57, H. Doc. 1424.) 

January 1, 1911, projects completed and electric current 
turned on wires. 

January 21, 1911, Forester refuses to modify objectionable 
stipulation or agreement. (See pp. 53, 54, H. Doc. 1424.) 

February 10, 1911, company’s attorney appears personally 
before Forester in Washington, requesting reconsideration and 
the granting of the modifications requested. Request is summar- 
ily refused, with remark that the company can “ fish, cut bait, 
or swim ashore.” (See paragraph at top of p. 48, H. Doc. 1424.) 

February 13, 1911, company appeals to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture from the Forester’s refusal to modify objectionable 
agreement. (See pp. 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, H. Doc. 1424.) 
February 15, 1911, Secretary denies company’s appeal. (See 
pp. 46 and 47, H. Doc. 1424.) The company’s attorney states— 
and it is uncontradicted—that the appeal of February 13 
was not mailed until after midnight of that day, and could 
not have reached any official’s desk for consideration earlier 
than 11 o'clock of February 14, and that within 24 hours 
thereafter, namely, before 11 o’clock of February 15, he had 


received definite word of the rejection of the appeal by the 


Secretary. (See speech of Hon. W. F. Englebright, printed in 
Recorp of Mar. 5, 1911.) 

February 17, 1911, Congressman Englebright introduces reso- 
lution of inquiry (H. Res. 980). 

March 2, 1911, resolution adopted. 

March 4, 1911, House document 1424 transmitted. 

April 12, 1911, United States district attorney notifies com- 
pany’s attorneys by letter, as follows: 


UNITED STATES V. HYDRO-ELECTRIC POWER CO. 
Arni 12, 1911. 
Messrs. CAMPBELL, METSON, DREW, OATMAN & MACKENZIE, à 
San Francisco. 

GENTLEMEN: I am in receipt of a letter from the Attorney General 
instructing me to inform you, as counsel for the Hydro-Electrie Power 
Co., that the injunction heretofore issued in the above-entitled case 
will be enforced against the company and its agents according to its 
terms, and that you will be allowed a reasonable time, not exceeding 60 
days, within which to restore its exceptions to the master’s report and 
to present to the court such contentions as you may care to make 
against the continuance of the injunction throughout the litigation. 

It is stated to be the desire of the Department of Justice that this 
litigation should be proceeded with vigorously, so that a conclusion 
may be reached as soon as possible. The department refuses to allow 
any mit, except a general permit in the usual form required by the 
practice and regulations of the department governing such matters. 

Yours, very truly, 
Rost. T. DEVLIN, 
United States Attorney. 


This action restored the company to statu quo as of November 
17, 1910—that is to say, to the same position before the court 
as it occupied before it had acted in accordance with the 
Forester's telegram of November 14. The Department of Jus- 
tice, in taking this action, recognized that the company had 
acted in good faith upon the agreement drawn November 17, 
1910, in accordance with the Forester’s instructions of November 
14, 1910, and that the action of the Forest Service in abrogating 
that agreement, as it did by letter of November 26, 1910, had 
made it necessary for the Government, in fairness to the com- 
pany, to replace the company in the same position as it had 
oceupied before it had acted upon faith and reliance in the 
Forester’s telegram. 

April 12, 1911, the order, given on this date, just referred to 
above placed the company back under the force of a temporary 
injunction. However, the company had, in reliance upon the 
agreement of November 17 and the permit issued November 23, 
1911, invested its money and completely constructed its plant. 
Therefore the Forestry Service officials, who subsequent to April 
12, 1911, attempted to enforce the temporary restraining order 
of the court against the use of the company’s pipe line thereby— 
that is to say, by attempting, as they did, to enforce the tem- 
porary restraining order—were attempting to force the com- 
pany, before any final hearing could be had, to tear up its pipe 
line, which it had constructed according to the agreement of 
November 17, 1910. 

July 15, 1911, on account of the circumstances above outlined, 
I introduced the present bill granting the company a right of 
way. 

August 4, 1911, three hours’ hearing was had on the bill be- 
fore the Public Lands Committee. The committee voted unani- 
mously to grant the company at that time the following relief 
as an emergency measure, namely, it appointed a subcommittee 
to request of the Department of Agricuiture that that depart- 
ment discontinue its attempts to force the company to tear 
up its pipe line pending litigation. This the department re- 
fused to do, but referred me personally, after the subcommitteé 
had exhausted its efforts, to the Department of Justice. 

September, 1911. During this month, after adjournment of 
Congress, the Department of Justice submitted the stipulation 
which follows my remarks under the designation “ Exhibit A.” 

October, 1911, the stipulation was executed and filed. 
been no temporary restraining order, nor any injunction or other 
order of court against the company. However, the suit for per- 
manent injunction is still pending by which the Government 
seeks to obtain a final order of court forcing the company to 
tear up its pipe line. 

December 19 and 20, 1911, hearing on the bill before Public 
Lands Committee. 

December 20, 1911, unanimous report of the committee in 
favor of the bill. 

January 5, 1912, bill ordered removed from Private Calendar 
and placed on House Union Calendar. 

In view of this prolonged fight, and in view of the wide pub- 
licity which has been given to this case, and in view of the 
bitterly contentious attitude which the department is so widely 
known to have taken against the company, there is a general 
publie feeling of distrust as to the security of the company’s 
title and as to the outcome of the case in the courts. Also 
there is, unfortunately, a very widespread belief that if the com- 
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pany should by any chance be defeated in the Mitigation the 
department would, by reason of the strong personal prejudices 
which have been aroused among its officials, be inclined to eon- 


tinually harass the company thereafter. All of these considera- 
tions and all of these circumstances tend now and will continue 
to have a strong tendency to unsettle business eonditions in all 
of the mining eamps dependent upon this company, to discourage 
legitimate mineral development and the opening up of new 
mines, and to hamper and interfere with the financial support 
and the operations of the company. I can see no reason why 
the Government, through this Congress, should practice such 
odious and utterly useless tactics. I believe that the Govern- 


ment should grant this right of way and thereby encourage | 


legitimate industry. Merely from those considerations of rea- 


sonable fairness and equity which should prompt any private 


proprietor, this company should be granted its right of way 
by this Congress. ` 

Mr. HAT ES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman: yield? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to my colleague from California. 

Mr. HAYES. I thought the gentleman had finished. 

Mr. RAKER. I want to finish this on the question of con- 
servation, so that I may conclude. While in my campaign in 
1910 I found my people were against conservation, frequently 
because of the method and the manner of using the forest re- 
serves. I took the position that the Forestry Department of 
the Government had taken a stand that was right and that 
we should maintain these reserves; that we should conduct 
them in a proper method and in a proper manner. And in a 
public platform, of which I sent out tens of thousands, I made 
the following statements: 

I am in favor of conservation of our natural national and State 
resources, and a progressive upbuilding policy, honestly and economi- 
cally enforced—that we control our natural resources and use them 
now, in the present—but still contro! them so that the future use of 
them will be saved for the people of this Nation. Keep them from the 
hands of the few. 

That was my statement then; that is my belief now and my 
position. 

Let me read you another article now by the greatest censer- 
vationist in the land, as well as the greatest progressive—a 
man whom these progressives are pretending to follow. This 
article is from La Follette's Weekly Magazine of February 17, 
1912, and is as follows: 


WISE USE; NOT FOOLISH DISUSE. 


True conservation consists: not in hoarding our resources, but in using 
them properly. Our water powers running night and day from year 
to year without turning a wheel are of no value to the public. To per- 
mit the mature trees of our forests to: rot in waste is not conserva- 
tion. To deny to this generation the advantage of the proper develop- 
ment of our coal fields and other mineral wealth is to deny to them 
1 in the benefits whieh rightly belong to them. The prob - 
em before us is not to hoard our resources, but to develop them in 
such a way that the benefits flowing from development will inure not to 
5 Beat men, but to the rightful owners—all the people of the United 

My language is a little stronger and a little better than the 
language of the great conservationist and progressive, Mr. La 
FoLLETTE. I made my statement two years ago and he made his 
a week ago. 

Use what you have to-day. Do not let the water run to 
waste. Use the mature trees, and do not let them die and decay 
or be burned up. Use your mineral resources now instead of 
letting them lie in the ground unhunted, unsought, and unde- 
veloped. That is all we ask for, and I again appeal te this 
committee to look to this map as a speaking flustration of 
what we are asking here to-day, and as demonstrating to you 
the value of the Government's property that will be involved. 

I want to ask you that if you owned this barren, treeless, 
desert waste, 60 miles from a railroad or from civilization, 
would you want to stop the development of an enterprise of this 
kind? Why, every man would say “no.” 

Mr: Chairman, I have another statement here that I want to 
have printed in the Recorp as Exhibit B, following the close 
of my remarks: It is a letter from James F. Farraher, written 
under date of January 17, 1912. He is one of the ablest lawyers 
in the State of California. The letter will follow later, marked 
“Exhibit B.” 

T also wish to submit a copy of an amendment to the constitu- 
tion and a copy of the public-utilities bill of the State of Cali- 
fornia covering this subject, to show that the State government 
and not the Federal Government is regulating these matters. 
These will follow later as Exhibits © and D, respectively. I 

` want to submit one other matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I would like just one minute 
in order to put this document in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have two minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. I wish to submit in the Recorp a memoran- 
dum showing the various right-of-way statutes passed by Con- 
gress and the decisions of the various courts, showing the rights 
of this company to this land. In addition to the memorandum 
I haye had collected and copied verbatim several of the conflict- 
ing right-of-way statutes now in force. The verbatim copies 
of statutes: I will append for purposes of reference as Exhibit 
E. The memorandum concerning this company’s rights here 


follows: 
RIGHT-OF-WAY STATUTES. 
Memorandum concerning the hydro-electric bill (H. R. 12572). 


The Hydro-Eleetrie Co. should never have been required to come to 
Congress for relief in this case. They are entitled to the right of way 
as a matter of plain legal right under the general laws which have deen 
enacted by Congress. 

ACT OF 1860. 

a general right-of-way act granting 
rights of way for ditches and canals for the beneficial use of water for 
mining, agricultural, manufacturing, and other Iike purposes. The 
or I act was passed July 26, 1 (14 Stat. L., 253), and is enti- 
tled An act gran the right of way to ditch and canal owners over 
the public lands, and for other purposes.” Section 9 of the act, since 
embodi. the Revised Statutes as section 2339, provided: 
Whenever by priority of ion, rights to the use of water for 
mining, agricultural ufa „ or other purposes have vested and 
d and acknowledged by the local 
customs, laws. and decisions of courts, the possessors and owners of 
such vested rights shall be maintained and protected in the same, and 
the right of way for the construction of ditches and canals for the 
i! yg herein specified is acknowledged and confirmed.” 

is act is s the law. It has never been repealed or modified by 
Congress, and that the Hydro-Electric Co. is entitled to its right of 
way under the terms of this statute is established by the admitted facts 
of the case. It has been conclusively established, as shown by the 
printed report of the hearing on this bill before the Publie Lands Com- 
mittee, that the Hydro- c Co. is the owner of the water which it 
| Meine of possession and 
terest. It was shown at 


As early as 1866 Congress 


this water for heyy j- milling, and the reduction of ores, 
e 


IRRIGATION ACT OF 1891. 


However, this is not the only law under which the com is plainly 
entitled to the right of way for its p line. It is entitled to its right 
of way under the frrigation right-of-way act passed by Congress on 
Marel 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095). Section 18 of that act provides: 

“That the right of way thro the public lands and reservations of 
the United States is hereby granted to any canal or diteh company 
formed for the purpose of irrigation and duly organized under the laws 
of any State or Territory.” * * * 

It is an established fact and not denied that the Hydro-Electrie Co. 
is a canal and ditch company organized for the purpose of irrigation as 

rescribed by that Iaw of Congress. The water after it passes through 

company’s pipe line and over its water wheel at the power house is 
available for the irrigation of otherwise arid lands, and as reported: by 
the Government officer the water is to be utilized for that purpose. Not 
only does the company’s pipe lines convey this water for irrigation, but 
by its dam at the Ia undy Lake—it stores the storm and flood 
waters which otherwise would run to waste and conserves them, thereby 
increasing the water available for Ï tion. 

It is true that this irrigation right-of-way act of 1891 provides in 
terms for the filing of certain — — and plats before the retary of 
the Interior, but these provisions have been held by the United States 
Supreme Court to be 5 — only and not conditions precedent. It 
has been held by the United States Supreme Court, and repeatedly b 
the Secretary of the Interior, that actual construction of the ditch 
laying of the pipe line amounts to full cempliance with the law and 
vests in the company full legal title to its right of way with or without 

revious or subsequent filing of any — or maps. The Hydro Electric 

o. has admitte 5 completed the digging of its ditch and the laying 
and covering of its pipe line. Its right of way is therefore clearly 
vested. The point fs so well established that no one at all familiar 
with the subject will question it. See the Supreme Court decision in 
the case of Jamestown & Northern R. R. Co. z. Jones (177 U. S., 125) 
and the decisions there referred to. That decision: involved a construc- 
tion by the court of the railroad right-of-way act of 1875, but the two 
acts are practically identical in terms, and the controlling authority 
of the Supreme Court’s decision just cited over cases arising under the 
irrigation right of way act has been expressly recognized 1 in 
the decision of the Secretary of the Interior. (Sce vols. and 39, 


It is true that the artmental oficials have, by regulations and 
decisions, attempted to this Irrigation right-of-way act of its bene- 
ficial effect by claiming that it is not applicable unless the water is 
used solely for irrigation. However, Congress attempted expressly to 
remedy such a narrowness of construction by the amendatory act which 
it passed on May 11, 1898 (30 Stat. L., 404). That amendatory act 

rovides that rights of way under this irrigation act of 1891—1 quote 
— the act—“ may be used for purposes of a public nature; and said 
rights of way may be used pi eel ac of water transportation, for 
domestic purposes, or for the development of power as subsidiary to the 
of irrigation.” I claim that under these acts this Hydro- 
El € Bos, and other companies which are 5 Mimi ae Ne industries 
of the West, are entitled by plain provisions of law to rights of way in 
such cases as the present one. 

MINING ACT OF 1905. 


However, there is yet another act of Congress which Is aly gone in 
even more posa 1 1308 3 5 present case. refer to 
ue aot ruary 1, (33 Stat. L., 628). Section 4 of that act 
ae —.— ote pianis, aferka Semmens vice 1. — ‘onan 

s, tunn an 
withim and across the forest reserves of the United States, are hereb 
granted to citizens and corporations of the United States for municipal 
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and reduction of 
use, under such rules and 


or mining purposes and for the 
ores during the period of their 
regulations as may be prescribed b 
subject to the laws of the State or 


N located.“ 

hat act describes with exact precision the admitted porox and ob- 
ject of this Hydro-Electrie Co. The testimony shows, and the Government 
admits, that the company’s object is the development of its own mining 
properties, the milling and reduction of its own ores, and the sale of its 
surplus power to other miners and mine owners and operators. By this 
act Congress pay. granted to this epee and to every other com- 
pany and individual in the West similarly situated, a right of way for 
ditches and pipe lines. The object of the act, its scope and purpose, are 
clear and unmistakable. This act was passed by Congress for the bene- 
fit and encouragement of the legitimate industry of mining, milling, 
and ore reduction. The Supreme Court of the United States declared in 
the case of United States v. Verde Copper Co. (196 U. S., 207) that acts 
of this character—I quote from the decision of the court—‘ are not to 
be so construed as to defeat the intent of the legislature or to with- 
hold what is given there expressly or by necessary or fair implication.” 
In this right-of-way act which I have quoted to you there is no possible 
ground for doubt or uncertainty, no hint of ambiguity. And even if 
there were any ambiguity such e shoal be resolyed liberally in 
favor of the industry which Congress intended to encourage, namely, 
that of mining and mineral development. In the statute under con- 
sideration, in the Verde Copper case just referred to, there was some 
ambiguity, but the court said that even “ambiguity should not be 
resolved to take from the industries designated by Congress the license 
given them.” The court said: 

“When an act operates as a general law and manifests clearly the 
intention of Congress to secure public advantage or to subserve the 
public interests and welfare by means of benefits more or less valuable 
offered to individuals or to corporations as an inducement to undertake 
and accomplish great and expensive enterprises or works of a quasi 
public character in or through immense and undeveloped public domain, 
such legislation stands upon a somewhat different footing from 2 pri- 
vate grant and should receive at the hands of the courts a more liberal 
construction in favor of the purpose for which it was enacted.” 

Language more aptly fitting to the present case could not well be 
imagined. The law grants the right of way. This company has ac- 
cepted its terms and actuated by the inducement offered it has under- 
taken and completed in a barren desert region—60 miles from the 
nearest railroad—this enterprise of great local public benefit. 

Nevertheless, in spite of the language of the Supreme Court just 
quoted, the Land Department has, by regulation and decision, attempted 
to defeat this law of Congress of its beneficial effect and to deprive the 
mining industry in the Western States of the legitimate encouragement 
which Congress granted it. In the Northern California Power Co. case 
(37 Land Dec., 80) the Secretary of the Interior Imported into this 
statute restrictions not found in the act and inconsistent with its terms. 

The Secretary held that no right of way could be granted to an 
—— ir me unless such right of way was to be used solely an 
exclusively for the operation of mines and the milling and reduction of 
ores owned by the company itself. In other words, that this Hydro- 
Electric Co., though using the right of way for mining and milling and 
municipal purposes, as prescribed by the act, nevertheless could not 
have the benefit of the act because some of the power was to be utilized 
r other mine owners in the locality. In this way this beneficial act of 

‘on. has, in effect, been gig Soy 104 de mental rule and de- 
cision. ‘The will of Congress has been set aside and overruled in the 
face of the plainest possible language that Co: could use. 

And there is no possible justification for such a judicial quibble as 
this decision represents. At the time this act was passed the Su- 

reme Court and the Department of the Interior had both held under 
he similar right-of-way act for irrigation companies, passed March 3, 
1891, that the ultimate use of the right of way and not any question 
of ownership was the determining factor. The language in the irriga- 
tion right-of-way act is, That the right of way * 2 is hereby 
grant + + + for the purpose of irrigation.” 

In the mining right-of-way act of Arar? 4 
the language is just the same—“ That rig 
hereby granted * * * for municipal or 
the purpose of milling and reduction of ores. 

As showing the scope and effect of the ruling of the Supreme Court 
under the irrigation right-of-way act, — referred to, I quote from the 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior, rendered November 19, 1909, 
in the case of the Sierra Buttes Canal & Water Co. In that decision 
the Secretary of the Interior said: 

“The decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Gutierres v. Aibu- 
querque Land & Irrigation Co. (188 U. S., 545) * * + held in that 
case that in order to be entitled to the benefits of the acts of Congress 

roviding for rights of way over the public domain it was not necessary 
Por the company securing such rights of way to engage in the irriga- 
tion of land or to own the lands intended to be irrigated. 

It was held to be sufficient if the water was sold to others who used 
it for irrigation. 

That is certainly the only reasonable construction of that act, and the 
same application, by every recognized rule of statutory constructio 
must be given to the mining right-of-way act of February 1, 1905. Tha 
act was passed by Congress subsequent to the Supreme Court decision 
on the irrigation act, and in the light of that decision Congress incor- 
porated the same language, The same construction must be given, and 
under that construction the Hydro-Electric Co. is legal owner of the 
es of way and entitled to have its title confirmed by this pending 


And the company’s right under this statute is not dependent upon the 
filing of any map or plat. It has definitely located and designated its 
line actual construction upon the ground. The construction work is 
already completed. The line is legally designated 1 5 and the title 
to the right is vested by operation of law without the filing of any plat 
or map. This was the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Jamestown & Northern R. R. Co. v. Jones, which I have already cited, 
and it is equally applicable to this case. 

EQUITABLE CONSIDERATIONS IN FAVOR OF THIS BILL. 

The legal and equitable considerations to which I have heretofore 

called your attention are such as are applicable generally to the enter- 
rises which are attempting to develop and open up the western public 
omain. It is vitally essential that all such legitimate b tame 

should be fostered an discouraged and obstructed. 

But in this particular instance there are far greater ns of 
equity and justice in favor of the company named in the bill. It is a 
small local corporation, operating against exceptional odds in a barren 
desert region far removed from railroad communication, where every 
item of cost is excessive and where nothing but the hardlest courage 


pornos of millin; 
neficial 


of the Interior and 
ch said reserves are 


the Secreta: 
erritory in w. 


1, 1905, just referred to, 
tot way. ©) AE = ‘are 
mining purposes and for 


” 


encouraged, not 


th of these sites are owned b; 
le. This shoe string of land 


ecessors, owned an open ditch across this 
has done nothing more than to shorten the 


Mr. KAHN. Was this bill reported unanimously’ from the 
Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. RAKER. I have before me the original bill, given to me 
by the clerk of the committee, with his writing on it, as fol- 
lows: “ Unanimously adopted after amendment.” 

a KAHN So that it is the unanimous report of the com- 
ee? 

Mr. RAKER. That is the unanimous report handed to me by 
the clerk of the Committee on Public Lands, and after that I 
made out the report, took it back to the committee, and read 
it—read the report that they were going to file in the House and 
in the committee—and not one living man said a word or made 
objection to it. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
of the gentleman from California to the fact that I stated I 
was opposed to the bill that summer and that I reserved the 
right to oppose it on the floor of the House. 


EXHIBIT A. 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, NINTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, 
NORTHERN DISTRICT-OF CALIFORNIA. 


United States of America, plaintiff, 


v. No. —. 
Hydro-Electrie Co., a corporation, 3 
STIPULATION. 


Whereas the said defendant is desirous of permission to maintain and 
operate, within the limits of the Mono National Forest, during the 
pendency of this cause, the conduit and pipe line mentioned and de- 
scribed the pleadings in this cause and in the proceedings heretofore 
had herein, and has represented and insisted to the plaintif that it 
desires in good faith to use and operate the said conduit and pipe line 
in its business of generating electrical energy, and that refusal of such 
ong mr would entail great and irrepara le in ury and loss to the 

fendant and possibly the destruction of its said business; and 

Whereas the plaintiff is willing to accord such aforesaid ission 

rovided this may be done with due regard to the public rights and 
nterests, and provided further such permission shall be availed of 
ae the defendant in good faith for the preservation of its business as 
aforesaid in the actual operation of its electrical plant during the 
of this cause: 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between the parties that 
the said defendant may until a final decree shall be entered in this 
cause operate and maintain the said conduit as the same now is within 
the national forest, subject to the following terms, conditions, and 
limitations; that is to say: 

1. In case any injury to the said forest or other damage to the 
PARIE shall be occasioned by water breaking, leaking, or flowing from 
he said pipe and conduit or from any dam, reservoir, or conduit 
owned by the defendant or subject to its control, or in case any injury 
to the said forest or damage to the plaintiff through ony other force 
or agency shall be occasioned by the willful action or negligence in any 
respect of the defendant or any of its officers, agents, or employees, or 
any of its present or future contractors, or any of their officers, agents, 
or employees, the amount or amounts of money reasonably required to 
compensate the plaintiff for such damage or injury shall in each such 
case be e ned into, fixed, and determined by the district forester 
having nuper taion over said forest at the time of such examination. 
or by such other official as then shall be exercising the functions of 
district forester in respect of said forest; and the amount or amounts 
so fixed and determined shall be thereupon immediately paid by the 
defendant to the plaintif by payment to such national depository or 
such officer as the Attorney General shall designate to receive the same. 

2. The defendant shall make such disposition of brush and refuse 
on the lands described in the bill of complaint as may be from time to 
time required by the forest officer. 

8. The defendant shall protect all forest service and other telephone 
lines at crossings of and at all places of proximity to the transmission 
line in a standard manner and satisfactory to the forest officers, and 
ee line in such a manner as not to injure stock grazing on 

e fores 

4. The defendant shall do and cause to be done all within its power, 
and that of its employees, contractors, and employees of contractors, both 
independentiy and upon the request of the forest officers, to prevent 
and suppress forest fires. 
5. The defendant shall build and repair roads and trails as required 
by the forest officer, or other duly authorized officer or agent of the 

nited States, whenever pay roads or trails are destroyed or injured by 
the construction work of the defendant or by flooding, and build and 
maintain suitable crossings as required by the forest officer, or other” 
duly authorized officer or agent of the United States, for all roads and 
trails which intersect the said conduit and pipe line on the said de- 
scribed lands. 

6. The defendant shall forthwith execute and file with the United 
States district attorney for the district above named a good and suffi- 
cient bond. to be Approved by the said United States attorney, in the 
sum of $5,000, conditioned upon the faithful compliance by the de- 


pendence, 


1912. 
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fendant with all and singular the terms and provisions of this stipula- 


on. 
7. If by the final decree to be rendered in this cause it shall be 
determined and adjudged as to said conduit and pipe line that the same 


or any material portion thereof was constructed or maintained by the 
defen t without authority of Congress, then and in that event the 
Cefendant shall pay to such Government depositary or officer, as may 
hereafter be designated by the Attorney General, a sum of_money for 
the plaintiff to be computed at the rate of $75 per year from and after 
the Ist day of August, 1910, to and until the e when the defendant 
shall have fully complied with the terms of such final decree. 

8. This stipulation shall not be construed to extend any right, privi- 
lege, or permission whatever to the defendant beyond the time when a 
final decree shall be entered in this cause. 

Upon the execution, filing, and approval of such bond as above pro- 
vided and the noting of the fact by the United States attorney upon 
this stipulation, the complainant's motion for a preliminary injunction 
may be withdrawn and the restraining order now in force may be 
vacated. This provision is subject to the distinct understanding that 
in case of any violation by the defendant of any of the terms hereof 
this stipulation shall, at the election of the plaintiff, be and become 
thenceforth null and of no effect, and the plaintiff shall be at liberty 
ta restore and insist upon said motion for preliminary injunction with- 
out prejudice from or on account of this stipulation or from or on 
account of any action that shall have been taken or thing that shall 
have been done hereunder, but the exercise of such election shall not 
operate to release the defendant or its sureties on said bond from any 

bility which theretofore shall have arisen in favor of the plaintiff. 

Dated at San Francisco, Cal., September —, 1911. 


United States Attorney. 
— —. 


Attorneys for Defendant. 


EXHIBIT B. 
YREKA, CAL., January E, 1912. 
Hon. JoHN E. Raker, 
Member of Congress from California, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Jupce: Inclosed is carbon co of dispatch filed last 
evening, which expresses, I think, a reasonable view upon a very live 
to-day proposition. I was present for qute a good portion of the time 
at the extra session of the legislature in the interest of legislation on 


of the right, not only as to appropriationists but as to riparianists, 
ee as it is by the regulatory powers granted by the public 
utilities bill, which has also become a law, it would seem, in so far at 


control indicated. With best wishes, I am, 


Very truly, yours, JAMES F. FARRAHER. 


EXHIBIT C. 
12. Senate constitutional amendment 47. 
CHAPTER 60. 


A resolution proposing to the people of the State of California an 
amendment to section 23 of article 12 of the constitution of the 
Rtate of California, to confer upon the railroad commission pe 
and jurisdiction to regulate and control the business of furnishing 
bank commodities and performing certain services to or for the 
public, 


The Legislature of the State of California at its regular session, com- 
mencing on the 2d day of January, 1911, two-thirds of all the members 
elected to each of the two houses of said legislature voting in favor 
thereof, hereby proposes to the people of the State of California that 
section 23 of article 12 of the constitution of the State of California 
be amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 23. Every private corporation and every individual or asso- 
ciation of individuals owning, operating, managing, or controlling any 
commercial railroad, interurban railroad, street railroad, canal, pipe 
line, plan, or equipment, or any part of such railroad, canal, pipe line, 
plant, or equipment within this State, for the transportation or con- 
veyance of passengers or express matter, or freight of any kind, in- 
eluding crude oil, or for the transmission of telephone or telegraph 
messages, or for the production, generation, transmission, delivery, or 
furnishing of heat, Ugh water, or power, or for the furnishing of 
storage or wharfage facilities, either directly or indirectly, to or for 
the public, and every common carrier is hereby declared to be a public 
utility subject to such control and regulation by the railroad commis- 
sion, as may be poran by the legislature, and every class of private 
corporations, individuals, or a ations of individuals he er de- 
clared by the legislature to be public utilities shall likewise be subject 
to such control and regulation. The railroad commission shall have 
and exercise such wer and jurisdiction to supervise and regulate 
public utilities in the State of California and to fix the rates to be 
charged for commodities furnished or services rendered by public utili- 
ties as shall be conferred upon it by the legislature, and the right of 
the legislature to confer powers upon the railroad commission respect- 
ing public utilities is hereby declared to be plenary and to be unlimited 
by any provision of this constitution. 

“From and after the passage by the legislature of laws conferring 
powers upon the railroad commission respecting public utilities all 
powers respecting such public utilities vested in boards of supervisors 
or municipal councils, or other governing bodies of the several coun- 
ties, cities and counties, cities and towns in this State, or in any com- 
mission created by law and existing at the time of the passage of such 
laws, shall cease so far as such powers shall conflict with the powers 
so conferred upon the railroad commission: Provided, however, That 
this section shall not affect such powers of control over any public 


utility vested in any city and county or incorporated city or town as, 
at an election to be held pursuant to laws to be pa: hereafter by 
the l lature, a majority of the A gees electors voting thereon of 
such city and county or incorporated city or town shall vote to retain, 
and until such election such powers shall continue unimpaired; but 
if the vote so taken shall not favor the continuation of such powers 
they shall thereafter vest in the railroad commission as provided by 
law: And provided further, That where any such city and county or 
incorporated city or town shall have elected to continue any powers 
respecting public utilities it may, by vote of a majority of its qualified 
electors rea J thereon, thereafter surrender such powers to the rail- 
road commission in the manner to be prescribed by the legislature; or 
if such municipal corporation shall have surrendered any powers to 
the railroad commission it may, by like vote, thereafter reinvest itself 
with such power. Nothing in this section shall be construed as a limi- 
tation upon any power conferred upon the railroad commission by any 
1 of this constitution now existing or adopted concurrently 
erewith.” 

Section 23 of article 12, proposed to be amended as above, now reads 
as follows: 

“Sec. 23. Until the legislature shall district the State the followin 
shall be the railroad districts: The first district shall be Scope 0 
the counties of Mme Amador, Butte, Calaveras, Colusa, Del Norte, 
Eldorado, Humboldt, Lake, Lassen, Mendocino, Modoc, Napa, Nevada, 
Placer, Plumas, Sacramento, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou, Solano, Sonoma, 
Sutter, Tehama, Trinity, Yolo, and Yuba, from which one railroad 
commissioner shall be elected. The second district shall be composed 
of the counties of Marin, San Francisco, and San Mateo, from which 
one railroad commissioner shall be elected. ‘The third district shall 
be com of the counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Fresno, Inyo, 
Kern, Los Angeles, 5 Merced, Mono, Monterey, San Benito, San 
Bernardino, San Diego, San Joaquin, San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, 
Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Stanislaus, Tulare, Tuolumne, and Ventura, 
from which one railroad commissioner shall be elected.” 


EXHIBIT D. 
California Statutes 1911-1912—Public utilities act. 
CHAPTER 14. 

An act to provide for the organization of the railroad commission, to 
define its powers and duties and the rights, remedies, powers, and 
duties of public utilities, their officers, define its powers and duties 
and the rights, remedies, of patrons of Pagers utilities, and to provide 


penalties for offenses by public utilities, their officers, agents, and 
employees, and by other persons and corporations, creating the 
“railroad commission fund” and appropriating the moneys therein 


to carry out the provisions of this act, and repealing the railroad 
commission act, approved February 10, 1911, and also re g an 
act entitled “An act to amend the railroad-commission act by amend- 
ing section 15 thereof relating to powers and duties of the railroad 
commission of the State of California, and to amend section 37 
thereof relating to free and reduced-rate transportation for freight 
and panengen approved April 6, 1911, and all acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act. . 
[Approved December 23, 1911.] 


the State of California do enact as follows: 

Section 1. This act shall be known as the “ Public Utilities Act” 
and shall apply to the public utilities and public services herein de- 

bed and to the commission herein referred to. 

Sec. 2. (a) The term “ commission,” when used in this act, means 
the railroad commission of the State of California. 

(b) The term “ commissioner,” when used in this act, means one of 
the members of the commission. 

(c) The term “corporation,” when used in this act, includes a cor- 
poration, a company, an association, and a joint-stock association. 

(d) The term “ person,” when in this act, includes an individual, 
a firm, and a copartnership. 

(e) The term “transportation of persons,” when used in this act, 
includes every service in connection with or incidental to the safety, 
comfort, or convenience of the person transported and the receipt, 
carriage, and delivery of such person and his baggage. 

(f) The term “ transportation of property,” when used in this act, 
includes every service in connection with or incidental to the transporta- 
tion of property, including in particular its receipt, delivery, elevation, 
transfer, switching. carriage, ventilation, refrigeration, icing, dunnage, 
storage apd handilin „ and the transmission of credit by express 
corporations. 

g) The term “street railroad,” when used in this act, includes 
every railway, and each and every branch or extension thereof, by 
whatsoever power operated, being mainly upon, along, above, or below 
any street, avenue, road, highway, bridge, or public place within any 
city and county, or city or town, together with all real estate, fixtures 
and personal property of every kind used in connection therewith, 
owned, controlled, operated, or managed for public use in the transpor- 
tation of poraonz or property; but the term “street railroad,” when 
used in this act, shall not include a railway constituting or used as a 
part of a commercial or interurban railway. 

(h) The term “street railroad corporation,” when used in this act, 
includes every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, 
or trustees appointed by any court whatsoever, owning, controlling, 
operating, or managing any street railroad for compensation within this 


te. 

(i) The term “railroad,” when used in this act, includes every com- 
mercial, interurban, and other railway other than a street railroad, 
and each and every branch or extension thereof, by whatsoever power 
operated, together with all tracks, bridges, trestles, rights of way, 
subways, tunnels, stations, depots, union depots, ferries, yards, grounds, 
terminals, terminal facilities, structures, and equipment, and all other 
real estate, fixtures, and personal property of every kind used in con- 
nection therewith, owned, controlled, operated, or managed for public 
use in the transportation of persons or property. 

(j) The term “railroad corporation,” when used in this act, includes 
every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trus- 
tees appointed by any court whatsoever, owning. controlling, operating, 
or es eed any railroad for compensation within this State. 

(k) The term “ express corporation,” when used in this act, includes 
every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees 
appointed by any court whatsoever, engaged in or transacting the busi- 
ness of transporting any freight, merchandise, or other property for 
compensation on the line of any common carrier or stage or auto stage 
line within this State. 
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(1) The term “common carrier,” when used in this act, includes 
every railroad corporation; street-railroad corporation; express cor- 
ration; dispatch, 8 ear, dining car, drawing-room ear, freight, 
ight line, refrigerator, oil, stock, fruit, car loaning, car renting, car 
loading, and eyery other car se sere or toi gg he woe lessees, trus- 
tees, receivers, or trustees appoin tsoever, operating 


their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees 

whatsoever, owning, controlling, op g. 

ged in the transportation of persons or igs se for com- 
seas, over 


Big: line,” when used in this act, includes all real 
estate, fixtures, a personal property owned, controlled, operated, or 
managed in connection with or to facilitate the transmission, sto 
distribution, or delivery of crude oil or other fluid substances excep 
water through pipe lines. 

(n) The term “ pipe-line corporation,” when used in this get, in- 
cludes every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or 
trustees appointed by any court whatsoever, owning. controlling, oper- 
ating, or managing apy pipe line for compensation within this State. 

(% The terms gas plant,” when used in this act, includes all real 
estate, fixtures, and personal property owned, controlled, operated, or 
managed in connection with or to facilitate the production, generation, 
transmission, delivery, or furnishing of gas (natural or manufactured) 
for light heat, or power. 


(p) The term “gas corporation,” when used in this act, includes 
every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees 
appointed br any court whatsoever, owning, controlling, operating, or 


managing any gas plant for compensation within this State, except 
where gas is made or produced on and distributed by the maker or 
producer through private property alone solely for his own use or the 
use of his tenants and not for sale to others. 

(q) The term “electric plant,” when used in this act, Includes all 
real estate, fixtures, and personal property owned, controlled, operated, 
or managed in connection with or to facilitate the production, gener- 
ation, transmission, delivery, or f of electricity for light, heat, 
or power, and all conduits, duets, or ether devices, materials, appa- 
ratus, or property for containing, holding, oF ering conductors used 
or to be used for the transmission of el city for light, heat, or 


wer. 

44 5 The term electrical corporation.“ when used in this act, in- 
cludes every corporation or person, their lessees, , receivers, or 
trustees appointed by any court whatsoever, owning, controlling, 1 5 
ating, or 1 — any electric plant for compensation within this 
Stute, except where electricity is generated on or distributed by the 
producer through private prope alone solely for his own use or the 
use of his tenants and not for sale to others. 


personal p 
in eonnection with or to 


operated, or ma cilitate communication 
by telephone, w r such communication is had with or without the 
f — 


use o n wires. 

() The term telephone corporation,” -when used in this act, in- 
eludes every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or 
trustees appointed by any court whatsoever, owning, 8 er 
aung, or managing any telephone line for compensation within 

ate, 


(u) The term “telegraph line,” when used in this act, includes all 
conduits, ducts, poles, wires, cables, instruments, and appliances, and 
all other real estate, fixtures, and personal rty owned, controlled, 
operated, or managed in connection with or to facilitate eommunication 
by 979 ph, bbe her such communication is had with or without the 
use o 


sonal property 

with or to facilitate the diversion, development, storage, supply, distri- 
bution, sale, furnishing, carriage, apportionment, or measurement of 
water for -power, irrigation, reclamation, or manufacturing, or for 
municipal, domestic, or other beneficial use. 

(x) The term water corporation,” when used in this act, includes 
every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees 
appointed by any court whatsoever, owning, controlling, operating, or 
managing any water system for shew sree se within this State. 

(y) The term “ vessel,” when im this act, includes every species 
of water craft, by whatsoever power operated, which is owned, con- 
trolled, operated, or managed ter public use in the transportation of 
persons or pro i 

(z) The ene Poharfinger.” when used in this act, includes” every 
corporation or person. their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees ap- 
pointed by any court whatsoever, owning, controlling. operating, or 
managing any dock, wharf, or structure used by vessels im eonnection 
with or to facilitate the recet = discharge of freight er passengers 
e. 


every corporation or person, their lessees, trustees, receivers, or trustees 
appointed by any court whatsoever, owning, controlling, 3 
s y 


or tbe loa 
structure owned, operated, controlled, or managed by a wharfinger. 
Poublic utility.“ when used in this includes every 


appointed by the 
2 edles of eadh commissioner. Seer ter shall be Si exce 
of ce o com mer. thereafter 
that of the commissioners first appointed after the expiration po peer 
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term one shall be appointed to hold office until the Ist da 

aye two until the Ist day of January, 1919, and two un 

of January, —.— The commissioners shall 
co n. 


of January, 
the Ist day 
elect one of their number 


during the pleasure of the commission. It shall be 
dat, to represent and a 
of e commission in 


C. 5. The commission shall appoint a secretary, who shall hold 
office during its pleasure, It shall the duty of the secretary to kee 
a full and true record of all proceedings of the commission, to Issue 
necessary process, writs, warrants, and notices. and to perform such 
other duties as the commission may prescribe. The commission may ap- 
int an assistant secretary, who shall have all the powers conferred 
y law upon peace officers to carry weapons, make arrests, and serve 
8 ahd other process in any county or city and county of this 
ate. 

Src, 6. The commission shall have power to employ, during its pleas- 
ure, such officers, experts, engineers, statisticians, accountants, inspec- 
tors, clerks, and employees as it may deem necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this act or to perform the duties and exercise the powers 
conferred by law upon the commission. 

Src. 7. Bach commissioner and each person appointed to a civil ex- 
ecutive office by the commission shall, before entering upon the duties 
of his office, take and subscribe the constitutional oath of office. Each 
commissioner shall be a qualified elector of this State, and no person 
in the vat eg of or holding any official relation to any corporation or 

which said corporation or person is subject in whole or in part 

o regulation by the commission, and no person owning stocks or bonds 
of any such ration or who is in any manner pecuniarily interested 
th shall be appointed to or hold the office of commissioner or be 
appointed or employed by the commission: Provided, That if any 
such ponos shall become the owner of such stocks or bonds or become 
panen interested in such corporation otherwise than voluntarily 
shall within a reasonable time divest himself of such ownership or 
interest; failing to do so, his office or employment shall become vacant. 

Sec. 8. (a) The office of the commission shall be in the city and 
county of Francisco. The office shall always be open, 1 holi- 
days and nonjudielal days excepted. The commission shall hold its 
sessions at least once in each calendar month in said city and county of 
San Francisco, and may also meet at such other times and in such 
other places as may be e ent and necessary for the proper perform- 
ance of its duties. For the purpose of holding sessions in places other 
than the city and county of San Franciseo, the commission shall have 
power to rent quarters or offices, and the expense thereof and in connec- 
tion therewith shall be paid in the same manner as other expenses au- 
thorized by this act. e sessions of the commission shall be public. 

(by) The commission shall have a seal, bearing the following inscrip- 
tion: Railroad Commission, State of California.” The seal shall be 
affixed to all writs and authentications of copies of records and to such 
other instruments as the commission shall direct. All courts shall take 
judicial notice of said seal 

(c) The commission is authorized to procure all necessary books, 
maps, charts, stationery, instruments, office furniture, apparatus, and 
appliances, and the same shall be paid for in the same manner as other 
expenses authorized by this act. 

Sec. 9. A majority of the commissioners shall constitute a quorum for 
the transaction of any business, for the performance of any duty, or for 
the exercise of any power of the priet arkay No vacancy in tħe com- 
mission shall impair the right of the remaining commissioners to exer- 
cise all the powers of the commission. The act of a majority of the 
eommissioners when in session as a board shall be deemed to be the act 
ef the commission; but any investigation, inquiry, or hearing which the 
com ion has power to undertake or to hold may be undertaken or 
held by or before any commissioner designated for the purpose by the 
commission, and every fi g, order, or m made by a commis- 
sioner so designated pursuant to such investigation, inquiry, or hearing, 
when approved and confirmed by the commission and ordered filed in 
its office, shall be and be deemed to be the finding, order, or decision 
of the commission. 

Spee. 10. (a) The annual salary of each commissioner shall be six 
thousand ($6,000) dollars. All officers, experts, engineers, statisticians 
accountants, s, clerks, and employees of the commission shal 
receive such Lary nesouesppe as may be fixed by the commission. The 
commissioners, attorney, secretary, rate expert, and assistant secretary 
shall be civil executive are and their salaries, as fixed by law or 
the commission, shall be im the same manner as are the salaries 
of other State officers. The salary or compensation of every other per- 
son holding office er employment under the commission shall be paid 
monthly from the funds appropriated for the use of commission, 
after being approved by the commission, upon claims therefor to be 
audited by the beard of control. 

b) All e ses incurred by the commission pursuant to the pro- 
ions of this act, ineluding the actual and n trave and 
ether e ses and disbursements of the commissioners, their officers, 
and employees, incurred while on business of the commission, shall be 
id from the funds appropriated for the use of the commission, after 
eing approved by the commission, upon claims therefor to be audited 
by the board of control. 

Sec. 11. The commissioners and the officers and employees of the com- 
mission shall, when in the performance of their official duties, have the 

t to pass, free of charge, on all railroads, cars, vessels, and other 
vehicles of every common carrier, as said term is defined in this act, 
subject in whole or in 85 to control or regulation by the commi: 
between points within this State, and such persons shall not be deni 
the right to travel upon any ear, vessel, or other vehicle of 
such common carrier, whether such railroad, car, vessel, or other vehi- 
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cle be used for the transportation of passengers or freight, and regard- 
less of its class. 

Sec. 12. The commission shall make and submit to the governor on 
or before the first day of December of each year subsequent to the year 
1912 a report containing a full and complete account of its transactions 
and proceedings for the preceding fiscal year, together with such other 
facts, suggestions, and recommendations as it may deem of value to 
the peop e of the State. 

Sec. 13. (a) All charges made, demanded, or received by any public 
utility, or by any two or more public utilities, for any product or com- 
modity furnished or to be furnished or any service rendered or to be 
rendered shall be just and reasonable. Evert unjust or unreasonable 
charge made, demanded, or received for such product or commodity 
or service is hereby prohibited and declared unlawful. 

(b) Every public utility shall furnish, provide, and maintain such 
service, instrumentalities, 9 and facilities as shall promote 
the safety, health, comfort, and convenience of its patrons, employees, 
and the public and as shall be in all respects adequate, efficient, just, 
and reasonable. 3 

(c) All rules and regulations made by a poi utility affecting or 
8 to its charges or service to the public shall be just and rea- 
sonable. = 

SEC. 14. (a) Every common carrier shall file with the commission and 
shall print and keep open to the public inspection schedules showing the 
rates, fares, charges, and classifications for the transportation between 
termini within this State of persons and property from each point upon 
its route to all other points thereon; and from each pon: upon its 
route to all points upon every other route leased, operated, or controlled 
by it; and from each point on its route or upon any route | „ oper- 
ated, or controlled by it to all points upon the route of any other com- 
mon carrier, whenever a through route and a joint rate shall have been 


established or ordered between any two such points. If no joint rate 
over a through route has been established, the schedules of the several 
earriers in such through route shall show the separately established 


rates, fares, charges, and classifications applicable to the through trans- 
portation. The schedules printed as aforesaid shall aca state the 
places between which property and persons will be carried and shall 
also contain the classification of passengers or property in force, and 
shall also state corres all terminal charges, storage charges, icing 
charges, and all other charges which the commission may nee to be 
stated, all privileges or facilities granted or allowed, and all rules or 
regulations which may in any wise change, affect, or determine any part 
or the aggregate of such rates, fares, charges, and classifications or the 
value of the service rendered to the passenger, shipper, or consignee. 
Subject to such rules and regulations as the commission may prescribe, 
such schedules shall be plainly printed in large type, and a copy thereof 
shall be kept by every such carrier 9 accessible to and for inspec- 
tion by the public in every station or office of such carrier where pas- 
sengers or property are respectively received for transportation, when 
such station or office is in charge of an agent, and in every station or 
office of such carrier where passenger tickets or tickets for sleeping, 
parlor car, or other train accommodations are sold or bills of lading or 
waybills or receipts for een are issued. Any or all 
ules kept as aforesaid shall be immediately produced b 
for inspection unon the demand of any person. A notice printed in 
bold type and stating that such schedules are on file with the agent and 
open to inspection by any person, and that the agent will assist any 
person to determine from such schedules any rates, fares, rules, or 
regulations in force, shall be kept posted by the carrier in two public 
and conspicuous places in every such station or office. The form of 
every such schedule shall be prescribed 5 the commission and shall 
conform in the case of common carriers subject to the act of Con 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
and the acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, as nearly 
as may be to the form of schedules prescribed by the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission under said act. 

(b) Under such rules and regulations as the commission may pre- 
scribe, every public utility other than a common carrier shall file 
with the commission within such time and in such form as the com- 
mission may 3 and shall print and keep open to public inspec- 
tion schedules showing all rates, tolls, rentals, cha „ and classi- 
fications collected or enforced, or to be collected or enforced, together 
with all rules, regulations, contracts, privileges, and facilities which 
in any manner affect or relate to rates, tolls, rentals, classifications, 
or service The rates, tolls, rentals, and cha shown on such 
schedules when filed by a public utility as to which the commission by 
this act acquires the power to fix any rates, tolls, rentals, or charges 
shall not, within any portion of the- territory as to which the commis- 
sion acquires as to such publie utility suc N exceed the rates, 
tolls, rentals, or charges in effect on the 10th day of October, 1911. 
The rates, tolls, rentals, and charges shown on such schedules, when 
filed by any public utility as to any territory as to which the commis- 
sion does not by this act acquire as to such poue utility such power, 
shall not exc the rates, tolls, rentals, and charges in effect at the 
time the commission acquires as to such territory and as to such pub- 
lic utility the power to fix rates, tolls, rentals, or charges.. Nothing in 
this section contained shall prevent the commission from a; proving or 
fixing rates, tolls, rentals, or charges from time to time in excess of 
or less than those shown by said schedules. 

(c) The commission shall have porer from time to time, in its 
discretion, to determine and preseribe by order such changes in the 
form of the schedules refer to in this section as it may find ex- 
pedient, and to modify the requirements of any of its orders, rules, or 
regulations in respect to any matter in this section referred to. 

Sec. 15. Unless the commission otherwise orders, no change shall be 
made by any public utility in any rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, or 
classification, or in any rule, regulation, or contract relating to or 
affecting any rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, classification, or service, 
or in any privilege or facility, except after 30 days’ notice to the com- 
mission and to the public as herein provided. Such notice shall be 
given by filing with the commission and keeping open for public in- 
spection new schedules 2e painy the change or chan to be 
made in the schedule or schedules then in force and the when 
the change or changes will go into effect. The commission, for good 
cause shown, way allow changes without requiring the 30 days’ notice 
herein provided for by an order specifying the changes so to be made 
and the time when they shall take effect and the manner in which they 
shall be filed and published. When any change is proposed in any rate, 
fare, toll, rental, charge, or classification, or in any form of contract 
or agreement, or in any rule, regulation, or contract relating to or 
affecting any rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, classification, or service, 
or in any 8 or facility, attention shall be directed to such 
change on the schedule filed with the commission by some character 


2 De e e by the commission immediately preceding or following 
e item. 

Sec. 16, The names of the several public utilities which are parties 
to 1 joint tariff, rate, fare, toll, contract, classification, or charge 
shall be specified in the schedule or schedules showing the same. Unless 
otherwise ordered oF the commission, a schedule showing such joint 
tariff, rate, fare, toll, contract, classification, or charge need be filed 
with the commission by only one of the parties to it: Provided, That 
there is also filed with the commission in such form as the commission 
may require a concurrence in such joint tariff, rate, fare, toll, contract, 
classification, or charge by each of the other parties thereto. 

Sec. 17. (a) 1. No common carrier subject to the provisions of this 
act shall engage or participate in the rtation of persons or 

roperiy between points within this State until its schedules of rates, 
ares, charges, and classifications shall have been filed and published in 
accordance with the provisions of this act. 

2. No common carrier shall ge, demand, collect, or receive a, 
greater or less or different compensation for the transportation of per- 
sons or property, or for any service in connection therewith, than the 
rates, fares, and charges applicable to such transportation as specified 
in its schedules filed and in effect at the time; nor shall any such 
carrier refund or remit in any manner or by any device any portion of 
the rates, fares, or charges so ified, except upon order of the com- 
mission as hereinafter provided, nor extend to any corporation or 
person any privilege or facility in the transportation of passengers or 
property except such as are regularly and uniformly extended to all 
corporations and persons. 

. No common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall, 
directly or indirectly, issue, give, or tender any free ticket, free pass, 
or free or reduced-rate rtation for passengers between points 
within this State, except to its officers, agents, employees, attorneys, 
physicians, and surgeons, and members of their families; to ministers 
of religion, traveling secretaries cf railroad men’s religious associations, 
or executive officers, organizers, or agents of railroad employees’ mutua. 
benefit associations giving the greater portion of their time to the work 
of any such association; inmates of hospitals or charitable or elee- 
mosynary institutions, and persons exclusively engaged in charitable or 
eleemosynary work, and persons and property engaged or employed in 
educational work or scientific research when permitted by the commission ; 
to the executive officers of mercantile or promotion boards or bodies 
within this State when traveling in the performance of duties affecting 
the advancement of the business of such boards or bodies, or the 
development of trade or industry within or without this State, when 
authorized by the commission; to hotel employees of season resort 
hotels, when authorized by the commission; to indigent, destitute, and 
homeless persons and to such persons when transported by charitable 
societies or hospitals, and the necessary agents employed in such trans- 
portation ; to inmates of the national homes or State homes for disabled 
volunteer soldiers and of soldiers’ and sailors’ homes, including those 
about to enter and those returning home after discharge; to necessary 
caretakers, going and returning, of live stock, poultry, milk, fruit, and 
other freight, under uniform and nondiscriminatory regulations ; to 
employees of sleeping-car corporations, express corporations, and tele- 
graph and telephone corporations; to Railway Mail Seryice employees, 

nited States internal- revenue officers, post-office inspectors, customs 
officers and inspectors, and immigration inspectors when traveling in 
the course of their official duty; to newsboys on trains, baggage agents, 
witnesses attending any legal investigation in which the carrier is 
interested, persons injured in accidents or wrecks and physicians and 
nurses attending such persons: Provided, That the term employees“ 
as used in this section shall include furloughed, 8 and super- 
annuated aes Settee ersons who have become disabled or infirm in 
the service of any such carrier, ex-employees traveling for the purpose 
of entering the service of any such carrier, and the remains of persons 
dying while in the employment of any such carrier; and the term 
“families” as used in this section shall include the families of those 
persons heretofore named in this 2 the families of persons killed, 
and the widows during widowhood and minor children during minority 
of persons who died while in the service of any such carrier: And 
provided further, That no free ticket, free pass, or free or reduced-rate 
transportation shall be issued, given, or tendered to any officer, agent, 
or employee of a common carrier, who is at the same time a shipper or 
receiver of freight, or an officer, agent, or employee of a shipper or 
receiver of freight, unless such officer, agent, or employee devotes sub- 
stantially his entire time to the service of such carrier: And provided 
further, That the members of the railroad commission, their officers 
and employees, sball be entitled, when in the performance of their 
official duties, to free transportation oyer the lines of all common car- 
riers within this State: And provided further, That passenger trans- 
portation may issue to the prop-ietors and employees of newspapers 
and magazines and the members of their immediate families, in ex- 
change for advertising 1 1 5 in such newspapers or magazines at full 
rates, subject, however, to such reasonable restrictions as the commis- 
sion may impose. 

Nothing in this act contained shall be construed to prohibit the 
issue by express corporations of free or reduced-rate transportation for 
express matter to their officers, ents, employees, attorneys, phy- 
sicians, and surgeons, and members of their families, or the interchange 
of free or reduced-rate 5 for passengers or express matter 
between common carriers, eir officers, agents, employees, attorneys, 

hysicians, and surgeons, and members of their families: Provided, 
That such express matter be for the personal use of the person to or 
for whom su or reduced-rate transportation is granted, or of his 
family; nor to prohibit the issue of passes or franks by telegraph or 
telephone corporations to their officers, agente, employees, attorneys, 
physicians, and surgeons, and members of their families, or the ex- 
change of passes or f between such telegraph and telephone 
corporations or between such corporations and such common carriers, 
for their officers, agents, employees, attorneys, physicians, and surgeons, 
and members of their families; nor to prevent the carrying out of 
contracts for free or reduced-rate passenger transportation heretofore 
made, founded upon adequate consideration and lawful when made; 
nor to prevent a common carrier from transporting, storing, or handling 
free or at reduced rates the household goods and personal effects of its 
employees, or persons entering or leaving the service, and of persons 
killed or dying while in its service. 

4. Every common carrier S 5 to the provisions of this act may 
transport, free or at reduced rates, persons or property for the United 
States, State, county or municipal governments, or for charitable pur- 
poses, or to provide relief in cases of general epidemic, pestilence, or 
other calamitous visitation, and property to or from fairs or expositions 
for exhibit thereat; also contractors and their employees, material or 
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Maron 6, 


lies for use or en in carrying out their contracts with said 
8 for construction, operation, or maintenance work or work inci- 
e 


dental thereto on the line o issuing carrier, to the extent only that 
such free or reduced-rate transportation is provided for in the . 7 
tions upon which the contract is based and in the contract itself. 


compensation for an roduct or commodity furnished or to be fur- 
— sa rende red. 


nished, or for of 

tolls, rentals, an: 1 i applicable to such product or commodity or 
service as specified in schedules on file and effect at the time, nor 
shall any such public utility refund or remit, directly or indirectly, in 
any manner or by any device, any portion of the rates, tolis, rentals, 
and charges so specified, nor extend to any corporation or person any 
form of contract or agreement or any rule or regulation or any facilit 

or privilege except such as are regularly and uniformly extended to a 

corporations ad persons: Provi 

or order establish such exceptions from the operation of this bra 


ever a thro shall have been est: 
ang two points, 
sc. 19. No public utility shall, as to rates, charges, service, facili- 


ties, or in any other make or grant any preference or adyantage 
to any corporation or 8 or ee any corporation or person to any 
praja ice or disadvantage. No lic utility shall establish or main- 


any unreasonable difference as to rates, es, service, facilities, 
or in par other , either as between ties or as between 
classes of service. e commission shall have the power to determine 


any question of fact arising under this section. 

ec, 20. Nothing in this act shall be taken to prohibit any public 
utility from itself profiting, to the extent permitted the commission, 
it may make, 
disposing o 


econo: 
pully making the same such portion, if any, of the profits thereof as 


or n en in the production, generation, transmission, or fur- 
N of heat, ligh nt 


service, from establishing a sliding scale of 
schedule showing such scale of charges shall 
the commission and such schedule and each rate set out therein ap- 
proved it. Nothing in this act shall be taken to prohibit any such 
corpora’ or person from enter into an arrangement for a fixed 
period for the automatic adjustment of charges for heat, light, water, 
or pows or telegraph or telephone service, in relation to the dividends 
to paid to stockholders of such corporation, or the profit to be real- 
ized by such person: Provided, That a schedule show the scale of 
charges under such arra: t shall first have been filed with the com- 
mission and such sched and each rate set out therein approved by 
it. Noth in this section shall prevent the commission from revoking 
its appro at any time and fixing ether rates and charges for the 
product or commo or service, as authorized by this act. 

Sec. 22. ve Reg common carrier shall afford all reasonable, proper, 
and equal facilities for the prompt and efficient interchange and transfer 
of passengers, tonnage, and cars, loaded or empty, between the lines 
owned, operated, controlled, or leased by it and the lines of every other 
common carrier, and shall make such interchange and transfer promptly 
without discrimination between shippers, passengers, or carriers either 
as to compensation charged, serv! rendered, or facilities afforded. 
Every railroad corporation shall receive from every other railroad cor- 

ration at af nt of connection freight cars of pr standard and 

proper condition, and shall haul the same either to destination, if 
the destination be upon a line owned, ted, or controlled more 
railroad corporation, or to point of er according to route billed, if 
the destination be upon the line of some other railroad corporation. 

Nothing in this section contained shall be construed as in any wise 
limiting or modifying the duty of a common carrier to establish joint 
rates, fares, and charges for the transportation of passengers and prop- 
erty over the lines owned, operated, controlled, or sed by it and the 
lines of other common carriers, nor as in any manner limiting or modi- 
fying the power of the commission to require the establishment of such 
Jot) Ever 1 d tel h ti ti 

very te one corporation an egraph corporation operating 
in this State shall receive, transmit, and deliver, without discrimination 
or delay, the conversations and messages of every other telephone or 
2 corporation with whose line a physical connection may have 

m made, 

Sec. 23. (a) No common carrier, or any officer or agent thereof, or 
— 1 person ac Ron or mov geben bi Be shall, by means of known false 
billing, classification, weight, weighing, or report of weight, or by any 
other device or means assist, suffer, or permit any corporation or person 
to obtain transportation for any person or pro between points 
within this State at less than the rates and fares then established and 
in force as — by the 5 2 in efect at the time. we 
person, corporation, or any officer, agent, or employee of a corporation 
shall, by — of false uling, false or . classification, false 
welght or welghing, mand gered vaca ey to ene 7 8 a 
a package, or false report or s ent of weight, or any other de- 
mn or means, whether with or without the consent or 3 ofa 
common carrier or any of its officers, agents, or employees, seck to ob- 
tain or obtain such transportation for such prope at less than the 
rates then established and in force therefor, 

(b) No person or cor tion, or any officer, t, or employee of a 
corporation, shall knowingly, directly or indirectly, by any Palas state- 
ment or re ntation as to cost or value, or the nature or extent of an 
injury, or by the use of any false billing, bill of lad receipt, voucher, 
roll, account, claim, certificate, afidavit, or deposition, or upon any 
false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or entry, obtain or attempt to 


obtain any allowance, rebate, or payment for damage, in connection with 
or growing out of the transportation of persons or mper, or an 
ment to transport such persons or property, whether th or without 
the consent or connivance of a common carrier or any of its i 
agents, or aapoy nor shall any common carrier, or any officer, 
agent, or oyee thereof, knowingly pay or offer to pay any such 
owance, rebate, or claim for 3 
Sec. 24. (a) No common carrier subject to the provisions of this act 
charge or ve any greater compensation in the a; te for 
the transportation of ms or of a like kind of property for a shorter 
than for a longer over the same line or route in the same di- 
rection, within this State, the shorter being included within the longer 
distance, or harga any greater compensation as a through rate than 
the aggregate of the intermediate rates, but this shall not be construed 
as authorizing any such common carrier to charge or receive as great a 
compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance or haul. Upon ap- 


plication to the commission such common carrier may, in special cases, 


after jo onlay garan be authorized by the commission to charge less for a 
longer than for a shorter distance for the transportation o: rsons or 
p ty, and the commission may from time to time prescr' the ex- 
ent to which such carrier may be relieved from the operation and re- 
quirements of this section, 

(b) No telephone or telegraph corporation subject to the provisions 
of this act shall charge or receive any greater compensation the ag- 
gregate for the transmission of any long-distance message or conversa- 

n for a shorter than for a longer distance over the same line or route 
in the same direction within this State, the shorter being included with- 
in the longer distance, or charge any greater com: tion for a 
through service than the agerega e of the intermediate rates or tolls 
pcr to the provisions of this act, but this shall not be construed as 
authorizing any such telephone or telegraph corporation to charge and 
receive as great a compensation for a shorter as for a longer distance. 
Upon application to the commission a telephone or telegraph corporation 
may, in special cases, after investigation be author by the commis- 
sion to charge less for a longer than for a shorter distance service for 
the transmission of or conversations, and the commission may 
from time to time preseribe the extent to which such telephone or tele- 
graph corporation may be relieved from the operation requirements 
One 2. (a) E ilroad atio thi licati: f 

Ec. 25. (a) Every ra corporation, upon the application of any 
corporation or person, being a shipper or receiver or contemplated ship- 
per or receiver of freight, for a connection between the railroad of such 
railroad corporation and any existing or contemplated private track, 
tracks, or railroad of such corporation or person, shall make such con- 
nection and provide such switches and tracks as may be deer A. 
that purpose and deliver and receive cars thereover: Provided, That 
such connection is reasonably practicable and can be installed and used 
without materially increasing the hazard of the operation of the rail- 
road with which such connection is sought, and that the business which 
may reasonably be expected to be received by such railroad corporation 
over such connection is sufficient to justify the expense of such con- 
nection to such railroad corporation. 

(b) Under the conditions specified in the proviso in subsection (a) 
hereof, every railroad co a , upon the application of any corpora- 
tion or person, being a shipper or receiver or contemplated shipper or 
receiver of freight, shall construct upon its right o ery a spur or 
spurs for the purpose of receiving and delivering freight thereby, and 

receive and deliver freight A 

Bec. 26. No foreign corporation other than those which by a conrpfi- 
ance with the laws of this State are entitled to transact a public-utility 
business within this State shall henceforth transact within this State 
any public-utility business, nor shall any foreign corporation which is 
at present lawfully transacting business within this State henceforth 
transact within this State any public-utility business of a character dif- 
ferent from that which it is at present authorized by its charter or ar- 
ticles of incorporation to transact, nor shall any license, permit, or 
franchise to own, control, operate or 1 any public- utility business, 
or any part or incident thereof, be henceforth granted or transferred, 
directly or indirectly, to any foreign corporation which is not at pres- 
ent lawfull transacti within this State a public-utility business of 
like chavacter: Provided, That foreign corporations engaging in com- 
merce with for nations or commerce among the several States of 
this Union may transact within this State such ecommerce and intra- 
state commerce of a like character. 

Sec. 27. No street or interurban railroad corporation shall charge, 
demand, collect, or receive more than 5 cents for one continuous ride in 
the same general direction within the corporate limits of any city and 
county, or city or town, except upon a showing before the com: jon 
that such greater charge is justified: Provided, That until the decision 
of the commission upon such showing a street or interurban railroad 
corporation may continue to demand, collect, and receive the fare in 
effect on October 10, 1911, or at the time the commission acquires as 
to such corporation the power to fix fares within such city an yond 
or city or town. Every street or interurban railroad corporation shall, 
upon such terms as the commission shall find to be just and reasonable, 
furnish to its passengers transfers entitling them to one continuous 
trip in the same general direction over and upon the portions of its 
lines within the same city and county, or city or town, not reached by 
the originating car. f 

Sec. 28. (a) Every public utility shall furnish to the commission, in 
such form and such detail as the commission shall prescribe, all tabu- 
lations, computations, and all other information required by it to carry 
into effect any of the provisions of this act, and shall make specifis 
answers to all questions submitted by the commission. 

(b) Every public utility receiving from the commission any blanks, 
with N Aa to fiil the same, shall cause the same to be propery 
filled out so as to answer fully and correctly each question propound 
therein; in case it is unable to answer any question, it shall give a 
good and sufficient reason for such — i 

e) Whenever required by the commission every public utility shall 
0 to the Seen eren alan of any or all maps, profiles, contracts, 
agreements, franchises, reports, books, accounts, papers, and records in 
its possession or in any way relating to its property or aff its 
busin , and also a complete inyentory of all its property in such form 
eee cco ig! nine d th ission b; blic utility, 

d) No information furnis o the commission by a public u „ex- 
seo 5 matters as are specifically required to be open to blic in- 
spection by the provisions of this act, shall be open to public inspection 
or made public 3 on order of the commission, or by the commission 
or a commissioner in the course of a hearing or 8 any ofi- 


cer or employee of the commission who, in violation of the provisions 
of this subsection, divulges any such information shall be gullty of a 
misdemeanor, 


1912. 
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Suc. 29. Every public utili 
sion, at such time and in suc 
report in which the utility shall specifically answer all questions pro- 
pounded by the commission upon or concerning which the commission 
may desire information. The commission sh haye authority to re- 
quire any public utility to file monthly reports of earnings and ex- 
penses, and to file periodical or special, or both periodical and special, 
reports concerning any matter about which the commission is author- 
ized by this or any other act to inquire or to keep itself informed or 
which it is required to enforce. All reports shall under oath when 
e by the commission. 

EC. 30. Every public utility shall obey and comply with each and 

every requirement of every order, decision, direction, rule, or regula- 
tion made or 3 by the commission in the matters herein s 
fied, or any other matter in any way relating to or affecting its business 
as a public utility, and shall do everything necessary or proper in 
order to secure compliance with and o ance of every such order. 
Carine, direction, rule, or regulation by all of its officers, agents, and 
employees. 
Ec. 31. The railroad commission is hereby vested with power and 
jurisdiction to supervise and regulate ev public utility in the State 
and to do all things, whether herein specifically des or in addi- 
tion thereto, which are necessary and convenient in the exercise of such 
power and jurisdiction. 


shall annually furnish to the commis- 
form as the commission may require, a 


Sec. 32. (a) Whenever the commission, after a heating had upon its- 
fares, tolls, 


own motion or upon complaint, shall find that the rates, 

rentals, charges, or classifications, or any of them, démanded, observed, 
charged, or collected by an public utility for any service or produ 
or commodity, or in connection therewith, including the rates or fares 
for execution or commutation tickets, or that the rules, regulations, 
practices, or contracts, or any of them, affec such rates, fares, tolis, 
rentals, charges, or classifications, or any of them, are unjust, unrea- 
sonable, discriminatory, or preferential, or in anywise in violation of 
any pereon of law, or that such rates, fares, tolls, rentals, eS, 
or classifications are insufficient, the commission shall determine the 
just, reasonable, or sufficient rates, fares, tolls, rentals, charges, classi- 
fications, rules, regulations, practices, or contracts to be thereafter 
8 and in force and shall fix the same by order, as hereinafter 
prov $ 


an 
tolls, rentals, 8 classifi 
ereof, of any public utility, and to establish new 
tals, charges, cl 


motion or upon complaint, shall find that the rates, fares, or charges 
in force over two or more common carriers between any two points in 
this State are unjust, unreasonable, or excessive, or that no satis- 
factory through route or joint rate, fare, or charge exists between such 

ints, and that the public convenience and ty demand the estab- 
ishment of a through route and joint rate, fare, or charge between 
such points, the commission may order such common carriers to estab- 
lish such through route and may establish and fix a joint rate, fare, or 
cha which will be fair, just, reasonable, and sufficient, to be fol- 
lowed, charged, enforced, demanded, and collected in the future, and 
the terms and conditions under which such through route shall be 
operated. The commission may order that freight moving between such 
points shall be carried by the different common carr parties to 
such through route and joint rate without be transferred from the 
originating cars. In case the common carriers not agree upon the 
division between them of the joint rates, fares, or ch established 
by the commission over such through routes, the commission shall, after 
hearing, by supplemental order, establish such division: Provided, That 
where any railroad which is made a party to a through route has itself 
over its own line an equally satisfactory through route between the 
termini of the through route established, such railroad shall haye the 
right to require as its division of the joint rate, fare, or charge its 
local rate, fare, or charge over the portion of its line comprised in such 
through route, and the commission may, in its discretion, allow to such 
railroad more than its local rate, fare, or charge whenever it will be 
equitable so to do. The commission shall have the power to establish 
and fix through routes and joint rates, fares, or charges over common 
carriers and stage or auto-stage lines and to fix the division of such 
joint rates, fares, or charges. 

Src. 34. The commission shall have the power to investigate all 
existing or oposa interstate rates, fares, tolls, charges, classi- 
fications, and all rules and practices in relation thereto, for or in rela- 
tion to the transportation of persons or p or the transmission 
of messages or conversations where any act in relation thereto shall 
take place within this State; and when the same are, in the opinion 
of the commission, excessive or discriminatory or in violation of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to regulata commerce,” approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887, and the acts amendatory thereof and supplementary 
thereto, or of any other act of Congress, or in conflict with the rulin 
orders, or regulations of the Interstate Commerce Commission, the 
commission apply, by petition or otherwise, to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission or to any court of competent jurisdiction for relief. 

Sec. 35. Whenever the commission, after a hearing had upon its own 
motion or upon complaint, shall find that the rules, regulations, prac- 
tices, equipment, appliances, facilities, or service of any public utility, 
or the methods of manufacture, distribution, transmission, storage, or 
supply employed by it, are unjust, unreasonable, unsafe, improper, in- 
adequate, or insufficient, the commission shall determine the just, rea- 
sonable, safe, proper, adequate, or sufficient rules, re tions, practices, 
equipment, appliances, facilities, service, or meth to be observed, 
furnished, constructed, enforced, or employed and shall fix the same b. 
its order, rule, or regulation. The commission shall prescribe rules Be § 
regulations for the performance of any service or the furnishin: any 
commodity of the character furnished or supplied by any public util 
and, on proper demand and tender of rates, such bile utility mall 
furnish such commodity or render such service the time and 
upon the conditions provided in such rules. 

Sec. 36. Whenever the commission, after a hearing had upon its own 
motion or upon complaint, shall find that additions, extensions, rs, 
or improvements to, or changes in, the existin plant, pment, ap- 
paratus, facilities, or other physical property 0 any publie utility or 
of any two or more public utilities ought reasonably to be made, or 
that a new structure or structures should be erected, to promote the 

ty or convenience of its employees or the public, or in any other 
war to secure adequate service or facilit the commission shail make 
and serve an order directing that such additions, extensions, repairs, 


Improvements, or changes be made or such structure or structures be 
erected in the manner and within the time specified in said one — 


e 
int cost, whereupon the said public utilities shall ewe — 
reasonable time as the commission may grant within which to agree 
upon the portion or division of cost of such additions, ee A S 
pairs, a gotten or changes, or new structure or structures which 
each shall bear. If at the expiration of such time such public utilities 
shall fail to file with the co ion a statement t an agreement 
has been made for a division or apportionment of the cost qr expense 
of such additions, extensions, repairs, improvements or changes, or new 
structure or structures, the commission shall have authority, after 
further hearing, to make an order fixing the proportion of such cost or 
expense to be borne by each public utility the manner in which the 


same shall be paid or secured. 

Sec. 37. Whenever the commission, after a hearing had upon its own 
motion or upon complaint, shall find that any railroad corporation or 
street railroad corporation does not run a sufficient number of s or 
cars, or or operate sufficient motive er, reasonably to ac- 
commodate the traffic, passenger or freight, transported by or offered 
for transportation to it, or does not run its trains or cars with suffi- 
cient frequency or at a reasonable or proper time having regard to 
safety, or does not stop the same at proper places, or does not run any 
train or trains, car or cars, upon a reasonable time schedule for the run, 
the commission shall haye power to make an order directing any such rail- 
road corporation or street railroad corporation to increase the number of 
its trains or of its cars or its motive power or to change the time f 
starting its trains or cars or to gr 2 the time sehedule for the run 
any train or car, or to change the stoppin pac or places thereof, or 
to make any other order that the commission may determine to be 
pas- 


tion. 
Src. 38. Whenever the commission, after a hear ng. had upon its own 
blic convenience and 


mission may 
order any two or more such corporations owning, confrolling, operating, 
sical connections at 


railroad. 
from the cit; 
order such 


The commissi 
nections referred to in this section shall be borne 8 or otherwise. 
earing had upon its 


r, of a reasonable proportion of the 
cost thereof to be determined zii he commission after notice to the in- 
terested parties and a hearing thereon : Provided, That such connection 
and use can be made without unreasonable interference with the rights 
arty or parties incurring such 
b) e commission shall likewise 


conversations, and that public convenience and necessity will be sub- 
served — 0 or shall find that two or more tel ph or telephone 
corporations have failed to establish joint rates, tolls, or r 


such telephone or telegraph corporations do no 
upon the division between them of the cost of such physical erdhe Mea 


supplemental order. 

. 41. Whenever the commission, after a hearing had n its own 
motion or upon complaint of a public utility affected, shall find that 
public convenience and necessity require the use by one public utility 
of the conduits, subways, tracks, wires, poles, pipes, or other equip- 
ment, or any part th „on, over, or under any street or highway, 
and belonging to another 33 utility, and that such use will not re- 
sult in irreparable injury to the owner or other users of such conduits, 
subways, tracks, wires, poles, pipes, or other equipment or in any sub- 
stantial detriment to the service, and that such —— 5 utilities have 
failed to agree upon such use or the terms and conditions or compensa- 
tion for the same, the commission may by order direct that such 3 
be permitted, and prescribe a reasonable compensation and reasona! 
terms and conditions for the joint use. If such use be directed 
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public utility to whom the use is permitted shall be liable to the owner 


or other users of such conduits, subways, tracks, wires, poles, pipes, or 
other equipment for such damage as may result therefrom to the prop- 
erty of such owner or other users thereof. 

Sec, 42. The commission shall have power, after a hearing had upon 
its own motion or upon gompiain’ by general or special orders, rules, 
or regulations, or otherwise, to require every public utility to maintain 
and operate its line, plant, system, equipment, apparatus, tracks, and 
premises in such manner as to promote and safeguard the health and 
safety of its employees, passengers, customers, and the public, and to 
this end to prescribe, among other things, the installation, use, mainte- 
nance, and operation of 5 safety or other devices or appli- 


ances, ineluding interlock ne and other protective devices at grade 
crossings or junctions and block or other systems of signalling, to 
establish uniform or other standards of equipment, and to require the 


performance of any other act which the health or safety of its em- 
piloroa; 2 customers, or the public may demand. 

re. 43. (a) No public road. highway, or street shall hereafter be 

constructed across the track of any railroad corporation at grade, nor 
shall the track of any railroad corporation be construct across a 
public road, highway, or street at grade, nor shall the track of an 
railroad corporation be constructed across the track of any other rail- 
road or street railroad corporation at grade, nor shall the track of a 
street railroad corporation constructed across the track of a raiload 
corporation at grade, without haying, first, secured the permission of 
the commission: Provided, That this subsection shall not apply to the 
replacement of lawfully existing tracks. The commission ll have 
the right to refuse its permission or to grant it upon such terms and 
conditions as it may prescribe. 

(b) The commission shall have the exclusive power to determine and 
prescribe the manner, including the particular point of 3 and 
the terms of installation, operation, maintenance, use, and protection 
of each crossing of one railroad by another railroad or street railroad, 
and of a street railroad by a railroad, and of each crossing of a public 
road or highway by a railroad or street railroad and of a street by a 
railroad or vice versa, subject to the provisions of section 2694 of the 
Political Code, so far as applicable, and to alter or abolish any such 
crossing, and to require where, in its judgment it would be practicable, 
a separation of grades at any such crossing heretofore or hereafter 
established and to prescribe the terms upon which such separation shall 
be made and the proportions in which the expense of the alteration or 
abolition of such crossings er the separation of such grades shall be 
divided between the railroad or street railroad corporations affected or 

tween such corporations and the State, county, municipality, or other 
public authority in interest. 

Sec. 44. The commission shall investigate the cause of all accidents 
occurring within this State upon the property of uz public utility or 
directly or indirectly arising from or connected with its maintenance 
or operation, resulting in loss of Hfe or injury to person or property 
and requiring, in the judgment of the commission, investigation by it. 
and shall haye the power to make such order or recommendation with 
respect thereto as in its judgment may seem just and reasonable: Pro- 
vided, That neither the order or recommendation of the commission nor 
any accident report filed with the commission shall be admitted as evi- 
dence in any action for damages on or arising out of the loss 
of life or injury to person or property in this section referred to. 

Every public utility is hereby required to file with the commission, un- 

der such rules and regulations as the commission may prescribe, a 

report of each accident so occurring of such kinds or classes as the 

commission may from time to time designate. 

Sec. 45. (a) The commission shall have power to provide by proper 
rules and regulations the time within which all railroad corporations 
shall furnish, after demand therefor, all cars, equipment, and facilities 
necessary for the handling of freight in carload and less than carload 
lots, the time within which consignors or persons ordering cars shall 
load the same, and the time within which consignees or persons to whom 
freight may be consigned shall unload and discharge the same and re- 
ceive freight from the freight rooms. and to provide penalties to be paid 
for failure on the part of the railroad corporations, consignors, and 
consignees to conform to such rules. Charges for demurrage shall be 
uniform so that the same penalty shall be paid by both shipper or 
consignee and railroad corporation for an equal number of cars for 
each day for which demurrage is charged. 

(b) e commission shall also iato power to provide the time within 
which express packages shall be ved, gathered, transported, and 
delivered at destination, and the limits within which ress packages 
shall be gathered and distributed and telegraph and telephone messages 
delivered without extra charge, 

Sec. 46. (a) The commission shall have power, after hearing had 
upon its own motion or upon complaint, to ascertain and fix just and 
reasonable standards, classifications, regulations, practices, measure- 
ments, or ce to be furnished, imposed, observed, and followed by all 
electrical, gas, and water corporations; to ascertain and fix adequate 
and serviceable standards for the measurement of quantity, quality. 
pressure, initial voltage, or other condition pertaining to the supply of 
the produet, commodity, or service furnished or rendered by any such 
public utility; to prescribe reasonable regulations for the examination 
and testing of such product, commodity, or service, and for the measure- 
ment thereof; to establish reasonable rules, regulations, specifications, 

and standards to secure the accuracy of all meters and appliances for 
measurements; and to provide for the examination and testing of any 
and all appliances used for the measurement of any product, commodity, 
or service of any such public aoe 

(b) The commissioners and their officers and employees shall have 
power to enter upon any premises occupied by any public utility for 
the purpose of making the examinations and tests and exercising any of 
the other powers provided for in this act, and to set up and use on such 
premises any apparatus and appliances necessary therefor. The agents 
and employees of such public utility shall have the right to be present 
at the Rating of such examinations and tests. 

(c) Any consumer or user of any product, commodity, or service of 
a public utility may have any appliance used in the measurement 
thereof tested upon paying the fees fixed by the commission. The 
commission shall establish and fix reasonable fees to be paid for test- 
ing such appliances on the request of the consumer or user, the fee to 
be paid b e consumer or user at the time of his request, but to be 
paid by the public utility and repaid to the consumer or user if the 
appliance is found defective or incorrect to the disadvantage of the con- 
sumer or user, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the commission. 

Sec. 47. The commission shall have poret to ascertain the value of 
the property of every public utility in this State and every fact which, 
in its judgment, may or does have any bearing on such value. The com- 
mission shall have power to make revaluations from time to time and 


to ascertain all new construction, extensions, and additions to the pro: 
erty of every public utility. r z ne 
Sec. 48. The commission shall have 


wer to establish ti 
accounts to be kept by the z ‘i rege 


ublie utilities subject to its jurisdiction, or 
to classify said public utilities and to establish a system of 5 for 
each class, and to prescribe the manner in which such accounts shall be 
kept. It may also, in its discretion, prescribe the forms of accounts, 
records, and memoranda to be = by such public utilities, including the 
accounts, records, and memoranda of the movement of traffic, as well 
as the receipts and expenditures of moneys, and any other forms, rec- 
ords, and memoranda which, in the judgment of the commission, may 
be necessary to ent out any of the provisions of this act. The system 
of accounts established by the commission and the forms of accounts, 
records, and memoranda prescribed by it shall not be inconsistent, in the 
case of corporations subject to the provisions of the act of Con 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, iss7, 
and the acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, with the 
systems and forms from time to time established for such corporations 
be 5 Interstate Commerce Commission, but nothing herein contained 
shall affect the power of the commission to prescribe forms of accounts, 
reco’ and memoranda covering information in addition to that re- 
quired by the Interstate Commerce Commission. The commission may, 
after hearing had upon its own motion or upon complaint, prescribe by 
order the accounts in which particular outlays and receipts shall be en- 
tered, charged, or credited. Where the commission has prescribed the 
forms of accounts, records, or memoranda to be kept by any public 
utility for any of its business, it shall thereafter be unlawful for such 
puni utility to keep any accounts, records, or memoranda for such 
usiness other than those so prescribed, or those prescribed by or under 
the authority of any other State or of the United States, git iie 
such accounts, records, or memoranda as shall be explanatory o — 
ee to the accounts, records, or memoranda prescribed by the 
commission. 


Szc. 49. The commission shall have power, after hearing, to require 
any or all public utilities to carry a proper and adequate deprecia- 
tion account in accordance with such rules, regulations, and forms of 
account as the commission mre prescribe. The commission may, from 
time to time, ascertain and determine and by order fix the proper and 
adequate rates of Se. of the several classes of property of each 
public utility. Each public utility shall conform its depreciation ac- 
counts to the rates so ascertained, determined, and fixed, and shall set 
aside the moneys so provided for out of earnings and carry the same 
in a depreciation fund and expend such fund only for such popusta and 
under such rules and regulations, both as to original expenditure and 
potent replacement, as the commission may prescribe. The income 
from ADSS of moneys in such fund shall likewise be carried in 
suc Š 


Sec. 50. (a) No street railroad corporation, gas corporation, elec- 
trical corporation, telephone corporation, or water corporation shall 
henceforth begin the construction of a street railroad, or of a line, plant, 
or system, or of any extension of such street railroad, or line, plant, 
or system, without having first obtained from the commission a certifi- 
cate that the present or future public convenience and necessity uire 
or wili require such construction : Provided, That this section shall not 
be construed to require any such corporation to secure such certificate 
for an extension within any city and county or city or town within 
which it shall have theretofore lawfully commenced operations, or for an 
extension into territory either within or without a city and county or 
city or town contiguous to its street railroad, or line, plant, or system 
and not theretofore served by a public utility of like character, or for 
an extension within or to territory already served by it, necessary in 
the ordinary course of its business: And provided further, That if any 
public utility, in constructing or extending its line, plant, or system, 
sh: interfere or be about to interfere with the operation of the line, 
plant, or system of any other public utility already constructed, the 
commission, on complaint of the public utility claiming to be injuriously 
affected, may, after hearing, make such order and prescribe such terms 
and conditions for the location of the lines, plants, or systems affected 
as to it may seem just and reasonable. 


(b) No public utility of a class specified in subsection (a) hereof shall 
henceforth exercise any right or privilege under any franchise or per- 
mit hereafter granted, or under any nchise or permit heretofore 

nted but not heretofore actually exercised, or the exercise of which 

as been s nded for more than one year, without first having ob- 

tained from the commission a certificate that public convenience and 
necessity require the exercise of such right or privilege: Provided, That 
when the commission shall find, after hearing, that a public utility has 
heretofore begun actual construction work and is prosecuting such work 
in good faith uninterruptedly and with reasonable diligence in propor: 
tion to the magnitude of the undertaking, under any franchise or 
permit heretofore granted but not heretofore actually exercised, such 
public utility may proceed, under such rules and regulations as the 
commission may prescribe, to the eompletion of such work, and may, 
after such completion, exercise such right or privilege: And provided 
further, That this section shall not be construed to validate any right 
a per now invalid or hereafter becoming invalid under any law 
of th tate. 


(c) Before any certificate may issue under this section a certified 
copy of its articles of incorporation or charter, if the applicant be a 
corporation, shall be filed in the office of the commission. Every appli- 
cant for a certificate shall file in the office of the commission such eyi- 
dence as shall be 77 555 by the commission to show that such appit 
cant has received the required consent, franchise, or rmit of the 

roper county, city and county, municipal, or otber public 1 
he commission shall have power, after hearing, to Issue said certifi- 


the ce 
thereupon make an order declaring that it will thereafter, upon appl 
cation, under such rules and regulations as it may prescribe, issue 
the desired certificate, upon such terms and conditions as it may desig- 
nate, after the public utility has obtained the contemplated franchise 
or permit. Upon the presentation to the commission of evidence satis- 
factory to it that such franchise or permit has been secured by such 
public utility the commission shall thereupon issue such certificate. 
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Sec. 51. (a) No railroad corporation, street railroad corporation, pipe- 
line corporation, corporation, electrical corporation, telephone cor- 
poration, telegraph corporation, or water corporation shall thenceforth 
sell, lease, assign, mo or otherwise dispose of or encumber the 
whole or any part of its railroad, street railroad, line, plant, or system, 
necessary or useful in the performance of its duties to the public, or 
any franchise or permit, or any right thereunder, nor by oar means 
whatsoever, direct or indirect, merge or consolidate its railroad, street 
railroad, line, plant, or system, or franchises or permits, or any art 
thereof, with any other publie utility, without having first secu om 
the commission an order authorizing it so to do. Every such sale, 
lease, assignment, mortgage, disposition, encumbrance, merger, or con- 
solidation made other than in accordance with the order of the com- 
mission authorizing the same shall be void. The permission and 
approval of the commission to the exercise of a franchise or permit under 
section 50 of this act, or the sale, lease, assignment, mortgage, or other 
disposition or encumbrance of a franchise or permit under this section 
shall not be construed to revive or validate any lapsed or invalid fran- 
chise or permit, or to enlarge or add to the powers or privileges con- 
tained in the grant of any franchise or pomit, or to waive any for- 
feiture. Nothing in this subsection con ed shall be construed to 
prevent the sale, lease, or other disposition by any rea utility of a 
class. ity Mt in this subsection of property which is not necessary 
or useful in the performance of its duties to the 3 and any sale 
of its property by such public utility shall be conc usively med to 
have been of property which is not useful or n the per- 
formance of its duties to the public, as to 8 of such 
PERAE in good faith for value. 

(b) No public utility shall hereafter purchase or — 1 5 take, or 

the eapital stock of any other public utility, organized 
or existing under or by virtue of the laws of this State without hay- 
ing been first authorized to do so by the commission. Every assign- 
ment, transfer, contract, or agreement for assignment or transfer of 
any stock by or through any person or corporation to any corporation 
or otherwise in violation of any of the provisions of this section shall 
be void and of no effect, and no such sfer shall be 
books of any public utility. Nothin; 
strued to prevent the hol 12 of stock heretofore lawfully acquired. 

Sec. 52. (4) The power of public utilities to issue stocks and stock 
certificates, and bonds, notes, and other evidences of indebtedness and 
to create 1 on their prope situated within this State is a special 
privilege, the right of tvision, regulation, restriction, and control 
of which is and shall continue to be vested in the State, and such power 
shall be exercised as provided by law and under such rules and regula- 
tions as the commission may aie 

(b) A 3 utility may issue stocks and stock certificates, and 
bonds, notes, and other evidences of indebtedness, payable at periods 
of more than 12 months after the date thereof, for the following pur- 
poses and no others, namely, for the acquisition of property, or for the 
construction, completion, extension, or improvement of its facilities, or 
for the improvement or maintenance of its service, or for the discharge 
or lawful refunding of its obligations, or for the reimbursement of 
moneys aean expended from income or from any other moneys in 
the treasury of the public utility not secured by or obtained from the 
issue of stocks or stock certificates, or bonds, notes, or other evidences 
of indebtedness of such public utility, within five years next prior to 
the filing of an application with the commission for the red au- 
thorization, for any of the aforesaid oy sega except maintenance of 
service and replacements, in cases where the applicant shall have t 
its accounts and vouchers for such expenditures in such manner as to 
enable the commission to ascertain the amount of moneys so hie gg 
and the purposes for which such diture was made: Provided, That 
such public utility, in addition to the other requirements of law, shall 
first haye secured from the commission an order authorizing such issue 
and stating the amount thereof and the purpose or purposes to which 
the issue or the proceeds thereof are to be applied, and that, in the 
opinion of the commission, the money, property, or labor to be procured 
or paid for by such issue is reasonably required for the purpose or 
poses 8 in the order, and that, except as otherwise 2 in 
the order in the case of bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness, 
purpose or purposes are not, in whole or in part, reasonably 
chargeable to operating 
mine whether it will issue such order the commission shall hold a hear- 
ing and may make such additional inquiry or investigation, and ex- 
amine such witnesses, books, papers, documents, and contracts and re- 
quire the filing of such data as it may deem 0 
mission may by its order grant permission for the issue of such stocks 
or stock certifica or notes, or other evidences of indebtedn 
in the amount applied for, or in a lesser amount, or not at all, 
may attach to the exercise of its permission such condition or condi- 
tions as it may deem reasonable and necessary. The commission may 
authorize issues of bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness less 
than, ivalent to, or greater than the authorized or subscribed capital 
stock of a public utility corporation, and the provisions of sections 309 
and 456 of the Civil Code of this C 
hibitions against the creation by corpora of indebtedness, evidenced 
by bonds, notes, or otherwise, in excess of their total authorized or sub- 
scribed capital stock, shall have no application to public utility corpora- 
tions. No public utility shall, without consent of the co on, ap- 

ly the issue of any stock or stock certificate, or bond, note, or other evi- 
ce of 3 or r thereof, or an 8 to 
any purpose not specified e commission's bene — or to any pu 
ed in the commission’s order in excess of the amount suthorized 
for such purpose, or issue or dispose of the same on any terms less 
favorable n those specified in such order or a modifica thereof. 
A publie utility may issue notes, for proper purposes and not in viola- 
tion of any provision of this act or any other act, payable at periods 
of not more than 12 months after the date of issuance of the same, 
without the consent of the commission, but no such note shall, in whole 
or in part, be refunded by any issue of stocks or stock certificates, or 
of bonds, notes of any term or racter, or any other evidence of in- 
debtedness, without consent of the com ion. The commission 
shall have no power to authorize the ca ization of the right to be 
a — aioe or to authorize the capitalization of any franchise or 
whatsoever, or the right to own, operate or enjoy any such 
chise or permit, in excess of the amoun: (exclusive of any tax or 
annual charge) actually pan to the State or to a itical sion 
thereof as the consideration for the grant of such chise, permit, or 
right; nor shall any contract for consolidation or lease be capitalized ; 
nor shall any public utility hereafter issue any bonds, notes, or other 
evidences of indebtedness against or as a upon any contract for 
consolidation or merger. 

(c) The commission shall have the power to public utilities to 

account for the disposition of the proceeds of all sales of stocks and 


hold any part of 


and bonds, notes, and other evidences of indebtedness, 


N tem end 

in such form and detail as it may deem advisable, and to establish such 
rules and lations as it may deem reasonable and necessary to Insure 
the disposition of such proceeds for the purpose or purposes specified 


(4) All stock and every stock certificate, and every bond, note, or 
evidence of indebtedness, of a public utility, issued without an 
order of the commission authorizing the same then in effect, shall be 
void, and, likewise, all stock and every stock certificate, and every bond, 
note, or other evidence of indebtedness, of a public utility, issued with 
the authorization of the commission, but not conforming In its provi- 
sions to the provisions, if any, which it is uired by the order of 
authorization of the commission to contain, be void; but no fail- 
ure in any other respect to comply with the terms or conditions of the 
order of authorization of the commission shall render void any stock or 
stock certificate, or any bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness, 
except as to a corporation or person taking the same otherwise than in 
good faith and for value and without actual notice. 

(e) 2 public utility which, directly or indirectly, issues or causes 
to be any stock or stock certificate, or bond, note, or other evi- 
dence of indebtedness, In nonconformity with the order of the commis- 
sion authorizing the same, or contrary to the ‘provisions of this act or 
of the constitution of this State, or which applies the proceeds from 
the sale thereof, or any part thereof, to any purpose other than the 
purpose or purposes speciñed in the commission s order, as herein pro- 
vided, or to any purpose specified in the commission's order in excess 
of the amount said order authorized for such 21808 755 is subject to 
a penalty of not less than $500 nor more than $ for each offense, 

(f) Every officer, agent, or employee of a public utility, and every 
other person who knowingly authorizes, directs, aids in, „ or exe- 
cates, or causes to be issued or executed, any stock or stock certificate 
or bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness in nonconformity with 
the order of the commission authorizing the same, or contrary to the 
provisions of this act or of the constitution of this State, or who, in 
any proceeding before the commission, knowingly makes 8 false 
statement or representation or with knowledge of its falsity files or 
causes to be filed with the co: m any se statement or repre- 
sentation, which said statement or representation so made, filed, or 
caused to be filed may tend in any way to influence the commission to 
make an order authorizing the issue of any stock or stock certificate 
or any bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness, or which results 
in 8 the commission the making of any such order, or 
who, with knowledge that any false statement or representation was 
made to the commission in any proceeding tending in any way to in- 
fluence the commission to make sach order, issues or executes or nego- 
tiates, or causes to be issued, executed, or negotiated, any such stock 
or 3 8 or bond. rece or other ws ce of aaen tedan x 
W. rectly or indirectly, ngly app or causes or s 
be lied, the proceeds, or any part thereat, from the sale of any stock 
or stock certificate or bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness to 
any purpose not specified in the commission’s order, or to any purpose 
— — in the commission’s order in excess of the amount authorised 
for such purpose, or who, with knowledge that any stock or stock 
certificate or bond, note, or other evidence of indebtedness has been 

or executed in violation of any of the provisions of this act, 
negotiates, or causes the same to be negotiat shali be guilty of a 


felony. 

1 No provision of this act, and no deed or act done or performed 
under or in connection therewith, shall be held or construed to obligate 
the State of California to or guarantee, in any manner whatso- 
ever, any stock or stock icate or bond, note, or other evidence of 
indebtedness authorized, issued, or executed under the provisions of this 


act. 

(h) AN stocks and stock certificates and bonds, notes, and other 
evidences of indebtedness issued by any public util after this act 
takes effect, upon the authority of any articles of ation or 
amendments thereto or vote of the ders or directors filed, epee 
or had, or other proceedings or had, previous to the taking eff. 
of this act, shall be void, unless an order of the commission authoriz- 
3 issue of sach stocks or stock certificates or bonds, 
0 evidences of indebtedness shall have been obtained 
mission prior to such issue. The commission may 
such condition or conditions as it may deem reasonable necessary. 

Sec. 53. and investigations before the commission or 
any commissioner shall be governed by this act and by rules of practice 

procedure to be ado by the commission, and in the conduct 
thereof neither the commission nor any commissioner shall be bound 
by the technical rules of evidence. No informality in any proceeding or 
in the manner of testimony before, the commission or any com- 
missioner shall invalidate any order, decision, rule, or regulation made, 
approved, or 3 the commission. 

Bre. 54. The commission an 
writs of summons, 


process issued b 
all parts of the State and may be served by any person authorized to 
serv: 


ma 
the fees now 8 by law for 


in 
in any part of the State. ped 

orde the commission or a commissioner 

shall receive for his attendance 


civil cases, which amount sball be paid by the party 
at whose request such witness is CE eyes When any witness who 
subpenaed by the commission, his . Sheil be casa teem — 

Ergat pn fah in the same man- 
witness sub- 


ion, hearing, or procene 
the 


to r 
rete tok at the time of servi 
— De shall not be required to attend before the commission or 
er as directed in the subpmna. All fees or mileage to which 


com 
‘any witness is entitled under the provisions of this section may be col- 


lected by action therefor instituted by the person to whom such fees 
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Marcu 6, 


No witness furnished with free rtation shall 


on such free 


are payable. 
receive mileage for the distance he may have travel 
transportation. 

(b) The superior court in and for the county, or city and county, in 


which any inquiry, investigation, hearing, or proceeding may be held 
by the commission or any commissioner shall have the power to compel 
the attendance of witnesses, the giving of testimony, and the production 
of papers, including waybills, books, accounts, and documents, as re- 
quired by any subpoena ed by the commission or any commissioner. 
The commission or the commissioner before whom the testimony is to 
be given or produced, in case of the refusal of any witness to attend or 
testify or produce any papers required by such subpena, may report to 
the superior court in and for the county, or city and county, in which 
the proceeding is pending, by petition, setting forth that due notice has 
been given of the time and place of attendance of said witness, or the 
production of said papers, and that the witness has beem summoned in 
the manner prescri in this act, and that the witness has failed and 
refused to attend or produce the papers required by the subpœna, before 
the commission or commissioner, in the cause or proceeding named in 
the notice and subpena, or has refused to answer questions propounded 
to him in thé course of such proceeding, and ask an order of said court, 
compelling the witness to attend and testify or produce said papers 
before the commission. The court, upon the petition of the commission 
or such commissioner, shall enter an order directing the witness to a 
pear before the court at a time and place to be fixed by the court 
such order, the time to be not more than 10 days from the date of the 
order, and then and there show cause why he has not attended and testi- 
fied or produced said papers before the commission. A copy of said 
order shall be served upon said witness. If it shall spores to the court 
that said subpœna was regularly issued by the com on or a commis- 
sioner the court shall thereupon enter an order that said witness ap 
before the commission or said commissioner at the time and place fixed 
in said order, and testify or produce the required papers, and upon 
failure to obey said order, said witness shall be dealt with as for con- 
tempt of court. The remedy provided in this subsection is cumulative, 
and shall not be construed to impair or interfere with the power of the 
commission or a commissioner to enforce the attendance of witnesses 
and the production of papers, and to punish for contempt in the same 
manner and to the same extent as courts of record. 

(c) The commission or any commissioner or any party may, in any 
investigation or sagen before the commission, cause the deposition of 
witnesses residing within or without the State to be taken in the man- 
ner prescribed by law for like depositions in civil actions in the superior 
courts of this State, and to that end may compel the attendance of 
8 and the production of books, waybills, documents, papers, and 
accounts, 

(d) No person shall be excused from testifying or from producing any 
book, waybill, document, paper, or account in any investigation or in mot 
by or hearing before the commission or any commissioner, when orde 
to do so, upon the ground that the testimony or evidence, book, waybill, 
document, paper, or account required of him may tend to incriminate 
him or subject him to penalty or forfeiture, but no person shall be prose- 
cuted, punished, or subjected to any penalty or forfeiture for or on 
account of any act, transaction, matter, or th concerning which he 
shall, under oath have testified or produced documentary evidence: 
Provided, That no person so testifying shall be exempt from prosecution 
or punishment for any perjury committed by him in his testimony. 
Nothing herein contained shall be construed as in any manner giving 
to any ges utility immunity of any kind. 

Sec. 56. (a) Copies of all official documents and orders filed or de- 
posited according to law in the office of the commission, certified by a 
commissioner or by the secretary under the official seal of the commis- 
sion to be true copies of the originals, shall be evidence in like manner 
as the originals. 

(b) Every order, authorization or certificate issued or approved b 
the commission under any provision of sections 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 50, 51, 
or 52 of this act shall be in writing and entered on the records of the 
commission. Any such order, authorization, or certificate, or a copy 
thereof, or a copy of the record of any such order, authorization, or 
certificate, certified by a commissioner or by the secre’ under the 
official seal of the commission to be a true copy of the original order, 
authorization, certificate, or entry, may be recorded in the office of the 
recorder of any county, or city and county, in which is located the 
principal place of business of any public utility affected thereby, or in 
which is situated any property of any such public utility, and such 
record shall impart notice of its provisions to all persons. A certificate 
under the seal of the commission that any such order, authorization, or 
certificate has not been modified, stayed, suspended, or revoked may 

rded in the same offices in the same manner and with like 


For copies of papers and records not required to be certified 
the commission, 10 cents for each folio; for 
certified copies of official documents and orders filed in its offi 15 
cents for each folio and $1 for every cate under seal affixed 
thereto; for cerura a copy of any report made by a public utility, 
2: for each certified copy of the annual report of the commission, 
1.50; for certified copies of evidence and proceedings before the com- 
mission, 15 cents for each folio; for certificate authorizing an issue of 
bonds, notes, or other evidences of indebtedness, $1 for each $1,000 of 
the face value of the authorized issue or fraction thereof up to 
1,000,000, and 50 cents for each $1,000 over $1,000,000 and up to 
10,000,000, and 25 cents for each $1,000 over $10,000,000, with a 
minimum fee in any case of $250: Provided, That no fee shall be re- 
quired when such issue is made for the purpose of guaranteeing, takin 
over, refan discharging, or retiring any bond, note, or o her evi- 
dence of indebtedness up to the amount of the issue guaranteed, taken 
over, refunded, discharged, or retired. No fees shall charged or col- 
lected for copies of papers, records, or official documents furnished to 
public officers for use in their official capac; or for the annual reports 
of the commission in the ordinary course of distribution, but the com- 
mission may fix reasonable charges for ä ed under its 
authority. All fees charged and collected under this section shall be 
paid at least once each week, accompanied by a_ detailed statement 
thereof, into the treasury of the State to the credit of a fund to be 
known as the railroad commission fund, which fund is hereby created. 
Sec. 58. The commission, each commissioner, and each officer and 
rson employed by the commission shall have the right, at any and all 
es, to inspect the accounts, books, papers, and documents of any 
public utility, and the commission, each commissioner, and any officer 
of the commission or any employee authorized to administer oaths 
shall have power to examine under oath any officer, agent, or 3 
airs o 


of such publie utility in relation to the business and affi 
public utility: Provided, That any person other than a commissi 


oner 


.| months. 


commission, 

Sec. 59. The commission m. uire, by order served on any public 
utility in the manner provided herein for the service of orders, the pro- 
duction within this State at such time and place as it mav designate, 
of any books, accounts, pa or records kept by said public utility in 
any office or place withou State, or, at its option, verified copies 
in lieu thereof, so that an examination thereof may be made by the 
commission or under its direction. 

Sec. 60. Complaint may be made by the commission of its own mo- 
tion or by any corporation or person, chamber of commerce, board of 
trade, or any civic, commercial, mercantile, traffic, agricultural, or man- 
ufacturing association or organization, or any y politic or municipal 
corporation, by petition or complaint in writing, set forth any act or 
thing done or omitted to be done by any blic utility, including any 
rule, regulation, or charge heretofore established or fixed by or for any 
public utility, in violation, or claimed to be in violation, of any pro- 
vision of law or of any order or rule of the commission: Provided, That 
no complaint shall be entertained by the commission, except upon its 
own motion, as to the reasonableness of any rates or charges of any 
gas, electrical, water, or telephone corporation, unless the same be 
signed by the mayor or the president or chairman of the board of trus- 
tees or a majority of the council, commission, or other legislative body 
of the city and county, or city or town, if any, within which the alleged 
violation occurred, or not less than 25 consumers or purchasers or pros- 

tive consumers or purchasers, of such gas, electricity, water, or 
elephone service. All matters upon which complaint may be founded 
may be joined in one hearing, and no motion shall be entertained against 
a complaint for misjoinder of causes of action or grievances or mis- 
joinder or nonjoinder of parties; and in any review by the courts of 
orders or decisions of the commission the same rule shall apply with 
regard to the joinder of causes and parties as herein provided. The 
commission shall not be required to dismiss any complaint because of 
the absence of direct 3 to the complainant. Upon the filing of a 
complaint the commission shall cause a copy thereof to be served upon 
the corporation or person complained of. rvice in all hearings, in- 
vestigations, and proceedings pending before the commission may be 
made upon any person upon whom a summons may be served in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Code of Civil Procedure of this State, 
and may be made personally or by mailing in a sealed envelope, regis- 
tered, with tage prepaid. The commission shall fix the time when 
and place where a hearing will be had upon the complaint, and shall 
serve notice thereof, not less than 10 days before the time set for such 
hearing, unless the commission shall find that public necessity requires 
that such hearing be held at an earlier date. 

Sec. 61. (a) At the time fixed for any hearing before the commission 
or a commissioner, or the time to which the same may have been con- 
tinued, the complainant and the corporation or person complained of, 
and such corporations or persons as the commission may allow to inter- 
vene, shall be entitled to heard and to introduce evidence. The com- 
mission shall issue process to enforce the attendance of all necessa: 
witnesses. After the conclusion of the hearing the commission sha 
make and file its order containing its decision. A copy of such order, 
certified under the seal of the commission, shail be served upon the 
8 or person complained of or his or its attorney. Said order 
shall, of its own force, take effect and become operative 20 days after 
the service thereof, except as otherwise provided, and shall continue in 
force either for a 1 which may designated therein or until 
changed or abrogated by the commisslon. If an order can not, in the 
judgment of the commission, be complied with within 20 days, the com- 
mission may grant and prescribe such additional time as in its judg- 
ment is reasonably necessary to comply with the order, and may, on 
application and for good cause shown, extend the time for compliance 
fixed in its order. A full and complete record of all proceedings had 
before the commission or any commissioner on any formal hearing 
had and all testimony shall be taken down by a reporter appointed by 
the commission, and the parties shall be entitled to be heard in person 

r by attorney. In case of an action to review any order or decision 
of the commission, a transcript of such testimony, together with all 
exhibits or copies thereof introduced and all information secured by 
the commission on its own initiative and considered by it in rendering 
its order or decision, and of the pleadings, record, and proceedings in 
the cause shall constitute the record of the commission: Provided, 
That on review of an order or decision of the commission the petitioner 
and the commission may stipulate that a certain question or questions 
alone and a specified porticn only of the evidence shall be certified to 
the supreme court for its ju ent, whereupon such stipulation and 
the question or 8 and the evidence therein specified shall con- 
stitute the record on review. 

Sec. 62. Any public utility shall have a right to complain on any of 
the unds upon which complaints are allowed to be filed by other 
—— y and the same 8 shall be adopted and follow as in 
other cases, except that the complaint may be heard ex parte by the 
sone on or may be served upon any parties designated by the com- 

on. 

Sec 63. (a) No public utility shall raise any rate, fare, toll, rental, 
or charge or so alter any classification, contract, practice, rule, or 
regulation as to result in an increase in any rate, fare, toll, rental, or 
charge, under any circumstances whatsoever, except upon a showing 
before the commission and a finding by the commission that such in- 
crease is justified. 

(b) Whenever there shall be filed with the commission any schedule 
stating an individual or joint rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, classifica- 
tion, contract, practice, rule, or regulation, not increasing or resulting 
in an increase in any rate, fare, toll, rental, or charge, the commission 
shall have power, and it is hereby given authority, either upon com- 
plaint or upon its own initiative without complaint, at once, and if it 
so orders, without answer or other formal po gs by the Interested 

ublie utility or utilities, but upon reasonable notice, to enter upon a 
Pearls con the propriety of such rate, fare, toll, rental, e e, 
classification, con t, practice, rule, or ation, and g the 
hearing and the decision thereon such rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, 
classification, contract, ee rule, or Le Er shall not go into 
effect : Provided, That the period of suspension of such rate, fare, toll, 
rental, charge, classification, contrac ractice, rule, or lation 
shall not extend beyond 120 days beyond the time when such rate, fare, 
toll, rental, charge, classification, contract, practice, rule, or regulation 
would otherwise go into effect unless the commission, in its discretion, 
extends the period of suspension for a further period not exceeding six 

On such the commission shall establish the rates, 


h e 
fares, tolls, rentals, charges, classifications, contracts, practices, rules, 
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or regulations ch ag in whole or in part, or others in lieu thereof, 


which it shall find to be just and reasonable. All such rates, fares, 
tolls, rentals, charges, classifications, contracts, practices, rules, or 
regulations not so sus shall, on the expiration of 30 days from 
the time of filing the same with the commission, or cf such lesser time 
as the commission may grant, go into effect and be the established and 
effective rates, fares, tolls, rentals, charges, classifications, contracts, 
practices, rules, and regulations, subject to the power of the commis- 
sion, after a hearing had on its own motion or upon complaint, as 
herein provided, to alter or modify the same. 

Sec. 64. The commission may at any time, upon notice to the public 

_utility affected, and after opportunity to be heard as provided in the 

case of complaints, rescind, alter, or amend any order or decision made 
by it. Any order rescinding, altering, or amending a prior order or 
decision shall, when served upon the public utility affected, have the 
same effect as is herein provided for original orders or decisions. 

Sec. 65. In all collateral actions or proceedings the orders and deci- 
sions of the commission which have become final shall be conclusive. 

Sec. 66. After any order or decision has been made by the commis- 
sion, any party to the action or proceeding, or any stockholder or bond- 
holder or other party pecuniarily interested in the public utillty af- 
fected, may apply for a rehearing in 1 to any mätters determined 
in said action or proceeding and specified in the appfication for rehear- 
ing, and the commission may nt and hold such rehearing on said 
matters if in its judgment sufficient reason therefor be made to appear. 
No cause of action arising out of any order or decision of the commis- 
sion shall accrue in any court to any corporation or person unless such 
corporation or person shall haye made, before the effective date of said 
order or decision, application to the commission for a rehearing. Such 
application shall set forth specifically the ground or grounds on which 

é applicant considers said decision or order to be unlawful. No 
corporation or person shall in any court urge or rely on any ground 
not so set forth in said application. Any application for a rehearin 
made 10 days or more before the effective date of the order as to whic 
a rehearing is sought shall be either granted or denied before such 
effective date or the order shall stand suspended until such application 
is granted or denied. Any application for a rehearing made within less 
than 10 days before the effective date of the order as to which a re- 
hearing is sought, and not granted within 20 days, may be taken by the 
party making the application to be denied, unless the effective date of 
he order is extended for the period of the 8 of the applica- 
tion. If ay application for a rehearing be grant without a sus- 

nsion of the order involved, the commission shall forthwith proceed 
o hear the matter with all dispatch and shall determine the same 
within 20 days after final submission, and if such determination is not 
made within said time, it may be taken by any pa to the rehearin 
that the order inyolved is affirmed. An application for rehearing shal 
not excuse any corporation or person from complying with and o ying 
any order or decision or any requirement of any order or decision o 
the commission theretofore made or operate in any manner to stay or 
postpone the enforcement thereof, except in such cases and upon such 
terms as the commission pay by order direct. If, after such rehear- 
ing and a consideration of all the facts, including those arising since 
the making of the order or decision, the commission shall be of the 
opinion that the original order or decision or any part thereof is in 
any respect unjust or unwarranted or should be changed, the commis- 
sion may abrogate, change, or modify the same. An order or decision 
made after such rehearing abrogating, changing, or modifying the 
origina! order or decision shall have the same force and effect as an 
original order or decision, but shall not affect any right or the enforce- 
ment of any right arising from or by yirtue of the original order or 
decision unless so ordered by the commission. 

Sec. 67. Within 30 days after the application for a rehearing is de- 
nied, or, if the 9 is granted, then within 30 days after the 
rendition of the decision on 8 the 8 may apply to the 
supreme court of this State for a writ of certiorarl or review (herein- 
after referred to as a writ of review) for the purpose of having the 
lawfulness of the original order or decision or the order or decision on 
rehearing inquired into and determined. Such writ shall be made re- 
turnable not later than 30 days after the date of the issuance thereof, 
and shall direct the commission to certify its record in the case to the 
court. On the return day the cause shall be heard by the supreme 
court, unless for a good reason shown the same be continued. No new 
or additional evidence mar be introduced in the supreme court, but the 
cause shall be heard on the record of the commission as certified to by 
it. The review shall not be extended further than to determine whether 
the commission has regularly pursued its authority, including a deter- 
mination of whether the order or decision under review violates any 
right of the petitioner under the Constitution of the United States or 
of the State of California. The findings and conclusions of the com- 
mission on questions of fact shall be final and shall not be subject to 
review; such questions of fact shall include ultimate facts and the 
findings and conclusions of the commission on reasonableness and 
discrimination. The commission and each party to the action or pro- 
ceeding before the commission shall have the right to appear in the 
review proceeding. Upon the hearing the supreme court shall enter 
judgment either affirming or setting aside the order or decision of the 
commission. The provisions of the code of civil procedure of this 
State relating to writs ot review shall, so far as applicable and not in 
conflict with the provisions of this act, apply to proceedings instituted 
in the supreme court under the provisions of this section. No court 
of this State (except the supreme court to the extent herein specified) 
shall have jurisdiction to review, reverse, correct, or annul any order 
or decision of the commission or to suspend or delay the execution or 
operation thereof, or to njom, restrain, or interfere with the commis- 
sion in the performance of its official duties: Provided, That the writ of 
mandamus shall lie from the supreme court to the commission in all 


7 cases. 
Ec, 68. (a) The pendency of a writ of review shall not of itself 
stay or suspend the operation of the order or decision of the commis- 
sion, but during the pendency of such writ the supreme court, in its 
iscretion, may stay or suspend, in whole or in part, the operation of 
the commission's order or decision. 

(b) No order so staying or suspending an order or decision of the com- 
mission shall be made by the supreme court otherwise than upon 3 days’ 
notice and after hearing, and if the order or decision of the commission 
is suspended the order suspending the same shall contain a specific 
finding based upon evidence submitted to the court and identified by 
reference thereto, that great or irreparable damage would otherwise 
result to the petitioner and specifying the nature of the damage. 

(c) In_case the order or decision of the commission is stayed or 
suspended the order of the court shall not become effective until a 
suspending bond shall first have been executed and filed with, and 
approved by the commission (or approved, on review, by the supreme 
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court), payable to the people of the State of California, and sufficient 
in amount and warny to insure the prompt payment, by the party 
petitioning for the review, of all damages caused by the delay in the 
enforcement of the order or decision of the commission, and of all 
moneys which any person or corporation may be compelled to pay, 
pending the review proceedings, for trans tion, on, 
product, commodity, or service in excess of the charges fixed by the 
order or decision of the commission, in case said order or decision is 
sustained. The supreme court, in case it stays or suspends the order 
or decision of the commission in any matter affecting rates, fares, tolls, 
rentals, charges, or classifications, shall also by order direct the public 
utility affected to pay into court, from time to time, there to be im- 
pounded until the final decision of the case, or into some bank or trust 
company paying interest on deposits, under such conditions as the 
court may prescribe, all sums of money which it may collect from any 
corporation or person in excess of the sum such corporation or person 
would have been compelled to pay if the order or decision of the com- 
mission had not been stayed or suspended. 

(a) In case the supreme court stays or suspends any order or de- 
cision lowering any rate, fare, toll, rental, charge, or classification, the 
commission, upon the execution and approval of said suspending bond, 
shall forthwith require the public utility affected, under penalty of the 
immediate enforcement of the order or decision of the commission (pend- 
ing the review and notwithstanding the suspending order), to keep 
such accounts, verified 5 oath, as may, in the judgment of the com- 
mission, suffice to show the amounts being charged or réceived by such 
public utility, pending the review, in excess of the charges allowed by 
the order or decision of the commission, together with the names and 
addresses of the corporations or persons to whom overcharges will be 
refundable in case the charges made by the public utility, pending the 
review, be not sustained by the supreme court. The court may, from 
time to time, require said party 8 for a review to give addi- 
tional security on, or to increase the said suspending bond, whenever in 
the opinion of the court the same may be necessary to insure the 
. — t payment of said damages and said overcharges. Upon the final 

on by the supreme court all moneys which the public utility ma 
have collected, —. . — the appeal in excess of those authorized by suc’ 
final decision, together with interest, in case the court ordered the 
deposit of such moneys in a bank or trust company, shall be promptly 
paid to the corporations or persons entitled thereto, in such manner and 
through such methods of distribution as may be prescribed by the com- 
mission. If any such moneys shall not have been claimed by the cor- 
Lee pe or persons entitled thereto within one year from the final 
ecision of the supreme co the commission shall cause notice to such 
corporations or persons to given by publication, once a week for 
two successive weeks, in a newspaper of general circulation, printed 
and published in the city and county of San Francisco, and such other 
newspaper or newspapers as may be designated by the commission, said 
notice to state the names of the corporations or persons entitled to such 
moneys and the amount due each corporation or person. All moneys 
not claimed within three months after the publication of sald notice 
shall be paid by the public utility, under the direction of the commis- 
sion, into the State treasury for the benefit of the general fund. 

Sec. 69. All actions and pr ngs under this act, and all actions 
or proceedings to which the commission or the people of the State of 
California may be parties, and in which any question arises under this 
act, or under or concerning any order or decision of the commission 
shall be preferred over all other civil causes except election causes an 
eard and determined in preference to all other civil business 
except election causes, irrespective of position on the calendar. The 
same preference shall be granted upon application of the attorney of 
the commission in any action or proceeding in which he may be allowed 


to intervene, 

Sec. 70. For the p se of ascertaining the matters and things speci- 
fied in section 47 of act, concerning the value of the property of 
ublic utilities, the commission may cause a 3 or hearings to be 
feld at such time or times and place or places as the commission may 
designate. Before any hearing is had the commission shall give the 
ublic utility affected thereby at least 30 days’ written notice, specify- 
ng the time and place of such Bearing: and such notice shall be 
sufficient to authorize the commission to inquire into the matters des- 
a ag in this section and in said section 47 of this act, but this pro- 
vision shall not prevent the commission from making any preliminary 
examination or inves tion into the matters herein referred to, or 
from inquiring into such matters in any other investigation or hearing. 
All public utilities affected shall be entitled to be heard and to intro- 
duce evidence at such hearing or hearings. The commission is em- 
powered to resort to any other source of information available. The 
evidence introduced at such hearing shall be reduced to writing and 
certified under the seal of the commission. The commission shall make 
and file its findings of fact in writing upon all matters concerning which 
evidence shall have been introdu before it which in its ju ent 
have bearing on the value of the property of the public utility affected. 
Such findings shall be subject to review by the supreme court of this 
State in the same manner and within the same time as other orders 
and decisions of the commission. The findings of the commission so 
made and filed, when properly certified under the seal of the commis- 
sion, shall be admissible in evidence in any action, procena „or hear- 
ing before the commission or any court, in which the commission, the 
State, or any officer, department, or institution thereof, or any cunis 
city and county, municipality, or other body politic and the public 
utility affected may be interested whether arising under the provisions 
of this act or otherwise, and such findings, when so introduced, shall 
be conclusive evidence of the facts therein stated as of the date therein 
stated under conditions then existing, and such facts can only be con- 
troverted by showing a subsequent change in conditions bearing upon 
the facts therein determined. The commission may, from time to time, 
cause further hearings and investigations to be had for the purpose 
of making revaluations or ascertaining the value of any betterments, 
improvements, 8 or extensions made by any public utility 
subsequent to any prior hearing or investigation, and may examine into 
all matters which may change, modify, or affect any finding of fact 
previously made, and may at such time make 5 5 of fact supple- 
mentary to those theretofore made. Such hearings shall be had upon 
the same notice and be conducted in the same manner, and the findings 
so made shall have the same force and effect as is provided herein for 
such original notice, hearing, and findings: Provided, That such find- 
ings made at such supplemental hearings or investigations shall be con- 
sidered in connection with and as a part of the original findings except 
in so far as such supplemental findings shall change or modify the 
findings made at the original hearing or investigation. 

Sec. 71. (a) When complaint has been made to the commission con- 
cerning any rate, fare, toll, rental, or charge for any product or com- 
modity furnished or service performed by any public utility, and the 


commission has found, after investigation, that the public utility has 


charged an excessive or discriminatory amount for such product, com- 
modity, or service, the commission may order that the public utility 
make due reparation to the complainant therefor, with interest from the 
date of collection: Provided, No discrimination will result from such 


reparation, 

(b) If the public utility does not compr with the order for the 
parae of reparation within the time ed in such order, suit may 

instituted in any court of — jurisdiction to recover the same. 
All complaints concerning ex ive or discriminatory cha shall be 
filed with the commission within two years from the time the cause of 
action accrues, and the ition for the enforcement of the order shall 
be filed in the court wi one year from the date of the order of the 
commission. The remedy in this section provided shall be cumulative 
and in addition to any other remedy or remedies in this act provided 
in case of failure of a public utility to obey an order or decision of 
the commission. 

Sec. 72. It is hereby made the duty of the commission to see that 
the provisions of the constitution and statutes of this State affecting 
public utilities, the enforcement of which is not specifically vested in 
some other officer or tribunal, are enforced and obeyed, and that viola- 
tions thereof are Tori rosecuted and penalties due the State there- 
for recovered and collected, and to this end it may sue in the name 
of the people of the State of California. Upon the uest of the com- 
mission it shall be the duty of the attorney gen or the district 
attorney of the proper regime or city and county to aid in any investi- 

hearing, or trial had under the provisions of this act, and to 

tute and. prosecute actions or proceedings for the enforcement of 

the visions of the constitution and statutes of this State affecting 
pubiic utilities and for the punishment of all violations thereof. 

Sec. 73. (a) In case any public utility shall do, cause to be done, or 

rmit to be done any act, matter, or thing prohibited, forbidden, or 

eclared to be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act, matter, or thing 
required to be done, either by the constitution, any law of this State, 
or any order or decision of the commission, such public utility shall be 
Hable to the or 8 affected thereby for 3 
damages, or caused thereby or resulting therefrom, an e 
court shall fad that the act or omission was wilful, the court may. 
in addition to the actual damages, award damages for the sake ot 
example and by way of punishment. An action to recover for such 
loss, damage, or injury may be brought in any court of competent juris- 
diction by any corporation or person. ’ 

íb) No recovery as in this section provided shall in any manner affect 
a recovery by the State of the penalties in this act provided or the 
exercise by the commission of its power to ish for contempt. 

Sec. 74. (a) This act shall not have effect to release or waive 
any right of action by the State, the commission, or any person or cor- 
poration for any right, penalty, or forfeiture which may have arisen or 
accrued, or m er arise or accrue, under any law of this State. 

(b) All frap ra accruing under this act shall be cumulative of each 
other, and a snit for the pbir Bing ene 5 shall not be a bar 
to or affect the recovery of any teas, Peso 
to any . 2 —— any 2 2 utility, or any officer, 
director, agent, or employee thereof, or any other corporation or person, 
F 
for contempt. 


Se. 78. ver the commission shall be of the opinion that any 
public utility is . or omi „or about to fail or omit, to do 
anything required of i decision, rule, direc- 


by law, or any order, 
tion, or requirement ef the commission, or is doing anything, or about 
to do anything, or permitting anything or about to permit an; to 
be done contrary to or in violation of law or of any order, deci 
direction, or requirement of the commission, it shall direct the 
attorney ef the commiss’ to commence an action or in 
the superior court in and for the county, or city and county, in ich 
the cause or some thereof arose, or in which the corporation com- 
plained of, if any, has its princi place of business, or in which the 
prea if any, complained of in the name of the people of the 
te of California, for the purpose of haying such violations or threat- 
and ited, — gt — may wan eg or injunc- 
su 


pon be the 
after the 


circumstances 
77... TAUTE omy Sram tonsae sg 
make its judgment, 


sen or ane that ue Selati aneio issue or 
made nent as pray ‘or e petition, or such modified or 
other —— as will afford a relief. An appeal may be taken 


to the supreme court such judgm 

with the same effect, subject to the provisions of 

are taken from judgments of the superior court 

mandamus or injunctio 
Sec. 76. (a) Any 


this act, as a Is 
in other sections Tor 


n. 

blie utility which vielates or fails to comply 
with any provision of the constitution of this State or of this act, or 
which fails, omits, or neglects to obey, observe, or comply with any 
order, decision, decree, e, direction, demand, or requi: 
part or provision thereof, of the commission, in a case In which a pen- 
alty has not hereinbefore been provided for such public utility, is sub- 
ject to a penalty of not less than $500 nor more than $2,000 for each 


and every offense. 
(b) Every violation of the provisions of this act or of any order, 
d decree, rule, on, demand, or requirement the 


t, or em- 
of his official 
leemed to be the 


violates or fails to comply with, or who procures, aids, or abets any 
Violation by any public pinty of any provision of the constitution of 


any order, decision, rule, directio: 
n thereo 


ent, or an 
has not herein: | 


ery ce epg other than a 8 utility which violates 


o obey, 
rule, directi 
any p or provision thereof, of the 
malty has not hereinbefore been provided for such corporation, is sub- 
ect to a penalty of not less than $500 nor more than $2,000 for each 
and every offense. 
Sec. 79. Every person who, either individually or acting as an officer, 
agent, or employee of a corporation other than a public utility, vio- 
lates any provision of this act or fails to observe, obey, or comply with 


any order, decision, rule, direction, demand, or requirement, or any part 
or portion thereofy of the commission, or who procures, aids, or abets 


any such public utility in its violation of this act or in its failure to 
obey, observe, or comply with any such order, decision, rule, direction, 
demand, or requirement, or any part or portion thereof, in a case in 
which a R gear has not hereinbefore been provided for such person is 

1000. 4 7 — oy is Lew mag gd by a fine not exceeding 
, or by sonmen a coun not exceeding one year, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment. 5 

Sec. 80. Actions to recover penalties under this act shall be brought 
in the name of the people of the State of California in the supe 
court in and for the county, or city and county, in which the cause 
or some part thereof arose, or in which the corporation complained of, 
if any, has its principal place of business, or in which the person, if 
any, complained of, resides. Such action shall be commenced and prose- 
cuted to final judgment by the attorney of the commission. In any 
such action all penalties incurred up to the time of commencing the 
same may be sued for and recovered. In all such actions the procedure 
and rules of evidence shall be the same as in ordinary civil action: 
Fiaa + as otherwise herein provided. All fines and penalties recove 
by the State in any such action, ether with the costs thereof, shall 
be into the State treasury to credit ef the general fund. Any 
such action may be compromised or discontinued on application of the 
commission upon such terms as the court shall approve and order. 

See. 81. Every public utility, corporation, er person which shall fail 
te observe, obey, er comply with any order, decision, rule, regulation, 

or requirement, or eng pen or portion thereof, of 
the commission or any commissioner shall in contempt of the commis- 
sion, and shall be punishable by the commission for contempt in tha 
same manner and to the same extent as contempt is punished by courts 
of record. The remedy prescribed in this section shall not be a bar to 
or affect any other remedy prescribed in this act, but shall be cumula- 
tive and in addition to such other remedy er remedies. 

Sec. 82. This act shall not affect such powers of control over any 
public utility vested in et city and county or incorporated city or town 
as at an election to be held pursuant to laws to be 5 by 
the 1 ‘ture, a majority of the Po. N electors voting reon of 
such and county, or incorpora city or town, shall vote to retain, 
and until such election such powers shall continue unimpaired in such 
city and county or 5 ay or town; but if the vote so taken 
shall not favor the continuation such powers they shall thereafter 
$ That where any such city and county 
have elected to continue ony 


‚powers 

respecting public utilities it may, by a vote of a majority of its quali- 

electors voting thereon, thereafter surrender such pones to the 
the by the legisla 


wer. 
epee. 83 (a) This act shail not affect Pending actions or proceedings 
brought by or against the people of the State of California or the com- 
mission, or by any other person or tion under the provisions of 
chapters 20 or of the laws of 1911, but the same may be prose- 
cuted and defended with the same effect as though this act had 
been passed. Any investigation, hearing, or examination undertaken, 
commenced, instituted, or prosecuted prior to the taking effect of this 
act may be conducted and continued to a final determination in the 
same manner and with the same effect as if it had been undertaken, 
commenced, instituted, or prosecuted in accordance with the provisions 
of this act. All proceedings hitherto taken by the commission-in an 
such investigation, hearing, or examination are hereby ratified, approv 
validated, and confirmed, and all such proceedings shall have the same 
force effect as if they had been undertaken, commenced, instituted, 
and prosecuted under the provisions of this act and in the manner 
herein prescribed. 
Son No cause of action arising under the provisions of chapters 20 or 
of the laws of 1911 shall abate by reason of the passage of this act, 
whether a suit er action has been instituted thereon at the time of the 
taking effect of this act or not, but actions may be brought upon such 
causes in the same manner, under the same terms and conditions, and 
with the same effect as though said chapters had not been repealed. 

(e) All orders, decisions, rules, or regulations heretofore made, 
issued, or promulgated by the commission shall continue in force and 
have the same effect as though they had been lawfully made, issued, or 
ted under the provisions of this act. 

act, in so far as it embraces the same subject matter, shall 
be construed as a continuation of chapter 20 of the Laws of 1911, 
—— ta T 1911, and chapter 386 of the Laws of 1911, 
oon 

ec. 84. 1 any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this 
act is for any reason held to be unconstitutional, such decision shall 
not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this act. The legis- 
lature hereby declares that it would have passed this act, and each sec- 
tion, su sentence, clause, and phrase thereof, irrespective of 
the fact that any one or more other sections, subsections, sentences, 
clauses, or 5 — be declared unconstitutional. 

Sec. 85. Neither this act nor any provision thereof, ex: 
cifically so stated, shall apply or be constrned to apply 
with foreign nations or commerce among the several States of this 
Union, except in so far as the same may bè tted under the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the Uni Sta and the acts of Con- 
gress, 


not 


t when spe- 
o commerce 


1912. 


Sec. 86. All moneys which are paid into the State treasury by the 
commission up to and including the 30th day of June, 1913, under the 
provisions of section 57 of this act and credited to the railroad-commis- 
sion fund are hereby appropriated to be used by the commission in 
earrying out the provisions of this act, and the controller is hereby 
directed to draw his warrant on said fund from time to time in favor 
of the commission for the amounts 55 under its direction, and 
the treasurer is hereby authorized and directed to 85 the same. 

Sec. 87. The railroad- commission act approy ebruary 10, 1911, 
and the act entitled “An act to amend the railroad-commission act b; 
amending section 15 thereof, Teats to powers and duties of the rail- 
road commission of the State of California, and to amend section 3T 
thereof, relating to free and reduced-rate transportation for freight and 
passengers,” approved April 6, 1911, and all acts or parts of acts in- 
consistent with the previsioos of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 88. This act shall take effect 90 days after the final adjourn- 
ment of this session of the legislature. 


EXHIBIT E. ~ 
COPIES OF RIGHT-OF-WAY STATUTES—RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF 1866. 


The act of July 26, 1866 (14 Stat. L., 253), was entitled “An act 
ranting the right of way to ditch and canal owners over the public 
ands, and for other purposes.” 

This legislation has since been embodied in the Revised Statutes as 
sections 2339 and 2340, which 8 

“ Sec. 2339. Whenever, by priority of 
of water for mining, agricultural, manufacturing, or other purposes, 
have vested and accrued, and the same are recognized and acknowl- 
ed by the local customs, laws, and decisions of courts, the possessors 

owners of such vested rights shall be maintained and protected in 
the same; and the right of way for the construction of ditches and 
eanals for the purposes herein specified is acknowledged and confirmed ; 
but whenever any person, in the construction of any ditch or canal in- 
jures or damages the possession of any settler on the public domain, 
the party committing such injury or damage shall be liable to the party 
injured for such injury or damage. 

“Src. 2340, All patents granted or preemption or homesteads allowed 
shall be subject to any vested and accrued water rights or rights to 
ditches and reservoirs used in connection with such water rights, as 
may have been acquired under or recognized by the preceding section.” 


RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF ‘MARCH 3, 1891. 
(26 Stat. L., 1095, 1101, 1102.) 


Sections 18 to 21, inclusive, of this act provide: 

“ SEC. 18. That the right of way through the public lands and reser- 
vations of the United States is hereby granted to any canal or ditch 
company formed for the purpose of irrigation and duly organized under 
iad laws of any State or Territory, which shall have flled or may 

ereafter file with the Secretary of the Interlor a copy of its articles 
of incorporation, and due proofs of its organization under the same, to 
the extent of the ground occupied by the water of the reservoir and of 
the canal and its laterals, and 50 feet on each side of the marginal 
limits thereof; also, the right to take from the public lands adjacent 
to the line of the canal or ditch material, earth, and stone necessar 
for the construction of such canal or ditch: Provided, That no su 
right of way shall be so located as to interfere with the proper occupa- 
tion by the Government of any such reservation, and all maps of loca- 
tion shall be subject to the approval of the department of the Govern- 
ment having jurisdiction of such reservation, and the privilege herein 
aps pa shall not be construed to interfere with the control of water 
or irrigation and other purposes under authority of the respective 
States or Territories. 

“Sec. 19. That any canal or ditch company desiring to secure the 
benefits of this act shall within 12 months after the location of 10 
miles of its canal, if the same be upon surveyed lands and if upon 
unsurveyed lands, within 12 months after the survey thereof by the 
United States, file with the register of the land office for the district 
where such land is located a Ap of its canal or ditch and reservoir; 
and upon the approval thereof by the Secretary of the Interior the 
same shall be noted upon the plats in said office, and thereafter all 
such lands over which such rights of way shall pass shall be disposed 
of subject to such right of way. Whenever any person or corporation, 
in the construction of any canal, ditch, or reservoir, injures or Sec ce 
the possession of any settler on the public domain, the party committ g 
such injury ur damage shall be liable to the party injured for suc 
pr or damage. 

“Src. 20. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all canals, 
ditches, or reservoirs heretofore or hereafter constructed, whether con- 
structed by corporations, individuals, or association of individuals, on 
the filing of the certificates and maps herein provided for. If such 
ditch, canal, or reservoir has been or shall be constructed by an in- 
dividual or association of individuals, it shall be sufficient for such 
individual or association of individuals to file with the Secretary of the 
Interior and with the register of the land office where said land is 
located a map of the line of such canal, ditch, or reservoir, as in case 
of a corporation, with tbe name of the individual owner or owners 
thereof, together with the articles of association, if any there be. Plats 
heretofore filed shall have the benefits of this act from the date of their 
filing, as though filed under it: Provided, That if any section of said 
canal or ditch shall not be completed within five years after the loca- 
tion of said section, the rights herein ranten shall be forfeited as to 
any uncompleted section of said canal, ditch, or reservoir, to the extent 
that the same is not completed at the date of the forfeiture. 

“Sec. 21. That nothing in this act shall authorize such canal or 
ditch company to occupy such right of way except for the purpose of 
said canal or ditch, and then only so far as may be necessary for the 
construction, maintenance, and care of Said canal or ditch.” 

Nots.—It was held by the United States Supreme Court, under the 
railroad right-of-way act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stat. L., 482), that con- 
struction is equivalent for every purpose to the filing and approval of 
maps and plats. The two acts are pracHonliy identical in language, 
and therefore the Department of the Interior has held repeatedly that 
actual construction under the foregoing act vests in irrigation com- 

antes complete legal title to their rights of ios in advance of and 
rrespective of the 1 approval of any plats or maps. 
Jamestown & Northern road Co, v. Jones (177 U. S., 125), De 
Weese v. Henry Investment Co. (39 L. D., 27).) 
RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF JANUARY 21, 1895. 
(28 Stat. L., 635.) 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the 


sion, rights to the use 


an 
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use of the nig 
not within the limits of any park, forest, military, or Indian reserva- 
tion for tramroads, canals, or reservoirs, to the extent of the ground 
occupied by the water of the canals and reservoirs and 50 feet on each 
side of the marginal limits thereof, or 50 feet on each side of the center 


ht of way through the public lands of the United States 


line of the tramroad, by any citizen or any association of citizens of 
the United States engaged in the business of mining or quarrying or of 
cutting timber and manufacturing lumber. 
RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF MAY 14, 1896, 
(29 Stat. L., 120.) 
That the act entitled “An act to permit the use of the right of way 
through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 


other purposes,” approved January 21, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by adding thereto the oi gt shea, Se 
“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 


thorized and empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, 
to permit the use of rights of way to the extent of 25 feet, together 
with the use of necessary ground, not exceeding 40 acres, upon the 
public lands and forest reservations of the United States by any 
citizen or association of citizens of the United States, for the purpose 
of generating, mauufacturing, or distributing electric power.” 


RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF MAY 11, 1898. 
(30 Stat, L., 404.) 


That the act entitled “An act to permit the use of the right of way 
through the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 
other Pie s,” approved January 21, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended 7 adding thereto the following : 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, under general lations to be fixed by him, to permit the 
use of rights of way upon the public lands of the United States not 
within the limits of any park, forest, military, or Indian reservations, 
for tramways, canals, or reservoirs, to the extent of the ground occu- 
pied by the water canals and reservoirs and 50 feet on each side of the 
marginal limits thereof, or 50 feet on each side of the center line of 
the tramroad, by any citizen or association of citizens of the United 
States, for the purposes of furnishing water for domestic, public, and 
other beneficial uses. 

“Src. 2. That the rights of way for ditches, canals, or reservoirs 
heretofore or hereafter approved under the provisions of sections 18, 
19, 20, and 21 of the act entitled ‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other pornos approved March 3, 1891, may be used for pur- 
poses of a public nature; and said rights of way may be used for pur- 
poses of water transportation, for domestic purposes, or for the deyel- 
opment of power as subsidiary to the main purpose of irrigation.” 


PERMIT ACT OF FEBRUARY 15, 1901. 
(31 Stat. L., 790.) 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the 
use of rights of way through the public lands, forest, and other reser- 
vations of the United States, and the Yosemite, Sequoia, and General 
Grant National Parks, Cal, for electrical plants, poles, and lines for 
the generation and distribution of electrical power. and for telephone 
and telegraph pu and for canals, ditches, pipes and pipe lines, 
flumes, tunnels, or other water conduits, and for water plants, dams, 
and reservoirs used to promote irrigation or mining or quarrying, or 
the manufacturing or cutting of timber or lumber, or the supplying of 
water for comente. pubie, or any other beneficial uses to the extent of 
the ground occupied by such canals, ditches, flumes, tunnels, reser- 
voirs, or other water conduits or water plants, or electrical or other 
works permitted hereunder, and not to exceed 50 feet on each side of 
the marginal limits thereof, or not to exceed 50 feet on each side of 
the center line of such pipe and pipe lines, electrical, telegraph, and 
telephone lines and poles, by any citizen, association, or corporation of 
the United States, where it is intended by such to exercise the use 

rmitted hereunder or any one or more of the purposes herein named: 

rovided, That such permits shall be allowed within or through any of 
said parks or any forest, military, Indian, or other reservation only 
upon the approval of the chief officer of the department under whose 
supervision such park or reservation falls and upon a finding by him 

t the same is not incompatible with the public interest: Provided 
further, That all permits given hereunder for telegraph or telephone 
vad Begg shall be subject to the provision of title 65 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States, and amendments thereto, regulating 
rights of way for telegraph companies over the public domain: And 

rovided further, That any pe ion given by the Secretary of the 
nterlor under the provisions of this act may be revoked by him or his 
successor in his discretion, and shall not be held to confer any right 
or ement or interest in, to, or over any public land, reservation, or 
ae RIGHT-OF-WAY ACT OF FEBRUARY 1, 1905. 


(33 Stat. L., 628.) 


This is the Forest Service transfer act, which transferred that service 
from the Department of the Interlor to the Department of Agriculture. 
Section 4 of the act provides: 

“Src. 4. That rights of way for the construction and maintenance of 
dams, reservoirs, water plants, ditches, flumes, pipes, tunnels, and 
canals within and across the forest reserves of the United States are 
hereby granted to citizens and corporations of the United States for 
municipal or mining purposes and for the purposes of the milling and 
reduction of ores during the period of their beneficial use under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior and subject to the laws of the State or Territory in which said 
reserves are respectively situated.” 


WATER-KIGHT ACT OF MARCH 3, 1877. 
(19 Stat. L., 377.) 


ae hes section provided for the preemption of desert lands. 
rovided : 

p “Provided, however, That the right to the use of the water by the 
person so taking the same on or to any tract of desert land of 640 
acres shall depend upon bona fide prior appropriation, and such right 
shall not exceed the actual amount of water appropriated and neces- 
sarily used for the purposes of irrigation and reclamation. 

“And all surplus water over and above such actual appropriation and 
use, together with the water of all lakes, rivers, and other sources of 
supply upon the public lands and not available, shall remain and be 
held free for the appre riation and use of the public for irrigation, 
g purposes, subject to existing rights.” 


It then 


WATER RIGHTS WITHIN FOREST RESERVATIONS. 
‘orest Service administration act of June 4, 1897 (30 Stat. L., 


The F. 

1, 86), provides: 

VVV 
— ans reservations are situated or under the laws of 
States and the rules and regulations established thereunder. 

Mr. HAYES.. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, how did the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Hares] get the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. I recognized him. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair has not the right to recognize two 
gentlemen on the same side of the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not informed as to how 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes] stood. Is the gen- 
tleman from California opposed to the bill? 

Mr. HAYES. No; I.am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the motion 
that the committee do now rise. It is apparent that we shall 
not finish the bill to-night, and I understand that a number of 
gentlemen on the other side want to be heard. I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Sisson, Ghairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12572) 
for the relief of the Hydro-Electric Co. of California, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

ARGUMENT ON INJUNCTION IN LABOR DISPUTES BEFORE JUDICIARY 
COMMITTEE, 1904. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, pending that mo- 
tion, I desire to submit the following statement on the subject 
of injunction legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Record. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. This is the statement: 
STATEMENT OF MR. A. FURUSETH, REPRESENTING THE INTERNATIONAL 
SEAMEN’S UNION OF AMERICA, 

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the conten- 
tion that has been brought here and which I am here now to 
dispute is that there is a property right in labor. 

“This bill and the hearings thereon bring to your attention 
a conflict which is but another phase of that oldest of struggles 
in human society, the struggle between the house of Have and 
the house of Want; on the part of labor the cry for freedom, 
on the part of capital the argument of necessity. 

“There are some positions taken by the employers and their 
attorneys which, to say the least, will be startling reading for 
thoughtful men, and which, properly considered, will bring the 
public to our side as surely as the American public mind is 
yet of the opinion which made this country pour out its blood 
and treasure to abolish the ownership of man by man in any 


sense. 

“What is the strife between employers and employees? It 
is usually called the labor question. What is it? What does 
it mean? 

“In the old Roman world, from which we obtain many of 
our ideas, especially our ideas about law, and certainly our 
injunctions, the basie principle was autocracy or absolutism— 
absolutism in religion, absolutism in the state, and absolutism 
in industry. The whole philosophy of life was in the concept 

that there were sons of the gods to teach, to govern, to pray; 
and sons of the earth, without souls, to be saved or damned, to 
be taught, to be governed, to be preyed upon. Into this came 
the teachings of the Christ, the concept that there is but one 
God and that all men are His children, equal heirs to all the 
bounties of the Father. We haye been taught to pray, ‘Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, as in heaven so also on earth.’ 
We have been taught to bear each other's burden; that God is 
no respecter of persons; that each will be responsible for his 
own acts, and so forth. 

“Tt took some fifteen hundred years of intense struggle, ex- 
pressing itself through organizations based upon religious dis- 
content, to establish religious freedom. It took 300 more years 
for organizations based upon political discontent to give us such 
political freedom as we now haye, And the labor movement is 
but this fundamental Christian idea taking hold of the indus- 
trial field in an endeayor to transform it into its own image. 
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This, gentlemen, is, in short, the labor movement. Absolutism 
has been removed from church and the state; it yet holds full 
sway in industry. Yet the employer says, ‘ This is my business; 
I am this business.’ Like the dictum of Louis the Fourteenth, 
‘I am the state? We of the labor movement dispute this. We 
hold that since the business can not exist without the worker, 
he has something to say, or should have something to say, about 
it. We do not claim that we are always right in what we say, 
but since the toller can not be divorced from his labor power, 
the claim set up here of a vested right in so much labor power 
as will make a plant profitable is not only un-Christian but un- 
American. 

This evolution toward ‘The Kingdom’ meets on the indus- 
trial field a most formidable power. There are plants which 
employ in different ways 150,000 men. Allowing 5 to a family, 
this means 750,000 men, women, and children. The owner or 
owners claim the right to determine the hours of labor, which 
means what time the employee may be with his family. They 
claim the sole right to determine wages. This means the power 
to say in what kind of house the worker shall live, what kind 
of clothing shall be worn by his wife and children, what shall 
be their food, what kind of education they shall gain, what 
character shall be developed by the rising generation. The 
power of kings is as nothing to this. Kingly power only touches 
the life of the people in spots—at intervals. Here is a power 
which goes into the very essence of life, and at no time in the 
history of the Gotho-Germanic race was such a power vested in 
individual man. As it has grown it has sought to control the 
political action of the workmen subject to it, and did so control 
it that it was necessary to make the ballot secret. It controls 
in a measure the legal profession through patronage and place; 
the newspapers, through their advertising columns; the churches, 
through the pew; the institutions of learning, through endow- 
ments; and the jury system is threatened through an unwar- 
ranted use of the writ of injunction—nay, we have found judges 
who were not proof against this power and who have used their 
holy office contrary to the settled law. Thus the virus of indus- 
trial absolutism is burrowing through every safeguard and fill- 
ing the holes with maggots of its own making. 

“What can the working class do? In the developments and 
the law, of which we complain, we are considered and treated 
as a class. Here is a power which watches over us in the shop, 
at our home, at our evening meeting, and at the polls. To incur 
its displeasure means discharge, and this means the finding, if 
we can, employment in some other line of industry and loss of 
such value as our acquired skill may have. 

“We apply the lessons, taught us by the animals, of ‘ mutual 
aid. We come together for protection and endeavor to put 
into practice the instruction ‘to bear each other’s burden,’ but 
are promptly met by an order from the court under which this 
is called ‘ conspiracy‘; and the oldest of Saxon rights, the trial 
by jury, is swept away. 

Not that all our employers act. thus. Many, nay, perhaps a 
majority, would have it otherwise; but they have to keep up 
with the procession or go out of business, 

“We exercise the right of assembly; we discuss our griey- ` 
ances; we appoint our committee and respectfully submit our 
petition for redress; and we are told that Jones, Smith & Co. 
would gladly grant our petition, but there is Hogg, Hunger & 
Co. working one hour more per day now and paying less wages. 
Jones, Smith & Co. can not grant our request. It would mean 
going out of business. We know that there is some truth in 
this statement, and we set aside a few cents per week, and after 
a while we send somebody to the employees of Hogg, Hunger 
& Co. to inform them that we and they may have better condi- 
tions if they will make common cause, and that we have saved 
together a few dollars which we will share with them in feeding 
the little ones if they will stand in. They weigh the chances of. 
success or failure and determine to risk all in an effort to better 
the condition of themselves and those dependent on them. Their 
petition is presented to their employers, who promptly refuse 
even to consider it. 

“The employers are that business, and the mere present- 
ing of the petition is to dispute their authority. The bearers 
of the petition are promptly dismissed from the service. Then 
follows a strike—a refusal to furnish the labor power, without 
which the great plant is of no yalue. Working people far and 
near are notified of the strike and requested to keep away; 
Pickets are placed to inform those who come and may have 
heard nothing or who may have been influenced by some false 
statement from the agents sent out by the company to find men. 
A vacant lot near the plant is handy. The strikers obtain per- 
mission to occupy it, and they establish a camp, where they are 
together, encourage each other, watch each other and the men 
going into the plant, They do not destroy tangible property or 
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assault the men; but their presence, the look of reproach on the 
faces, and the knowledge of why e out of work quicken 
the conscience of those at work, and they, too, quit. 

„This, gentlemen of the committee, was the development up 
to and including the situation at the Collins Colliery Co. in 
West Virginia when that corporation submitted its petition to 
the court for an injunction. It illustrates, as well as I can, the 
whole movement in the general lines upon which it develops. 
The fear of want,’ which appears in every step, is not given the 
weight to which it is entitled; but it follows every step, like the 
shark follows the ship in distress. In every strike hope had 
conquered fear when the petition was presented. 

“The Collins Colliery Co., finding the men leaving its employ, 
goes into court and sets forth that it has a coal plant in which 
it has invested $250,000, upon which it must pay $10,000 per 
annum as royalty. It has a market in several States; it is 
under contract to deliver the coal, but can not, because the 
laborers, for reasons of their own, refuse to work. True, their 
reasons for quitting were given, so were the conditions upon 
which they would continue; but in place of dealing with the 
men the company now comes to the court. The company figured 
on the labor supply being there when it invested its money and 
assumed obligations. The investment, plant, and contracts give 
to the company a vested right in necessary labor supply with 
which to operate the plant, which will otherwise ‘lie idle and 
deteriorate in value.“ 

„Its real stock in trade was the labor, and since labor can 
not be divorced from the laborer it was in the laborers. There 
was no rioting, no disturbance of peace, of which the peace 
officers of the country could take cognizance; there was no 
tangible property destroyed. The earning power of the plant 
had passed, or was about to pass, and the court was appealed 
to to protect that kind of property. The court took the view of 
the company and issued the injunction. That this was an asser- 
tion that property right in labor went with the ownership of the 
mine, and that this property right on the part of the mine 
owner destroyed the property right of the miner himself and put 
him outside the Bill of Rights never occurred to the judge. 
These men had done nothing but meeting, marching, persuading, 
inducing, and making ‘inflammatory speeches,’ and this they 
had done many times before—nay, prior to election they had 
done it under fear of discharge and want if refusing. 

“I have said that the court destroyed the property right of 
the miners in themselves. Is there any law permitting any 
judge, or is there any inherent power in any judge, to prevent 
one freeman from inducing another freeman to do what he has 
a legal right to do, unless such action would destroy the vested 
right of some third person? John Doe, who, is working for 
Hogg, Hunger & Co., has the right to quit work; but in so doing 
he exposes himself and family to want, and hence he continues at 
work. The employees of Jones, Smith & Co. offer to share with 
them their savings, to give them food and shelter, and the court 
steps in and forbids. John Doe and his family are isolated and 
must continue in the employ of Hogg, Hunger & Co. against 
their will. The court has, by preventing help coming to them, 
accomplished by indirection what it could not do directly. 

If Hogg, Hunger & Co. has no property right in John Doe 
if John Doe is a freeman—why can he not be advised, per- 
suaded, and helped? Again, if Jones, Smith & Co. should offer 
to John Doe a place in their employ, John may leave and ac- 
cept the new employment. So that, as against some other em- 
ployer, there is no vested right in the wage earner. The 
employers are on an equality as to him, and he may go from 
one to the other. He has the right to choose a new master 
if he can find one; but he may not be given such assistance as 
will enable him to refuse to work at all unless the employer 
can find somebody to take his place, keep the business going, 
and thus prevent the plant from being idle and deteriorating. 
If he be free, if his body be his own, by what right is his com- 
ing and going obstructed? That the obstruction comes through 
depriving him of the means to move and is indirect makes it no 
whit less effective, no less real. If he be part of that business, 
if the plant has a property right in him, then the whole pro- 
ceeding is logical and right. Upon any other concept how can 
this be defended? 

“As citizens he and his fellows are under the protection of 
the Bill of Rights; as workmen they are property—not as indi- 
viduals, no; but as a class, yes. Is this American? We hold that 
the workman is merged in the citizen and that the Declaration 
of Independence issued ‘in decent respect to the opinions of 
mankind,’ where it says that ‘All men are created equal and are 
by their Creator endowed with certain inalienable rights, among 
which are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness,’ meant 
then and means now what it says, and that the wage earner 
is no exception. We maintain that the equal protection of 
the bill of rights and the laws to all men, regardless of their 


station, is the American idea. We claim no immunity from any 
law; we claim the same right to be considered innocent until 
proven guilty as other citizens; that we shall be held, as other 
men, to be law-abiding. 

“Would anybody dream of protecting the earning power of a` 
small store by getting out an injunction against the department 
store? Why not serye us with an injunction forbidding us to 
transfer our patronage from one store to another? Is it because 
they both have a vested right in our patronage that we may not 
combine to withhold it from either? Yet these absurdities, 
these invasions of our right to individual liberty, this claim of 
vested right in our labor and our patronage are gravely called 
by employers their ‘property rights,’ which must be protected 
by injunction. They organize a society to take the place of the 
State in enforcing the law, and send their delegates here to file 
an indictment against the system of government, preparatory to, 
as they threaten, taking the law into their own hands if the 
Congress shall refuse to sustain their new American claim to 
property right in the labor of the wage earner. 

“There are two thoughts growing in our industrial life 
equally unreasonable and dangerous, that the employer has a 
property right in the labor of his workmen and that the em- 
ployee has some kind of property right in his job. If there 
should be any such right as last mentioned it would naturally 
follow that the job has some right in the employee, and the 
workman who sets up such claim is selling his birthright for a 
mess of pottage. 

“Tn their essence these claims are socialistic. It is these 
claims accepted that from the basis of the theories of State 
socialism. And yet when we ask that the Congress shall pass 
a bill which will protect the employer and employee alike, the 
employers pronounce it socialistic and dub us Socialists. 

“Nor is there the slightest possibility of any such claims 
being considered for a moment. Is there a ‘right to work’? 
If so, it must be based upon the ‘ right to life’ and run against 
the State, which in protecting and making such right effective is 
bound under the same declaration to do so without in any way 
destroying the ‘right to liberty,’ which is on an exact equality 
with the ‘right to life’ in that instrument. Such right is an 
individual right. Labor is an attribute of life, inseparable 
therefrom, hence is life. 

“Property is something which we may acquire, possess, and 
part with. It may be contracted away; it may be alienated; 
it may be destroyed without destroying the possessor. Labor is 
therefore not property in which some other person may acquire 
a property right which will give him a standing in an equity 
court. That no such property right exists was decided by the 
Supreme Court of Massachusetts in December, 1892. 

“Tn Worthington v. Waring (157 Mass., 421, December, 1892), 
laborers who had been employed in a mill in Fall River and 
had left because they could not obtain higher wages, brought 
a bill against the treasurer and superintendent of the corpora- 
tion, the employment of which they had left, and officers of 
other mills, charging that these officers had conspired together 
and put the names of the plaintiffs upon a ‘blacklist,’ stating 
that the petitioners had been engaged in a strike, and had 
induced all employers of their kind of labor in Fall River to 
refuse to employ them— 


“with intent to compel them either to without work in Fall River 

or to go back to work for the corporation, the employment of which 

— had left, at such wages as that corporation should see fit to pay 
em 


“And asked that the defendants be restrained— 


“from annoying the petitioners and interfering with their rights to 
earn their livelihood at their trade in Fall River, and to withdraw and 
destroy all blacklists or other devices used by the defandants or under 
their orders for that purpose. 

“To this the court said that if the petition charged a con- 
spiracy, which was a misdemeanor at common law, the remedy 
was by indictment; and if the injury caused to the petitioners 
by the conduct of the deféndants constituted a cause of action, 
the remedy was ‘by an action of tort to be brought by each 
petitioner separately.’ The court then said that while— 
“courts of equity often protect property from threatened injury when 
the rights of property are equitable, or when, although the rights are 
legal, the civil and criminal remedies at common law are not adequate, 
but the rights which the petitioners allege the defendants were violati 
at the time the petition was filed are personal rights, as distinguished 
from the rights of property— 

“and, therefore, the court declined to entertain the petition. 

Being personal rights, as distinct from property rights, when 
not contracted away, and as such incapable of being protected 
by a court of equity, the laborer can not assign a right which 
he does not possess, hence a contract to labor will give no right 
in the laborer which can be enforced in equity. 

“We thus come back to the one fundamental question: ‘Is 
there going along with the ownership of the mine, factory, or 


2930 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 6, 


means of transportation a vested right in so much iabor as is 
needed to make it profitable?’ 

If such right exists, whence is it obtained? It surely is con- 
trary to the thirteenth amendment of the Constitution. If any 
such right runs against us as a class, upon what members of 
the class can it be enforced? 

“The employers and business men, who come here in good 
faith and make this claim of vested right in our labor and our 
patronage, are perhaps not much to be blamed. They find this 
idea expressing itself in the capitalization of the earning power 
of great enterprises; they have possibly paid good money for 
stocks and bonds, which are nothing but a mortgage upon the 
labor of the future. We learn from our industrial superiors; 
they from their financial principals. But that some of their 
attorneys should take the same position is a matter of some sur- 
prise and apprehension, to me at least. 

“Can it be possible that these attorneys hold such contention 
to be sound? Through all the testimony and arguments there 
seems to run this idea of vested right in so much labor power 
as will run the plant, except in the argument of Mr. Bond, who 
poenima that such right does not exist and who mourns that 

‘act. 

“They urge with apparent sincerity the bill be not passed, 
because it will put a blot upon the judiciary, while they in the 
same breath claim that the whole machinery for the administra- 
tion of justice and keeping the peace has broken down. 

“They say that the police will not arrest, and when they do 
the police judge will not convict, or if he will convict, the ac- 
cused will ask for a jury, and on it will be one or two members 
of the unions, conyiction failing, and you haye your labor for 
your pains. 

“According to this the citizen is, by his occupation as a wage 
earner, so warped in judgment and tainted morally that he can 
not be trusted as a juror if one of his own class is to be tried. 
As this unfitness is based on moral turpitude, it follows that his 
testimony as a witness is of no value and must therefore be 
rejected. This is entirely consistent with the claim that he is 
property. The slave never could testify against his owner nor 
against the owner's equals. His evidence could be and was 
taken by the master against a fellow serf or slave, and so it is 
now with the wage earner. The employing corporation goes 
into court, and, to quote from the petition of the coal corpora- 
tion already mentioned, says: 

“That the remainder of the miners and employees engaged as such 
„ $ are willing to work and continue their employment; 
+ + œ that they are idle now for the reason that they are intimi- 
dated and in fear; that all of the miners at its said mines are very 
desirous of being permitted to continue their said work at the present 


rate of wages, and will do, as your orator is advised, and so alleges, if 
not interfered with and disturbed as hereinafter alleged.” 


“The petitioner then alleges that a confederation, combina- 
tion, and association of men haye gone among the miners and 
other laborers for the purpose of inducing or persuading them 
to quit work, and by threats, menaces, inflammatory speeches, 
and demonstrations, and that if this continues those now at 
work will quit, and thus cause the ‘said coal plant to lie idle 
and deteriorate in value.’ 

“Tt is submitted that if the men at work and the men idle 
were free men entitled to the protection of the Bill of Rights 
there was nothing in these facts or allegations which could in 
any way justify the use of the writ of injunction. It is alleged 
that they used threats. What kind of threats? That is a ques- 
tion of fact, and under the ‘ Bill of Rights’ they were entitled 
to a jury if they were threats within the meaning of the 
criminal law. 

“We are told that the jurisdiction conferred on our court of 
equity was such as existed in England at the time of the found- 
ing of our Republic, and that it went to the protection of vested 
rights. If this be true, then either there is a vested right in 
the laborer going with the ownership of the mine or the use of 
the writ was a gross usurpation. If it is the first, we ask of you 
to abolish it as inconsistent with the thirteenth amendment; if 
the second, then we pray that you stop the usurpation by the 
passage of this bill. In either case it is a symptom of that grow- 
ing “industrial absolutism” which is gradually depriving us of 
our freedom as men and which is digging from under our-form 
of government its very foundation. 

“That we can be freemen in fact is so incomprehensible to 
Mr. Beck that he assumes that our voluntary associations are 
a kind of padrone system, by which Mr. Gompers farms out our 
labor in some way for his own profit. 

“Gentlemen, it is time that this growing, grinding power of 
industrial absolutism be checked. If permitted to grow, it will 
not only grind every vestige of personal freedom out of the wage 
earners, but it will destroy this Republic, subvert Christian 
civilization, and build upon the ruins an industrial feudalism 


more destructye of human liberty and progress than was the 
old feudalism in the time of its lowest depths and decadence. 

“Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, we bring 
our grievances, as we feel them, to you, with our respectful peti- 
tion that they be remedied. We can not believe that you will 
fail us. We can not explain our pain in that logical way which 
would address itself to your intellects. We trust that your 
human sympathies will do what our speech—the mere wailing 
of pain and groping for the cause—shall not accomplish. 

“In conclusion, you will not misunderstand me when I say 
that should your sympathy fail to persuade your intellect that 
here is a real grievance and that this bill is a remedy, then, of 
course, your conclusion will be an indorsement, at least to some 
extent, of the employers’ position—that combination amongst 
the laborers is a crime against the property rights of the em- 
ployers, and that the criminal law failing to protect such rights, 
the writ of injunction is and has been properly used. 

“Then to us can remain but the old remedy—to disobey the 
king, peacefully, of course, and take as penalties for such peace- 
ful disobedience whatever may befall. Should this be, and 
God forbid that it should, then there will be more of these in- 
junctions than ever; imprisonments in consequence, as yet com- 
paratively rare, will multiply, and hosts of men and women 
will find out for the first time how a prison looks on the inside. 

“Tf this has to be, it must be, but— 


“And tho’ ye gave her felon fare, 
Bid felon garb her liv'ry be; 
“And tho’ ye set the oakum task— 

* I tell you all, she still is free!” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the following titles: 

S. 4728. An act to authorize the change of the name of the 
steamer Salt Lake City; 

S. 3211. An act authorizing that commission of ensign be given 
midshipmen upon graduation from the Naval Academy; and 

S. 4521. An act to authorize the change of the name of the 
steamer William A. Hawgood. 

ADJOURNMENT, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PALMER] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, March 7, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting a 
revised estimate of appropriation for placing electrical protec- 
tion to vaults in post-office buildings in Cleveland and Dayton, 
Ohio (H. Doc. No. 598); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 21420) providing for 
the establishment of a nayal base on Narragansett Bay, in the 
State of Rhode Island; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 21421) to provide for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Liberty, N. X.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 21422) to amend the act of 
August 2, 1886 (24 Stat. L., 209), as amended by the act of May 
9, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 194), defining butter, also imposing a tax 
upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21423) to amend 
an act entitled “An act granting to certain employees of the 
United States the right to receive from it compensation for in- 
juries sustained in the course of their employment,” approved 
May 30, 1908 (35 Stat. L., 556); to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DONOHOE: A bill (H. R. 21424) to regulate the com- 
pensation of adult male unskilled laborers in United States 
arsenals; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21425) to extend the pro- 
visions of the existing bounty-land laws to the officers and en- 
listed men, and the officers and men of the boat companies, of 
the Florida Seminole Indian War; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. r . 
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By: Mr. HOBSON: ; 
visions and to: extend: the scope of section 1528 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the: Committee: on: Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SLATDEN: A bill (H. R. 21427) to provide for a 
site and public building at Coleman, Coleman County, Tex.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds:. 

By Mr. HANNA: Joint resolution (H. J. Res: 263) to au- 
thorize allotments to Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reser- 


Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Bes. 
264) to authorize allotments to Indians of the Fort Berthold 
Indian Reseryation, N: Dak., of lands valuable for coal; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED: 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXH, private bills and: resolutions. 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 21428) granting a pension 
to Sarah J. Neighbor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 21429) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Arcenith F. Walker; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions: 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 21430) granting a pension: 
to John M. Cornelison; to the Committee on Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21431) for the relief of William F. Camp- 
bell, sole heir of Caroline Marion Campbell, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims: 

By Mr. DAUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 21482) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Mooney; to tlie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21483) granting a pension to Frances S. 
Gooding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21434) granting an increase of pension to 
William: Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL X. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 21435) grant- 
ing a pension to Bennie C. Longan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21486). granting an increase of 
pension to George H. Skeens; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

; By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21437) granting a pension to 

Henry: B. Furbee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21488) granting an increase of pension to 
George Judkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H: R. 21439) granting an increase- 
of pension to: Marcus F. Nesmith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 21440) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis B. Overlock; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21441) 
granting an increase of pension to: Solomon Freeland; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 21442) granting an: increase 
of pension to Caleb E. Stewart; to the Committee on: Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 21443) for the relief of the 
heirs: of Robert Webster, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21444) for the relief of heirs of James 
Wellsman; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21445) for the relief of the heirs of J. P. 
Watson, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21446) for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Webster; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21447) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Southam ;: to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MeGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 21448) granting an 
increase: of pension to John Hanley; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 21449) grant- 
ing a pension to Emma Kinsey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21450) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Neville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 21451) for the relief of 
the heirs of James H. Branch, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims: 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 21452) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Hummelbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21453) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Whisler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill: (H. R. 21426) to carry ont the pro- 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21454) granting an increase of pension to 
Herman: Neumyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARRAN: A Dill (H. R. 21455) for the relief of 
Judson Stewart; to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 

By Mr. REIEET: A bill) (H. R. 21456): to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military recordi of James Carey; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 21457) granting an increase 


of pension to Thomas B. King; to the Committee on Pensions: 
vation, N. Dak., of lands valuable for coal; to the Committee on 


By Mr. SPEER: A bill (H. Ri 21458) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Glass; to tlie Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 21459) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Towner; to the: Committee: on Invalid 


Pensions. 


By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 21460) granting a pension to 
Floyd L. Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21461) granting a pension to Archie H. 
Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21462) granting an- increase of pension to 
Willlam J. Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21463) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Salnave; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21464) granting a pension to Louis A. 
Giron; to the Committee on Pensions. = 

‘Also, a. bill (H. R. 21465). granting: an increase of pension. to 
Charles H. Eding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 21466) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Goodfruit; to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21467) granting an increase of pension. to 
George B. Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21468) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Schoein; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21469) granting an increase-of pension to 
Reuben Bradish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A. bill (H. R. 21470) for the 
relief of James S. Baer; to the Committee on Military. Affairs, 

By Mr. TILSON:. A bill. (H. R. 21471) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucretia J. Bean; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. UTTER: A bill (H. R. 21472) granting an increase 
of pension to John P. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WARBURTON: A bill (H. R. 21473) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Brantner; to the Committee on 
Invalid. Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKLIFFE: A bill (H. R. 21474) for the relief of 
Heirs of Turner Merritt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 21475) granting 


an increase of pension. to Andrew W.. Buckham; to the Com- 


mittee on. Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 21476) for tlie 
relief of Frederick Bittmann; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Wright City, Mo., for enactment of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee om the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, memorial of Rockland County (N. X.) Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, for House joint resolution 163; to the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: Memorial of Farmers’ Institute held at 
Convoy, Ohio, in favor of parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr: ASHBROOK : Petition of Grange No. 1326; of West 
Lafayette, Ohio, for parcel post, etc.; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition: of Christian Endeavor Society of the Preshy- 
terian: Church, of West Carlisle; Ohio, for enactment of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Wilson S. 
Fauts: (H. R. 21296); to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Council of Jewish Women, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., against Dillingham immigration bill; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization: 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of Sheridanville, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Kane’s Pharmacy; of Pittston, 
Pa., for Leent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, petitions of churches of Hazleton, Pa., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Polish National Alliance, protesting against 
illiteracy test in pending immigration legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of Nat Williams, of Luzerne; H. Roy Hibbard, 
of Plymouth; Council No. 517, Junior Order United American 
Mechanics, of Sugarloaf; and John H. Green, of Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., for enactment of House bill 1843; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petitions of business men of Monroe, 
Suffern, Walden, and Warwick, N. Y., protesting against parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petitions of business men of Monroe, Suffern, Walden, 
and Warwick, N. Y., for regulation of express rates and classi- 
fication; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of the Cammeyer, New York, pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill 16844, prohibiting 
fraud upon the public by requiring manufacturers to place their 
names upon manufactured articles; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Carson, Pirie, Scott & Co., of Chicago, III., 
protesting against House bill 16844; to. the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Baxter Springs, 
Kans., for enactment of House bill 16819; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Kansas, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Weir, Kans., for passage of old- 
age pension legislation; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
of William F. Campbell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of city council of the 
city of Jacksonville, Fla., favoring passage of Bulkley bill, pro- 
viding for the coinage of 3-cent pieces; to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of E. L. Johnson and 11 other citizens of the 
State of Florida, protesting against any legislation to extend 
the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER: Petitions of citizens of Sharon and Brad- 
ford, Wis., asking for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard in- 
terstate-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
Ohio, for enactment of an effective interstate liquor law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hamilton, Ohio, for combining 
certain departments; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of a certain labor organization of Middleton, 
Ohio, for enactment of House bill 5970; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: Petition of official board of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Greenwood, Ark., asking for the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of 60 members of the Inde- 
pendent Order of Red Men of Lima, N. Y., favoring the erection 
of an Indian memorial building in Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of Pittsford Grange, No. 424, against the pas- 
sage of House bill 18493, relating to oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of 109 members of Mendon Grange, No. 83, of 
Pittsford, N. Y., against House bill 18493, to change the name of 
oleomargarine to margarin, etc.; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: Petitions of members of Improved Or- 
der of Red Men of twenty-third congressional district of New 
York, for an American Indian memorial and museum building 
in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Memorial of Polish National Alliance, in 
opposition to illiteracy test in pending immigration legislation ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petitions of sundry citi- 
zens and storekeepers of the State of New York, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 


By Mr. DYER: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., against 
certain provisions of pending immigration legislation; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ELLERBE: Memorial of Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Cheyenne, Wyo., for repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Columbia, S. C., for children's 
bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of churches in the State of South Carolina, for 
enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Association of Army Nurses of the 
Civil War, for certain pension legislation; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petition of New Mexico Christian 
Endeavor Union, favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of New Mexico, 
fayoring a more liberal homestead law; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Union No. 23, Interna- 
tional Printing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North 
America, for increased compensation to pressmen and assist- 
ants in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition of Camps Nos. 21 and 62, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, for passage of House bill 5601; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Naval Camp, No. 49, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of Senate bill 291 and House bill 1235; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of board of managers of the New York Prod- 
uce Exchange, protesting against proposed reduction in the 
appropriation for Diplomatic and Consular Service; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 22 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Ottawa Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of Ottawa, III., favoring the passage of the Wilson 
bill (H. R. 11032), relating to the issuance of restraining orders, 
ete.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the James E. Pepper Distilling Co., of Chi- 
cago, III., against the passage of the Kenyon-Webb bills (S. 
4043 and H. R. 17593), relating to interstate- commerce ship- 
ments of intoxicating liquor; to the Committe on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Seventy-second Regiment-Illinois Infantry 
Volunteer Society, of Chicago, III., favoring the passage of the 
Madden bill (H. R. 14898), for the relief of Annie Robb; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Vigilance Society of New York 
City, favoring an appropriation of not less than $250,000 for 
the prosecution of the white-slave traffic; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of William Pryde and others, of Oglesby, III., 
and numerous citizens of Portland City, Ill., favoring the pas- 
sage of the Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
for improvement of Aransas Pass Harbor, Tex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Memorial of Legislative League of 
New York, for children’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Hogan & Son, of New York City, for 1-cent 
letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of Department of New York, Army and Navy 
Union, for passage of House joint resolution 239; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 19, United Spanish War Veterans, 
for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 7 

Also, memorial from Old Guard Camp, No. 19, United Spanish 
War Veterans, New York, favoring House bill 17470, pension 
bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial from Army and Nayy Union, United States 
of America, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring House joint resolution 
239; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Legislative League of New York, favoring 
passage of bill to create in Department of Commerce and Labor 
a bureau to be known as the children’s bureau; to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Hogan & Son, of New York, favoring 1-cent 
postage bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, 
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By Mr. GOULD: Petition of citizens of the State of Maine, 
for passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Lancaster County, 
Pa., for old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of Hope, N. Dak., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Edmore, N. Dak., for repeal of the 
Canadian reciprocity pact; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. h 

Also, petition of citizens of Napoleon, N. Dak., for enactment 
of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Selma, N. Dak., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of William Olson, of Palermo, N. Dak., for 
reduction in duties on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Northwestern Cream Shippers’ Association, 
relative to oleomargarine legislation; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of Johnstown, Pa., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, for 
reduction in duties on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Grange No. 1116, Patrons of Husbandry, for 
changes in the laws affecting oleomargarine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia, urging enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of Women’s Atheneum Club, of 
Park City, Utah, in favor of parcel post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day 
Saints of Ogden, Utah, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions and churches in the State of New 
Jersey, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of Tri-City District- Council, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, pro- 
testing against provision in the Smoot printing bill; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Printing Pressmen's Union, No. 32, of Omaha, 
Nebr., for increase in compensation to pressmen and assistants 
in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, memorial of Omaha (Nebr.) Woman's Club, for chil- 
dren’s bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Frances E. Willard Union, of Blair, Nebr., 
for Kenyon bill and constitutional amendment; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Kearney County Farmers’ Mutual Fire 
Insurance Co., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of National Association of Life Insurance Policy 
Holders, for certain amendment to corporation-tax law; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of residents of Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama, 
for passage of House resolution 287; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Pomona Grange, Gaylord, Mich., 
favoring the passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCRBARY: Petition of First Reformed Presbyterian 
Church of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

23 petition of St. Ignatius Congregation, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the speedy passage of the Esch phosphorus 
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of St. Ignatius Congregation, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., relative to Catholic Indian mission interests; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of Congregational Church 
of South Paris, Me., and the Norway Grange, of Norway, Me., 
favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. y 


By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of business men of Mount 
Clemens, Mich., protesting against the establishment of a parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Horticultural Society of Michigan and 
members of the farmers’ institutes, favoring the Lever bill, to 
establish agricultural extension departments, and the Sulzer 
bill (H. R. 17936), providing for standardizing of apples; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of M. M. Lyman, master Lowville 
(N. X.) Grange, protesting against Lever bill; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Booster Club, of Carlisle, 
Pa., urging passage of House bill 19133; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 5 

Also, petition of Harrisburg (Pa.) Pressmen and Assistants’ 
Union, for increased compensation to pressmen and assistants 
in the Government Printing Office; to the Committee on 
Printing. ù 

By Mr. PARRAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Lillie Garner A H. R. 19765) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of residents of Concord, Chester, 
Rudyard, Wibaux, Hodges, Shawmut, Kendall, and Lewistown, 
Mont., favoring amendment to homestead law allowing three 
years’ residence and extension of time for cultivation, accord- 
ing to financial condition of homesteaders; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorials of Sausalito (Cal.) Promotion 
and Improvement Club, and the Passadena (Cal.) Board of 
Trade, for improvement of the Yosemite Valley National Park; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of California Club, of California, urging en- 
forcement of the white-slave traffic act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to distribution of immigration in the United States; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, Cal., 
against Kenyon-Webb bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Redding, Cal., 
against reduction in tariff on olive oil; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. a 

Also, petition of National Federation of United States Internal- 
Revenue Storekeepers, etc., for enactment of House bill 17017; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of California Club, of California, relative to 
certain legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of Nebraska Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association, protesting against interstate-commerce 
liquor legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Dakota Retail Hardware Association, Wis- 
consin Retail Hardware Association, and the Oklahoma Hard- 
ware & Implement Association, protesting against a parcel post; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
favoring more liberal homestead laws; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, 
favoring agricultural extension departments, as provided in 
the bill introduced by Mr. Lever; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Frank Pelham and sundry other 
citizens of Monsfield, Tenn., favoring House bill 14, the Postal 
Progress League parcel-post bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Orion and citizens of Atlas, 
Mich., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit, Mich., for enactment of 
House bill 16690; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPEER: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Andrew J. Jacobs (H. R. 21207); to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petitions of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union and churches of Glendora, Cal., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of merchants of 
Freeport, Miun., and Retail Hardware Association of Minne- 
sota, opposing parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of R. B. Bromer, of St. Cloud, Minn., favoring 
passage of bill to extend charter of St. Cloud Electric Power 
Co.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


. 
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By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of the State of Ohio, 
for enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Chamber of Commerce and Manufac- 
turers’ Club of Buffalo, N. Y., and Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., relative to International Congress of Chambers of 
Commerce; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Also, memorial of committee of wholesale grocers, relative 
to sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Russian Caviar Co., of New York, for a spe- 
cific duty of 15 cents per pound on caviar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

Also, petition of National Guard Association of the United 
States, in fayor of House bill 8141; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of Camp No. 59, United Spanish War Veterans, 
for enactment. of House bill 17470; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the International Dry-Farming Congress, for 
agricultural extension work; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Vigilance Committee, for en- 
forcement of the white-slave traffic act; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THAYER: Petitions of members of Improved Order of 
Red Men, of third congressional district of Massachusetts, for 
an American Indian memorial and museum building in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, petitions of residents of Worcester, Mass., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of citizens of New London, Conn., 
for passage of House bills 16802 and 18244; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. UTTER: Memorial of Retail Grocers and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Providence, R. I., indorsing Sulzer bill to 
establish a standard for packages and grades of apples; to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of Audubon Society of Rhede Island, for legis- 
lation protecting migratory wild fowl in the United States; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Department of Rhode Island Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, for 
passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of the Association of 
Army Nurses of the Civil War, favoring pensions for volunteer 
nurses of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ` 

Also, petitions of East New York Volksverein, of Brooklyn, 
and St. Joseph's Men's Society, of East New York, relative 
to Catholic Indian missions; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of Franklin Union, No. 23, International Print- 
ing Pressmen and Assistants’ Union of North America, pro- 
testing against the Smoot printing bill; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather,Goods Manufacturing Asso- 
ciation of New York, favoring the passage of the Booher bill 
(H. R. 5601) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Lawrenceville, Pa., for passage 
of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of labor unions of San Juan, P. I., asking that 
United States citizenship be granted citizens of Porto Rico; to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Anti-Injunction League, for enact- 
ment of Wilson bill (H. R. 11032); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Federal Labor Union No. 13134, of Caguas, 
P. R., for creation in the island of Porto Rico of a department of 
labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Jersey Shore (Pa.) Division of Railway Con- 
ductors, for repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. r 

Also, petition of merchants of Lycoming, Tioga, Potter, and 
Clinton Counties, Pa., asking that the duties on raw and refined 
sugars be reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Lycoming County, Pa., protesting against repeal of the anti- 
canteen law; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 7, 1912. 
(Continuation of legislative day of Tuesday, March 5, 1912.) 


The Senate met as in open executive session after the expira- 
5 of the recess, at 12 o’clock meridian, Thursday, March 7, 
GENERAL ARBITRATION TREATIES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the treaties of arbi- 
33 between Great Britain and France and the United 

es. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from New York will yield to me 
for a moment, I made a little correction the other day on some- 
thing I stated in my speech of Thursday last in regard to the 
postal conventions, 

My attention had been called to the treaty with Great Britain, 
the Palmerston-Bancroft treaty, and I thought it constituted an 
exception. I had not examined the treaty as I should have done. 
I have since examined it, and I find it stands on precisely the 
same ground as the treaty with New Granada of 1844 and the 
treaty with Mexico of 1861, the Corwin treaty, which provides 
a transit through foreign territory of closed mails, which, of 
course, makes the action of the treaty making power absolutely 
essential, 

Mr. President, I make the pgint of no quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
meen the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. > 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon Cullom Pomerene 
Borah Cummins Lorimer Richardson 
Bourne Curtis McCumber oot 
Bradley Dillingham McLean Shively 

gs äu Pont Martin, Va. Smith, Ga. 
Bristow < Foster Martine, N. J. Smith, Mich. 

rown Gallinger Myers mith, S. C. 

Burnham Gardner Nelson moot 

on Guggenheim Newlands Stephenson 
Chamberlain Hitchcock ixon wanson 
Chilton Johnson, Me. O'Gorman Thornton 
Capp Johnston, Ala. Oliver Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Overman Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Kern Page Watson 
Crawford a Percy Wetmore 
Culberson Lippitt Perkins Williams 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from New York proceeds, 
I ask leave to submit two amendments in order that they may 
be printed immediately, so that we may have them before us 
when the time for yoting arrives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia presents 
eertain amendments which will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President 

Mr. ROOT. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. I wish to introduce a bill by unanimous 
consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Bills can not be received under the 
unanimous-consent agreement. The Senator from New York 
will proceed. s 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, when the Senate took a recess on 
the last calendar day I was about to spread upon the records 
of the Senate certain statements made by the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Knox, in respect of these pending treaties and con- 
tained in Senate Document No. 298, Sixty-second Congress, 
second session, that document being a reprint of an address 
upon “he pending arbitration treaties,” made by Secretary 
Knox before the American Society of Judicial Settlement of 
International Disputes at Cincinnati, Ohio, on the Sth of 
November, 1911. 

I wish to leave no question whatever as to the fact that these 
statements by the Secretary of State constitute a part of the 
matter under consideration by the Senate when it consents to 
the ratification of these treaties, as I hope it will. The speech 
of Secretary Knox was an open, public, formal, and solemn 
declaration contemporaneous with the discussion of the treaties 
by the negotiator of them in behalf of the United States. The 
speech has been sent, I understand, to all the Members of the 
Senate. It was published widely in the public press. It has 
been presented formally to the Senate by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BArLey] and has been printed as a public document. 
It has, of course, we are at liberty to assume, come to the 
knowledge of the representatives of Great Britain and France, 
the other parties to the treaties, and we are entitled to consider 
it as a part of the subject matter upon which we are to make 
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up our minds whether these treaties ought or ought not to be 
ratified. 

I will ask, Mr. President, that the Secretary read the portion 
of the speech beginning on page 9 and marked in the margin 
of the document which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations cites as 
illustrative of questions which could not be arbitrated the Monroe 
doctrine, the exclusion of immigrants, and our territorial integrity. 
All these are questions of internal or external policy, and are merely 
typical of many questions which, as the report says, no nation on 
earth would think of ges with the United States.” And this sug- 

sts that no discussion of the treaties must overlook the fact that they 

ave been negotiated and will be binding between self-respecting 

nations who obviously will act in good faith and in accordance with 
their own self-interests, which may be almost as quickly compro- 
mised by invoking an erroneous or dangerous principle against a for- 
eign power as by having the principle invoked against them. 

Now, whatever the doctrine of theorists may be, the practice and 
custom of nations through centuries of development haye been that a 
nation adopts and, if able so to do, carries out those measures of self- 
preservation which it regards as essential to its existence. So far as 
any law exists on this point, it is to the effect that nations must be 
permitted to exercise such right uncontrolled save by physical force of 
a stronger power. As one writer has put it: 

“No nation has a right to prescribe to another what these means (of 
self-preservation) shall be or require any account of her conduct in 
this respect— 

Or, as the majority report puts it— 

“There are certain questions which no nation, if it expects to retain 
its existence as a nation, will ever submit to the decision of anyone 
else * * * (and) which it is admitted no nation could submit 
to = outside judgment without abandoning its sovereignty and inde- 

ndence.” 

Pe The illustrations 8 by the majority report are preeminently 
5 falling within these rules. The maintenance of the M 

octrine Is considered by us essential to our peace, pros 

national safety. Other nations know we so regard it. 
does not need to be founded upon a technical legal right of inter- 
national law, for it is a matter of grave, far-reaching, and, to us, 
vitally important policy. A nation putting itself in the attitude 
toward the United States of deliberately violating the Monroe doc- 
trine could not expect to find in the treaty terms protection against 
the consequences of such an act. The doctrine has been respected, 
and is now respected, and it will continue to be respected, so long as 
we seem 1 able to uphold it. It does not depend upon tech- 
nical legal right, but upon policy and power. Therefore, it is not, 
and no reasonable man or set of men would claim it to be, a jus- 
ticiable guetan any more than they would hold that the question 
of the European balance of power is justiciable. It is not to be 
thought that any wer would suggest either question as a proper 
ray py re arbitration in the future, as no power has sought to do so 

the past, 

Of a strictly like character is the right to exclude immigrants, saye 
that every recognized tenet of international law would be pene any 
proposal by any natidn which should question the legitimate exercise 
of this right. In no more direct way can a nation's existence be 
threatened than by introducing among its citizens or subjects non- 
assimilable peo les. This is true not only of those classes dangerous 
to the political life of a nation, but of those classes inimical to its 
social and economic welfare and development. You touch here the very 
vitals of organized soclety and government, which it is recognized a 
nation may protect at all hazards and at all costs, as the exclusion of 
peoples is a purely defensive measure. 

And so of the question of territorial integrity, for a living nation 
must have a place to live in. You can not take a nation’s home 
without destroying the nation; hence the all-commanding principle 
of self-preservation requires the defense of the home, a principle 
recognized by all law. Save as to boundary disputes, which ever since 
the Nation was born we have submitted to arbitration, it is not to be 
presumed that either of the other contractin wers would any more 
ask us to arbitrate, as between ourselves and them, our title to lands 
occupied by us than we would ask them to arbitrate their title, as 
between ourselves and them, to their respective possessions. _ 

It is inconceivable that under treaties which obligate us to arbitrate 
1 differences involving the rights of.other nations against us 
n respect to international matters of common concern any such ques- 
tions should be seriously projected for arbitration as have been sug- 
gested, and it is scarcely worth while to speculate upon the reception 
such a proposition would encounter, $ 


Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I ask that the Secretary read the 
paragraphs upon page 8 of the document which are marked in 
pencil upon the margin. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Constitution of the United States makes the Senate a part of 
the treaty-making wer, and no treaty between the United States and 
a foreign country is valid without its approval. In Great Britain the 
treaty-making porer rests in the Crown, but, as a matter of domestic 
policy, Great Britain does not make important treaties affecting the 
nterests of her self-governing colonies without their approval. In 
France certain classes of treaties are subject to legislative approval. 

Therefore, although in the pending treaties the executive branches 
of the Governments concerned agree to be bound by the decision of the 
commission as to the arbitrability of a question upon which the execu- 
tive branches do not ee, this decision is subject to the qpproval of 
the self-governing colonies of Great Britain, if the question affects them, 
and to the approvat of the Senate of the United States, and, in certain 
cases, the Senate and Chamber of Deputies of France, to whom the 
right of approval is expressly reserved in each case. 

Every agreement to arbitrate must go to the Senate for its approval. 
There can be no arbitration without its approval. An agreement to 
arbitrate goes to the Senate for its approval either because the execu- 
tive branches of the two countries concerned in the difference agree 
that the difference is one for arbitration or because, failing so to agree, 
the commission of inquiry report that it is such a difference, 


How can the Senate's power over the saet be less if it goes to 
the Senate after the commission's report that it presents an arbitrable 
question than if it had gone there because of the opinion of the execu- 
tive branches of both Governments to the same effect? 

If the two Governments agree that the difference is arbitrable they 
make an a ment to arbitrate it, and it is sent to the Senate for its 
approval. If the two Governments can not agree that the difference is 
arbitrable that ends the matter until the commission reporta, and if its 
report is that the difference is arbitrable an agreement is made to arbi- 
trate it, and the agreement is sent to the Senate for approval just as if 
no such question had been raised, and the Senate deals with it with 
unimpaired powers. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, these statements by the Secretary 
of State are competent for our consideration now and will at 
all times be competent for the construction of the treaties that 
are before us, in case of their ratification. I mean they will be 
competent in determining the true construction of those treaties, 
whatever question may arise under them and whenever it may 
arise; for the rules which obtain in international intercourse, 
both in diplomatic discussion and in the trial and decision of 
questions submitted to arbitration, are much more liberal than 
are the rules which we apply in court to aid in the construction 
of statutes and contracts. Where we, under our municipal law, 
might confine a court to considerations to be found within the 
four quarters of an instrument, it is and always has been uni- 
yersally accepted in the discussion of international questions 
that for the construction of a treaty every declaration that has 
been made before or is made at the time of the making of the 
treaty, all the correspondence, all the negotiations, and all the 
expressions of opinion on the part of the representatives of both 
countries are to be considered. When these treaties have been 
ratified there can never come a time, there can never arise a 
situation, calling for the construction of these treaties when 
these declarations by the American Secretary of State will not 
be laid by the side of the text to determine what is the scope 
and effect of the stipulations contained in the instrument. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 


Mr. BORAH. As I understand, the Senator from New York 
has had these statements put in the record to assist those who 
may be called upon to construe the treaty in the future, and that 
their strength arises out of the fact that they are the declara- 
tions of one who assisted in negotiating the treaty. If that is 
a correct rule—and I think unquestionably it is—the record 
ought to be made complete by having the expression of the 
views of the Executive himself in the record upon this particu- 
lar section of the treaty; and, if it will not interrupt the Sena- 
tor, I—— 

Mr. ROOT. I will state to the Senator that it will interrupt 
me for him to read anything else into my speech. 

Mr. BORAH. Very well; I will defer it to some other time. 
I was of the opinion that perhaps it would assist in the matter 
of construction if the views of the Chief Executive at the time 
of negotiating the treaty were known. 

Mr. ROOT. It would throw no light upon it whatever. The 
Secretary of State has made this authoritative statement; and 
upon that statement I propose to stand, and upon that state- 
ment the Senate is entitled to stand. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ROOT. I will. 

Mr. BACON. In order that we may know the exact attitude 
of the Senator from New York, I should like to ask him the 
question, If it be true that the President of the United States 
in a public address has taken distinctly the opposite position 
in regard to this matter, whether that fact would not also be 
accepted hereafter as a guide for construction? 

Mr. ROOT. That unquestionably would be competent eyi- 
dence as to the construction of the treaties. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit it, the expression 
of the President to that effect will be produced and entered in 
the record right in connection with the expression of the Sec- 
retary of State. 

Mr. ROOT. But, Mr. President, I propose, and my object in 
putting his expressions into the record is, to have the Senate 
plant itself upon the view expressed by the Secretary of State, 
and give its advice in accordance with that view, and when that has 
been done, the view enters into the making of the treaty itself, 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator contend that the view of the 
Secretary of State would be more potent and more influential 
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and more controlling in the construction of this treaty than 
the view of the President of the United States? 

Mr. ROOT. I contend nothing about anything which I have 
never seen. I simply decline to permit the Senator from Idaho 
to interject a speech along his line of thought into the speech 
which I am endeavoring to make along my line of thought, 
and to introduce evidence—I know not what—into the evidence 
that I am producing to the Senate. When I have concluded 
of course the Senator from Idaho will have free scope for the 
introduction of anything that he wishes. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield further? 

Mr. ROOT. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I would not have interrupted the Senator 
from New York if it had not been stated by the Senator that 
he was putting into the record a rule of construction by which 
those would be guided who would be called upon to deal with 
this treaty hereafter. The Senator from New York is as 
familiar as I am with the fact that the rule would be worthless 
if all the facts concerning that subject matter were not before 
the parties who are dealing with the treaty, and before they 
would ask what were the views of the Secretary of State 
they would inquire what were the views of the head of the 
executive department. At least his views under the rule the 
Senator invokes are of considerable im 

Mr. ROOT. I can not agree with the statement made by the 
Senator from Idaho, but I shall not enter into a discussion of 
the matter. The obligation to exhaust all expressions of opin- 
ion in a discussion in the Senate is one that I can not for a 
moment recognize. What I know is this, that we have here 
printed by the Senate a public document containing the au- 
thoritative statement of the Secretary of State, who negotiated 
and who signed these treaties, as to what his meaning was, 
and I am endeavoring to leave no doubt about the Senate hav- 
ing under consideration that authentic statement by the signer 
of this instrument. If anybody else has any other matter to 
produce, he may do so when I get through. 

Now, sir, let me address myself for a few moments to the 
relevancy of the first extract from the speech of the Secretary 
of State. The treaty with which we are dealing provides: 


4 


not been to adjust by diplomacy, rela to 
international matters in which the high contrac parties are con- 
cerned by virtue of a claim of right ma the other 


And so forth. j 

That is the statement of what it is that we agree to submit 
to arbitration. The essential feature, the pivotal feature, of 
the definition of what we agree to submit to arbitration is to 
be found in the word “justiciable.” We are to submit “ justi- 
ciable controversies.” They are to be “claims of right,” which, 
I take it, should be discriminated from claims for consideration, 
for courtesy, for compassion, for grace, for favor, for good- 
fellowship, for comity. They are to be claims of something that 
a man says he has a right to, They are to be justiciable claims. 

Mr. President, that definition of what we are willing to arbi- 
trate takes the place of the provision in the existing treaty to 
the effect that we will arbitrate, with certain exceptions— 

Differences which may arise of a legal nature or relating to the inter- 
pretation of treaties existing between the two contracting parties and 
which it may not have been possible to settle by diplomacy. 

I am inclined to think that the selection of the word “jus- 
ticiable” to describe the kind of controversies that we are 
willing to say beforehand we will submit to arbitration is a 
happy choice of words. It is not new. In this country we have 
become quite familiar with it. It has a meaning, and it has 
about the right meaning for the definition of controversies that 
we will submit to arbitration. 

Only last month the Supreme Court of the United States 
had occasion to announce its decision upon a very great and 
important cause by using this very expression. In the case of 
the Pacific States Telephone & Telegraph Co. against the State 
of Oregon, decided on the 19th of February of the present year, 
the question was raised as to whether the State of Oregon, in 
including in its system of government provisions for the initi- 
ative and referendum, was still maintaining that republican 
form of government which the Constitution requires the United 
States to guarantee to the citizens of the States. The question 
was argued at length, but the Supreme Court held that they 
could not decide that question because it was not a “ justiciable ” 
question. ‘The Chief Justice, writing the opinion, said it is a 
political“ and not a “justiciable” question. 


It is indeed— 

He says— 
a singular misconception of the nature and character of our constitu- 
tiona e of government to that the settled distinction 
which the doctrine just stated points out between judicial authority 
over clable controversies and legislative as to purely political 
questions tends to destroy the duty of the judiciary in proper cases to 


enforce the Constitution. 


Then he describes certain justiciable questions, He says: 

It (the plaintiff 
PRs praesent Reng pane s pegs gr engl 
anything i in the tax or involved intrinsically in the law which 
violated any of its constitutional hts. If such questions had been 
raised they would have been Fe łe, and therefore would have re- 
quired the calling into o n of judicial power. Instead, however. 
of doing red of these things the attack on the statute here made is of 
a wholly different character. Its essentially political nature is at once 
made manifest, etc. 

Now, Mr. President, this treaty in the form in which it has 
been cast appeals to the long practice and the settled habits of 
our people in the discrimination between what is properly sub- 
ject to the determination of a court of justice and what is not 
properly subject to it. The distinction rests in the nature of 
things. Many very good people do great harm to the progress 
of peace, to the progress of the tendency of mankind to get 
away from stupid, foolish, brutal ways of settling their dif- 
ferences, and to adopt sensible ways of settling them, by refus- 
ing to recognize the realities of life and by refusing to realize 
the distinction that exists in the nature of things between those 
questions that can be submitted to the determination of another 
and those questions that every man and every nation must de- 
cide for themselves. 

If a man undertakes to leave to somebody else the question 
what church he shall attend, what books he shall read, what 
amusements he shall seek, what occupation he shall embrace, 
whom he shall marry, how he shall rear his children, whom he 
shall associate with, he loses his personal liberty; he is at the 
beck and call and domination of another, and is no longer a 
free man; and no man who is a free man can submit questions 
as to personal conduct to the determination of others. They are 
not justiciable. So it is with a nation. Questions of national 
policy, questions that involve the preservation of national in- 
dependence, questions that involve the nation’s having a place in 
which to live, can not be submitted to the decision of anybody 
else, or the nation has lost its independence. 

This line of justiciability, taken by analogy from the long 
practice of our race, which submits to the courts of justice the 
determination of those questions that depend upon the ascer- 
tainment of facts and the application of the rules of law and 
yet to presérve the freedom of the citizen—I say the selection 
of this word taken by analogy from our long and established 
practice in submitting justiciable questions to courts of justice 
and preserving personal questions for personal decision, seems 
to me to be a very happy expedient for a forward step along 
the pathway that we all desire, which shall in international 
affairs lead to the same happy self-respect, self-restraint, and 
submission to just judgment in controversy that we now have 
in our municipal relations. 

There is one other expression which is added to the word 
“ justiciable ” for the purpose of making it more definite. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from New York has very 
clearly pointed out the difference between the subjects which 
are submitted for arbitration under the existing treaty and 
under the proposed treaty. He has also referred to certain 
exceptions which are in article 1 of the existing treaty of 1908, 
but he did not state what those exceptions were. If he will per- 
mit me, in asking the question, I will read them: 
22. ͤ r 
concern the È — — of third parties. =e 8 

My of the Senator from New York is whether or 
not either of those four exceptions, in his dpinion, is justiciable 
under the terms of article 1 of the proposed treaty? 

Mr. ROOT. I think they may be; some of them. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, another inquiry. 

Mr. ROOT. Let me finish my answer. I do not see how a 
question which involves the independence of a nation can be 
justiciable, because that means granting a right of capital 
punishment. Whether “vital interest” can be justiciable or 
not depends a good deal upon the scope you give to the defini- 
tion of vital interest.“ Some people might say that a ques- 
tion was vital and others that it was not. If the vital interest 
goes to the life of the Nation, I should not say the question 


involved in it was justiciable. “The honor of the two con- 
tracting States”—there again I well conceive that questions 
that are supposed to involve honor may be justiciable. I should 
think most of them would be. The interests of third parties can 
not be justiciable unless the third parties are also parties to 
the proceedings. If they are parties to the proceedings, then 
they would be justiciable. 

I think, Mr. President, that there is this difference between 
the two statements; The statement of a general principle, such 
as fixing justiciability as the test, tends toward rather a broad 
treatment by exclusion and inclusion, just as the great state- 
ment of right in our Constitution, which forbids property, 
and so forth, to be taken without due process of law, has done. 
No one has ever undertaken to put a definition upon what 
constitutes “ due process of law,” and yet for many generations 
that provision has been the great bulwark of individual freedom 
and security for the fruits of individual enterprise and thrift 
and, by a long process of inclusion and exclusion, we have been 
placing one case on one side and one on the other of the line 
drawn by that general proposition. 

When you undertake to minutely specify in a statute the 
tendency is toward technicalities. Minute provisions invite 
technical treatment, and people are apt to stick in the bark 
and to get into the same kind of difficulty that we have with 
our absurd codes of practice. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very much interested in what 
the Senator says of the “happy choice” of the word “ jus- 
ticiable.” It is the qualifying word in this treaty. I should 
like to ask the Senator whether it has the same meaning and 
effect in France that it has in England or the United States? 
We are now considering the French treaty as weil as the 
English treaty. 

Mr. ROOT. I think it has. I think it marks a distinction 
which exists in the nature of things, which depends upon no 
system of law, upon no language, upon no mode of thought; 
the distinction between that kind of a question which is appro- 
priate for the decision of a court of justice and that kind of a 
question embracing liberty and independence which each indi- 
vidual must decide for himself. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If it does not interrupt the Senator, I 
should like to ask him a farther question along the line of the 
question which I put a while ago. 

Mr. ROOT. It does not interrupt me at all. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator, as I understand him, ad- 
mitted that some of the exceptions would be justiciable under 
the proposed treaty. I ask him this question: If we do not not 
only enlarge by general words the scope of arbitration, but by 
a failure to put these exceptions in the new treaty we empha- 
size the fact that they are justiciable under the proposed agree- 


ment. ` 

Mr. ROOT. I do not think so. My natural disposition would 
have been to fayor a treaty which kept the original form of the 
treaties of 1908, merely striking out the exceptions, but I soon 
perceived if that were done the action would be open to the 
construction which the Senator from Texas has suggested. 
This entirely different form of statement is, I think, entirely 
free from any difficulty arising upon that suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does tke Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question, if he 
will perniit me. In the case in the Supreme Court which the 
Senator has just cited the justiciability of the question was 
submitted to them. In reply to the Senator from Texas the 
Senator from New York, in touching on “vital interests,” said 
there were some that would be justiciable and some that prob- 
ably would not be. Who is to pass upon the question of justi- 
ciability ? 

Mr. ROOT. That is to be passed upon just as every other 
question under a treaty is to be passed upon. 

Mr. LODGE. No; X do not think the Senator understood me. 
I did not mean who are to pass upon it after a special agree- 
ment is made, but who are to pass upon the main question 
whether the difference is a justiciable or arbitrable difference. 

Mr. ROOT. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit 
me to postpone my answer to that until I come to dealing with 
the other part of the treaty? - 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. I asked the question because it 
seemed to me the vital question. 
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Mr. ROOT. I shall come to it presently if too many hurdles 
are not put in the way. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They do not seem to bother the 
Senator any. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I am very much concerned in 
getting the true and just construction of the first and funda- 
mental provision of this treaty which defines the obligation that 
we assume, and I am now addressing myself to that, because 
no matter where the power is to construe this clause, no mat- 
ter where the power is to determine whether a particular case 
comes within or does not come within the clause, above all 
things I want to avoid, so far as I have anything to do with the 
action of our Government, assuming an obligation in one sense 
and carrying it out in another. 

I am not so much troubled about questions between legal 
obligations and moral obligations as I am about the question 
between moral obligations and immoral obligations. Heaven 
forbid that the Government of the United States should make 
a treaty believing that the other party takes it in a sense in 
which we do not intend to execute it. The result of two parties 
signing and delivering a contract, each thinking that it has got 
the start of the other, believing that it can secure a construc- 
tion different from that which the other expects to get, can be 
nothing but further controversy. 

Now, when we ratify these treaties, let us ratify them in the 
sense in which we mean to execute them. Whatever may be 
the power, wherever the power rests, I am trying to get at 
what I believe to be the just sense of the obligation which we 
assume. 

Mr. President, I was just saying that there is another expres- 
sion in this paragraph of the treaty to which some reference 
should be made, and that is the addition to the word “ justici- 
able,” as follows: 

Which are justiciable in their nature by reason of being susceptible 
of decision by the application of the principles of law or equity. 

That enforces and gives additional weight to the view which 
I have just been expressing—that we are adopting here by 
analogy to our municipal procedure, to the proceedings of all 
courts of justice in all countries, the distinction which we are 
ready to carry into our controversies in international questions. 
The words used here are again not new. 

At the last Hague Congress among the treaties entered into 
was one proyiding for an international prize court. That was 
signed by the representatives of substantially all the civilized 
countries of the world and, among others, by the representa- 
tives of the United States, than whom no better lawyers live 
in this country or, I believe, in any other. The treaty has,been 
ratified by the United States, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. That treaty provides for a permanent court to 
pass upon questions of prize, and those questions cover a very, 
wide range and a great variety of most difficult and perplexing 
controversies. ; 

It provides that— 

If a question of Jaw to be decided is covered by a treaty in force be- 
tween the bell nt captor and a power which fs itself or whose sub- 
ject or citizen Is a party to the pr gs, the court is governed by 
the provisions of the said treaty. 

In the absence of such provisions the court shall apply the rules of 
international law. If no generally recognized rule exists, the court 
= L In accordance with the general principles of justice 
a . 

That, Mr. President, is a statement of the rule to be applied 
to the determination of controversies in which we are to be a 
party, agreed upon by all the nations of the earth, agreed upon 
by us as an adequate and sufficient statement of the manner in 
which the controversy shall be decided, and that substantially 
has been used as the model for aiding the construction of the 
word “justiciable” in the main and operative clause of this 
treaty. 

Indeed, sir, the words to which I now refer, which add to the 
understanding of the meaning of the word “justiciable” by a 
reference to the rules of law and equity, are themselves de- 
scriptive of the basis of all international law. The most famous 
definition of international law by the most famous of judges is 
that often quoted from Lord Mansfield. He said the law of 
nations is “founded upon justice, equity, convenience, the rea- 
son of the thing, and confirmed by long usuage.” So if we ratify 
this treaty we are apptaling first to the law of nations founded 
upon justice and equity and appealing, second, where there has 
been no recegnized rule established, to the foundation of every 
rule embodied in the law of nations—the rule of justice and 
equity. 

Mr. President, I think we are all agreed that among the ques- 
tions which are not justiciable are the questions that have been 
raised here relating to the Monroe doctrine, relating to the ad- 
mission of immigrants to our territory, relating to a great num- 
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ber of other questions; it is possible to think of scores and 
seores of them. Questions about our relations to Cuba, ques- 
tions about the relations of Cuba to the Bahama Islands, ques- 
tions about our relations to the Philippines, are all questions 
of national policy and have no place whatever in a court, any 
more than the framing of statutes which we pass here can be 
submitted to the discretion of a court on any other claim than 
that they are inconsistent with the predominant rule of the Con- 
stitution. 

I haye put upon the record this statement of the Secretary 
of State in order that there may never be any question as be- 
tween the United States and England or France under this 
treaty about our understanding that questions of this kind are 
not justiciable; in order that the most open and public and un- 
equivocal declaration may be madé known to England and to 
France before they ratify the treaties themselyes that we do not 
intend to submit to arbitration under these treaties questions of 
this description. Now is the time for us to say it, if we are 
ever going to say it. That we would say it if a question arose 
and arbitration were sought regarding any of these matters 
there can be no doubt. Do not let us wait until the treaty has 
been ratified and we are called upon to arbitrate some question 
that we do not believe comes within the treaty to say it is not 
within the treaty. Now is the time to say it. Then, when the 
treaties have been ratified, we shall stand in a position of honor 
and good faith, whatever questions may arise. 

I say, sir, that in voting for the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts I shall vote because I stand upon the 
declaration of the Secretary of State, because I believe it to 
be right. I give notice now, so far as one voice can give it, 
that it is not the intention of one ninety-second part of the 
Senate of the United States, in advising the ratification of 
these treaties, to assume any equivocal position, to create any 
false impression, to leave any doubt as to the true construc- 
tion, but to declare solemnly that the treaties do not mean 
that we are to submit to arbitration the questions enumerated 
by the Secretary of State or any question coming within the 
class which the Secretary of State described in the first extract 
which I haye had read from the desk. 

Now, Mr. President, let us pass to the second serious ques- 
tion which has arisen under this treaty, and that is the 
question which arises upon the last clause of the third article, 
in these words: 

It is further agreed, however, that in cases in which the parties dis- 
agree as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
article 1 of this treaty, that question shall be submitted to the joint 
high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the members 
of the commission apros and report that such diference is within the 
scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance 
with the provisions of this treaty. 

That provision naturally arises to the mind as relevant to 
the question which must inevitably be asked following upon a 
determination as to what we consider the true construction of 
the treaty; what, however, if somebody else gives another con- 
struction to the treaty, gives what we consider a wrong con- 
struction to the treaty; in other words, whatever we may 
think the treaty to mean, are we putting it in the power of a 
commission appointed by the President to compel the arbitra- 
tion of the questions that we do not understand to be justi- 
ciable? That would mean, of course, the power to compel the 
arbitration of all this great range of questions that have been 
discussed here, however improbable that may be. 

Now, Mr. President, I should have construed this clause as 
having an effect much wider than that ascribed to it by the 
Secretary of State. When I first read it it seemed to me that 
the intent of the clause was that the decision of the joint 
tribunal would bind the whole Government of the United 
States, as well the Senate as the President. I did not agree 
with the Senator from Massachusetts in his view regarding the 
constitutional question. I did agree with the Senator from 
Massachusetts in his view about the meaning of that clause. 
But, sir, I found that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON], 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsrr], that great 
American authority upon international law, Prof. John Bassett 
Moore, both a great publicist and an experienced diplomatist, 
that great lawyer and former Senator, Mr. Edmunds, and the 
Secretary of State himself, differed from the construction which 
the Senator from Massachusetts and myself gave to that clause. 

Now, in view of the character and ability and experience 
and authority of the gentlemen whom I have named, and many 
others who took the same view, I can not say that the construc- 
tion I put upon this clause is the only possible construction, It 
would be insufferable egotism for anyone to say that it is not 
possible to construe a clause of a treaty in the way that these 
gentlemen say it must be construed. We must realize, then, 
that there is a question of construction, and it becomes then, 
if we are to ratify these treaties, our duty to settle that ques- 


tion one way or the other, and to vote upon the treaties in 
accordance with our judgment of their wisdom as construed. 

Now, sir, the Secretary of State who negotiated the treaties 
and who signed them has given us his construction, and he has, 
I understand, assented to the proposition that that construction 
shall be put into our resolution. That being so, whatever a 
court might have found, whatever any diplomatist might haye 
been inclined or might be inclined to say was the meaning of 
the last clause of article 3 standing by itself, the construc- 
tion which the Secretary of State puts upon it and which we 
embody in our resolution becomes the meaning of that clause. 

Let me state the full force of that. There are a number of 
successive steps in the making of a treaty. The first is the sig- 
nature of a treaty by the plenipotentiaries of the two parties. 
When Mr. Knox signs a treaty he does not do it as Secretary 
of State; he does it as a plenipotentiary specifically authorized 
by the President of the United States to negotiate a treaty on 
that subject. He has special powers. He does not do it under 
his commission; he does it under the power given to him spe- 
cifically by the President to negotiate and sign that treaty. So 
with the ambassador who signs it on the other side; he has 
specific powers. The signatures of the plenipotentiaries to the 
treaty are always practically ad referendum. All treaties after 
being signed by the plenipotentiaries have to be ratified. They 
do not take effect until after they are ratified, and different 
countries have different methods of determining upon ratifica- 
tion. A treaty signed by Mr. Bryce goes back to England and 
it is to be ratified by the King in council. A treaty signed by 
Mr. Jusserand goes back to France, and according to its char- 
acter it is to be ratified by the President, with the advice of the 
ministry or the French Parliament. A treaty signed by our 
plenipotentiary comes here for our consent to its ratification. 

Now, when the proper authorities have consented, then there 
is a new proceeding, and that is an exchange of ratifications. 
New instruments are prepared and sealed and delivered, and 
it is the delivery of those instruments which constitute the 
last step and constitute the making of the treaty. The treaty 
is not made until the instrument that is called an instrument 
of ratification is signed and sealed by our Secretary of State 
and by the foreign ambassador and delivered. Whatever is in 
that instrument is in the treaty. 


When we put this construction upon the last clause of the 
third article stated by the Secretary of State, who negotiated 
the treaty and put it into our resolution, that resolution is, as 
its terms require, made a part of the instrument of ratification, 
and just as much it becomes a part of the treaty upon the de- 
livery of that instrument as if it had been written into the 
treaty in the first instance. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, of course, knows even better than 
I do that that point has been made the subject of a decision by 
the Supreme Court. y 

Mr. ROOT. It has. 

Mr. LODGE. In Doe against Braden. There is no question 
about it; it becomes a part of the treaty. 

Mr. ROOT. It has been made the subject of a decision by the 
Supreme Court, which, of course, would be final only as to us, and 
in respect to the treaty as a part of the law of the land; but it 
has also been a matter of common practice as between nations, 
and we haye done it over and over again. 7 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. ROOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In the construction of the mean- 
ing of the resolution of ratification is the judgment of the 
Secretary of State final? 

Mr. ROOT. In the construction of the meaning of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In the construction of the resolu- 
tion of ratification, if it qualifies in any way the treaty itself, 
who construes the resolution for our Government? 

Mr. ROOT. I can not tell the Senator that. It depends 
upon when and how it comes up for construction. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Would the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobo] be construed by the ex- 
ecutive officers of this Government in connection with the 
treaty? 

Mr. ROOT. It must be treated as being effective. They 
can not do otherwise, because it will be a part of the treaty; 
but we have got to look at ourselves to see that the language 
used means what we intend to have it mean. 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Exactly. 

Mr. ROOT. I have put into the record, as a part of the 
subject matter on which we proceed, the statements of the Sec- 
retary of State in the second extract which I had read in order 
to make doubly certain the meaning of this resolution. 

Now let me read the words of the resolution and then read 
the statements of the Secretary of State, to see if there can be 


any question about what we mean. I pass over the matter 
about the confirmation of the commissioners; I do not care any- 
thing at all about that, Mr. President; I am perfectly indif- 
ferent. It is well enough to understand that we do not want to 
pack any court here. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But is it not a somewhat radical 
departure not to submit these names to the Senate? 

Mr. ROOT. No; it has not been customary to submit them. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Are not commissioners of that 
character permanent? 

Mr. ROOT. Oh, no; they are not permanent. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In a sense they are. They are per- 
manent until this controversy which brings them into being is 
disposed of. 

Mr, ROOT. They are appointed for a particular controversy, 
and it has never been customary to have them appointed by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. The nearest analogy 
to it that we have is the Alaskan boundary tribunal, and in that 
case the Senate did not pass on the commissioners. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Where they are merely the agents 
of the executive department, I understand, of course, that we 
have not been in the habit of confirming them, but where they 
are to perform an executive function with discretionary power 
it seems to me that we ought to insist upon our right to con- 
firm them. - 

Mr. ROOT. I am not objecting to it, Mr. President. I say 
T do not care anything about it, because I have no doubt the 
President of the United States would select good men. I do 
not want him to pack the court and I do not want to help him 
pack the court. I want to dismiss the idea that there is any 
particular advantage in that power of confirmation and to dis- 
miss the idea that there is any particular protection in that 
power, because 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It would be really better if the court were 
disinterested, would it not? 

Mr. ROOT. We want a commission which will be disinter- 
ested, which will answer to the description that was put into 
the Alaskan boundary treaty calling for a commission com- 
posed of impartial jurists of repute. The language of the 
resolution is— 
and with the further understanding that the reservation in article 1 
of the treaty that the l] agreement in each case shall be made 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
means the concurrence of Senate in the full and unrestricted ex- 
ercise of its constitutional powers In respect to every special agreement 
whether submitted to the ate as the result of the report of a joint 
high commission of in under article 3 or otherwise. 

„Full and unrestricted exercise of its constitutional powers,” 
whether submitted as the result of the report or otherwise. 
That is a terse expression of what the Secretary of State, who 
signed this treaty on behalf of the Americans, says he meant. 
Here is what he says in the extract which I have had read: 

How can the Senate's power over the agreement be less if it to 
the Senate after the commission’s report that it presents an arbitrable 
question than if it had gone there because of the opinion of the execu- 
tive branches of both Governments to the same effect? 

If the two Governments agree that the difference is arbitrable, they 
make an agreement to arbitrate it and it is sent to the Senate for its 
approval. If the two Governments can not agree that the difference is 
arbitrable, that ends the matter until the commission reports; and if 
its report is that the difference Is arbitrable an agreement is made to 
arbitrate it and the agreement is sent to the Senate for approval just as 
if no such question nad been raised, and the Senate d. with it with 
unimpaired powers. 

That is what the negotiator of the treaty meant; that is 
what he publicly declares that he meant; that is what he is 
willing that we shall say in our resolution he meant; that is 
what he is willing that we shall put into the treaty through 
our resolution that he meant; and, accordingly, I am consider- 
ing this treaty and I am going to vote upon this treaty upon 
that construction of the meaning of article 3. 

It follows, Mr. President, that all this cloud of distress, lest 
we come to ruin because of being called upon to arbitrate our 
lives and liberties and sacred honor, disappears absolutely. 
By these treaties we adopt a statement of a general principle 
to determine what we shall arbitrate, stating the principle in 
terms that have been known to English-speaking people for 
centuries, In case there shall ever be an attempt to force us 
into an arbitration in violation of that treaty, the constitutional 
power of the Senate to resist that attempt remains unimpaired. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who think that the 
making of a treaty is the be-all and end-all of international 


intercourse and of international strife. It is far more impor- 
tant that nations shall observe treaties thar that they shall 
make them, Italy and Turkey were both parties to The Hague 
convention; Russia and Persia were both parties to The Hague 
convention. When Austria absorbed Bosnia and Herzegovina 
she did it in apparent contravention of the terms of the treaty 
of Berlin. The real difficulties with which we have to deal in 
seeking to decrease the frequency of war are not so much the 
diffienlties that arise upon questions which can be decided by 
courts, but the diffieulties that arise from the weaknesses and 
errors of humanity. 

Insult, hatred, resentment, desire for revenge, the Inst of con- 
quest, the eagerness to grasp territory, the desire of men whose 
passions are excited to fight—those are the things which stand 
in the way of the reign of peace. The making of treaties is but 
an incident, a step, an agency in the great process of changing 
the standards of mankind, of promoting a sense of the obliga- 
tion of self-control as between the people of different nations, 
just as in the long course of centuries the obligation of self- 
control as between individuals has been ineuleated. It is a long 
and often a discouraging process. No one ean read history, sir, 
and see what a vast change has taken place in the sense of 
justice, in the sense of compassion, in the condemnation of 
brutality, and in the self-control of the people of the earth and 
not be encouraged to believe that it is a process whieh is ever 
and ever going on. 

The great question, sir, is not whether we are ending war in 
making these treaties; it is whether we are doing our part in 
our day and generation to carry on that great process that is 
taking mankind out of the reign of brutality into the reign ef 
justice and virtue and compassion and kindness. 

Mr. President, the voice of a great Nation is potent in the 
world. It is not so much that I think these treaties will lead 
to the arbitration of questions between this country and Great 
Britain and France, which would not otherwise be arbitrated, 
that I want them ratified; it is because the moral effect upon 
mankind of the Government of the United States taking what 
is believed to be a step forward as compared with the moral 
effect of the Government of the United States refusing what is 
believed to be a step forward will make for the education of 
mankind along the lines of civilization or the retardation of 
their progress along those lines. 

Let our country, which has done so much to exhibit to the 
world a standard of individual liberty and justice, do its part, 
not technical, cheese-paring, and meticulous in its dealing with 
words, but, having due regard to its great office in the world, let 
it do its part as a moral agent to lead mankind, but a step it 
may be, but still a step in the right direction, along the path of 
rational and Christian progress by the ratification of these 


ties. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, before the Senator yields the 
floor, I desire to ask him a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Surrn of Michigan in the 
ehair). Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ROOT. I do. 

Mr. LODGE. I asked the Senator a question about who 
should pass upon the justiciability of the question where there 
was doubt, and he said he would answer it at a later point in 
his speech. 

Mr. ROOT. I thought I did. 

Mr. LODGE. I only wanted to be sure that I understood his 
answer correctly. I understood the Senator to say that under 
the treaty that question would be decided by the high commis- 
sion of inquiry, as I interpret clause 3 of article 3, 

Mr. ROOT. As you did interpret it? 

Mr. LODGE. As I did interpret it. 

Mr. ROOT. Before you offered your resolution? 

Mr. LODGE. Before I offered the resolution; but as the 
resolution interprets it the decision remains in the hands of the 
treaty-making power of the United States. 

Mr. ROOT. Precisely. 

Mr. LODGE. That is my understanding. To take a specific 
instance: Southern bonds I conceive to be a justiciable ques- 
tion, for if a peeuniary claim is not justiciable, I do not know 
what is; but I do not think it is an arbitrable question or one 
to be arbitrated, and I think the final decision of that question 
under my resolution remains in the hands of the treaty-making 
power of the United States. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I thought the terms that I used 
were not capable of any doubt. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not miseonstrue them. 

Mr. ROOT. About southern bonds; my understanding is 
that the negotiators of these treaties on both sides have 2 com- 
plete understanding that that question can not be arbitrated, 
because it can not be a question hereafter arising, so that, 
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although forty or fifty or sixty or a hundred or a thousand 
years ago, when the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
and I were young [laughter], those bonds might have been 
treated.as the basis of justiciable claims, but they can be no 
longer under treaties which set their faces to the future and 
deal-only with questions hereafter arising. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I do not lay 
claim to any great knowledge of diplomatic relations and the 
treaty-making features of our Government. But I do lay claim 
to some understanding of the English language. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WIILTAnts] the other day 
in his speech took as the text or the basis for that speech that 
we delegated no power under this treaty to outsiders which we 
had not delegated under any other treaty, and that in the last 
analysis any question arising affecting the United States in its 
foreign relations the Senate would have the same power under 
this treaty to act upon them as it has now. I should like to call 
the attention of Senators to the language contained in each ar- 
ticle of this proposed treaty and to certain matters that go be- 
fore this language in order to see if I understand the purport 
of the whole matter. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon Crawford McLean Smith, Ga. 
Bailey Culberson Martin, Va. mith, K 
Bourne Curtis Martine, N. J. Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Dillingham yers Smith, S. C. 
Briggs du Pont Newlands Smoot 
Bristow Foster Nixon Stephenson 
Brown Gallinger O'Gorman Swanson 
Bryan Gardner Overman Thornton 
Burnham Guggenheim Page Tillman 
Burton Hitchcock Paynter Townsend 
Chamberlain Johnson, Me. Penrose Warren 
Chilton Johnston, Ala. Perkins Watson 
Ciapp a Richardson Williams 
Clark, Wyo. Lodge Root 

Clarke, Ark. Lorimer Shively 

Crane McCumber Simmons 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 
The Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I wish to call attention first 
to article 1. It has been contended by some on this side that 
the treaty would be acceptable or its defects remedied by knock- 
ing out clause 3 of section 3. I take it that if the treaty is 
taken in toto it will be found that clause 3 of section 3 is 
simply the logical sequence of what is both expressed and im- 
plied in all the other clauses, namely, that the power to arbi- 
trate the questions that may arise under this treaty shall be as 
far as possible eliminated from any interference on the part of 
the Senate or of the officers of this Government. Or, to put it 
in the words of the Senator from Mississippi, when he said 
“T hope the time may come when disinterested and impartial 
judges shall pass upon the questions at issue between the 
States.” These may not be his exact words, but they substan- 
tially convey his meaning. Therefore, to prove that this is the 
idea, I call attention to section 1 of article 1 in the proposed 
treaty, which I read: > 

All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting parties, 
which it has not been ble to adjust by diplomacy, relating to inter- 
national matters in which the high contracting iparna are concerned by 
7 of a claim of right made by one against the other under treaty or 
0 

Note the word “ all,“ in line 1, and the words “ under treaty 
or otherwise” in the last line of the portion quoted. 

I emphasize the word “ otherwise” for the reason that I shall 
attempt to prove that, if I read it correctly, that clause 3 of 
article 3 is simply the logical expression of what is implied 
and expressed in all the other articles. 

I read further from article 1— 


and which are 8 in their nature by reason of Len | susceptible 
of decision by the application of the principles of law or ty, shall be 
submitted to the permanent court of arbitration established at The 
Hague by the convention of October 18, 1907, or to some other arbitral 
tribunal, as. shall [may] be decided in each case by special agreement, 
which special agreement shall provide for the organization of such 
tribunal if necessary, to define the scope of the powers of the arbi- 
trators, the question or questions at issue, and settle the terms of refer- 
ence and the procedure thereunder. 


“SHALL be submitted to the permanent court“ —“ The 
Hague.” This is mandatory. 
Now, the alternative, quoting from the same article and clause— 


or to some other arbitral tribunal, as shall [may] be decided in each 
case by cial agreement, which s agreement shall provide for the 


organization of such tribunal if necessary, to define the scope of the 
owers of the arbitrators, the question or 
e terms of reference and the procedure 


uestions at Issue, and settle 
ereunder, 


Now, mark you, this special tribunal, when organized in place 
of or in lieu of The Hague, shall have the power to define the 
scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the question or questions 
at issue, and settle the terms of reference and the procedure 
thereunder. I shall compare this with the corresponding sec- 
tion in the existing treaty. 

I quote the corresponding article in the existing treaty: 


Differences which may arise of a legal nature or relating to the inter- 
pretation of treaties existing between the two contracting parties, and 
which it may not have been possible to settle by diplomacy, shall be 
referred to the Permanent Court of Arbitration ablished at The 
Hague by the convention of the 29th of July, 1899, provided, neverthe- 
less, that they do not affect the vital interests, the independence, or the 
honor of the two contracting States, and do not concern the interests of 
third parties. - - = - 

In article 1 of the proposed treaty “all” matters are to be 
referred. In the present treaty very vital and necessary excep- 
tions are made. There is provision made in the proposed treaty 
for a special agreement. To quote again— t 


Which special agreement shall ater for the organization of such 
tribunal, necessary, to define the scope of the powers of the arbi- 
trators, the question or questions at issue, and settle the terms of refer- 
ence and the procedure thereunder. 

In other words, by special agreement we simply provide for 
the nomination or the naming of a special tribunal, which special 
tribunal shall then have plenary power to pass upon the merits 
of the case. 

Now, the words of this section mean, if they mean anything, 
first, it is mandatory that all differences shall be referred to The 
Hague. If these differences are not so referred we appoint an- 
other tribunal and give that tribunal power to define—in the 
actual words of the text— 

To define the scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the 
3 at issue, and settle the terms of reference and proe 

Now, let us compare this section with the corresponding sec- 
tion in the existing treaty, to show that there is an intent 
in the very outset to eliminate as far as possible the Senate 
from any participation in determining the differences that may 
arise between this Government and a foreign country. 

There is an exception made in the existing treaty, which those 
who are opposing the present form of the treaty insist shall be 
in some way incorporated in the proposed treaty to guard 
against that which all are agreed needs to be guarded against 
and which astute lawyers on the other side have been at pains 
to argue has not been eliminated nor the power of the Senate 
in any way abridged; and yet in the present treaty the points 
for which we are contending are explicitly stated, while in the 
other they must depend upon the interpretation of the Secre- 
tary of State or a resolution stating that they do not mean 
what the English language in the proposed treaty says it does 


uestion or 
ure there- 


mean. 

Now, let us go one step further. I think I have shown clearly 
to those who have followed me that the special agreement can 
only go so far as to appoint a special tribunal to serve in lieu 
of The Hague, if it is not referred to The Hague, and then 
defines the office and powers of the special tribunal by saying it 
shall have practically full and complete power. I will read it: 

To define the scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the question or 

ö issue, and settle the terms of reference and the procedure 

ereun s 

This special tribunal, which is to be appointed by special 
agreement, is to be given practically unlimited power. By the 
very wording of the section this special tribunal, by special 
agreement, is to serve in lieu of The Hague. The powers of 
this special tribunal are defined. Therefore it is a natural in- 
ference that under the present treaty The Hague is intended to 
have like power. 

In the remarks of the Senator from Mississippi and from 
others on this point, they claim that by this special agreement 
the rights and prerogatives of the Senators, under the Con- 
stitution, were left unimpaired. Where the language occurs 
to justify this statement by them I fail to see. They base this 
argument on the first lines of the fourth clause of article 1, 
which reads as follows: 


The special ent in each case shall be made on the part of 
the United States by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate thereof. 


What special agreement? The special agreement to appoint a 
tribunal. Then to give that tribunal plenary power to act as 
it pleases in the premises. 8 

So that the functions that we retain to ourselves under the 
present treaty go only so far under the special agreement as to 
appoint a tribunal other than that which is established per- 
manently at The Hague and then to give this special tribunal 
still greater power. 

Now, in proof of the fact that those who drew this instru- 
ment and wrote it had this idea in view that we of the Senate 
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or those charged under the Constitution with the right to 
make these treaties and to guard them should be limited by this 
act, if possible, let me read section 2 of the existing treaty and 
compare it with what we propose to substitute for it. Article 2 
of the existing treaty says: 

In each individual case the high contracting parties, before appeal- 
ing to the permanent court of arbitration, shall conclude a special 
agreement. 

Here is the special agreement that is defined in the existing 
treaty and a special agreement, as is defined in the proposed 
treaty, and here is the matter of difference between the two. 
In the existing treaty it is provided that— k 

In each individual case tbe bigh contracting parties, before appeal- 
ing to the permanent court of arbitration, shall conclude a special 
agreement defining clearly the matter in dispute. 

Not appoint a court, but that the high contracting parties 
shall decide— 


Defining clearly the matter in dispute, the scope of the powers of 
the arbitrators, and the periods to be fixed for the formation of the 
arbitral tribunal and the several stages of the procedure. 

The high contracting parties in the present treaty shall be 
parties to this, namely, the Government of the United States— 
the Senate of the United States, charged with the treaty-making 
power. Under the proposed treaty it is submitted to a special 
tribunal, who shall have the power to do that with which we 
are now charged. I take it that the elimination of section 3 
alone would not cure the evil tendencies of this measure, but 
to do this there must be a modification of every article. I 
suspect that our great desire for peace has led us to view care- 
lessly this proposed treaty, which in its present form may have 
the opposite effect to that intended. 

A proof of the fact that those who wrote this instrument were 
attempting to eliminate as far as possible the Senate from any 
participation in this very vital matter, I quote from the mes- 
sage of the President in submitting the proposed treaty to the 
Senate: 


With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the Senate to 
the ratification of the treaty, I transmit herewith an authenticated 
copy of a treaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United States 
and Great Britain on August 8, 1911, extending the scope and obliga- 
tion of the policy of arbitration adopted in the present arbitration 
treaty of April 4, 1908, between the two countries, so as to exclude 
certain exceptions contained in that treaty— £ 

I have quoted these exceptions earlier in my remarks. They, 
in the language of the President, are to be excluded. To ex- 
clude the right to defend as Senators our national honor on the 
floor of the Senate, the right to say what shall and what shall 
not enter into a treaty, or what shall be the nature of ques- 
tions arbitrated. The President explicitly says— 
so as to exclude certain exceptions contained in that treaty and to 
provide means for the ceful solution of all questions of difference 
which it shall be found impossible in future to settle by diplomacy. 

That is the President’s statement in transmitting to the 
Senate the proposed treaty. Whatever reservations we might 
have under the present treaty in order to maintain the right of 
the Senate, the right of the treaty-making power, to so modify 
them as to meet what we consider to be the righteous relations 
between others and ourselves, we propose in this treaty to 
exclude them from being left out and to include them in the 
questions to be arbitrated. 

In further proof that they have this object in view, clause 2 
of the preamble says: 

The high contracting parties have, therefore, determined, In further- 
ance of these ends, to conclude a treaty extending the scope and obliga- 
tions of the policy of arbitration adopted in their present arbitration 
treaty of April 4, 1908, so as to exclude certain exceptions contained 
in that treaty and to provide means for. the peaceful solution of all 
questions of difference which it shall be found impossible in future to 
settle by diplomacy, and for that purpose they have appointed as their 
respective plenipotentiaries. 

We have heard argument here for three or four days, both on 
this side and the other, for this is a nonpartisan question, to 
prove that in this treaty, if ratified without amendment, we are 
not curtailing the power of the Senate, that we do not propose 
to put it beyond what has been the accepted custom for all 
these years, when in the message of the President and in the 
preamble and in the text of the treaty itself in article 1, article 
2, and article 3 there is conclusive proof to the contrary, 

I for one propose that I shall exercise my right as a repre- 
sentative of the State of South Carolina in part and of the 
Nation in part, not because I would not shift a great responsi- 
bility, if I might do it honorably, but because under the Con- 
stitution and my oath I can not do it honorably, and therefore 
I shall not vote to do it dishonorably. I shall stand here and 
do my duty as far as I see it. If we differ on the interpretation 
of this instrument here in this body and have hurled back and 
forth radical differences of opinion, it will not be long before 
the fires of passion will be aroused, even in this body, and I sus- 
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pect the humorist who said “The best nesting place for the 
dove of peace is in the cannon’s mouth,” was not very far from 
the truth. 

But to come back to the argument I am making, I shall not 
read the treaty further, for I would not presume upon the in- 
telligence of my colleagues to imply that so far as our interna- 
tional relations are concerned they have not given it their care- 
ful and earnest study; but I should like for some one who un- 
derstands the English language to take this instrument from 
article 1 to the last clause of article 3 and show me wherein it 
does not comport with the preamble and with the message of 
the President, to the effect that it proposes to take every ques- 
tion that might arise under any circumstances and in any exi- 
gency and submit it to whom? To submit it, in the first place, 
to the established court of arbitration at The Hague, or else, 
through a shrewdly worded phrase, that we should by a special 
agreement appoint another tribunal, and then say that this other 
tribunal shall be clothed with the like or with greater power 
than The Hague now has. 

What constitutes an international question? The claim of 
any government against another. The notice taken by any gov- 
ernment of any matter that it may see fit to recognize as in- 
ternational. > 

The question of the finances or the indebtedness of a State 
or of a nation to another nation does not come within the scope 
of arbitration technically, but it is justiciable. In other words, 
if the question was raised as to any indebtedness between the 
two parties what the high court of inquiry decided on would be 
final. That means that any question relating to the indebted- 
ness of the States to any citizen of a foreign nation, under the 
unlimited terms of this treaty; may become a question to be 
decided by the high court of inquiry. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says the interpretation of the 
meaning of the treaty, as set forth in a document by the Secre- 
tary of State, and which under the law must accompany the 
treaty itself, will be taken as explaining the meaning of the 
treaty. I think it is our duty to make our treaties—as our laws 
also should be made—so explicit as to be easily understood and 
interpreted by all intelligent persons. We have not spent thus 
much time arguing as to whether or not we desire a treaty 
looking toward the promotion of peace. All of us are agreed on 
that; but we have spent much time arguing in the Senate of 
the United States what the treaty means. Here is an instru- 
ment drawn up, I suppose 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do. 

Mr. REED. If it would not interrupt the Senator, I would 
like to ask him a question. He is a lawyer and has drawn 
many documents where there was a lawyer for the other side. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I would just 
like to correct the Senator. 

Mr. REED. You are not a lawyer? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, I must plead not guilty. 

Mr. REED. You are a business man and have had them draw 
instruments? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. To my sorrow, I have. 

Mr. REED. Did you ever consent to sign an instrument 
where the construction of it was in dispute between the two 
lawyers representing the two parties before the instrument was 
signed? 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. No, indeed. That is a very 
pertinent question to ask. Much time has been spent in attempt- 
ing—shall I say it?—to play upon the credulity of the Senate, 
not giving it credit for having sense enough to know what the 
English language means. If we are in doubt as to what the 
treaty means, we must take from amongst our number certain 
interpreters of the instrument upon which the relation of this 
country to all the leading nations of the world depends, In 
place of having it explicit, and saying openly and above board 
that we propose to eliminate the Senate from any participation 
hereafter in international questions which may arise, or if we 
propose that they shall participate, stating in plain English how 
they shall participate, we have involved sentences in this treaty, 
cleverly drawn obscurities, so that clause 3 of article 3, as I 
said in the beginning of my speech, is no more obnoxious to me 
than the language in article 1 and the corollary that follows 
from it in article 2. For article 1 says, as I said a moment 
ago, the special agreement shall consist in appointing a tribu- 
nal, which tribunal shall be given the right—I am not quoting 
the language exactly. I am now— 
to define the scope of the powers of the arbitrators, the question or 


pen at issue, and settle the terms of reference and the procedure 
ereunder. 
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Then down below, in clause 3 of article 1, it looks almost like 
an attempt cleverly to conceal the natural sequence of that 
which went before: 

The — agreement in each case shall be made on the part of the 
United States by the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate thereof. 

In other words, our participation, to repeat, is simply to go 
to the extent of appointing a special tribunal, which special tri- 
bunal then will take the matter in their own hands and, with- 
out any further reference to us whatever, dispose of the matter. 

Now, further still, the last clause of article 1 says: 

Such agreements shall be binding only when confirmed by the two 
Governments by an exchange of notes. 

We have heard about the moral effect and about the legal 
effect. The effect will be to bind us to submit to The Hague, 
without recourse or redress, all questions if we follow the text 
of this instrument as honorable men, having agreed to it, or 
follow the finding of the special tribunal, because there is no 
court of final appeal other than this. Therefore the findings of 
one of these courts will bind us, and there is no provision where 
it shall be referred back or first referred to us for us to deter- 
mine what matters are in dispute and to what extent we will 
allow them to go to arbitration. 

Now, with that interpretation upon it, I come to article 2. If 
Senators followed me closely, if they did me that honor, they 
will find that in article 1 they have taken this power out of our 
hands. Article 2 provides practically the same thing: 

The high contracting parties further to institute, as occasion 
arises ant as hereinafter prowded, a joint high commission of inguiry, 
to which, upon the request of either party, shall be referred for im- 
partial and conscientious investigation any controversy between the 
parties within the scope of article 1 

Anyone who will read and study article 1 will see that its 
scope is as wide as the possibility of a difference between any 
two nations. Article 2 provides that any question arising, upon 
the request of either party shall be referred to this joint high 
commission of inquiry, whether or not it falls within the scope 
of article 1. I quote the balance of paragraph— 
before such controversy has been submitted to arbitration. and also any 
other controversy hereafter arising between them, even if they are not 
agreed that it falls within the scope of article 1. 

If article 1 is not wide enough under its present verbiage, 
then they make ample provision in article 2, that it shall go 
beyond the possibility of misinterpretation and take all ques- 
tions in and make them subject to the provisions of treaty. 

There is some little hope of peace held out in article 2, to 
wit, the parts italicized: : 

And also any other controversy hereafter arising between them 
even if they are not agreed that it falls within the scope of article 1: 
Provided, however, That such reference may be postponed until the 
erpiration 2 one year after the date of the formal request therefor, in 
order to ‘ord an opportunity for diplomatie discussion and adjust- 
ment of the questions in controversy, if either party desires such 
postponement. 

In other words, having taken it out of the hands of the Senate 
and made ample provision that it shall be removed from the 
scope and power of the Senate, you will give them, as has been 
stated on this floor, ample time to cool down—one year to be- 
come rational, and by virtue of the cooling process possibly give 
us what we are entitled to. 

Now, let us take article 3. It is not necessary for me to read 
any further from article 2, but I have shown that one is just an 
amplification of the other: 


the particular questions or matters referred to it, 3 1 the purpose of 
facilitating the solution of disputes by elucidat e and t 
define the issues presen by such questions, and to include in its 


report such recommendations and conclusions as may be appropriate. ~ 
be as decisions of 
the questions or matters so submitted either on the facts or on the law 
and shall in no way have the character of an arbitral aw: 
Now, here is the clause of article 3 that has been under dis- 
pute and the basis of argument in this Chamber: 
It is further agreed, however, that in cases in which 
ee as to whether or not a difference is subject to 
under article 1 of this treaty, that 
joint high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the mem- 
of the commission agree and —.— that such difference is within 
the scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance 
with the provisions of this treaty. 
Which in all conscience is wide enough, broad enough, in this 
treaty to satisfy any European nation having designs on us. 
Every provision of this treaty eliminates the Senate and gives 
these outside parties full and complete power to pass upon any 
question that may arise. I said in the outset that I would show 
that every article in this treaty was but a step leading up to 
and finding its recapitulation in clause 3 of article 3. Article 1 
and its amplification leads up to and is a part of article 2, with 
its amplification, and article 3 complete is but the final step re- 
sulting from articles 1 and 2. 


the 
arbitration 
* shall be submitted to the 


The message of the President which accompanies this treaty 
plainly states its purpose. The preamble reiterates it, and the 
language of the text of the article proves it. 

Now, in conclusion, I shall state another reason for voting 
against this treaty in its present form. It is a reason that has 
reference to my own State. It has been said in this debate or 
elsewhere that the Secretary of State has said that the securi- 
ties held by foreigners against the several Southern States, 
‘which securities were issued during the period of reconstruction 
and carpetbag rule and repudiated by the Southern States, would 
be subject to the findings of the courts provided for in this 
measure. It would be interesting if the world could understand 
how these debts were contracted and by whom. 

Prof. Scott, of the University of Wisconsin, says the debt of 
South Carolina before the war was $3,814,862.91. 

In 1874, under the carpetbag rule, according to the same 
author, the State debt amounted to $28,997,608.20. An investi- 
gating committee that had been appointed at this time reported 
that the State was bankrupt. In 1878 we scaled our debt and 
repudiated some of the spurious bonds. Why? In reply to this 
question, in justification of my State, I shall read from the 
International Review, of New York, for the months of July 
and December, 1880, what it has to say in reference to this debt, 
who contracted it, and who purchased the bonds. 

Before quoting him literally it might be well to state that 
these bonds were issued by the carpetbaggers for paying the 
interest on the public debt, bonds indorsed for railroads, so- 
called refunding bonds, and so forth, all of which were to meet 
the extravagant expenses incurred by the carpetbag rule. Now 
I quote the International Review, published in New York. It 
says: 

There can be no doubt but this debt was incurred 
and it is more than probable that men A bad 
the bonds. The State was not benefited by them, and the frauds and 
3 which prevailed in the Legislature of South Carolina 
during the period in which this debt was created will ever be a disgrace, 
not only to that State— 

Now, just one quotation from the proceedings of the tax- 
payers’ convention in my State, February 20, 1874. This re- 
markable condition was found by an examination of the books: 
Taxable property in 1860, $490,000,000; taxable property now, 
1874, $170,000,000, practically one-third less. Taxes levied in 1860, 
$500,000; taxes levied this year, 1874, on practically one-third 
of the property, $2,700,000. Another item is public printing. 
September, 1868, to October 31, 1870—before they had learned 
to steal shrewdly or had become reckless—$43,440. October, 
1872, to October, 1873, $331,945.66 was the amount of the print- 
ing bill. 

It is needless for me to go further, but before I conclude I 
want to call attention to an act in my own State, passed March 
7, 1871, creating what is known as the sterling funded debt. It 
provided for the issue of 6 per cent coupon bonds, aggregating 
in amount £1,200,000. Those issuing these bonds used the 
terminology of English money. A large part of the issue was 
never used in the legitimate way in which it was intended, in 
conversion bonds for the refunding of the State debt, but was 
scattered broadcast, and is broadcast to-day. There are lots of 
these bonds with the seal of the State of South Carolina on them, 
and in all honor we did not propose that the men, women, and 
children who had made the State glorious should be beggared 
by the thieving of an unholy lot who prostituted every office in 
our State, and prostituted the great seal of the State by placing 
it upon these spurious bonds. 

I shall not stand upon this floor to-day and vote for any meas- 
ure that might humiliate my State two generations after by 
haying these matters called into question—her honor ques- 
tioned—because there will not be the patience and time taken to 
study that horrible period. Neither will men set it down to 
the honor of South Carolina that she has outstanding obliga- 
tions that she repudiated in any form. But they would glo- 


a set of rascals, 
ook possession of 


‘| riously exonerate her if they understood the condition that 


brought about the so-called debt and the glorious men who in 
honor and integrity and righteousness repudiated it. 

Now, I am just as much as any man on this floor for peace. I 
think that war is a relic of the age of barbarism. Our schools 
and churches and homes are training the boys and girls to sup- 
press passion, to promote and develop intellect, and to under- 
stand that to every effect there is an adequate cause; to every 
unrighteous effect that there must of necessity be an unright- 
eous cause; and in order to eliminate the unrighteous effect we 
must eliminate the unrighteous cause. And if passion is 
allowed to run riot, if it brings death and murder and confusion 
and strife, we must control the passions and eliminate the result. 
Just so this principle is applicable to nations as well. But in order 
to set the example of peace, am I to make myself an example of a 
pusillanimous coward who in order to maintain the virtue of 
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my home will not strike a blow at an attempted outrage thereon. 
Will I delegate to any man or set of men the right to determine 
what is an insult to the inmates of my household? I take the 
honor and integrity of my Nation to be as dear to me in a 
public sense as I take the honor and the purity and sanctity of 
my home in a private sense. With power under this democratic 
Government distributed and delegated as it is, let each and 
everyone stand as a man shouldering his full responsibility, 
repudiating any attempt to take from him the right to keep the 
old home of the American Government pure from defilement or 
outrage from outside. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, several weeks ago, speak- 
ing on the subject of the pending arbitration treaty with Great 
Britain, I undertook to show that in Great Britain the pending 
treaty was regarded as the first step toward an alliance between 
the United States and Great Britain. I quoted from the speech 
of Sir Edward Grey in the House of Commons, in which he said 
that if the treaty should be ratified it would, in his opinion, 
probably be followed by other agreements between the United 
States and Great Britain, the effect of which would be that if 
Great Britain became embroiled in hostilities with another 
country having no such arbitration agreement the United States 
would go to the aid of Great Britain. The speech of Sir Edward 
Grey had a peculiar significance at the time, because it was 
delivered when relations between Great Britain and Germany 
were strained to the breaking, and it had a peculiar significance 
also because Sir Edward Grey stood then and now stands at 
the head of the great department of foreign affairs of Great 
Britain. Not only that, but he had been one of those who had 
initiated the negotiations for the treaty. - 

Mr. President, my purpose to-day is to demonstrate that 
there exists in the United States a similar purpose to that 
which Sir Edward Grey describes, If the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Roor] is right in saying that the speech of Mr. Sec- 
retary Knox, delivered before a public meeting in an American 
city, shall be taken as a means of interpreting this treaty, how 
much more, from the British standpoint at least, shall we say 
that the speech of Sir Edward Grey, delivered in his official 
capacity in the House of Commons, has the same effect as 
placing the British interpretation upon that treaty? 

But my purpose to-day is to demonstrate to the Senate that 
the same purpose which Sir Edward Grey expressed as preyail- 
ing in Great Britain, that this treaty shall be only the first step 
toward an alliance between the two countries, exists in this 
country, existed in the initiation of the treaty. Moreover, I 
shall prove that it now dominates those who are attempting to 
influence the Senate of the United States by arousing the public 
opinion of the country in favor of the ratification of the treaty 
without the dotting of an “i” or the crossing of a “t.” 

Mr. President, what is the importance of this treaty? Does 
it lie in the fact that the treaty does away with certain excep- 
tions in the old treaty? The treaty which we have now pro- 
vides that we shall arbitrate all questions with Great Britain 
that do not involve national honor, vital interests, or third 
parties. One might think that doing away with these exceptions 
would give us a new treaty to be hailed with delight by those 
who stand for universal arbitration; but we heard upon the 
floor of the Senate yesterday a statement made by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] that, in his opinion, the treaty 
would fail and be rejected by Great Britain if the Senate of 
the United States should strike out a part of article 3 which 
gives to the commission the power to interpret the treaty; that 
is, that Great Britain would not want the treaty with all its 
broad provisions; would not want the treaty with its enlarged 
powers for the arbitrators; would not want the treaty with its 
broader scope of arbitration, unless the Senate consented to 
have the joint high commission remain as the feature of the 
treaty—the commission, which able lawyers have asserted and 
which they to-day believe, will supersede the Senate of the 
United States in interpreting the treaty. 

So, Mr. President, I feel warranted in saying that the broad- 
ening language of this treaty is not what is sought by those 
who are pushing it. What they seek is the creation of the com- 
mission by which the Senate, representing the American people, 
shall lose in part, at least, its power to control the interpreta- 
tion of the treaty. 

I might quote from some Americans who have openly de- 
clared themselves as in favor of an alliance with Great Britain; 
I might quote from our ambassador to Great Britain, who re- 
cently, in a banquet speech, has proclaimed his hope that there 
might be a unity of the English-speaking races, but I go by 
them. I say here, now, that the power behind the throne, the 
power which is forcing these treaties upon the Senate in their 
present form, which is arousing, or attempting to arouse, public 
sentiment for them, is the power of Andrew Carnegie’s money. 


Not only has he created a board of trustees, consisting of some 
27 members, and turned over to it $10,000,000, but he has di- 
rectly, through that organization, and also personally for him- 
self, contributed to the support of all the leading organizations 
in the country which are at the present time, and have been for 
months, engaged in stirring up the people of the United States 
to petition the Senate to ratify these treaties without the dotting 
of an “i” or the crossing of a “t.” 

We have, first, the American Peace Society, with its branches 
in all parts of the United States, a powerful body, and if it 
would devote its energies to the securing of international peace 
and the increase of the practice of arbitration, I would acclaim 
it a patriotic organization. 

There is, second, the Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ in America, which is busily at work among the religious 
organizations, using Andrew Carnegie’s money, arousing the 
people of the churches to take action, without even knowing 
whether there is an existing arbitration treaty or not or what 
the terms are of the proposed new arbitration treaty. 

There is, third, the American Association for International 
Conciliation, a great organization, which boasts that it sent out 
at one time 250,000 copies of a document. 

Fourth, there is the American Peace Arbitration League of 
New York. 

Fifth, there is the National Committee to Celebrate the Peace 
Anniversary between the United States and Great Britain. 

Referring to the last of these, I want to read some of the ob- 
jects that are to be attained by this peace celebration com- 
mittee of which Andrew Carnegie is the chairman. One of 
them is: 

That an unlimited arbitration treaty between Great Britain and the 


United States shall be negotiated and signed, a project which bids fair 
to be accomplished before the anniversary. 


Another object is: 


That a special textbook devoted to the relations of the United States 
with Great Britain, and especially with Canada, for the last century, 
shall be prepared under the direction of competent historians in both 
countries, and used in all schools where the English language is spoken 
during the period preceding the centennial anniversary of the signing 
of the Treaty of Ghent, and that the schools shall then join in its 
general celebration. 


A textbook to rewrite the history of relations between the 
United States and Great Britain as though history was not 
already correct, as though it must be censored and amended! 

Another of the objects of this association is: 

That Sulgrave Manor, in Northamptonshire, England, the home of 
Geo Washington's ancestors, shall purchased fy popular subscrip- 
tion in both countries as a visible monument to the cordial relations 
een between the two great branches of the English-speaking 
peoples, 


I shall not stop to read all of the other purposes, many of 
which are foreign to the legitimate purpose of a celebration, 
but which have been brought in there as expressing the per- 
sonal desires of Andrew Carnegie. 

But, now, Mr. President, I am going to read from an article 
written by Andrew Carnegie 20 years ago, when he was in his 
prime, which expresses, as is evident, the passionate desire of 
his heart that the United States shall again become an integral 
part of the British Empire. I read from the North American 
Review of 1893 the following most astonishing language. I had 
a faint recollection of it, but I was amazed recently on sending 
for the volume to read the exact language. I only quote certain 
paragraphs in the article. 

Mr. Carnegie says in opening his article: 

Until a little more than a hundred rs ago the En eg oe 
race dwelt together in unity, the 3 being as Sage 4 a citizen 05 
Britain as the Scotchman, Welshman, or Irishman. A difference, 
unhappily, arose under the British constitution, their common heritage, 
as to the right of the citizens of the older part of the state to tax 
their fellows in the newer part across the sea without their consent; 
but separation was not contemplated by Washington, Franklin, Adams, 
Jefferson, Jay, and other leaders. On the contrary, these great men 
never ceased to proclaim their loyalty to, and their desire to remain 
part of, Britain; and they disclaimed any idea of separation, which 
was indeed accepted at last, but only when forced upon them as a 
sad necessity from which there was no honorable escape if they were 


to maintain the rights they had acquired, not as American, but as 
British citizens. 


Think of it! The author of the Declaration of Independence 
is pictured as never having ceased to proclaim his loyalty to, 
and desire to remain a part of, Britain! The great patriot at 
the head of our armies is described as always proclaiming his 
loyalty to Great Britain. 

I turn to page 690 of the same volume and find this: 

Both Briton and American being now fully, agreed that those who 
made the attempt to tax without giving the right of representation 
were wrong, and that in resisting this the colonists vindicated their 
rights as British citizens and, erefore, only did their duty, the 


question arises, Is a separation thus forced upon one of the parties, 
and now thus deeply regretted by the other, to be permanent? 


I can not think so, and I crave permission to adduce some con- 
siderations in support of my belief that the future is see 
a reunion of the separated parts and once again a common -cii 

I turn now to page 702 of the same volume. He had prior 
to this been discussing the various objections which he proceeds 


to remove by a very careful argument of minute detail and B 


particularity. He then gives this little review of a reunited 
empire: 


Numerous as would be the States the reunited nation, 
ea equal rights, still Britain, as the home of the ra 
would ever re ce—first However grea 


amo F 
the number of the who might — her in council, there 
could never be but one mother, and that mother Britain. 

I turn now to page 708 of the same volume: 

Let no man imagine 5 in dealing with these 
questions. I know no party in this great argument, either in America 
or in Britain. Whatever obstructs reunion I . — whatever pro- 
motes reunion I favor. I judge all r poaa questions from this stand- 
point. All party divisions sink into nothingness in my thoughts com- 
pared with the reunion of our race. 

And then I turn, in conclusion, to the last paragraph of the 
article: 

Let men say what they will, therefore; I say that as surely as the 
77... osen lee Ee oad eee peta cette 
sure 
reunited States "—“ the British-American union.” 

Mr. President, I have read parts of that article by Andrew 
Carnegie in order to show his life's purpose. In a great Re- 
public like the United States the opinion of an individual, how- 
ever great, might not amount to much; the influence which he 
may exercise may not be great, but consider that this man, 
animated by this purpose, is the possessor of three or four hun- 
dred million dollars, wrung from the industry of the American 
people by the favor of law; that he is in a position to devote 
$10,000,000 here and $20,000,000 there to educational purposes; 


that this money can be used to influence churches, to hire: 


orators, to organize press bureaus. To thus mold public opin- 
ion his wealth is sufficient to bring considerable influence to 
bear upon the Senate. I say that it is brought to bear for this 
treaty, not because the treaty proposes arbitration, not because 
it broadens the scope of arbitration, because the Senator from 
Massachusetts said yesterday that, with all those desirable pro- 
visions, still the treaty would probably be rejected if the Senate 
were to cut out of it that provision which creates the joint 
high commission and permits it to supersede the Senate in the 
interpretation of the terms of the treaty itself. It is the joint 
high commission which is desired. It is the Carnegie idea to 
bring together the two Governments of the United States and 
Great Britain into one official body. 4 

It is well, Mr. President, when we are on the eve of voting 
upon this treaty to take an account and to realize that all the 
so-called public opinion which has been brought to bear upon 
the Senate in favor of this treaty containing, as it does, that 
commission provision is not chiefly in the interest of arbitra- 
tion. That is not the motive behind the mighty power which 
has aroused this public sentiment, so called. The motive behind 
that purpose is to bring about an alliance, at least, as Sir 
Edward Grey himself said, between the United States and 
Great Britain, and force the United States to abandon its posi- 
tion of isolation, friendly with all nations, but having no en- 
tangling alliances with any. 

It is influences of this sort, influences due to the money of 
Mr. Andrew Carnegie, which inflict upon Senators such postal- 
card communications as I haye here—something like a hundred 
received this week, within a few days, with my name printed 
upon the front of the postal card and a request upon the back 
of the postal card that I vote for the treaties. 

I have a great respect, Mr. President, for the opinions of my 
constituents. I am perhaps more ready than the average Sena- 
tor to recognize the power of public opinion when it is a real 
public opinion and the right of my constituents to command 
my vote to meet their views, and I pay as much attention, when 
I receive a communication in the cramped, trembling hand of 
a farmer as I would to a communication dictated in the office 
of a banker or a business man; but I do not bow to a public 
opinion aroused in this artificial way, simply by the use of 
money, to carry out a purpose to make a false union, a real 
alliance between the United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia obtained the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESID Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
gles the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Cummins McCumber Richardson 
Bailey Curtis MeLean Root 
Bourne du Pont Martin, Va. Shively 
Brandegee Foster Martine, N. I Simmons 
riggs Gallinger Myers Smith, Ga. 
— $s de: Sm a 
re yew S. C. 
Burnham G O'Gorman Smoot 
Burton Hitehcock man Stephenson 
Chilton J Me. Page Sutherland 
app Johnston, Ala. Paynter Thornton 
San wk Kenyon —— unas 
er! arren 
Crawford Lippitt Pomerene Watson 
Rayner Wetmore 
Cullom Lorimer Reed ‘Williams 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, last summer we began 
to hear a great deal about the new treaties that were to bring 
universal peace. I now desire to ask the attention of the Senate 
to the proposed treaties in detail, and to insist that we should 
not approve them as drawn, because of the uncertainty as to 
their meaning. 

A lawyer would not advise a client to sign a paper providing 
for the future conduct of his business when that lawyer was 
unable to tell what the paper meant. If he had half a dozen 
lawyers associated with him and they conferret about it and 
were not able to agree as to what the paper meant, he certainly 
would not advise his client to execute the paper. 

We have had the spectacle of Senators—able Senators—dis- 
cussing these treaties, and I scarcely think any two agree as to 
the meaning of any partieular paragraph. We have an inter- 
pretation of them furnished through the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Roor] by the Secretary of State. Before I take my 
seat I shall furnish an interpretation by the President of the 
United States, in which he construes them, and I shall show 
how the constructions of the President and the Secretary of 
State differ. 

The effort to adopt a treaty with Great Britain by which 
future disagreements between the two nations may be arbitrated 
is not new. Such a treaty was submitted in January, 1897, pre- 
pared by Mr. Olney. I wish to call attention to the broad lan- 
guage there used looking toward the adjustment of future dis- 
putes. 

The Olney treaty used the following language: 

The high contracting parties to submit to arbitration in accord- 
ance with the provisions and subject to the limitations of this treaty 
all in difference between them which they may fail to adjust 
by omatic negotiations. 

Mr. Cleveland supported that treaty with a short but strong 
message, and I desire the privilege, without stopping to read it, 
to embody in the Recorp a few passages from that message. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, such permission 
is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Though the result reached may not meet the views of the advocat 
of immediate, unlimited, and irrevocable arbitration of all internationa 
controversies, it is, nevertheless, confidently believed that the treaty 
can not fail to be everywhere recognized as making a long step in the 
right direction, and as embody: a practical working plan by which 
disputes between the two countries will reach a peaceful adjust- 
ment. æ It is eminently fitting as well as fortunate that the 
attempt to accomplish results so beneficent should be initiated by 
kindred les, — the same tongue, and joined together by 

Ses" of common traditions, common institutions, and common 

tiors. * * * The experiment of substituting civilized methods 

for brute force as the means of settling international questions of 

will thus be tried under the happiest auspices. Its success 

ought not to be doubtful, and the fact that its ultimate ensuing 

benefits are not likely to be limited to the two countries immediately 
concerned should cause it to be promoted all the more eagerly. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We now have a treaty prepared by 
Secretary Root, which is in force, providing for the arbitration 
of future differences with Great Britain, and I desire, without 
stopping to read it, to embody that treaty in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The treaty referred to is as follows: 

ARBITRATION CONVENTION BETWREN THE UNITEÐ STATES AND GREAT 


BRITAIN. 
Ratifications exchanged at Washington, June 4, 1908. Proelalmed 
‘ June 5, 1908.1 
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
5 A proclamation. 


Whereas an arbitration convention’ between the United States of 
America and the United 1 of Great Britain and Ireland was 
concluded and signed th r ve plenipotentiaries at Wash- 
ington on the 4th ĉay April, 1908, the orlginal of which convention 
is word for word as follows: 

The President of the United States of America and His Majesty 
the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and of 
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the British Dominions beyond the Seas, Emperor of India, desiring in 
ursuance of the principles set forth in articles 15-19 of the convention 


‘or the ore settlement of international disputes, signed at The 
pe fa July 29, 1899, to enter into negotiations for the conclusion of an 
arbitration convention, have as their plenipotentiarles, to wit: 

The President of the United States of America, ELEHU Roor, Secre- 
tary of State of the United States, and 

His Majesty the King of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the Seas, Emperor of 
India, the Right Hon. James Bryce, O. M., who, after having com- 
municated to one another their full powers, found in good and due 
form, have agreed upon the following articles: 


ARTICLE I. 


Differences which may arise of a legal nature or relating to the 
interpretation of treaties ex between the two contracting parties 
and which it may not have been possible to settle by diplomacy, shall 
be referred to the Permanent Court of Arbitration: established at The 
Bagoe by the convention of the 29th of July, 1899, provided, never- 
the hat 275 do not affect the vital interests, the independence, 
or the honor of the two contracting States and do not concern the inter- 
ests of third parties. 
ARTICLE II. > 


In each individual case the high opaning pikua, before appeal- 
ing to the permanent court of arbitration, shall conclude a 5 
agreement Senning clearly the matter in dispute, the scope of the 
powers of the arbitrators, and the periods to be fixed for the formation 
of the arbitral tribunal and the several stages of the procedure. It 18 
unders that such agreements on the part of the United 
States will be made by the President of the United States, by and with 


the advice and consent of the Senate thereof; His Majesty's Govern- 


ment 3 the right before concluding a special ent in any 
matter affec the interests of a eel govecnin iominion of the 
British Empire to obtain the concurrence therein of the Government of 


that dominion. 
Such agreements shall be binding only when confirmed by the two 
Governments by an exchange of notes. 
ARTICLE III. 


The present convention shall be ratified by the President of the 
United States of America, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate thereof, ane Sy his Britannic Majesty. The ratifications shall 
be exchanged at Washington as soon as possible, and the convention 
shall take effect on the date of the exchange of its ratifications. 
ARTICLE IV. 

The present convention is concluded for a period of five years, datin 
from the day of the exc’ of its ratifications. 7 x 

Done in duplicate at the city of Washington, this 4th day of April, in 


the year 1908. 
Ermu Roor. SEAL. 
JAMES BRYCE. [SEAL 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have embodied this treaty in my 
remarks especially because in many of the meetings that have 
been held throughout the United States patriotic men have 
called for the adoption of the present treaty upon the theory 
that it was a great advance in the adjustment of international 
troubles, apparently believing it was the first step that we had 
ever made for providing by an arbitration treaty for the settle- 
ment of future differences, and apparently not knowing that 
the treaty now in force provides for the arbitration of future 
differences. 

I wish to embody it for another reason. I think it probably 
a better treaty than the one now submitted to us. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I desire, without stopping to read it, to embody in the 
Recoxrp the proposed treaty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The treaty referred to is as follows: 

The United States of America and His Majesty the King of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and of the British 
Dominions beyond the Seas, Emperor of India, be 
of 5 the peace, which has happily existed be 
nations, as established in 1814 by the treaty of Ghen 


since been interrupted by an appeal to arms, and whi 
firmed and strengthened in recent years by a number of treaties 


whereby pend controversies have been adjusted by agreement or set- 
tled by arbitratién or otherwise provided for, so that now for the first 
time there are no important questions of difference outstanding between 


them, and being resolved that no future differences shall be a cause of 
hostilities between them or interrupt their good relations and friend- 


ship; 

The high contracting parties have therefore determined, in further- 
ance of these ends, to conclude a treaty extending the scope and obliga- 
tions of the policy of arbitration adopted in their present arbitration 
treaty of April 4, 1908, so as to exclude certain exceptions contained 
in that treaty and to provide means for the pea solution of all 
questions of difference which it shall be found impossible in future to 
settle by diplomacy, and for that purpose they have appointed as their 
respective p 5 

e President of the United States of America, the Hon. Philander C. 
Knox, Secretary of State of the United States; and . 

His Britanhic Majesty, the Right Hon. ca nire O. M., his am- 
bassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary at W: gton ; 

Who, having communicated to one another their zan pomes found 
in good and due form, have agreed upon the following cles: 


ARTICLE I. 


All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting parties, 
which it has not been 9 to adjust by 9 relating to inter- 
national matters in Which the high contracting arties are concerned 
by virtue of a claim of EnS made by one st the other under 
treaty or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature by reason 
of being susceptible of decision by the application of the principles of 

nity, shall be submitted to the Permanent Court of Arbitra- 
tion establ at The Hague by the convention of October 18, 1907, 
or to some other arbitral tribunal, as shall [may] be decided in each 


case by special agreement, which special agreement shall provide for the 
organization of such tribunal if necessary to define the scope of the 
powers of the arbitrators, the question or questions at issue, and settle 
the terms of reference and the p: ure thereunder. 

The provisions of articles 37 to 90, inclusive, of the convention for 
the pacific settlement of international disputes, concluded at the second 
peace conference at The Hague on the 18th of October, 1907, so far as 
applicable, and unless they are inconsistent with or modified by the 
provisions of the al agreement to be concluded in each case, and 
excepting articles 53 and 54 of such convention, shall govern the arbi- 
tration proceedings to be taken under this treaty. 55 

The yy 8 agreement in each case shall be made on the part of the 
United States by the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate thereof, His Majesty’s Government 
reserving the right before concluding a special Le in any matter 
affecting the interests of a self-governing dominion of the British Em- 
pe — obtain the concurrence therein of the government of that 

ominion. 

Such agreements shall be binding when confirmed by the two Govern, 
ments by an exchange of notes. 

ARTICLE II. 


The higi contracting parties further agree to institute, as occasion 
arises and as e e a joint high commission of inquiry, 
to which, upon the u of either party, shall be referred for impar- 
tial and conscientious Investigation any controversy between the parties 
within the scope of Article I, before such controversy has been sub- 
mitted to arbitration, and also any other controversy hereafter nrisin. 
between them even if they are not agreed that it falls within the scope o 
Article I: Provided, however, That such reference may be postponed un- 
til the expiration of one year after the date of the formal uest there- 
for, in order to afford an opportunity for diplomatic discussion and ad- 
justment of ne questions controversy, either party desires such 
postponement. 

enever a question or matter of difference is referred to the Joint 
High Commission of Inquiry, as herein 8 each of the high con- 
tracting parties shall designate three of its nationals to act as members 
of the commission of inquiry for the purpose of such reference; or the 
commission may be otherwise constituted in any particular case by the 
terms of reference, the membership of the commission and terms of ref- 
erence to be determined in each case by an ex of notes. 

The provisions of articles 9 to 86, inclusive, of the Convention for the 
Pacific Settlement of Internationa! Disputes concluded at The Hague 
on the 18th October, 1907, so far as e an aaa anā unless they are 
in ent with the provisions of this „or are modified by the 
terms of reference agreed upon in any particular case, shall govern the 

tion and procedure of the commission. 


ARTICLE III. 


The Joint High Commission of — instituted in each case as 
8 for in Article II, is author to examine into and report upon 
e 


rticular questions or matters referred to it, for the purpose of 
facilitating the solution of disputes by elucida the facts, and to 
define the issues presented by such questions, and also to include in its 
rt such recommendations and conclusions as may be pig Ve evo 
e reports of the commission shall not be regarded as ions of 
the questions or matters so submitted either on the facts or on the law 
and shall in no way have the character of an arbitral award. 


[It is further a . however, that in cases in which the parties 
disagree as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
Article I of this treaty, that question shall be submitted to the Joint 
High Commission of Inquiry ; and if all or all but one of the members of 
commission agree and report that such difference is within the scope of 
Article I, it be referred to arbitration in accordance with the pro- 
visions of this treaty.] 

ARTICLE Iv. 


The commission shall have power to administer oaths to witnesses 
and take evidence on oath whenever deemed necessary in any proceed- 
ing, or inquiry, or matter within its jurisdiction under this treaty; and 
the high contracting parties agree to adopt such legislation as may be 
appropriate and necessary to give the commission the 
mentioned, and to provide for the issue of subpenas and for compelling 
the attendance of witnesses in the p ings before the commission. 

On the inquiry both sides must be heard, and each pary Be entitled to 
appoint an agent, whose ay it shall be to represent his Government 
before the commission and to present to the commission, either per- 
sonally or through counsel retained for that purpose, such evidence and 

ents as he may deem necessary and appropriate for the informa- 
tion of the commission. 


wers above 


ARTICLE V. 


The commission shall meet whenever called upon to make an exami- 
nation and report under the terms of this treaty, and the commission 
may. fix such times and places for its meetings as may be necessary, 
subject at all times to special call or direction of the two Governments. 
Each commissioner, upon the first joint meeting of the commission after 
his appointment, shal before g with the work of the commis- 
pony Bex * 5 bseribe a — emn Poni she ong in writing 1 he —— 

an partially perform the es imposed upon under 
this trenty, and such Geclasation shall be entered on the records of the 
p 


roceedings of the commission. i 

The United States and British sections of the commission may each 
appoint a secretary, and these shall act as joint secretaries of the com- 
mission at its jot sessions, and the commission may employ experts 
and clerical assistants from time to time as it may deem advisable. 
The salaries and personal expenses of the commission and of the agents 
and counsel and of the secretaries shall be paid by their respective 
Governments, and all reasonable and necessary joint expenses of the 
commission incurred by it shall be paid in equal moieties by the high 
contracting parties. 

ARTICLE VI. 


This treaty shall supersede the arbitration trea 
the high contracting parties on April 4, 1908, 
awards, and — under that treaty shall continue in force a 
effect and this treaty shall not affect in any way the provisions of the 
treaty of Jan 11, 1909, relating to S eee arising between the 
United States the Dominion of Cana 

ARTICLE FIL 

shall be ratified by the President of the United 
y and with the advice and consent of the Senate 
thereof, and by His Britannic Majesty. The ratifications shall be 
ex at Washington as soon as ible and the treaty shall take 
effect on the date of the exchange of its ratifications, It shall there- 
after remain in force continuously unless and until terminated by 24 


concluded between 
ut all agreements. 


The present treat 
States of America 
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months’ written notice given by either high contracting party to the 


other. 
In faith whereof the respective plenipotentiaries have signed this 
treaty in duplicate and have hereunto affixed their seals. 
Done at Washington the 3d day of August, A. D. 1911. 
SEAL. PHILANDER C. KNOX. 
or JAMES BRYCE. 


I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the original treaty this 

day signed. 
PHILANDER C. Knox. 
s Secretary of State. 

Audusr 3, 1911. y 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Let us compare the terms of these 
two treaties and show how difficult it is to decide what the 
proposed treaty means. ‘ 

The provision in the treaty of 1908, applicable to the differ- 
„ences to be in future settled by arbitration, is as follows: 

Differences which may arise of a legal nature or relating to the in- 
98 of treaties existing between the two contracting parties and 
which it may not have been ible to settle by diplomacy, shall be 
referred to the Permanent Court of Arbitration established at The 
Hague by the convention of the 29th of July, 1899, provided, neverthe- 
less, that they do not affect the vital interests, the independence, or 
the honor of the two contracting States, and do not concern the 
interests of third parties. 

It will be observed that the existing treaty submits to arbi- 
tration all future differences of a legal nature or relating to the 
interpretation of treaties existing between the two contracting 
parties which it may not have been possible to settle by di- 
plomacy. It provides, however, that differences which affect the 
yital interests, the independence or the honor of the two con- 
tracting parties, and which concern the interests of third parties 
are not to be submitted to arbitration. 

These terms “ the vital interests, the independence or the honor 
of the two contracting parties” and differences “ which concern 
the interests of third parties,” are the only exceptions to the 
general agreement contained in the present treaty to refer all 
differences to arbitration. 

I ask you now to consider the language of the proposed 
treaty. We must judge what the language of article 1 means, 
in part, by the declaration of the purpose contained in the 
introduction. That introduction declares: 

The high contracting parties have, therefore, determined in further- 
ance of these ends, to conclude a treaty extending the scope and obliga- 
tions of the 1 of arbitration adopted in their present arbitration 
treaty of April 4, 1908, so as to exclude certajn exceptions contained in 
that treaty and to 
questions of difference which it shall be foun 
settle by diplomacy. 

The extract from the proposed treaty which I have just 
quoted provides that the high contracting parties have deter- 
mined “ to exclude certain exceptions contained” in the treaty of 
1908. Those exceptions are differences which affect the vital 
~interests, the independence, or the honor” of the two contract- 
ing States and matters which “concern the interests*of third 
parties.” 

The proposed treaty, by declaring that it is to exclude these 
exceptions, in effect declares that if the new treaty is made, in 
future the United States is to arbitrate differences which affect 
the vital interests, the independence, and the honor of the 
United States, and even differences which concern the interests 
of third parties. 

The introduction to the proposed treaty furthermore’ declares 
that this treaty is to provide means— * 
for the peaceful solution of all questions of difference which it shall be 
found impossible in future to settle by diplomacy. 

Can there be any serious doubt as to the meaning of the 
language of the proposed treaty to which I have referred? It 
declares that all fufure differences, not settled by diplomacy, 
are to be settled by arbitration, and it specifically declares that 
the purpose of this new treaty is to get away from the words of 
limitation of the present treaty so that differences affecting the 
yital interests, the independence, and the honor of the United 
States shall be arbitrated, and also differences which concern 
the interests of third parties. > 

With this introduction just preceding article 1, let us consider 
the language” there contained in the proposed treaty defining 
the differences that are to be made by it the subject of arbi- 
tration. : 

The language upon this subject in article 1 is: 

All differences hereafter arising between the high contracting parties, 
which it has not been possible to adjust by diplomacy, relating to inter- 
national matters in which the high contracting parties are concerned by 
virtue of a claim of right made by one against the other under treaty 
or otherwise, and which are justiciable in their nature by reason of 
being 3 of decision by the application of the principles of law 
or equity. 

I find no words of limitation in this definition of differences 
to be arbitrated which supersede the broad language used in the 
introduction. 


provide means for the ce solution of all 
impossible in future to 


The term “claim of right” is no limitation of the declara- 
tion that “all differences” are to be arbitrated. A claim of 
right is an assertion of a claim or an assertion of a right. It 
may be improperly asserted. Before a board of arbitration the 
right may not be sustained. The term “claim of right” has no 
technical meaning fixed by law. It covers any assertion of a 
right by one of the parties against the other under which one of 
the parties may claim that the other party should do or refrain 
from doing some particular thing. 

The word “justiciable” does not limit the differences de- 
scribed in the introduction. It is not used here as it would be 
used in .the United States as a part of our system of govern- 
ment. We have the executive, the legislative, and the judicial; 
we would use in our domestic affairs the term justiciable ” as 
one applicable to a subject which the judiciary would handle, 
and the term under our system of government Would have a 
limitation placed upon it. Our judiciary can not handle mat- 
ters that belong to the executive or the legislative departments. 
The decision of our Supreme Court, therefore, cited by the Sen- 
ator from New York, has no application whatever to the mean- 
ing of the term “justiciable” as here used. We are providing 
by the proposed treaty for the creation of a board of arbitra- 
tion to settle differences between the United States and certain 
foreign countries, either through The Hague or by the creation 
of a special arbitral tribunal, and the term “justiciable,” as 
used in the proposed treaty, would cover any character of dis- 
pute that could be referred to a board of arbitration for de- 
cision—one involving an act of the executive or of the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government, or one, according to the terms 
of the preamble, from which would not be excluded even mat- 
ters of vital interest, the independence or the honor of our 
country or of the other contracting party. 

The only additional words that can be construed as words 
limiting the character of the differences to be submitted to 
arbitration are these: “ Susceptible of decision by the applica- 
tion of the principles of law and equity.” What does this 
mean? We know what law and equity, as applied to the juris- 
prudence of England and the United States, mean. They are 
the words that include our system which has been built up for 
the settlement of personal rights and corporate rights and other 
questions which go before our courts. Every claim of right 
by one citizen against another, under our system, is justiciable. 
The claim may be unsound, yet it is justiciable. The claim 
may be brought into court by a declaration which goes out on 
demurrer, the claim being so absurd that it can not possibly be 
sustained ;- still it is capable of submission to a court and of 
decision by the court. 

So if the purpose of this language is to use the term “law 
and equity” in a broad sense, it must mean that so far as 
practicable the principles of law and equity, as they have 
grown up in England and the United States for the adjudication 
of rights, shall be introduced into international law and be 
used to aid in building up an equally broad system of deciding 
differences between nations. 

As the proposed treaty provides for the submission to a 
joint high commission of any difference that may arise between 
the two contracting parties, to determine whether a particular 
difference is subject to arbitration under this treaty, we should 
see just how far an honest mind might conclude that our agree- 
ment would go with reference to the settlement by arbitration 
of differences. 

The introduction to the proposed treaty strikes the words of 
limitation in the existing treaty and declares that the pur- 
pose of this new treaty is to settle, through a system of arbi- 
tration, all differences that are not adjusted by diplomacy. The 
language in article 1, in view of the language just preceding it 
in the introduction of the treaty, could fairly be decided to 
mean that all disputes involving the assertion of a right by 
one of the countries against the other, whether claiming that 
the opposing party to the contract should do something or 
refrain from doing something, must be submitted to arbitration, 
and that the arbitrators could handle the dispute if it was one 
subject to decision, and apply to it as nearly as possible the 
principles of law and equity recognized for the decision of 
claims of rights between individuals, 

Is there any subject of dispute between the two contracting 
parties that might not honestly be held, with such language 
used in the proposed treaty, to be covered by its terms? 

It can not be claimed that the terms “law and equity” limit 
this agreement to the extent that “law and equity” known 
to our jurisprudence has already been introduced into interna- 
tional law; such a construction would narrow rather than 
broaden the extent of the differences which the present treaty 
of arbitration provides shall be submitted to arbitration. 
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Fairly. construed, article 1 of the proposed treaty means that 
the two contracting parties, haying in view a plan of arbitra- 
tion by which every difference is to be arbitrated, will settle 
their differences in future by a board of arbitrators who are to 
act in a judicial manner, and the rules that have been applied 
in law and in equity, under our system, are to be introduced into 
international law, and, utilizing those principles, all differences 
between the two contracting parties are to be arbitrated. 

At least it must be conceded that the words of limitation in 
article 1 amount to almost nothing, and that in connection with 
the introduction they leave practically every difference between 
the two countries to be arbitrated. 

And just here I desire to send to the Secretary, to be read, 
the opinion of the President of the United States on this subject, 
and I wish to make the opinion of the President of the United 
States a part of the discussion of this question, so that it can be 
considered in connection with the action of the Senate upon this 
treaty and aid in future interpretation of the treaty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

President Taft, in his speech before the Mountain Lake Chautauqua, 
at Mountain Lake, Md., on August 7, 1911, sad 

Mr. ROOT. May I ask from what this extract is being read? 
Is it an extract from a speech? 

Mr. BACON. I will say I handed that extract to my col- 
league, and I will state the source of my information. I never 
had the slightest reason to doubt its authenticity. It is a part 
of a paper written by a gentleman in Baltimore which was 
handed to me by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. 
The gentleman who wrote the paper is a gentleman of repute, 
vouched for by the Senator from Maryland; and in that article 
this is stated to be an extract from the speech delivered by the 
President of the United States. Of course, while the verifica- 
tion of the original can not now be made, if it is not a correct 
report of what the President then said, it will certainly be dis- 
closed in the future. 

I will say that I observe that the Senator from Maryland is 
now present. I did not see him at the time I rose to speak. 
He handed me the paper. I have forgotten the name of the 
gentleman who wrote the article upon the subject. The Sen- 
ator from Maryland will remember that he handed me the 
paper. I have it not here, but I have it in my room, and I will 
send to have it brought down. 

Mr. ROOT. With that explanation of the origin of the paper 
which is being read, I have no objection to its further reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will continue the 
reading. * 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to state, before the reading 
is resumed, that I will furnish the Senator ample additional ex- 
tracts from the President, equally as strong, in public state- 
ments by him. I really asked to have this article read be- 
cause the senior Senator from Georgia, my colleague, handed it 
to me and desired to have it read. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. Reference was made this morning to an 
utterance of the President which is in published form, au- 
thentic, and vouched for. It is an article known as “The 
dawn of world peace.” I should like to ask the Senator from 
Georgia whether he expects to quote from that. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No. The only other quotation I 
expect to make from the President is from the address of the 
President of October 3, 1911, at the Chamber of Commerce, 
Denver, Colo. I have another also, but I find ample in this 
published paper to cover from him everything I claim he has 
sald. 

Mr. BURTON. I will state that in this article the views of 
the President are set forth at length, and he takes the same 
view with reference to the prerogatives of the Senate, after 
the decision of the joint high commission, as those expressed 
by the Secretary of State and read by the Senator from New 
York this morning; and I think it but fair that those views be 
read in the course of this discussion. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not know of his having done 
anything of the kind. I am sure he has declared himself most 
unqualifiedly in accord with views that are entirely in conflict 
with those read from the Secretary of State. > 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator`from Georgia 
yield further to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do. 


Mr. BURTON. The article to which I have referred is that 
to which the Senator from Idaho made reference this morning. 
I think its contains the fullest statement made by the President 
on the subject. 

Mr. BACON. If my colleague will permit me here, I wish 
simply to give to the Senator from New York the name of the 
gentleman in Baltimore 

Mr. ROOT. What I wanted to get at was—— 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator from New York object to 
my giving him the name? 

Mr. ROOT, If the Senator wishes to give me the name, I am 
indifferent. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator called on my colleague for infor- 
mation as to the authenticity of this article. I am trying to 
give it to the Senator. 

Mr. ROOT. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. It is Mr. Henry Herzberg, a citizen of Balti- 
more, who is vouched for to me by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Rayner] as entirely trustworthy, and it is from a paper 
prepared by him that I have taken this extract of what purport 
to be the utterances of the President at the place indicated. 
The Senator from Maryland is present. 

Mr. ROOT. It is perfectly f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAND GEH in the chair). 
The Senator from Georgia has the floor, and he declines to 
yield further. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will not decline to yield later on. 
I simply desire to waste no more time in discussing whether 
this paper shall be read. I will read it. 

President Taft, in a speech before the Mountain Lake 
Chautauqua at Mountain Lake Park, Md., August 7, 1911, said: 

ip ere treaty, if it is ratified, the Executive and Senate, representing 
the United States, agree to settle all their differences, as described in 
the treaty, by arbitration or through a commission. 

Should the treaty be ratified, the Senate, exact! 
will be in honor bound by its obligations in ith to perform the 
offices which the main treaty provides shall be performed on the side 
of the United States, and then to abide the result and to acquiesce or, 
in so far as may be, perform and execute the judgment of the ebana 

What is there to prevent the Senate from uniting with the Executive 
in agreeing to settle future controversies of a given description in a 
treaty by the judgment of an impartial tribunal, and to submit to that 
tribunal not only the question how the issue ought to be decided, but 


also as a condition precedent whether the issue is within the terms 
of the treaty already made? 


Mr. President, I now present the printed speech by the Presi- 
dent, which goes elaborately into the discussion of the same 
question, and I desire to put it in the Rxconb, and I wish the 
Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
part referred to. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
parts which I have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, they will be 
read. . 

The Secretary read as follows: 

From an address by the President of the United States on the rati- 
fication of the pending treaties for unlimited arbitration with Great 


Britain and France, delivered October 8, 1911, before the Chamber of 
Commerce at Denver, Colo. 
[Page 8.] 


There is, however, another function, and it is that function that 
troubles the majority of the Foreign Relations Committee. If it shall 
hap; that in the future a question shall arise between the two parties 
as which one party does not wish to arbitrate and as to which the 
other does, and it becomes a question whether under the construction of 
the treaty it is really justiciable, so that both parties are bound to the 
treaty, then it is left to the joint high commission to decide whether the 
issue actually arising is within the treaty so that both rties are 
bound, and is justiciable within the definition that I have pA sce you. 

* kd . * $ * 


as the Executive, 


I desire him to read only those 


But the argument of the Senate now is that their power does not go 
to the point of 8 themselves in the future to arbitrate something 
which a tribunal s determine is within a contract in which ay 


to arbitrate a class of questions. They say they must hold an 
dseid Whether It is wi 


decide, when the question ar in the contract 
which they have signed. 
= E * * S * s 
That position absolutely destroys any hope of progress with reference 
to making a real treaty that shall 1 bind. us to something with respect to 
arbitration. There should be no fooling about this business of arbitra- 


tion—either we are going to arbitrate something, or we are not. If we 
are going to agree to arbitrate every issue except that which we do not 
care to arbitrate, then we ought not to sign arbitration treaties at all. 
If the Senate has not the power to agree to arbitrate a certain class of 
questions and submit the question whether the question which arises 
comes within this class, then its power is very limited in entering into 
general arbitration treaties that cover all subjects of the future. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgla 
ask permission to incorporate the entire pamphlet? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; I wanted read only those por- 
tions which I had marked. 
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Now, Mr. President, not only does the first paragraph of this 
treaty declare that everything is to be arbitrated, not only does 
it strike out the words of limitation in the existing treaty, but 
the language or article 1, construed in the light of that intro- 
duction, means that practically everything is to be arbitrated, 
and the President so understands it. 

We can not afford to adopt this article 1 without limitation 
unless we mean to say that every difference that arises between 
Great Britain and the United States shall be settled by arbi- 
tration. If we mean that, we should broadly say so, because 
that is practically the effect of article 1; and the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
Ohio thought so when they brought in their report from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, for in bringing in their report 
they asked that the language of article 1 should be limited. 
They did not then favor the approval of the treaty without a 
qualification placed upon the language in article 1. In the reso- 
lution of ratification which they suggested the following lan- 
guage is used: 5 

The Senate advises and consents to the ratification of the said treaty 
with the understanding, to be made a part of such ratification, that the 
treaty does not authorize the submission to arbitration of any question 
which depends upon or involves the maintenance of the traditional 
attitude of the United States concerning American questions, or other 
purely governmental policy. 

Why did the Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Illinois and the Senator from Ohio deem it necessary to provide 
in the resolution of ratification a limitation to be put upon 
article 1? Because the language of article 1 ic so broad that 
unless in the ratification resolution words of limitation are 
added it may justly be extended to every cla: + of disputes be- 
tween the two countries. I therefore cite the opinion of mem- 
bers of the committee—the opinion of the Senator from New 
York, of the Senator from Illinois, and the Senator from Ohio— 
to support the proposition that we can not afford to adopt 
article 1 without putting some language in the resolutions of 
ratification declaring that we do not mean by article 1 to arbi- 
trate every possible difference that may arise between the two 
countries, unless we are really prepared to arbitrate every 
possible future difference. 

Numerous instances have been given by the Senators of dif- 
ferences that we could not consent to arbitrate. The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] presented them, and presented 
them ably and conclusively. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon] presented them, and presented them ably and conclu- 
sively. ` 

No Senator claims that we could consent to arbitrate with a 
foreign country a difference involving the Monroe doctrine, our 
policy as to immigration, a question involving the validity of 
bonds issued by the Southern States in the reconstruction days, 
or any question which involves the traditional attitude of the 
United States concerning American questions or other purely 
governmental policy. x 

I may go further and say that if the Senate were willing to 
arbitrate questions of this kind and agreed to do so the people of 
the United States, when the issue came, would not submit them 
to arbitration and would override the President and the Senate. 

Then, if we do not intend to arbitrate all differences, and 
really can not do so, ought we to make a treaty containing 
article 1 with its unlimited language, that fairly may be con- 
strued as covering every difference? Will it help the cause of 
peace to make a treaty in such uncertain terms that the oppos- 
ing party to the treaty may understand it to mean something that 
you do not for one moment intend it to do? Are you ready to 
make a treaty which the other contracting party may fairly 
construe to be an agreement you intend to break? 

The Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] dwelt eloquently 
upon the desirability of peace. It is hardly necessary for us 
to answer him upon that line. He desires it no more than do 
the Senators who oppose this treaty in its present form. It is 
our desire for peace that has caused us to insist that the treaty 
drawn by the Senator from New York when Secretary of State 
is clearer, if not better, than the treaty now submitted to the 
Senate. It is less apt to cause friction and differences between 
the two nations than this treaty, the meaning of which is at 
least doubtful. 

I can not myself vote for this treaty unless the resolutions 
of ratification limit the meaning of article 1. The resolutions 
of ratification presented by the minority of the committee, pre- 
pared by the Senator from New York himself, limit article 1 
of the proposed treaty, and they thereby admit the necessity of 
such action. 

Let us go on and see whether the balance of the treaty is 
satisfactory. The very next clause is one of doubt. If the ob- 
ject had been to put on paper language capable of two or more 
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constructions, it was done with the touch of genius. After de- 
scribing the differences to be arbitrated, article 1 proceeds: 
Shall be submitted to the permanent court of arbitration established 


at The Hapus by the convention of October 18, 1907, or to some other 
arbitral tri „ a3 shall be decided in each case by special agreement— 


And so forth. 

The special agreement in each 
United States by the President of the United States — 8 

And so forth. 

This language could fairly be construed to mean that if the 
President reaches the conclusion that the difference involved 
between the United States and the other contracting party is 
justiciable he could submit it at once to The Hague, without any 
special agreement, thus obviating the reference of the question 
in any way to the Senate. 

I can hardly think that such a purpose was contemplated, 
but the language is easily capable of the construction that the 
special agreement referred to is one to be made only where 
a special tribunal, other than The Hague, is to arbitrate the 
difference. 

Now, let us come to the joint high commission. It is not 
only to handle questions that are subject to arbitration, but 
also any controversy hereafter arising between the parties, if 
they do not agree that it falls within the scope of article 1. 

Now, who can compose the joint high commission? Three 
nationals on each side, if you please, or otherwise, as the Presi- 
dent and the representative of the other country may see fit. 
The high commission is not limited to nationals. It is not 
limited in number. The high commission can consist of one 
foreigner, agreed upon by the President or the Secretary of 
State, and the representative of the other country. 

Now, what power do you propose to give to the high com- 
mission? If language means anything, the joint high commis- 
sion has the power to investigate a dispute between the two 
contracting parties and decide whether it is a subject that must 
be arbitrated. The joint high commission is vested with the 
authority to determine whether the difference is one which 
falls within article 1, and if the joint high commission decides 
ses it = fall there, then we agree that the dispute shall be 
arbitrated. 


I agree with the report made by the majority of the com- 
mittee prepared, I understand, by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopce]. Like many others, I was captivated last 
summer by the newspaper articles telling of some marvelous 
new plan for universal peace, and, no doubt, had I been at a 
public meeting I would have risen with the balance of the crowd 
who knew nothing about it and voted to instruct the Senate to 
ratify the treaty that was to bring uhiversal peace. When I 
first asked for the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
it was with the expectation that I might take some part in for- 
warding this movement toward universal peace. But when I 
read the report of the majority of that committee, and read the 
treaty itself, I was thoroughly convinced that the Senator from 
Massachusetts was right in preparing that majority report, and 
iu pointing out that this proposed treaty, instead of being an 
aid to universal peace, was calculated to create more differences 
between the United States and the country making the agree- 
ment with the United States than perhaps any other cause.that 
could possibly arise. 

In the last of his report the Senator from Massachusetts 
recommends, and the majority of the committee recommend, that 
the third clause of article 3 be stricken out. That is the clause 
which provides that the joint high commission can consider the 
differences existing between the two contracting parties, and 
make a report which will determine whether they are the sub- 
ject of arbitration under this\treaty, and it provides that if the 
joint high commission determines that the subject matter is 
one covered by article 1, then we are to arbitrate it. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in this report points out clearly that 
the effect of the third clause of article 3 in the proposed treaty 
gives the joint high commission authority to determine whether 
the difference is of an arbitral character. 

Let us take an illustration. Suppose that this treaty was 
adopted in its present shape and a dispute should arise between 
the United States and Great Britain. The President thinks it 
the subject of arbitration. He refers it to the Senate. The 
Senate believes that it is not the subject of arbitration and re- 
jects the proposition to arbitrate. Then it goes to the joint 
high commission. The Senate has already passed judgment that 
it is not the subject of arbitration. Yet the joint high commis- 
sion takes it up, and the joint high commission after investigat- 
ing it determines that it falls within article 1 and that we have 
agreed to arbtrate it. Then what does this third clause do? 
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Mr. BURTON. 


Will the Senator from Georgia yield for a 
question in that connection? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 


Mr. BURTON. Does the Senator maintain that this treaty 
provides for any such situation as that? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I certainly do. 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the third article pertain to a case 
in which the executive departments do not agree as to whether 
the question is justiciable? Does the Senator maintain that 
after the Senate has rejected a special agreement we provide for 
arbitration? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator point to me any 
language in this treaty that limits it to the President? 

Mr. BURTON. It is perfectly plain from the whole provision 
that it is for a case in which the executive departments do not 


agree. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is perfectly plain to me that it 
means much more, 

Mr. BURTON. Nothing could come to the Senate except in 
a ease of disagreement. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It certainly could. The President 
and the representative of Great Britain agree that it is the sub- 
ject of arbitration, and the President undertakes to prepare a 
special agreement to arbitrate. He sends it to the Senate for 
their determination, and the Senate determines that it is not 
a subject for arbitration under article 1. Then the joint high 
commission comes in and takes up the subject under the terms 
of this treaty. There is not a line in the treaty that limits 
submission to the joint high commission when the President 
alone has decided the difference not one for arbitration. It 
says that if either of the parties holds the subject of dispute not 
to be covered by article 1 it can be referred to the joint high 
commission. What constitutes the parties? Not the President 
alone. The President and the Senate constitute the one party to 
act for the United States. It takes the joint view of both of 
them to act. How can the Senate, in view of the effect of this 
treaty, agree to it? The Senator himself signed the report dis- 
approving article 1. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield further to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. It is not, perhaps, specially important whether 
I disapprove of article 1 or not. The Senator from Georgia, 
however, is in error in saying that. My report is contained 
here on page 11, in which I state: 

The treaty, as it now is, seems to me to sufficiently safeguard national 
interests and the rights and pre tives of the Senate. Hence I sub- 
mit the following additional minority report. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator 
just one question. Did he not join with the Senator from New 
York in the proposed resolution? 

Mr. BURTON. In a general way, but with this modification, 
stating that I did not altogether agree with my two colleagues, 
and then stating this specific, distinct exception, that I regarded 
the treaty as sufficiently safeguarding national interests and the 
rights of the Senate. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would not misconstrue the atti- 
tude of the Senator from Ohio, and I am glad he corrected me. 
I was under the impression that the Senator from New York, 
the Senator from Illinois, and the Senator from Ohio, all three, 
agreed on the plan of the Senator from New York for ratifica- 
tion. If they did not, it is simply another illustration showing 
how impossible it is for us to agree about this treaty. 

Mr. BURTON. The further fact should be stated, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the Senators who concurred unqualifiedly in the 
minority agreement did not regard it as necessary to put in 
any qualifying resolution, but said such a clause may well be 
in with a view of putting the question beyond peradventure, 
not because there was any necessity for it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Of course, it would not do to adopt 
a treaty if the language was doubtful, and something was re- 
quired to take that doubt out. Of course, if the Senators 
thought something was necessary to take out the doubt we 
would be in favor of doing what was necessary to take it out 
before we adopted the treaty. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Geor- 
gia yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly.- 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It may not be inappropriate to 
remind the Senator from Georgia that the Committee on For- 
eign Relations as a committee had no doubt about it, and rec- 
ommended that the third clause of article 3 be stricken out. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have called attention to the report, 
and I haye given credit to the Senator from Massachusetts as 
the member of the committee presenting the report for the view 
expressed in it, which, when I read, convinced me, and the cou“ 
viction was so strong that it has been lasting, that the 
clause of article 3 must come out of this treaty or it ought to be 
defeated. That is the report of the majority of the committee. 
That is the closing advice of the majority of the committee. I 
accepted that advice from the majority. I accepted it with my 
knowledge of the broad experience of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopcr] and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Bacon]. I became convinced they were right, and nothing that 
has been said since by the Senator from Massachusetts or the 
Senator from New York has caused me to doubt the fact that 
the majority of the committee was right in their first report. 

Now, Mr. President, I sent to the desk the speech of the 
President of the United States, giving his view of what was 
meant by the third clause of article 3. The Senator from New 
York presents the opinion of the Secretary of State. I present 
the opinion of the President of the United States. They cross 
each other. The Secretary of State tells us that even if we say 
we will refer this matter to the joint high commission, and even 
if we say we will abide by its decision and arbitrate the ques- 
tion, if the commission hold that under this treaty we agreed 
to arbitrate, the Secretary of State tells us that all the Senate 
has to do is to go back on that agreement and to decline tọ 
arbitrate if it desires to do so. 

I admit the power; I deny the right. I deny that the Senate 
can approve a treaty which provides for a joint high commis- 
sion to decide between Great Britain and the United States the 
question as to whether a certain difference falls within article 
1 and agrees under the treaty that if that joint high commis- 
sion determines that the difference falls within article 1 we 
will then arbitrate it. I deny that we can make an agreement 
of that sort and afterwards repudiate the finding of the joint 
high commission and preserve our sense of obligation. I grant 
we have the power; I grant that after any board of arbitration 
makes a finding against the United States, no matter how dis- 
pleasing to us, we have the power to decline to comply with it. 
There is no judge to enter a decree and no sheriff to enforce it. 
Arbitration treaties and international agreements stand upon 
honor, or else they are enforced by battleships. 

I am unwilling to see our country make an agreement that we 
will arbitrate the question as to whether a particular difference 
is covered by an agreement we have made to arbitrate it and 
then go back on the finding of the board. I do not believe Sena- 
tors are willing to make an arbitration treaty and provide in 
it that if there is a disagreement between the two countries as to 
whether the subject matter of our difference is one which we 
have already agreed to arbitrate under the treaty, then we will 
arbitrate the question as to whether it is subject to arbitration 
and yet say if we lose before this joint high commission we will 
not stand up to it. 

Mr. President, let us look at it a little further. Great Britain 
is in the same position we are. She agrees to it also. If she 
loses she is obliged to stand up and go on with the arbitration; 
but if we lose we are to bring it back to the United States 
Senate and go back on our agreement to arbitrate. That is the 
position the Senators are putting us in, are seeking to put the 
country in. We leave in the third clause to article 3, by which 
if we can not agree as to whether a particular dispute is subject 
to arbitration we will arbitrate that. Suppose-we gain in a 
reference to the joint high commission, Great Britain having 
been on the other side, the difference being one we wished to 
arbitrate and Great Britain did not wish to arbitrate. 

Great Britain must abide the decision of the joint high com- 
mission, but we, under the resolutions of ratification proposed 
now by the Senator from Massachusetts, arrange to refer it 
back to the Senate to have a chance to repudiate it. 

The language of the resolutions of ratification of the treaty 
proposed now by the Senator can not commend them to Sen- 
ators if read carefully. I wish the Secretary to read them for 
me. I ask Senators to carefully note the first resolution, which 
declares that we are fixing to arbitrate everything, and the 
second resolution, which says that we are seeking to reserve the 
constitutional power of the Senate in an agreement to arbitrate 
everything, so that we can avoid arbitration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
resolutions as requested. 

The Secretary. The resolutions submitted by Mr. LODGE, 
January 11, 1912, are as follows: 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring, therein) 
That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of a 8 signed 


by the pieniporenuariea of the United States and Great Britain on 
August 3, 1911, extending the scope and obligation of the policy of 
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arbitration adopted in the present arbitration treaty of April 4, 190 


between the two countries, so as to exclude exceptions contain 
in that 5 to provide means for the solution of all 
8 oe erence which it shall be found impossible in future to 
settle- omacy. 

Resolved her, ‘That the Senate advise and consent to the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty with the understanding, to be made a part of such 
3 that any joint high commission of 


be tho President subject to the advice and consent of the Senate, and 

with the further understanding that the reservation in Article I of the 

treaty that the special agreement in each case shall be made by the 

President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, means the 

concurrence of the Senate in the full exercise of its constitutional 

ponore in respect to every special agreement whether submitted to the 
enate as the result of the report of a joint high commission of in- 
quiry under Article III or otherwise. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Now, Senators, the first resolution 
reiterates the proposition that we are striking out the excep- 
tions to the present treaty. It reiterates the proposition that 
we are providing to settle every dispute. The second resolution 
does not vary from the first, except that it says we are not to 
waive any constitutional authority of the United States Senate. 
Under a resolution of that kind, adopting a treaty which ex- 
pressly declared that the joint high commission could pass 
upon a dispute between us and determine whether it was the 
subject of arbitration, and that we would be bound by it, do 
you suppose that any foreign country would suspect us in that 
‘little expression about constitutional authority of the Senate 
of having reserved the right to repudiate the decision of the 
joint high commission after it was made? 

The Senator from Massachusetts objects to striking out the 
third clause of article 3 for fear it may prevent us from carry- 
ing through the treaty. Senators, could any foreign country 
prefer for us to leave it in when we were not going to stand up 
to it—when we had fixed a little way in the second resolution 
to get out from under it? 

The Senate declines to concede to the view of the President 
that a particular dispute is the subject of arbitration under 
article 1. The joint high commission hears it and determines 
that it is the subject of arbitration. If we do not follow the 
action of that joint high commission, we simply repudiate the 
third clause of article 3. 

I am in favor of either standing up to it or taking it out. If 
we are ready to arbitrate every difference, let us say so, and 
put no reservations in our resolutions of ratification. If we are 
not willing to arbitrate every difference, let us say so. Let us 
not seek to kill the third clause of article 3 by that second reso- 
lution, when one-half the people we deal with would not un- 
derstand that-we are killing it, when we do not know ourselves 
whether we kill it. 

The resolution provides that we shall preserve the constitu- 
tional authority of the Senate. The able Senator from New 
York in his report declared that we had a right to create this 
joint high commission, and that we had a right to refer to it 
the question of determining what was and what was not the 
subject of arbitration; that it was constitutional to make such 
an agreement, If that is so, the last resolution does not pre- 
serve anything to the Senate. 

Differences may arise which, I think, we nearly all feel can 
not be arbitrated. Now, if we are not to arbitrate them, let 
us say so. If we are to arbitrate every difference, let us say so. 
I do not believe one-half the Senate is willing for the joint high 
commission to determine what shall be arbitrated and what 
shall not. k 

How I wish the Senator from Massachusetts would stand by 
his original report and come to our help and strike out the 
third clause in article 3. Strike it out, and the embarrassment 
is largely gone. Qualify article 1 with the two provisions in- 
serted by the Senator from New York in his first resolution of 
ratification and I think the entire Senate, practically, will come 
to the support of the treaty. 

The real trouble is that the President has planted himself on 
the third paragraph of article 3 and has insisted upon it in all 

ol its power and force. Then let us give it to him or not give it 
to him. Let us not profess to give it to him and put a doubtful 
clause in the last resolution of ratification that is to kill it. 
Let us say what me mean and stand by what we say. 

Mr. President, no man upon the floor of the Senate desires 
universal peace more than I do, but I do not believe that the 
ratification of a treaty, the language in which is so doubtful, 
will help the cause of peace. 

I know that the adoption of a treaty containing language 
which is te give us the opportunity to, perhaps, mislead the 
country with whom we contract, and to disregard an obligation 
which that country supposed we had made, will subject our 
country to just criticism. 


uiry to w. 
erence 


There is a way for a great and immediate contribution toward 
universal peace. 

The United States is the richest nation in the world. It has 
a larger number of white inhabitants than any other nation. It 
is separated by oceans from any possible enemies. Its relations 
with the great nations of the world are cordial. 

Let us invite Great Britain and France to join us in a real 
effort for universal peace. Let us invite Germany also. I un- 
derstand that Germany was ready to make a general arbitration 
treaty with us. Let us invite Russia, also. I regret that we so 
hastily recalled our treaty with Russia last December. Let us 
ask these great countries to join with us in that step which 
would actually lead toward universal peace; let us ask them 
to join with us in reducing the size of standing armies and in 
stopping the construction of battleships: This will be the great 
step in behalf of universal peace, and I believe ours is the 
country to ask for it. If that is done and the great nations will 
join with us in the movement, the time will be not far off when 
at least the danger of war with any of the great nations of the 
world will have passed. 

I do not mean that such an agreement should contemplate an 
interference with domestic troubles like those existing in Mex- 
ico, but I do know that such an agreement would bring into 
cooperation practically all of the nations of the world and 
could be carried to such an extent as to prevent international 
war. 

Then would we put an end to the danger of the loss of life 
by battle! Then would we lessen the burdens put on the masses 
of the people by excessive taxation! And then would the in- 
crease of money in the treasuries of the world make it possible 
to better train the individual citizen and prepare him to meet 
the responsibilities of life, to carry its burdens, and to enjoy its 
pleasures! 

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. President, I do not propose to make 
an argument on the subject of the pending arbitration treaties, 
but to very briefly define my position upon them. Before the 
recess for the Christmas holidays had been taken I had formed 
an opinion on the matter of these treaties and had expressed it 
to one of their leading advocates in this body who was anxious 
to haye the treaties ratified without amendment. That opinion 
was that I would give my consent to vote for the ratification of 
the treaties provided the right of the Senate to say what ques- 
tions should be submitted to arbitration should be absolutely 
safeguarded by suitable amendments or resolutions. The views 
I then had on the subject have not been changed by the subse- 
quent discussion of the measures on the floor of the Senate. 

I deem it proper to say that I am a right peaceable man, 
unless possibly under stress of undue provocation [laughter], 
and while I believe generally in peace between nations as well 
as between individuals, I am not a peace-at-any-price man. 
Like the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who has addressed 
us on this question, I am one of the few members of this body 
who have been personal participants in actual warfare, and 
therefore haye a realizing sense of its horrors; yet I can con- 
ceive of circumstances under which my national pride and na- 
tional loyalty would make me think that war, with all of its 
horrors, would be preferable to peace with all of its blessings. 
I do not think that any question involving the national honor 
of my country should ever be submitted to arbitration, and I 
could never give my consent to such a submission. . 

For the reason that the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia and the resolution of the Senator from’ Massachusetts 
make the Senate the final arbiter of all questions which are to 
be submitted for arbitration, I will, if either of them is 
adopted, vote for the ratification of these treaties; but other- 
wise I will never do so. 

Mr, BURTON. Mr. President, I shall only have time in a 
very fragmentary way to meet certain objections which have 
been made to the pending treaties. 

In the first place, I think it is only fair that the fog relating 
to an alleged difference of opinion between the President and 
the Secretary of State which has been created should be dis- 
pelled. Both alike concur in the opinion that after a decision 
by the joint tribunal of inquiry that a question is justiciable 
it must go to the Senate for ratification of the special agree- 
ment. In an utterance by the President and in a publication 
known as the Dawn of World Peace, reprinted by permission 
from the Woman’s Home Companion of November, 1911, after 
referring to the contention that the decision of the joint high 
commissioners is final, the President says this: 

This in retation is not justified, and the very language of the 
treaty, which I have quoted, proves it. This language does not im- 
pair and can not og d be construed as changing in any way, in cases 
arising under article 4, the procedure with reference to fal agree- 


ments consented to by the Senate under article 1. Im one case under 
article 1 the executive branches of the Governments concerned decide 
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at the ontset that the 


uestion is justiciable and should be submitted 
to arbitration. In the latter case the commission so decides, but in 
both cases the subsequent procedure is the same. 

Mr. President, I do not think it makes very much difference 
what view we take of this question. The resolution offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] is pending here, 
asserting the rights of the Senate. I do not believe the adoption 
of that resolution is necesary in order to bring a decision of the 
joint high commission before this body, but there are two opin- 
ions here. One opinion is to the effect that it is not necessary, 
that the prerogatives of the Senate are secure; the other, that 
it is necessary to have that kind of a resolution to make them 
secure. The resolution of ratification of the Senator from 
Massachusetts removes all doubt, and I do not see why there 
should be any hesitation in passing it. 

In some remarks made on a prior occasion I sought to show 
that the treaties in the form in which they were drawn pro- 
vided that in any event, whether under article 1 or under arti- 
cle 3, it was necessary that the agreements should come here. 
It seems to me that the plain English makes this conclusive. It 
is stated at the end of the so-called objectionable clause of 
article 3: 

And if all, or all but one, of the members of the commission 
and report that such difference is within the scope of article 1, it shall 
va 7255 75 to arbitration in accordance with the provisions of this 

In article 1 there is set forth with some degree of elaboration 
the method of submitting any question to arbitration. It is, 
among other things, provided by this article that the executive 
heads of the two countries shall enter into a special agreement, 
the terms and the scope of which shall define the controversy 
and the procedure, and shall specify whether the question shall 
go to The Hague or to a special tribunal, and that this special 
agreement can only be made by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate. Article 3 would be absolutely ineffective 
unless we reinforce it with the procedure provided in article 1; 
in other words, an agreement under article 3 by this joint high 
commission brings it to the same position which it would have 
under article 1, and you then begin with these words: 

Shall be submitted to the permanent court of arbitration established 
at The Hague by the convention of October 18, 1907. 

An argument was brought forward here a moment ago—I do 
not think very seriously—that this special agreement could go 
to the arbitrators without any reference to the Senate. Mr. 
President, anyone who will carefully read this first article will 
see that there is no basis whatever for that position, because it 
is stated in the clearest language, “as may be decided in each 
case by special agreement”; that is, whether it goes to The 
Hague or to a special tribunal, and this special agreenient can 
only be made “by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate.” ` 

In that connection it has also been alleged with somewhat 
more seriousness that a controversy might be presented by the 
President to the Senate, the Senate might reject it, and then it 
would go, without further executive action, to this joint high 
commission. 

The language of the treaty is conclusive that such is not the 
ease, for it provides that the submission to this commission 
must be made by the heads of the respective governments—the 
high contracting parties, as they are termed. In the very pre- 
amble to the treaty there is this expression: 

The high contracting parties haye— 5 

Then omitting some portions which are immaterial— 
for that purpose appointed as their respective plenipotentiaries— 

Then it goes on to enumerate— 


The President of the United States of America, the Hon. Philander 
C. Knox, Secretary of State of the United States; and 

His Britannic Majesty, the Hon. James Bryce, O. M., ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary at Washington. 


This affords a clear definition of what is meant by the “high 
contracting parties.” 

Thus, Mr. President, it is perfectly clear to my mind that 
under article 3 a decision of this joint high commission of in- 
quiry brings a controversy to the same position in which it 
would have been had there been an agreement between the 
King of Great Britain or his ministers on the one side and the 
President of the United States and his Secretary of State on the 
other. In the latter case it is agreed at the outset that it is 
justiciable, while in the former case the decision that it is 
justiciable is reached by the interposition of the commission of 
inguiry. In both cases this question must go to the Senate. I 
dismiss that, however, as unworthy of further attention, and 
because further argument is unnecessary, since the resolution 
of ratification provides for the situation created by a report of 
the commission of inquiry under article 3. 

But it is alleged, Mr. President, that this is but an entering 
wedge for an alliance with Great Britain. With all due respect 


to those who make this allegation, it is a chimera, a baseless 
vision of the imagination. This country of ours is not going to 
enter into entangling alliances; we are not going to depart from 
the policy of a hundred years, laid down by the fathers of the 
Republic and dictated and determined by every consideration of 
public policy. A 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator from Ohio has for- 
gotten that he himself has been widely quoted in the public 
press as being of the opinion that this. treaty would probably 
lead to other agreements between the United States and Great 
Britain in the nature of an alliance. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I indulge in what perhaps is 
the indiscretion of patronizing a clipping bureau, and I did see 
a paragraph to that effect in a newspaper, which shall be name- 
less, in New York City. It is unnecessary for me to state to the 
Senator from Nebraska that it was utterly without any founda- 
tion, and I did not, of course, dignify it with any denial. It is 
possible that lucubration was copied into some other newspaper, 
but I trust it did not get into the paper of which the Senator 
from Nebraska is the proprietor. “ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The paper to which I refer, in which the 
interview originated, was a paper published in the city of Cleve- 
land, known to be very friendly to the Senator from Ohio, and 
em the medium in which he publishes views on public ques- 

ons. 

ae BURTON. I should like to know to what paper you 
refer. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I refer to the Cleveland Leader. In the 
Cleveland Leader of March 11, 1911, Senator Burton is quoted 
at considerable length, and, among other things, he said: 

Of course, that is a separate treaty between two nations, and its 
effect would not be chan directly. owever, the making of an arbi- 
tration treaty with Great Britain probably would lead to a definite ex- 

ression of England's position and, little by little, to other relations be- 
een the three countries 

Mr. BURTON. What is that last sentence? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK (reading) : 


The three countries— 


That is, Great Britain, Japan, and the United States— 


ssibly to an alliance between them. That would do away with any 
ear of hostilities between Japan and the United States. 


Mr. BURTON. The language as used there does not involve 
any alliance in the sense in which the term is usually employed. 
8 8 HITCHCOCK. It reads “possibly to an alliance between 

em.“ 

Mr. BURTON. I beg the Senator to take my assurance that I 
never used any language of that kind. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Ohio yield just for 
a suggestion there to this effect, that if this treaty with Great 
Britain be an alliance with Great Britain, then the identical 
treaty with France will be an alliance with France; the identi- 
cal treaty with Germany will be an alliance with Germany; 
and the identical treaty with Italy will be an alliance with 
Italy; and when we get through the United States will be in 
alliance with everybody? 

Mr. BURTON. It would be very well, I will say here, whether 
so stated in a newspaper or not, to have an alliance, not 
for war, not for offense or aggression, but for peace. Some 
language used by Sir Edward Grey in the English House of 
Commons has been quoted very extensively to show that he ex- 
pected an alliance with the United States. His language has 
been very much misunderstood. He had in view only such 
arrangements among the nations as would keep the peace. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Would the Senator from Ohio, upon the strength 
of these treaties, be willing to cut down the military appropria- 
tions and quit building battleships? 

Mr. BURTON. If these treaties are followed by other trea- 
ties; yes. In a measure they furnish grounds for abating our 
military and naval program if they are carried into effect by 
the countries interested, We can not accomplish everything in 
a day. The Senator from Missouri knows that no one has been 
more strenuous than I haye been in opposing the ambitious bat- 
tleship program of recent years; and I am promoting the same 
views in advocating the adoption of these treaties, 
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Mr. REED: Does the Senator from Ohio think there is any 
confidence manifested in them when we are asked not only to 
continue our military appropriations, but when England, Ger- 

increasing 


many, and France are enormously their armaments? 

Mr. BURTON. Of course no one can speak for those who are 
making these recommendations. I, at least, do not pretend to do 
so. On the other hand, we can not accomplish in a day the 
great results which would follow from the general adoption of 
a policy of arbitration. There is no one who imagines for a 
minute that these treaties are going to create any millennium 
or even bring us to the gates of a millennium of peace. The 
most that we can say is that they are the best arbitration 
treaties that have been framed and they mark an advance in the 
great movement for peace and for the decrease of war. 

Tt has been said here, Mr. President, that these treaties arbi- 
trate everything. Look at their wording. The first article 
provides: 


t the other under 
of being susceptible of decision by the application of the Tope of 


Under the second article a somewhat wider range of contro- 
versies may be submitted, but the finding of the commission is 
not conclusive or binding, and I think it comes with very poor 
grace for us, who have been among the most prominent in The 
Hague convention, who have recommended commissions of 
inquiry, who have recommended, indeed, by our diplomatic 
representatives compulsory agreements in submitting certain 
controversies to such commissions, to come in here and say that 
we shall be incurring danger by leaving any controversy to a 
commission of inquiry when the provision is protected by a con- 
dition that the finding shall not be conclusive or binding. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the third clause of article 
3 will not be voted out, because it is the very best feature of 
this whole treaty. First, when there is general agreement be- 
tween the executive heads of the respective countries that a con- 
troversy shall be arbitrated, it goes to arbitration, subject, of 
course, to the ratification of the Senate. Second, there is this 
provision, that any dispute may be referred to a commission of 
inquiry, but that the decision shall not be binding; and to that 
is joined q most helpful condition, that on the request of either 
of the parties there may be a delay of one year to give time for 
that deliberation which, if it would not have prevented all wars, 
would have prevented many of the bloodiest and most disastrous 
contests in the history of the world. Third, when there is a 
disagreement between the executive heads of the two countries, 
then the question may be left to a commission of inquiry to de- 
termine whether it is justiciable. That commission of inquiry 
can make no decision that has any greater binding force or 
sanction than would be true in case there is no dispute about 
their arbitrable quality. The provision for a commission, too, 
gives the opportunity for a comparison of views, for argument, 
and for delay, if necessary, for the interposition of diplomacy to 
see if the question can be settled, and then the question is left 
again to the Senate. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
further to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. BURTON. I very much regret that I have only a few 
moments more, but if the question is very brief 

Mr. REED. It is just a brief question. 

Mr. BURTON. Very well. 

Mr. REED. Suppose that during that year of delay, when 
our hands are absolutely tied, some foreign country was forti- 
fying a position it had obtained in South America, would the 
Senator be willing that we should have our hands tied for that 
year of time? 

Mr. BURTON. Our hands would not be tied in the slightest 
degree, a 

Mr. REED. How would we avoid it? 

Mr. BURTON. One of the things most carefully provded for in 
The Hague convention is. that the delay necessary for a decision 
shall not prevent the mobilization of troops and shall not pre- 
vent preparation for war. Nothing in these treaties forbids 
preparation for war. The Senator from Missouri, I if 
he reads them, will agree with me in the conclusion that it does 
not mean anything of the kind. 

Then there has been a certain amount of discussion here in 
good faith as to the rights of the Senate. In either case, 
whether the question comes to us from the Executive depart- 
ment or from this commission of inquiry, there is a moral 
obligation not to refuse arbitration in a proper case. We can 


not carelessly or under the dictates of selfishness or a disposi- 


tion for national aggrandizement refuse to arbitrate. We must 
exercise good faith and honor. The legal right does exist to 
refuse to ratify an agreement, whether it comes to us as the 
result of a finding that is justiciable under article 3 or under 
article 1. Under either article there is a recognition of the 
fact that the Senate of the United States is a part of the 
treaty-making power. But the treaty recognizes the further 
fact that these are arbitration treaties whose provisions are 
not to be disregarded. We have already entered into engage- 
ments of the same character. 

It has been said here that England would be at a great dis- 
advantage, as England does not have a chance to refer the 
question to a senate. I have no fear but the English Govern- 
ment will take care of itself; but there is a very substantial 
concession made here to the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland in that self-governing colonies may consider 
propositions pertaining to them. Their consent is required as 
well as the ratification of the Senate. 

Mr. President, what is the gain of ratifying these treaties? 
The greatest credit is due to the late administration of Presi- 
dent Roosevelt and to the then Secretary of State, Mr. Roor, 
for negotiating and securing the ratification of the treaties of 
1908 with a number of nations. They went to the high-water 
mark that was possible at that time; they made a great ad- 
vance; but all those treaties contained certain exceptions— 
honor, vital interests, independence, and questions in which 
the interests of third parties are concerned. Two of those ex- 
pressions—“ honor and vital interests —are so vague, so non- 
susceptible of definition that so long as they appear in a treaty 
we can have no certainty of beneficial or salutary results. 
This treaty establishes a standard which is the only correct one, 
a standard under which arbitration may assume increasing im- 
portance as peace and good will increase and international juris- 
prudence includes a larger number of questions, the standard of 
justiciability, of right between nation and nation the same as 
between man and man. Constant friction and irritation would 
arise if the treaty made exceptions of questions of honor, vital 
interests, and questions involving third parties. Either nation 
might hide behind the vagueness and indefiniteness of those 
words. The words of the pending treaties have not received 
absolute definition—the Senate would have a right to decide 
whether a question was justiciable—but they are based on the 
right principle for the growth of peace among nations. For 
that reason, Mr. President, I urge their ratification. Further- 
more, to reject these treaties to-day and place ourselves in 
the position of rejecting the advances of other nations would 
be to put ourselves out of line with that great march of 
progress toward a better day of amity and good will, in which 
in the past we have borne so prominent a part. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 4.30 o'clock having 
arrived, the question first is upon the first amendment to the 
treaty recommended by the committee, which the Secretary 
will report. The treaty has not been read in full. Is there 
objection to dispensing with the first formal reading of the 
treaty? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The SECRETARY. In the print of August 5, 1911, on page 3, 
line 4, it is proposed after the word “tribunal” to insert a 
comma, and in the same line to strike out “may” and in lieu 
thereof to insert the word “shall,” so that if amended it will 
read: 

Or to some other arbitral tribunal, as shall be decided in each case 
by special agreement. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 
is agreed to. The Secretary will state the next amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 4, article 3, beginning with line 28, 
it is proposed to strike out the third paragraph of that article, 
which reads as follows: 

It is further d, however, that in cases in which the parties 
disagree as to whether or not a difference is subject to arbitration under 
article 1 of this treaty, that question shall be submitted to the joint 
high commission of inquiry; and if all or all but one of the members 
of the commission agree and report that such difference is within the 
scope of article 1, it shall be referred to arbitration in accordance with 
the provisions of this treaty. 2 

Mr. ROOT. I rise for the purpose of a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. ROOT. It is, What is the position of the amendment 
in view of the action of the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
was in charge of the treaty, under the authority of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and who has offered a resolution 
for the ratification of the treaty without amendment? Does 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, in 
effect, withdraw the amendment? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas and several other Senators. No. 

Mr, LODGE rose. 

Mr. ROOT. The Senator from Massachusetts can state his 
intention, I suppose. 
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Mr. LODGE. The amendment now pending was the report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and is still that report. 
Personally, I shall vote against it. It is the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, It is to strike out the matter which 
the Secretary has just read. The question is on agreeing to 


strike it out. b 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. On that I demand the yeas and 
nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone]. On this particular amendment I transfer the pair to 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna], and will 
vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHIVELY (when the name of Mr. Davis was called). 
The .junior Senator from Arkansas is paired with the senior 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Gamsie]. Were the junior 
Senator from Arkansas present he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SHIVELY (when Mr. Sroxz's name was called). The 
senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] was paired with the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], and the pair has been 
transferred. Were the senior Senator from Missouri present he 
would vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. } 

Mr. JONES. My colleague [Mr. POINDEXTER] has been called 
out of the city on account of the serious illness of his mother. 
He has advised me how he would vote on some amendments, but 
not on this one. So I can not say how he would vote on the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. LBA. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] is necessarily absent from the city. 
I do not know how he would vote on this amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Heysrurn] is necessarily absent. If he were present, he would 
vote “yea.” 


The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 40, as follows: 
YEAS—42. 
Bacon Dixon Martin, Va. Shively 
Baile Fletcher Martine, N. J. Simmons 
Bankhead Foster yers Smith, Ga. 
Borah Gardner Newlands Smith, Md. 
Bourne Gore O'Gorman Smith, Mich, 
Bristow Hitchcock Overman Smith, S. C. 
Bryan Johnson, Me. Owen Swanson 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Paynter Tillman 
Chilton Kern Watson 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Pomerene 
Culberson Lorimer Reed 
NAYS—40. 
Bradley Cullom Lodge Root 
Brandegee Cummins McCumber Smoot 
Briggs Curtis McLean Stephenson 
Brown Dillingham Nelson Sutherland 
Burnbam du Pont Nixon Thornton 
Burton Gallinger Oliver Townsend 
Clapp Guggenheim Page Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Jones Perkins Wetmore 
Crane Kenyon Rayner Williams 
Crawford Lippitt Richardson Works 
NOT VOTING—9. 
Davis Heyburn Penrose Stone 
one La Follette Poindexter Taylor 
ronna 


So the committee's amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments to be 
offered to the treaty? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the first paragraph of article 1, after 
the word “ equity,” at the top of page 3, line 1, insert the fol- 
lowing words: 

But which shall not embrace any question which affects the vital 
interests, the independence, or the honor of either of the two contract- 
ing patties nor any question whith concerns the interests of third 

es. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. [Putting the 
question.] The “noes” appear to have it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. Bacon and 
Mr. BaiLey answered to their names. 

Mr. BORAH. A number of us here did not hear the amend- 
ment. We would like to have it stated again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be restated. 


The Secretary restated the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the call 
of the roll. : 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone]. Not knowing how he would vote on this question, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SHIVELY (when the name of Mr. Davis was called). I 
again announce the pair of the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Davis] with the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMBLE]. N . 

Mr. LEA (when Mr. Taytor’s name was called). I again an- 
nounce the absence of the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
sore I do not know how he would vote on this amend- 
ment. 

The roll call was concluded. . 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Upon further information I will 
transfer the pair I have with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone] to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna], and 
will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. SHIVELY. To whom does the Senator from Wyoming 
transfer his pair? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. To the junior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I neglected to state when the name was 
called that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] was paired 
on this vote with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 
ate Senator from Wyoming now announces a transfer of his 

5 
Mr. JONES. As I have heretofore stated, my colleague [Mr. 
POINDEXTER] has been called out of the city by the serious illness 
of his mother. I do not know how he would yote on this ques- 
tion if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 45, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Bacon Gardner Newlands Smith, Ga 
Baile Hitchcock O'Gorman Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Johnson, Me. Overman th, 8. 
Borah Johnston, Ala. Paynter Swanson 
lain Kern erey Thornton 

ton Len Pomerene Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Lorimer yner Watson 
Culberson Martin, Va. Reed 
Fletcher Martine, N. J. Shively 
Foster Myers Simmons 

NAYS—45. 

Bourne Crawford Lippitt Smith, Mich, 
Bradley Cullom Smoot 
Brandegee Cummins McCumber Stephenson 
Briggs rtis Mc Su land 
Bristow Dillingham Nelson Townsend 
Brown Dixon Nixon Warren 
Bryan du Pont Oliver Wetmore 
Burnham Gallinger Owen Wil 
Burton re Page Works 
ante Guggenheim Perk: 
Clark, Wyo. Jones Richardson 

e Kenyon Root 

NOT VOTING—9. 

Davis Heyburn Penrose Stone 
Gamble La Follette Poindexter Taylor 
Gronna 


So Mr. CuLprrson’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BACON. I offer an amendment, notice of which I have 
heretofore given. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it an amendment to the treaty? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it an amendment to the treaty? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Chair understands it is an 
amendment to the treaty, and it will be stated. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add the following proviso 
to the first clause of article 1: 

Provided, That this agreement of arbitration does not authorize the 


submission to arbitration of any question which affects the admission 
of aliens into the United States, or the admission of aliens to the educa- 
tional institutions of the several States, or the territorial integrity of 
the several States or of the United States, or concerning the question of 
the alle indebtedness or moneyed obligation of any State of the 
United States, or any question which Serene upon or involves the 
maintenance of the traditional attitude of the United States concerning 
American questions, commonly described as the Monroe doctrine, or 


other purely governmental policy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ; 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). Un- 
der the transfer of pairs heretofore announced, I will vote. I 


yote “nay.” 
The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. JONES. I desire to announce that if my colleague [Mr. 
PornpEexter] were present, he would vote “yea” on this amend- 


ment. 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 41, as follows: 

YEAS—41. ‘ 
Bacon Foster Myers Smith, Ga. 
Basy Gardner Newlands Smith, Md. 
Bankhead Gore -~ O'Gorman Smith, S. C. 
Borah Hitchcock Overman n 
Bourne Johnson, Me. Owen Thornton 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Paynter Tillman 
Chilton Kern Percy Watson | 
Clarke, Ark. Pomerene Williams 
Culberson Lorimer Reed 
Cummins Martin, Va. Shively 
Fletcher Martine, N. J. Simmons 
NAYS—41. 

Bradley Crawford Lodge Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Cullom McCumber Smoot 
Bri Curtis Me Stephenson 
Bristow “= Dillingham Nelson Sutherland 
Brown Dixon Nixon Townsend 
Bryan du Pont Oliver Warren 8 5 
Burnham Gallinger Page Wetmore 
Burton Guggenheim Perkins Works 
Clap; Jones Rayner „ 
Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Richardson 

rane Lippitt Root 

NOT VOTING—9. 

Davis Heyburn Penrose Stone 
Gamble La Follette Poindexter Taylor 
Gronna 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The nays have it, and the amend- 
ment is lost. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I desire to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon offers 
an amendment, which will be read. 3 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following proviso 
at the end of the first clause of article 1: 

r 
ene, 5 3 fee casio 
of aliens into the United States, or the admission of aliens to the educa- 
tional institutions of the several States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr, 
Stone]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Gronna], and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BAILEY (after having voted in the affirmative, when Mr. 
Dixox's name was called). I only a moment ago paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Drxon], and under that im- 
pression he has left the Chamber. I withdraw my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES. I announce the necessary absence of my col- 
league [Mr. Pornpexter], with the statement that I do not 
know how he would vote on this amendment if he were present. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I again announce the absence of the junior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis] and that he is paired with 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE]. I also 
announce the absence of the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Stone], and that he has a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 

The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 38, as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Bacon Gardner Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Bankhead yore O'Gorman Smith, Md. 
Borah Hitchcock Overman Smith, S. C. 
Bourne Johnson, Me. Owen Swanson 
Chamberlain Johnston, Ala. Paynter Thornton 
Chilton Kern Perey Tillman 
Clarke, Ark. Lea Pomerene Watson 
Culberson Lorimer Rayner Williams 
Cummins Martin, Va. Reed 
Fletcher Martine, N. J. Shively 
Foster Myers Simmons 

NAYS—38. 
Bradley Crawford Smith, Mich. 
Brandegee Cullom M ber Smoot 
Bri Curtis cLean Stephenson 
Bristow Dillingham Nelson Sutherland 
Brown du Pont Nixon Townsend 
Burnham Gallinger Oliver Warren 
Burton Guggenhelm Page Wetmore 

«Clap Jones Perkins Works 

Clark, Wyo. Kenyon Richardson 
Crane Lippitt Root 


NOT VOTING—12. 


Bailey Dixon Heyburn Poindexter 
Bryan Gamble La Follette Stone 
Davis Gronna Penrose Taylor 


So Mr. CHAMBERLAIN’s amendment was agreed to. > 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments to the 

treaty? If not, the treaty will be reported to the Senate. 
. The SECRETARY. A treaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of 
the United States and Great Britain on August 3, 1911, extend- 
ing the scope and obligation of the policy of arbitration adopted 
in the present arbitration treaty of April 4, 1908, between the 
two countries so as to exclude certain exceptions contained in 
that treaty and to provide means for the peaceful solution of 
all questions of difference which it shall be found impossible in 
future to settle by diplomacy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendments 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole are concurred in. 

Mr. BACON. I understood that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Lopaꝝ] would offer a resolution. : 

Mr. LODGE. I am going to offer it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendments 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole are concurred in. 
Are there amendments to be offered to the treaty in the Senate? 

Mr. LODGE. If the Chair will allow me, I think we are as, 
in open executive session and not as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BACON. I was about to make the same point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rules provide for the same 
procedure in executive session as in open session. But the mat- 
ter is disposed of to a point where a resolution of ratification is 
in order. 

Mr. LODGE. I offer this resolution of ratification in lieu of 
the one which I presented, because the one that I presented is no 
longer necessary, the amendments having been made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
offers a resolution of ratification, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring therein), 


That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification of the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain respecting arbitration, 
signed at Washington on the 8d day of August, 1911, with the follow- 
ing amendments: 

On page 3, line 4, after the word “ tribunal,” insert a comma, 

In the same line strike out the word “may” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ shall.” 
a On 1 page 4, strike out the paragraph commencing line 28 and ending 

ne 35. 

And at the end of the first clause of article 1 add the following 


proviso : 

Provided, That this agreement of arbitration does not authorize tha 
submission to arbitration of any question which affects the admission 
of aliens into the United States, or the admission of aliens to the 
educational! institutions of the several States. 

Mr. BACON. I offer as a substitute for the proviso the one 
I now send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia offers 
an amendment in the form of a substitute for the proviso, which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 

Provided, That the Senate advises and consents to the ratification 
of the said treaty with the understanding, to be made a part of such 
ratification, that the 8 does not authorize the submission to arbi- 
tration of any question which affects the admission of aliens into the 
United States, or the admission of aliens to the educational institutions 
of the several States, or the territorial integrity of the several States 
or of the United States, or concerning the question of the alleged in- 
debtedness or monied obligation of any State of the United States, or 
any question which depends upon or involves the maintenance of the 
traditional attitude of the-United States concerning American questions, 
commonly described as the Monroe doctrine, or other purely govern- 
mental policy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia to the 
resolution of ratification. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Porn- 
DEXTER] advised me that he is in favor of what is known as 
the Bacon amendment. I do not know whether this is the 
amendment which was originally proposed by the Senator from 
Georgia or not. * 

Mr. BACON. It is an amendment which I originally pro- 
posed. The amendment which was first offered I only pro- 
posed.to-day, but the amendment upon which we are now voting 
I gave notice of at the time the Senator from New York first 
offered his amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I understand, then, my colleague would yote 
yea on this amendment. s 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 36, as follows: 


In lieu of the proviso insert: 


YEAS—46. 
Bacon Bourne Chilton Fletcher 
Baile Bristow Clarke, Ark. Foster 
Bankhead Bryan Culberson Gardner 
Borah Chamberlain - Cummins Gore 
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Hitchcock Martin, Va Percy Smith, S. C. 
Johnson, Me. Martine, N. J. Pomerene Swanson 
Johnston, Ala. yers Rayner Thornton 
Kenyon Newlands Reed Tillman 
Kern O'Gorman Shively Watson 

Overman Simmons Williams 
Lorimer Owen Smith, Ga, 
McLean Paynter Smith, Md. 

NAYS—36. 
Bradley Crawford L pong Root 
Brandegee Cullom Lodge mith, Mich, 
Briggs Curtis McCumber moot 
Brown Dillingham Nelson Stephenson 
Bu Dixon Nixon Sutherland 
Burton du Pont Oliver Townsend 
Clap Gallinger Page Warren 
Clark, Wyo. Guggenheim Perkins Wetmore 
Crane Jones Richardson Works 
NOT VOTING—9. 
Davis Sen Penrose Stone 
Gamble La Follette Poindexter Taylor 
Gronna 
So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to Mr. Lopae’s resolution was 

agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of ratification as amended. 

Mr. LODGE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SHIVELY (when Mr. Davis's name was called). I wish 
to state that on this vote the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Davis], who is absent from the Chamber, is paired with 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], and that 
if the junior Senator from Arkansas were present on this yote 
he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. CLAPP (when Mr. Gronna’s name was called). The 
junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna] is unavoid- 
ably absent from the Chamber. If he were present he would 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SHIVELY (when Mr. Srone’s name was called). I 
again announce the unayoidable absence of the senior Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Srone], and that he has a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. If the 
senior Senator from Missouri were present on this question he 
would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. 
Gau] is necessarily absent, and that he is paired with the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Davis]. If my colleague 
were present he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. JONES. I desire to announce the absence of my col- 
league [Mr. Pornpexter], and to state that if he were present 
he would vote “ yea.“ 

Mr. LEA. I wish to state the necessary absence of the senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Tayior], and that if he were pres- 
ent he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 76, nays 8, as follows: 


YEAS-~76. 
Bacon Culberson Lea Richardson 
BRE Cullom Lippitt Root 
Bankhead Cummins Lodge Shively 
Borah Curtis McCumber Simmons 
Bourne Dillingham McLean mith, Ga. 
Bradley Dixon Martin, Va. Smith, Md. 
Brandegee du Pont Myers Smith, Mich. 

riggs Fletcher Nelson th, S. C. 

Bristow Foster Newlands Stepbenson 
Brown Gallinger ixon u land 
Bryan Gardner Oliver Swanson 
Burnham Gore verman Thornton 
Burton e e Owen Iman 
Chamberlain Hitchcock age Townsend 
Chilton Johnson, Me. Paynter Warren 
1 2 Johnston, Ala. Pere Watson 
Clark. Wyo. Jones Perkins Wetmore 
Crane Kenyon Pomerene Williams 
Crawford Kern Rayner Works 

NAYS—3. 
Lorimer Martine, N. J. Reed 

NOT VOTING—12. 
Clarke, Ark. Gronna O'Gorman Smoot 
vis Heyburn rose Stone 

Gamble La Follette Poindexter Taylor 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Two-thirds having yoted in fayor 
thereof, the resolution as amended is adopted. 

Mr. LODGE. I now ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion of ratification of the French treaty may be laid before the 
Senate, identical amendments having been proposed in that 
treaty; that is, that the treaty may be considered as amended 
identically with the English treaty, and that a precisely similar 
et of ratification may be laid before the Senate and 
adop 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that precisely the same proceedings 


in reference to the French treaty be taken from first to last 
that were taken in reference to the English treaty. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and two-thirds haying yoted 
for the treaty, it is ratified. 


LEGISLATIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of legislative business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2004) to amend section 1505 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States providing for the suspension from promo- 
tion of officers of the Navy if not professionally qualified. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 15471. An act making appropriation for repair, preser- 
vation, and exhibition of the trophy flags now in store in the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.; 

H. R. 17119. An act granting the courthouse reserve, at Pond 
Creek, Okla., to the city of Pond Creek for school and municipal 
purposes; 

H. R. 17483. An act amending section 1998 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and to authorize the President, 
in certain cases, to mitigate or remit the loss of rights of citi- 
zenship imposed by law upon deserters from the military or 
naval service; and 

H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land in 
the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which 
certain citizens have offered to donate to the United States for 
the purpose of establishing a maneuver camp and for the ma- 
neuvering of troops, establishing and maintaining camps of in- 
struction, for rife and artillery ranges, and for mobilization 
and assembling of troops from the group of States composed of 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

§.3211. An act authorizing that commission of ensign be 
given midshipmen upon graduation from the Naval Academy; 

S. 4521. An act to authorize the change of the name of the 
steamer William A. Hawgood; and 

S. 4728. An act to authorize the change of the name of the 
Steamer Salt Lake City. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a cablegram from the 
President of the Republic of Nicaragua, expressing gratification 
to the Senate of the United States upon the visit of the Hon. 
Philander ©. Knox, Secretary of State, to that country, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Protective League for the 
Families of Drunkards, of Pittsburgh, Pa., and a petition of the 
Rockland County Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
New York, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit the manufacture, sale, and importa- 
tion of intoxicating liquors, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ledford, III., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM presented a memorial of sundry citizens 
of Galatea, Colo., remonstrating against the extension of the 
parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Im- 
proved Order of Red Men, of Longmont, Colo., praying for the 
erection of an American Indian memorial and museum build- 
ing in Washington, D. ©., which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Carmichael, Md., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DU PONT presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Slaughter Neck; the Young People’s 
Branch of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Slaugh- 
ter Neck; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cedar Neck; the 
Methodist Protestant Church of Milford; W. M. Joseph, of 


2956 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mano 7, 


Milford; Elmer C. Bennett, of Milford; the Law and Order So- 
ciety of Townsend; the Immanuel Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Townsend; and the local Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Townsend, all in the State of Delaware, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of members of the True Metho- 
dist Sunday School and of the congregation of the Methodist 
Church of East Syracuse; of members of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Sunday School and Church of Collamer village; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Malone, Horseheads, 
and Binghamton; and of sundry citizens of Binghamton, James- 
ville, and Syracuse, all in the State of New York, praying for 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor unions of Porto 
Rico, praying for the establishment in that Territory of a de- 
partment of commerce and agriculture, which were referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor unions of Porto 
Rico, praying for the enactment of legislation giving citizens of 
Porto Rico the right to be citizens of the United States, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elmira, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill, 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Chapin Post, No. 2, Depart- 
ment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the proposed discontinuance of the 
pension agencies throughout the country, which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Buffalo, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of the so-called Sulzer parcel-post 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. f : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Troy, N. Y., 
praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and refined sugars, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GORE presented a joint resolution adopted by the Legis- 
lature of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Stare OF OKLAHOMA, 
Department of State. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


I, Benjamin F. Harrison, secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, 
do hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy 
of house joint resolution 5, approved March 14, 1910, the original of 
which is now on file and a matter of record in this office. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed 
the great seal of state. Done at the city of Oklahoma this 26th day 
of February, A. D. 1912. 

[seat.] BENJAMIN F. Harrison, 

- Secretary of State. 


23 Manch 10, 1910. 
House joint resolution 5. 


A resolution ratifying an amendment proposed by the Sixty-first Con- 
gress of the United States of America on the 15th day of March, 
U 85 2 ae Constitution of the United States and designated as 

rticle 5 : 


Be it resolved by the house of representatives and the senate of the 
State of Oklahoma: 

Whereas the Sixty-first Congress of the United States of America, at 
its first session, begun and held at the city of Washington, on Monday, 
the 15th day of March, 1909, by joint resolution pro an amen 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in words and figures as 
follows, to wit: 

“ Resolved by the Senate and House of R. entatires of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled Te of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article is pro! sed as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratified by 
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as a eee of the Constitution : 

“Art. 16. The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes on 
incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment among 
the several States and from any census or enumeration.” 

Now, therefore, be it resolved by the house of representatives and the 
senate of the State cf Oklahoma in extraordinary session assembled, 
Such subject having been recommended by the governor for considera- 
tion, that said propose amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States of America is hereby ratified. 

: Ben F. WILSON, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
J. C. GRAHAM, 
President pro tempore of the Senate. 


Correctly enrolled. 
Mitton Bryan, Chairman. 


Approved March 14, 1910. 
C. N. HASKELL, 
Governor of the State of Oklahoma. 
Mr. TILLMAN presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Buncombe Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Greenville, 
and of sundry citizens of Ward and Tulley, all of the State of 


South Carolina, prying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Lincoln County, Ky., praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the memorial and executive 
committee, Grand Army of the Republic, of Buffalo, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the discontinuance of the pension agencies 
throughout the country, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of Journeymen Barbers’ 
Union No. 14, of Fort Wayne, Ind.; of Local Union No. 157, 
Journeymen Tailors’ Union of North America, of Indianapolis, 
Ind.; and of Allen Lodge, No. 145, International Association of 
Machinists, of Lima, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so- 
called eight-hour bill, which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 5, National 
Brotherhood of Operative Potters, of Evansville, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the building of 
one of the proposed new battleships in a Government navy yard, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Boyd Local Union, No. 215, 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of America, of 
Bedford, Ind., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. > 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Logans- 
port, Fort Wayne, Markle, Medaryville, Monon, Reynolds, Wol- 
cott, Lafayette, Idaville, Monticello, Greentown, Van Buren, 
and Warren, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against 
the extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limi- 
tations, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of John P. Baird Post, No. 592, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar-a- 
day pension bill, which was ordered te lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Polish National Alliance 
of the United States of North America, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition’ of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Richford, Vt., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
of Providence, R. I., praying for the selection of the site in the 
Mall, in the District of Columbia, as recommended by the 
Commission of Fine Arts, for the location of the proposed Lin- 
coln memorial, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a public meeting 
held under the auspices of the Robert Emmet Literary Associa- 
tion, of Providence, R. I., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed treaties of arbitration between the United 
States, Great Britain, and France, and also against the ratifi- 
cation in the future of any treaty involving the Monroe doc- 
trine, etc., which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURTON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Antonis, Ohio, remonstrating against the extension of the par- 
cel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Slocomb, Ala., remonstrating against the extension 
of the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the official body of 
the Centenary Methodist Episcopal Church, of Westminster, 
Md., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 2115) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
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of Claims to determine the amount due certain individual 
Sioux Indians of the United States, submitted an adverse 
report (No. 449) thereon, which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1509) for the relief of Mary Cairney, 
submitted an adverse report (No. 448) thereon, which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5664) granting a pension to Etta B. Stewart (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 

A bill (S. 5665) for the relief of heirs of John D. and Eliza- 
beth Witherspoon, deceased (with accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: 

A bill (S. 5666) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Walker (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5667) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
F. Hays (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 5668) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Cape Charles, in 
the State of Virginia; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill (S. 5669) making an appropriation for the deepening 
of the Curtis Bay Channel, Baltimore Harbor; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

PRINTING OF NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW ARTICLE (S. DOC, NO. 380). 

Mr. SMOOT. On the 2d instant the Senator from Nebraska 
IMr. Hrrcucock] presented to the Senate an article which ap- 
peared in the February number of the North American Review, 
by Leander T. Chamberlain, entitled “A chapter of national 
dishonor,” and asked that it be printed as a document, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Printing for action. I report 
back favorably from that committee the article and move that 
it be printed as a Senate document, 

The motion was agreed to. 

LAND AT PORT ANGELES, WASH. 

The VICH PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 339) 
providing for the reappraisement and sale of certain lands m 
the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for other purposes, 
which were, on page 1, line 4, after reappraisement,“ to insert 
“at their actual cash value”; on page 1, line 10, to strike out 
“private entry only at such” and insert “not less than the”; 
and on page 2, line 1, to strike out “deed” and insert “ patent.” 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4151) to 
authorize the Minnesota & International Railway Co. to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Bemidji, 
in the State of Minnesota, which were, on page 1, line 7, after 
the word “point,” to insert “suitable to the interests of navi- 
gation,” and, on page 1, line 10, after “ Minnesota,” to strike 
out “suitable to the interests of navigation.” 

Mr. NELSON. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bill and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

H. R. 17483. An act amending section 1998 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, and to authorize the President 
in certain cases to mitigate or remit the loss of rights of citi- 
zenship imposed by law upon deserters from the military or naval 
service; and 

H. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to accept the title to approximately 5,000 acres of land 
in the vicinity of Tullahoma, in the State of Tennessee, which 
certain citizens have offered to donate to the United States for 
the purpose of establishing a maneuver camp and for the 
maneuvering of troops, establishing and maintaining camps of 
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instruction, for rifle and artillery ranges, and for mobilization 
and assembling of troops from the group of States composed of 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 

H. R. 15471. An act making appropriation for repair, preserva- 
tion, and exhibition of the trophy flags now in store in the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md., was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R. 17119. An act granting the courthouse reserve at Pond 
Creek, Okla., to the city of Pond Creek for school and municipal 
purposes was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

PUBLIC-UTILITIES COMMISSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia, and to confer upon the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a 
public-utilities commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to give notice, so that it may be 
understood, that on to-morrow I will ask that that bill shall be 
proceeded with. I now ask that it be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, on the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, the bill is temporarily 
laid aside. 

SENATOR FROM WISCONSIN, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that on Monday, March 25, 1912, immediately after the 
conclusion of the routine morning business, the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution declaring that no corrupt 
practices or methods were involved in the election of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSON], and that at 4 o'clock 
on that day a vote upon the resolution be taken. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to say that I can not consent to 
fix any specific hour for the vote on that day. Personally I 
have no objection to voting on that day, but I do object to 
setting any specific hour for voting. 

Mr. JONES. If the Senator will make it the legislative day 
I do not think there will be any objection. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will modify the request, and ask that 
the vote be taken before adjournment on that legislative day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the request? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is that on Monday, 
March 25, immediately after the conclusion of the routine morn- 
ing business, the resolution relating to the so-called Stephenson 
case be taken up, and that a vote be taken thereon and on all 
amendments, if any, before adjournment on that legislative day. 
Is there cbjection? [After a pause.] The Chairs hears no ob- 
jection, and the order is entered. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it sdjourn to meet at 12 o'clock noon to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, March 8, 1912, at 
12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, March 7, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The SPEAKER, on taking the chair, was greeted with gen- 
eral applause. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-. 
lowing prayer: 

Father in heaven, let Thy smiles be upon us to cheer our 
hearts when we are seeking earnestly, honestly, and faithfully 
to do Thy will, as it is given us to see Thy will, but frown upon 
us and make our hearts heavy when we run counter to Thy will 
through our own selfish desires. “Be not decefved; God is not 
mocked ; for whatsoever a man soweth, that shal! he also reap. 
For he that soweth to the flesh shall of the flesh reap corrup- 
tion, but he that soweth to the spirit shall of the spirit reap 
life everlasting.” “And let us not be weary in well doing, for 
in due season we shall reap if we faint not.” So let Thy king- 
dom come and Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven. In 
the spirit of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 
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~N RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPARKMAN, chairman of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, by direction of that committee, reported the bill 
(H. R. 21477) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report (No. 395), 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
reserves all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I 
wish to take it up at the first opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARK- 
MAN] gives notice that he will call up the bill at the first 
opportunity. 

AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill 18960, the 
agricultural appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 18960) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1913, with Mr. Bortanp in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill H. R. 18960, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 18960) making app riations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913. 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. RAINEY]. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, to-day is the anniversary of 
the birth of the Speaker of the House of Representatives [ap- 
plause], and, as his nearest congressional neighbor, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the committee for 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 
asks unanimous consent to address the committee for 10 min- 
utes. Is there objection? d 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Chairman, 10 years before the War be- 
tween the States, in a rural community in the great border 
State of Kentucky [applause], a man child was born. He came 
from the great common people. His advent into the world was 
unheralded and unnoticed except in the community where he 
spent his boyhood days. To-day in the Capital of the Nation 
and in mountain hamlets in the great cities of the East and on 
the shores of the western sea, in the cities and villages of the 
pleasant Southland, and throughout the colder North great news- 
papers are proclaiming the fact that in the journey of life the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives has reached his sixty- 
second milestone. [Loud applause.] As his personal friend 
and as his nearest congressional neighbor I feel that I have the 
right to-day to refer in this place to his life and to his public 
service, 
The immortal Lincoln was born on a farm in the State of 
Kentucky. The call of the West came to him early in life— 
To the West, to the West, to the land of the free, 
Where the great 1 rolls down to the sea, 
Where a man is a man if ke’s will to toil, 
And the humblest may share in the ts of the soil. 
[ Applause. } 
He obeyed the call, and in the great middle section of this 
country, where the waves of prejudice from the North meet and 
overcome the waves of passion from the South, he developed 
those qualities of mind and heart which finally brought to him 
the highest honors in the gift of the people of his country. He 
was trained in the hard school of practical everyday life. A 
farm hand, a clerk in a country store in the village of New 
Salem, a surveyor, a country lawyer—during these, the forma- 
tive years of his life, he developed that knowledge of human 

nature, that broad sympathy and those qualities of intellect 
which made of him a great leader among men and on account 
of which men of the North and men of the South revere his 
memory [applause]—the memory of this Kentucky boy who, 
as a farm hand, a country surveyor, a clerk in a country store, 
a practicing country lawyer, a member of the legislature, a 
Member of Congress, progressed until he finally attained the 
highest place in the Nation. [Applause.] 


CHa CLARK was born on a farm in Kentucky. [Applause.] 
There early came to him the call of the West, and he heeded it. 
Fifty miles from New Salem, on the banks of the Mississippi 
River, in that great middle portion of this country where men 
grow to full stature, he spent the formative years of his life. 
[Applause.] ‘Trained also as a farm hand, as a clerk in a 
country store, as a country lawyer, as a country school-teacher, 
he developed in the hard school of practical experience those 
qualities which have at last placed him in the second highest 
place in this, the greatest of all the nations. [Applause.] 

His life furnishes an inspiration to the youth of the land. 
Born on a farm, educated in the country schools and in our 
smaller colleges, early accustomed to a life of toil and hard- 
ship, a farm hand, a clerk in a country store, an editor of a 
country newspaper, a country school-teacher, president of a 
little college, a country lawyer, city attorney in a Missouri 
city, deputy prosecuting attorney, a member of the legislature, 
a Member of Congress, a presidential clector, permanent chair- 
man of a Democratic national convention, nine times elected to 
Congress, and finally elected by the House of Representatives 
to the high position he now fills. [Applause.] No man is better 
qualified by education, by environment, by experience, to fill the 
one higher position in the Government for which his friends are 
now presenting his name. [Applause.] 

My district in Illinois for over a hundred miles adjoins his 
district in Missouri, separated only by the Mississippi River. 
I speak of him to-day as his neighbor and his friend. No Mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives has ever been held in 
higher esteem by the people of his district than is CHAMP 
CLank by his constituents in the ninth district of Missouri. 
[Applause.] They know him and he knows them, and he is 
able to call them all by name. The man who rises to high posi- 
tion from a rural community owes his advancement in life not 
to favorable newspaper comment, not to eulogies in magazines, 
but to the fact that back in his section 200,000 men, women, 
and children know him intimately and well—are acquainted 
with his qualifications, and do not hesitate to make known any 
circumstances or events which would disqualify him for high 
position in the Nation. [Applause.] 

Through the long, dark days of humiliation and defeat he 
remained loyal always to the party to which he acknowledged 
allegiance [applause], ready at all times, on all occasions, in 
all States, and in all localities to battle for the principles the 
Democratic Party is proclaiming to-day with a louder voice 
than ever. [Applause.] He has been tried in the fire, and the 
increasing majorities given to him always in his district by the 
men who know him best commend him now to the people of the 
Nation as no other indorsement could. [Applause.] 

He became the leader of his party in the National House of 
Representatives when his party was rent with discord and in- 
ternal strife, when its enemies were predicting it had no con- 
structive power and that it could not present a united front in 
the lower House. [Applause.] Out of turmoil and strife he 
has been able to so reorganize his party that an overwhelming 
Republican majority in the National House has been turned into 
an overwhelming Democratic majority, and under his leader- 
ship and as a result of it we are able now to present a united 
front to a common enemy and to discharge, so far as we of the 
lower House can do it, our pledges to the people of the country. 
[Applause.] Is it any wonder that throughout the land to-day 
hundreds of thousands of his fellow citizens are looking toward 
this country boy progressing as Lincoln did, schooled as Lincoln 
was, in the same environment in the great middle portion of 
the country? Is it any wonder that they are singing his praises 
and are uniting for the purpose of conferring upon him, if they 
can, the nomination for the highest place in the gift of the 
people of his country? [Applause.] He is héře to-day in the 
very prime of life, in the full development of his splendid man- 
hood. He has just attained the age which best qualifies a man 
to be President of the United States. [Applause.] May we 
not on this occasion express the hope that he has ahead of him 
many years of life and health, of success, happiness, and use- 
fulness? [Long continued applause.] t 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes in which 
to address the Committee of the Whole, 

SEVERAL Mempers. Make it five. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the honorable Presiding Officer 
of this House is not only your Speaker, but he is our Speaker. 
[Applause.] No man who could have been selected on that 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2959 


side of the House for that high and exalted office could have 
met with a warmer approval or indorsement on this side of 
the House than the Hon. CHAMP CLARK. [Applause.] In 
the administration of that office he has been kind, considerate, 


and absolutely just and impartial. [Applause.] 

I wish not only to congratulate him upon his birthday, but I 
congratulate his party on the wisdom of his selection as their 
leader in this House. [Applause.] I desire also, Mr. Chair- 
man, on behalf of myself and colleagues on this side, to con- 
gratulate the Republican Party in having such a man to pre- 
side over this Democratic House. [Applause.] I congratulate 
the American people because we have a typical American in 
that high place. [Applause.] And, gentlemen, I congratulate 
you upon your opportunity to make him the standard bearer of 
the “unterrified” Democracy. [Applause.] He would make, 
if he had the opportunity, a wise Executive of the American 
people, one who would have their welfare and interest always 
uppermost in his mind in the administration of that great office. 
[Applause.] If we were to haye a Democrat, we would all 
prefer him, but we are going to haye a Republican President 
for the next four years. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. CANNON rose. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I just came into the House and 
inquired why the present Chairman was presiding and was in- 
formed, having overlooked the fact, that this was the anniversary 
of the sixty-second birthday of the distinguished Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. I am glad on this oecasion to say a 
word touching the Speaker of the House. The majority elected 
him, but, after all, when the Speaker is elected he is Speaker of 
the House, not only of the majority of the House, but of the 
whole House. [Applause.] While we have had sharp contests in 
the past and in the present, and no doubt will have in the future, 
I am glad to say, after many years of service, that while the 
present Speaker has always been a virile partisan, recognizing 
that it is a government of the people speaking by majorities, 
and while as a former Speaker of the House and on the floor 
I have had sharp contests with him and at times felt his 
opposition keenly, yet I.must say, and take pleasure in saying 
at this time, that he has made manly contests, striking above 
the belt. [Applause.] As long as contests of that kind remain 
between the majority and the minority I would not have them 
cease in yigor, because it is the duty of the majority clothed 
with the power to move forward, standing by their policies, and 
it is the duty of the minority, where policies and principles 
are concerned, to criticize the policies of the majority. 

The present Speaker is a prospective candidate for that great 
office of President. [Applause.] You will not consult me in 
the Baltimore convention, but I am quite sure that it would be 
agreeable to this side of the House if you should nominate your 
colleague and our collengue, the present Speaker, as your 
standard bearer. [Applause.] For your policies I can think 
of no one that would be more forceful, and in nominating and 
electing to that great office the present Speaker I think there 
is no man within the sound of my voice but that would feet 
that he would be persona grata if he desired a hearing touching 
the public business so far as it was within his power. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

We congratulate our friends from time to time on the anni- 
versary of their birth, but I sometimes wonder whether it is a 
subject for congratulation that another annual milestone is 
behind us. Yet it is always agreeable to congratulate and be 
congratulated; and as we can not turn back the hands upon 
tlie dial, I will express the wish and the hope that the Speaker's 
birthday anniversary may reach the hundredth anniversary and 
that I may be there to see it. [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee arose the pending 
amendment was the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. PAGE]. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, I haye an amendment 
which I wish to offer to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina and also the amendment to 
the amendment by the gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the paragraph beginning on line 16, on P e 23, and end- 
ing with line 10, on page 26, and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

Purchase and distribution of rare and valuable seeds and plants: 
For purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution of rare and valu- 
able seeds, bulbs trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign 
countries or from our possessions for experimenting. with reference to 
their introduction into and cultivation in this conntry, and same shall 
be used for experimental tests, to be carried on with the cooperation of 
the agricultural experiment station, $58,740." 


The amendment of Mr. Guernsey is as follows: 
Amend by adding after the word “bulbs” in the third line, “ seed 
potatoes.“ 


Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the amendment or upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment? 

Mr. LAMB. Upon both. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, the House now has under 
consideration the Agricultural bill, one of the great supply bills 
of this Goyernment. Its provisions are intended to promote our 
agricultural interests; therefore in connection with its con- 
sideration it is proper to propose legislation that may be bene- 
ficial and call attention to other legislation that the Democratic 
majority has already passed or proposes to pass and which, it is 
believed, will be serious in its effect on the agricultural inter- 
ests of the United States. 

The subject now under consideration offers an opportunity 
for the members of the Democratic majority to show in a sub- 
stantial way that they are still as interested in the farmers of 
the country as they have declared that they were for 16 years 
while in the minority and not as responsible for legislation in 
this House as now. 

It is proposed to do away with the distribution of Govern- 
ment seeds in the manner that has heretofore prevailed, but 
continue an appropriation of many thousands of dollars which 
will enable the Department of Agriculture to supply valuable 
seeds to those who especially desire them and may directly 
apply for them. If the Democratic majority proposes to adopt 
this plan, I ask that a portion of the appropriation be made 
available for an investigation into the cultivation and promo- 
tion of the best varieties of a great food product.. If the De- 
partment of Agriculture, with all its great facilities for investi- 
gation, experiment, and study, would give more attention to 
potato cultivation I believe it might render important service 
which would be appreciated by those engaged in this important 
branch of farming, resulting in a better general understanding 
as to methods of cultivation, quality of production, and increase 
of acreage. 

HIGH COST OF LIVING. 

Along with wheat, potatoes are one of the chief foods in our 
everyday living. The high cost of living is one of the great 
questions of the time. The State of Massachusetts not long ago 
investigated into it; the Federal Government has made ex- 
haustive investigations into its causes, and world-wide study of 
the question is now contemplated. ° 

The farmers of the House and the farmers of the United 
States Senate have expressed their opinions as to its causes. 
Investigations and investigations may continue to be made, 
reports and reports may continue to be written, and the farmers 
of the House and the farmers of the Senate may continue to’ 
express their opinions, but the high cost of living will only be 
solved in one way, that is by increasing production and the 
quality of the production. Let us add to the inducements of 
the farmer and not legislate them away. Let the Department 
of Agriculture give its assistance to the potato growers, give it 
authority to experiment and study the cultivation and the varie- 
ties of potatoes, and supply seed, so far as practicable, to farmers 
desiring to make tests of the varieties, who may make applica- 
tion direct to the department, and this Democratic House will 
show that it has a real interest in reducing the cost of living 
and promoting agriculture. [Applause.] 

DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATION UNFAVORABLE TO THE INTERESTS OF THE 

FARMER, 

The trend of Democratic legislation so far seems to be against 
the agricultural interests, and legislation now before the House 
as a result of the recent Democratic sugar caucus will strike 
another blow at agriculture. Not alone will the sugar producers 
be affected, but the market in Cuba for potatoes grown in the 
United States, and other products of the soil of this country will 
suffer. 

The sugar bill should be called a bill of surrender, It sur- 
renders our advantages in the $62,000,000 Cuban market to 
Canada and it surrenders to the refining interests, the Sugar 
Trust, fifty-two millions of Government income. 

The existing treaty between the United States and Cuba pro- 
yides for the admission into her market of our products at a 
preferential custom rate over other nations of 20 per cent in 
turn for admission into this country of her chief product, which 
is sugar, at a preferential rate of 20 per cent as against the 
rest of the world. 

If the Democratic free-sugar bill is enacted into law and the 
sugar of the world is admitted here free of duty, the treaty 
with Cuba will be ended, as there will no longer be a reason 
for its continuance by that country. The preferential rate on 
sugar is Cuba’s end of that treaty and her reason for con- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 7, 


tinuing her signature to it; in fact, it is what ties Cuba to this 
country commercially. 

Even with this advantage of 20 per cent preferential rate for 
our potatoes which enter Cuba, Canada now sells considerable 
quantities to that country. Take away the 20 per cent prefer- 
ential rate which we now enjoy by passing the Democratic sugar 
‘bill, which will end the treaty, and Canada will sell to Cuba 
all the potatoes that her market will absorb, as eastern Canada 
has direct and cheap water transportation to the Cuban market. 

CUBAN POTATO MARKET. 

From the Bureau of ‘Trade Relations we learn that the United 
States statistics for the year 1911 show that we exported to that 
country in ¢hat year 1,594,000 bushels of potatoes, and the 
bureau expressed the opinion that by far. the greater number of 
Maine potatoes exported eventually landed in Cuba. 

In addition to the 1,594,000 bushels of potatoes that we ex- 
ported into Cuba in 1911, it is a matter of common knowledge 
that during that year shipload after shipload of Maine potatoes 
went to Cuba through the port of St. John, New Brunswick, of 
which no account is taken by the Government in its statistical 
report. f 

We may well take notice of the importance of that market, 
not alone to the potato growers of Maine, but to the northern 
potato growers, from Maine to Michigan and the Dakotas, and 
it is that market for this important farm product that our 
Democratic friends will wipe out with the legislation that they 
propose which will result in the termination of the Cuban 
commercial treaty. 

The Democratic sugar measure will not only strike a blow at 
the potato fields of the East, but also the wheat fields of the 
West, whose production goes to Cuba in the shape of a million 
barrels of flour annually. 

RESULTS OF SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR. 


The vast importance of these trade relations with -Cuba, 
which represent practically the only commercial and financial 
returns for the war that this Government waged for Cuban 
freedom costing us thousands of lives and millions of treasure, 
was realized by the Republican Party when it enacted the last 
tariff law, and in the bill there was inserted a clause to protect 
Cuban reciprocity against any possible interference. 

The Payne tariff law said in section 3: 


Should this treaty now be canceled as a result of Democratic 
legislation it might force Cuba to enter into a reciprocity agree- 
ment with Canada, which country, I understand, is now seeking 
to effect a reciprocal arrangement with the British West Indies, 
Canada, on the termination of the United States treaty, would 
without doubt seek a reciprocal treaty with Cuba, and I have 
no doubt would obtain it, and vastly to our disadvantage, as 
Canada already has great influence in the island. She practically 
monopolizes the banking interests and her capitalists have 
enormous investments in railroads and other enterprises in 
Cuba. 

While the Democratic majority in this House is proposing 


legislation, the enactment of which will destroy our privileges 


in the Cuban market for a great farm product of the United 
States and in effect turn the Cuban market over to Canada, the 
New York Produce Exchange is raising its voice loudly in the 
interests of the flour trade of this country, which is very large 
with the British West Indies, which may be taken away from 
us through a reciprocal treaty with Canada which Canada is 
seeking to make for the purpose of securing that market; and 
I wish to call attention to the press dispatch relating to this 
matter which I insert in my remarks: 


TO STOP CANADA-WEST INDIES RECIPROCITY PACT—OUR FLOUR TRADE TOO 
VALUABLE TO BE PUT IN JHOPARDY—UNITED STATES THEIR NATURAL 
ARKET. 
st New Tonk, March 6, 1922. 
The New York Produce Exchange has launched a campaign arta e 
which it hopes to stir the State Department into immediate activity to 
prevent the enactment of the p reciprocal trade agreement be- 
tween da and the British West Indies. Flour is the chief com- 
modity in which the produce exchange is interested, and the 8 
agreement, it is said, provides for 3 Canadian flour 
est Indies at a reference of 24 cents a barrel. Such a step, it is 
declared, would raise a barrier which the American miller could not 
surmount. The loss of business would be several million dollars a year. 


A statement issued by the produce exchange’s special committee 
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I do not believe for a moment that when the American public 
understands all the results that will follow the passage of the 
free-sugar bill, and that among them will be the loss of the 
great Cuban market for our products, that they can be rallied 
to support such a program of the Democratic Party. 

While the flour trade of this country is calling on the Govern- 
ment to aid it in continuing its flour trade in the British West 
Indies, the lower branch of Congress is discussing a proposition 
which virtually means throwing away a vastly more important 
market—the Cuban market. 

WHAT WE SELL TO CUBA. 


The importance of the Cuban market is realized when atten- 
tion is called to it. Our trade there has doubled since our 
treaty with that island went into effect in 1903. I wish to call 
attention to some of the produce and merchandise that we sold 
there in the fiscal year 1910, Agricultural implements to the 
amount of $170,509; horses, $181,195; mules, $118,448; corn to 
the amount of 2,376,974 bushels, valued at $1,661,149. We sent 
there 791,850 barrels of flour, valued at more than $4,632,000. 
Cuba bought from us carriages, cars, and vehicles of all kinds 
to the amount in round numbers of more than a million dollars, 
and cement to the amount of $458,068, while chemicals, dyes, 
and medicines and articles of that character were sold in that 
market by producers of the United States to the extent of 
$1,447,000. Large quantities of coal, both anthracite and bitu- 
minous, are shipped from the United States to Cuba each year, 
and in 1910 that trade amounted to $2,166,502. 

In 1910 we sold to her merchants 20,635,625 pounds of raw 
coffee valued at $2,455,687, while our cotton manufacturers dis- 
posed of products of their cotton mills to the people of that 
island to the amount of $1,644,498. In 1910 Cuba took the 
product of our henneries to the extent of 3,220,037 dozens of 
eggs valued at over $750,000 and fertilizer amounting to more 
than $559,000; and our steel products were shipped to and sold 
in that island to the amount of $1,467,256, and wire amounting 
to 20,341,902 pounds, valued at $534,092. 

In addition, we sold to Cuban builders hardware, tools, locks, 
hinges, saws, and so forth, to the amount of nearly $2,000,000— 
to be exact, $1,944,393. And that is not all the merchandise that 
she took from us in the shape of metal products. She bought 
such as electrical machinery, printing presses, pumps, pumping 
machinery, sawing machines, locomotives, stationary engines, 
boilers, and parts of engines to the amount of $3,062,957, nails 
and spikes to the amount of over $243,000, and pipes and fittings 
to the amount of $795,149. 

Our manufacturers and exporters of jewelry and other arti- 
cles manufactured from gold and silver sold to the merchants of 
that island, in 1910, $1,701,286 worth of goods; and this trade is 
evidently rapidly increasing in the island and has steadily 
grown since 1906, increasing since that date more than a half 
million of dollars. Our trade in boots and shoes with the islands 
is also a rapidly growing trade, having increased each year and 
nearly doubled since 1906. In 1910 the exports of boots and 
shoes from this country to Cuba amounted to $2,958,103. During 
the year 1910, in the shape of meat and meat products we sold 
to the islands an amount exceeding $6,885,000, and, in addition, 
dairy products amounting to $633,858; and our paper manufac- 
turers sold books, maps, engravings, print paper, writing paper, 
envelopes, and so forth, in that market to the amount of $910,607. 

The products of our forests have always been in large demand 
in Cuba, as there is not produced on the islands timber suitable 
for building purposes. During 1910 she bought the products of 
our forests in the shape of boards, plank, joists, shooks, staves, 
headings, and so forth, to the amount of $2,704,684. 

And this was not all. She took in the shape of furniture to 
the amount of $591,782, and hogsheads, barrels, and other mer- 
chandise of like character to the amount of $1,432,580. 

In the calendar year 1910 the island imported from the United 
States potatoes to the amount of 1,041,152 bushels, while during 
the calendar year 1911, as I have heretofore stated, the im- 
portation from the United States amounted to 1,594,395 bushels. 
I have called attention in detail to some of the products and 
merchandise that we sell to the people of Cuba, that the im- 
portance of this market may be fully realized, as our trade 
with Cuba, which has been continually growing under the favor- 
able provisions of our present treaty, is in great danger of be- 
ing destroyed by the legislation now proposed. 

Our exports to Cuba in the calendar year 1909 were $48,- 
217,689; in 1910, $57,783,617; and in 1911, $62,280,509. These 
totals emphasize the steady growth of our trade in that im- 
portant market. 

CANADIAN COMPETITION IN POTATOES. 

The potato planters of the North may well take notice now 

that this blow at a portion of their market, which will result 
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‘in turning over to Canada advantages that belong to us, is 
sure to be followed by other legislation which will bring them 
face to face with Canadian competition in potato raising. 

Eastern Canada not only has direct communication by water 
to the Cuban market, but also to the principal markets of the 
United States on the eastern coast, thus giving her a decided 


advantage over the American producers of potatoes who have 


to transport to a greater or lesser distance by rail. Not only 
is her land equally as well adapted to the raising of the product, 
but much of it does not require the use of commercial fertilizer 
which is absolutely essential in eastern United States. Another 
advantage of the Canadian which is of the utmost importance 
in potato culture is that he can generally secure plenty of help 
and at much less wages than is paid for farm labor in the 
United States. 

In my remarks in opposition to Canadian reciprocity in Feb- 
ruary, 1911, I called attention to the wage scale along the Cana- 
dian bordér from Eastport, Me., to western New York, on both 
sides of the international line. This scale of wages showed 
clearly that wages were very much lower on the Canadian side. 


The report on wages was secured by the Department of Com- 


merce and Labor at my request. It shows the unequal condi- 


tions that laborers and producers on this side of the line have 


to contend with so clearly that I feel it is not out of place to 
again call attention to this report, and to that end insert it in 
my remarks. This report was compiled the Ist of February, 
1911, and was as follows: 


Farm wages prevailing along the Canadian border. 


United States side. 


Yarmouth, Nova Scotia. 
St. John (N. B.) district... 
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Aroostook County and other counties in northern Maine, ow- 
ing to soil and climate, raise the finest quality of potatoes grown 
in the United States, and raise them in abundant crops amount- 
ing to millions of bushels annually. Aroostook County leads 
the State; Penobscot, Washington, and Piscataquis Counties 
follow; and while Aroostook farmers realize millions of dollars 
from the sale of their potato crops, the farmers of ‘Penobscot, 
Washington, and Piscataquis Counties receive hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars annually from their production of this great 
agricultural product. 


This wonderful potato country has great possibilities in the 
future. It has been stated that Aroostook County alone is 
capable of producing 50,000,000 bushels annually; last year 
it is estimated there were 90,000 acres of land under cultiva- 
tion within the county for the production of potatoes, and that 
the yield was about 18,000,000 bushels. 
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The State of Maine, already the third State in the Union in 
potato culture, is capable of multiplying many times its produc- 
tion of potatoes, which was estimated last year at 28,000,000 
bushels. In the United States, under normal conditions, about 
370,000,000 bushels are annually produced. It is one of the 
great farm products of our country, and owing to its importance 
its market should not be trifled with in legislation. Last year 
there was something of a shortage in the crop, the Government 
reports indicating that the total production was around 
291,000,000 bushels. 2 
THE POTATO STATES. 

More than half the entire production of the United States 
is in the States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, New 
York, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North Dakota, 
which lie along the Canadian border. Across the imaginary 
line in Canada lies land equally as well adapted and less ex- 
pensive to buy and much less valuable, as the American 
farmer has a market for his product, which the Republican 
Party believes in maintaining not only in the United States 
but also in Cuba. 

FREE TRADE IN SUGAR MAY MEAN FREE TRADE IN POTATOES. 

I am ready to hazard the prediction that the Democratic 
caucus, which is ready to sacrifice its Southern and Middle 
West Democrats who represent sugar-producing States, regard- 
less of how much they may protest against free sugar, will as 
readily sacrifice the protective-tariff rate on potatoes, largely in 
the interest of northern farmers, to the Democratic tariff-for- 
revenue and free-trade policy once our Democratic friends get 
in control of both branches of Congress and the Presidency, 
and the protests and pleadings of Northern Democrats in Con- 
gress will not avail to save them or their constituents from 
such a policy. } 

A Democratic friend from the Middle West recently stated 
to me that Democratic voters elected him to come to Washing- 
ton to help save a little protection to the beet-sugar industry. 
of his section, as they feared free sugar from the Philippines, 
which Republicans might favor, but on his arrival here the 
Democratic caucus nearly choked him to death with free sugar 
from all the world. 

FREE POTATOES ALREADY DEMANDED. 

Democrats in Congress have already introduced two bills to 
remove the protective tariff from potatoes and place them on 
the free list, and in addition a House resolution to suspend the 
duty. These measures are now pending before the Democratic 
Ways and Means Committee, as appears by House bill 18225, 
introduced by Mr. Sanark, of Illinois, and House bill 18500, 
introduced by Mr. REDFIELD, of New York, and House joint reso- 
lution, introduced by Mr. Ayres, of New York. 

The Democratic Party shuts its eyes to the fact that the 
legislation pending, if enacted into law, will take from us the 
important advantages we now enjoy in the Cuban market that 
have been secured to-our people and built up under the policies 
of the Republican Party, at the same time depriving this 
Government of fifty-two millions of revenue now collected at 
the customhonses from the refiners of sugar and seek to justify, 
the legislation by asserting that it will reduce the cost of sugar 
to the consumer by the exact amount that the duty is removed. 

The history of tariff legislation shows that placing on the 
free list articles largely controlled by business combines do not 
in every case reduce the cost of the article or its product to the 
consumer. Not long ago Congress was plead with to place 
hides on the free list, and hides were placed on the free list, 
and hides went up and shoes cost the public as much as they did 
before. Hides are largely controlled by the beef and packing 
interests, It is unlikely that the placing of sugar on the free 
list would result in materially lowering its price, as it is also 
controlled by a combine—the refining interests. 

The free listing of agricultural products, as potatoes, for 
instance, would be different. They would have to drop to the 
price level of their chief foreign competitor, as there is no 
combination among the farmers to regulate and support prices, 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. UNDER- 
woop, in his report accompanying the sugar bill, stated that 
cane sugar, which constitutes about four-fifths of the sugar we 
consume, must be refined. Consequently the refining interest is 
the most important factor connected with the sugar manufactur- 
ing in the United States. 

The Democratic majority in this House last summer created 
a special committee to investigate the American Sugar Refining 
Co. and others, and recently that committee filed its report to 
Congress, and in that report states that there is a great combine 
among the refiners of imported raw sugar; that this combine 
controls directly or indirectly about 63 per cent of the sugar 
manufactured and refined in the United States. This combine is 
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what is commonly known as the Sugar Trust, and being by far 
the largest importer of raw sugar annually pays to the Govern- 
ment a large part of the $52,000,000 in customs duties now col- 


lected on sugar. In view of all the facts, I am opposed to re- 
lieving this combine from the obligation to contribute the 
money it now contributes toward the support of the Govern- 
ment, as proposed by the Democratic Party, as the combine, or 
Sugar Trust, will be the principal ones to benefit by this sur- 
render and they will allow but small benefit by way of reduction 
in the cost of sugar to reach the consumer, if any. 

It can but arouse suspicion in the minds of men who know 
something of tariff legislation that every refiner of sugar who 
appeared before the Hardwick sugar committee advocated either 
a heavy reduction in the duty on sugar or absolute free trade. 
Were these men favoring the lowering of duties as against their 
interests? It is inconceivable that they were. These gentlemen 
were: Mr. Spreckels, president of the Federal Sugar Refining 
Co.; Mr. Charles H. Heike, former secretary of the American 
Sugar Refining Co.; Mr. William G. Gilmore, partner of the 
Arbuckle Bros.; James H. Post, president of the National Sugar 
Refining Co.; William A. Jamison, partner of the Arbuckle 
Bros.; Mr. Edwin F. Atkins, vice president of the American 
Sugar Refining Co. 

The special committee states that the effect of the combina- 
tion among refiners and manufacturers of raw sugar and the 
presence or absence of healthy competition is reflected in the 
variation of the margin between the price of raw and refined 
sugar; that the price of refined sugar had been kept up in order 
to pay dividends on bounteously watered stocks. 

Only last summer the combine showed its strength by raising 
the price of sugar as it saw an opportunity to do so, extorting 
an additional profit of 2 cents per pound from the consumer in 
the United States. Can anyone believe in view of these facts 
that the sugar combine would give to the consumers of sugar by 
lowering its cost any appreciable part of the millions of customs 
the Democratic Party is now preparing to surrender? 

The record of the sugar interests show that they have never 
surrendered any gains, lawful or unlawful, except when forced 
to do so. Foreign competition will not interfere with them, 
as sugar is everywhere controlled by combines; they are 
world-wide, and the beet-sugar interests, whose production is 
but one-fifth of our entire consumption of sugar, is not yet 
sufficiently developed to be an important competing factor with 
the refining interests, even though the beet-sugar interests were 
in position to act independent, which all the evidence introduced 
shows that they are not. 

From what source can the American public hope for relief? 
Surely it can not be expected from turning over to the refining 
interests millions of dollars in customs now collected by the 
Government and thus rely on the Sugar Trust to distribute these 
millions to the public by voluntarily reducing the price of sugar. 

The solution of the trust question is one of the great ques- 
tions of the times. It can never be settled through tariff legis- 
lation. Government control in some form will probably be the 
_ final solution. All efforts to control trusts so far have been 

through legislation enacted by the Republican Party, and all 
prosecutions of the trusts have been carried on by Republican 
administrations. 

Our Democratic friends for years have asserted that if they 
were given control of legislation they would stamp out all trust 
evils. They have now been in control of the House over a year, 
the branch of this Government where legislation should be ini- 
tiated. They have had numerous special committees investi- 
gating nearly all the trusts in the country and every phase of 
trust activity. These investigations have cost hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars of public money, and I appreciate that members 
of these committees have been diligent and faithful in their 
service, but not a single recommendation has been made to date 
by the Democratic majority here looking toward the solution 
of this question, and if the Democratic majority leader of the 
House [Mr. Unprrwoop] is correctly reported, no immediate 
solution can be expected. He is reported to have stated in a 
New York speech during the past winter that he did not favor 
any further amendments to the Sherman antitrust law—not, at 
least, for the present. 

Until the Democratie Party can present to the country some 
solution they should cease to charge the Republican Party of 
being responsible for the trusts and their creation. 

Other tariff legislation of the Democratic Party since it se- 
cured control of the House of Representatives has been against 
the interests of the farmers of the country. During the special 
session last summer the majority here passed a wool bill which 
would have committed this country to the purchase of foreign 
wools in the place of domestic wools, would have made our peo- 
ple dependent on the foreign producers of wools by wiping out 
the flocks of our farmers, and the party proceeded te carry out 


this legislation without adequate information; and while it is 
undoubtedly true that the woo] schedule needs revision and 
that its rates can be adjusted to the advantage of the con- 
sumers and the manufacturers of woolens and without destroy- 
ing the growing of domestic wools—regardless of these facts 
— 5 Democratic legislation struck at our farmers and flocks 

The President felt obliged to call a halt on that legislation 
and he vetoed the bill. That his veto was justifiable is-practi- 
cally admitted by the Democratic Party to-day, as they do not 
dare to go before the country on the bill they passed in this 
House last summer, and the President vetoed, as shown by the 
fact that they are now proposing to bring in another wool- 
revision measure. Will their method of tariff revision of this 


Schedule be better this spring than were their proposals last 


summer? 
Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, this is the language my amend- 
ment strikes out of the bill: 


Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For purchase, propaga- 
tion, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shru 
yines, cuttings, and plants; all necessary office fixtures and supplies, 
fuel, transportatio aper, twine, gum, postal cards, gas, electric cur- 
rent, rent outside o e District of Columbia, official traveling expenses, 
and all necessary material and repairs for putting up and tributing 
5 same; for repairs and the employment of local and specal agents, 
clerks, assistants, and other labor required, in the city of Washington 
and elsewhere, $285,680, of which amount not less than $226,940 shall 
be allotted for con ional distribution. And the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is hereby directed to expend the said sum, as nearly as prac- 
ticable, in the purchase, testing, and distribution of such valuable seeds, 
bulbs, shrubs, mma cuttings, and plants, the best he can obtain at 
rivate sale, and such as shall be suitable for the respective 


ublic or 
ocalities to which the same are to be ee and in which same 
are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased 


s include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for plant- 
ing and culture in the various sections of the United States. An equal 
proportion of five-sixths of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants shall, upon their request, after due notification by the Secretary 
of Agriculture that the allotment to their respective districts is ready 
for distribution, be 5 75 to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 
to Congress for distribution among their constituents, or mailed by the 
department upon the receipt of their add franks, in packages of 
such weight as the Secretary of Agriculture and the Postmaster General 
may jointly determine: Provided, however, That opon each envelo 
or wrapper containing packages of seeds the contents thereof shall 
pany indicated, and the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, 

epresentative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and 
locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so that each Mem- 
ber may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best 
ada) to the locality he represents: Provided also, That the seeds 
allotted to Senators and Representatives for distribution in the districts 
embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-fourth 8 of latitude 
shall be ready for delivery not later than the 10th day of January: 
Provided also, That any yore of the allotments to Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates Con remaining uncalled for on the Ist 
day of April shall be distributed by the Secretar 
ing preference to those persons whose names an 
furnished by Senators and Representatives in Congress, and who have 
not before durirg the same season been supplied by the department: 
And provided also, That the 8 shall report, as provided in this 
act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased and the date of 

urchase ; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent 

e Secretary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for 
the same. nd the amount herein appropriated shall not be diverted 
or used for any other porns but for the purchase, testing, propaga- 
tion, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, mulberry and other rare 
and valuable trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants: Provided further, 
That $58,740 of which sum, or so much thereof as the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall direct, may be used to collect, purchase, test, propa- 
gate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, 
cuttings, and plants from foreign countries or from our possessions for 

riments with reference to their introduction into and cultivation in 

this country, and same shall not be distributed 8 but shall be 
used for experimental tests, to be carried on with the cooperation of 
the agricultural experiment stations. 


In offering this amendment to this paragraph in the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill I do not feel that any explanation of 
its effect is necessary. This matter has been, in one form or 
another, brought upon the floor almost with every recurring an- 
nual appropriation bill for the Agricultural Department. I 
want to say that I represent on the floor of this House a dis- 
trict almost wholly agricultural. Of the 265,000 people who 
live in that district more than 200,000 of them are engaged in 
agriculture. There is no provision in this bill for the advance- 
ment of the agricultural interests of this country or for the 
farmer himself that does not have my hearty approyal; but 
this item, which has been carried in the bill since I have been 
a Member of the House, has never met with my approval, and 
I am free to say that, in my judgment, it has never met with 
the approval of the farmer in the United States. In recent 
years there has not existed an agricultural organization, 
whether it be the grange or any other organization, that has 
not at some time passed resolutions condemning this item in 
this appropriation bill. 

I understand, and the farmers of the country have come to 
understand, why this item is so extremely popular here. It is 
popular here not because it is for the benefit of the farmer, 
but, to use plain language, because it is a congressional gra- 
tuity, and the farmers of the country know as well as do my 


of Agriculture, giv- 
addresses have been 
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colléagues who sit around me that this is the fact. The farm- | 


ers are tired—eternally tired—of being fed upon the husks of 
legislation. They are not caring about a 5-eent package of 
garden seeds of doubtful value, particularly when they know 
that they are paying vastly more than this amount in taxes in 
order that they may have them. They are caring intensely 
about some other things that are not receiving the attention 
from the Representatives that they think they ought to have. 
Of all classes in this country the man who digs. his living out 
of the ground is asking less of special favor from the legis- 
lators than any other class in it. He does not want special 
favors nor class legislation. Indeed, his chief complaint is 
that in the past he has been the victim of legislation confer- 
ring special favors upon other people. He is tired of paying 
the bills to meet the favoritism that has been dealt out here 
to other classes of people in the country. 

The farmer wants the substantial things that can be given 
him by this body, and mind you, my colleagues, sooner or later 
he is going to have them, not only because he is asking for 
them, but because of all classes in this country he most de- 
serves them. I will stand upon this floor and advocate any 
measure that tends, or will tend, to make better the conditions 
of the man who lives in the isolation of the country, and by 
whose toil the whole population is fed, and upon whose well- 
being and prosperity depends the welfare and prosperity of the 
country as a whole. deserves at our hands anything that 
will make his life more bearable or his profession more profit- 
able. We have done something for him. This Democratic 
House has passed bills removing the tariff duty from farm im- 
plements, wire and wire fencing, woolen clothes, and other 
necessities. We need to do more, and for that reason, as one, I 
stand and say to-day that instead of giving him a 5-cent pack- 
age of garden seeds to remind him of the approach of spring and 
the congressional primaries, he should be given legislation that he 
is demanding in the form of parcel posts, and he should be given 
a fair chance to market his crops under normal conditions 
without the restrictions of exchanges and speculators upon the 
market. That is what the farmer in this country wants. He 
is tired of this bauble, and if those of my colleagues who dis- 
agree with me—and I realize, Mr. Chairman, that they are 
likely in the majority—think this congressional distribution of 
garden seeds, involving an expenditure of something over 
$260,000, out of which they may send their farmer constituents a 
package of seeds, and at the same time write a letter telling 
of their activities here—if they think they are going to satisfy 
him with that, they are mistaken. If they will pass some other 
legislation, and take out of this bill this paragraph, they will 
then find that it meets with the commendation and the praise 
of the men they are supposedly legislating for in this paragraph. 

Mr. Chairman, I have now, after the speech of my friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER}], exactly the same hope of 
seeing my amendment carried that I had when I introduced it, 
and if the House is indebted to me for nothing else—and I have 
heard whisperings of an organization to get me out of the 
Chamber—it is indebted to me for having brought forth the 
annual production of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CANDEER]. The House of Representatives would have escaped 
it had it not been for my amendment. 

Mr. CANDLER. They did not show much disposition to 
escape. 

Mr. PAGE. They showed no disposition to eseape it, having 
greatly enjoyed it, as I am sure his constituents will when he 
eirculates his speech in his district. 

Mr. Chairman, this matter is not either a small or a light 
matter with me. I am not waging any war upon the agricul- 
tural classes of this country; far from it; neither am I waging 
any war upon my colleagues upon this floor. The Democratic 
Party came into power in the House of Representatives at the 
recent election, and if it was pledged to anything at all it was 
pledged to economy. In my judgment, and I have the right to 
express my own judgment on this floor, here is $268,000 appro- 
priated in this bill that is absolutely useless and practically 
worthless to the class to whom it is pretended the benefits are 
going, and could be stricken from the bill without injuring any 
interest in this country. 

I should feel that I was not true to my own constituency, or 
true to the obligations of my own party, if I had allowed this 
bill to go through with this item in it without making a protest 
against it. The $268,000 involved is only a small amount of the 
cost of this congressional gratuity—their preparation and trans- 
portation through the mails adds immensely to it. 

I know that what I said in the remarks I first submitted to 
this House this morning is true, that gentlemen here place a 
large estimate upon the value of this appropriation; but I desire 
to say to the House that during the first Congress in which I 


had the honor to serve my people, and that is nearly 10 years 
ago, I yoted against this appropriation for the congressional dis- 
tribution of garden seeds, and I have voted against it at every 
opportunity that has presented itself since that time. So far as 
the farmers in my district are coneerned, I know what I am talk- 
ing about when I stand on this floor and say that they not only 
do not approve this appropriation, but that they condemn it, 
and I know that it costs them vastly more than they get out of 
it and it is used for the purpose of keeping them from having 
what they want and what they desire. When my colleague from 
Mississippi [Mr. Canpxer] intimates that the opposition to this 
appropriation comes from those who are interested in the sale 
of seeds in this country, I desire to say that this is tommyrot, and 
nothing less, beeause this Agricultural Department, by the very 
provisions of this bill, is permitted and does buy these seeds 
from the seed growers of the country. There is absolutely noth- 


ing in that argument. z 


Mr. RODDENBERY. 
yield? 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The gentleman does not mean to say 
that the Agricultural Department buys all of its seeds. 

Mr. PAGE. I mean to say that it buys the larger portion of 
them. I would like the gentleman to tell me what proportion. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman know that the 
department opens this seed proposition to the best bidder, irre- 
spective of the grower, or whether he is a seed man? 

Mr. PAGE. I see by the provisions of the bill that the de- 
partment is authorized to buy them at private sale or at auction, 
or in any other way. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman know, as a 
matter of fact, that for the last three years certainly all of the 
seed contracts have been opened to bids of seed men and 
growers. alike? 

Mr. PAGE. I think that is probably true, though I do not 
know it of my own knowledge; but that does not alter the case, 
so far as the gentleman from Mississippi is concerned. If they 
buy them from the seed men, the seed men sell them to the 
Government instead of selling them to the individual. I do not 
see how that can enter into this argument. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman’ know that 
where everything else is equal, the policy of the department is 
to give the contract to the grower in preference to the seed 
men? 

Mr. PAGE. The gentleman does know that where everything 
is equal, where the Government has to buy anything, it pays 
about twice as much for it as does the individual. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman know that on 
the Tth of January of this year 

Mr. PAGE. No; I do not, and the gentleman can get time of 
his own right to tell what happened on the Tth of January. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I merely want to say that it is 
a matter of indifference to me individually whether this appro- 
priation remains in the bill or whether it does not. So long as 
it remains in this bill, and there is a congressional distribution 
of seeds I shall inflict the people in my district with those appor- 
tioned to me, just as every other man does; but I do it only 
because I would be open to reproach if I did not, for a great 
many reasons, and with my eyes open to the fact that my people 
largely do not use them. I have gone through my district 
during a campaign in September and October, have gone into 
the homes of my farmer constituents, one after the other, and 
in the old cupboard in the corner of the living room, where the 
rubbish is put which they are not quite willing to throw away, 
but that they consider of little or no value, you will find the 
garden seeds I have sent them. I have asked the question, 
“Why didn’t you plant them?” And they have replied that 
they did not simply because they could not depend upon them 
and that they were afraid to risk them, and that their ground 
was worth too much to take the risk. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PAGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Have the farmers’ unions passed resolu- 
tions. condemning the seed distribution? 

Mr. PAGE. I can not say positively, though numerous indi- 
vidual officers and members of this organization haye con- 
demned this proposition in private conversation with me, and 
every reputable agricultural paper of which I have any knowl- 
edge has declared it a waste of public money. 

Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in this matter or in any 
other that has come before this body for consideration since I 
have had the honor of membership in it has been to favor and 
help to pass such legislation as was in the interest of the great 
mass of the people, te thoroughly and honestly reflect the will 
of that immediate constituency who have honored and com- 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
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missioned me as their Representative, to reflect here by voice 
and vote their will and to guard their interests. They are 
opposéd, and rightly, to being taxed, even though it is indi- 
rectly, to swell the profits of the trusts and monopolies that 
have grown up under the policy of protection.. They still be- 
lieve in the soundness of the old slogan “ Equal rights to all 
and special privileges to none.” They are willing to contribute 
their proportion to the funds necessary to properly and eco- 
nomically administer the affairs of their Government. They 
are themselves an economical people and believe that their 
Government should be careful of its expenditures. I have 
never received a commission from them to loot the Treasury 
that they must help to keep filled, but rather to guard it against 
those who would recklessly invade it for private or local gain. 
I have made no boast as to the amount of money I have been 
able to take from the Treasury for investment in my district, 
but, on the other hand, haye spent my time and energies in 
efforts to prevent useless expenditures everywhere. 

Under the administration of the Agrieultural Department 
much has been accomplished for the advanee of the science of 
agriculture, and as time goes on much more will be done, and 
I shall lend my voice and vote to every measure that has in it 
the advancement of the science and of the men who follow it. 
But I shall not vote now nor in the future to expend nearly 
$300,000 for an item the leading purpose of which is to help 
the Member of Congress gain the good will and support of a 
class of his constituents. If my service does not entitle me to 
their confidence, I shall not undertake to secure their support 
in this way. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, farming conditions must be 
somewhat less attractive in North Carolina than those in Texas. 
It does not take a few packages of seed to make farm life at- 
tractive or to make a man love the country in my State, where 
conditions are altogether charming. In Texas we plant and we 
reap and nearly always have a satisfactory yield. In Texas, in 
the country, all the land is covered with flowers and the trees 
are full of singing birds. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman permit a question? Is it 
not true in Texas, as elsewhere, that the trend of population is 
to the cities and mostly away from the country? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. No; I think not. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
flowers that bloom in the spring have nothing to do with the 
case which I meant to discuss.» I was just haying a little jest 
with the gentleman from North Carolina. I rose for the purpose 
of making a serious complaint against some of the officials of 
the Department of Agriculture. I do not think I will have to 
raise the question of personal privilege that anybody is trying 
to steal any large section of the State, and no man can over- 
state the value of Texas lands when he is trying to induce 
purchasers. What I complain of is that the Government has 
some special agents of the Department of Agriculture who are 
circulating around through the State of Texas undertaking, 
from what I can gather, to advise the farmers in the conduct 
of business—which, I think, they understand much better than 
those agents—and giving the farmers a lot of mischief-making 
advice. I have received a large number of letters in the last 
few days from constituents telling me that Mr. So-and-so, an 
agent of the Department of Agriculture, had been there on ter- 
tain farm-demonstration work, or delivering lectures, or some- 
thing of that kind, and that he was advising them to write to 
their Representatives in Congress to get cotton seed. Now, I 
am not making an appeal for a greater allowance for seed. 
Really, I think perhaps it might be reduced. Asa matter of fact, 
each Member receives 100 packages of cotton seed, a peck to 
each package. The demand created by these pestiferous agents 
of the Department of Agriculture can not be met. Yesterday I 
received in my mail one letter containing the addresses of 12 
farmers, to each of whom I was requested to send a p..ckage 
of cotton seed. My 100 packages had been distributed, and 
unless some gentlemen from the banana belt of the Dakotas or 
Massachusetts comes to my rescue and gives me some cotton 
seed, or some one who represents a city constituency, I do not 
know what I am going to do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Take my part. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think that the Secretary of Agriculture 
should tell his agent, and tell him plainly, that that line of 
advice must be stopped. I have here a sample of letters of many 
that I have received in the last week. One of them says: 


Mr. A. J. Mackey stayed here last night, and he told me you had some 
Lone Star cotton seed— 


I will say to my friend from North Carolina that is the 
est 
that you are giving out to the farmers. 

Here is another one which says: 


Mackey, an agent of the Department of Agriculture, stayed here last 
night, and advised, ete. : = 


Last year, Mr. Chairman, an agent of the Department of 
Agriculture, from Waco, I think it was, advertised in the news- 
papers that an unlimited supply of cotton seed was at the com- 
mand of yarious Members of Congress in the State of Texas, 
and recommended to the farmers to send for them. Well, they 
sent. Of course, it was impossible to meet the demand, and 
now I ask the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, who 
has this bill in charge, if he can not incorporate in it, in some 
form or other, an amendment forbidding the Department of 
Agriculture from indulging in this bunco game with the farm- 
ers. 

If the agents of the department create or stimulate this 
demand, then, of course, the department should supply the 
seed. If it can not do so; if it has no appropriation from which 
to do so, it ought to recall its agents, who inspire farmers to 
ask for what they know they can not get, or take some steps 
to compel them to quit telling things that are not true. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this question produces discus- 
sion every session of Congress. I anticipated that it would 
occur again, but I did not think that the amendment would 
possibly come from this side of the House. Now, in looking 
over this bill in anticipation of what might happen here, I sug- 
gested to one member of the committee who is always inter- 
ested in seeds to be prepared to present the committee’s views, 
inasmuch as this appropriation is in the bill, and Mr. Canprer, 
of Mississippi, will answer the gentlentin from North Carolina, 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I indulged the hope that the 
chairman seems to have—that this amendment which has been 
presented by the gentleman from North Carolina would not be 
offered to the present bill. This question has been fought out 
in Congresses preceding this, and the result upon all occasions 
has been the same as I believe it will be upon this occasion. 
The gentleman presents the usual argument that certain organ- 
izations over the country are opposed to this distribution and 
that, in his judgment, the adoption of this amendment will 
meet the approval of those organizations; and, further, he 
states he believes the people would also approve if this provi- 
sion is stricken out. 

We had occasion when I was a member of the Agricultural 
Committee a few years ago to thoroughly test and investigate 
the conditions which existed and the sentiment which was be- 
hind the proposition to eliminate the provision which now ap- 
pears in this bill. It appeared at that time that the sentiment 
which was behind the resolutions which were passed by differ- 
ent organizations throughout the country and the discussions 
which appeared in the newspapers throughout the land was in 
a large measure instigated by the people who produced seeds 
and who wanted to sell them to the people, and who were at 
that time recognized as a “seed trust” in the United States 
and were trying to prevent the farmer receiving even one single 
package of seed from the Government. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it not true that these seeds that are sent out 
by the Members of Congress, known as the congressional distri- 
bution, are bought by the Agricultural Department from the 
seed growers of the United States? 

Mr. CANDLER. Not entirely, by any means. 

Mr. PAGE. What proportion of them? 

Mr. CANDLER. A great many of them are produced under 
the direct supervision of the Agricultural Department at the 
experiment stations and on the experiment farms throughout 
this country. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Is it not true that while at present the de- 
partment purchases from individuals who have been successful 
in producing certain seeds, that if they were to cut that out 
these seed growers would have a monopoly of the whole 
business? 

Mr. CANDLER. They would have absolutely a monopoly of 
the whole business throughout the country; and that was the 
point I was attempting to make when I was interrupted by the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pace]. The evidence 
taken before the Agricultural Committee at the time to which 
I refer, when there was the greatest contest ever made in refer- 
ence to this proposition, thoroughly demonstrated that to be 
the truth. It is true that some of these seeds are bought from 
the seedsmen, but they are bought and tested by the Agricul- 
tural Department, and none of them are sent through this dis- 
tribution until they have been thoroughly tested as to type, as 
to their productiveness, and as to their soundness, and every- 
thing that goes to make up the very best possible seed which 
can be furnished to the people by any means whatsoever. 
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Therefore, while it may be true that it amounts to but little 
to the individual farmer or to the individual person throughout 
this country, it amounts to this much: It goes into every home 
practically in every congressional district throughout the United 
States of America. It is practically the only direct means of 
communication between the citizens in the hamlet and in the 
vale, in the valley and on the hilltop in this country, with the 
Government which he supports and which he maintains by 
digging the prosperity which he gives to the Government out of 
the ground in the sweat of his own face. 

And it is as little as can be done to furnish the farmer 
throughout this country at least one avenue through which he 
may communicate with this great Government which he has 
done so much to sustain. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAGE. One question. The gentleman speaks of the com- 
munication of the farmer and the great mass of the people with 
the Government through this package of garden seeds. Would 
the gentleman accept an amendment sending out these seeds 
directly by the Agricultural Department and leaving off his 
frank? 

Mr. CANDLER. I would not, I am frank to say, because my 
people send me here to look after their interests, and I believe 
J can look after the distribution of seeds for my district better 
than the Agricultural Department. If it was left absolutely 
to the Department, they might believe my people were entitled 
to a few packages of seeds or they might not believe it. They 
might believe that the great bulk of the seeds should go into 
one section of the country and that only a small quantity 
should go into another section of the country. Let us send 
them to all alike, and this can only be done through the present 
system of distribution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Mississippi may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANDLER. With pleasure. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi that if we should agree and it should be provided 
that the Agricultural Department should send out all these 
seeds, is it not true that the department officials, not being per- 
sonally acquainted with all the people in the various districts, 


a great many widows and very poor people, mechanics and. 


laborers in towns, who have little garden patches, and people of 
that kind, might be left out and might not get the benefit of this 
great distribution? 

Mr. CANDLER. There is no doubt but that condition would 
exist and that result be obtained. I dare say that every Mem- 
ber, practically, pursues the course I do, in all general 
at least, and that is to see that everybody, so far as it is possi- 
ble, shall receive some benefit, though it be small, from this 
distribution. My rule is and always has been to try to get the 
names of the widows, as well as the old men, and the young men 
and the bright, blue-eyed, rosy-cheeked girls, and to see that 
they are all supplied with garden and flower seed when it is 
possible to supply them. [Applause.] I seek through my friends 
to especially get the name of every widow in my district and 
send to her a package of garden seed. [Applause.] 

When you say that the people do not want these seeds you 
simply state something that is unfounded in fact, so far as my 
observation and experience go, because there is not a single 
mail that comes into my office or a single day that goes over 
my head during the time that this distribution is being made 
in which I do not receive requests from gentlemen, from ladies, 
from boys and girls throughout my district to send them garden 
seed and flower seed. [Applause.] 

People do not take the time to sit down and write a letter 
and inclose it in an envelope and put a 2-cent stamp on it and 
put it in the post office, and send it on its mission to Washing- 
ton, asking a little service at the hands of their Representative 
in Congress, when they do not want what they ask for. No; 
they put themselyes to this trouble because they really do want 
this service, and really do want the package of flower seed or 
the package of garden seed that they ask for. [Applause.] 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. ELLERBE. This is with me rather a serious matter, 
and I want to ask my friend one or two questions. 

Mr. CANDLER. I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

` Mr. ELLERBE. Is it not true that the Government is trying 
to eradicate the boll weevil in Texas and spending a great deal 
of money in that avork? 
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Mr. CANDLER. Yes; and in other parts of the country, and 
in Mississippi as well. 

Mr. ELLERBE. I meant particularly in Texas, where it 
first started. 

Mr. CANDLER. Yes. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Is it not true that a package of cottonseed 
was sent out from the Agricultural Department, and the result 
of the sending of those seeds proved that the best method of 
preventing the ravages of the boll weevil was to be obtained by 
planting that early variety of cotton and thus preventing the 
ravages of the pest? Is not that true? 

Mr. CANDLER. That is true. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Was not a package of tomato seed sent to 
New Jersey, and did not the variety of tomatoes developed 
from those seed eventually enable the people up there to get 
75 cents a basket for their tomatoes, where they formerly got 
only 15 cents, and did not that enable them to lift their mort- 
gages from their farms? Is not that true? 

Mr. CANDLER. It is. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Is it not true also that packages of Rocky 
Ford canteloupe seed, sent into various localities, have enabled 
the people there to lift their mortgages from their farms? 

Mr. CANDLER. I think that is true. 

Mr. ELLERBE. I do not know what is sought to be done 
here, but, as a man who was born on a farm and who spent all 
his life on the farm, I think this House will make a great mis- 
take if it knocks out this appropriation. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANDLER. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the time of the gentleman be extended half an hour. 

Mr. CANDLER. I thank my good friend, but I think 10 
minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman be allowed to proceed for 10 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Byrnes] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. CANDLER] be allowed to proceed for 10 minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANDLER. Everything that has been said by my dis- 
tinguished friend from South Carolina [Mr. ELLERBE] is abso- 
lutely true. The proof of it is apparent when you begin to try 
to secure information as to the good effect of the distribution 
of seed. You find it is so great as to be almost impossible of 
ascertainment, because of the fact that the benefits derived 
from it go throughout the length and breadth of this land, in 
every neighborhood, in very State, in every community, in every 
county, and in every subdivision of every county in this broad 
land. . [Applause.] = 

The matter mentioned by the distinguished gentleman when 
he referred to the Rocky Ford cantaloupe is a good illustra- 
tion of other matters of the same kind. That cantalbupe not 
only now supplies the East, which did not know about the rich- 
ness and the lusciousness of it until it was furnished by the 
seed from the Department of Agriculture which produced it, 
but it is sent to the general markets of the country and sup- 
plies the tables of those who live in the great cities as well as 
in the towns. Not only that, it is going across the waters to 
supply foreign shores and foreign tables therein, and it per- 
mits the bringing back of the substance of those shores to our 
country. It is the only variety of cantaloupe that will bear 
exportation to foreign countries and preserve its sweetness 
until it reaches the foreign shores. [Applause.] Now, so far 
as was suggested by my friend a moment ago, that the farmers 
want other kinds of legislation, it is true they want some other 
kinds of legislation,.and I daresay there is not a man on this 
floor who is more ready to give them what they want than I 
am. If there is one thing I have tried to do since I have been 
a Member of Congress, it has been to advance the interests of 
the agriculturist, te advance the interests of the farmer 
throughout the United States of America, whether he live- 
North, South, East, or West. When it comes to the man who 
goes down and digs his living out of the ground and works it 
out in the sweat of his face, I am ready to lend him a helping 
hand for garden seeds or anything else which he may desire. 
Whatever legislation he wants he ought to have, and I will 
join you and give it to him. [Applause.] It may be com- 
mendable and necessary for us to consider economy, and I am 
willing to economize along any line which may be presented 
wherever true economy can be obtained, except upon the farm- 
ers of the United States of America. [Applause.] I am not 
willing to economize on them, because the record shows that 
they are the ones who take care of this Government in times of 
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stress and storm, in troubles, trials, tribulations, and sorrow. 
Whenever we want prosperity we must look to the farmer, be- 
cause it is from his products that the balance of trade is 
brought from yonder shores to the people of the United States 


of America. Taking into consideration every other product 
that can be exported, of every kind and description, without 
the farmer the balance of trade against this great country 
would have run up into millions upon top of millions of dol- 
lars. But the products of the farm haye gone into the foreign 
trade and brought the yellow gold back from foreign shores 
and filled our coffers, so that we havea balance of trade in favor 
of the United States of America to-day that runs up into the 
billions of dollars, 

I find by investigation that during the last five years we have 
appropriated for the Navy Department of this Government the 
enormous sum of $728,000,000. During the same period of time 
we have appropriated for the War Department $786,000,000, 
whereas we haye only appropriated for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, from 1839 down to and including the year 1912, the small, 
the insignificant, the pitiful sum, in comparison with these 
others, of $168,000,000. Still to-day you propose to take away 
from the farmer the little pittance of garden seed. You would 
take away from his sweet wife, who labors with him day by day 
and helps to keep up the prosperity of the country and to main- 
tain its welfare, its purity, and its nobility, the little package 
of flower seeds that goes to decorate her front yard. [Ap- 
plause.] You would take away from her the seeds that would 
produce the vine that would grow in front of the window to 
lend gladness to the sunshine with its brilliancy and carry joy 
through the window of the humble cottage. [Applause,] I do 
not believe this House will indulge in any such economy as this. 
I do not believe it will take away from the people of this 
country this small pittance and send a message into every home 
that the Congress of the United States, while willing to appro- 
priate billions of dollars for these other purposes, are not willing 
to appropriate the small sum herein provided for to furnish a 
package of garden seed, or a package of flower seed, or a pack- 
age of cotton seed, or other kinds of seed to those who want 
them. This is an important question. It is so important that 
I secured a quantity of a certain variety of early maturing cot- 
ton seed that I believe will be good for Mississippi and good for 
the first congressional district, and am now distributing them 
in order to get ahead of the boll weevil, as was suggested a mo- 
ment ago, by getting an early maturing variety of cotton, so 
that it will go in advance of the boll weevil and circumvent his 
disastrous onslaught upon the greatest commercial asset and 
the greatest agricultural product in all this land, which is cot- 
ton. [Applause.] 

That cotton seed is named “Candler’s Prolific.” It is going 
into the State of Mississippi to-day, and I hope it is going to 
be so prolific that it will get-ahead of the .boll weevil and 
preserve the cotton crop in the first congressional district, and 
if you will send these valuable seeds throughout the country 
in time I sincerely trust we may save the cotton crop of the 
country. [Applause.] 

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. Will the gentleman state what is the 
name of this early cotton seed? 

Mr. CANDLER. It is called “Candler’s Prolific.” [Ap- 
plause.] Therefore not only is this cotton proposition very 
important, but the diversification of crops in connection with 
the distribution of the seeds is a very important matter to 
the South, to the people of the South, where the boll weevil has 
appeared and is absolutely destroying the cotton crop; where 
the people are not prepared to meet it. My distinguished col- 
league from Mississippi [Mr. Dickson], who is not present 
now, having been called home by serious illness in his family, 
lives to-day on the farm and in the house where he was born. 
He has been raising cotton during all these years. Four years 
ago he raised 376 bales of cotton, the next year 173 bales, and 
the next year 36 bales. This past year, with 18 families which 
he supported and took care of and provided the necessaries 
of life for and used to the best advantage, he produced only a 
bale and a fraction of cotton upon his home farm. You will 
readily see from this concrete example the importance of this 
situation. These seeds are sent into localities to determine by 
actual experiment whether they will prevent the difficulty the 
people are haying, and then by demonstration showing that they 
ean escape this trouble, and by following up the results of these 
experiments and demonstrations they prevent the awful disaster 
that overhangs them like a great cloud beneath which they 
will be submerged and their crops destroyed, and the absolute 
prosperity of that whole section of the country taken away. 

This, my friends, is not a small question. I have stood here 
and fought for it in days gone by. I hoped that the battle was 
ended; but I want to tell you that as long as this fight is kept 


up I am going to stand in the front line and protect the inter- 
ests of the farmers in this country. [Great applause] Now, 
I will not take the time of the House longer. I have many 
other matters that I want to say, and should I say them, judg- 
ing from the enthusiasm around me and the cries to go on, 
I have no doubt they would interest you, but I desist in order 
to secure a vote as soon as possible, and ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mississippi 
has shown himself worthy of the name I have given him. 

A Memere. What is that name? 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman from Mississippi will tell you. 
[Laughter.] I now, Mr. Chairman, move that all debate on this 
paragraph and amendments thereto close in 10 minutes. We 
must get along with the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not make his motion 
cover all amendments to the paragraph. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, I haye an amend- 
ment that I want to offer. 

Mr. LAMB. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I will modify my mo- 
tion and say 10 minutes on the two pending amendments. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. What two amendments? 

Mr. LAMB. The two that are pending—the one offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina and the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine. My motion 
is that all debate on these two amendments be closed in 10 min- 
utes. $ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia modifies his 
motion that the debate on these two pending amendments close 
in 10 minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to disagree 
with my colleague [Mr. Pace] in the amendment which he has 
offered to strike out the provision of the bill. In fact, I think 
the greatest merit in the amendment arises from the reputation 
of the gentleman who presented it. The item proposed to be 
stricken out provides for the purchase, testing, propagation, and 
distribution of seed of improved varieties. I have been able to 
keep somewhat in touch with advances in agricultural methods 
during the past decade or more, and the greatest advance has 
been in recognition of the value of propagation and selection 
and testing of improved seeds. No greater advance has been 
made in agriculture than the lessons which have come from the 
testing of seeds, particularly of the staple crops. 

Mr. PAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMALL. We are all famillar—I have only five minutes. 

Mr. PAGE. For a question, or, rather, a statement. I want 
to say to my colleague that my amendment leaves $58,000 in 
the bill for the testing of rare and valuable seed. 

Mr. SMALL. I understand that, Mr. Chairman, and that 
would not accomplish the purpose which is intended by this 
provision. We are all familiar with the wizard, Luther Bur- 
bank, and nearly all he has accomplished in a large part of his 
work has been reached by the process of selection of seed. Now, 
this bill provides for the propagation and the testing, and, as I 
understand it, while the department is authorized to purchase 
seeds from any available sources, yet all of those seeds before 
they are distributed have samples taken from them and are put 
through a process of testing by which their germinating quali- 
ties and their virility is ascertained, and no seeds are distributed 
unless they are tested in this manner. I regard this work as 
being a valuable one. I know there are certain newspapers 
which ridicule it; I know that occasionally you may find a 
farmer who is unappreciative of them; and yet if my constitu- 
ents—and I live in an agricultural district—are typical of the 
other agricultural districts of the country, I happen to know 
that this distribution is appreciated by most, if not all, of the 
intelligent farmers. Time after time—I am sure to the extent of 
more than 1,000 letters every year—I get communications from 
farmers telling me of the value of this or that variety of seed, 
and I happen to know—— 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SMALL. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman stated the farmers who get 
the seed greatly appreciate them. Ought not they to be inter- 
ested enough to write for them? I will ask that question first, 
and will follow that with another. 

Mr. SMALL. Well, Mr. Chairman, that may work in theory, 
but not in actual practice. There is not a Representative in 
this House from an agricultural district who is not entirely 
familiar with the indisposition of the average farmer to corre- 
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spond with his Representative, and in conversation with them, 
as other Members I am sure will testify, I have had them to 
say to me, “I wished to write you about such a matter, or I 
wished to get some information from you, but for one reason 
or another failed to write you.” The fact that this large quan- 
tity of seed might not be distributed, if its distribution was de- 
pendent upon personal requests for them, is no criterion of the 
extent to which they are appreciated by the farmers in the 
agricultural districts. 

Mr. JACKSON. Are there not two sides to this question 
also? Ought the Government to be expected to make an ap- 
propriation here practically of a quarter of a million dollars, 
leaving a large part of it—most of it—at the disposal of the 
Congressmen, solely because yon say the men who want these 
seed will not write for them, when if they know that they 
would write for them the men whom it would benefit could be 
Served at half the expense? 

Mr. SMALL. But, Mr. Chairman, to put the proposition the 
other way: Is a Representative here, supposed to be conversant 
with the activities of the exécutive departments, to expect his 
constituents to be equally as conversant as he is and to write 
him for information, for publications, or for other results of 
the activities of the department. It is the duty of the Repre- 
sentative to be in the adyance guard and through those activi- 
ties to serve his constituents. [Applause.] 

Mr. ELLERBE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
All time has expired. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that this amendment may be reported again, for 
the information of those who did not happen to be in. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment and 
the amendment to the amendment will be again reported. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment and the amendment to the amendment were 
again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. Pace) the committee divided; 
and there were—ayes 19, nees 84. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado and Mr. PEPPER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] 
is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. z 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Colorado offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 26, after line 10, insert: 

“That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
purchase and special distribution of seeds in those sections of the West- 
ern States where,.on account of the drought of 1911, the crops were a 


failure, the same to be distributed at the discretion of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, to be immediately available.” 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Colorado [Mr 
Tay tor] yield to me for a suggestion? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman object to amending his 
nmendment by inserting the words “ field and garden“? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; I will be perfectly willing 
to accept that modification. 

Mr. MONDELL. That would evidently cover what the gentle- 
man desires, I understand. 

Mr. LEVER. It is understood that the point of order is re- 
served against the amendment and the change suggested by the 
gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 


I ask to have the amendment 


modified in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 4 
Mr. MONDELL. I ask, subject to the point of order, unan- 
imous consent that before the word “seeds” the words “ field 
and garden” be inserted. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wyoming asks unan- 
imous consent that the amendment be modified, subject to the 


point of order, as he has suggested. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, I want to call the 
attention of the House briefly to the condition which makes this 
amendment necessary. You will all remember that a few years 
ago Congress passed what is known as the enlarged or 320- 
acre dry-farming homestead act. Under that law there have 
been thousands of people who have gone out into what was 
formerly known as the Great American Desert and located 
homesteads. During most years there have been sufficient rains 
so that many of those people have gotten a good start and are 
doing well. Generally speaking, the law has been a benefit in 
the development of the West. But during the last two years in 
some districts there has been an absolute drought, no rain or 
snow whatever, and thousands of those homesteaders through- 
out the West have not been able to raise anything for two 
years. We get a great many heartrending appeals from large 
portions of several States throughout the West describing the 
pitiable conditions of those settlers. Some of them have even 
sold everything they have to live on, and have no possible way 
by which they can get seed to plant during this spring. There 
are only a few small districts in eastern Colorado where this 
condition prevails. My amendment is for the relief of all new 
settlers throughout all the drought-stricken districts of the West. 
If the Government would come to the relief of these settlers and 
furnish them with even a small amount of seed just for the 
starting over again, it would be an act of common humanity, 
and it would be a wonderful benefit to a large number of de- 
serving people in those temporarily unfortunate portions of the 
West. It does seem to those of us who come from that conntry, 
that while we are so liberally appropriating hundreds of thou- 
sands, yes, millions of dollars for experimental work and other 
work in the Agricultural Department, that this is a place where 
Congress could not only do a wonderful amount of good, but 
you would be saving the homes and almost saving the lives of 
thousands of bona fide settlers, good people, who are following 
out the noblest instincts of the human race in trying to establish 
a home. I feel that this is an amendment which ought to appeal 
to this House, and that the committee itself ought to join with 
me in supporting the amendment to furnish to these unfortunate 
and discouraged people merely a few seeds to be distributed 
under the supervision of the Agricultural Department. 

I have personally taken this matter up with Secretary Wilson 
of the Department of Agriculture, and he recognizes the merits 
of this claim. He has written to me and told me personally 
that if there could be an appropriation secured for this purpose 
he would very gladly distribute the seed in a way that would 
do the most good and endeavor to save the homes and be of 
untold benefit to those settlers. I earnestly hope that the House 
will favor this amendment and will allow those people to have 
this necessary seed with which to get another start. This is 
not for experimentation, nor for anything that is theoretical; 
it is practical; it isa matter of dire necessity. 

The Secretary of Agriculture some time ago promised, if he 
possibly could, to furnish me with an additional supply over 
my allotment of garden seeds, so that I might send them to 
the drought-stricken portions of eastern Colorado, and I have 
been very much in hopes that I might be able to secure enough 
in that way to supply these settlers with at least enough to 
provide a garden for them. But Secretary Wilson advised me 
the other day that the demands for seed this spring have been 
so great that the supply of the department is completely ex- 
hausted and that he can not furnish me any. So that, unless 
this appropriation is made, there will be many homesteaders 
throughout several of the Western States who will be com- 
pelled to leave their claims uncultivated and unoccupied dur- 
ing the coming season and the claimants go away to earn a 
living and if possible earn something with which to get an- 
other start. 

Mr. Chairman, in this connection and in answer to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. PAGE], 
and which amendment seems to be offered every year by 
some Member, to strike out the appropriation for the purchase 
and distribution of garden and flower seeds, I want to offer 
a few suggestions regarding the manner of distributing these 
seeds by the Members of the Senate and the House. 

Before I came to Congress I had the impression, which seems 
to be quite common throughout the country, that the sending 
out of these seeds was a waste of material and energy, and 
that no one was benefited excepting the people who raise the 
seeds. I think that impression is in some cases correct, and 
that the way many Members send out the seed they are very 
largely wasted and little appreciated. I understand that many 
Members send their seeds out in bulk, sometimes several large 
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sacks full, to the political leaders of their party in their dis- 
trict; and often these party leaders do not make any system- 
atic attempt to distribute them among people who want and 
would use them. I understand there is often no effort to 
systematically ascertain who wants and who will beneficially 
use these seeds. I am advised that other Members take the 
poll list of the voters in their disrtict and send one package 
to each voter. They might just about as well throw the seeds 
away, because one package of seed is not sufficient to do any- 
one any good, and 6 out of 10 packages of seed sent out that 
way go to people who care nothing about them and who can 
make no use of them and do not want them. They are thrown 
in the wastebasket, and it is ridiculed and has by those people 
become a kind of an annual standing joke. Moreover, I do 
not believe in making the distribution of seeds a matter of 
partisan politics. Because a congressional district is repre- 
sented by either a Democrat or a Republican is no reason why 
the poor people, or people who are not poor, who want and 
will beneficially use these seeds should have no opportunity of 
obtaining them unless they belong to the same political party 
as the man who happens to be elected to Congress from their 
district. Besides, when they are sent out in that manner there 
is little or no selection of the varieties, and often the seeds 
are entirely unsuited to the climate and locality to which they 
are sent, which very naturally disgusts the people. 

I think that way of distributing, or, rather, wasting the 
seeds, ought te be stopped. I think the distribution ought to 
be made in a systematic way and in a nonpartisan way.. If the 
seeds could be sent only to those who want them, I believe they 
would do 10 times more good than they do at the present time. 
I have thought about this matter and inyestigated it consider- 
ably, and I adopted a system last spring and am following it 
this spring. I prepared a letter to the newspapers of my State 
briefly calling their attention to the fact that my annual allot- 
ment of vegetable and flower seeds was ready for distribution 
and that I would not send any seeds whatever to anybody ex- 
cepting to those who wrote me a letter or postal card request- 
ing them, because I did not want to waste them or bother any- 
one with seeds who did not care for them, but stating I-would 
be very glad to send a few packages to every one who cared 
enough about them to drop me a line giving me his or her name 
and address. I asked the newspapers to kindly publish that 
letter or mention its substance. I sent those letters to nearly 
all the newspapers in the State. I, of course, did not send them 
te all the newspapers in the large cities, but to such papers in 
the cities as I knew circulated largely among the laboring peo- 
ple; and I tried to reach every paper in the country counties, 
especially where there are new settlers. Some of the more parti- 
san Republican papers will not mention it, but a few of them do. 

Mr. MANN. About how many requests for seeds does the gen- 
tleman receive during the course of the year? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I receiyed over 8,000 last spring. 
I am now receiving requests at the rate of about 250 a day. I 
received 478 letters in one day last March and over 2,000 in one 
week. 

Mr. MANN. Are they made-up lists? ; 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No, sir. They are individual let- 
ters and postal cards coming from all over the State of Colo- 
rado. There were over 100 newspapers in the State that pub- 
lished my letter last week or the week before, and the people 
who want the seeds are writing directly to me for them. I am 
not sending out any in bulk or to Democratic committeemen or 
to a soul who does not personally request them. 

Mr. MANN. When we had this discussion up once before in 
the House, although I never yoted for the appropriation, I 
brought on the floor of the House 10,000 requests which I re- 
ceived one spring from my district, which is a city district. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas or the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas first. 

Mr. JACKSON. Does not the gentleman believe that if the 
plan which he has followed—and which, I want to say, I have 
followed with satisfaction to myself—could be carried on at the 
department it could be done at one-fourth or one-half of the 
cost to the Government at which the present plan of sending 
out seed to everybody is carried on? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes; possibly it could. But, as 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Canpier] has well said, 
that system might not always be satisfactory. 

Mr. JACKSON. And that the people who need seeds could 
secure them better in that way than under the present plan? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes; I think that would be an 
improvement over the present system of most Members. But 
I do not send my seed slips down to the department to be filled. 


I started out that way when I first came here, but I found that 
the department frequently sent out seeds that were of no use 
in my State, and sometimes they reached there too late, and 
some of my constituents criticized me for it. I now have the 
seed slips all addressed in my office, and I employ additional 
help at my own expense and pack all the seeds in my office. 
As long as I have them, I pack and send to each person three 
or four packages of a variety of vegetable seeds and one pack- 
age of a variety of flower seeds; and I know that there were 
thousands of homes in Colorado last year that had a good 
garden and a small variety of flowers as a result of my indi- 
vidual distribution, and I know the seeds I am now sending 
out will be a source of happiness in thousands of homes in my 
State this coming summer. I secured an extra allotment last 
spring and sent out over 200,000 of the small packages of vege- 
table seeds and 20,000 small packages of flower seeds, and I 
expect to send out as many this spring. This involves an enor- 
mous amount of extra work and personal expense, but I know 
it does an inestimable amount of good. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. I know that the gentleman is in 
favor of the distribution of seeds as much as I am. Has he 
eer many letters protesting against the distribution of 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think I have received in three 
years possibly a half dozen letters asking me to vote against the 
seed distribution. But no one eyer has the opportunity to pro- 
test against my sending him seeds, because no one gets them 
from me unless he asks for them. I have received two or three 
protests from seed houses or stores dealing in seeds. But I do 
not feel that they are materially injured or affected by this seed 
distribution. I think if it were not for this Government seed 
distribution that the seed trust might make the people pay a 
good deal more than they do for seeds. I have changed my 
opinion entirely on this seed matter since coming to Congress. 
I absolutely know that seeds sent out in the way I am distribut- 
ing them do a world of good. 

I get hundreds and hundreds of letters—I may say thousands 
of letters—and postal cards from women, many of them from 
the wives of laboring men in the cities and new settlers in the 
country asking me for a few seeds. Afterwards many of them 
write me, saying that they got John“ to spade up the back 
yard, and they planted and irrigated the garden, and had all the 
vegetables the family could eat and some to give to their neigh- 
bors, besides having some flowers to beautify their little homes. 
When anyone says the people do not want these seeds he sim- 
ply does not know what he is talking about. A great many boys 
and girls write to me for them. If these people had to buy 
the seeds, even though they cost only a few cents, they might 
not do so. I try to get them into the homes of those who most 
need them. The seed that each person gets does not cost the 
Government probably more than 3 or 4 cents, and the way they 
are used by the most of the people I send them to, each family is 
benefited to the amount of probably $50 to $100. The greatest 
benefit is assisting the people who will make the best use of 
them in getting new and suitable varieties of seeds. It would 
make the heart of every Coloradoan swell with pride to hear 
the beautiful tribute to the Rocky Ford cantaloupe paid by the 
eloquent gentlemen from Mississippi [Mr. CANDLER] and South 
Carolina [Mr. ELLERRE]. Through the energy of the Rocky Ford 
citizens, and especially that grand old pioneer, Senator George 
W. Swink, the Luther Burbank of the cantaloupe industry, as- 
sisted by the Department of Agriculture, Rocky Ford canta- 
loupe seeds have been sent throughout all this country, and have 
lifted thousands of mortgages and brought happiness to the 
homes, joy to the hearts, and delight to the tastes of millions of 
people all over the civilized world. 

In my judgment, this seed distribution is one of the best 
investments the Government makes. The seeds are raised under 
the direct supervision of the Agricultural Department in large 
quantities in various places throughout the United States, and 
they are the means of putting into every township in this coun- 
try the most suitable seeds and giving the people a start in the 
best varieties of plants for their respective localities. The good 
that is thereby accomplished will endure for all time and is be- 
yond calculation. I feel that it would be a very great mistake 
and misfortune if the amendment of the gentleman from North 
Carolina should be adopted and the distribution of seeds by the 
Agricultural Department be discontinued. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. ° 
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota rose. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I was going to ask for a ruling 
on the point of order, 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I hope the gentleman will 
withhold his point of order. There are some of us who want 
to be heard on this question and also on the point of order 
when it is urged. 

Mr. LAMB. Then I will wait awhile. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the debate on this 
amendment be closed in 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is pending. 

Mr. LAMB. I withhold it for awhile. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Martin] is recognized. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
great deal of merit in the amendment which is offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR]. Being somewhat fa- 
miliar with these conditions, I had prepared an amendment of 
like character. The chief criticism of the free distribution 
of seed from the Department of “Agriculture, I think, grows 
out of the limitation which is put in the ordinary distribution 
-in that the largest part of it, three-fourths or four-fifths, must 
be sent out by this congressional distribution. The result is 
that seeds are sent into localities and to farmers who do not 
need them for any practical purposes; whereas if the discretion 
could be left with the Secretary, this distribution might be of 
value and reach settlers and localities most needing them. 

Now, it so happens that over a considerable portion of the 
western country there have been two successive years of 
drought, a thing unknown in those localities in the history of 
the country. There are localities in the West where 

Mr. BLLERBE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 3 

Mr. ELLERBE. Is there any experimental feature in this 
work at all? Is it not a fact that because of the drought those 
people lost their crops, and can not the State take care of them, 
so that the matter need not come in on this bill? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. O Mr. Chairman, I can not 
allow the gentleman to take up my time for the purpose of 
making an argument. The whole question in the arid and semi- 
arid West is a question of scientific farming, involving not only 
the study of methods of dry farming, but the development of 
plants that are of a drought-resistant character. Now, it so 
happens that over a large area of the West there was a gen- 
eral crop failure in the last year by reason of a practical suspen- 
gion of precipitation from September to September. There were 
areas in which there was no rainfall in the aggregate of over 2 
inches, in a region that usually hasa rainfall somewhere around 
15 or 20 inches, and the result of it has been that vegetation did 
not start until September. Generous rains came in the fall, there 
has been a heavy snowfall this winter, and there is every pros- 
pect of a good crop in 1912 if the people can get seed. Now, 
those people are up against a condition, a practical proposition, 
in which the entire Nation is interested—the proposition of 
adapting agricultural products to the particular conditions of 
the country. a t 

Hundreds and thousands of people have gone into that re- 
gion. and have struggled manfully with that problem, and many 
of them are not able now to supply their seed for the coming 
season. I for one do seriously criticize the sending of a large 
distribution of seeds into localities where they are not needed. 
If we would consent to it and-confine the efforts of Congress 
and of the department to the supplying of really needed locali- 
ties, we would be performing a great public service. 

I sent a sack of seeds for distribution to a certain locality 
in my State some years ago, and after the seeds were distrib- 
uted I received back from my friend, to whom I had sent them 
for distribution—he being somewhat of a wag—the statement 
that he had placed those seeds where they would do me the 
least harm. [Laughter.] 

There are precedents for coniing to the relief of localities 
which have suffered because of unusual conditions. During the 
years of the ravages of the grasshopper in the West, particu- 
larly in 1875, this Congress passed two bills for a special dis- 
tribution of seeds, and appropriated $30,000 for that purpose— 
a distribution to settlers who had been damaged by the ravages 
of the grasshopper. Another measure that was enacted appro- 
priated $150,000 for the supply of food and other needed help 
to the patriotic pioneers of the frontier who were -seeking to 
wrest progress and utility out of the new country. 

Now, I think if we were at this time to place in the hands of 
the Secretary of Agriculture this sum of $50,000 for the purpose 


of making a special and discriminatory distribution in those 
localities of those field and garden geeds that are best adapted 
to those conditions that sum would do more good than the en- 
tire aggregate of this appropriation of $285,000 carried in this 
bill for the whole seed distribution. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a ruling on the point 
of order. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will wait for a moment. The gentleman 
has not heard all there is to say about this. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. The 15 minutes have not expired 


yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Rucker] is recognized. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the amendment 
offered by my colleague from Colorado [Mr. Taytor] is the 
basis of a bill that I have had pending before Congress, and 
especially before the Committee on Appropriations, since early 
in January; and I have been promised more times than I have 
fingers and toes that I should be heard before that committee. 
I despair, however, of being allowed an opportunity to appear 
before it. 

I wanted to say to that committee. as I say to this House, 
that this is not a distribution of seed in an ordinary way. This 
is for field sowing—a very necessary thing to-<day—and it would 
be far better, in my judgment, to curtail the expense incident 
to the sending out of these general packages of seed. We should 
send them out by sacks. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I did not quite catch the provisions 
of the amendment which the gentleman speaks of. Does this 
proposition include furnishing the mules and the drills to plant 
the seed with? - 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No, sir. When it comes to that, 
if it were to vote for more mules, I would count on his vote; but 
we will furnish the mules and everything else if we get the seed. 
[Applause.] 

Now, I want to say that in my district, especially in the last 
two years, there has been a drought. The farmers there have 
undertaken to farm by the Campbell system of dry farming, but 
by reason of there being no precipitation it was impossible for 
them to raise anything. Now, it does not behoove a Member 
representing a district to show up its impoverished condition, 
but in my district that condition exists in spots, and I may 
therefore justly disclose the actual condition. 

People in that district in the last year have been compelled 
to burn up their fences and burn part of their barns and sell 
off every head of their stock in order to get through the severest 
winter we have had in Colorado for the last 35 years. 

So I say, gentlemen, if it can get beyond this point of order, 
I hope the gentleman from Virginia has heart enough within 
his body so that he will withdraw it and let us get a vote, and 
let this committee determine whether they will relieve these 
sufferers. I want to say that within my recollection a bill of 
this Kind came in for the relief of western Texas, and in my 
judgment it was to the discredit of the Chief Executive, while 
it was to the credit of the Congress, that an appropriation of 
this kind was yoted for this identical purpose, for the same 
reason, but President Cleveland vetoed the bill. I will under- 
take to say as a Democrat that if this bill is passed the Repub- 
lican President now occupying the chair of the Chief Executive 
will not veto it. [Applause.] 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr, HELM. Will the gentleman admit that the appropriation 
carried in this bill is intended in the least to be experimental, 
or for experimental work? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. This amendment? 

Mr. HELM. I mean the item carried in this bill. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. No. 

Mr. HELM. And is not this amendment intended to supply 
people with seed enough to plant their entire crop, because of a 
calamity, a drought? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes; that is absolutely true. 

Mr. HELM. ‘Does the gentleman think that, enthusiastic as 
I am for this experimental work, we ought to go to this very 
extreme limit? Can not the State take charge of thatsituation? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I have no doubt that if there 
was a drouth in China or in Japan, or a similar condition of 
affairs in Samoa, or some other place, you could find in this 
House Members who would fall over one another to vote for 
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an appropriation; but when it is proposed to relieve our own 
people, who are suffering 

Mr. HELM. Does the gentleman think that because there 
has been a drouth in that section he ought to come to the 
American Congress and ask us to help those people in this way? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Yes; certainly. Otherwise I 
would rot ask it. 

Mr. HELM. Perhaps the gentleman could come in another 
way, and I would be delighted to help him. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether there is any difference in principle between this 
sort of an appropriation and the appropriation to fight the boll 
weevil? 

Mr. ELLERBE. Ob, that is entirely different. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. There is no difference at all. 
The only difference is that the country from which the gentle- 
man comes has a yearly.complaint and we have only had reason 
to complain for the last two years. As long as the gentleman 
is a Member of Congress he will be here asking for seeds to 
resist the boll weevil, and every time he comes here, as long as 
there is a Democratic majority, he will get what he wants, 
and when we from the great West come and ask for relief we 
expect fair treatment. [Applause.] 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield for another question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the point of order is overruled 
and the amendment comes before the House, I expect to offer 
an amendment to it, which I ask to have the Clerk read for 
information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And for the purchase, test, and distribution of seeds, pant, shrubs, 
trees, and vines, including the necessary labor with which to plant the 
510000 the limits of the city of Chicago, the further sum of 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, after my preacher friend from 
Wyoming [Mr. MoNpELL] is heard, I shall insist on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago in discussing 
another paragraph of this bill, I referred to the fact that when 
I was a small boy I lived in a district in Iowa which was 
ravaged by grasshoppers. A great many people remember those 
grasshopper days, and I hold in my hand a copy of two bills 
passed by Congress for the relief of grasshopper sufferers in 
Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and Minnesota. I think that some of 
that distribution was made in northern Missouri, where the 
crops had been destroyed by grasshoppers. So that this legisla- 
tion is in line with former action of Congress. 

We have had two succeeding seasons of extreme drought in 
the West. The result is that there are many farmers in Wyo- 
ming, North and South Dakota, Colorado, and possibly in other 
States, who haye practically produced nothing in the way of 
crops for two years. Over vast areas the grain sown last spring 
did not germinate. 

I planted a field of winter wheat a year ago last fall and it 
came up last August. When the frost came in October it was 
a flourishing field, but it was just a year too late. There were 
vast areas over which seeds did not germinate at all, and still 
larger areas where the crops after they came up were withered 
and killed by the drought. These people need relief. This Con- 
gress ought to appropriate not $50,000 but $100,000 to give them 
relief. They are out there on the western plains, the pioneers 
no less to-day than the pioneers of 35 or 40 years ago, carrying 
forward the frontier of civilization, and we certainly can afford 
to make it possible for them to continue their struggle, to con- 
quer that region and bring it into a condition under which it 
will produce food for man and beast. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Suppose this amendment should be passed, 
would these seeds be fairly distributed over the country under 
this amendment which provides for the Western States that 
suffered from drought? There were some Southern States that 
suffered from drought. 

Mr. MANN. Texas is a Western State. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Texas is a Western State, but Oklahoma and 
Arkansas are Southern States. Why should this be confined to 
Western States? 

Mr. MONDELL. This amendment applies particularly to the 
people on the public land who are the people who need this aid. 
In my State settlers on the public domain are the ones who 
need it—those who haye gone forward conquering the wilder- 
ness. : 

Mr. RUSSELL. Can Congress afford to pass a bill for the 
distribution of seed in one section of the country only when 
there are other sections that suffer as much? 


Mr. MONDELL. I do not think the gentleman from Colorado 
would have any objection to modifying his amendment so as to 
supply any drought-stricken section. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Not the slightest in the world. 

Mr. MONDELL. I haye no doubt that under the amendment 
as offered it could be used in Texas, because I think Texas is 
considered as a Western State, although a portion of it is a good 
ways south. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 


Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man whether or not he thinks there would be any real worthy 
distribution on an appropriation of $50,000? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think it is enough, but it is better 
than nothing. I think we should have at least $100,000 for this 
mE Mr. Chairman, I have not yet discussed the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the Chair is entirely clear, I do not care 
38 take up the time of the House discussing the point of 
order. = 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment undertakes to provide an 
appropriation for the distribution of field and garden seeds in 
certain Western States where the crops have been a failure. In 
the opinion of the Chair that does not at all come within the 
purview or the letter or spirit of section 520 creating the De- 
partment of Agriculture. The distribution of seeds spoken of 
there is the distribution of new and yaluable seeds and plants, 
the clear purpose of which is to introduce new varieties or im- 
prove existing varieties, and not to furnish seeds as a donation 
for any section of the country, however great the emergency 
may be. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order should 
be sustained. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 25, line 13, by striking out the words those per- 
sons” and inserting in lieu thereof the following: Teachers and 
pupils in public and other schools interested in the study of agriculture.” 

insert after the word “ Congress,” in line 15, page 25, the words 
“or which may be received direct by the Department of Agriculture.” 

Mr. LAMB. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will not insist upon the point of order. It strikes me 
that this involves a principle that is very important. Under 
the bill as it is written, and as it has been written for a number 
of years, seeds that have not been distributed by the Members 
of Congress by April 1 go back to the Department of Agricul- 
ture. I understand that a large amount of seed is not distrib- 
uted by the Members of Congress and a considerable amount of 
this congressional allotment goes back to the department every 
year. This amendment provides that that seed which reverts to 
the Department of Agriculture shall be distributed to the teach- 
ers and the pupils of the schools of this country who are inter- 
ested in the study of agriculture. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? E 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. p 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Could not that be accom- 
plished much more readily through the Member of Congress rep- 
resenting the district in which the school is located? 

Mr. PEPPER. It can be accomplished better, providing the 
Member does it; but if the gentleman will notice, this provides 
that it shall be distributed by the Department of Agriculture 
upon lists of names furnished by the Member of Congress or 
sent to the Department direct. I understand that a great many 
Members do distribute a large amount of seeds to the school 
children. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am one of those who do that, 
and I find that it is very much valued by the children in the 
schools. 

Mr. PEPPER. If it were generally understood among the 
12,000,000 rural school children of this country that on the 1st 
day of April a considerable amount of seed becomes available, 
there is no doubt these boys and girls would gladly avail them- 
selves of its use in their school gardens or in their own experi- 
mentations. And I want to say this, that while you are making 
large appropriations for agricultural colleges, and while you are 
spending thousands of dollars to develop scientific farming, in 


Will the gentleman yield? 


my judgment the thing you have got to do first is to interest 


the boys and girls in the subject of agriculture in order to make 
the matter a success. I believe this offers a practical method - 
of starting this work. 
Mr. RUSSELL. . Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. I understand this amendment provides for 
the distribution of seeds that are not distributed by Members 
of Congress by the ist of April in each year. 

Nr. PEPPER. That is right. 


Mr. 
now? 

Mr. PEPPER. According to the bill, any portion of the allot- 
ment to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress 
remaining uncalled for on the tst day of April is to be dis- 
tributed by the Secretary of Agriculture, and he is to give 
preference to those persons whose names and addresses have 
been furnished by Senators and Representatives, 

Mr. LAMB. There will not be any left. Over 25 men in this 
House have asked me to get them more seeds. 

Mr, PEPPER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact, however, that last spring when I came to Congress I was 
told there were over 100,000 packages that had not been dis- 
tributed by Members of Congress. I understand, of course, that 
in a presidential year perhaps the distribution ‘is a little more 
general, but I also understand that every year there are certain 
Members who do not distribute the seeds, and that those seeds 
go back to the Department of Agriculture. I simply provide in 
this amendment that whatever does go back shall be given to the 
schoo! children of the country, 12,000,000 in number; that they 
shall have a preference. It is a practical step intended to 
assist in getting them interested in the subject of agriculture. 

Mr. LAMB. They would not get one-quarter of a package 

a piece. 

‘Mr. PEPPER. I think the gentleman is mistaken. I under- 
take to say that if the attention of the department is called 
to this 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Would not the gentleman 
rather have that done through the Member of Congress? 

Mr. PEPPER. Certainly, but this does not prevent that being 
done. It does not in any way affect the distribution of seeds by 
the Members of Congress. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It would rather tend to cen- 
tralize the distribution. 

Mr. PEPPER. Not at all. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman believe that if this 
policy which he suggests is adopted it would increase this ap- 
propriation ten or twenty fold inside of the next two years? 

Mr. PEPPER. I do not see why it should. 

Mr. MANN. Every school in the land would file an applica- 
tion with the Secretary of Agriculture for seeds. There would 
only be seed enough to go a very small way round, and either 
the Secretary would exercise favoritism or else he would be 
compelled to refuse most of the applications. 

Mr. PEPPER. I will say in all seriousness—— 

Mr. LAMB. It is opening a Pandora’s box of evils. 

Mr. PEPPER. If it would increase the appropriations for 
seed and this extra amount is sent to the school children of 
this country who use seeds in the planting of their gardens and 
who become interested in the study of agriculture, it will be 
worth all it costs and is just as justifiable as any appropriation 
under this bill could be, because it puts the child in touch with 
something that not only will interest him, but puts him in touch 
with the Government itself. The way to secure interest in the 
study of agriculture in our schools is to have the pupils plant 
something and watch it grow. This will help to solve the prob- 
lem of keeping the boys on the farm and getting them inter- 
ested in raising their own crops and in planting something that 
will be their own. I do not know whether it will increase the 
appropriation or not, but I will say to the gentleman if it does 
it will serve a good purpose if it tends to foster and stimulate 
the study of agriculture in our public schools. 

Mr. MANN. I thoroughly agree with the statement of the 
gentleman with reference to keeping the boys interested, and I 
am practicing it out in my district, but it is contrary entirely 
to the present scheme of distribution and will result in a dupli- 
catien of the distribution in the end, and will result in their 
soon asking for ten times as much seed as we ever gave them 
and increasing an appropriation which ought not to be made at 
all to an enormous extent. 

Mr. PEPPER. Let me call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that there will be no duplication, because the bill provides 
“and who have not before during the same season been supplied 
by the department.” 

Mr. MANN. The Secretary of Agriculture does not keep a 
list rk the names furnished him alphabetically throughout the 
coun 

Mr. PEPPER. He keeps a list of the names furnished him 
by Members of Congress who furnish him the names. 

Mr. MANN. Under the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. PEPPER. Yes. 


RUSSELL. I would like to know what becomes of them 


Mr. MANN. Under the gentleman’s amendment the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture will do as he pleases with the applications 
directed to the department. 

Mr. PEPPER. Seed may be furnished upon a list furnished 
by a Member or by the department direct. 

Mr. MANN. That means they make application direct to the 
department. 

Mr. PEPPER. It provides, first, that preference shall be 
given to names furnished by Members of Congress and to per- 
sons who haye not before during the same season been supplied 
by the department. 

Mr. MANN. That is a matter of preference to determine, 
ena the department does not make any investigatiòn of that 

d. 


Mr. PEPPER. But the department does distribute seed un- 
der the same section of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; the department has no authority to 
distribute these seeds. That part for distribution by a Member 
of Congress, except 

Mr. PEPPER. I understand there might be applications sent 
into the department that ought to be taken care of. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman’s proposition is to take the 
names coming from Members of Congress, that is already pro- 
vided for. If the proposition is to have the application made 
direct to the Secretary of Agriculture, it means that every 
school-teacher in the country will make a request, and it will 
add enormously to the expense. 

Mr. PEPPER. It simply provides the Member of Congress, 
instead of furnishing the list of voters, shall furnish the names 
of school children and teachers who are interested in this work. 

Mr. MANN. It does not require them to furnish a list of 
voters. I believe every Member of Congress sends more or less 
seed direct to schools and school-teachers. 

Mr. PEPPER. It puts a limitation upon the list furnished by 
the Member. In other words, it puts a limitation on the man- 
ner of distribution of those seeds which revert to the depart- 
ment under the terms of this bill. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. Will the gentleman yield for 
just a question? I would like to ask, as a matter of fact, if 
there are any seeds which are not distributed in the spring. 

Mr. PEPPER. I understand so. I am informed that there is 
a considerable quantity that revert to the department every 
year, and I think they ought to be utilized in the manner I 
have indicated. 

Mr. LAMB. They go back to the Congressman. 

Mr. ELLERBE. I would like to say to the gentleman, yes; 
there are a good many/ 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, sometimes patience ceases to be 
a virtue. Now, I appeal to the good sense and the judgment 
of this committee, and I ask if the gentleman in charge of this 
bill has not been patient to a degree? Two hours have passed, 
and we are on the same paragraph where we ended when the 
committee had the bill last under consideration two days ago. 

Mr. MANN. We spent two days on it once. 

Mr. LAMB. We have given plenty of opportunity for Mem- 
bers to talk here, and I now insist, and I shall in the future 
move, that such debates as this close, particularly, Mr. Chair- 
man, when we have a point of order. I make the point of order, 
Mr. Chairman, and I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia reserved 
the point of order, and the debate was proceeding while the 
point of order was being withheld. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Colorado rise? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I wish to debate this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is insisted upon, and the 
Chair is prepared to rule. If this were a new question, the 
Chair would without hesitation sustain the point of order, be- 
cause in the opinion of the present occupant of the chair there 
is scarcely a provision in this paragraph that is not subject to 
a point of order. It appears, however, that this paragraph was 
held out of order when first proposed, which ruling the Chair 
would have concurred in at the time, but that ruling was re- 
versed on an appeal to the House. It seems, further, that 
where a provision of new legislation is permitted improperly to 
remain in an appropriation bill it is open to germane amend- 
ments, and such germane amendments are not subject to a 
point of order. The sole question remaining, therefore, is 


whether the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Prrrrn] are germane to the provisions of the bill. The 
point of order is therefore overruled. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on this para- 
graph and all pending amendments be closed now. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved that the debate on this para- 
graph and the pending amendments be closed in 10 minutes. 
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Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. I want to know whether the 
gentleman means this amendment or all amendments. 

Mr. LEVER. All amendments to this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 

Mr. LEVER. Give them 15 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is moved that all debate on this para- 
graph and amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. 


Mr. MANN. Then nobody.can offer an amendment and dis- 
cuss it or have it discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever]. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this 
amendment in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


[Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado addressed the committee. See 
Appendix.] 


Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Colorado may have five minutes more. 
I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. LAMB. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that this debate will not 
last any further. We must insist that something be done here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
ELLERBE] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. LAMB. I object. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me say to the gentleman 
from Virginia that I haye occupied only 10 minutes on this 
entire bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PEPPER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on page 26, after the word “station,” in line 10, by adding 
as a separate paragraph the following: “That during the year 1912 
Irish potatoes 

Mr. JACKSON. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JACKSON. We have not reached that section yet. I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to the section. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which 
I desire to offer to the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the amendment of the gentleman from 
Illinois intended to add a new section? 

Mr. FOWLER. It is intended to add a new section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order at the present time. 

Mr, FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire, when the section is 
reached, to offer that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit it at the proper 
time. The Clerk will report the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 1, page 24, strike out the words “two hundred and eighty- 
five thousand six hundred and eighty” and insert “three hundred and 
thirty-five thousand.” And after the word “distribution,” in line 4, 
page 24, insert “of which amount $50,000 shall be used for the pur- 
chase and distribution of drought-resistant field seeds.” 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
that, 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LAMB. Let the gentleman from Wyoming confine him- 
self to the point of order, please. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I intended to discuss the 
point of order. Does the gentleman reserve it? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take up 
the time of the House in discussing the merits of this amend- 
ment at any great length. I would like to discuss the point of 
order, after merely stating that the amendment proposes to in- 
crease the appropriation for seeds and provides that the increase 
shall be used for the purchase of drought-resistant seeds for 
the farmers for the drought-stricken sections. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation ought to be made. I have 
already called the attention of the House to the drought condi- 
tions which exist over large areas of the West, and the very un- 
fortunate condition in which the people find themselves in that 
country. Some of the farmers who have gone upon the public 
domain and taken up public land in the last two years have 
raised no crops. Those people are out on the dry lands. They 
propose to stay there. They propose to conquer that semiarid 
country if it can be done, but many of them are unable to se- 


cure the seed for their lands. It would be impossible for many 
of them to remain upon their farms unless the Government 
gives them some slight assistance. We simply ask that the 
Government do now what it did years ago in the grasshopper 
times. I remember those times very well. I lived in a region 
in good old Iowa, good, fat, corn-growing, wheat-growing Iowa, 
that received Government wheat and Government rye and Goy- 
ernment oats. The farm that I lived on did not plant any of 
that Government seed but our neighbors did. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why did not the gentleman get some of it? 

Mr, MONDELL. If it was right and proper and just for 
Congress to relieve the settlers 30 or 35 years ago in Iowa, 
Nebraska, and Kansas, why is it not just and proper that Con- 
gress should now relieve the settler in North and South Dakota, 
Wyoming, and Colorado, who is battling with conditions more 
difficult than those which confronted the farmers in Iowa in 
grasshopper times? We have asked a very small sum, an in- 
crease of $50,000 in this appropriation. There should not be a 
dissenting voice on the floor of the House in opposition to the 
appropriation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the point of order. The Chair has 
just called attention to the fact that this paragraph is subject 
to a point of order. The point of order has not been raised 
with regard to the paragraph, and therefore any amendment 
which is germane to the paragraph is not subject to a point of 
order. Certainly this amendment is germane to the paragraph. 
It is a paragraph providing for the purchase and distribution 
of unusual seeds. 

Mr. LAMB. If these people are suffering as the gentleman 
thinks they are, why does he not come to Congress and ask 
for a special appropriation for this purpose and not mix it up 
with the agricultural appropriation? When Iowa suffered 
years ago I think I am correct in my recollection that a special 
act was passed for their relief. That is the proper way to 
bring up this question. 

Mr. MONDELL. I suppose the agricultural appropriation 
bill was not under consideration at that time. This is the time 
and this is the place in which to grant the relief. 

Mr. HELM. Do your people at heart really want a distribu- 
tion of rare seeds or an abundance of seeds? 

Mr. MONDELL. Both. Mr. Chairman, I was arguing the 
point of order. This paragraph provides for the general distri- 
bution of seeds of various sorts anl kinds. It contains legisla- 
tion, and therefore would have been subject to a point of order, 
The point of order was not raised. Any amendment germane to 
the paragraph is in order, and no amendment which is germane 
to the paragraph is subject to the point of order. My amend- 
ment is germane to the paragraph. It provides for a general 
distribution of certain classes of seeds, to wit, drought-resistant 
seeds. 

Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL. What are those? 

Mr. MONDELL. And therefore it seems to me very clear 
that this amendment is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I should like to inquire what is 
the point of order that the gentleman makes, and what are his 
reasons for it? 

Mr. LAMB. That this is new language and legislation, and 
therefore is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the Chair desire to hear 
me in opposition to the point of order? F 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Chair 
is of opinion that the same ruling made a few minutes ago on 
this paragraph applies to the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming. While the provision would be new 
legislation standing alone, it is certainly a germane amendment 
to the portion of the bill to which it relates. It increases the 
amount already provided for in the bill. It provides that a 
certain amount of the sum appropriated shall be used for cer- 
tain purposes—that is, that a certain amount shall be used 
for drought-resisting seed. In the opinion of the Chair, both 
provisions are germane to the section of the bill to which 
they are offered, and, therefore, the point of order is over- 
ruled. The question-is on the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Wyoming. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MoxNDELL) there were 24 ayes and 45 noes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask for tellers. 

The question of ordering tellers was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thirteen Members have arisen, not a suffi- 
cient number, and tellers are refused. 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, if we have not enough 
Members in the House to order tellers, we better have a quorum 
present. We do not seek delay, but when we can not get 
enough to ask for tellers I think we had better keep a quorum 
present. 
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Mr. LAMB. I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois; I 
appeal to his generosity; I have been patient as a lamb. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I shall not insist on a quorum at this time, 
but I give fair warning that where we ask for tellers on this 
side on a reasonable proposition and can not get votes enough 
to order tellers, you will have to have a quorum present to 
refuse tellers. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman does not expect the 
opponents to the measure to furnish votes? 

Mr. MANN. The votes for tellers? I think they are afraid 
of it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman can not keep a fifth 
of a quorum present on that side he can not expect us to furnish 
votes. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I am present all the time, which the gentle- 
man from New York is not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am present except when I am engaged 
in committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

es 1, 2, 3, and 4, to and including the 
wort distribution,” and insert | in lieu thereof the words “ one hundred 
ie on all of page 1, after the words “ United States,” line 14, and 
all of lines 1 to 16, inclusive, on page 25. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if adopted, 
will leave this section in this way: It will appropriate $100,000 
for the use of the Department of Agriculture for the purpose 
mentioned in the section for the distribution by the department. 
It would cut out all congressional distribution of seeds, and 
that, in my judgment, is what we ought to do about this matter. 
I think I am just as proud of the Department of Agriculture as 
any other Member of Congress or any other citizen of the 
United States. I think this great department, the one perhaps 
the nearest to the hearts of the people of any department in the 
Government, should be liberally supported, but I can not see, 
gentlemen, why we should stand here and in the name of agri- 
culture absolutely waste $100,000 each year. 

I voted very cheerfully the other day for an amendment 
adding $100,000 to the appropriation to provide farm-manage- 
ment experiments in counties and in the States and bring to 
the people of the country the benefits of this great department, 
because, in my judgment, that was simply providing the corner 
stone, the foundation of this great department. But, gentlemen, 
there is no reason why a man, woman, or child who has enough 
interest in this seed distribution to plant the seeds and give 
them a fair chance should not notify the department that they 
want the seeds and will use them. It will cost but a penny, or 
the fraction of a penny, to do it, and I say it is an insult to 
the intelligence of the American people to say they will not 
take enough interest to write for the seeds. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. JACKSON. Not just now. I say the people who are 
capable of governing themselyes—and there are some who think 
that we ought to add to the responsibilities of self-government 
in this country—I say that sort of people aré competent and 
able to write to the department for the package of seeds if 
they want them. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another side to this question. Every 
time the department of the Government makes a mistake, every 
time you put upon the department something it ought not to do, 
some privilege or duty that is not governmental in its essence, 
that moment you turn upon the Government the wrath of the 
people and the préjudice of all the people of the country. You 
are year by year perpetuating this sort of graft—because it is 
a sort of graft—for the benefit of the seed growers and contrac- 
tors, and you are not only doing that, but you are destroying 
the popularity of this department with all the people of the 
country. And you will keep it up until the department will 
either be seriously crippled or driven out of existence. So, I 
beg of this Committee on Agriculture, which has sat here and 
talked in the interest of the farmer, I beg of the many men who 
have delivered these eloquent orations—and many of them have 
been eloquent—for the benefit of the farmer, to come now to the 
defense of this great department itself, which is maintained for 
the benefit of the farmer, and help us to vote this amendment 
into the law, and cut out what is wrong, cut out what savors 
of graft. I use that word, Mr. Chairman, because there is a 
deep-seated conviction all over this country that this is main- 
tained solely for the benefit of a lot of seed contractors. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, every principle involved in this 
amendment was passed on this morning by this House when the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Pace] was voted upon. ‘This is merely attacking the seed distri- 
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bution along another line. That is all there is to it. There is no 
use of wasting the time of this House in discussing this seed dis- 
tribution. Time and again here since I have been a Member of 
this House this matter has been brought up and the House has 
pronounced its judgment on this question. I can see no good, no 
necessity for delaying the consideration of this measure and 
meeting the end we have in view—passing the measure as soon 
as possible. These amendments are offered, I will not say for 
a dilatory purpose, but I think because gentlemen desire to get 
them into the Recorp. Everything that the gentleman from 
Kansas has said has been said upon this subject this morning, 
and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. ELLERBE. -I only want to say this, that I am not willing 
to have it said that I am voting for this bill for buncombe or in 
order to popularize myself in my district. I am voting for it 
because I believe it is right. I want to say, in answer to the 
statement of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Jackson], that if 
the Government sends out this seed, how do we know that the 
Government will not send to Mrs. Brown, who lives in a brick 
or a stone house, a package of cotton seed, and at the same time 
send to Tom Jones, who is a tenant on a farm in Ouithlacoochie, 
a package of flower seed. If I did not know more about my 
district than the Agricultural Department does, I would not be 
willing to represent it any longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Jackson) there were—ayes 15, noes 49. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Amend, on page 24, line 14, after the word “ State,” by inserting 


the following: 
tatoes shall be admitted to the United 


“ Provided, That Irish Po 
States during the year 1912 free of duty.” 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, on the 27th of February, in 
the city of Boston, the distinguished Member from Georgia [Mr. 
BRANTLEY] delivered an address which, in my opinion, is a 
masterpiece of oratory. In every sentence of his great speech 
there is an idea worthy of consideration. Every utterance that 
fell from the lips of the speaker bristled with wisdom. Through 
it all there breathes the spirit of patriotism and love of coun- 
try. It was in every sense the effort of a statesman. I wish 
to place this gem upon the altar of publication by offering for 
print in the RECORD. 

I do this in order that this document of wisdom may have 
a place in history and with the hope of its being read far and 
wide. I am fully persuaded that even in this day of radical- 
ism and unrest the logic and reasoning of the gentleman from 
Georgia will find a resting place in the minds of all thinking 
men and materially aid those of us who are lending our efforts 
toward safe and sane government; and I ask, therefore, that 
his speech be printed. . 

SPEECH or Hon. W. G. BRANTLEY BEFORE New ENGLAND IRON AND 
HARDWARE ASSOCIATION, BOSTON, MASS., FEBRUARY 27, 1912. 
A GOVERNMENT OF LAW. 

“As the man who being asked if he would take oxtail soup 
remarked ‘That is going back a long ways for soup,’ so I may 
say that to go from Massachusetts to Georgia to secure a 
speaker for this occasion is going back a long ways for a 
speaker. Permit me to add, however, that I am glad you went, 
and permit me also to thank you for the honor thereby done me 
and for the pleasure and privilege I now enjoy in being with 
you. 
“The day has been in the not far-distant past when your 
people and mine saw too little of each other and thought they 
had too little in common. The causes therefor it is not neces- 
sary to discuss. It is sufficient to know that that day has hap- 
pily passed, and that we now full well know that all of us are 
equally concerned for our country and for the common destiny 
awaiting us. The truth is, in my judgment, there exists to-day 
in our country a more universal spirit of nationalism than has 
existed since the dark days of the sixties drove the sections 
asunder. There is to-day less of sectional feeling and less of 
political partisan bitterness than at any time since Appomattox. 
In this connection due praise for his contribution to this for- 
tunate situation must be accorded our present Chief Magis- 
trate, President Taft. His broad nationalism was shown when 
he went to both Georgia and Tennessee for a Supreme Court 
justice, and his epoch-making appointment of Justice White—a 
southern man, a Democrat, and an ex-Confederate soldier—to 
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be Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States 
was the bowlder marking and commemorating the end of sec- 
tionalism, while the prompt and ready acquiescence therein by 
both Senate and country was but a garland of patriotism be- 
decking this giant bowlder and evidencing the people's satisfac- 
tion over the fact of a reunited country. Reflecting upon these 
things, I do not feel that I have come a stranger among 
strangers. Indeed, knowing the message I bring, I am not con- 
cerned that you are of New England and that I am of the South, 
for I would speak to-night as one American citizen to other 
American citizens of a matter that concerns all American citi- 
zens. My message concerns all who love the flag, revere the 
Constitution, exalt liberty, and all who would preserve American 
institutions. 
THE LAW. R 

“I invite your attention briefly to a few thoughts on our Gov- 
ernment, viewed as a government of law, for such it is and has 
been, and such it must continue to be so long as it endures. 
After our experience of a century and a quarter under this 
government of law, enjoying its protection and beneficence as 
we have grown in wealth, in art, in knowledge, and in the 
science of government, it ought to be superfluous and a useless 
waste of time to enter upon a discussion of its merits other 
than to extol and praise them, and yet to those who read the 
signs of the times such discussion is at this time both appro- 
priate and needful. Law, as we all know, is but a rule of 
action or conduct, and a government of law simply means a col- 
lection of fixed and certain rules of conduct, for all the rela- 
tions of the people, the one with the other, and with the gov- 
ernment, with power to compel their observance. 

“* Ours,’ says Judge Story, ‘is emphatically a Government of 
Jaws and not of men’, The supreme law in our land is our 
written Constitution. The framers of our Government were 
not willing to create a pure democracy. They not only created 
a representative form of government, but through the Constitu- 
tion they limited the power of their representatives and as well 
the power of the people themselves. They of course did not 
and could not limit the power of the people to supersede the 
Constitution with another constitution nor limit the power of 
the people by revolution or otherwise to overturn the Govern- 
ment itself and substitute another therefor. They declared, 
however, that in order for the Republic to live the rights of the 
individual, the rights of the minority, and the rights of all 
should be clearly fixed and limited by the fundamental law— 
the Constitution—which fundamental law should be the compact 
of the people, the one with the other, and alike binding upon all 
until such time as in the way prescribed within that compact 
itself it should be amended or repealed. The fathers knew that 
a government based solely upon the unrestrained will of the 
majority could become as arbitrary and despotic as that of 
any single tyrant or despot, and they would not have it. They 
established liberty, but it was liberty under the law; it was 
not license whether of the one or the many. The majority were 
to be just as much bound under the compact as was the in- 
dividual. The ‘law’ was ordained as the sovereign master 
whose edicts all should obey. The temple of justice was 
erected, within whose portals all differences were to be adjusted 
and all wrongs righted. This temple, while to be officered by 
men, was not to execute the will of men, but within its sacred 
precinets the majesty of the law was to be maintained and jus- 
tice between man and man and between the people and the Gov- 
ernment was without fear or favor to be administered. The 
system of government thus devised was not perfect, because 
man is not perfect, and because no human agency is perfect. 
It was and is, however, the grandest conception of human gov- 
ernment that the world has ever known. It has demonstrated 
its strength, its wisdom, and its virtues, and has vindicated the 
wisdom of the men who planned it. 

THE PEOPLE. 

John Adams, in his inaugural address in 1797, declared that 
the existence of such a Government as ours for any length of 
time “is a full proof of a general dissemination of knowledge 
and virtue throughout the whole body of the people.” This Gov- 
ernment has lived for more than 100 years since these words 
were spoken, and thus the proof of both the knowledge and the 


not arraign the virtue or the patriotism of any considerable 
number of our people, but may it not be that we have grown so 
far removed from the origin of our Government that too few 
people know anything of that origin or of the reasons for or the 
purposes of the Government itself? Men to-day are ushered 
upon the scene of life’s activities to find a Government 
existing and complete in all its parts, Too few of them, perhaps, 


already’ 


stop to inquire whence it came or how it is to be maintained. 
Other things that to them seem of more importance absorb their 
attention. We may therefore conclude that if our Government 
of law shall fail, the cause will not be the loss of virtue, but the 
growth of ignorance. 

BUREAUCRACY. 

“The movement to-day to substitute the will of men rather 
than rules of law for our guidance and control is not confined 
to the ignorant, the toilers, the poor, or the weak, but it is par- 
ticipated in by the rich, the strong, and the powerful. All who 
join therein are not actuated by the same purpose or seek the 
same end, but in the result achieved, should the movement suc- 
ceed, the end—anarchy and revolution—will be the same. 
Individuals and corporations engaged in commerce, smarting 
under antitrust-law prosecutions and what they think is the 
tendency of present-day legislation to destroy the right of con- 
tract, are equally zealous with those who smart under the high 
cost of living and those who are excited by the rantings of 
demagogues for a change. Danger to our government of law 
approaches from both ends of life’s line. From one end comes 
the demand to strike down the law and substitute a man or 
set of men whose will shall be the law as to what commerce 
or business can do. From the other end comes the demand to 
strike down the law and substitute therefor the will of the 
majority. The divine right of the majority is claimed, and it 
is asserted that the majority can do no wrong. The demand 
from one end is for a bureaucracy and from the other for a 
mobocracy. At neither end of the line does the law find any 
hope or encouragement, and either demand, if granted, would 
destroy our government of law. 

“Let us in fairness for a moment look at the demand for a 
bureaucracy and see upon what it rests. This demand might be 
eurtly met with the simple suggestion that the law be obeyed 
and no other remedy would be found necessary. The subject, 
however, is broader and bigger than that and merits a more 
civil answer, for in truth we know that the law most com- 
plained of is uncertain, and, therefore, difficult to obey. 

THE SHERMAN LAW. 

“The Sherman law in itself is sufficient topic for an eyen- 
ing’s discussion, and my suggestions concerning it must, indeed, 
be brief; but I submit without argument that an endurance 
of the law, however uncertain and however drastic, is prefer- 
able to fettering that freedom of commerce and that freedom 
of contract guaranteed by the Constitution that must inevitably 
result when that freedom is given as a favor from some indi- 
vidual rather than claimed as a matter of right. I submit also 
that an appeal to the conscience and intelligence of the Ameri- 
can people for such changes in the law as can be demonstrated 
to be needful will not go unheeded. The remedy for a bad 
law is to amend or repeal it, but not to destroy all law govern- 
ing the subject involved. : 

It is a curious history that the Sherman law has had. It 
prohibits in terms ‘every’ combination, contract, or conspiracy 
in restraint of trade, without defining what is a restraint of 
trade, and now, after 20 years of experience under it, we have 
at last learned that the word ‘every’ as used in the statute 
does not mean ‘every’ act interfering with trade and that 
only such acts are prohibited as ‘unduly’ interfere with the 
orderly course of trade. The precise definition of ‘unduly’ is 
not given, and each business man must determine at his peril 
whether or not his acts of interference are ‘undue.’ Perhaps 
in another decade, if the law remains the same, the courts will 
determine this for him also. 

“Comparatively early in the life of the law the courts de- 
termined that its purpose and meaning was to enforce compe- 
tition, and that whatever restrained compétition was the re- 
straint thereby prohibited. The law itself says nothing about 
competition, and, with all due deference to the courts, it may 
be that they missed the true construction of the law. The law 
of competition is the law of ‘the survival of the fittest,’ and, 
unrestrained by any other law, must inevitably lead to mo- 
nopoly; and yet the Sherman law prohibits monopoly as well 
as restraints of trade. Competition, enforced by the first sec- 
tion of the law, leads to monopoly, which, when reached, is by 
the next section of the law made the open door to the peniten- 
The absence of competition is not necessarily a restraint 


far as the public is concerned, has not been 
been increased, and unless the public has thereby been 
unduly taxed by an increased price for the commodity sold, as 

of a monopoly created, the public has not been in- 
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jured. Monopolies have ever been abhorrent to all law, but no 
just Government eyer penalizes success or restrains the lawful 
use of brains. 

“ One administration has followed upon another since the Sher- 
man law went into effect, and each has challenged the plaudits 
of the multitude by citing a greater number of prosecutions 
under the law than stand to the credit of the preceding admin- 
istration. Is this the test by which we must determine the 
beneficence and wisdom of the law? Would it not be better 
and more informing to. cite the public to a reduced number of 
*trusts’ and to a reduced cost of living? The prosecutions 
instituted are but the means employed whereby the end of pub- 
lic benefit is supposed to be reached. What of the end? Let 
us pass by the means employed and ascertain the result reached. 
Can anyone deny that the cost of living is to-day greater than 
at any time during the life of the law, and that the number of 
so-called ‘trusts’ now in existence is greater than at any time 
in our history? Viewed, therefore, from the standpoint of the 
end sought rather than that of the means employed, we appear 
not to have made any headway under the law. 

“Broadly speaking, our country is divided into the two 
classes of consumers and producers. Each merits and deserves 
the fostering care and protection of our Government: In the 
interest of which was the Sherman law enacted, and which has 
benefited thereby? Has either been benefited? If neither has 
been benefited, what purpose does the law serve? From the 
framing of the first tariff law until now, and under all political 
parties and all administrations, the producer has been pro- 
tected. Sometimes more and sometimes less, but always in 
some degree protected. Sometimes the protection has been 
freely given and sometimes grudgingly given because found to 
be unavoidable under our revenue system, but always it has 
been given. Protection is said by its advocates to foster and 
develop, to build up and make to grow, and they credit our great 
commerce to its influence. If the Sherman law, designed solely 
to enforce competition, is in the interest only of the consumer, 
is it proposed thereby to strike down the protection to the pro- 
ducer that is afforded by the tariff? If so, will it not be better 
to do this directly by repealing our tariff laws? If competition 
is the end sought, will it not be more directly reached by pulling 
down the tariff wall and opening our markets to the producers 
of all the world? That Congress, in enacting the Sherman law, 
was not aiming at competition is possibly shown by its reten- 
tion of the protective tariff. 

“So far as dishonesty, wrongdoing, fraud, and misconduct 
are concerned, whether in trade or elsewhere, they should be 
heavily penalized. That is a different proposition from en- 
forcing and compelling competition under any and all circum- 
stances. It is also a different proposition from that of fur- 
nishing an opportunity to compete. 

“This brief review of the Sherman law is perhaps suflicient to 
explain the restlessness of those who come within its operation 
and the desire upon their part to substitute a bureaucracy for 
it. For those who are honestly seeking to obey the law and 
at the same time to do business under it, the Government should 
be concerned to aid them. For those who knowingly and will- 
fully violate the Jaw there can be no sympathy from anyone. 
The thought, however, should be in the minds of all of us that 
all the greatness and glory of our country is builded upon its 
commerce. To commerce we owe our wealth, our cities, our 
towering buildings, our railroads, and our greatness among the 
nations of the earth, and it must be fostered and protected. We 
should not forget that it was the desire to make commerce 
free—to make the markets of each State open to the products 
of all the other States—that led to the writing of our Constitu- 
tion, nor should we forget that when it was written the Supreme 
Court declared that the commerce clause thereof did make com- 
merce free, save as Congress might restrain it. Congress can 
have no thought to restrain except to benefit or save. Does the 


Sherman law unduly impede or restrain commerce? The ques-. 


tion is big enough and important enough to receive a more 
carefully considered answer than I can make to-night. It is 
big enough and important enough to bring together the enter- 
prising patriotic men who are engaged in business, both ‘big’ 
and little, to consider and answer it. Surely the great com- 
merce of which our country boasts is not the product of crime. 
Surely our leaders in finance, in business, and in prosperity are 
not all criminals. Surely there is honor and honesty to be 
found in our commercial life. And yet one dissolution suit 
follows so swift upon another, one prosecution so rapidly suc- 
ceeds another, that the entire commercial world must stand 
aghast at the arraignment of American business by the Ameri- 
can Government. The conclusion is irresistible that either our 
business methods are rotten or else our law is rotten. If the 


defect is in the law the business men of our country owe it to 
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themselves as well as to American honor to point out the de- 
fects and suggest the changes to be made. If the defect is in 
our business methods haste should be made to change them. 
We can not maintain government by making it fashionable 
to be indicted, and neither can we maintain it if we are to be- 
come a nation of lawbreakers. The demand for a law that is 
simple and plain is not an extravagant demand. If neither the 
lawmaking power nor the courts can clearly define the re- 
straints of trade that are made criminal, how can the layman 
define them? Is a law just that penalizes not simply ignorance 
of poorer law, but ignorance of the English common law as 
well? 

“Whatever change we make in the law there must remain a 
law for our guidance. A bureaucratic Government in free 
America is not to be tolerated. Even though business should 
be willing to run the risk of the tyranny, the favoritism, the 
partiality, and the fraud of such a government, the American 
people can not consent to it, so long as they believe in a goy- 
ernment of law. Has our initiative and capacity so failed us 
that we can not frame proper rules for the government of busi- 
ness? If Congress can not frame them, if business can not 
suggest them, from whence will a few autocrats draw their in- 
spiration? If individuals can enforce rules, when once they 
are made, why can not the courts enforce them? Shall we ad- 
mit the impotency and incapacity of the law and the courts to 
decree and compel honesty and fair dealing where business is 
involved? If so, we should at once and for all time admit the 
failure of government by the people. 


MOBOCRACY. 


“The other end of the line is insisting, not upon a one man or 
a two men’s Government, but upon a Government by the ma- 
jority of the people. This demand for a mobocracy presents a 
more serious problem than the demand for a bureaucracy, and 
one that is more difficult to understand. It is more serious, be- 
cause more widespread, and we can not in true patriotism over- 
look a demand that enlists the open sympathy of seekers after 
the Presidency. 

“The demand is more difficult to understand, because there is 
so little excuse or justification for it. It is but a pretense to say 
that a more representative form of Government is desired, or. 
that the change is necessary in order to give the people control 
of their own Government, for the people now control. They 
have all the direct power of Government that was not deliber- 
ately and intentionally contracted away for their good, as their 
part of the compact, at the time the Constitution was written. 
Indirectly they have all the power there is, and directly they have 
all that a representative form of Goyernment can concede and 
remain a representative form of Government. The voice of the 
people is perhaps more potent to-day in our lawmaking depart- 
ment than at any time in our history. 

“Tn the life of this Republic the rule once was that a Repre- 
sentative in Congress represented the entire United States, and 
gave the country the benefit of his judgment and leadership, and 
the rule also was to believe that worse things could happen than 
being defeated for reelection. Regretfully we must admit to-day 
that these rules are more honored in the breach than in the ob- 
servance. The legislation that is to-day enacted or defeated 
represents the sentiment and wishes of the majority of the peo- 
ple, in so far as those in power are able to read and understand 
such sentiment and wishes, and if a remedy is wanted for 
things done and for things undone it must be found, not by in- 
creasing the already supreme power of the people, but by di- 
recting the use of that power. 

THE INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM, AND RECALL. 


“Those who urge upon us the initiative, referendum, and re- 
call do not all agree—publicly, at least—upon the end they 
would achieve. The bolder and more aggressive do not hesitate 
to declare for a pure democracy—for the supreme power of the 
majority, without let or hindrance, and for the use of that power 
in all the affairs of Government. The more timid will not avow 
so bold a purpose. They would strike down, however, the 
checks and balances of constitutional government, and while 
conferring supreme power upon the majority they would cau- 
tiously advise that the full power so granted be not always used. 
The distinction is meaningless and merits no consideration. 

“The preamble to the Constitution does not read, We, the 
majority of the people,’ but it reads, ‘We, the people.“ The 
Constitution is the Constitution of all, and not simply of the 
majority. In the first section of the first article thereof all 
legislative power is vested in the Congress, and this makes our 
Government representative in form. In the fifth and again in 
the fourteenth amendment the individual is protected by the 
declaration that ‘no person’ shall be deprived of life, liberty, 
or property without due process of law.’ The simple statement 


of these provisions of the Constitution shows the revolutionary 
tharacter of the proposal to substitute for them the will of the 
majority. 

“Under our present form of government when by industry 
and frugality a man procures the means and purchases a home, 
obtaining good title thereto, it is his. The law gives it to him 
and protects him in it, and neither a majority nor any other 
number of his fellow citizens can lawfully take it from him. 
This is the protection of property that is guaranteed by the 
Constitution. The same protection is given to life and liberty, 
and for this protection, now so ample and complete, it is 
proposed that we shall substitute the pleasure of the majority. 

THE COURTS. 

“The most astonishing because the most revolutionary of ali 
the proposals made is that relating to the courts. Some of the 
people claim to have discovered that the courts are a menace 
to liberty and should be restrained. Little they know that they 
are striking at the only protection of life, liberty, or property 
that they enjoy. But for the courts we must have autocratic 
government or anarchy; but for the courts a government ef 
law would be without strength or power and could not live. 
The statutes of Congress and the orders of the Executive would 
be dead and meaningless things but for the power of the 
courts to give them vitality and compel obedience thereto. The 
power of the courts is plainly and simply conferred by the Con- 
stitution, and it is a most necessary power. Power must be 
somewhere lodged to say when a given act violates the law or 
when a given law violates the Constitution or else each man 
or each department construes for himself or itself and all is 
confusion. Where better can we lodge this power than in an 
independent judiciary? Suppose Congress should enact a law 
establishing a State religion and requiring my observance 
of it when under my conscience I hold to a different faith? 
Suppose Congress should levy a tax forbidden by the Constitu- 
tion? Suppose Congress should assume to itself all the police 
powers of the States and proceed to their exercise? In any of 
these supposed cases ought there not to be a power competent 
to declare such acts void? If not, of what avail is the Consti- 
tution? If it be said that Congress will not knowingly violate 
the Constitution and its oath by passing such acts, can it not 
be equally said that neither will the courts knowingly violate 
the Constitution or their cath of office? The possibility of the 
abuse of power has never yet been held a sufficient reason for 
the nonexistence of the power. The one thing that has ever 
differentiated our Republic from all other Governments has 
been our judiciary. The maintenance of our judicial system 
has been our crowning glory, for it has made and maintained 
our government of law. 

“The Constitution without definition, limit, or qualification 
vests ‘the judicial power of the United States’ in the courts. 
Judge Story says, ‘No man can doubt or deny that the power 
to construe the Constitution is a judicial power.’ Before the 
day of Story, Madison said: It may be a misfortune that in 
organizing any government the explication of its authority 
should be left to any of its coordinate branches., There is no 
example in any country where it is otherwise. There is no new 
policy in submitting it to the judiciary of the United States.“ 
Webster in one of his great speeches declared that the con- 
stitutional provision making the Constitution the supreme law 
of the land, together with the other provision vesting judicial 
power in the courts were ‘the keystone of the arch.’ With 
those,’ he said, ‘it is a constitution; without them it is a con- 
federacy. We read the utterances of these great men, we 
search our own understanding, and we are stupefied and 
amazed at the treason to constitutional government that is 
abroad in our land. Of what are the people thinking that such 
as this can exist among them? . 

RECALL OF JUDICIAL DECISIONS. 


“Some of the advocates of the recall of judges would go 


further and nullify judicial decisions by a popular vote. De- 
daring for ‘constitutionalism’ they would, nevertheless, by 
the will of a simple majority override the legislature that stood 
for it and the court that enforced it. They would make of the 
Constitution but a bit of paper to be torn to tatters at the will 
of the mob. 

“The Constitution, the crowning glory of American achieve 
ment, they would submit for construction and enforcement to 
the fleeting fancy of the temporary majority. Such a proposal 
can only be fitly characterized as anarchy gone mad. It is said 
in support of the proposal that judges make mistakes. Of 
course they do. Who does not? We are to-day, however, pro- 
tected against mistakes in lawmaking fivefold times and more, 
In the first place, by the people themselves in their selection of 
competent and upright Representatives. In the second place, by 
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the oath of the Representatives to support the Constitution. In 
the third place, by the Senate, that must concur. In the fourth 
place, by the Executive, who must approve. In the fifth place, 
by the courts, to whom appeal can be made; and finally, by the 
people again, who, if a mistake is made, notwithstanding all 
these precautions, can elect new Representatives and correct it. 
For all these safeguards it is proposed to substitute the will of 
a majority of those voting under the stress and excitement of a 
political campaign. ` 
“Judges have made mistakes, but be it said to the honor 
and glory of the American judiciary that but few of them have 
ever made them intentionally. Judges haye made mistakes, but 
no judge in all our recorded history has ever made the monu- 
mental mistake that is now being made by those who urge upon 
us the revolutionary proposals that we are now considering. 
These proposals are urged in the face of the fact that through 
peace and war, throngh prosperity and panic, through health 
and through pestilence, our Government as the fathers planned 
it, has not only lived for more than a century of time, but has 
grown resplendent in its proud achievements and has brought 
our country to a position of eminence among the greatest of the 
nations of the earth. They are urged in the face of the fact that 
in all the records of time no such government as is proposed 
ever lived to tell the tale of its existence. We stand amazed at 
the recklessness of the proposals made, and more so at the 
public sentiment that will tolerate them. From whence comes 
this sentiment? In the financial and business world we know 
that credit is the basis of our tremendous transactions, and we 
know that credit rests upon confidence. We also know that 
when confidence is destroyed or undermined, panic follows. Is 
it not the same in a representative government? The basic 
principle of our Government is patriotism. The Government 
rests upon the patriotic belief of the people in the existence of 
patriotism among themselves. It rests upon their confidence in 
the honesty and integrity of human agencies. Destroy that con- 
fidence, inspire distrust, and our representative Government 
must fail, for the people will no longer trust one another. May 
it not be that we are but reaping the fruit of the seed so lav- 
ishly sown by the muckrakers? No greater enemies of the 
Republic have ever lived than those who in season and out of 
season, for purposes of selfish and sordid gain, have sought to 
destroy the confidence of the people in their trusted public 
‘servants. These enemies must be overcome and confidence must 
be restored if we would save the Republic. 


NEEDED REFORMS. 


“Reforms we need and improvemnts we ought to have, but 
let us not change the form of our Government structure. Let 
us build on the old foundations, preserying forever the eternal 
principles of equality and justice embedded therein. We should 
find a way to utilize the ‘judicial power’ for determining the 
constitutionality of important general legislation before putting 
same in force. No greater reform can be urged, for justice 
should not be impeded or delayed nor individuals taxed by per- 
sonal litigation to settle constitutional questions. A uniform 
law for the regulation of all interstate commerce and. those en- 
gaged therein whereby both business and the public will be 
protected should be devised. Ways should be found to curtail 
our output of new laws and to lessen the volume and shorten the 
determination of litigation. These and many other reforms are 
needed, but when all is said and done, the fact remains that 
this is a Government of and by the people, and will be good or 
bad accordingly as the people possess knowledge and virtue or 
are controlled by ignorance or cupidity. It also remains that 
the proposals of government we have been discussing deal only 
with means of government. The great ends of government are 
not involved or referred to. They offer no solution of any of the 
real problems confronting us. 

“A new way of legislating is proposed, but what is to be the 
legislation? The restrictions of the Constitution are to be 
removed, but what is then to be done? No legislative proposal 
is advanced, and we are left to assume that there is something 
the people want and which they now can not get under our 
present system of government, but what is it the people want? 
There can be no real reform affecting our Government that 
does not start among the people themselves. e we have 
legislatures and laws, courts and officers of all kinds that we 
call our Government, there is in the last analysis no govern- 
ment in our land save that of public sentiment. Elevate the 
standard of citizenship and the standard of legislation is at 
once raised. Purify the body politic and the government be- 
comes pure. The stream can rise no higher than its source. 
What our country needs is not a new government, nor new 
ways of making laws, nor more laws, but it is the planting 
deep in the hearts of all the people the spirit of the law. 


1912. 


“Tn the Colonial Congress in Philadelphia in 1774 Patrick 
Henry declared: l 

“Oppression has effaced the boundaries of the several colonies; the 
distinctions between V. „ Pennsylvanians, New Yorkers, and 
New Englanders are no more. I am not a V , but an American. 

“The assaults to-day upon constitutional and representative 
government are an appeal to our patriotism. They have effaced 
all sectional lines. It is not as Republicans nor as Democrats, 
but as Americans that we must meet and repel them.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in the paragraph for the purpose of making an inquiry. 
The gentleman stated the other day that the appropriation for 
the Brownsville experiment station was carried in this item 
at the top of page 26. That appropriation for the testing of 
rare and valuable seeds, and so forth, has been increased from 
$52,520 to $58,740. Is that increase sufficient to provide the 
Brownsville testing station with the money which has been used 
there before? 

Mr. LAMB. I think so; and I will give this explanation: 
The appropriation for foreign seed and plant introduction has 
been increased from $52,520 to $58,740, as the gentleman states, 
an increase of $6,220. The appropriation for the Texas garden— 
$11,260—was transferred to this item, and seven employees 
have been transferred to the statutory roll, amounting to $5,040, 
making a net increase of $6,220. That explains that whole situ- 
ation. 

Mr. MANN. That seems to cover that. While Brownsville 
is taken care of in that item in that way, the appropriation 
under the entire paragraph is reduced from $289,680 to $285,680. 
That is a reduction in the total amount, although there is an 
increase in the work to be performed by the appropriation. Is 
that also caused by a transfer to the statutory roll? 

Mr. LAMB. That is right. The decrease is $9,160 and the 
increase is $28,214, and the difference between the two is made 
by transfers from the lump sum to the statutory roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill provides for the investigation of dis- 
eases of animals and plants and to check the spread of 
damage to crops by insects, such as the boll weevil, but it 
gives scant consideration to one of the most distressing of 
modern tree diseases, the chestnut blight. All that was ap- 
propriated for this purpose last year, if I remember correctly, 
was $5,000, and this year the investigation is to be taken 
care of, along with many other worthy objects, in the item of 
$29,510 “for the control of diseases of forest and ornamental 
trees and shrubs.” The Committee on Agriculture could not see 
its way clear to favorably consider the bill introduced by me 
December 4, 1911, providing an appropriation of $80,000 “to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency 
caused by the continued spread of the chestnut bark disease,” 
but the distinguished chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Lams], in the discussion of my amendment 
on yesterday indicted the readiness of the committee to hear 
argument upon the bill as a separate measure, and with this 
the advocates of a broad and scientific “study of the nature and 
habits of the parasitic fungus causing the disease” will have to 
be content for the present. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the Government, which is doing so 
much in other directions for agriculture and forestry, should 
take a livelier interest in the awful havoc that is being done the 
useful and stately chestnut trees of the country. To a large 
extent we have permitted the walnut trees to fall a prey to 
commercialism, since the wood has been so valuable for manu- 
facture and export, but the chestnut tree is still with us, and 
appeals strongly to those true conservationists of our natural 
resources who contend against the utter extinction of valued 
species of American animal and plant life. And so far as the 
chestnut tree is concerned, it can very reasonably come to Con- 
gress for aid and redress, since some of the States in which it 
makes its habitat have already undertaken to preserve and 
protect it. This is notably so with the State of Pennsylvania, 
which has appropriated $275,000, which is now being used “ for 
the investigation and scientific study of the problem, and more 
especially to ascertain the exact extent of the blight and to 
devise ways and means through which it might, if possible, be 
stamped out.” 


PENNSYLYANIA IN THE FIELD. 

Indeed, without waiting for Government action, Pennsylvania 
has already constituted a commission, which has organized and 
put its force of experts in the field. The reports of these 
experts, together with the results thus far attained, were pre- 
sented at a conference held in the city of Harrisburg, February 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2977 


20 and 21 last, at which many States into which the chest- 
nut blight has made its unwelcome presence known were 
represented. l 

The purposes of the Harrisburg convention are very clearly 
set forth in the announcement issued by the secretary of the 
Pennsylvania Chestnut Tree Blight Commission, Mr. Harold 
Pierce, of Philadelphia, who said: 


In order that the other States not yet touched by the blight, but 
certainly in its line of advance, may realize the seriousness of the 
situation, the governor, who is much interested, has called this con- 
vention for a consideration of ways and means, in the hope that the 
States may be aroused to action and be ready to meet the invasion at 
their borders. Pennsylvania's problem is now or soon will become the 

roblem of Maine, ermont, New Hampshire. Massachusetts, Rhode 
sland, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Vir- 

North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
ennessee, Kentucky, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, and Michigan. 
Active cooperation of the States is essential. 


So far as the Harrisburg convention is concerned, it was very 
largely attended and evinced the deep interest of the delegates 
in a problem which did not arise in Pennsylvania, but which 
having arisen, had worked great loss in that State and was 
destroying chestnut trees by the thousands in neighboring 
States, with the prospect of a continuance of the work of de- 
struction wherever chestnut trees are to be found throughout 
the country. There never was a situation more analogous to 
the demand for checking the spread of the boll weevil, which 
harasses the southern cotton planter, or of the Texas fever, or 
of any other cattle or plant disease than this. And if the Gov- 
ernment has seen fit to step in and stop the ravages of disease 
as it passes over the borders of the States in any one of the 
3 so it should also step in now to check the chestnut- tree 

g 

A CONDITION CONFRONTS US. 


In opening the Harrisburg convention, the governor of Penn- 
sylvania made this interesting and comprehensive statement of 
the movement to preserve the trees and to protect the property 
value represented by them: 


This conference has been called for the purpose of obtaining all 
information possible concerning the 
destructive fungous disease known as the chestnut-tree bark disease or 
chestnut-tree blight, which was first detected in the neighborhood of 
New York City about eight years ago and has since spread to the north- 
east as far as eastern Massachusetts and to the southwest as far as 
central Pennsylvania, Maryland, and northern Virginia. 

This tree disease is virulent in character. To date no specific remedy 
to be applied to individual trees is known. It seems almost unthink- 
able that a disease of this character should so invade a large. area and 
that no means of preventing its spread is at hand. Unless this disease 
be stopped by concerted action among the States it is certain that 
within a few years very few living wild chestnut trees will be found in 
America. It is therefore entirely in accord with the American spirit 
that we make every effort to destroy or check the advance of this 


ase. F 

The yalue of the standing chestnut stock to-day in America is enor- 
mous. In Pennsylvania alone the wild chestnut tree is found native 
throughout the State, and in the southern counties of the State forms 
the ing forest tree. The value of this tree in the State 
of ia is reliably computed by competent authority to be not less 
than $35,000,000. e best chestnut in the world is still remaining in 
the mountains of North Carolina, West Virginia, eastern Kentucky, and 

essee, The chestnut stock of the future must necessarily be drawn 
from these States. To date the blight has not reached this region, but 
is steadily tending in that direction. This tree is also of great value in 
Ohio and the remaining Atlantic seaboard States, and by reason of the 
all too prevalent forest destruction going on, the tree can ill be spared, 
much less its value wasted, as it largely will be should the remaining 
chestnut stock be attacked. 

The destruction of the wild chestnut trees in New Jersey, in south- 
eastern New York, western Connecticut and Massachusetts, and south- 
eastern Pennsylvania is marked to be complete. The industries 
depending upon the wild chestnut tree for thelr support are of large 
proportion and great value. Every part of the tree is valuable for 

tannic acid, used in the tanning industry. Telegraph and tele- 
phone companies depend most largely upon this tree for their stock of 
les. The railroad companies are largely dependent upon it for their 

t railroad ties. The nuts produce no inconsiderable amount of 
valuable product. any thousands of men are employed in the indus- 
tries depending upon the saving of the wild chestnut tree, and many 
other thousands of real estate owners will find their land values 
seriously 3 should the tree be ultimately 8 

t the plague is 


Two great facts to be borne in mind are: First, 
with us and it must be reckoned with; and, second, that harmonious 
action and complete cooperation among all the interests involved, as 
well as the governments of the various States, can and will be the only 
means of checking This disease, if it can be checked at all. We are not 
so much concerned with its origin as we are with its presence and 
effects. While its botanical history and pathology are of importance, 


the real thing is preparedness to repel the invader, using every means 
known to science and practical experience. 


I submit this statement as an aid to Congress in the considera- 
tion of the bill now before the Committee on Agriculture. It is 
a strong argument in favor of some such measure, but a still 
stronger argument may be found in the appalling estimate that 
this insidious chestnut-bark disease, up to 1911, had destroyed 
chestnut-tree property valued at no less than $25,000,000. 

VIEWS OF REPRESENTATIVE BODIES. 

So far as the history of this tree disease is known, it appears 

to have originated in the vicinity of New York City in 1904. 


best methods of fighting the 
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Since that time it has spread over at least 10 States and is still 
spreading. It has not only cut down the beautiful and umbra- 
geous shade trees in public parks and upon large estates, but 
with equal cruelty it has destroyed the wild forest timber, to 
which eren the schoolboys resort for health and sport in 
autumn time. That the chestnut tree, apart from the timber 
in it, is also a source of revenue to the farmer and to the nut 
gatherer is not to be disputed. 

But most significant is the attitude upon this question taken 
by recognized associations of agriculturists and foresters, who 
fear the consequences of further delay in securing Government 
cooperation to properly eombat this epidemic of the tree. 

The House should understand how some of these authorities 
stand upon this question, and to that end I submit herewith 
resolutions of the American Forestry Association, the Pennsyl- 
vania Forestry Association, the Pennsylvania State Board of 
Agriculture, the Commission for the Investigation and Control 
of the Chestnut Tree Blight in Pennsylvania, and the Pennsyl- 
yania State Grange: 

AMERICAN FORESTRY ASSOCIATION, 
AMERICAN Forestry ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., January E, 1912. 
My Dran Sm; At the annual meeting of the American Forestry As- 
sociation, held in this city on January 9, the following resolutions were 
assed, and, as they have a very important bearing upon the forestry 
terests of the United States, your careful perusal and earnest con- 
sideration of them is respectfully urged. * * * 
P. S. RIDSDALE, 


Very truly, yours, 
Beecutive Secretary. 


Whereas a virulent fungous disease known as the chestnut-tree blight 
bas already infected a large portion of the region wherein the wild 
chestnut tree is a native, and threatens the destruction of this valu- 
able timber tree throughout its range in the United States; and 

Whereas the at body of wild chestnut in the New England States, in 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Maryland has been reached 
y this infection, and vigorous efforts are required to prevent its fur- 
ther spread into the States of Delaware, Virginia, West Virginia, 
Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, North Carolina, South Carolina, Kentucky, 
Georgia, Tennessee, and Alabama; and 

Whereas the States not yet reached by the infection are 7 1 50 entitled 
to every possible help and protection which Congress and the States 
themselves may be able to employ in saving their chestnut timber 
from attack; Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the American Forestry Association pledges its sup- 

port in arousing the public to combat this disease. 

Resolved further, That the American Forestry Association strongly 
urges the Members ef Congress to poppar a bill now pending before 
that body appropriating $80,000 for the use of the United States De- 
partment of Agriculture, to be used in a thorough study and investi- 
gation of this tree disease, with the view of divising ways and means to 
combat its further spread and to subject it to possible control, and 
urges the executives and legislatures of the States named above to take 
measures to check the spread of the disease. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each Member of 
the Senate and House of Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States and to the governors of the States concerned. 


PENNSYLVANIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION, 
PENNSYLVANIA FORESTRY ASSOCIATION, 
Philadelphia, Pa., December 20, 1911. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON MOORE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I wish to call your attention to resolutions passed by the Penn- 
sylvania Forestry Association at their annual meeting on December 11, 
1911, as follows: 

“ Whereas the chestnut-tree blight has caused a loss to the Nation esti- 
mated at $25,000,000 and threatens the destruction of the chestnut 
forests of the country; and 

“Whereas there is great need for further investigation into the habits, 
distribution, and methods of control of the chestnut-blight fungus in 
this and adjoining States: = 
“ Resolved, That the Pennsylvania Forestry Association 13 

urges the Pennsylvania delegation in Congress to support the bill whic 

has been introduced into both Houses e 80,000 for the use 
of the United States Department of Agriculture in investigating the 

chestnut blight.” A 
It is hoped that you will su pons this bill. The Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania appropriated $27 0 to be used in combating this dis- 

case, and every possible means is being employed to check the fürther 

spread of the blight. ‘This is a national problem, however, since the 
blight has appeared in Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, New York, 
a most of the New England States, and the assistance and coopera- 
tion of the National Government would be most acceptable. 
Very respectfully, „ L. BITLER, 
Recording Secretary. 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Harrisburg, February 23, 1912. 


Hon. J. HAMPTON Moore, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran S: Please find below copy of preamble and resolutions 
adopted by the Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture at its regular 
meeting recently held in this city, 

N. B. CRITCHFIELD, 


ery truly, P Aven 
ecretary Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture. 


Whereas a destructive fungous disease known as the chestnut-true blight 
has appeared in many counties of Pennsylvania, causing a serious loss 
to timber owners and taxpayers; and 

Whereas the blight threatens the entire destruction of this valuable 
et species of tree in Pennsylvania and adjoining States if not 

checked and eradicated: Therefore be it 
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Resolved, That the Pennsylyania State Board of Agriculture hereby 
pledges its earnest and active cooperation with the Pennsylvania Chest- 
nut Tree Blight Commission in the efforts of that commission to control 
and eradicate this new enemy of our forests, recommending that each 
member of this board assist so far as practicable in promoting public 
interest in the subject, that the work of the commission may be ad- 
vanced as rapidly as ible throughout the affected areas of the Com- 
ooto Th tth bill, od 

esolved, Tha e bill introduced Into Con s appropriating $80,000 
for the use of the United States De 7 5 of hee culture in Teeter 
work in the various States where the chestnut-tree bark disease has 
appeared is recognized as a worthy and pan measure, and the 
Pennsylyania delegation in Congress is respectfully urged to give it 
their united support. 


TREE BLIGHT COMMISSION. 


PHILADELPHIA, Februar: 7, 1912. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON MOORE, i 2 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dran Mr. Moors: A copy of the preamble and resolutions relating to 
the chestnut-tree blight, which were unanimously adopted at the annual 
meeting of the Pennsylyania State Board of Agriculture held at Harris- 
burg, is herewith respectfully submitted. 

o legislative committee of the same organization also made the 
following recommendation : 

“ We favor all active efforts toward the suppression of what is known 
as the chestnut-tree blight, which is attacking the chestnut timber in 
various parts of the State. We indorse and hope for the passage of the 
bill now before Congress appropriating $80,000 for the aid of this very 


important work.” . 
Very respectfully, OLIVER D, SCHOCK, 
Assistant to the Evecutive Oficer, 


PENNSYLVANIA STATE GRANGE. 
PHILADELPHIA, Janu 4, 19122. 
Hon. J. HAMPTON MOORE, i aie 


Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Drar SIR: The Pennsylvania State Grange at the annual meeting 
recently held at Scranton, Pa., adopted the following preamble and reso- 
lutions by a unanimous vote. Nearly 2,000 delegates representing over 
65,000 members of the grange were present. 


“ Whereas a virulent fungous disease, known as the chestnut-tree blight, 
is attacking the native chestnut tree in this State, and if not checked 
threatens destruction to this valuable species of tree; and 

“Whereas many of the landowners in Pennsylvania, members of the 

ange, will be disastrously affected if the progress of this disease con- 
ues unabated: Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That the Pennsylvania State — 8 indorses the object 
of the work of the Pennsylvania Chestnut Tree Blight Commission in 
its efforts to eradicate this disease, and pledges its support, recommend- 
ing that all Pomona and subordinate granges assist in promoting public 
interest therein, to the end that the efforts of this commission may not 
be hindered or impeded. 

“ Resolved, That the bill pending before Congress sppropristin 
$80,000 for similar work, for the use of the United States e ee 
of riculture, is recognized as a worthy measure, and the Pennsylvania 
delegation in Congress are respectfully and earnestly urged to give it 
their united support.” 

Respectfully submitted. 

S. B. DETWILER, Executive Officer. 


NOT A ONE-STATE QUESTION. 


In submitting to the House these evidences of the popular will 
in relation to the chestnut tree blight, I commend most heartily 
the action of the State of Pennsylvania in doing all that rests in 
the power of one State to do to correct a national annoyance. 
It does not lie in the mouth of anyone to say that this move- 
ment to obtain national cooperation is solely in the interest of 
Pennsylyania. New York, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con- 
necticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia are 
already deeply concerned in this problem. States farther south 
and farther west may yet be and probably will be, despite Penn- 
sylvania’s activity, unless the Government aids in suppressing 
the disease when it passes out of the Keystone State. While 
Government aid is annually appropriated for the maintenance 
of forest reserves in many of our sister States, Pennsylvania 
has gradually been building up at her own expense a forest re- 
serve which now reaches the vast proportions of a million acres, 
The Government has done nothing to further this great enter- 
prise, which is of some little advantage to the Government if 
forest reserves maintained by the Government in other States 
are of advantage to the Government. And it is also fair to say 
that while there is now arising an agitation which promises to 
bring up to the Federal Government the question of construct- 
ing good roads within the borders of the various States, Penn- 
Sylvania has taken care of her own roads and is now embarking 
upon an enterprise of road building and road improvement which 
contemplates the expenditure of $50,000,000. In this matter of 
the chestnut blight Pennsylvania has provided $275,000 to take 
care of her own investigations within the borders of the State, 
but the result of those investigations and whatever else may be 
put forth to check the chestnut blight will be of equal advantage 
to other States as it will be to Pennsylvania. But Pennsylvania 
can not go beyond the borders of the State where the chestnut 
blight has already gone, and hence the cooperation of all the 
States may not be secured with that harmony of direction and 
authority which rests in the Federal Government. It is, there- 
fore, both logical and proper that the Federal Government should 
step in, as proposed in the bill now before the Agricultural Com- 
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mittee, and assume that general jurisdiction in the premises 
which will safeguard all the States. In this the Federal au- 
thorities will have the cheerful and substantial cooperation of 
Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Total for Bureau of Plant Industry, $2,089,900. 
[Mr. FOWLER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 


for the 1 treatment of timber; to seek. throu: 
tions an 


except the Black Hills and Harney National Forests in South Dakota, 
to be exported from the State, Territory, or the District of Alaska in 
which said forests are vely situated: Provided, That the ex- 
portation of dead and insect-infested timber only from said Black Hills 
and Harney National Forests shall be allowed until such time as the 
Forester shall See that the ravages of the destructive insects in said 
forests are practi checked, but in no case after July 1, 1914; to 
transport and care for fish and game supplied to stock the national 
forests or the waters therein; to employ agents, clerks, assistants, and 
other labor required In practical forestry and in the administration of 
national forests, in the eity of Washington and elsewhere; to collate, 
digest, moare and illustrate the results of e ments and investiga- 
tions made by the Forest Service; to purchase law books, to an amount 
not exceeding $500, . . and office fixtures, 
and technical books and technical journals for officers of the Forest 
Service stationed outside of Mog ip ir to pay freight, express, tele- 
pocne and telegraph chba ; for electric light and power, fuel, gas, 
fackyling are ezpenses for legal and. fecal officers ‘whlle per 

e e ses for and fiscal office — 
forming Forest — — work; and for rent outside of the District of 
Columbia, as follows: E 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota and Mr. MONDELL rose. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture for a moment. 
Formerly this item of general expenses was a Jump sum. In 
the present bill it is distributed among the forest reserves. I 
think that distribution an excellent one, but it seems to me the 
item is scarcely in proper form now. This is for the“ general 
expenses of the Forest Service,“ I assume, in the forest re- 
serves. It is divided up pro rata among the reserves, a cer- 
tain amount to each reserve. Therefore there should be noth- 
ing under this head that does not relate to the Forest Service 
connected with the forest reserves. I call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the words on page 30, lines 9 and 10: 


To advise the owners of woodlands as to the proper care of the same. 


Now, that is an expenditure, as I understand it, outside of 
the forest reserves—an entirely proper expenditure, I grant 
you, but, it seems to me, that ought not to be carried in this 
item and divided up among the forest reserves. The way in 
which the bill is drawn, is it expected that the department 
must divide up the money and charge to each forest reserve of 
the country a portion of the amount it intends to expend to 
advise the owners of woodlands with reference to the care of 
the same? 

Mr. LAMB. The money they use under that comes from the 
general expenses, and there is something besides that—to in- 
yestigate and test timber and timber trees and their uses. It 
comes in under the appropriation of general expenditures for 
silviculture and other purposes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I was going to call attention to the fact 
that there is a duplication—that these items the chairman now 
refers to are items which carry an appropriation. 

Mr. LAMB. That is a specific appropriation; but they are 
bound to name what they do with their money, and so they 
explain what this money is used for. 

Mr. MONDELL. It seems to me very confusing that there 
should be any language in this paragraph for general expenses 
that does not refer to expenditures on the forest reserves. 

Mr. MANN. You can not put anything else in. 

Mr. MONDELL. But there is language there that does not 
refer to the forest reserves at all. ; 

Mr. LAMB. There are projects in here that we have con- 
tended did not pertain to the forest reserves in these general 
appropriations, namely, the testing of wood, and so forth. 

Mr. MANN, That does not come under this item. 


Mr. LAMB. I know it does not, but this refers to it. 

Mr. MANN. Let us see, though. The gentleman takes ex- 
ception to— : 

To advise the owners of woodlands as to the proper care of the same. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not take exception. 

Mr. MANN. As to its being in this place. Are there not 
forest reserves where there are owners of lands that have some 
woodland interests in the forest reserves? 

Mr. MONDELL. That may be true in a limited way, but 
I do not think that is what this item is intended to cover. 

Mr. MANN. I think so. 

Mr. MONDELL. This was the language of the bill before 
there was a division in appropriations for reserves, and I re- 
member yery well when that particular language was inserted 
in the bill; and it was not intended to cover any work within 
the boundaries of the forest reserves; but in the modification 
of the bill under the new plan they have failed to take that 
particular language ont of it. There is more that should not 
be in this paragraph. 

Mr. MANN. But they can not expend,any of that money 
unless by the transfer of 10 per cent of this money that is 
appropriated for that purpose outside of the forest reserves. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know of any other way they can 
get at it with the language as it is, because if the gentleman 
will turn to the remaining paragraphs he will find nothing 
that authorizes just that kind of work. 

Mr. MANN. There is no appropriation under this paragraph 
just read at all. It is preliminary. The appropriation comes 
next, as follows: 


For salaries and field and station e including the mainte- 
nance of nurseries, eollecting seeds, an lanting, necessary for the 
use, maintenance, improvement. and protection of the national forests 
named below. 

That is all they can use this appropriation for. 

Mr. MONDELL. It seems to me, then, that this is all sur- 
plusage. It does not any of it belong in here if that is the fact. 

Mr. MANN. This is a preface to the whole thing. 

Mr. MONDELL. It seems to be all unnecessary. I want to 
call attention to the fact that over here 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman have 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. In lines 11, 12, and 13, on page 31, it reads: 

To collat i 
CCC 

Then I call attention to the paragraph over here on page 47, 
where the same language is used. It seems to me that appro- 
priation ought to be all in one place. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman is a little confused about 
this, as I was. I just stated that that was confined to the 
appropriation for the national forests, but the gentleman will 
see now, if he looks at the bill, at first there is the paragraph 
„General expenses, Forest Service,” with no appropriation, and 
“as follows.” Following “as follows” comes, first, the provi- 
sion for the appropriation for different forest reserves complete 
by itself. Following that comes the appropriation for fighting 
forest fires complete by itself. Following that is another para- 
graph, for maintenance, library supplies, and so forth. Follow- 
ing that is the investigation of methods for wood distillation, 
and so forth. All of those are subsidiary to this first paragraph 
for “ General expenses, Forest Service.” 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to the gentleman from Illinois, that 
on page 46, beginning with line 20, there is the item: 

For silvicultural, dentrological, and other experiments and investiga- 
tions, independently or in cooperation with other branches of the Fed- 
eral Government, with States, and with individuals, to determine the 
— methods for the conservative management of forests and forest 

And so on. That is the proposition that the gentleman from 
Wyoming is talking on, and the other is preliminary to it. 

Mr. MANN. Except it authorizes books and telephone sery- 
ice, and things of that kind. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I am not yet convinced that, 
in the interests of clarity in the appropriation bill, this entire 
paragraph should not be entirely revamped or dropped out. It 
can not, certainly, be held that this paragraph, “ General ex- 
penses, Forest Service,” covers all of the purposes for which 
appropriations are made in the succeeding paragraphs. That 
is very clear. For instance, there are in the succeeding para- 
graph items for the purchase and maintenance of necessary 
field, office, and laboratory supplies and for investigations of 
methods of wood distillation. 

They do not come under that general language also—“ for 
experiments and investigations of range conditions“ Now, 


2980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 7, 


either that preface ought to contain all of the subject matter 
that is treated of later under the paragraphs in which the 
appropriations are made, or else it should be omitted alto- 
gether. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I claim that it would not affect 


the general result a particle. It is merely general language; 
that is all. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think it is confusing language, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me to say so. 

Mr. LAMB. We have explained it, and it seems that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] has caught on to the general 
idea of arrangement. It is just a statement of facts. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is only a partial statement of facts. If 
you are going to have only a partial statement of facts, you 
should not have any. 

Mr. LAMB. It is a complete one when you come to consider 
the other appropriations. 

Mr. MONDELL. I submit that the gentleman will admit it 
is not a very complete expression in an appropriation bill. The 
gentleman is not responsible for it, however, because I think he 
inherited it. : 

Mr. LEVER. Yes; it has been in the bill for years. 

Mr. MONDELL. Inasmuch as the gentleman will have charge 
of the bill next year, I think it should be improved. 

Mr. LEVER. I think every proposition, however, is covered 
by this general language. That follows this specific appropria- 
tion. I am satisfied of that. 

Mr. BOOHER. I would like to ask the committee or some- 
body else in the House what the revenue derived was last year 
from the national forests? 

Mr. LAMB. I can give it to the gentleman right now. Or 
would the gentleman prefer to wait until we reach the proper 
paragraph? 

Mr. BOOHER. I would like to have the information now, so 
as to prepare some figures. 

Mr. LEVER. I can give the information to the gentleman 
from Missouri right now. That question was asked, and Mr. 
Graves, the Forester, answering, said, in substance, that the 
bureau had received $1,014,769.84 from the timber sales, 
$925,490.38 from grazing, and the balance, $76,645.93, from 
various special uses, making a total from the forests for the 
year 1910 of .$2,026,956.15. 

Mr. LAMB. If the gentleman will examine my remarks, de- 
livered when I introduced this bill, he will find that I elaborated 
this whole thing and explained it. 

Mr. BOOHER. I desire here to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact of the rapidly increasing expenses of the 
Forest Service. 

Mr. LAMB. But we are reducing it. 

Mr. BOOHER. In the year 1907 the total appropriation for 
this service was $1,193,000. This bill carries for the same serv- 
ice $5,115,000. One-third of all the appropriation carried by 
this bill for the great Department of Agriculture is swallowed 
up in this Forest Service. 

Mr. LAMB. That is a fact. But we have reduced the appro- 
priation this year, and the receipts from the sales of timber and 
grazing permits will be greater each year. 

Mr. BOOHER. I want to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that in 1907 the Littlefield committee, as it was 
known, in charge of the expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture, investigated the Forestry Service, and Mr. Pinchot, who 
was then at the head of the Forestry Bureau, made the state- 
ment that he had promised the Committee on Agriculture, when 
the Forest Service was turned over to the Department of Agri- 
culture, that in five years he would make that bureau self- 
supporting. That year, 1907, the bill for the Department of 
Agriculture carried only $1,193,000, as I have stated, for the 
Forestry Service. He said, “I have three years yet of that time 
remaining in which to make my promise good.” Mr. Pinchot 
is now out of office, and during every year that he remained in 
office after that statement there was a very rapid increase in 
the expenditures in that bureau until now, instead of being self- 
supporting, there is a deficit in that department of $3,000,000. 
This is called “scientific conservation.” It may be “ scientific 
conservation,” but it is not common-sense conservation. 

an LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will my friend from Missouri 
yie 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 


Mr. LEVER. On that very proposition, what the gentleman 
states is entirely true. The appropriations for this bureau have 
grown by leaps and bounds, very much faster than many of 
us desire them to grow. But as to whether or not in the future 


these forests shall be made self-sustaining, the Forester was 
questioned by myself, and was asked this question: 

Mr. Lever. Do you have in mind the pouey of making the receipts 
from the national forests ultimately meet the expenses of administra- 
tion of the forests? 

Mr. Graves. Yes, sir. If we are able to continue at that rate—and 
there is no reason why we should not—receipts from all sources will, 
without question, pay for administration. But I do not want to make 
any assurances as to just when it will be completed, because I can 
not tell what the lumber market will do. If there should be a boost 
in the lumber market, say, next year, then 1 by 1914 we could 
make $3,000,000 from timber sales. But I do not think there will be 
that increase in the market. 


Elsewhere in the hearing this additional information was 
elicited : 


Mr. TALCOTT. I asked you about the receipts. 

Mr. Graves. The receipts for the last year are $2,026,906.15. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have covered that back into the Treasury? 

Mr. Graves. All of that goes into the Treasury. 

Mr. Hanna. From what was that received, Mr. Graves? 

Mr. Graves. $1,014,769.84 was received from timber sales, $935,- 
esa from grazing, and the balance, $76,645.93, for various special 

S. 

Mr. Magure. Did you receive any from water-power sites? 

Mr. Graves, There is a small return from water powers. 

The CHAIMMAN. You had last year a very interesting table in the 
hearings, showing these receipts, where they came from, etc. 

Mr. Graves. I will incorporate the receipts by States. I have all tho 


data. They were as follows: 


Gross receipts, 1911. 
Arizona____ - — 


$223, 989. 
14, 171. 
220, 825. 


2, 026, 906. 15 


So that what I had desired to say to the gentleman from 
Missouri was that the committee itself have in mind the very 
difficulty under which the gentleman is laboring, and we are 
trying to press the service as much as we can to make the 
receipts larger and the expenditures less. 

Mr. BOOHER. And yet they are constantly increasing their 
force which they have out there in protecting these forests. 
You hope they are going to decrease the expenses. How are 
they going to decrease the expenses when they are constantly 
augmenting the force? 

Mr. LEVER. On the contrary, the Forester himself, in his 
own statement, says that during the past year they have re- 
duced the clerical force and the supervisory force in the na- 
tional forests 33 per cent, and the Committee on Agriculture 
have reduced it further. 

Mr. BOOHER. I am glad somebody is reducing some ex- 
penses in connection with the conservation policy of the Gov- 
ernment. If there is one bureau in the Agricultural Department 
that ought to be looked after it is the Forestry Service. 

Mr. LEVER. We have tried hard to look after it. 

Mr. LAMB. We did reduce the expenses. 

Mr. BOOHER. I trust sometime or other they will make it 
self-supporting. The Chief Forester, Mr. Graves, was very 
careful in his language to say that he could not fix that time. 
If they go on as they have, neither he nor any other man can 
tell when the service will be self-supporting. The committee is 
to be congratulated on the good work done in preparing this bill. 
The estimate of the department for the fiscal year was $17,- 
240,262. The bill carries $15,836,976, a difference between the 
estimate and the amount appropriated of $1,430,516, and of this 
decrease $1,183,370 was taken from the estimate of the Forestry 
Service. The committee did well, and I sincerely hope that 
when the next bill is prepared the pruning knife will again be 
used, and used again and again until the Forest Service is made 
self-sustaining. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] 
stated that there had been a very large reduction in the clerical 
force. Looking on page 27 of the bill, in one place there is an 
increase of 8 clerks, in another of 9, and in another of 34. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to my friend from New York that 
I know the difficulty under which he is laboring. The commit- 
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tee have experienced the very same difficulty, and that is to 
make some kind of distinction here between the transfers from 
the lump-sum fund to the statutory roll and the transfers from 
the statutory roll to the lump-sum fund. 

Under an amendment put upon this bill in the Senate a year 
ago it was necessary that all of these bureaus of this depart- 
ment should transfer their clerical force from the lump-sum 
fund to the statutory fund, and that aecounts for this large 
increase. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is done every year, is it not? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. g 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why not put in a prohibition against 
employing clerks out of the lump appropriation? 

Mr. LEVER. Under the law it is necessary for all clerks to 
be transferred from the lump-sum fund, and these clerks were 
under the lump-sum fund before this act was passed. Under 
the law now they must be transferred to the statutory roll, and 
in the future these bureaus will not have the right to employ 
clerks under the lump-sum fund, as I understand. 

Mr. LAMB. The lump-sum fund is reduced accordingly each 
time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to know whether the statute pro- 
hibits the employment of clerks out of the lump appropriation 
now? 

Mr. LEVER. The agricultural appropriation bill, passed on 
May 26, 1910, contains this provision: 

The Secretary of Agriculture, for the fiscal year 1912 and annually 
thereafter, shall transmit to the Secretary of the Trea „for sub- 
mission to Con in the Book of Estimates, detailed es tes for 
all executive oilicers, clerks, and employees below the grade of clerk, 
indicating the salary or compensation of each, necessary to be em- 
2 by the various bureaus, offices, and divisions of the Department 
of Agriculture. 

That act seems to apply only to the Agricultural Department, 
and on account of that act the statutory roll has been in this 
bill yery largely increased, because the bureau chiefs and the 
entire Agricultural Department have been very careful in try- 
ing to follow the letter and the spirit of the law. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But there is nothing in that provision 
which prohibits the employment of clerks out of the lump ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. LEVER. I think it does by indirection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, It may by indirection, but the fact is 
that each year since that was enacted the committee have been 
requested to increase the number of clerks, because they were, 
at the time the request was made, being paid out of the lump 
appropriations. 

Before this bill is completed I shall offer such an amendment 
to prohibit the employment of clerks and other officials of the 
grades mentioned out of lump-sum appropriations carried in 
the bill. This department should not be different from any 
other department of the Government; it should submit detailed 
estimates to Congress 

Mr. LEVER. Which it does. 

Mr. FITZGERALD (continuing). And Congress should de- 
termine the extent of the service, and the department should be 
confined to it. Under this provision, and under the wording of 
a number of these appropriations, the department still has the 
power to employ clerks and personal services in addition to 
those specifically appropriated for in the bill, pay them out 
of lump appropriations, and next year the committee will re- 
ceive estimates and give as a reason for the increase of clerks 
the fact that the clerks are at the time paid out of lump appro- 
priations. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not think that the Committee on Agricul- 
ture would have any objection to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from New York, but as a matter of fact—and I 
am not much of a lawyer—I confess that the law now on the 
subject is entirely full enough to cover the very proposition the 
gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina will find, if he investigates, that since the enactment of 
that provision clerks and other service have been employed and 
paid out of lump appropriations. 


Mr. LEVER. My understanding is that out of the lump-sum 


appropriation only experts, scientists, and men covered under 


the designation of scientists are paid out of the lump-sum fund. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not question the good faith of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, but there should be no ques- 
tion about the intent of Congress, 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman will allow me, the gentle- 
man from New York is aware of the fact that it is necessary 
for the department to employ clerks temporarily, and some- 
times permanently, and it is difficult to estimate in advance the 


number of clerks that will be. required; and therefore it is nec- 
essary to make the appropriation in this way. 

[The time of Mr. Firzceratp having expired, by unanimous 
consent he was given five minutes more.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is not a sufficient excuse to give a 
lump-sum appropriation with blanket authority to employ per- 
sonal services. Every department of the Government would pre- 
fer such an appropriation. There is no particular difficulty 
about compelling detailed estimates to be submitted, and it is 


the only proper way to legislate for such personal services. 


For instance, this situation has happened, and it shows how 
easy it is for the department to accommodate itself to the 
change. In the past three or four years more than 500 clerical 
positions have been abolished in the Treasury Department, and 
yet not a single one of the employees was dropped from the 
service; because of vacancies, occurring for one reason or an- 
other, they were absorbed in the service. Every department of 
the Government to-day, including the Treasury Department, is 
overloaded with clerical service. It can all easily be reduced 
without impairing the efficiency of the service. 

Mr. LAMB. That does not apply to the Forestry Service. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think it does. 

Mr. LAMB. We have reduced the clerical service 55 in one 
pisce, and in several other places smaller reductions have been 
made. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentlemen were able to make the 
exhaustive investigation that should be made, and would prob- 
ably have been made if it were not for the other matters that 
crowd upon them in this bill, the Agricultural Committee could 
get the information necessary and could find out that it could 
easily reduce the clerical service in the Forestry Department 
10 or 20 per cent and improve its efficiency. 

Mr. LAMB. That would be a wonderful achievement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it would not be a remarkable 
achievement. The statement was made before the Committee 
on Appropriations that one of these departments of the Govern- 
ment was so overloaded with clerical help that Congress could 
reduce the clerical service next year 10 per cent and annually 
thereafter 5 per cent until they got to a normal basis. 

an: LAMB. That does not apply to the Agricultural Depart- 
men 

Mr. FITZGERALD. With that statement before the com- 
mittee every bureau head came before the committee insisting 
that not only would it not be possible to reduce the clerical 
force, but claimed, in some instances, that additional help was 
requested. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him, Was the 
person who made that statement informed as to the needs of 
the department? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think he should be informed about it. 

Mr. HAY. But was he? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I assume that he was. The statement 
was made by the Chief of the General Staff, who is the close, 
confidential, and intimate adviser of the Secretary of War re- 
garding all military matters, including departmental matters. So 
thorough and searching, apparently, has been the inquiry made 
by him that he volunteered the information to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department that the department 
service here was overloaded. I think the committee will make 
such recommendations as will effectually relieve that situation. 
I have pointed out that in the Treasury Department over 500 
positions have been abolished, and yet every employee was re- 
tained in the service by being absorbed into positions then ex- 
isting without creating new positions. 

The result has been to make more efficient the service being 
performed by the department. I am not criticizing the gentle- 
man—— 

Mr. LAMB. Oh, I know the gentleman is not, and I appreci- 
ate what he has said. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I believe the recommendation that 
came from this committee while the gentleman served upon it 
was a wise one—to require detailed estimates and to provide the 
force required; and I also believe that as a matter of safety 
there should be no misunderstanding, but there shonld be an 
express prohibition against the employment of services of the 
character indicated in the provision read by the gentleman 
from South Carolina out of a lump-sum appropriation. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to this 
situation, which may happen. We have increased in this bill 
an appropriation in one item something over $50,000. The bill 
has left the Committee on Agriculture, and it will leave the 
House, and it will go to the Senate. It is necessary in the ad- 
ministration and disbursement of that $50,000 item which we 
put on on the floor of the House, and which could not bẹ esti- 
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mated for by the department, thet clerical assistance be had. 
How would the gentleman provide for that if his suggested 
amendment should be acted om favorably by the committee? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not. believe that an increase of 
$50,000 for any line of work in this department should necessi- 
tate the employment of a single extra clerk. The service to 
be performed is of an expert character and not of a clerical 
character. 

Mr. LAMB. I want to say to the gentleman from New York 
that these hearings will show the fact that we interrogated the 
Chief of the Bureau of Forestry along this line, and after care- 
ful consideration we struck out from 50 to 75 of these em- 
ployees. The very suggestion that the gentleman makes would 
prevent these people from employing temporary employees to 
do temporary work. We asked them about that very point, and 
they said it was in the interest of economy that you had to 
employ for a few days or a month various men whom they must 
pay from the lump sum. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; and that is the excuse that is 
given at the end of the fiscal year for transferring them to the 
statutory roll. On page 27 of the bill I attempted to find out 
what the net reduction of clerks im the Forestry Service was, as 
accomplished by the committee. I found that on line 22 last 
year there were 17 clerks at $1,020 each. The estimate for this 
year was 51 clerks at $1,020 each, apparently an increase of 34 
clerks at $1,020: each; yet I found that there had been omitted 
84 clerks at $1,000. 

Mr. LAMB. That is right. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. So that it merely meant, instead of an 
increase or decrease in the number of clerks, a very slight 
increase in the compensation of 34 clerks. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman has made the explanation that I 
intended to make myself. 

Mr. FITZz GERALD. So that it is very difficult to determine 
what has actually been done. 

Mr. LAMB. I know it is. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On line 15, last year there were 17 
clerks at $1,600 each. In this bill there are 25. In lime 17 
there were § clerks at $1,400 each, and in this bill there are 17, 
a net inerense of 15 clerks. Then there were omitted 4 at 
$1,080 and 7 at $1,020, so that 11 of these apparently new 
clerks unquestionably are increases of compensation. 

Mr. LAMB. That is right. They are small increases. When 
you transfer 1,900 men from the lump sum to the statutory 
roll, only Congress can make the increase, and we are bound to 
pass upon them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many clerks in this bill are trans- 
ferred from the lump appropriation? 

Mr. LAMB. About 1,984. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But im the provision read by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina it was his impression that no 
clerks could be employed from the lump appropriations. 

Mr. LEVER. This act would be effective only in this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; it was effective during the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. LEVER. This is the first bill that has been drawn under 
` that act. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The law requires: detailed estimates for 
the fiseal years 1912 and 1913, and annually thereafter, and yet 
after 1912 it is found they have over 1,900 clerks still em- 
ployed out of the lump-sum appropriations, and unless some 
prohibition is placed in this bill next year there will be almost 
as many to be transferred. 

Mr. LAMB. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A OODATA male hye Gills ack Smale De lasek Gor: tae: volo 
tion, rind hA maintenance, or use of buil or improvements made for 
forest. stations within the inclosed fields of bona fide homestead 
settlers who have established residences upon homestead lands prior to 
the date of the establishment of the forest reservation im which the 
homestead lands are situated.” 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order. I did | 


not quite catch the gentleman’s amendment. Where does that 
come? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, it comes on 
page 30, at the end of line 16. I submitted the amendment to 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Lzvers], and I think 
the committee will have no objection to it. However, if de- 
sired, I will explain the subject more fully. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will. 


Mr. MANN. I suppose the gentleman’s purpose is to keep the 
Forest Service from locating rangers’ buildings upon property 
4 055 had been taken by somebody else against that person's 
W 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. But suppose it is agreeable to all parties, and 
not only that but extremely convenient to have the buildings 
erected upon sueh property. What is the objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. There will be no objection 
to adding to this proposed amendment an addition of that char- 
acter, say, for instance, using the words “ without the consent 
of the homesteader.” 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the gentleman add 
that provision. : 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I will modify 
my amendment, and add to the end of it the additional words 
without the consent of the homesteader.” 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent fo modify his amendment. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. As I heard the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from South Dakota, it was to forbid the erection 


of a building upon any homestead within the reservation that 


was a homestead at the time the reservation was established? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Well, I suppose the gentleman knows 
that all the time, continually, applications are made for the 
locations ef homesteads within a forest reservation, and those 
applications are acceded to, and the entryman proves up and 
receives a patent within the forest reservation. Should not 
his amendment be drawn in such a way as to forbid the erec- 
tion of a building upon any homestead, whether it was a home- 
stead at the time the reservation was established or whether it 
became a homestead later? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I think there is much Iess 
likely to be any controversy or difficulty from this class of cases 
from the fact the listing of that class of homesteads is first 
done by the Agriculture Department itself, and the instances of 
hardship or controversy that have come to my attention have 
been eases where the homesteader was already upon his lands 
and had them inclosed before the establishment of the reserve; 
and in many instances the rangers find it much to their conven- 
ience to appropriate a part of the homestead, cultivated fields, 
and meadowlands in connection with the establishment of the 
rangers’ stations, and the purpose of this amendment is to avoid 
a controversy of that kind. 

Mr. LAMB. If my colleague on the committee and the 
gentleman from South Dakota will permit, let me say I asked 
this very question, and I stated to the Forester that this was 
one of the criticisms made here. They said the law prohibited 
the expenditure of more than $650 on any one building, and 
it is impossible to put a too elaborate house on any national 
forest for this price. And now the Forester says: 

Furthermore, houses for rangers to live in are built only in those 
districts where it is gc sopera for the ranger to provide himself 
with living quarters. e exigencies of the work demand that many 
of the rangers be stationed in outlying districts away from towns or 
other settlements where they could reasonably be expected to 
or rent houses themselves. If the Forest Service did not build houses 
in which they could live with their families it would be impossible to 
get anybody to stay on the job. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I am not seeking at all to 
put a limitation on the use of the buildings or the making of 
buildings for rangers’ stations, but this amendment prohibits 
the going into inclosed fields and upon homesteads established 
before the coming of the Forest Service for the purpose of 
establishing stations. I think it is much better and it will put 
the settlers who are there established in the position of co- 
operating heartily with the service in the carrying on of the 
general purposes of the service. 

Mr. LAMB. With that statement we will not object to the 
amendment. 

Mr. LEVER. I understand the gentleman has provided in 
his amendment the words “without the consent of the home- 
steader.” 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia reserved the 
point of order. Does the gentleman withdraw the point of 
order? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of 


the gentleman from South Dakota. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Angeles National Forest, Cal., $13,577. * 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I notice in a very large portion of the items relating to 
the specific national forests the amount of the appropriation is 
considerably reduced. Where that is done, is it for the purpose 
of appropriating a smaller amount of money for the use of the 
forests, or has there been some other manipulation of the 
situation? 

Mr. LAMB. We asked the Chief of the Bureau of Forestry 
on that point, and he said in some cases they had to be reduced 
and in others they were added to, and this arrangement of his 
we did not disturb at all. 

Mr. MANN. This is the estimate? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 7 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the chairman of the committee if he has any assurances from 
the Forestry Service that they are not increasing in some ways 
rather than diminishing the hardships and exactions upon the 
people who use these forest reserves? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes, sir. They are surely reducing the exactions, 
as you claim, and the relations between the forest people and 
the surrounding citizens are more pleasant than formerly. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Now, wait a moment. Is it not 
true, that for the purposes of getting more fees the Forest 
Service is this season increasing the charge per head for graz- 
ing stock on forest reserves above the fees of last year? 

Mr. LAMB. My friend knows just as well as I do that those 
estimates for forest grazing are made by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, and that they are uniform. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. You do not answer my question, 
Are not the Forest Service officials raising the fees and making 
it more difficult and expensive to use the Government reserves 
oe the ranges and mountains of the West than it has been here- 
tofore? 

Mr, LAMB. I think not. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My information is that they are. 
I have recently received resolutions from stockmen’s associa- 
tions denouncing them for increasing the fees. 

Mr. LAMB. But they have not increased the grazing permit. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I do not mean the permit, I 
mean the charge of so much per head per year for cattle eating 
grass on the publie land. 

Mr. LAMB. What I speak of and want to impress upon you 
is the contemplated increasing of it; and I think that possibly 
a small increase can be made, and then it will not reach the per 
cent of increase that the private owners of forestry lands 
demand for grazing. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. But where is the limit? Simply 
because they get in a wedge here and get the right to charge 
people for running cattle on the public domain, like all the 
States in the East have had for nothing for a hundred years—— 

Mr. LAMB. But you can not have the old common law now, 
my brother, and turn your cattle out to graze other people's 
lands. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.. The common law? Now that you 
have eaten your cake you want to divide ours with us, do 
you not? You have had a free range in the building up of your 
State, every one of you, and now you are imposing a tax on us. 

Mr. LAMB. You can not talk that way to a man whose State 
gave away sufficient territory to make a number of States. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. You gave away territory in order 
to have the country settled and built up. Because the Govern- 
ment of the United States authorized this Forest Service to 
charge a small fee, and we accepted it because we had to do so, 
is that any reason for increasing it every year? 

Mr. LAMB. Let me answer your question now from the 
record. On national forests it is 3.9 cents and for private indi- 
viduals 11 cents. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I do not care what the rate of 
pasturage is on privately owned lands. 

Mr. LAMB. You said that we were increasing your fees for 
grazing, and I want to show you that the charges for grazing 
by private owners is twice and often three times greater than 
the charges on national forests. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Are you going to put as much 
charge on the public domain as you do on blue-grass and cloyer 
fields in the Eastern or Middle States? 

Mr. LEVER. Not at all; and the statement of Mr. Graves 
takes into consideration that very fact, and that on grazing 
land fees are charged in proportion to the amount of grazing, 
and on good grazing ground the fees are proportionately higher. 
If the gentleman wants to know, let me read from the testi- 


mony. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Whose testimony? 


Mr. LEVER. The testimony of the Forester, Mr. Graves. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me ask this question: Has 
this committee ever taken any testimony from a living soul in 
the United States residing west of the Mississippi River on the 
forest reseryes or on anything that pertains to our country? 
Now, answer my question. I have not heard anything about 
any testimony of that kind. 

Mr. LAMB. I want to say to my friend that during extra 
sessions of Congress time and again I said to him, Mr. 'TAYLOR, 
if you will come before our committee and explain the facts, 
we will be glad to hear you.” I said it to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Froyp] and others whom I have noticed on this 
floor time and again have raised these objections. The gentle- 
man from Colorado has nobody to blame but himself. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Just a moment. You asked me 
to prepare a statement of the conditions existing in the West 
and submit it to you, and I said I had prepared it and I gave 
it to you in the form of a statement from the governor of the 
State of Colorado, did I not? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; we had it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Did you put it in your hearings? 

Mr. LAMB. No. 5 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Why did you not? 

Mr. LEVER. It was printed in the Recorp, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I gave it to you to put in the 
hearings. 

Mr. LEVER. It is not in the hearings. Who reads the hear- 
ings? I ask you if you have read these hearings? If you had 
said that you had, possibly you would not have asked all these 
questions which you have asked now. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. You have not answered yet 
whether the Forest Service officials are going to indefinitely in- 
crease the fees for the people of the West for grazing on the 
public lands. 

Mr. LEVER. Just in proportion as the circumstances sur- 
rounding the particular forests will justify. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. In other words, there is no limit 
to the Forest Service putting the cattlemen and ranchmen out 
of the stock business in the West if they see fit to continue to 
increase the grazing fees. They have already driven some of 
them out of business, 

Mr. LAMB. I do not so understand. The grazing fees have 
not been increased; but I think they can be slightly increased, 
and no one will be injured. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend page 32, lines 
7 and 8, by striking out the words “thirteen thousand five hun- 
dred and seventy-seven dollars” and insert the words nine- 
teen thousand nine hundred and eighty-three dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 32, lines 7 and 8, strike out the words “ thirteen thousand 
five hundred and seventy-seven,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“nineteen thousand nine hundred and eighty-three.“ 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman permit me to proceed for 
just a few minutes? I have five minutes, and I hope to use 
them. I would like, in my own time, to ask the chairman of 
the committee if there was any hearing had upon any of these 
matters in regard to fixing the amounts that should be speci- 
fied in any of these particular national forest reserves? 

Mr. LAMB. We asked the Chief of the Forest Service what 
he proposed to do about this, why he increased some and de- 
creased others, and he gave us his reasons, which to the com- 
mittee were satisfactory. Does the gentleman suppose that we 
could go through these 159 estimates here and investigate 
them—— 

Mr. RAKER. Surely. Therefore I come here for informa- 
tion 

Mr. LAMB. With any knowledge that we have to bring to 
bear upon them? We could not do it. 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. It seems peculiar that in my district 
there should be some seven of them cut down without one word 
in the record or one fact adduced before the committee. I am 
asking the chairman of the committee now why they cut down 
those that were specifically in my district? 

Mr. LAMB. Because we felt that the Chief Forester knew 
his business. 

Mr. RAKER. There is no evidence before the committee 
showing why that was done. 

Mr. LEVER. Does the gentleman from California imagine 
that the Chief of this Forestry Bureau, a gentleman ambitious 
to make his bureau a great bureau, is going to ask for any less 
money in California than he needs and wants? 
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Mr. RAKER. Surely. 

Mr. LEVER. That is a strange proposition to me. 

Mr. RAKER. It is not a strange proposition. This matter 
was submitted to the President. They were afraid they could 
not get the amount of appropriations that they wanted and 
would be cut down in their amounts by the President, and 
therefore they reduced the amounts generally, and in particu- 
lar in my district. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I ought to answer that 
ae now. We gave them all they asked. We did not cut 

em. 

Perl RAKER. I am not accusing the committee of cutting 
em. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman said that. 

Mr. RAKER. No. I asked the committee if there was any 
reason why they should reduce this particular appropriation 
from $19,000 to $13,000. There is nothing in the record about 
it, and I made it my special business to investigate this matter. 

Mr. LEVER: Let me say to the gentleman from California 
this: I had a talk yesterday with the Chief of the Forestry 
Bureau. I sent for him, and he came to my office to answer 
just such a proposition as this; and he told me that this year 
the expenses in one of these subdivisions here may be large on 
account of the business conducted in the forests, while next 
year the business may slack off and not be so large, and hence 
the expense will not be so large. Hence in his estimates he 
makes the reduction in accordance with the business that may 
be conducted within each forest. In other words, the expenses 
of the seyeral subdivisions in a forest reserve must of necessity 
vary exactly as the business of the forest varies. For instance, 
a lot of cattlemen may come into a new forest, and the work in 
connection with the matter of permits for grazing is therefore 
increased. Again, a lumber company opens up in a national 
forest, and that inyolyes the work of marking the trees and 
issuing the permits and doing all of the work that is necessary 
in connection with that lumber deal, and it necessarily makes a 
larger draft on the expenses of this particular forest. Hence 
they are bound to vary the estimates from time to time. 

And I will say to my friend that the Committee on Agricul- 
ture could not possibly in one year, or in two years, or in four 
years, go out among the national forests, involving an area 
bigger than the New England States, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Rhode Island, New Jersey, Ohio, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, and make an investigation covering not one year, but 
a dozen years, and reach any very definite idea about this thing. 

We are men, and we think we are sensible men, and we are 
willing to face the proposition. The only thing we can do is to 
accept the judgment of these men who have come before the 
committee, who have been charged with this duty, and who are, 
in the very nature of things, experts upon these propositions. 
That is all there is to it. We have not in this bill, for a single, 
solitary subdivision of the national forests, interfered with the 
estimates of the Chief Forester. We have taken them and 
swallowed them absolutely whole. Perhaps we have made mis- 
takes, Perhaps a great many of these appropriations are too 
large. I will not say they are. But we had to take them. We 
did not know. It is an enormous area. It is too big a proposi- 
tion, and I am sorry that my friend did not come before the 
committee, or have some of his people from the West who are 
engaged in the cattle business, or engaged in the business of 
grazing sheep, or in the business of lumbering, come before this 
committee, if they had any complaint to make against the 
Forestry Service, in reference to these features. 

The gentleman knows that there is not a committee of this 
House more willing to listen to the testimony of men who have 
information than is the Committee on Agriculture. And I think 
the gentleman from California will fully agree with me, because 
he has appeared before that committee and has found us quite 
willing to listen. 

Mr. RAKER. Have I made any complaint? The gentleman 
does not refer to me as making any complaint, does he? 

Mr. LEVER. Perhaps I should have said the gentleman from 
Colorado. 

Mr. RAKER. I do not want you to refer to me In that way. 
I am taking the position that I am going to defend myself be- 
fore this committee in reference to this bill before we get 
through with it. I asked a specific question, and the committee 
have been unable to answer. I know the reason why. It is 
because they have not the testimony in regard to the matter. 
I am not criticizing the committee nor the Forest Department, 
but I want this appropriation because it is necessary, and if 
you get the evidence of the department they will tell you so. 
They think they are compelled to do this, when, in fact, they are 
not. That is why I am complaining. If they are going to use 
over $46,000 for the forest in the Appalachian Mountains, they 


should put that in the bill and let it appear for what it is 
for and not take it from the forest that needs it. Equal treat- 
ment is what I want. It is wrong to legislate in this fashion. 
Let every native forest haye the same rights and an appropria- 
tion large enough to properly run it. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? If 
it is necessary we can get him more time. 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. These items in reference to the national forests 
have only been segregated in the last year or two? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And when they were segregated, everyone under- 
stood that it was impossible, to begin with, to know how much 
each of the forests ought to have, and that we would have to 
learn that in the course of time by the amounts of money that 
were actually expended, where enough was appropriated, or 
how much need they had for additional money when enough 
was not appropriated; and I think that largely accounts for 
the reduction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Raker] has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. I consented to let my time be used up because 
this is an important matter. The committee will admit it took 
no evidence on this matter. I should like an extension of five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from California be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. There was no hearing upon this matter. There 
was not anything before the committee to show the occasion for 
reducing the amount of money to be appropriated for specific 
national forests. That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. LEVER. Here are some of the estimates, furnished to the 
Coma e on Agriculture showing the amount of money ex- 
pended. 

Mr. RAKER. I know. I have the Book of Estimates be- 
fore me. 

Mr. LEVER. There is a statement of the purpose for which 
the money is spent—maintenance so much, new construction 
so much, and so forth—and the committee have some idea of 
what these appropriations should be from statements of that 
kind. In addition to that, we have a general statement of the 
Forester on all these propositions. 

Mr. RAKER. The committee did not take any testimony out- 
side of this. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to my friend that I tried to em- 
phasize a moment ago that we had before the committee the 
Chief Forester—the man in charge of that work. In addition 
to that, we had these other facts. We had the estimates of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, submitted in the regular way to the 
Congress of the United States. 

Backing up that, as we say, was the testimony of the chief in 
charge of this work, who said that we did not need any more 
money here. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, no; because I have the letter lying here. 
I have been investigating this matter and have gone into it 
myself. Gentlemen must remember that they cut down the ap- 
propriation $35,000 for the West and put it on the Appalachian 
chain. 

Mr. LEVER. Not at all; I am afraid the gentleman from 
California has a deal of misinformation on this subject. 

Mr. LAMB. We did no such thing. 

Mr. RAKER. Did not the committee reduce the amount ap- 
propriated so that it could be used on the Appalachian chain; 
did you not reduce the amount $35,000? 

Mr. LEVER. We did not. 

Mr. RAKER. I have the letter here. If the gentleman has 
a record to show that they did not do it, and he says they did 
not $ 

Mr. LEVER. The only record we have is the statement we 
make. 

Mr. RAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to get into 
any wrangle with the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LAMB. Then the gentleman must not make any charges, 
if he does not want to get into a controversy. 

Mr. RAKER. I have not made any charges against the com- 
mittee. I have simply stated that from my information there 
had been a reduction from the forestry in the West in the 
neighborhood of $35,000, which went to take up and provide for 
the Appalachian chain. 

Mr. LEVER. Why does not the gentleman show the letter, 
and then we will know what there is to it? 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman said that the committee had 
not done that. I dropped it in incidentally. f 
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Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman show the letter? 

Mr. RAKER. I am going to proceed with one case at a time. 

Mr. LAMB. Let us give the gentleman from California an 
opportunity to state his case. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from California, I want to make one statement. 

Mr. RAKER. I will yield. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am not complaining of any esti- 
mate on any reserve nor of the cuts of 18 in my State, or any- 
thing of that kind. I am assuming that the committee acted 
right, but what I am objecting to is the disposition by the 
Forestry Department to raise the fees for the use of the forest 
reserye. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman knows that the Committee on 
F has no jurisdiction over that unless you bring in a 

ill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; but when it gets its appro- 
priation from this committee and when Congress is passing 
upon it, it seems to me that we ought to have the assurance of 
fair treatment. 

Mr. LAMB. The Forestry Service claims that the fees are 
lower than they ought to be. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. But we do not think so. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield further. On this 
one reserve they have reduced the appropriation from nineteen 
thousand and some odd dollars to thirteen thousand and some 
odd dollars. There is no reason on earth why, in this par- 
ticular district, the sum should be reduced. This forest has 
been maintained and well conducted and has practically paid 
for itself, and where you find these forests that are being well 
conducted you ought not deduct money from them and place 
it on another one. If the other forest requires more give it 
more, but do not take it away from this one that needs it. 

Mr. LAMB. Now, right there; we did not do any such thing. 
Mr. Graves is in charge of this matter, and you do not expect 
this committee to investigate one of these forest reserves to see 
whether it ought to be $13,000 or $18,000, because we would not 
be able to do it. We do not know what the situation is. Mr. 
Graves is supposed, with other employees, to know the situa- 
tion. He goes through it carefully, and he apportions this 
amount of money to these various forests, and that is all there 
is in it. ; 

Mr. RAKER. I am not saying a word against any man on 
earth, but is it possible, is it the fact that one man absolutely 
dominates and dictates and passes legislation? Not even the 
committee of the House may have the opportunity to change it, 
much less when the committee comes before the House the 
Committee of the Whole is prohibited from suggesting an 
amendment. And even when you get on the floor of the House 
out of 891 Representatives we are tied and bound and gagged 
and told that one man makes that estimate and that is the law. 
This is all wrong, to my way of thinking. Congress should 
have power to do what it thinks is right and best. When a 
matter is presented to the Committee of the Whole House, that 
committee must act, and should not be bound by anyone's state- 
ment. They should act upon their own independent judgment, 
otherwise we are in a mighty sad state of affairs, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I was in the cloakroom taking a little nap, 
so necessary in best legislation, when I heard a few familiar 
yoices from the West, in your heat, intemperance, and, I was 
almost about to say, in your ignorance, and thought I had better 
come in and enter my white alley. [Laughter.] 

I have introduced a bill providing for the decrease to the 
‘eattle and sheep men of the grazing fee. I have gone to the 
Secretary of the Interior, I have gone to the President, and I 
believe we are going to get these fees decreased, and therefore 
I am interested just to the contrary of what these gentlemen 
on my left are. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me ask my friend if he really believes that 
the grazing fees are too high? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Oh, yes; I know they are. 

Mr. LEVER. Are they higher than the grazing fees among 
individuals? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. That is not a fair standard. 
Private individuals will only take a few heads of stock. Take, 
for illustration, Australia and New Zealand, and those sections 
of the country where large areas are leased, and the fees here 
are very much higher. At any rate I have convinced the de- 
partment, and I think I have convinced the President, that we 
ought to have some relief in this direction. I am not interested, 
as it appears these gentleman are, as against these appropria- 
tions—that is to say, by reason of these appropriations having 
been decreased. I am in favor of increasing the appropriations 


so as to cover the loss that they will sustain by giving us cheaper 
grazing fees. 

Mr. LEVER. Does the gentleman think that from 85 to 60 
2 per head for cattle for a year is too much for a graz- 

g fee 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. For a year? It is only three 
months. 

Mr. LEVER. We understand this is a year, long rate. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Oh, yes; it is a year, long rate, 
but they have to go in and they are not there more than three 
months. 

a Soig Does the gentleman think that is too much for 
a horse 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. It is the same thing for a horse. 
As my colleague suggests, they do not go up there until the 1st 
or the 15th of June, when only there is any grass, 

Mr. LEVER. I know in my own country my father used to 
rent a pasture for grazing purposes, and a dollar a month was 
not considered too much. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to say to the gentleman in 
that connection that I understood him to say a few moments ago 
that this committee had nothing to do with that matter, and 
why s it the gentleman is taking up the proposition of increas- 
ing the fees? And why is he now butting in, for he may spoil 
my speech? 

Mr. LEVER. I was not taking that up. I was trying to get 
information from the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And I was trying to help out 
the gentleman by saying that this committee has not anything 
to do with that. We should uphold the hands of this com- 
mittee and put more money into this appropriation if we expect 
any relief ourselves. 

Mr. LAMB. My friend will let me make this statement, that 
in the national forests the cattle grazing is 8 per cent as against 
11 per cent on other lands, and for horses it is 5 per cent as 
against 15 per cent on private land. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I know, but what has the chair- 
man of this committee got to do with that at all? 

Mr. LAMB. To answer these questions; that is all. It is to 
be ready, and I got ready for this very condition that now 
confronts us. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. But the committee-has no juris- 
diction over that at all. I have been trying to help out the 
committee in that respect. I do not want the committee’s 
influence against me, before the department and before the 
President. Under my bili—— 

Mr. LAMB. But we are not discussing the gentleman’s bill. 
Wait until it comes in. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And I will say that the chair- 
man ought not to discuss it now. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
paragraph and pending amendments be now closed. y 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Raxkeg) there were—ayes 2, noes 21. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Arapaho National Forest, Colo., $14,758. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I hope that conditions will not arise that will necessitate 
Members from the West offering amendments modifying the 
sums carried in this bill for specific forest reserves. It is not 
possible that we should know just how much of the entire sum 
to be used on the reserves generally should be apportioned to 
the reserves in our States. It seems to me that that is a matter 
that must necessarily be left to the department and to the 


‘committee, and I should regret very much, indeed, if I felt that 


the interests of my State or reserves in my State demanded 
that I should rise here when the bill is under discussion and 
offer amendments to increase appropriations for specific pre- 
serves. I have noticed that as to reserves in my State the ap- 
propriations are in some cases increased and in some cases de- 
creased. I take it for granted that the Forestry Bureau had 
very good reason for making the increases and for making the 
decreases in the various cases, and I think, unless there is better 
evidence presented than there is likely to be regarding the 
necessity for any increase in any of these cases, they should 
stand as they are. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] 
has referred to the matter of grazing. 

I had occasion to take that matter up with the Chief Forester 
the other day, and he wrote me a letter which I received this 
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morning—I regret I have not it with me—in which he ex- 
plained what they had done. I assume that what he said in 
regard to reserves in my State applies to reserves generally. 
They have not intended, so he tells me, to generally increase or 
in the aggregate to increase the grazing fees. They have modi- 
fied and changed them somewhat in some cases upon consulta- 
tion with the stockmen in the various localities. Some of the 
stockmen in my State are objecting to an increase—— 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will be glad to do so. 4 

Mr. FOWLER. I understand that some years ago the appro- 
priation was made in the aggregate, and that about two years 
ago it was segregated to the different reseryes. I will be glad to 
have the gentleman explain, if he will, what was the reason for 
making this change. I will be glad to ask for more time for 
the gentleman, as I would like to have the reason. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of 
the committee, and I had nothing to do with the change, but I 
think it was an excellent one. I think it is always a very good 
idea to segregate items in order that Congress may understand 
just where and for what purpose the sums appropriated are to 
be used. To go back to the question of grazing fees. Sheep- 
men on one of the reserves in my State felt that the charge 
had been unreasonably increased, and possibly that is true. I 
shall make further inquiry with regard to it, but the Forest 
Service assures me that they have no present intention of in- 
creasing the fees generally, but rather to readjust them as 
between cattle and sheep on the various reserves, so as to 
make them more uniform in accordance with the length of the 
grazing season in the various reserves. 

There is one very serious ground for complaint, however, with 
regard to grazing fees, and it is this: There is no law author- 
izing the charge of grazing fees. The Chief Forester a number 
of years ago endeavored to get the committee, endeavored to get 
Members of Congress, to agree to an item in the bill which 
would authorize a grazing fee. Congress never took any action 
and the Chief Forester proceeded to legislate, A grazing charge 
was made, and then the people of the West tried for a number 
of years to have the question taken to the courts, first, in order 
that the question might be determined as to whether the Forest 
Bureau had any right to charge a grazing fee without specific 
authorization of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my time may be 
extended for five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Second, in order that the question might be 
determined as to what constituted a trespass on a forest reserve. 
Men living in the vicinity of a reserve had cattle which grazed 
generally upon the open range, but sometimes they strayed upon 
a reserve, and the question was, Did that straying upon the 
reserve constitute a trespass? Efforts were made to have that 
question taken to the courts and there decided. There is no way 
in which it could be done without an agreement on the part of 
the Government. The forest officials refused to allow a fair 
ease to be taken to the court. The State of Colorado finally 
took what is known as the Fred Light case to the court, because 
they could not get any other case there. 

It never should have been taken to the Supreme Court, be- 
cause the facts in the Fred Light case clearly indicated inten- 
tional trespass—there is no question about that—and so the 
Supreme Court very properly, I think, said that an intentional 
trespass upon a forest reserve is punishable. Well, now, the 
result of that is that the straying upon a forest reserve of ani- 
mals roaming upon the public domain in the vicinity of a re- 
serve is held by the Forest Service to constitute a trespass—a 
willful trespass. The further result is that those living in the 
vicinity of a reserve who have cattle and horses grazing upon 
the open range feel called upon to take out grazing permits, 
not because they intend to graze their stock upon the reserve, 
not because their stock is ordinarily upon the reserve, but be- 
cause some of the stock may some time roam on the reserve, 
and in order to protect themselves they take out grazing per- 
mits for a given number of animals. 

In my State a private individual can not collect damages 
from the owner of live stock which strays upon his unfenced 
land, and yet the Federal Government may establish forest re- 
seryes here, there, anywhere in the country, and if the stock of 
any citizen, wandering generally upon the public domain, goes 
upon the forest reserve it constitutes a trespass. The Federal 
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Government therefore occupies a position entirely different from 
any private individual. Our people do not feel comfortable 
E that condition of affairs. We do not believe it is good 

W. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is your remedy in case of trespass? 

Mr. MONDELL. The remedy on the part of the citizen is to 
defend himself the best he can before the United States courts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am asking seriously for the information. 
Do they really enforce the law against small trespass—trespass 
made by mistake? Does the Government enforce the law? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think the Forestry Service intends 
to or desires to be unjust—the present forestry management. 
I think the gentlemen now in charge of the forest reserves 
are trying to be reasonable and just. But here is a Supreme 
Court decision, in a very extreme case, which made very bad 
law, just as extreme cases always do. 

Mr. LEVER. Is this true: 

That within the last two years no stock grower has been denied the 
privilege of using forest ranges because of unsettled trespass. 

And that few stock growers have been denied graz privileges 
because of outstanding charges of trespass; during the past two years 
absolutely none whatever? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman I presume that 
is correct, as I have had no complaints of that kind. I once 
had numerous complaints of that nature. And I will say to the 
gentleman that if I had any now I would probably have aired 
my grievances on the floor of the House. But I have not had 
any, and I think the department is more reasonable in that 
matter now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate close on this 
section right now. The gentleman has already had 10 minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. MONDELL. Will you give me two minutes more? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. I want to be as courteous as possible, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman from Wyoming may have 
two minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. There haye been cases where men have 
been compelled to defend themselves at very great cost. I have 
one case in mind where a man was assessed by a supervisor 
and fined because his horses strayed on a forest reserve. Of 
course, that was a little irregular, and when the attention of 
the Forest Service was called to it they corrected the action. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman has to-day, in accordance with 
his admission of a moment ago, admitted that none of these 
things have happened under the present administration of the 
Forest Service, and it is begging the issue. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am not; and the very fact that the gentle- 
man misunderstood me shows that he does not fully understand 
the matters under discussion. The paragraph the gentleman 
read says that when men are under charges for trespass they 
are allowed to have their stock on the reserve during the pend- 
ency of the charge. Is not that it? 

Mr. LEVER. That is one proposition; yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The other was similar to it, as I under- 


-stood it. 


Mr. LEVER. The proposition I made was that the abuses 
of which you have complained have not happened in the past 
year. 

Mr. MONDELL. Not altogether. Men are being compelled 
to take out permits for the grazing of stock on the reserves 
whose stock may never see the reserves. They are compelled 
to do it because they are afraid of the Supreme Court decision 
in the Fred Light case, and because the local supervisor may 
tell them that that decision will be adhered to. 5 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming yield for a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. If I have any time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Is it not true that the forest 
rangers go to the assessment roll and get the number of heads 
of stock a man is assessed for, and then make him take out 
permit for all of them whether they ever see the forest reserves 
or not, and try to fix the rate as it would be for pasture on 
privately owned land? 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Arkansas National Forest, Ark., $14,402. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I think it is only fair that the position of 
the Forest Service should be stated at this time, and in this 
connection I will state that I have a letter from the Forester 
on this matter of grazing on the public lands, which I shall in 
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a moment ask permission to insert in the Recorp. Let me read 
a part of it, and you will notice, as I proceed, that the Govern- 
ment is not these people for the use of our land one- 
half of what it is worth or what the Government ought to 
charge them for grazing purposes. I read: 

During the past three years a very careful study has been made of 
the prices paid for the use of private lands for grazing The 

rices paid for the use of Indian 

m taken into consideration. 

rates charged for grazing live stock on the national forests are only 
about one-third as much as those charged for the use of private lands, 
railroad land grants, and lands within military and Indian reservations, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Not now; let me finish. 


And lands within military and Indian reservations, and also that 
the proportionate amount paid for pasturing sheep on a per capita 
basis is about 30 per cent of the rate paid for cattle, which is in con- 
formity with the ratio established by the present regulations. The 
basis of this rate for sheep is, first, that the proportionate num- 
ber of stock under 6 months of age allowed to ze free under na- 
tional-forest permits is much peeter with sheep t with cattle, and 
the lambs mature more rapidly than calves, therefore requiring more 
feed and reducing the feed-lot ratio of 8 sheep to 1 cow, where all 
animals are counted to a range ratio of 5 sheep to 1 cow in the amount 
of forage required. 

A little further on I read: 


From the results obtained in the study of grazing rates we now have 
before us the problem whether there should not be a ustment of 
grazing fees. As a matter of policy, I am not in favor fixing the 
rates paid by competitive bid. 

That deals with another question. Now listen: 


If the present rates were increased to 60 per cent of the full value 
of the forage, it would almost double the returns from grazing upon 
the nat forests. 

In other words, these cattlemen and sheep men are paying to 
the Government to-day only about one-third of what this is 
worth. They are grazing their cattle and sheep upon the lands 
belonging to all this Nation at one-third of what it is worth, 
and still they are down here in Congress introducing bills for 
the purpose of getting it for less. 

Now, those are the facts, and I want to ask unanimous con- 
sent, Mr. Chairman, that I may insert in the Recorp this letter 
from the Forester, Mr. Graves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks uhan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting 
the letter referred to. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Before the gentleman sits down 
I would like to submit a question. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. With pleasure. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Does the Canadian Government 
or any other government charge for the use of the Government’s 
domain the free grass that would burn out and destroy the 
timber if it was not grazed off? And has the United States 
Government done so in the history of this country until within 
the past six or eight years? Answer the question; yes or no. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. In the first place, I am not fa- 
miliar with what the Government does, and 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Answer the question. 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. Let me finish. I am perfectly 
willing to answer. That is all right. This Government is charg- 
ing something for the use of this range. That range belongs to 
all of the people of this Nation, and not to the people who live 
out there 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes—— 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. And furthermore, we are appro- 
priating every year money from the National Treasury to sup- 
port that range. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. And if you did not appropriate a 
dollar it would be better for the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. MORSE of Wisconsin. And that money is derived by 
taxation from all the people of this Nation, and therefore all the 
people should receive some benefit. Therefore, I say, it matters 
not what the Canadian Government or any other government 
may do. It is just and proper that these forests, which are 
supported at the national expense, should pay back money into 
the National Treasury, and just because you are living at the 
doors of the forests is no reason why that should not be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Morse] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp by inserting a letter. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Following is the letter referred to: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washlagion, TAr 2 
Hon. I. L. LENROOT, i GPS 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. IÆxNROoOT : In reply to 

I have the honor to inform 
was made for the grazing 


pire hay Bee TOATE ST 
at prior to ear 1906 no 
live stock within the national Pca og 


The regulations first adopted for the management of the national forests, 
then called forest reserves, followed in 1 the policy which gov- 


erned the use of the other public lan The Government had re- 
stricted the use of timber on the public lands by legislation designating 
the amount of public timber which might be used by settlers and others 
free of cha and the conditions under which tim in excess of this 
amount might be purchased, but had never undertaken to regulate, or 
—.— any charge for, the use of unreserved public lands for grazing 


ever grazing had been allowed upon public lands included within 
either Indian or military reservations a charge had been made which 
was based upon the full commercial yalue of the forage. At the time 
of the transfer of the administration of the forest reserves from the 
88 of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture, by the act 
of February 1, 1905, it was provided that all money received from the 
sale of any products or the use of any lands or resources of the forest 
reserves should be covered into a special fund available for the protec- 
tion, administration, improvement, and extension of the forest reserves. 
This was with the idea that ul tely the forest reserves would be 
made self-sustaining. 
In order to carry out the evident intent of Con 


ulgated by the Secretary of Agricultu ul 1 1008, providing 
romulga e Secre 0 culture on i providing 
Phat on and after January 1, 1906, a charge would A made for grazing 


ge was made for the use of the unreserved public lands, it was 
deemed advisable at first to fix the fees at a moderate amount 
which would represent a fair share of administrative cost of the 
national forests and a reasonable return to the Government for the 
value of the — 512 and for the benefit to the stock industry in pro- 
ty to business received saat regulated use of the 
land, would not be unreasonable 
m the standpoint of the live-stock industry. 
With this idea In view rates were established of from 20 to 35 cents 
per head for cattle and horses for the r summer grazing 
and from 35 to 50 — par head for the entire year, and from 
cents Loe head for sheep for the regular summer grazing period. Notice 
was given in the published regulation that these rates would be 
advanced when market conditions, transportation facilities, and demand 
for the range warranted it, but that the grazing fee charged would in 


all cases be reasonable. 
gulations were revised and the schedule of 


made on rag . 191 
from 35 to 


ken 
cha 
one- 


d the lambs mature more rapidly than calves, therefore uirin; 
— lot ratio nt B phemp tol cow: whore 


are herded in bands while cattle 
are more destructive to you 
forest th than cattle, and also destroy a much greater amount 
forage by tropie Careful investigation has shown that herded 
animals require from 25 to 50 per cent more range than an: which 
are turned loose. These facts justify the present ratio fixed by the 


lations. 
ia eti the results obtained in the study of grazin 
before us the problem of whether there should not be a readjustment of 
grazing fees. As a matter of policy I am not in favor of fixing the 
rates paid by competitive bid, for the reason that the small owner and 
new settler would not be able to compete with the large owners, and 
such a tem would therefore tend to place the grazing privileges in 
the — of the larger outfits and check the wider distribution of 
these privileges which is brought about under our present regu- 
lations. Therefore I believe that the rates should be by the Gov- 
ernment with due consideration of all factors which beat upon the 
matter, and with such deduction on account of the greater restrictions 
which are placed upon within the national forests than upon 
the use of other kinds of as seems justified. We have not yet 
leted the study of the amount of damage done by different kinds 
of stock and of other matters which have a bearing upon the deduction 
which should be made on account of . but from 
. at it should be some- 
cen 


40 per or in other 
for on the national forests should be from 60 to 75 per cent st 


rates we now have 


‘ery sincerely, yours, H. S. Graves, Forester. 
Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
strike out the last word, pro forma. I had intended to ask 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse] a question, and will 
then take only two or three minutes time. The defect of the 


gentleman’s proposition is that it does not go to the fundamen- 
tals of this question at all. The gentleman loses sight of an all. 
important fact when he says that the lands that are held in private 
ownership are leased at three times as much as those included 
in the public domain. I do not know whether that is true or 
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not, or whether the charge on the public domain is one-third of 
what is charged on the private domain, but the gentleman loses 
sight of the fact that the lands in private ownership bear a 


share in the expenses of local government, and bear their share- 


of the burdens of the Commonwealth, whereas these lands in the 
public domain are absolutely exempt from taxation, and we 
never get any benefit from them except what Congress may see 
fit to yote to us in these appropriations, 95 per cent of which, I 
may say, goes into official salaries. 

Mr. LAMB. The State gets back 25 per cent of it, I may say 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The State now gets back 25 per 
cent of it, whereas 

Mr. MANN. Which is more than the taxes amount to—— 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Whereas if this land were reduced 
to private ownership the State would get back all of it. You 
pay back 25 per cent of it and the Government keeps 75 per cent, 
and you boast of your generosity to us. We do not consider 
that generosity, Mr. Chairman. We do not call that generosity. 
So far as you have the public domain in Federal reserves it is 
not a part of the resources of the State at all. It is simply a 
Federal tenancy, not a part of the State. You could not build 
up an American State under those conditions. If this land were 
under private ownership it would be locally taxed, and the 
people would build their schoolhouses, roads, and bridges, and 
make their own improvements on it. f 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And the Government would not 
be behind year after year in the administration of those forests. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Is it not true that to-day we 
maintain the courts which preserve the peace upon the Govern- 
ment land out of which we get no return whatever? We main- 
tain the schools and build the roads that some of these carpet- 
bag Federal employees use out there. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. We maintain the criminal courts, 
where some of these men ought to be arraigned. = 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman from Colorado says that these 
Federal employees are carpetbaggers. They are not carpetbag- 
gers. They are selected from your localities. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Let me read to you. 

Mr. MANN. You say you get no return. We pay you 25 per 
cent of the gross receipts, and if you pay that proportion ọf 
taxes on your private property, God help you. 8 

Mr. LEVER. Fifty thousand dollars to the State of Colorado. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to know what 
business four men have occupying the floor and talking all at 
the same time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The State of Colorado has the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to support my statement 
in regard to carpetbag administration. 

Mr. LAMB. I challenge that statement. 

Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman does not know what real 
earpetbaggers are. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TURNBULL, I should like to ask the State of Colorado 
a question. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Mar- 
TIN] has the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
will ask him to yield to me. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I do not think I have had over 
one-fourth of the floor, but if my colleague wants to go ahead in 
the good work, and he seems to haye something there that he 
wants to read, let him proceed. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to read a Washington 
Associated Press dispatch, dated October 7, 1908, and I want to 
ask how much the conditions have changed since: 

í WASHINGTON, October 7, 1908. 


The district foresters who will be in charge of the six field districts 
of the Forest Service, beginning January 1 next, have been selected by 
United States Forester Gifford Pinchot. 

They and their headquarters are as follows: 

District 1. Missoula, Mont., W. B. Greeley, of California. 

District 2. Denver, Colo., Smith Riley, of Maryland. 

District 3. Albuquerque, N. Mex., A. G. Ringland of New York. 

District 4. Odgen, Utah, Clyde Leavitt, of Michigan. 

District 5. San Francisco, Cal., F. E. Olmstead, of Connecticut. 

District 6. Portland, Oreg., E. T. Allen, formerly State forester of 
California. 

There is not a man in all this list who is appointed from the 
State in which he is operating, and these are the foresters, so 
far as I know, who are reigning over us at the present time. 

Mr. BURLESON. Carpetbaggers, pure and simple. 

Mr. LAMB. I want to read what Mr. Graves said on this 
yery subject: a 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you aim, as far as you can, to make the service 
homogeneous—to place the foresters In the localities where they belong? 


Mr. Graves. Yes, sir; all of the ranger force, the men on the ground, 
are from local ciyil-service registers. 


I have the floor, and I decline 


If my colleague has the floor, I 


The CHAIRMAN. That is what I want to bring out, because it has been 
disputed, the charge being that you carried into the service men from 
other States unacquain with local conditions. 

Mr. Graves. They are from the local civil-service registers. 

„The CHAIRMAN, I am glad to hear it. Go on. 

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman has not said any- 
thing about the district foresters or supervisors at all. He is 
talking about the rangers, I think the rangers are mostly from 
home, and I am making no objection to them; but we do not 
relish the men who dictate the policies being appointed from 
other States. 

Mr. BURLESON. And they draw all the big salaries. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. They draw all the big salaries 
there are out there. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. If I correctly understood, the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] referred to me as a carpetbagger from 
Connecticut, an imputation which I resent. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is a namesake of yours, 
and at the present time I presume he is reigning over the State 
of California. 

Mr. OLMSTED. He is no relative of mine. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FowLER] 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 22, strike out the paragraph, lines 13 and 14. 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I did not rise to make any 
speech on this question, but I rose for the purpose of getting a 
little information. I understand from the distinguished gentle- 
men from Colorado that they are anxious to have the public 
domain of the West opened up for free grazing for their horses, 
cattle, goats, and sheep. I desire to ask them this question, 
How do you expect us in the Middle West and in the East to 
compete with you in the markets of the country in the sale of 
our horses, our sheep, our cattle, and our goats, which are fed 
on grass from lands where we must make the pasturage our- 
iad if you are permitted to raise yours on the public domain 

ee 

Mr, MARTIN of Colorado. I am glad the gentleman asked 
that question, and I am going to answer him now. I do not 
ask to throw the public domain in the West open to free graz- 
ing. I ask simply that it be thrown open for settlement and 
development. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. The gentleman wants homes and 
citizens? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Exactly. 

Mr. FOWLER. I yielded the floor to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. We want homes and citizens in- 
stead of Federal tenants and Federal employees, a mere bureau- 
cracy, which is all that we have now on the forest reserves. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
yield to the other distinguished gentleman ‘from Colorado? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. FOWLER. I will yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Colorado whose home is in Denver. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman that 
with reference to his stock he can send it to Colorado, but 
please keep the billy goats at home. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOWLER. I am a good deal like Tom Merritt was in 
Illinois. When a certain proposition was put up to him he said 
he could not do it, and that is just the way that we in the East 
and Middle West are; we can not ship them across there to 
graze. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not asking this question for the 
purpose of trying to place any awkward condition on the gen- 
tleman from Colorado, but I did it for the purpose of getting 
at the facts in the case. The distinguished gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. Martin] says that he does not want the domain 
thrown open to free grazing of the cattle raisers of the West, 
but that he wants to get rid of the bureaucracy which is in 
existence out there over some of their domain not yet opened 
up to public settlement for homesteading. If that be his ob- 
ject it is a most laudable one; but I have not heard one of 
these gentlemen answer my question as to how they expect us 
to compete with them if they get their grass free.and we have 
to pay for ours. I understand that at least one of the gentle- 
men from Colorado objects to the charges fixed in this bill for 
grazing on public land. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOWLER. I will yield to the distinguished gentleman 
representing Colorado at large. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I was born and raised in the 
State which the gentleman represents in part. My father used 
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to graze cattle upon the ranges in IIlinois for years and years, 
and the Government never charged him anything for it, and the 
people in the East never complained that we were getting free 
grass in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I was raised in Illinois, and I am older than 
the gentleman from Colorado. There never were such herds 
in Illinois grazing on the public lands as there are in the West— 
nothing like it. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have yielded to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman will recollect fur- 
ther that we live about 1,500 miles farther from the markets 
than he does and that the freight rates from our country will 
more than make up the difference in the cost of grazing, even 
with free grazing. 

Mr. FOWLER. Kansas City is one of the greatest meat 
markets in the world, and it is as near to the home of the 
gentleman from Colorado as it is to the Central West, and yet 
I haye not had an answer to my question. How do you expect 
us to compete in the Middle West with taxes on our grass when 
you ask for no tax on your grass? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If the gentleman knew anything 
about the beef business he would know that even in the Central 
States beef fed on pasture grass brings a higher price than that 
fed upon the ranges. 

Mr. FOWLER. That may all be true; but the cattle of the 
West raised on free grass cost but little and can be sold on 
the market at a price far less than can be done by the farmers 
in the East and Middle West. You brand yours and turn them 
loose, and when you want to put them on the market you spend 
a few days in rounding them up. We must graze ours on high- 
priced land and are at a big expense all the time. You can sell 
at a low price with a profit and keep us out of the market until 
you have sold all yours. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment is 
withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Ashley National Forest, Utah and Wyoming, $4,434. 


Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last word. 
I desire to make a very brief observation. I am not unmindful 
of the fact that nearly all of the public domain of this country 
has been appropriated in one way or another. I have a sym- 
pathetic feeling for the conservation movement, which has gone 
to such extremes in this country. There are two kinds of 
reformers. I wish this House of Representatives might keep 
in mind that there are two varieties of enemies of progress. 
The first is the man who sits back and refuses to move, and 
they call him a standpatter, and the other is the man who 
wants to move so rapidly that no great institution can keep 
pace with his movement. I would liken the one to an ox, who 
will not move at all, and they call him a standpatter. The 
other I would liken to a grass-fed mustang pony, who kicks 
while the balance of the team pulls and who wants to run 
away the moment that the load begins to move. So it is in the 
conservation movement. 

Nothing was said in this country while the great public 
domain of the Republic was being bartered and frittered away, 
but now we see conservationists who strain at a gnat and 
swallow a camel. Only last evening I was interested in the 
debate precipitated by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Raker] in a case where a company which had honestly invested 
$500,000 wanted an easement over 3,800. feet of the public 
domain. The facts developed that they already own an ease- 
ment which gives them an open ditch over the 3,800 feet, and 
they wanted an easement to give them the right to sink a pipe 
line parallel to the open ditch. Yet the great heads of the con- 
servation movement opposed this perfectly natural and justifi- 
able desire of this company. a 

I was interested to know to what extent the national activi- 
ties had engaged upon this proposition, which the Government 
expert testified was worth less than $50. Mark you, Mr. Chair- 
man, this is an easement that this company already owned, and 
they only want to change their open ditch to a buried pipe line 
of 3,800 feet, and this a concern that is lighting a number 
of small cities in the West and furnishing energy for a num- 
ber of manufacturing plants. Upon investigation I found that 
the President of the United States; the Attorney General of 
the United States; the Secretary of Agriculture; Mr, Willis L. 
Moore, the Acting Secretary; Mr. George McCabe, the Solicitor 
of the Agricultural Department; and an assistant solicitor of 
the Treasury Department, and not one but dozens of others of 
the great functionaries of the Government, had given great 
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consideration to this matter, and numbers of pages of reports 
have been made, and, in a word, this small thing had occu- 
pied the energies of the functionaries of this great Republic, 
from the President of the United States down to some of the 
smaller officials, and they were occupied over what? Over 
the desire of an electric company which had already spent 
$500,000 of honest money and which wanted to change an ease- 
ment, an open ditch, to a buried pipe line: 

Mr. Chairman, I say that we have gone to extremes, and, 
like the sleeping passenger on the train who has been relieved 
of his purse, of his watch and coat, we have awakened to find 
we are robbed of all, and now we go to pitiful extremes upon 
legitimate business. I have all respect for a true reformer, and 
for your insurgent I haye some respect, but there are two ways 
of progress. There is the steady pull of the honest legislator 
who wants to promote the public good, and there are then those 
fitful jerks of insurgents, like the grass-fed mustang, who kicks 
when honest horses pull, and who wants to run away the 
moment the load begins to move. I have no sympathy with 
that sort of progress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Battlement National Forest, Colo., $6,593. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I would like to inquire about the estimates here. 
I see these estimates are quite uniform in many instances as 
to different reserves. Are the estimates based on acreage? 

Mr. LAMB. They are not based on acreage, but on what is 
recommended by the Chief of Forestry Division. He arranges 
the forest divisions on the conditions surrounding them. 

Mr. RAKER. Is it not a fact that they are based on mathe- 
matical calculation sent to the committee? 

Mr. LAMB. They are based on conditions before the Chief 
of Forestry Division, and he knows about this work. We can 
not tell abdut it. We could stay here until we are as old as 
Methuselah without knowing about each one of these particular 
divisions. There are 150 or more of them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Battlement National Forest, Colo., $6,593. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, there are about 14 pages 
of this kind of matter in this bill. It seems to me we could 
dispense with the reading of it. Gentlemen might indicate the 
particular ones in which they are interested and to which they 
desire to object or about which they desire to inquire. I ask 
unanimous consent that that course be taken. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I should be compelled to object 
to that. I do not believe in passing bills without their having 
been read. 

Mr. LAMB. We can not do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman. from Illinois objects. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cabinet National Forest, Mont., $12,847. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr, Chairman, I hope Members 
will not feel that a little discussion of this question for a few 
minutes as we go along is a waste of the time of the com- 
mittee. I think sometimes the wrangles we get into over this 
question annually on these agricultural appropriation bills are 
not only unfortunate and unwise but decidedly misleading. I 
think sometimes the Representatives from the forest-reserve 
States make a mistake in getting drawn into hair-splitting 
wrangles about the size of the grazing fee, the amount of the 
appropriation for a particular forest, or the number or salary 
of the forest rangers, or something of that kind. I think it 
would be better for us if we kept silent on these minor ques- 
tions. I have long since decided that it was a waste of time 
merely to attack the errors and abuses of the Forest Service, 
because errors and abuses are inherent in every institution and 
in every bureau of the Government, and in the course of time 
those things could be cured more or less; but I felt we should 
center our attack upon the institution itself, and I want you 
gentlemen to know that is what I principalty object to, and at 
this time it is practically all to which I object. I regard the 
forest reserve as it is now established and its administration 
as an utterly un-American institution. You never could have 
built up an American commonwealth under such a system. 
The only reason that Colorado is to-day a State is because it is 
only one-fourth in forest reserves. If Colorado was three- 
fourths in forest reserves, it could not now be made a State 
and it never could be a State. 

Mr. TURNBULL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. TURNBULL. What I desire to know is—I do not pre- 
tend to know anything about the matter—whether the gentle- 
men in the West want these appropriations. If not, I am in 
favor of striking them out. > - 
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Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The gentleman would put us in a 
rather delicate situation if these appropriations were stricken 
out. I have foreseen since I began the study of this question 
the very thing mentioned by my colleague a few moments ago, 
to wit, an increase of the charge for the use of the national 
forests, and the very thing that is being put into effect by this 
bill, to wit, a reduction in the amount of the appropriations. 
I have foreseen that thing, and I have studied the question 
with a view to the proposition that Representatives from those 
States might get their wires crossed on it; that if Representa- 
tives from those States were down here advocating reductions 
and opposing increases in appropriations for the national for- 
ests, that when increases were made in charges for the use of 
the forests the Representatives would be blamed for it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I did not take any such position, 
and I suggest to the gentleman from Colorado that I took 
exactly his position; I said I wanted these appropriations made, 
but I said we could get along without these grazing fees. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I understand that our positions 
are identical. Now, Mr. Chairman, the man who above all 
other men is responsible for this institution said from the start 
that it should not only be made self-sustaining, but a source of 
profit to the Federal Government; and when I saw that the 
Federal Government was putting into the forest reserves $3 
for every dollar that was being taken out, and that $3 was 
being put in in the shape of salaries—and I once analyzed the 
expenditures in the Forest Service in this House, and I believe 
I showed that over 95 per cent of the entire cost of the admin- 
istration of the forest reserves consisted in salaries—when I 
saw that great discrepancy between the receipts and the ex- 
penditures in the Forest Service I predicted to my people the 
time when appropriations would be cut down by Congress and 
the charges for the use of the reserves would be increased. 

I used the argument in the very community where they are 
now clamoring against this proposed increase. I said, “ You 
gentlemen do not want to get too enthusiastic about this insti- 
tution because you are getting cheap ranges now. Congress is 
going to get tired of pouring money into the forest reserves 
after a while, and when they cut down these appropriations 
they are going to increase these charges to all the traffic wil! 
bear.” But now, Mr. Chairman, take the conditions that we 
would have in the public-domain States if this institution is to 
be permanent. Why, here are 18 forest reserves provided for 
in this bill in the State of Colorado. Do you realize what an 
area that is? A great many of you gentlemen, especially from 
this eastern country, do not realize what it means in acreage or 
what it means in square miles when we say that one-fourth of 
the State of Colorado is in forest reserve. I want to say to 
‘you gentlemen that the congressional district which I represent 
is 50 per cent larger than the six New England States combined. 
Why, I do not even know the names of all the forest reserves 
in my district. They have gone out into the mountains there 
and they have reserved everything that has got the suspicion 
of scrub brush within 10 miles of it. 

I think this hydro-electric case from California is one of the 
finest examples imaginable of the dog-in-the-manger policy that 
is being pursued by this institution. A man could not have 
imagined such a case as you had immediately before you yes- 
terday and as you will have on next Calendar Wednesday when 
that map is again put down there where it was yesterday. 
Here is a business proposition. I know some of the men, as 
they live in my State. They have not only spent half a million 
dollars there, but they have told me they have spent $1,000,000. 
They own the entire right of way, as the gentlemfin from Texas 
said, from the water source down to where the power is to be 
developed. They have a ditch running down through that right 
of way, across this 3,800 feet of public domain, but now to de- 
velop electrical energy they must lay a pipe line so that they 
can get farther up the hillside and get a waterfall. 

That land is just as barren of any vegetation as the seats in 
this Hall. That 3,800 feet of land is not worth 5 cents a town- 
ship for any purpose on earth, and never will be as long as the 
sun shines and the water runs. It is nothing but a barren 
mountain side. It never was worth taking, and nobody would 
file on it, and so it happened to be lying there when the con- 
servation policy came in, along with all the other land in that 
community not in private ownership. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I would like five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes additional time. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cache National Forest, Utah and Idaho, $7,703. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr, LAMB. I will ask my friend to please discuss the issues 
here involved and not to criticize this appropriation. If these 
gentlemen from the West want this matter settled and propose 
to demand that the public domain in these States be transferred 
to the respective States where these forest reserves are located, 
let them bring that subject before this House, and if they can 
not do it, then let them try secession—a remedy for certain ills 
that failed, as some of us know. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to inform the gentleman 
from Virginia that I have such a bill, and I want to know 
whether you will vote for it or not. 

Mr. LAMB. I will hear you patiently, and we will cross 
that bridge when we get to it. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understood you to say a moment ago that 
about one-fourth of your State is embraced in the national 
forest reserves? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. And you also stated that if three-fourths of 
it was a national forest reserve it would never have become a 
State. What do you mean by that statement? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I mean that there would not re- 
main enough land and natural resources in that State that could 
be reduced to private ownership to form and support an Ameri- 
can Commonwealth. It would simply remain a Federal depend- 
ency, a bureaucracy, ruled over by a department chief in the city 
of Washington, with every man living on that domain and using 
it living there under a lower form of tenancy than was ever 
known to the common law of England. He would be living upon 
and using the public domain under a mere permit or license, 
revocable without cause and without notice by the bureaucrats 
here in Washington. It is small wonder the reserves haye some 
friends upon and near them. Has anyone on the forest reserves 
got any chance who is not in fayor of them? Such a man must 
be in favor of the reserves or get off the earth. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit another question 
now? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. Does the keeping up of this policy prevent the 
settlement of these lands? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir; I will say to the gen- 
tleman there is not any question about that on earth. Is the 
present condition of that proposition in California preventing 
the development of a great industrial power plant there and the 
consequent development and benefit of the whole community? 
If it is, I want to say that the whole public domain is being 
retarded more or less in that way. 

Mr. CULLOP. How many men do they keep on these na- 
tional reserves? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. That would vary with the size 
of the reserves. There are several thousand employees in the 
Forest Service. 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to ask you one other question. 
Does the gentleman know the amount that has been appro- 
priated by this bill to keep that army of public officials there? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOP. How mueh is it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Well, it is over $5,000,000. 

Mr. CULLOP. Is all the property embraced on it worth the 
half of that? 

Mr. LAMB. Oh, yes; it is worth many times more. 

Mr. LEVER. The timber itself is worth $500,000,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado, This is the point I make, Mr. 
Chairman, against forest reserves and against this institution: 
That if people can go upon those reserves under Government 
ownership, and not only make a living on them but pay the 
Government a rental for them, then they can afford to own 
them. [Applause.] 

Is not that a self-evident proposition? Yet they would have 
you to understand that this is a sort of worthless domain which 
could not be gone on to and reduced to private ownership and 
developed and a civilization built up on it as is done elsewhere. 
Gentlemen, do you mean to tell me that the National Congress 
would stand for a policy that segregates and locks up vast 

areas capable of being settled and farmed and pastured, and 

so forth, and that the Government would be permitted to pre- 
serve such areas forever and forever under the conditions of 
Federal tenancy that I have described? 

Mr. LAMB. More and more homesteaders are going in every 
year, Mr. Chairman, as I understand. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. If the gentleman from Virginia 


will go out there and try to reduce some of that forest land 
to private ownership—some of that land that is now being set 
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apart and retained in the forest reserves—he will come back a 


sadder and a wiser man. His present knowledge of the sub- 
ject is purely theoretical; it would then be practical. 

Mr. HOWARD. Does the gentleman know about how many 
acres of land are embraced in each one of these forest re- 
serves? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. There are 18 of these reserves in 
the State of Colorado, I believe, and there are about 16,000,000 
acres of land in them, so that they would run to about a mil- 
lion acres to a reserve in that State. There are nearly or quite 
200,000,000 acres in all 10 Federal forest reserves. 

Mr. TURNBULL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question for information? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURNBULL. Is it necessary to have that army of em- 
ployees there in order to protect the forest reserves? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Does the gentleman mean to pro- 
tect them from fires? 

Mr. TURNBULL. From fires or anything else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

; Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will answer under the next 
tem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Coeur d'Alene National Forest, Idaho, $15,239. 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MAR- 
TIN] moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Now, the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TURNBULL] asks me a question which I can not 
afford to let go unanswered, and that is, whether we want these 
reserves protected from fire. The only answer I can give to the 
gentleman is this— 

Mr. TURNBULL. I will state to the zeeman that I do 
not know anything about these matters, and I ask merely for 
information. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. You can spend all the money you 
want to spend ont there to protect those forest reserves from 
fire or anything else—— 

Mr. TURNBULL. My idea is that if there is nobody out 
there on those forest reserves, how can there be any fires on 
them except such as may be started by the people taking care 
of them? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Well, there are people living on 
those forest lands, and living among them and traveling over 
them, and lightning also starts many fires. I can not be put in 
a position of asking you not to appropriate all the money you 
want to appropriate for this institution and then have the 
shortages charged up to me, and have the increases for use 
charged up to me for political and other purposes. I can not 
stand for that sort of a proposition. 

I want you gentlemen to appropriate all the money you want 
to appropriate for these national forests, but I want to re- 
emphasize the proposition that if the people in the West can 
pay the Government a rental for those lands, as they are now 
situated, and can live upon them besides, they can afford to 
own them, and the lands are capable of ownership. In the 
private ownership of the people they can pay taxes for all the 
purposes of our community life and our civilization. We will 
take the taxes out of these lands and we will build roads, and 
we will build bridges, and we will build pipe lines, and we will 
build telephones, and we will build highways, and we will build 
all the adjuncts and conveniences of civilization. But above all, 
Mr. Chairman, we will build up American homes. We will build 
up American communities. [Applause.] Instead of having the 
primeval wastes in the mountain places of the West, with the 
forest ranger riding over them, monarch of all he surveys, with 
authority to throw you in jail as a trespasser if he catches you 
doing without license one of a hundred things upon them, we 
will have a free American civilization there. [Applause.] 

But awhile ago I started to refer to the case of the Hydro- 
Electric Co. Gentlemen, we are agreed on one thing. That 
little spit of land that the Government happens to own across 
that right of way is the merest pretext to hold up these people 
and compel them to pay a perpetual tax to the Government. 
There is no merit, there is no equity, in the contention of the 
Government. If that little spit of land was in private owner- 
ship that company could condemn a right of way through there, 
pay for it what a court said it was reasonably worth, and go 
ahead about its business. But what is the proposition of the 
Government? It is important, because it is the conservation 
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policy that now underlies the attitude of the Government to- 
ward the people with reference to the public domain and its 
whole administration. The position of the Government is this: 
“ For'a right to go through that little spit of worthless mountain 
side we will charge you what will be equivalent to a tax on the 
entire business and profit of your whole plant.” That is what 
they propose to do. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. And indirectly to make a charge 
for the use of the water, to which the Government has no title 
whatever. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The Government does not own 
the water in our nonnavigable streams. They admit that. 
They admit that the water in the nonnavigable streams of the 
West belongs to the States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will just ask for one more fiye 
minutes. 

Mr. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman - 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Colorado may be 
allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The proposition of the Govern- 
ment is this: “ It is true we do not own the water in the stream, 
but we happen to own the land bordering the stream, land that 
is probably not worth farming. We happen to own the only 
desirable and ayailable place along this stream anywhere to 
build a dam and reservoir and create power. Now, we will not 
let you buy this land. There is no price on it. You can not 
condemn or buy it. We will lease it to you for a period of 
years, and will not simply charge you a rental for that land, 
but we will impose a charge that will be equivalent to a tax 
upon the value of your plant and the proceeds of your entire 
business.” 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. A royalty. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. That is the attitude of the Gov- 
ernment in all these matters. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I trust the 
gentleman will not accuse the Government, because if may own 
a section here or a quarter section there, of blackmailing its 
own people. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. But it does. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I want to say to the venerable 

-Speaker of the House that that is just exactly what I do 
chifrce the Government with, and the proof is right at hand, in 
the case of the Hydro-Electric Co. of California. It is the 
plainest case of a holdup that was ever exhibited to the eyes of 
the Representatives in Congress, and if there is anybody here 
who can disprove that showing the burden is on him. We do 
not have to prove anything in that case. We can just put the 
map before you and state the facts, and when we have done 
that we have made out a case that puts the burden of proof on 
your shoulders. 

Mr. Chairman, I promised the gentleman in charge of this bill 
[Mr. Lams] that # would not consume any more time now, and 
I will not: I may have a few things to say on the Hydro-Electric 
bill next Wednesday, or some other Calendar Wednesday, be- 
cause, of course, I expect to see that little bill hold the boards 
on every Calendar Wednesday from now until Congress ad- 
journs. That is just the feeling and the spirtt there is about 
this matter. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies] has already 
referred to the fact that that little bill has concerned all the 
crowned heads in the United States Government from the Presi- 
dent down, and certainly a matter of that moment could not be 
expected to be disposed of in this Congress on Holy Wednesday 
in anything short of the next three months. 

I suppose it will be a more celebrated case when we get 
through with it than the Weymouth Back River case, that took 
four Calendar Wednesdays to decide whether the Government 
should pay $10,000 or $15,000 of its share of an improvement 
that was being made solely for its own benefit. 

But before the gavel falls I want, above all things, to deny 
the assertion that has been so often made that we of the West 
want this land for ourselyes. I never exhausted a single Goy- 
ernment right in my life, and I do not expect to; I do not own 
a foot of public domain, and do not expect to file on any. We 
in the public-lands States do not want these lands for ourselves; 
we want them for the people in your States; that is what we 
want the lands thrown open to settlement for. We want the 
people of Wisconsin, the people of Iowa, the people of Illinois, 
the people of Virginia, the people from the South, the North, 
and the East to come out and take these lands and make homes 
upon them, 
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Mr. LAMB. We are preserving this timber for all those 
people. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Yes; you are preserving the 
timber for posterity. 

Mr. LAMB. Those people and their posterity are the same 
thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Colorado National Forest, Colo., $8,734. 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to say that living on a lower level of this con- 
tinent and subject more or less to the elevations of the State 
of Colorado, my State, as well as the rest of the Mississippi 
Valley, I believe, do not agree that this Government shall sur- 
render its right of control of the splendid forestry to any State 
simply because it happens to exist within the borders of Colo- 
rado or any other State. 

I resent as strongly as I can the statement made by the 
gentlemen against the splendid young men sent from Virginia, 
from Iowa, and New England by this Government to take care 
of our national forestry that has been in part despoiled here- 
tofore, and would be further despoiled by the people who want 
to take it because they happen to live there. They want to take 
this forestry and pasture and not render unto the Government 
what it is entitled to. I insist that that forestry belongs to this 
great Government of ours, and because it happens to be within 
the borders of Colorado they have no more claim to it than the 
citizens of Rhode Island or any other State. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLOAN. I Will. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to say that there are no 
quarantine laws in Colorado against the gentleman from Ne- 
braska or any citizen of his State. The citizens of his State 
can come there and occupy these lands. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. We want them to come and take 
them up. 

Mr. SLOAN. The gentleman says there are no quarantine 
laws; but because the Government has selected bright, intelli- 
gent young men from the universities.to go out and look after 
the forest reserves and save them so that we can preserve them 
from climatic and weather conditions, as well as fire and blight, 
to which they are subject, they brand the foresters and superin- 
tendents as carpetbaggers. They are American citizens; they 
are bright young men, the best products of our universities gnd 
schools, and because they come from other States they are more 
liable to protect the forests from a national standpoint than if 
they were interested in the immediate vicinity; and it ill be- 
comes gentlemen who happen to have forest reserves within 
their States to say we want the appropriation, but we are going 
to scold you for granting it. 

Conservation in the American reserves, including forestry, to 
our people is a matter of considerable importance. It is a mat- 
ter of considerable importance to the people of the Missouri 
and Mississippi Valleys and, for that matter, to every State in 
the Union. I hope further to discuss it at a future day. This 
Government is taking care of itself and taking care of its future 
when it says that the greed of any State shall not have control 
of the forestry future of our western country. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Gila National Forest, N. Mex., $24,165. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. My eloquent friend from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan] just 
suggested that we should not get excited over the matter of 
forest reserves. Ido not think we should, yet I think sometimes 
the gentlemen who live in States where there are no forest 
reserves become quite as much excited in regard to reserve poli- 
cies as we do. My very good friend, the very able gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Morse], was very emphatic, as was my 
good friend from Nebraska. I think they both used the word 
because the people who live in the western country propose to 
use it. Gentlemen who live on great rivers and harbors, on 
which we haye spent hundreds of millions of dollars, propose 
to use them, and they do not propose that anybody shall charge 
them for using them. Yet because, forsooth, the men who, in 
the face of difficulty, are trying to conquer the deserts and the 
mountains of the West are asking fair treatment we want to 
rob somebody of something that belongs to them or to their 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never defended any man who wanted to 
loot the publie domain or slaughter the forests. The men whom I 
have spoken for are the men who have gone out and are trying 
to earn a livelihood and establish a home on the plains and in 


the mountains by hard, honest toil. They are the men who 
have suffered. Great grazing associations, great timber asso- 
ciations have not appealed to me for protection against any 
forest-reserve management that we have ever had. They have 
gotten along very well, I thank you. 

I have objected to appropriations for forestry, that were. 
larger than I believed they ought to be, not because I have 
any objection to spending of Government money in that west- 
ern country, but because I know this, that if we appropriate 
three and four and five and six million annually, for this sery- 
ice, Congress is ultimately going to demand that a large portion 
of it shall be returned, and that being true, it is not strange 
that the Forestry Service should feel compelled to levy upon 
the industries upon and in the vicinity of the reserves, with a 
view of taxing them to secure reyenues—industries that do not 
derive any benefit directly from the reserves. That is the 
tendency. We have a much better forest-reserve management 
now than we had a few years ago, and they are curing some 
things, but there are some things fundamentally incurable in 
any system of bureauocracy, as my friend from Colorado [Mr. 
MartINN] has just stated. In my opinion, as I have stated here 
a number of times, the forest reserves in this country are for 
the present a necessary evil. They are not an unmixed good 
by any manner of means, but the probability is that it will be 
necessary, for a certain length of time-at least, for the Federal 
Goyernment to retain forest areas. In my opinion they will 
ultimately pass to the States, and they will pass to the States 
so logically that no one will ever think of objecting to it. You 
will finally get tired of spending these millions annually with- 
out any very considerable return. We speak of them as forest 
reserves. When you take into consideration the fact that the 
major portion of the income from these reserves to-day is not 
from the sale of timber, but from grazing 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Oh, that is not true. 

Mr. LAMB. The sale of timber is a heap more than from 
grazing. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have not looked at the record this year. 
It is true of the past that the grazing receipts were more than 
all other receipts. 

Mr. LEVER. The timber receipts are larger this year. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then, for the first year in the history of 
the forest reserves, that is true, and I stand corrected. 

Mr. LAMB. The timber receipts were $1,000,000 and the 
grazing $490,000, and the balance $76,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. The grazing receipts for quite a number of 
years were larger than all other receipts. 

Mr. GUERNSEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MO WELL. I have not the time. In the first place, 
Mr. Chairman, the reserves cover a great deal of territory 
which ought not to be included within them, and a great deal 
of the fault found with the reserves is because they were im- 
providently and improperly extended. 

Mr. LAMB. That is right. We will admit that. 

Mr. MONDELL. If we could eliminate the territory that 
ought not to be in the reserves, a great many of the present com- 
plaints woyld not be heard of. I hope that eventually they will 
be so limited. Ultimately the reserves will, I believe, pass to 
the States, and in the meantime I do hope that gentlemen will 
realize that we are not trying to loot the public domain or the 
reseryes, but that we simply desire fair treatment. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, then I move that the committee 


Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the gentleman has 
the floor; I think I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has the floor. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a very little ob- 
servation upon the ultraradicalism of the country at this 
particular time. I am not unaware, Mr. Chairman, we are 
solicitous to preserve the public domain after it has been dis- 
sipated, and that progressives and insurgents are manifesting 
unusual activity about the high cost of living. [Applause.] I 
would say, Mr. Chairman, as a common unostentatious country 
gentleman, that some reformation might be made in the high 
cost of living without going beyond the pale of ordinary com- 
mon sense. For instance, we pay 50 cents a dozen for eggs—— 

Mr. MANN. Not now. 

Mr. DIES. Or 30 cents now. I got 50 cents a dozen for my 
eggs last month. We pay now some 30 cents, I recommend 
to the insurgents of the Republican Party and the vociferous 
progressives in my own ranks this suggestion, that they give 
their hens a little more warm water and warm mash in the 
morning and provide them with closer quarters at the night- 
time. I am not unmindful, Mr. Chairman, that the American 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ple who live in the country have moved to the cities, nor am 
unmindful that a million from foreign shores each year flock 
to our country and gravitate to the centers of population. It is 
inevitable under these conditions that the price of living should 
grow greater all the while. For myself, I measure my words 
when I speak them, I hope that eggs will go to a dollar a 
dozen and wheat to $2 a bushel, because I believe that it is 
better for this Republic that some of the people who live in the 
cities should move back to the fresh air of the country than 
that those who live in the country should gravitate to the im- 
pure and suffocating air of the city. 

You know I have not much patience with your Pinchots and 
your Republican insurgents and your Bryan and Roosevelt 
progressives in this country. I rather respect the honest and 
intelligent patriot who wants to move along steady and ‘con- 
servative lines. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that there have been 
no new lessons in free government since the Constitution was 
written. I believe that Mr. Madison and Mr. Hamilton and Mr. 
Jefferson, who had before them all the fateful lessons of the 
democracy of ancient times, were wiser than we to-day, and I 
believe Mr. Lincoln, who refused to appeal from the decision 
of the Supreme Court to the mob, as he stated in his Quincy 
speech he refused to appeal, was wiser than Mr. Roosevelt, 
who proposes to make that appeal. [Applause] And I believe 
that Mr. Jefferson in his declaration that all of the despotic 
democracies of ancient times as exemplified in their elective 
despotism were wiser than Mr. Bryan when he seeks to overrule 
that declaration. Then I think, Mr. Chairmy t we might 
not become so hasty, we might not become so ul nservative. 
Do you know that we go too far and to fast? The great forests 
of this country were made for the people who inhabit the country, 
and all because we wake up and find ourselves robbed of a 
major portion of them is no reason why we should be insensible 
and unsensible of the remaining portion of,them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Inyo National Forest, California and Nevada, $8,839. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on page 
87, lines 3 and 4, the following words: Eight thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-nine dollars” and substitute therefor the 
sum of “nine thousand five hundred and three dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 37, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “eight thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-nine dollars,” and insert in lieu thereof nine thou- 
sand five hundred and three dollars.” 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment brings back the 
appropriation for this particular reserve to the same amount 
that it was in 1911. I want the committee now to mark the 
language I read from this letter. I made the statement a while 
ago that there was something like $35,000 taken from the 
western forests. There are 154. I will read: 

In order to provide for protection and administration for lands ac- 

uired under the Weeks law, without increasing the total appropriation 
for the Forest Service, a deduction of $300 was made in the estimate 
‘or general expenses on each of the national forests. 

Does that sound like there was a deduction? Does not that 
come mighty close to my statement? Three times 154 ought to 
be easily figured out. Why did you cut this out from the 
western national forests? It makes the handsome little sum 
of $46,200. 

I am not going to make any complaint except this, that I 
believe in this particular forest it ought to remain the same as 
last year, and I hope the committee will permit it to remain, 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Kootenai National Forest, Mont., $30,846. 


Mr. DIES. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of making an obseryation to the House upon the progres- 
sive movement along the lines that are indicated in the amend- 
ment, and along other lines, ` 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to bring to the attention of Congress 
and the country the recently expressed views of three gentle- 
men, each of whom is actively engaged in political propaganda 
and prominently in the public eye. From an examination of the 
political principles of these three statesmen I am led with irre- 
sistible force to the conclusion that here are three minds with a 
single thought, three hearts that beat as one. I refer, Mr. 
Chairman, to Mr. Theodore Roosevelt, Mr. W. J. Bryan, and 
Mr. Victor Bercer. I believe these gentlemen are among the 
foremost enemies of free government in America to-day. They 
are dangerous in proportion to their intellectual strength, which, 
in my judgment, constitutes Mr. Roosevelt more dangerous than 
Mr. Bryan, and the latter less dangerous than Victor BERGER. 


Mr. Roosevelt recently delivered a speech at Columbus, Ohio,. 
which he styles a charter of Democracy. Mr. Bryan hastens to: 
place the stamp of his approval upon the worst part of the 
Roosevelt address. He says: 

Ex-President. Roosevelt's Columbus will stand out as the 
ee he has yet delivered. The proposition to submit to the people 
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j 1 decisions on constitutional propon — Is of Democratie origin 
and is sound. 


In order to come directly to an understanding of Mr. Bryan's 
views it is necessary to know what Mr. Rooseyelt said at Colum- 
bus. Let us see what utterance it is of Roosevelt which Mr. 
Bryan accepts as sound Democratic doctrine. From the Colum- 
bus speech I take the following: 

Lincoln actually applied In successful fashion the principle of the 
recall in the Dred Scott case. He denounced the Supreme Court for 
that iniquitous decision in language much stronger than I have ever. 
used in criticizing any court and appealed to the people to recall the 
decision—the word recall in this connection was not then known, but 
the phrase exactly describes what he advocated. He was suecessful, 
the people took his view, and the decision was practically recalled. It 
became a dead letter without the need of any constitutional amendment. 
In any contest to-day where the pour stand for justice and the courts 
do not, the man who supports the courts against the people Is untrue 
to the memory of Lincoln, and shows that he is the spiritual heir not 
of the men who followed and supported Lincoln but of the Cotton Whigs 
who supported Chief Justice Taney and denounced Lincoln for attack- 
ing the courts and the Constitution. 

In order to make it perfectly clear, Mr. Chairman, that Roose- 
velt advocates and Bryan approves an appeal from decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, I quote from the Co- 
lumbus utterance: 

The position which these eminent lawyers take and applaud is of 
necessity a condemnation of Lincoln's whole life; for bis great public 
career began and was throughout conditioned by his insistence in the 
Dred Scott case upon the fact timt the American people were the 
masters and not the servants of even the highest court in the land, and 
were thereby the final interpreters of the Constitution. If the courts 
have the final say so on all legislative acts, and if no appeal can lie 
—_ them to the people, then they are the irresponsible masters of the 
people. 

And again: 

When a judge decides a constitutional question, when he decides what 
the le as a whole can or can not do, the people should have a right 
to recall that decision if they think it is wrong. 


Mr. Chairman, I can not depart even momentarily from these 
statements without exposing their falsity of fact. It is but just 
to the sacred name of Lincoln to say that that great man never 
for a day in his life stood for the principles which Mr. Roose- 
velt announced. Mr. Lincoln came upon the theater of politics 
at a time when slavery was a burning question. At the height 
of its fury, upon the very eve of the impending conflict, the 
Supreme Court rendered a decision in the Dred Scott case which 
met a storm of applause in the South and a storm of condemna- 
tion at the North. But even in those disturbed times, when the 
country was in a flame of passion, Mr. Lincoln did not go to the 
Roosevelt extent.. On the contrary, Mr. Lincoln stated that he 
did not propose to appeal from the decision of the court to the 
mob, and that he stood by the Constitution with unabated de- 
yotion. There is no more exalted example in all history of a 
man’s devotion to the Constitution of his country than that ex- 
emplified in the person of Abraham Lincoln. Though utterly 
opposed to human slavery, he was yet so devoted to the Consti- 
tution that he favored a congressional fugitive-slave law to give 
force and effect to the barren rights of the slaveholding States 
under the Constitution. It is a shame, Mr. Chairman, for men 
like Roosevelt and Bryan to prostitute the sacred name and 
immortal memory of Lincoln to the uses of their seditious and 
socialistic heresies. 

At Quincy, III., in 1858, Mr. Lincoln said in reference to the 
Dred Scott decision : 


We do not propose that when Dred Scott has been decided to be a 
slave by the court we, as a mob, will decide him to be free. We do not 

ro that when any other one, or one thousand, shall be decided by 
Prat court to be slaves we will in any violent way disturb the rights of 
property thus settled; but we do, nevertheless, oppose that decision as 
a political rule, which shall be binding on the voter to vote for nobody 
Sie thinks wrong, which shall be binding on the Members of Congress 
or the President 75 favor no measure that does not actually concur with 
the principles of that decision. We do not propose to be bound by it as a 
political rule in that way, because we think it lays the foundation for 
spreading that evil into the States themselves. e pro so resist- 
ing it as to have it reversed if we can and a new judicial rule estab- 
lished upon this subject. I will add this: That if there be any man who 
does aoc believe that slavery is wrong in the three aspects which I 
have mentioned, or in any one of them, that man is misplaced and 
ought to leave us, while, on the other hand, if there be any man in 
the Republican Party who is impatient over the necessity springing 
from its actual presence, and is impatient of the constitutional guar- 
anties thrown around 10 and would act in cert of these, he, too, is 
misplaced, standing with us. He will find his place somewhere else, for 
we tars a due regard, so far as we are capable of understanding them, 


for all these things. 

And again: 

I suppose most of us (I know it of myself) believe that the people 
of the Bouthern States are entitled to a congressional fugitive-slave 
law ; that is a right fixed in the Constitution. But it can not be made 
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available to them without congressional legislation. 
language, it is a “barren right,” which needs legislation before it can 
become efficient and valuable to the person to whom it is guaranteed. 
And as the right is constitutional, I agree that the legislation shall be 
granted to it, and that not that we like the institution of slavery. We 
profess to have no taste for running and catching negroes—at least I 
profess no taste for that job at all. Why, then, do I yield to a fugitive- 
slave law? Because I do not understand that the Constitution, which 
guarantees that right, can be supported without it. 

Mr. Chairman, I must break the unity of my discourse at this 
juncture in order to bring upon the stage my third actor, the 
Hon. Victor Bercer, Socialist Representative from Milwaukee. 
My three actors, who perform in such admirable unison, should 
be presented in joint appearance for the presentation of their 
respective views. Mr. BERGER, I may say, yields to no man, 
living or dead, in his desire to disrupt the Constitution and 
destroy the liberties of the people under a representative democ- 
racy. In his desire for a reenactment of chaos and old night, 
Mr. Bercer is as earnest, if not as vociferous, as the lion tamer 
who roars from the peaks of Sagamore Hill. 

Bercer recently introduced a civil pension bill, and, fearful 
lest his summary transfer of the earnings of one man to the 
uses of another might encounter opposition in the courts, he 
inserted in his bill as the last section the following: 

Sec. 11. That in accord with paragraph 2, section 2, Article III, of 
the Constitution, and of the precedent established by the act pa 
over the President’s veto March 27, 1868, the exercise of jurisdiction 
by any of the Federal courts upon the validity of this act is hereby 
expressly forbidden. z 

In order that the country may know ‘precisely what Mr. 
Bercer is driving at, I may say that the act of March 27, 1868, 
to which he refers, was a repeal of the appellate jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court of the United States in certain cases. The 
particular case which gave rise to the passage of the act was 
that of Ex parte McCardle. The facts of that case, together 
with the principle involved, will not only illuminate Bercrr’s 
doctrine but will also aid in understanding the principles of 
Roosevelt and Bryan. McCardle was arrested in the State of 
Mississippi for a political offense during reconstruction days. 
He sued out a writ of habeas corpus, but was remanded to the 
custody of the military authorities. He appealed his case to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Congress, in the then in- 
flamed condition of the public mind, fearful that the Supreme 
Court would liberate McCardle, proceeded to take away from 
the court, by enactment, appellate jurisdiction of the case. The 
President promptly vetoed the bill, and Congress on the same 
day, with precipitate haste, passed the bill over the President's 
veto. Poor McCardle was a part of the vanquished and fallen 
minority. He sought to regain his liberty by an appeal to an 
impartial tribunal, but in the madness and fury of the times 
the representatives of the conquering majority recalled the 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States and left 
McCardle to languish in custody. 

Messrs. Roosevelt and Bryan believe in the unrestrained rule 
of the majority. But that is not the principles of the Demo- 
cratic Party. It is not to be found among the doctrines of the 
Republican Party. Nowhere, sir, but in the principles of the 
Socialist Party can warrant be found for that damnable doc- 
trine, which has careered mankind from liberty to despotism in 
every age of the world. 3 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in majority rule, but like Washing- 
ton, Jefferson, Jackson, and Lincoln, I know that majority rule, 
unrestrained by constitutional checks and limitations, is the 
most hateful, the most frightful, and the most appalling despo- 
tism which has ever oppressed the children of men. I am glad 
Bercer cited the McCardle case as an illustration of his pur- 
pose in seeking to strike down the courts. The people of my 
dear native land were the beaten and prostrate minority at the 
close of the Civil War. That great struggle unloosed all the 
fury and passion of civil combat. Many of our people believed 
that the victorious North would wreak unrestrained vengeance 
upon her fallen and helpless foe. So believing, many of our 
people expatriated themselves to foreign lands. 

The reconstruction was, at best, a heartbreaking affair, but 
what would it have been, Mr. Chairman, but for the umpirage 
of the Supreme Court of the United States? Let us see. In 
the State of Missouri they wrote into their constitution that no 
person should vote, hold office, teach, preach, or engage in busi- 
ness who had sympathized with or in any way countenanced 
or aided those engaged in the rebellion. This law was made 
by the majority, in the hour of passion, in order to further 
crush the vanquished minority. 

A preacher by the name of Cummings, who had sympathized 
with the South in the struggle, went right on preaching the 
gospel after the law was passed. He was arrested and con- 
victed. He appealed his case to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and that great bulwark of our liberties decided 
that the Missouri law was in violation of the Federal Constitu- 
tion, which forbids ex post facto laws and bills of attainder. 


In the judge's 
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Congress passed a law just after the war depriving lawyers 
of the right to practice their profession who had aided the 
South in the Rebellion. Judge Garland, who afterwards became 
Attorney General of the United States, had been identified with 
the southern cause. He challenged the power of Congress to 
take away his right to practice law. He laid his case before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and that tribunal 
decided that the act of Congress was in violation of the Con- 
stitution. In the reconstruction period an effort was made to 
rob the school fund of Texas of a large amount of money 
represented in the bonds of the United States. Those who had 
secured physical possession of the property of the Texas school 
funds contended that Texas, having seceded from the Union, had 
thus incapacitated herself from recovering the fund. The Su- 
preme Court decided the case in fayor of Texas, and compelled 
a restoration of the school funds, 

The Civil War set free millions of slaves and they were 
precipitately clothed with suffrage. Their former masters and 
the white people of the South were disfranchised in large 
numbers on account of participation in the War of Secession. 
The South lay prostrate, and white supremacy seemed destined 
to be supplanted by negro domination. The shattered remnants 
of southern manhood set about to restore the South to the rule 
of the white race. They did this in the face of an angry and 
victorious majority, and but for a written Constitution and an 
independent Supreme Court the southern cause would have been 
hopeless. 

These, sir, are the plainly spoken truths of history. They are 
written in the decisions of the Supreme Court. No man can 
controvert them. 

Mr. Chairman, passion has subsided. White supremacy in 
the South is as secure and unshakeable as the eternal hills, and 
our brothers at the North rejoice with us that it is so. They 
would not now haye it different if they could. 

To-morrow, sir, a helpless minority may be found in the 
North, the East, or the West. That helpless minority may 
consist of a section, a class, or a creed. It may be the members 
of organized labor, or the followers of an unpopular religious 
belief. But whatever it is, and wherever it may be found, it 
ean rest secure in its rights so long as we possess a written 
Constitution and an independent judiciary to enforce it. 

Those who are with the majority to-day may find themselves 
in a hopeless minority to-morrow, and in either situation they 
must feel their liberties more secure if safeguarded by checks 
and restraints from the passions and excitement of the hour. 

Does any man doubt what the result would have been if an 
appeal to the people had been taken from the decisions of the 
Supreme Court sustaining the rights of the citizens of the 
Southern States just after the war? If those who now cry out 
for popular rule could have swept aside the Constitution and the 
Supreme Court in those dark days, what would have been the 
fate of the South? The consequences, sir, would have been an 
eternal blot upon the pages of our history. s 

Those who run before the crowd demanding that the “ people 
rule” either mean nothing or they mean the majority should 
be allowed to rule without constitutional restraint. 

They mean, if they mean anything except cheap demagogic 
cant, that the minority have no rights which the majority ought 
to be compelled by the written terms of a constitution to re- 
spect. Mr. Chairman, the people made the Constitution. They 
can unmake it. The people have ruled the United States since 
the execution of the Constitution, and they will continue to 
rule it to the crack of doom. They do not always rule it to 
please me, and I do not believe they always rule it in their own 
interests, but that they do actually rule it no statesman or 
thinker worthy the name will dare to deny. 

If we are to turn away from the Republic of the Constitu- 
tion and follow the false gods of Socialism, it matters little 
whether we do it under the flag of Roosevelt, calling himself a 
Republican; Bryan, calling himself a Democrat; or under BER- 
Ger, who sails the crazy ship of Socialism under its own true 
colors. But before we abandon our representative democracy, 
under the written Constitution of Washington, Hamilton, Jef- 
ferson, and Madison, let us take a closer view of the principles 
of the Socialist Party. 

The first national platform promulgated by the Socialist 
Party in this country was in 1892, and in that platform was 
announced as a national doctrine many of the principles now 
advocated by those who demagogue under the specious and de- 
ceptive slogan of Let the people rule.” 

In that first Socialist platform I find the following political 
demands: 

First. The le to have the right to pro laws and to yote upon 
all measures 070 rtance acco g to toe referendum principie. sii 


Second. All public officers to be subject to recall by their reepective 
constituencies, 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD—HOUSE. 


Third. Abolition of the Presidency, Vice Presidency, and the Senate 
of the United States. 
An executive board to be established, whose members are to be 


ted, and may at any time be recalled hy the House of Representa- 
ves as the only legislative body. 

Such were the views of Socialism 20 years ugo. That party 
has grown to be a great national force, with more than ten 
hundred thousand voters in its ranks, the control of many 
cities, and a representative in the National Congress. That 
representative is the Hon. Vicror BERGER. Mr. Bercer under- 
stands the principles of Socialism better than any man in 
America. He is a Socialist author of national fame. I shall 
let him speak for Socialism through the bills he has introduced 
since he came to Congress. No fairer test can be conceived, 
These are the laws which Socialism would write upon the stat- 
ute books if that party were in power. 

On April 27, 1911, Mr. Bercer introduced a resolution (H. J. 
Res. 79) providing for an amendment of the Constitution to 
abolish the yeto power of the President, and abolishing the Su- 
preme Court and the Senate of the United States.. This resolu- 
tion proposed to constitute the House of Representatives the 
sole legislative power, whose enactments should be the supreme 
law without the right of the President to veto or any court to 
construe, subject only to referendum to the people upon petition 
of 5 per cent of the voters of three-fourths of the States. 

On April 19, 1911, Mr. Bercer introduced House joint resolu- 
tion 71, providing that— 

The Congress shail have power, by a rity vote of both Houses, 


to call a convention for the purpose of revising or amending the Con- 
stitution. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, for the first time in my life I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes, 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, will the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. LAMB] move to rise? 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the committee 
rise and take a recess until 7.30 p. m., at which time the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Dies] be given all the time he wants. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Rusry] that a motion to recess is not in 
order at this time. 
` Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order on the 
suggestion of the gentleman. To-night there is a birthday party 
to be held in honor of the Speaker, Mr. CHAMP CLARK, and I 
want to attend. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to recess is not in order. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dres] asks unanimous consent to 
continue for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, on January 16, 1912, Mr. BERGER 
introduced House joint resolution 213, providing for female 
suffrage. 

On January 9, 1912, Mr. Bercxr introduced House bill 17476, 
providing that the Government should establish in the city of 
Washington stores for the sale at cost of staple commodities to 
all employees of the Federal Government. 

On January 31, 1912, Mr. BERGER introduced House bill 19126, 
providing for the Government ownership of all railroad, tele- 
graph, telephone, and express properties in the United States. 
This bill proposes to condemn the physical properties of these 
corporations and confiscate their intangible assets. The bill 
also provides that Government bonds shall be issued to pay for 
the property not confiscated, and that in ease the owners re- 
Sad to surrender the property the Government shall take it by 

orce. 3 

On December 6, 1911, Mr. Brrcrr introduced House bill 14079, 
providing for Government ownership and operation of all in- 
dustries in the United States where such industries produced 
40 per cent or more of the total in that line of industry. This 
bill also provided for the issuance of Government bonds to pay 
2 ner properties as were not confiscated by the terms of 

e bill. 

On April 25, 1911, Mr. BERGER introduced House concurrent 
resolution 6, and May 30, 1911, he introduced House Dill 
10863, and as these two measures were introduced for the same 
purpose they should be treated as one proposition. Their pur- 
pose was to save from the clutches of the law the McNamara 
brothers and others who might thereafter find themselves simi- 
larly in the toils of the law. The McNamara brothers had 
dynamited the house of a man they did not like, and in the ex- 
plosion 21 innocent workingmen had been murdered. Mr. 
Brrcer's bills proposed such amendment of the law as would 
protect these murderers, who afterwards confessed their crimes, 
from speedy punishment. 

As illustrative of the principles of Socialism and of Mr. 
Brnrcer's bills to shield the McNamara brothers, I want to quote 
from an article in the Appeal to Reason, the organ of the Socialist 
Party. It was written by Eugene Debs, the Socialist candidate 


for President. It appeared before the “kidnaped workers” 
confessed to murder, when the campaign was on in the State of 
California. It sheds a flood of light upon the so-called cam- 
paign for “the resteration of popular government.” 

The quotation is in these words: A 

The fight at the polls this fali will center around the ađoption of the 
initiative, referendum, and recall amendments to the Constitution. 
Under the provision of the recall amendment the judges of the Supreme 
Court of California can be retired. These are men who will decide the 
fate of the kidnaped workers. Don't you see what it means, comrades, 
to have in the hands of an intelligent, militant working class the politi- 
cal power to recall the present capitalist judges and put on the bench 
our own men? Was there ever such an opportunity for effective work? 
No; not since Socialism first raised its crimson banner on the shores of 
Mo is country. The eleetion for governor and State officers of Cali- 
fornia does not occur till 1914; but with the recall at our command we 
can put our own men in office without waiting for a regular election. 

Space forbids me to describe all the Bence bills, but as illus- 
trating the Socialistie interpretation of the doctrine of equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none” when applied to a 
Socialist in office, I call attention to House bill 11382, introduced 
by Mr. Brercrr June 8, 1911. That measure, to use its own 
words, was— * 

A bill to provide an automobile for the official use of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

I need not add that Mr. Bercer was a member of that com- 
mittee at the time he introduced the bill. 

Mr. Roosevelt professes not to be a Socialist, and yet he has 
borrowed his creed from the Socialist Party. Nowhere, sir, in 
the platforms of the Republican or the Democratic Party ean 
be found the doctrine which Roosevelt proclaims and Bryan 
approves. Mr. Bryan is much truer to the principles of social- 
ism than Roosevelt. Bryan has openly declared for the Gov- 
ernment ownership of railroads and has openly embraced many 
of the principles of socialism. Roosevelt, on the contrary, con- 
torts the socialistic terminology, plagiarizes its principles, and 
proclaims them as his very own. Roosevelt seeks to walk in 
the path the Cæsars trod. Mr. Bryan will be content with a 
million new subscribers for his newspaper. Roosevelt wants to 
emulate the bad example of Diaz, of Mexico, and break down 
the constitutional barriers against presidential succession. 

Mr. Bryan gives aid and comfort to Roosevelt as against the 
Democratice Party, which seeks to reincarnate the deathless 
principles of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, and 
Houston. Those principles of democracy are written in the 
Constitution, and for them Mr. Bryan offers no word of encour- 
agement. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to turn aside from socialism and pre- 
sent a view of representative democracy under the Constitution. 
We had as well face the issue squarely. The representative 
Government established by the founders is on trial for its life. 
Socialism, whether plagiarized by Roosevelt, rebranded by 
Bryan, or unadulterated by BEgGER, is at last and in the final 
analysis before the American people as a substitute for our 
form of government. In this conflict which shall determine the 
destiny of the world’s remaining Republic, I gladly step into 
the ranks of those who shall defend the faith of the fathers. 

Those great minds that conceived the Constitution were pro- 
foundly learned in the history of the world. They were fa- 
miliar with the attempts that mankind had made in every age 
to maintain free government. They knew that these efforts had 
all proven failures. They knew why they had failed. Profiting 
by the mistakes of the past, our fathers erected-this structure 
under the Constitution. It is not perfect. It was not perfect 
at the time it was erected. No perfect thing can ever proceed 
from the hand of imperfect man. But I do say, and every page 
of history sustains me, that this Government under the Consti- 
tution is far and away the best that the world has ever known. 
It guarantees more liberty, affords more opportunity, safeguards 
more rights, and admits of more progress than any Government, 
ancient or modern, which the children of men have ever devised. 
The fathers had before them in their work of formation the 
history of pure democracy as tried by the ancients. They per- 
fectly knew this history. They had read with attentive mind 
the pathetic story of the Grecian Republic, the Republic of 
Rome, the Italian and Dutch Republics. All had failed. 

Our fathers, careful to steer the American Republic around 
the rocks upon which other free governments had gone to chaos 
and despotism, after long, patient, and profound effort, brought 
forth this wonderful fabric. Our Republic has been the star of 
hope to the oppressed nations of the earth and the guide and 
pattern of all modern efforts to establish free governments. 

There is not, Mr. Chairman, a single principle proposed by 
socialism which was not given a trial in some one of the ancient 
democracies and proven a hopeless and utter failure. And 
there has been no modern examples of republican governments 
from which those who propose the destruction of our Republic 
can draw a single lesson, The founders had it all before them. 


2996 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Manon 7, 


Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Bercer have discovered nothing new 


in their doctrine of the recall. Its practice and prostitution 
form a familiar page in the history of the pure democracies of 
ancient times. With that ancient device Aristides the Just was 
driven from power, and history informs us that there were 
those who gave no better excuse for their votes than that they 
were tired of hearing him called “ the just.” 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that these ancient nostrums, so long 
ago exploded and forgotten, are just as worthless as they were 
in the days of their trial and failure. They are dragged forth 
to-day by men who seek to convert them into political assets 
in furtherance of their own mad ambition. 

Against these worn-out cure-alls and the office seekers who 
seek to drag them from their dishonored tombs and set them up 
as a substitute for our great fabric I set the warning of Madi- 
son, called the father of the Constitution: 

A „ ý mabl 
AA aasar eria ya D ethar ian it ee mat be. oga a 
against the introduction nor too critical in tracing the con: 
new principles and new constructions that may remove the 
of power. R 

I do not believe with Mr. Roosevelt that popular rule will 
result from striking down an independent judiciary. Nor do I 
believe with Mr. Bryan that popular government will be made 
more popular by stripping the Executive of his constitutional 
powers. No more do I believe with Mr. BERGER that all power 
should be lodged in the hands of the lower House of Congress. 
But I do believe, Mr. Chairman—and all that there is in his- 
tory confirms my belief—that the authors of the Constitution 
were wise and truthful in the statement that— 

The accumulation of all powers, legislative, executive, and judiciary, 
in the same hands, whether of one, a few, or many, and whether he - 
tary, self-appointed, or elective, may justly be pronounced the very 
definition or tyranny. 

I understand perfectly well, Mr. Chairman, that it is vain 
and unprofitable to attempt to correct the follies of Roosevelt 
with the authority of mere men. To his imperious mind, the 
generalship of Washington was provincial, Jefferson was a 
demagogue, Madison was a bookworm, and Andrew Jackson an 
upstart. But Mr. Bryan professes faith in the wisdom of 
Madison and Jefferson, though he follows not their counsels, 
and to him I commend their teachings. Mr. Madison, in dis- 
cussing pure NORE as distinguished from representative 
government, which he helped to establish under the Constitu- 
tion, said: 

In a democracy where a multitude of people exercise in person the 
legislative functions, and are continually exposed by their incapacity 
for regular deliberation and concerted measures to the ambitious in- 
trigues of their executive magistrates, tyranny may well be apprehended 
on some favorable emergency to start up in the same quarter. 

At the time Mr. Madison penned these words he believed 
himself a progressive. He supposed that the reactionaries were 
those who wanted to turn back to the exploded theories of a 
pure democracy. But if Mr. Madison were alive to-day und 
were to give voice to these views he would be branded by Roose- 
velt as a Cotton Whig, and by Bryan and BERGER as “unworthy 
to represent a democratic constituency.” 


An elective despotism— 
Said Mr. Jefferson— 


was not the government we fought for, but one which should not only 
be founded on free principles, but in which the powers of government 
should be so divided and balanced among several bodies of magistracy 
as that no one could transcend their legal limits without being effectu- 
ally checked and restrained by the others. For this reason that con- 
vention which passed the ordinance of government, laid its foundation 
on this basis, that the legislative, executive, and judiciary departments 
should be separate and distinct, so that no person should exercise the 
powers of more than one of them at the same time. 

But the principles of the author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence will no longer fit the views of Roosevelt, Bryan, and 
Bercer, and his reference to an “elective despotism” places 
him at once under suspicion as being controlled by predatory 
interests. 

In the view of Mr. Roosevelt, mankind fall into two classes, 
those who follow him and those who are unrighteous. With 
Mr. Bryan, those who are not his followers are of necessity the 
followers of Wall Street. And with BERGER, in the same sort, 
it is a case of being a Socialist or being against the human 
family. 

The mind is confused with a sense of humor and disgust 
when it contemplates the Rooseveltian conception of popular 
rule. He wants a short ballot, so short, in fact, that he himself 
will constitute both head and tail of it. The effect of his 
doctrine is that he will trust the people to elect him if they 
will trust him to appoint the balance of the ticket. Bryan 
says that Roosevelt, “in taking this position, is on solid 
ground.” 

But do these great reformers trust the people? 


uences of 
dmarks 


Recently the country rang with a mixture of praise and con- 
demnation of the Sherwood pension bill. But neither Roosevelt 
or Bryan would sufficiently trust the people to express an 
opinion upon the question. 

Mr. Bryan is eternally admonishing other men to “ trust the 
people,” and yet he does not trust them sufficiently to inform 
them who he favors for President. Mr. Roosevelt does not 
trust the people sufficiently to tell them what his views are on 
the tariff question. 

The question of popular rule is vitally intermixed with the 
immigration question. Millions of the ignorant and undesirable 
of Europe are swarming fo our shores. Neither Roosevelt nor 
Bryan are willing to trust the people with their views upon this 
alarming situation. 

Mr. Bryan has only praise for Roosevelt and only condemna- 
tion for Democratic leaders like CLARK, Harmon, and UNDER- 
woop. This is probably due to the fact that Roosevelt is a 
candidate for everything in sight, excepting only the Democratie 
nomination. 

Mr. Roosevelt readily vouches for the patriotism of Mr. Bryan, 
although he has not a word of cheer for his friend, the man he 
selected as his successor. This also is probably due to the fact 
that Mr. Bryan is not, at least, seeking the Republican nomina- 
tion. 

In every age of the world, Mr. Chairman, the enemies of real 
progress have been divisible into two classes. In the first are 
those who refuse to take a step forward. In modern times 
this class has come to be known as “standpatters.” In the 
second class are those who believe or pretend to believe that if 
a cause can walk it can run, and if it can run it can fly. They 
are the mustang ponies in the caravan of progress, who kick 
while others are pulling and try to run away the moment the 
load starts. 

Mr. Chairman, it is proposed that the socialistic tendencies of 
Bescer should be substituted for the democracy of Jefferson 
and Hamilton and Madison and Washington. Mr. Chairman, 
the battle is on. I do not care whether you call yourself a 
Republican or a Democrat. I do not care whether you sail 
under the socialistic banner of Roosevelt, who proposes to de- 
stroy an independent judiciary, or whether you sail under the 
socialistic banner of Bryan, who proposes a surrender of the 
old Democratic principles. Still, it is true that, face to face 
and man to man in this Republic, we stand upon the proposition 
to-day, Shall we surrender a representative democracy under 
the Constitution for the socialism of Roosevelt, Bryan, and 
BERGER? 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that our fathers, when 
they made the Constitution, had before them all of the examples 
of failure of free government in ancient times, and in view of 
the fact that Mr. Roosevelt, Mr. Bryan, and Mr. BERGER have 
discovered no new examples in modern times, I shall gladly 
take my place in the ranks of the sober defenders of the Con- 
stitution of our country against the Roosevelts and against the 
Bryans and against the Bergers and against the McNamaras, 
who rise to strike down the law and the limitations and re- 
strictions provided in the Constitution of this United States of 
America. [Applause.] 

I neither propose to hold back like the stolid ox nor lunge 
against the traces like a grass-fed mustang. I am for the 
steady pull that spells movement, rather than those fitful jerks 
which result only in broken harness. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that there are vexing problems con- 
fronting the Congress and the Nation. I know that it will re- 
quire sustained public opinion and courageous statesmanship 
to solve these problems. I am as certain as I live that every 
wise reform can be worked out under a representative democ- 
racy and the written Constitution of the founders. And to 
these sound and enduring principles of truth I appeal from the 
madness and folly of the hour and from the false and foolish 
leaders who would steer the ship of state upon the shifting and 
treacherous sands of socialism. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bortanp, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18960) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

MINORITY REPORT, SUGAR SCHEDULE. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to file a minority re- 
port on the sugar bill, and ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed along with the majority report (H. Rept. 391, pt. 2). 


1912. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
NEY] files a minority report on the sugar bill, and asks unan- 
imous consent that it be printed with the majority report. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Dies] asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous 
consent to revise and extend my remarks on the hydro-electric 
bill, delivered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER] 
asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


MILITARY RESERVATION, CAMP SCHOFIELD, HAWAIIAN ISLANDS 
(H. DOC. No. 600). 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to haye printed as a House document a certain communication 
received from the War Department concerning the military 
reservation at Camp Schofield, in the Hawaiian Islands, and 
have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] asks unanimous consent to have printed and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations a communication from the 
War Department concerning the military reservation at Camp 
Schofield, Hawaiian Islands. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears‘none, and it is so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Pogo, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for 10 days, on account of illness in his family. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 2004. An act to amend section 1505 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, providing for the suspension from pro- 
motion of officers of the Navy if not professionally qualified. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 49 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 8, 1912, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, report of examination and survey of Manistee Har- 
bor, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 599), was taken from the Speaker's 
table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Tanda: to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 12211) to amend the act of 
February 18, 1909 (35 Stat. L., p. 626), entitled “An act to 
create the Calaveras Big Tree National Forest, and for other 
purposes,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 397), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in 
lieu thereof the bill (H. R. 21478) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular 
Army and Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, 
accompanied by a report (No. 396), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 20513) 
granting an increase of pension to John O'Mara, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 21477) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 21479) appropriating money 
to enable the President to propose and invite foreign govern- 
ments to participate in an international conference to promote 
an international inquiry into the causes of the high cost of liv- 
ing throughout the world and to enable the United States to 
participate in said conference; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21480) to establish a standard barrel and 
standard grades for apples when packed in barrels, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 21481) providing for the sale 
of the old Marine Hospital site at Ocracoke, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 21482) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to sell the old post-office building and the 
site thereof at York, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21488) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to donate to the Grand Army 
Post of Elizabeth, W. Va., two bronze or brass fieldpieces; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 21484) to construct and place 
lightships at South Pass and South West Pass, in the State of 
Louisiana; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 21485) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Queen Isabella; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21486) to 
regulate the granting of restraining orders and injunctions; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 21487) to make Bismarck, 
N. Dak., a subport of entry in the customs collection district 
of North and South Dakota, and extending thereto the privi- 
leges of the seventh section of the act of June 10, 1880; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 21488) providing for an 
appropriation of $100,000 for the purchase and distribution of 
field and garden seeds in the Western, Southwestern, and 
Northwestern States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 21489) to amend the immi- 
gration law relative to alien seamen and stowaways; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21490) to 
cooperate with the States in encouraging instruction in agri- 
culture, the trades and industries, and home economics in sec- 
ondary schools; in preparing teachers for these vocational 
courses in State colleges of agriculture and the mechanic arts; 
in maintaining instruction in these vocational subjects in State 
normal schools; in maintaining extension departments in State 
colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts; and to appropriate 
money and regulate its expenditure; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolution (H. Res. 441) to print 800 
copies of Panama Canal Hearings Nos. 1, 2, and 8 before the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. NYE: Resolution (H. Res. 442), making public ac- 
knowledgment of the services of Capt. John Ericsson; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUCKER of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21478) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Regular Army and Navy and certain soldiers and sailors 
of wars other than the Civil War and to widows of such soldiers 
and sailors; to the Committee of the Whole House, 
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By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 21491) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna E. R. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 21492) for the relief. of 
Nelson N. Boydston; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21493) for the relief 
of the heirs at law of J. B. and Lettie Buchanan; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 21494) for the relief of the 
1 5 Produce Co., of Kansas City, Mo.; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 21495) granting a pension 
to Isabelle Dodson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21496) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Morrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 21497) for the relief of Joseph 
B. Darlington; to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21498) for the relief of A. J. Collett, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Thomas Collett, deceased; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: A bill (H. R. 21499) to amend the military 
record of George W. Bryant; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COX of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21500) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lucy J. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 21501) granting a pension to 
Josephine E. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 21502) granting a pension to James 
Bishop; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 21503) granting an increase 
of pension to James M. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21504) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Lisman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21505) for the relief of 
the heirs of B. B. Gay; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21506) granting an increase 
of pension to James A. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 21507) granting a pension to 
Lula Blaine Hicklin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 21508) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles A. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 21509) granting a pension to 
George Grove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRISON of New York: A bill (H. R. 21510) for 
the relief of Louis Greenbaum; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEALD: A bill (H. R. 21511) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Hirst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21512) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21513) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 21514) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Legg; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21515) for the 
relief of the city of Pueblo; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 21516) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Thomas; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21517) granting a pension to Walter P, 
Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 21518) grant- 
ing a pension to Hattie I. Priest; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 21519) granting an increase of 
pension to McPherson Bechtel; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21520) granting an increase of pension to 
J. H. Sellars; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21521) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Estey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21522) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of J. B. Colbert; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 21523) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21524) to correct the military record of 
Frederick H. Ferris; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 21525) for the relief of the 
1 Dr. J. S. Morton, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims. 
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By Mr. SLAYDEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 21526) for 

oe of H. J. Randolph Hemming; to the Committee on 
J 8. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 21527) grant- 
ing a pension to Savilla Heikenborn; to the. Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21528) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
J. Benson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 21529) to correct the mili- 
Rey eons of Nelson T. Saunders; to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 21530) for the 

relief of Frank Bowers; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of churches and citizens of 
Grant City, Mo., for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Department of the Potomac, Grand Army 
of the Republic, relative to purchase of the Oldroyd collection 
of Lincom relics; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, memorial of Polish Citizens’ Improvement Club, protest- 
ing against illiteracy provision in proposed immigration legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Minnesota: Petition of Anthony Ander- 
son and others, of Whalan, Minn., against parcel-post legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Monroe Grange, of Bliss- 
field, Ohio, asking for the enactment of the parcel-post service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Rey. Cliff Kaser and 55 other citizens of- 
Clark, Ohio, in opposition to the enactment of House bill 9433, 
for the observance of Sunday in post offices; to the Committee 
on the Post. Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Howard H. Harlow, of New Philadelphia, 
Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill 2281, removing the 
duty on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. B : Petition of members of the Improved 
Order of Red Men, thirteenth congressional district of Indiana, 
for an American Indian memorial and museum building in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Indiana, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Bend, Ind., asking that 
the tax on oleomargarine be reduced; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Papers to accompany bill for the 
relief of heirs of J. B. and Lettie Buchanan, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. x 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of J. G. Bell and other citizens 
of Freeland, Pa., for enactment of House bill 16819; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of George P. Steinhauer, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa.. 
fayoring the passage of House bill 1343; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of M. S. Crossman, of Wyoming, Pa., favoring 
House bill 1343; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of St. John’s Primitive Methodist Church, Ha- 
zleton, Pa., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Consistory Emanuel Reformed Church of 
Hazleton, Pa., favoring the speedy passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Franklin Walp, of Pond Hill, Pa., favoring 
House bill 1843; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, favor- 
ing the building of one battleship in a Government navy yard; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of A. B. Brown, of Pittston, Pa., protesting 
against the Dillingham immigration bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. Bruce Freas, of Sugar Notch, Pa., favor- 
ing House bill 1343; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petitions of citizens of the 
State of South Dakota, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Capron Camp, No. 22, Depart- 
ment of the State of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring House bill 17470, introduced by Mr. 
Craco; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Wauwatosa, Wis., for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Petition of Baker & Holmes Co., 
of Jacksonville, Fla., in opposition to parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAGO: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Belle Vernon, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Shep- 
pard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Fayette City, Pa., for enactment 
of the George taxation bill for the District of Columbia; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of United Presbyterian Church of 
Mount Washington, Pittsburgh, Pa., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of First Presbyterian Church of Wilmerding, 
Pa., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill to remove the Federal shield of interstate commerce 
from liquors shipped into any State for illegal use; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Memorial of Short Line 
Railroad Association, relative to railway mail transportation; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of United Trade and Labor Council of Erie 
County, indorsing House bill 11372; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petitions of Catholic societies in the State of New York, 
in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission in- 
terests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Unions of Groton and Newfield, N. Y., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Lula Blain Hicklin, for a pen- 
sion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of a Catholic society of the State of 
Massachusetts, in regard to measures relating to Catholic In- 
dian mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: Petition of Lee Wilson and 8 
other citizens of Olney, Ill, growers and dealers in fruit, fa- 
yoring House bill 17936, to establish standard packages and 
grades for apples; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

Also, petitfon of Local No. 383, Farmers’ Educational and 
Cooperative Union of America, of Wabash County, Ill., favoring 
a general parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: Petitions of Tacoma Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Tacoma, Belmont County, Ohio, favoring 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate commerce liquor 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Bloomingdale Grange, No. 1629, of Bloom- 
ingdale, Ohio, representing about 100 families, favoring a gen- 
sh parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

Also, petition of Frank R. Barr, of Martins Ferry, Ohio, and 
other members of Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Martins Ferry, Ohio, favoring the Burnett immigration bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Retail Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Illinois, favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of National Mirror Works, of Rockford, III., 
against the passage of the Underwood bill (H. R. 20182) relat- 
ing to the chemical schedule; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

Also, petition of Ben R. Hall, department commander United 
Spanish War Veterans, of Streator, III., favoring the passage of 
House bill 17470, to pension widows of veterans of the Spanish 
War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ottawa Trades and Labor Assembly, of 
Ottawa, III., against enlisted men in the Navy performing work 
of civilian employees; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of National Model License League, concerning 
the Kenyon-Sheppard bill, etc., as to interstate shipments of 
intoxicating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German-American National Alliance, of 
East St. Louis, III., against the passage of any prohibition or 
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interstate-commerce liquor measure now pending; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Walter S. 
Hogdon, of Haverhill, Mass., for more stringent immigration 
laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of citizens of 
the State of New Jersey, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of New Jersey, remonstrating 
against prohibition or interstate liquor legislatfon; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULD: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Hartland, Me., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of the German-American Alliance, 
the German Casino, the Germania Mannerchor, the Lancaster 
Liederkranz, and the German Beneficial Union, all of Lancaster, 
in the State of Pennsylvania, in opposition to the enactment 
into law of any prohibition or interstate commerce liquor meas- 
ure now pending before Congress; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of 
San Jose, Cal., protesting against reduction in duty on olive 
oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Los Gatos, Cal., for enactment of Esch phosphorus bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mrs. H. S. Beal, of San Jose, Cal., for enact- 
ment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Mis» 
souri, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Missouri, for parcel- 
post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of American Association for Labor Legislation, 
for enactment of Esch phosphorus bill; to the Committee op 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of Utah Federation of Women's 
Clubs, Women’s Club of Murray, and Woman's Civic Club of 
Salt Lake City, urging passage of parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petitions of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions of Dumont and Oradell, N. J., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Ar- 
kansas, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Wrightsville, Pa., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petitions of Woman Christian Temper- 
ance Union and church organizations of Indiana, Pa., for enact- 
ment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania State Board of Agriculture, 
for eradication of the chestnut-tree blight disease; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of Williamsburg Grange, 
Williamsburg, Mass., favoring the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill, to withdraw from interstate-commerce protec- 
tion liquors imported into dry territory for illegal use; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LED of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, protesting against parcel-post legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, for rejection of pend- 
ing arbitration treaties; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Catholic Societies of Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian 
missions; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of Association of Army Nurses of the Civil 
War, for certain pension legislation; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charies G. Bond, of Brooklyn, N. Y., protest- 
ing against pending legislation to establish a children’s bureau; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Polish National Alliance, opposing illiter- 
acy test in proposed immigration legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, for passage of House bill 5601; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of Louis M. Farh 10 New York City, seating 


against enactment of House 6844; to the Com 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Vigilance Committee, for more 
effective enforcement of the white-slave traffic act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Union No. 23, International Printing Press- 
men and Assistants’ Union of North America, for increased 
compensation tg pressmen and assistants in the Government 
Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of Union No. 68, American Federation of Gar- 
ment Workers’ Union, relative to labor conditions in Lawrence, 
Mass.; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petitions of Camps 22 and 62, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for enactment of House bill 17470; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of William G. McCallum and other 
citizens of Alpena, Mich., for legislation granting pension of 
$12 per month to every citizen over 70 years of age; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of Winter Hill Baptist Church, of 
Somerville, Mass., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Chicago (III.) Women's Aid, for 
a tax not exceeding 2 cents per pound on oleomargarine, etc. ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

. By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany Dill for 
the relief of Walter P. Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MOORE of Texas (by request): Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Buffalo, Tex., fayoring the speedy passage of the 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Grange No. 218, of Mexico, N. Y., 
pone against House bill 18493, and against any change in 

e oleomargarine laws; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of Coalinga, Cal., for 
enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions and 
churches in the State of California, for enactment of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Crows Landing, Cal., against repeal of anticanteen law; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorials of Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles and 
San Jose, Cal, against reduction in duty on olive oil; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petitions of citizens of the State of Kan- 
sas, for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hess, Kans., for parcel-post legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Gray County and of Turon, 
Kans., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of members of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Westfield, Wis., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., pro- 
testing against attitude of House Indian Committee in regard 
to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission interests; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., asking that 
provision be made in naval appropriation bill for construction 
of one battleship in Government navy yard; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Minneapolis Real Estate Board, favoring 
road from Washington to Gettysburg as memorial to Lincoln; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of Minnesota Retail Hardware Association, 
protesting against extension of parcel-post system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of California citizens, favoring the 
building of one battleship in a Government navy yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petition of the Missouri Retail Hardware 
12 protesting against parcel-post legislation and for 

-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Boston (Mass.) Fruit & Produce Exchange, 
for enactment of House bill 19795; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


ttee 


Mr. REYBURN: Memorial of Philadelphia (Pa.) Board 
of de, for retirement of employees in the civil service; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of citizens of Bridgeport, 
Ala., for enactment of House bill 16819; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of citizens of Amherst, Ohio, favor- 
ing the old-age pension bill introduced by Hon. Vicror BERGER; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mansfield, Ohio, protesting against 
the enactment of House bill 9433, entitled “An act for the 
observance of Sunday in post offices”; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Williamsport Grange, No. 1815, of Mount 
Gilead, Ohio, favoring Federal aid in the construction of coun- 
try roads; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of the State of Ohio, 
for enactment of House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bayonne, N. J., and New York 
City, for passage of House bill 17253; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Board of Supervisors of San Francisco, Cal., 
protesting against change of character and operation of the 
San Francisco Mint; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Congregational Brotherhood 
and Men’s Baptist League of Sharon, Mass., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. ~ 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of citizens of the State of Ohio, for 
passage of Berger old-age pension bill; tọ the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Petition of H. F. Owen and 85 other citizens 
of Delaware, Ohio, protesting against the enactment by Con- 
gress of any legislation for the extension of the parcel-post 
service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Union No. 
68, American Federation of Garment Workers’ Union, in regard 
— labor conditions at Lawrence, Mass.; to the Committee on 

ules. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Texas: Petitions of citizens of Smith and 
Van Zandt Counties, Tex., in favor of old-age pension legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on Pensions. 


SENATE. 
Fray, March 8, 1912. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. . 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ings of Tuesday, March 5, when, on request of Mr. Suoor, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 


EXPENDITURES ON RIVERS AND HARBORS (S. DOC. NO. 382). 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of December 7, 1911, a detailed 
statement showing the expenditures for each river and each 
harbor geographically arranged by States and Territories, to- 
gether with expenditures of like character for general and joint 
improvements not separable by States, and for canals, which, 
with accompanying papers, will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRISTOW. The communication from the Treasury De- 
partment in regard to expenditures on rivers and harbors is to 
be printed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was ordered printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRISTOW. How many copies will be printed under the 
order? É 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Five hundred. 

Mr. BRISTOW. And distributed on Senators’ desks? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes. 


MARY E. WILLETT v. THE UNITED STATES (S. DOC. No. 381). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
eation from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law filed by the court in the cause of Mary E. Willett v. The 
United States, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Speaker of 
the House had signed the bill (S. 2004) to amend section 1505 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, providing for the 
suspension from promotion of officers of the Navy if not pro- 
fessionally qualified, and it was thereupon signed by the Yice 
President. A 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a memorial of members of 
the Atlantic Commercial Travelers’ Union, of Atlantic, Iowa, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens and of the con- 
gregations of the Baptist Church, the Christian Church, the 
Methodist Church, and the Presbyterian Church, all of Grant 
City, in the State of Missouri, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Illinois, praying for the adoption of an 
amendinent to the Constitution to prohibit the manufacture, 
sale, and importation of intoxicating liquors, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the joint advisory board of 
the Cigar Makers’ Unions of Porto Rico, and a petition of 
Woman’s Protective Union, No. 14209, of Cabo Rojo, P. R., 
praying for the creation in that Territory of a department of 
agriculture and labor, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Keeler Post, No. 15, 
Department of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Washington, D. C., favoring an appropriation for the purchase 
of the Oldroyd collection of Lincoln relics, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Suncook Valley 
Council, No. 18, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
London, N. H., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the immigration law, which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Federation of 
Citizens’ Associations of the District of Columbia, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate public utilities in the 
District of Columbia, and to confer upon the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a public 
utilities commission, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Federation of Citizens’ 
Associations of the District of Columbia, praying that the police 
and flremen's pension fund be placed upon a permanent and 
equitable basis, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Alley Im- 
proyement Association, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 
against the location of barrooms near schools and churches, 
and the placing of saloons near alleys and courts in the District 
of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Wyoming, praying for the passage of the so-called eight-hour 


bill, which were referred to the Committee on Education and- 


Labor. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Fairmount, Tyner, Kentyre, Barrie, Dale, Hope, and Sargent 
County, all in the State of North Dakota, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Traill 
County, N. Dak., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the pay of members of the National Guard, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denbigh, 
N. Dak., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
` hens was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 
` He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Selma, 
N. Dak., remonstrating against the establishment of a parcel- 
post system, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Commercial 
Club, of Williston, N. Dak., and a memorial of members of the 
Northwestern Development League, of North Dakota, praying 


for the enactment of legislation to furnish immigrants with 
full information relative to industrial opportunities in the 
Western States, which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kansas 
and Oklahoma, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the removal of the restrictions as to the alienation of 
lands in Oklahoma, which were referred. to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hutchin- 
son, Kans., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Emporia, 
Atchison, Fredonia, and Augusta, all in the State of Kansas, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jennings, 
Kans., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Swed- 
ish Baptist Church, of Chanute, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Vermilion, S. Dak., remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented the petition of G. A. 
Thorkeldson and 34 other citizens of Luffman, S. Dak., praying 
for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of Orient and Presho, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. i 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Mill Oreek, Okla., remonstrating against the proposed 
abolishment of the position of United States district Indian 
agent, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also (for Mr. GAxBLE) presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Duran, Okla., remonstrating against the proposed 
discontinuance of the offices of Indian agents and district In- 
dian agents in all points outside the general office at Muskogee, 
Okla., which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented a memorial of members 
of the Dairymen and Buttermakers’ Association of South Da- 
kota, remonstrating against the repeal of the tax on oleomar- 
garine, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. CUMMINS presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Congregational Church, the First United Evangelical Church, the 
Friends Church, the United Brethren Church, and the Metho- 
dist Church, of Marshalltown; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Newton; and of sundry citizens of Humeston, 
all in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mar- 
quette, Washington, Wichita, and Jennings, all in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, 
zoa were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wichita, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Goodland, 
Kans., praying for the establishment of free mail delivery sys- 
tem in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 
1,000, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Henry Booth Command, No. 3, 
Union Veterans’ Union, of Oakland, Kans., praying for the 
passage of the so-called dollar-a-day pension bill, which was 
ordered to Ile on the table. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Peabody, 
Emporia, Clearwater, Atchison, and Akron, all in the State of 
Kansas, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
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system beyond its present limitations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of John A. Logan Post, No. 
127, Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Salina, Kans., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the abolishment of the United States pension 
agencies and their concentration in Washington, D. C., which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Chanute, Kans., and a petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Spearville, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Business Men's 
Association of Pawtucket, R. I., praying for the adoption of a 
1-cent letter postage, which was referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Provi- 
dence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
that vessels engaged in domestic commerce between ports of the 
United States shall be granted free passage through the Panama 
Canal, which was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals. 

Mr. LIPPITT presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Central Congregational Church of Providence; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Unions of Portsmouth, Woonsocket, and 
Washington; of the Rhode Island Christian Endeavor Union; 
of members of the Sunday School Association of Woonsocket; 
of the Young People’s Social Christian Endeavor of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Woonsocket; of the Young People’s 
Society of Christian Endeavor of Woonsocket; of the board of 
directors of the Young Men’s Christian Association of Woon- 
socket, and of sundry citizens of Woonsocket, all in the State 
of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

He also presented petitions of Allyn K. Capron Camp, United 
Spanish War Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Provi- 
dence; of Robert Brucker Camp, No. 6, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Westerly; of Rear 
Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp, No. 3, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Newport; and of 
Rudolph H. Breault Camp, No. 7, United Spanish War Veterans, 
Department of Rhode Island, of Woonsocket, al! in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of legislation to pen- 
sion widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted man 
who served in the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrec- 
tion, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Allyn K. Capron Camp, United 
Spanish War Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Provi- 
dence; of Robert Brucker Camp, No. 6, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Westerly; of Rear 
Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp, No. 3, United Spanish War 
Veterans, Department of Rhode Island, of Newport: and of Ru- 
dolph H. Breault Camp, No. T, United Spanish War Veterans, 
Department of Rhode Island, of Woonsocket, all in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the retirement of petty officers or enlisted men of the United 
States Navy or Marine Corps and for the efficiency of the en- 
listed personnel, which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Sorosis 
Women's Club, of Providence, R. I., praying for a reduction of 
the duty on raw and refined sugars, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Printing Pressmen and As- 
sistants’ Local Union No. 142, of Pawtucket, R. L, praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for an increase in the 
compensation of pressmen employed in the Government Printing 
Office, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the German- 
American Alliance of Rhode Island, remonstrating against the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Federated Union 
of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation 
relative to the removal of employees in the classified civil 
service, which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Business 
Men's Association, praying for the adoption of certain amend- 
ments to the internal-reyenue laws relating to butter, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of members of the Rhode Island 
Independent Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, 
of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the publication of the records of soldiers and 
sailors, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


He also presented a petition of Washington County Pomona 
Grange No. 2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kingston, R. I., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the establishment 
of agricultural extension departments in connection with the 
agricultural colleges in the several States, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CRAWFORD presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Northville and Columbia, in the State of South Dakota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Spearfish, 
S. Dak., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Big Stone 
City, 8. Dak., remonstrating against the repeal of the oleomar- 
garine law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. BORAH. I present a petition addressed to me as chair- 
man of the Committee on Education and Labor and which is 
signed by homesteaders of the vicinity of Earlimart, Tulare 
County, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to relieve 
them from the harsh exactions of the homestead laws. I ask 
that the petition be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
EARLIMART, TULARE COUNTY, CAL. 
To the Hon. WILLIAM E. BORAH, 
Chairman Committee on Education and Labor. 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Sin: we the undersigned homesteaders of the vicinity of 
Earlimart, hereby send greeting: 

We have read with interest of your sincere endeavors in Congress in 
behalf of the homesteaders of the West to relieve them of the harsh 
exactions of the present homestead laws. For your efforts in our 
behalf we desire to express our titude and to say that we unani- 
mously indorse the sentiment which you recently presented in your 
remarks to the Senate. 

The territory which we occupy is dry and hot through the summer, 
and to make our soil productive of a living we are compelled to develop 
1 wells at a cost mikay them almost prohibitive to most of 
the people seeking the homesteads, or we are compelled to leave the 
homestead at certain periods to earn by wages the necessary funds to 
sustain our families. 

We, therefore, desire to urge upon you the importance of the move- 
ment which you have 51 ag and assure you that the homesteader 
indorses to his fullest ability your course in this matter. We sincerely 
hope that ZO may be successful with this measure in the House of 
a heer hg ives as you have been in the Senate. 

hanking you most heartily for your kindly endeavors, and awaiting 
your comment, me are, 

espectfully, yours, Á 

W. K. BOONE, D. W. SHELL. 


E. M. Le CLAIR. G. WINTER. 
MARTIN BRANNAN. E. A. Sxow. 
VICTOR KAPELLER. F. O. MCQUONE. 
ALEXANDER DEIRE. R. H. BOWEN. 


There are a few more homesteaders in this vicinity who would, I 

feel sure, be glad to sign the above, but I have been unable to see them, 
E. M. Le CLAIR. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented petitions of the congregations 
of the Presbyterian Church of Fairmount and the Friends’ 
Church of Chehalim Center; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Unions of West Salem and Eugene, and of sundry citi- 
zens of West Salem, Elgin, and Plainview, all in the State of 
Oregon, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law 
to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama presented a petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Bessemer, Ala., and 
a petition of sundry citizens of Alabama, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. GARDNER presented petitions of the Ladies of the, 
Grand Army of the Republic of Belfast; of Local Grange No. 
438, Patrons of Husbandry, of Buckfield; of Local Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Topsham; of the congregations of 
sundry churches of Baileyville, Belfast, Woolwich, and Tops- 
ham; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of Bow- 
doin, Lisbon, Webster, Troy, Lebanon, Bath, and Hartland, all 
in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


w, 


nos 
Mr. THORNTON N petitions of sundry citizens of 
Athens, Mansfield, De Ridder, and Leesville, all in the State of 


Louisiana, praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor 


law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside 
dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Gaffney, Greenville, Batesburg, and Nichols, all in 
the State of South Carolina, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented resolutions. adopted by the 
Kearney County Farmers’ Mutual Fire Insurance Co., in con- 
vention at Minden, Nebr., favoring the establishment of a 
parcel-post system, which were referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sheridan 
County, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Borah 
homestead bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. POMEREND presented petitions of the Central Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Cincinnati; Ministerial Asso- 
ciation of Dayton; Otterbein Brotherhood of New Philadelphia; 
Lutheran Brotherhood of New Philadelphia; Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of New Philadelphia; the Christian Sabbath 
School of Ludlow Falls; the Friends’ Sabbath School of Ludlow 
Falls; the Farmers’ Institute of Marlboro; of sundry churches 
of Marlboro, Louisville, Lexington, and Bolton; the Young Peo- 
ple’s Branch of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Norwalk; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Presbyte- 
rian Church of Martins Ferry; of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Montgomery County of Dayton; Highland Brethren Sab- 
bath School of Union; Friends’ Sabbath School of West Milton; 
United Brethren Sabbath School of Potsdam; Methodist Epis- 
copal Sabbath School of West Milton; citizens of Springfield; 
citizens of Tontogany; congregation of Baptist Church of Rich- 
mond Dale; Christian Sabbath School of West Milton; Baptist 
Bible School of Perrysville; Young People’s Branch of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Brookfield; Schoenbaun Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, near New Philadelphia; Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Kent; Farmers’ Institute 
of West Milton; Methodist Episcopal Sunday School of Ashley; 
Men's Sunday Evening League of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church; Tacoma Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
Tacoma, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the German-American Alli- 
ances of Martins Ferry, Steubenville, Newark, Dayton, Jeffer- 
son, Coshocton, Bridgeport, Chillicothe, Springfield, and Mans- 
field; and of the Altschul Distilling Co., of Dayton; of the 
Suabian Benevolent Society, of Springfield; Baden Beneyolent 
Society, of Springfield; St. George Benevolent Society, of Spring- 
field, all in the State of Ohio, and of the National Model License 
League of Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Nes. Badgley Council, No. 123, 
of Massillon, Kent, Germantown, Norwood, Mount Healthy, 
Norwalk, Mount Washington, Mansfield, Bellaire, Piqua, and 
Cincinnati; of Concord Council, No. 232; of Lincoln Council, No. 
16, of Massillon and Galion; of Council No. 219, of Cincinnati, 
Fidelity, and Newtown; of Council No. 85, of Cincinnati; of Coun- 
cil No. 49, of Cincinnati; of Council No. 43, of Cincinnati, Syra- 
cuse, and Madisonville: of Coshocton No. 65, of Catawba; 
of Harvey Rice, No. 211, of Cleveland; of Fairmount, No. 155, of 
Cincinnati; of No. 269, of Gallipolis; of Southern Star, No. 174, 
of Mount Carmel; of Crown Council, No. 35, of Dayton; of Cin- 
cinnatus Council, No. 82, of Cincinnati, all of the Junior Order of 
United American Mechanics, and of the International Association 
of Machinists of Massillon, all in the State of Olo, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which Were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented petitions of Lisbon Grange, No. 1568, of 
Lisbon; of sundry citizens of Spencerville and Fincastle; of 
Magnolia Grange, No. 1698, of East Sparta; of the Columbus 
Gardeners’ Association, of Columbus; of sundry citizens of Dela- 
ware County and Vanatta; of the Farmers’ Institute of New- 
comerstown; of Montville Grange, of Montville; of sundry citi- 
zens of Sharon; of Verona Grange, No. 1630, of Verona; of 
sundry citizens of Wellsville; of Orwell Grange, No. 1562, of 
Orwell; and of Jackson Grange, No. 1816, all of the Patrons of 
Husbandry; and of sundry citizens of Sharon, Wellsville, and 
East Liverpool, all in the State of Ohio, praying for the estab- 
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lishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Richland Branch, State Phar- 
maceutical Society, of Mansfield, and of sundry citizens of 
Newark, Sunbury, New Concord, Stewart, Senecaville, Zanes- 
ville, Dennison, Bremen, Lucasville, Millersburg, Massillon, West 
Alexandria, Ashland, Edon, Van Wert, Mansfield, Athens, and 
Urbana, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the 
establishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offfces and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New Lex- 
ington, Ohio, praying for the establishment of free mail de- 
livery in towns, cities, and villages with a population of over 
1,000, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of members of the Wolfe-Tone 
Club, of Youngstown, Ohio, and resolutions adopted by the Irish 
Nationalists of Ohio, in convention at Columbus, Ohio, remon- 
strating against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbi- 
tration between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Akron, Day- 
ton, Damascus, and St. Clairsville, all in the State of Ohio, 
praying for-the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitra- 
tion between the United States, Great Britain, and France, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Camp No. 49, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, United Spanish War Veterans, of Columbus, Ohio, 
praying for the enactfhent of legislation to pension widow and 
minor children of any officer or enlisted man who served in the 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Genesee Tribe, No. 15, of Niles; 
of Sinnamatha Tribe, No. 236, of Macon; of Samoset Tribe, No. 
86, of Common Era; of Red Hawk Tribe, No. 50, of Waverly; 
of Buffalo Tribe, No. 109, of Columbus; and of Rain-in-the-Face 
Tribe, No. 253, all of the Improved Order of Red Men, in the 
State of Ohio, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
erection of an American Indian memorial and museum building 
in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of Eugene Reynolds Post, No. 
441, of Bellefontaine; William McKinley Post, No. 25, of Can- 
ton; and Sergeant Thomson Post, No. 235, of Salineville, Depart- 
ment of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, and of the Pioneer 
and Historical Association of Fremont, all in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the incorporation of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Warren, Pa., remonstrating against the 
repeal of the anticanteen law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Wilmerding; the United Presbyterian 
Church of Mount Washington; the First Presbyterian Church 
of Wilmerding, and of the United Brethren Church of Warren; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Indiana, War- 
ren, and Monongahela ; of the Woman's Bible Class of the First 
United Presbyterian Church of Indiana; of the men’s class of 
the First United Presbyterian Church of Indiana, and of the 
Young Men’s Christian Association of Monongahela, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of an inter-. 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Charles F. Moore Camp, No. 6, 
Department of Pennsylvania, United Spanish War Veterans, 
of Athens, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to pen- 
sion widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted man 
who served in the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrec- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of George Simpson Post, No. 44, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 


-| Huntingdon, Pa., remonstrating against the incorporation of 


the Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Proctor, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Bricklayers and Masons’ Local 
Union, No. 2, of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying that an investigation 
be made into the labor strike conditions at Lawrence, Mass., 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Peru, III., remonstrating against the enactment of an interstate 
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liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Greenville, 
Meredosia, Elburn, and Gardner, all in the State of Illinois, 
remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post system 
beyond its present limitations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Polish National Alliance 
of the United States of North America, remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to further restrict immigration, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a memorial of Pope Post, No. 411, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pana, Ill., 
remonstrating against the incorporation of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor As- 
sembiy of Belleville, III., remonstrating against the repeal of 
the duty on wood and metal patterns, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of Magnolia Grange, No. 179, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of McNabb, III., remonstrating against 
the repeal of the oleomargarine law, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of West Salem 
and Mount Erie, in the State of Illinois, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a parcel-post system, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Elgin; of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Unions of Rockport and Elgin; and of the 
Pastors’ Union, of Carmi, all in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association, praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter postage, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 353, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Belleville, Ill., praying for 
the passage of the so-called old-age pension bill, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. ` 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 893, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Canton, III., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-injunction bill, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Belleville, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
construction of one of the proposed new battleships at the 
Brooklyn Navy Yard, which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Murphysboro, 
Orchardville, Makanda, and Cave-in-Rock, all in the State of 
Ilinois, praying for the establishment of a bureau of markets 
in the Department of Agriculture, which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the German Singing 
Society Concordia, of Alexandria, Ind., remonstrating against 
the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


- He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of South 
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Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel- 
post system beyond its present limitations, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indian- 
apolis, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro- 
posed treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great 
Britain, and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. At the request of the Senator elect from 
the State of Arizona, the Hon. Marcus Surru, I present a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Bisbee, Ariz., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Sulzer parcel-post bill. I move that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Canton, Miss., remorfstrating against the extension of the par- 
cel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Methodist Protestant Church of Milford; the Whitis Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Nassau; the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Cedar Neck; the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Slaughter Neck; and of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
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of Lincoln; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Slaughter Neck; and of sundry citizens of Milford and Slaugh- 
ter Neck, all in the State of Delaware, praying for the enact- 
ment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of 
State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NIXON presented a petition of Colonel James Lockett 
Camp, No. 3, Department of Nevada, United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, of Carson City, Nev., and a petition of General Lloyd B. 
Wheaton Camp, No. 2, Department of Nevada, United Spanish 
War Veterans, of Reno, Nev., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to pension widow and minor children of any officer or 
enlisted man who served in the War with Spain or the Philip- 
pine insurrection, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Lowell, Brockton, and New Bedford, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Thurmont, Md., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Evart, Mich., remonstrating against the extension of 
the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a petition of Ward Cheney 
Camp, No. 13, United Spanish War Veterans, Department of 
Connecticut, of South Manchester, Conn., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to pension widow and minor children of 
any officer or enlisted man who served in the War with Spain 
or the Philippine insurrection, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented memorials of members of the Wolfe Tone 
Club, of New Haven, and of sundry citizens of Naugatuck and 
Bridgeport, all in the State of Connecticut, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed treaties of arbitration 
between the United States, Great Britain, and France, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
Norwalk, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation au- 
thorizing the construction of one of the proposed new battle- 
ships at the Brooklyn Navy Yard, which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of East Lynn, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to 
prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of the Congregational Broth- 
erhood and the Baptist Men's League of Sharon, of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of South Gardner, and of 
Crystal Lake Lodge, No. 80, International Order of Good 
Templars, of Gardner, all in the State of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEPHENSON presented a petition of members of the 
Produce and Fruit Exchange of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to establish standard packages and 
grades for apples, which was referred to the Committee on 
Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

He also presented a petition of Du Lac Grange, No. 72, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Milton, Wis., praying for the establish- 
ment of a parcel-post system, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club of Mellen, Wis., praying for the adoption of a 1-cent letter 
postage, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of New 
Richmond, Wis., and a memorial of the Wisconsin Retail 
Hardware Dealers’ Association, remonstrating against the ex- 
tension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 5 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Wauwatosa, Wis., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Knapp, Wis., praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the Wis- 
consin National Guard, residents of Beloit, Wis., praying for the 
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enactment of legislation to further increase the efficiency of the 
Organized Militia, which was referred to the Committee-on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Commercial 
Club, of Mellen, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the establishment of agricultural extension depart- 
ments in connection with the agricultural colleges in the several 
States, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Odontological 
Society, of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the enact- 
menut of legislation granting extension of letters patent to 
James E. Low, known as the “low-tooth crown patent,“ which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the First Unitarian 
Society, of Milwankee, Wis., favoring the recommendations 
made by the President for the appointment of a Federal com- 
mission on industrial relations, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNTER presented the petition of Morton T. Bryant, 
of Maysville, Ky., praying that he be granted an increase of 
pension, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph P. Warder, of Ep- 
worth, Ky., praying that he be granted & pension, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of Commodore Foote Post, 
No. 40, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Ord, Nebr., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion proposing to control property of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented sundry affidavits in support of the bill (S. 
4764) granting a pension to Mary F. Sexton, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DU PONT presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Nassau, Del., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
were referred certain bills granting pensions and increase of 
pensions, submitted a report (No. 450), accompanied by a bill 
(S. 5670) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, which was read 
twice by its title, the bill being a substitute for the following 
Senate bills heretofore referred to that committee: 

S. 487. John C. Johnston. 

. Anna B. Heckelmann. 
. Harry Jeremiah Parks, 
. Tomas Escobado. 

. Charles H. Edgecomb. 
. David Frazier. 

. Alexander W. Barnes. 
. John R. Tolbert. 

. William A. Chapman, 
. George W. Whaley. 

. Alfred B. Loop. 

. John Thompson. 

. George F. Raulston. 

. Edward Jenison. 

. Amos Brough. 

. Anderson C. Jones. 

. Smith A. Nicholson, 
. Elizabeth Weissmiller. 
. Benjamin C. Zeitler. 
. Cyrus N. Doom. 

. Robert B. Horrie. 

. George W. Holsted. 

. James C. Bowerman. 
. Frank McDaniels. 

i . Millie Rhodes. 

S. 2333. George S. Robinson. 
Jennie A, Pettingell. 
. William Gant. 
Simon W. Morgan. 

. Thomas H. Rutter, 

. John W. Dyer. 

. Albert P. Odell. 

. William W. Seagrave. 
. Henry J. Streight. 
Murdock McLean. 
Samuel T. Bennett. 
David E. Leach. 
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. Francis M. Ward. 

. Jane Brand Barnard. 
Samuel T. Mills. 
Alonzo J. Mather. 

. Daniel W. Roan. 

. Horace H. Warren. 
John Gorman, 

. Sanford A. Herendeen. 
. James H. Riblet. 

. John M. Young. 

. William A. Phillips. . 
. Mary A. Welker. 

. Myron Richards, 

. James A. Lyons. 

. William London. 

. Barton W. Prickett. 
George W. Kuster. 

. Lewis Hyde. 

. James Henry Albert, 
. John T. Creeks. 

. H. Charles Ulman. 
Isaac O. Bowman. 

. Anton Nedvidek. 

. William Riddle. 

. Joseph C. Kilburn. 

. Mira M. Danley. 

. William J. Seals. 
Benjamin Richardson. 
James E. Kinnard. 

. John S. Hughes. 

. Mattie M. Converse. 
. Isaac N. Wakefield. 
Thomas P. P. Wilson. 
. George J. Wilson. 

. Martha A. Parkman. 
William L. Pratt. 

. Edward E. Miles. 
James Greer. 
George W. Allen. 

. John F. Carll, 

. George P. Doeg. 

. Mary A. Corrigan, 

. Joseph M. Wolbert. 
Thomas Southergill. 
John R. Megee. 

. Alfred Shaffer. 

. William Norris, jr. 

. Amelia L. Adams. 

. Edward R. Taylor. 

. Charles Barton, 

. John K. Myers. 
Amanda Smith. 

. Lydia A. Flack. 

. Mary C. Crowder. 

S. 5583. Charles H. Perkins. 

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 2689) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Mannington, W. Va., 
reported it with amendments, 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I am directed by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 
2234) to provide for a primary nominating election in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, at which the qualified electors of the said 
District shall have the opportunity to vote for their first and 
second choice among those aspiring to be candidates of their 
respective political parties for President and Vice President 
of the United States, to elect their party delegates to their 
national conventions, and to elect their national committeemen, 
to submit an adverse report. (No. 451) thereon, and I ask 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I ask that the bill may go on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 5375) for 
the relief of the police and firemen’s pension funds, District of 
Columbia, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 452) thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

H. R. 20117. An act to authorize the Nebraska-Iowa Inter- 
state Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Missouri River 
near Bellevue, Nebr. (Rept. No. 453); 

H. R. 17239. An act to authorize the Arkansas & Memphis 
Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, and 
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operate a bridge across the Mississippi River (Rept. No. 454) ; 
and 

H. R. 19638. An act to authorize the San Antonio, Rockport & 
Mexican Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Morris 
and Cummings Channel (Rept. No. 455). 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 5333) to authorize 
the widening and extension of Spring Roard NW., and for other 
purposes, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 456) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely : 

S. 5288. A bill to provide for the grading and improving of 
Minnesota Avenue SE. from Good Hope Road to Eighteenth 
Street, in the District of Columbia; 

S. 4868. A bill to provide for the grading and improving of 
Pennsylvania Avenue SE. from Bowen Road to the District 
line; and 

8. 4815. A bill to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to accept donations of money and land for the 
establishment of a branch library in the District of Columbia, 
to establish a commission to supervise the erection of a branch 
library building in said District, and to provide for the suitable 


maintenance of said branch. 


Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5060) to provide for the disposal of 
the unallotted land on the Omaha Indian Reservation, in the 
State of Nebraska, reported it with amendments and submitted 
a report (No. 459) thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5606) to provide for repairs and im- 
provements at the lighthouse depot and headquarters, San Juan, 
P. R., reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 460) thereon. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2051) to promote the efficiency of the 
Life-Saving Service, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 462) thereon. . 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5113) granting a charter to the 
National Emancipation Commemorative Society of the United 
States of America, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration and that it be referred to the Committee on In- 
dustrial Expositions, which was agreed to. 

Mr. BOURNE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (S. 5491) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Coryallis, Oreg., reported it withont amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 464) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 4985) to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a public building thereon at Klamath Falis, Oreg., 
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
463) thereon. 

Mr. REED; from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 4476) to provide for purchase of site, con- 
struction of wharf and buildings, and the necessary equipment 
for a depot for the sixth lighthouse district, reported it with 
amendments and submittéd a report (No. 465) thereon. 

Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5658) granting to the El Paso 
& Southwestern Railroad Co., a corporation organized and 
-existing under the laws of the Territory and State of Arizona, 
a right of way through the Fort Huachuca Military Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Arizona, and authorizing said corporation 


and its successors or assigns to construct and operate a rail- 


way through said Fort Huachuca Military Reservation, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 457) thereon. 

Mr. DU PONT. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 16306) to provide 
for the use of the American National Red Cross in aid of the 
land and naval forces in time of actual or threatened war, to 
5 it with amendments, and I submit a report (No. 458) 

ereon. 

An identical bill has passed the Senate and been sent to the 
House, and on behalf of the committee I enter a motion to re- 
consider the votes by which Senate bill 4238 was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DU PONT. I move that the House of Representatives be 
requested to return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I desire to inter- 

rogate the Senator from Delaware for a moment, if he will per- 


mit me. I should like to know whether the military appropria- 
tion bill (H. R. 18956) has been received from the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. DU PONT. It has been received and is now being con- 
sidered by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is now being considered by the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. DU PONT. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Will it be possible for the Senator 
from Delaware, who is chairman of the committee, to indicate 
about when the bill will be reported to the Senate? 

Mr. DU PONT. I am afraid I could not do so definitely. 
The committee has decided to have some hearings on the bill, 
and that will necessarily take a little time. I suppose it will 
certainly be a fortnight before it will be reported. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, one question fur- 
ther. A great many people of my State are very much con- 
cerned about the proposal to abolish Fort Brady at Sault Ste. 
Marie and Fort Wayne, Mich. That is a part of the military 
appropriation bill, as I understand it, and I have many protests 
against it, and some telegrams which I should like to have the 
privilege of reading, from prominent people at Sault Ste. Marie 
and in that vicinity, remonstrating against the abolishment of 
Fort Brady. 

I desire the Senator from Delaware, the chairman of the com- 
mittee, to know that I want to be heard upon the question of 
the abolishment of that fort and the fort at Detroit, Fort 
Wayne, before any final action has been taken by the committee. 

Mr. DU PONT. I will say to the Senator from Michigan 
that I feel confident the committee will give him full oppor- 
tunity to express his views on the question. The committee has 
not reached any conclusion or even considered that particular 
part of the bill. 

As I understand the matter, the Secretary of War made cer- 
tain recommendations, in response to an inquiry from the 
House, as to the military posts which could be abandoned in 
the future, whereupon the House provided in the Army appro- 
priation bill that no expenditures should be made at such posts. 
But I think it will be a long time before a great number of 
them are discontinued, it being evident that before they can be 
abandoned other quarters must be constructed to take their 
place. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am very greatly obliged to the 
Senator from Delaware for this frank statement, and I want 
to make an equally frank one, that before the military property 
of the Government of the United States on our border is to be 
sacrificed and abandoned something besides the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of War will be necessary to accomplish it. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, as this subject is up, I shall take 
the opportunity to say, and I invite the attention of the chair- 
man and the members of the Committee on Military Affairs to 
what I say, that that bill as it came from the House and was 
referred to the committee is full of provisions that ought not 
to be there; full of provisions that ought not to be in any appro- 
priation bill, provisions which reverse the settled military 
policy of the United States, provisions which, if they are ever 
to be adopted, ought to be adopted as the result of the deliber- 
ate consideration of Congress upon substantive measures stand- 
ing by themselyes, instead of being forced throtgh under the 
whip and spur of the necessity of an appropriation bill. They 
are provisions which were born of controversy and are not the 
result of the deliberate judgment of anyone as to what ought to 
be done for the benefit of the military establishment of the 
United States. 

I want to be heard before any action is taken upon that bill 
in deliberate and detailed opposition to having legislation of the 
most important and radical character regarding the military 
establishment forced upon Congress in any such way as is pro- 
posed in the bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Michigan yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I want to take only a moment, 
for I appreciate that there is other business waiting. I am glad 
to hear from the efficient ex-Secretary of War on this oceasion. 
I want to say that if we undertake to follow to a logical con- 
clusion what has been sent to us from another place in the 
annual Army appropriation bill for 1913, there will soon be only 
two committees in Congress, and they will be the Committee on 
Appropriations and the Ways and Means Committee, for I do 
not know of any possible legislation affecting the Army that 
has not been loaded on or attempted to be loaded on the annual 
Army supply bill. If we follow this plan of all legislation 
being included in appropriation measures, what is there left 
for the other regular committees to consider? 
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Notwithstanding, Mr. President, that a part of this legislation- 
bearing appropriation bill reduces the Cavalry to two-thirds 
the limit that has heretofore prevailed, it is immediately fol- 
lowed by a bill for a Cavalry post—for three regiments more of 
Cavalry—and the inconsistency of this ought to be brought to 
a level of reasonable condition of consistency before we pass 
any such bills. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I can not permit 
the opportunity to pass without expressing my great joy over 
the accession of the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. 
Roor] to the ranks of those who are not yet quite ready to 
abandon all the fortifications of our coast. What he says 
about the Army appropriation bill will find a ready response in 
this Chamber, and I rejoice that he has given notice that he 
also wants to look into it further and proposes to have some- 
thing to say about it before it is enacted into law. 

I hold in my hand a telegram just received from the governor 
of our State and addressed to me, which says: 


Hon. WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

I know you will do all in your power to prevent the abandonment of 
Fort Brady, at Sault Ste. Marie. It is a model post, has highest value 
as a sanitarium for 3 after tropical service, and guards a 
Government work on the border that has cost $30,000,000. 

CHASE S. OSBORN. 


I also have telegrams from the mayor of Sault Ste. Marie 


and prominent citizens in that section of the State, who would- 


regard it as wholly unjustifiable on the part of this Government 
to abolish these forts, the most conspicuous one on our border, 
at points where millions and millions of dollars have been ex- 
pended in public works of the United States, where necessary to 
the people. of our country. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I am not quite through; but hav- 
ing expressed these few observations regarding the unwisdom 
of the bill before the Military Committee, I only suggest that 
if I am obliged to be absent from the Senate when this matter 
comes up I should like a full hearing before that legislation is 
disposed of. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, I should like to say to the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Roor] that I am sure the Mili- 

` tary Committee will welcome any exposition of his views which 
are founded on his experience as Secretary of War, an experi- 
ence which is of the most distinguished character, and that I 
fully agree with him as to the inexpediency and as to the im- 
propriety of incorporating radical military legislation in an 
Army appropriation bill. 

‘Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, I ask for the regular order 
of business. 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate is on the regular order 
of business, which is the presentation of reports of committees, 


CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. WARREN. I am directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to report a joint resolution, and, as it is very short 
and the matter is urgent, I ask unanimous consent for its 
present consideration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 83) making appropriations to 
meet certain contingent expenses of the Senate was read the 
first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the following sums be appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the contingent 
expenses of the Senate of the United States: 

‘or folding ny and pamphiets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per 
thousand, $4,000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $40,000. 

For expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, 
including compensation to stenographers to committees at such rates as 
may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
523.000. of the Senate, but not exceeding $1.25 per printed page, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. REED. I ask that the joint resolution go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the present 
considerataion of the joint resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri for a moment. I have no objection to 
the joint resolution going to the calendar, but I wish to say 
that I shall be compelled to call it up soon, unless it be the 
idea of the Senator to allow some of the clerks and employees 
of the Senate to go unpaid. The matter is one that is urgent, 
because the contingent fund of the Senate is nearly exhausted 
and there are constant drains upon it for the expenses of the 
Senate. I will not take the time from the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumser], who, I understand, desires to proceed 


with a special order, but I wish to say that I shall call up the 
joint resolution at the first opportunity. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I do not want to be put in the 
position of simply objecting to a measure without reason, I 
want to examine it. I notice that there is an item there per- 
mitting the payment of $1.25 a page for printing. I do not 
know—— 

Mr. WARREN. No; the Senator is mistaken. It is not 
exceeding $1.25 per printed page to stenographers, which is the 
established rate under which we have worked for a long time. 

Mr. REED. A dollar and a quarter a page? 

Mr. WARREN. Not exceeding a dollar and a quarter per 
printed page to stenographers. 

Mr. REED. For a transcript? 

Mr. WARREN. It is for all the duties they are called upon 
to perform, the shorthand reporting, the preparation of the 
copy for the printers, and so forth. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is simply because I do not 
understand—and no man can understand from a mere reading 
of the joint resolution—whether these expenses are reasonable 
or not, that I ask to have it go over, without any desire at all 
to stop reasonably speedy action. 

Mr. WARREN. I will be very glad to have the Senator ex- 
amine the joint resolution, and shall seek to call it up at the 
first opportunity after the special orders of the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolutión will be placed 
on the calendar. 

Mr. WARREN subsequently said: Mr. President, I think 
there is no further objection to the joint resolution I reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations this morning, and I ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. WARREN. The joint resolution was read this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was read this morning. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MANEUVERING CAMP AT ANNISTON, ALA. 


Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the joint -reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 178) creating a commission to investigate 
and report on the advisability, of the establishment of a per- 
manent maneuyering grounds, camp of inspection, rifle and 
artillery ranges for troops of the United States at or near 
the city of Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, and 
to likewise report as to certain lands in and around the city of 
Anniston, county of Calhoun, State of Alabama, proposed to be 
donated to the United States for said purposes, to report it 
without amendment, and I submit a report (No. 461) thereon. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution. 

The VICE .PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I do not think we ought to act 
upon legislation of this description while sweeping measures 
affecting the military establishment are in the hands of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I perceive that there is a 
tendency toward seesaw here, cutting out here and putting on 
there, a pretense of economy here and extravagant expenditure 
there, to please somebody or other. I think we ought to take 
a full and comprehensive view of the subject and not act by 
piecemeal. I therefore ask that the joint resolution go over. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. Mr. President, I only want to 
say to the Senator from New York that this joint resolution 
merely provides for the appointment of a board of officers for 
the purpose of reporting on this project. There is no money 
involved in it, and the question of establishing the maneuvering 
station at that place will be considered hereafter. 

Mr. ROOT. Well, I would prefer to examine the joint reso- 
lution further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word. I ask the 
attention of the Senator from Alabama. Perhaps the matter is 
in correct form, but is it a House joint resolution? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. It is a House joint resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I notice it authorizes and directs the 
President to do a certain thing. I think, perhaps, that is not 
yery happy language, and I wish the Senator would look into it, 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama. I will. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the calendar. 


REPORT ON VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, to which was 
referred Senate resolution No. 243, submitted by Mr. BURNHAM 
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on the 4th instant, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


eee That there Bi rinted for the use of the Committee on Agri- 
ture and additional 1 with covers, of Senate 

Report No. 405, Erena Congress, second session, on the subject of 
tional education, 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 5671) -for the relief of W. E. Thomas (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS (for Mr. GAMBLE) : 

A bill (S. 5672) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
to certain employees of the United States the right to receive 
from it compensation for injuries sustained in the course of 
their employment,” approved May 30, 1908 (35 Stat. L., p. 556) ; 

A bill (S. 5673) to repeal the provisions of the Indian appro- 
priation acts of June 21, 1906, and March 1, 1907, removing the 
restrictions as to sale, incumbrance, or taxation of allotments 
within the White Earth Indian Reservation in the State of 
Minnesota ; 

A bill (S. 5674) for the relief of Indians occupying railroad 
lands; 

A bill (S. 5675) extending the provisions of the act of March 
4, 1909, entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal 
laws of the United States,” to all cases of bribery of representa- 
tives of Indians; 

A bill (S. 5676) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
set aside for sanatorium purposes not to exceed 4 sections of 
the unallotted tribal lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Na- 
tions of Oklahoma ; 

A bill (S. 5677) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
expend the proceeds arising from the sale of town sites on the 
Yuma Reservation in California and the Colorado River Reser- 
yation in Arizona and California; and 

A bill (S. 5678) to ratify an agreement with the Weeminuchi 
(or Wiminuche) and hereafter referred to as the Wiminuche 
Band of Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, for the relinquish- 
ment to the United States of their right to occupancy of the 
tract of land known as the Mesa Verde (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 5679) to amend section 2 of an act to authorize 
the President of the United States to make withdrawals of 
pubiic lands in certain cases, approved June 25, 1910; and 

A bill (S. 5680) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, 
nitrates, potash, oil, asphaltic minerals, or natural gas; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 5681) for the relief of former occupants of the 
present military reservation at Point San Jose, in the city of 
San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled “An act to refer 
the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands and im- 
provements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court of 
Claims,” approved February 10, 1893; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bilb (S. 5682) for the relief of claimants who have paid 
mouey into the United States Treasury under compulsion of an 
unconstitutional statute; to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 5683) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and adjudicate claims for the taking of 
private property and damages thereto as the result of the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River for navigation; and 

A bill (S. 5684) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, at Sageville, Lauderdale County, Miss.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CULLOM: 

A bill (S. 5685) for the relief of George Q. Allen; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5686) for the erection of a post-office building at 
Geneseo, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 8 

By Mr. GARDNER: 

A bill (S. 5687) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Evans (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: 

A bill (S. 5688) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 5689) granting a pension to Francis Redmond; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 5690) granting a pension to Julia A. Roy (with 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 5691) to modify and amend the mining laws in 
their application to the Territory of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Mines and {i ining, 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 5692) to grant grazing lands to certain States for 
construction and maintenance of public roads; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5693) providing for extension of time in which to 
make water-right and other payments under the Shoshone 
reclamation project, on account of inability, caused by loss of 
crops or other misfortune, to make payments due March 15, 
ee to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 

nds. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 5694) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
F. C. Evans (with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 5695) granting an increase of pension to James D. 
Calahan (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINS (for Mr. KENYON): 

A bill (S. 5696) granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
A. Brockway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: 

A bill (S. 5697) for the relief of Ira Haworth; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. LIPPITT: 

A bill (S. 5698) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
J. 2 er; 

A bil (S. 5699) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Martin; 
A bili (S. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Carrie H. 


A bill (S. 5701) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 
bap dee (S. 5702) granting an increase of pension to Lillian M. 
are (S. 5703) granting an increase of pension to Daniel C. 
et n (S. 5704) granting an increase of pension to Flora 


A bill (S. 5705) granting a pension to Sarah R. Dexter; 

A bill (S. 5706) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
Yale; 

Beer (S. 5707) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 

A bill (S. 5708) granting an increase of pension to Angeline 
R. Pickering; 

A bill (S. 5709) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Martin; 

A pill (S. 5710) granting a pension to Margaret L. Me- 
Dermott; 

A bill (8. 5711) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 5712) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McDermott; 

A bill (S. 5718) granting an increase of pension to John 
Moore; 

A bill (S. 5714) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
O. Bemis; 

A bill (S. 5715) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ella Fales; 

A bill (S. 5716) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Royle; and 

A bill (S. 5717) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Harriman; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill (S. 5718) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to secure for the United States title to patented lands in the 
Yosemite National Park, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 5719) to increase the efficiency of the Medical De- 
partment of the United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

_ A bill (S. 5720) granting a pension to Jane Hanen; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 5721) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Harding 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5722) to remedy in the line of the Army the ine- 
qualities in rank due to the past system of regimental promo- 
tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 5723) granting a pension to Maggie Sanders; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5724) to correct the relative and lineal rank of an 
officer of the United States Army; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. . 

By Mr. BACON: 

A bill (8. 5725) to promote the efficiency of the Medical De- 
partment of the United States Army (with accompanying 
paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5726) for the relief of the heirs of William Pope, 
deceased (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Claims. 5 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 5727) to provide for the appraisement of the min- 
eral deposits of the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 5728) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Osage Nation of Indians against the United States; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 5729) for the relief of the estate of G. W. Click, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 5730) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 5731) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Spencer (with accompanying paper); and . 

A bill (8. 5732) granting a pension to Chester A. Walker 
(with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 5738) to limit the time wherein actions may be 
brought to forfeit lands granted by the United States to certain 
railroad companies, which lands have been transferred by such 
tompanies; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 5734) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Miles (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 4 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 

A bill (S. 5785) to enable the President to propose and invite 
foreign governments to participate in an international confer- 
ence to promote an international inquiry into the causes of the 
high cost of living throughout the world and to enable the 
United States to participate in said conference; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. - 

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM: 

A bill (S. 5736) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Lamar, in the State of 
Colorado (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CURTIS (for Mr. GAMBLE) : 

A joint resolfition (S. J. Res. 84) to authorize allotments to 
Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak., of 
lands valuable for coal; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPEIATION BILLS. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $30,000 for the improvement of the Harbor of Refuge, 
Block Island, R. L, intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY submitted an amendment proposing to convey to 
the city of Brownsville and any charitable association of the 
State of Texas for park and hospital purposes such parts of the 
Fort Brown Military Reservation, in that State, not to exceed 
50 acres, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the Army ap- 
propriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


THE STEEL SCHEDULE. 


Mr. WATSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 18642) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encour- 
age the industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved August 5, 1909, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 16571) to give effect to the con- 
vention between the Governments of the United States, Great 
Britain, Japan, and Russia for the preservation and protection 
of the fur seals and sea otter which frequent the waters of 
the North Pacific Ocean, concluded at Washington July 7, 
1911, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 
the papers accompan S. 2440, Sixty-first Congress, 
the allowance certain claims reported by the 

Claims under the provisions of the acts approved March 

1883, and March 3, 1887, and or known as the Bowman an 
Tucker Acts,” be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM DONNELLY. 
On motion of Mr. POMERENE, it was 


Ordered, That the pa in the case of William Donnelly, S. 1146, 
Sixty-second Congress, first session, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I submit a concurrent resolution, and I 
8 like to have unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration. 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 
18), as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of War be requested to make a supplemental or a 
ditional report or estimate concerning the work of levee construction in 
the improvement of the navigability of the Mississippi River on the 
east thereof from Vicksburg to Bayou Sara for use in connection 
with S. 4353, being a bill to aid in construction of levees and embank- 
ments on the east side of the Mississippi River. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution? 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, it is customary to have reso- 
lutions of that kind go to the Committee on Commerce before 
any action by the Senate, and I think the resolution ought to 
take the usual course and go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That would be the regular course, Mr. 
President; but I have asked unanimous consent for this reason, 
and I ask the atttention of the Senator from Minnesota to it. 
It was through him, in fact, that I secured the information 
which required the introduction of the concurrent resolution, 
The Committee on Commerce made a request of the War De- 
partment to send them certain information in connection with 
the bill referred to, and the War Department replied that under 
the statutes of the United States they could not, after a re- 
port was once made up, make any supplemental or additional 
report unless requested to do so by concurrent resolution. The 
sole object of the concurrent resolution is to secure from the 
War Department the information which it possesses for the 
use of the Committee on Commerce in the consideration of this 
bill and other bills before it. I ask the Senator from Minne- 
sota to permit the consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection, and I shall not delay the 
passage of the concurrent resolution. I have simply called the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that such resolutions always 
go to the Committee on Commerce; but, in view of the informa- 
tion that we have already obtained from the War Department, 
as stated by the Senator from Mississippi, I have no objection 
to action on the concurrent resolution now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
from Mississippi if I am correct in the impression that the bill 
2 Senator has just introduced is a bill where damages are 
claimed 
5 WILLIAMS. That has nothing to do with this resolu- 

on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely not; but I want to get at a 
matter which I will try to reach in a moment—damages are 
claimed which, it is asserted, resulted from the building of levees 
along the banks of the Mississippi River. That is the point. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is such a bill as that which I have 
introduced. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator introduced such a bill. The 
Government has made appropriations to build levees, and now 
the citizens come in and claim that damages resulted to their 
property, and they are asking the Government to pay them for 
these damages. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, that question will come up, 
I hope, some day for consideration in the proper way. ‘This 
concurrent resolution has nothing to do with that bill. This 
concurrent resolution has something to do with another bil! 

Mr. GALLINGER. This concurrent resolution, as I under- 
stand, is a proposition to get information of the War Depart- 
ment that will induce us to build more levees. Is not that 
correct? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want information from the War Depart- 
ment as to the present status of the levees constructed along 
this line, and the opinion of the War Department as to whether 
there should be construction of ‘levees along this line, and this 
information the War Department said it could not give under 
the statute without a concurrent resolution, and therefore I 
introduced the concurrent resolution. 
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I shall not object to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution, but I want to emphasize 
the fact that we are spending millions of dollars to protect and 
promote the commerce of certain streams, incidentally pro- 
tecting private property at the same time, and there have been 
already millions of dollars of claims filed against the Govern- 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


ment. Still we are building more levees. I think the Govern- 
ment should be protected in some way from being mulcted in 
damages for what it has done in this respect to protect naviga- 
tion and commerce. I do not object to the resolution at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not wanted to argue that question 
now, and yet I am somewhat loath to allow what the Senator 
from New Hampshire has said to pass without reply. It is a 
matter of judgment for the Congress of the United States 
whether it shall build levees to promote the navigability of a 
stream, but if the Congress of the United States decides that it 
shall do so and if, as a result of its decision and its work, citi- 
zens have their property immediately destroyed, then it seems 
to me that it is very meet and proper for Congress to consider 
their claims, and that the Treasury of the Nation should re- 
spond to damages committed by the Nation. But that has noth- 
ing to do with the matter now before the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I admit that, but these two measures 
come in juxtaposition. I am of the opinion that private prop- 
erty has been greatly enhanced in value by the building of 
dikes and—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has been, but the private property 
affected in this instance has been greatly reduced in value. 
The properties do not belong to the same party, and the ques- 
tion is whether one citizen is expected to pay the damages that 
accrue to another through a benefit to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Government ought to look 


into this. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
question is on agreeing to the concurrent resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


THREE-YEAR HOMESTEAD BILL, 


Mr. BORAH. I ask to have printed in the Recor several 
editorials upon what is known as the three-year homestead bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 


hears none. 
The editorials are as follows: 


[From the Portland Oregonian.] 
LET POOR MEN HAVE HOMESTEADS. 


While the railroads and all the commercial bodies of Oregon are 
uniting their energies to draw settlers to Oregon, the homestead and 
reclamation laws have the effect of scaring them away. The home- 
stead law is generally understood to have been — to give a poor 
man an opportunity to acquire a home and a farm, but its terms are so 
interpreted that only a capitalist on a small scale can avail himself of 
its privileges. The same statement is true in greater degree of the 
reclamation law. 

A review of the practical working of these laws will show how their 
terms and the method of enforcement discourage, instead of encourag- 
ing, settlement. While the new railroads were building up the Des- 
chutes Canyon into Central Oregon a considerable number of the labor- 
ers filed on homesteads in the surrounding country. They could have 
had at best but a few hundred dollars each. The first necessity was 
some temporary habitation, a few tools with which to build it, and 
some farming implements. Then a patch of land must be cleared, 
plowed, seeded, and fenced, for which a team is necessary. 

By this time the settler's funds are probably about exhausted and he 
has no means, as yet, of making a liy gon his claim. He must earn 
money, but if he goes ayar to work on the railroad, in a logging camp, 
on a farm, or in a city, his claim is likely to be “jumped.” Should he 
take this risk and escape the claim jumper, a special agent may hap- 
pen to appear on the scene and make a note of his absence. Thus he 
must choose between risking the loss of his claim, with all the money 
and labor he has put in it, and remaining on his claim to starve. The 
consequence is that about four In five of the rallroad laborers who took 
up claims in Central Oregon have abandoned them. 

These are the handicaps suffered by a man without family. If he 
has wife and children, there are others, In a dry-land farming district, 
where the legal homstead is 320 acres, his nearest neighbor will be at 
Jeast half a mile distant, and neighbors will be few and widely scat- 
tered. His wife is condemned to that. deadly isolation which has pro- 
duced the high rate of insanity among farmers’ wives. There is no 
school for his children, and he must see them w up in ignorance. 

The homesteader’s only escape is to sell his labor for some months 
for cash, which he urgently needs. Allowed to absent himself from his 
claim for six months each year at such times as employment is most 
abundant, he could carn this money. He would most probably leave 
his claim in the fall, secure work for the winter, move his family to 
the nearest town and send his children to school there. At that season 
he could do nothi on his claim and there would be no object in 
7 his family to the rigors of winter on the open prairie and to 
the solitude of frontier life. But he should be allowed to leave his 
claim in either summer or winter, provided his absence does not exceed 
fas ane in any year, for the best opportunities for work come in 

e su er. 

In the spring of the second year the homesteader can return to his 
claim, put more land under cultivation, and during the summer make 
much progress toward producing from it a living for him and his family. 
In the fall of that year he can harvest his first crop and begin getting 
returns on his labor, With his earnings of the second winter he may 


make enough progress to dispense with any outside work, but he will 
provei make faster progress in getting all his land under cultiva- 
ion if he is allowed to work elsewhere during the dull season on the 


farm, s 

It is estimated by men who are in the best position to know that a 
man who moves from the Middle West, brings his family and furniture 
to Oregon, and takes up a homestead needs about $2,000 to pull him 

until his land yields a living for the family without any out- 
side aid, such as working for wages. While Oregon welcomes such men. 
and the Government should encourage them to come, the homestead 
law was designed for men without such Beg a ra of capital, and 
should be amended on the lines of the Bo: bill, in order that men 
with little beyond their strong arms, an elementary knowledge of farm- 
ing, and a purpose to make a home on the land may not be excluded 
from its advantages. 

The conditions attaching to settlement on land irrigated by the 
Government are even more onerous, for, in addition to the handicaps 
already enumerated, the settler must make considerable cash payments 
to the Government fer his water right. As these cash payments give 
him an equity in the land similar to that of a man who has made a 
first payment on a house in town and who is making monthly payments, 
the Government should give him a patent as soon as he has made three 
annual payments and complied with the homestead law. He will then 
be in a position to borrow the money necessary for completion of im- 

rovements and the Government will be amply secured for the remain- 
ing A apace by holding a lien on the land, which is yearly growing 

Oregon welcomes men of capital, large or small, but it also welcomes 
men who will invest that which is the source of all capital—labor— 
in the reclamation of her unpeopled, fertile plains and valleys. 


[From the Sacramento Union.] 
HOMESTEAD LAW TOO SEVERE. 


There may be some merit in the objection raised by Secretary of the 
Interior Fisher to the new homestead law as proposed by Senator 
BORAH, of Idaho, but that some radical change in the statute in the in- 
terest of the homesteader is badly needed can not be successfuly denied. 
The bill now before Congress, providing for the acquisition of title at 
the end of three instead of five years and allowing the entryman leave 
of absence for six months in each year, appears to be a little too 
drastic. It would, as Secretary Fisher argues, cut the uired resi- 
dence down to 18 months. In theory, however, it appears to be right 
in that it contemplates relieving the settler from the restriction which 
has bankrupted so many ambitious and deserving persons and allowed 
acts better equipped financially to take advantage of their pioneer 
efforts. 

Any change in the homestead law that will facilitate the cultivation 
of Government land and its transfer to private era in small par- 
ce uarter sections or less—will be the public interest. To-day 
the p lic land is not for the poor man, because it requires him prac- 
tically without interruption to live on his claim during the entire time 
within which he proves his right to it. Thus he must have sufficient 
money when he goes to the land to maintain himself and family, pur- 
chase stock and implements, and defray sundry other expenses until 
e ee of proof, or for five years. Only because of illness or for 
kindred reasons can he leave his location without running the risk of 
having it grabbed away from him by some interloper more familiar, per- 
Hapa, with the technicalities of the law. 7 

ut were the statute so changed as to allow him leave of absence for 
a considerable period each year, he could earn the money with which to 
develop his ¢ while proving upon it in compliance with the Govern- 
ment’s requirements. 

The best way to promote settlement and tillage of the vast tracts of 
public land as yet untouched is to open them to the r, to those who 
are 8 opportunities to make themselves independent, to those 
trying to become proprietors themselves, even in a modest way, and 
endeayoring to escape from the proprietorship of others. 

It may not be well to cut the time required for proving title down to 
three years, but it is important that provision be made for the leave of 
absence very much as Senator Boran desires. The Senator knows con- 
ditions in Idaho, where ill-advised policies of conservation have ham- 

red the development of the State and closed opportuna that could 
ong ago have becn made productive of great wealth and progress. He 
iz not a monopolist and can not be accused of playing to persons de- 
signing unfair acquisition of Government land. is opinion, therefore, 
ought to be of weight. 

‘alifornia, and particularly northern California, is ooops interested 
in any legislation affecting the homestead law. There are large tracts 
in this section of the State now Say to entry and others that un- 
doubtedly will be thrown open within the next few years. And Call- 
fornia has from the excessively restrictive features of the Fed- 
eral statute very much as Idaho, though perhaps not to such an extent. 


[From the Portland (Oreg.) Journal.] 
PRISONERS ON HOMESTEADS. 


Secretary Fisher is setting his own quickly gained impressions on 
requirements for homestead titles against the full knowledge and con- 
victions of Senator Boran and other friends of the settler, 

Senator Bogan says three years is long enough to keep a homesteader 
waiting fer his title. Secretary Fisher has read five years into existing 
laws and stands pat. Senator Boram, knowing the variety of home- 
steads and that what would be possible fer one would be lang 3 when 
applied to another, proposes leaves of absence, if necessary, for the 
man to earn subsistence and improyement money. Secretary Fisher 
tightens up and would allow but four or fiye winter months’ absence at 
the outside. 

Secretary Fisher would demand a specific amount of cultivation be- 
fore the settler gets his patent. His first action was that all the 160 
acres should be cultivated before patent, and this evidently sticks in his 
brain. He seems to be a prairie State man and imagines that a settler 
can take his team and plow onto his 160 acres and break it all up in 
short order. It is a safe proposition that west of the Cascade Range a 
settler who has got his road or horse trail made, his cabin and a small 
barn and chicken house and pigpen built, 10 acres cleared and fenced, 
a small orchard set out, a good garden in bearing, a few acres In oats, 
alfalfa, clover or vetch—that man has given hostages to fortune and 
should are his patent, even if he has done that work within the three 

ears’ lim 4 

7 So in other cases. Conditions will gronn vary. But the evidence of 
bona fide settlement and intention, not the performance of specified 
work, should be the test. . 

The Nation wants to get people onto the land. Its purpose should 
not be hindered by its own officials. 
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‘ [From the Portland (Oreg.) Journal.] 
TYING UP THE SETTLER. 


Secretary Fisher seems sed to be a cruel stepmother oe home- 
steader. Senator Boran’s bill, allowing a three years’ hom d period 
and granting six months’ leave of absence in each year of the three to 
entrymen desiring it, shows knowledge of and Tapas with the set- 
tler who has undertaken the hard task of subduing 160 acres of d 
and 1 — on it with his family. Residence surely supposes culti 

when such residence is spread over three years, and no honest home- 
steader would balk at having to give proof of substantial cultivation 
and Improvement. 

But now Secretary Fisher proposes to reaffirm the five years’ qualifi- 
cation for title after entry, though he is willing to allow ac resi- 
dence to be begun at any time during the first two years. But the proof 
of the subsequent three years’ residence should be accom: the 
Secretary considers, with more exacting uirements as to cultivation 
than now demanded. What his mind is on the “ more > - 
ments appears from his admission that he would favor the demand of 
— cultivation of the entire 160 acres before the patent was allowed to 


ue. 

Does the Secretary imagine that the work of cultivating the entire 
160 acres of a homestead could be done in 5 years, or in 10 for that 
matter, in 19 homesteads out of 20? An empty boon would the home- 
stead be on such terms. 

What the Government has a right to ask of the settler is proof of 
continuous purpose to improve, shown 3 acts as would be expected 
from a purchaser of the 160 who inten making it his residence. 

Let the Secretary spend his next fall vacation on an Oregon home- 
stead of raw land and see how much impression he can make in a month 
or two of actual work. He would return East with that fellow feeling 
for the settler that would make him wondrous kind. 

GEORGE JONAS GLASS CO. V. GLASS BOTTLE BLOWERS’ ASSOCIATION 


(S. DOC. NO. 383). 


Mr. BRIGGS. I ask that the opinion in the case of The 
George Jonas Glass Co. v. The Glass Bottle Blowers’ Associa- 
tion of the United States and Canada, submitted May 6, 1907, 
and decided May 18, 1907, being in volume 72, of the New Jer- 
sey Equity Reports, be printed as a Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The order as agreed to was reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That the opinion in the case of The 8 Jonas Glass Co. 
v. The Glass Bottle Blowers’ Association of the United States and 
Canada, William M. Doughty et al., submitted May 6, 1907, decided 
May 18, 1907, 653 to Gelten New Jersey 
volume 72. 11 Buchanan, be ted as a Senate document. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta, executive clerk, announced that the President had ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

On March 5, 1912: 

S. 4551. An act to extend the time for completion of a dam 
across the Savannah River, at or near the mouth of Stevens 
Creek, between the counties of Edgefield, S. C., and Columbia, 
Ga., authorized by an act approved August 5, 1909. 

On March 7, 1912: 

S. 2458. An act for the relief of Benjamin F. Martz, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 3211. An act authorizing that commission of ensign be 
given midshipmen upon graduation from the Naval Academy. 


PENSION BILLS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there other morning business? 
If not, morning business is closed. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the pension bills on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of pension 
bills on the calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, it seems to me that 
this request should be divided and that one of the bills should 
be named and not all the bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct as a matter 
of order. The Senator from North Dakota moves that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of a bill, the title of which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 4314) granting pensions and in- 
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent relatives of such sol- 
diers and sailors. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is just to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the one bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is just to proceed with the one 
bill. Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none, 
and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection to dispensing wth the formal reading of the 
bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill proposes to pension the persons named at the fol- 
lowing rates: j 

Truman Hall, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Second Regi- 
ment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 


David Williams, late second lieutenant Company A, Forty- 
fifth t IIlinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Phillip Lucas, late of Company A, Eighty-second Regiment, 
and Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, $24. 

Frank A. Fassett, late of Company E, Twentieth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Frank P. Sargent, late of Company D, First Battalion Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Abram Trexler, alias Abram Hacker, late of Company K, 
Eighty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Sartin McComas, late of Company E, First Regiment West 
Virginia Veteran Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Henry S. Back, late of Company B, First Regiment Minne- 
sota Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Ebenezer B. Sims, late of Company H, First Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Darius Young, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty- 
first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Isaac Underwood, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Philip Riley, late of the U. S. S. Ohio, Iron Age, and Quaker 
City, United States Navy, $24. 

John Bossinger, late of Companies K and C, Forty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylyania Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

William D. Kelley, late unassigned First Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Reserve Volunteer Light Artillery, and Company ©, One 
hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, $24. 

James L. Anderson, late of Company A, Sixty-seventh Regi- 
ment, and Company G, Twenty-fourth Regiment, Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, $24. 

Albert L. Rivers, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Augustus Knowles, late of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Budge T. Underwood, widow of Sherman D. Underwood, late 
of Company B, Fremont's bodyguard, Missouri Volunteers, and 
3 14 Company K, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cav- 

Charles B. Stuart, late of the U. S. S. Sabine, Canonicus, and 
Princeton, United States Navy, 824. 

August Scholz, late first lieutenant and captain Company I, 
Forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John C. Mercer, late of Company H, One hundred and seventy- 
second Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, $24. 

Jacob Taylor, late of Company H, Fifty-third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

James Killmartin, late of Company F, Sixty-second Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Richard F. Cain, late of Company E, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

William Weaver, late of Company D, Battalion, Twenty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Thomas Mullen, alias Maloney, late of Company E, Fortieth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Hannah J. Matter, widow of Henry Matter, late of Company 
A, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and former widow 
of Josephus Duncan, late of Company F, Engineers of the West, 
Missouri Volunteers, $12. 

Charles A. Underwood, late of Companies D and C, Fifteenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. : 

Sadie M. Likens, former widow of David I. Washburn, late of 
Company H, Hleventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and widow of William W. Likens, late captain Company H, 
Forty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $20. 

Elias Cleveland, late of Company K, Eighty-seventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer 

Joel Goodrick, late of Company G, Cass County Missouri 
Home Guards, and Company H, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry, $24. 

William B. Taylor, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Sarah A. Coons, widow of John W. Coons, late captain Second 
Independent Battery, Iowa Volunteer Light Artillery, $20. 

Harvey L. Rose, late of Company F, First Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John oe late of U. §. S. Dunbarton, United States 
Navy, k N 

Ransford P. Williams, late of Company C, Second Regiment, 
and Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment, Connecticut Volun- 
teer Infantry, $30. 

Michael Dolan, late of U. S. S. Great Western and Juliet, 
United States Navy, $24. 
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William H. Dillingham, late of Company B, Thirty-third 
Regiment, and Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment, Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Francelia King, widow of Valentine King, late of Company 
K, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, $20. 

Denis McCloskey, alias William Thompson, late of Com 
K, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

John F. Walker, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John Hodge, late of Company D, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Mary White, widow of William White, late of Company D, 
Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, $20. 

Ke-way-gah-bow-e-quay, dependent mother of John Brown, 
late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and Charles Weaver, late of Company K, Second Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, $12. 

Hamilton Lutes, late of Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

John S. Armstrong, late first lieutenant Company C, First 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $40. 

Samuel Conrad, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John Turner, late of Company F, Forty-fifth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $24. 

George Bond, late of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

William A. Cutler, late of Company C, One hundred and forty- 
fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $20 

John H. McEathron, late of Company A, One hundred and 
forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Joseph Laduke, late of Company H, Thirty-second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Marion Campbell, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Ashel E. Dickinson, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $30. 

George Richards, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty- 
eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

James Deselms, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty- 
second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, 
Fourteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, $30. 

Hattie Pearson, widow of Andrew Pearson, late of Company 
D, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, $12. 

Leroy T. Hills, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Con- 
necticut Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

William H. Torrey, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

John E. Dolloff, late of Company A, First Regiment New 
Hampshire Heavy Artillery, $24. 

Thomas Adams, late of Company K, Sixty-third Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $24. i 

Jesse Gilbert, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Seth Goldthwait, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $50. 

Emerette A. Walter, widow of Ira Walter, late of Company 
C, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artilery, $20. 

Lizzie I. Russ, widow of Alamando B. Russ, late of Company 
B, Forty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and 
former widow of Arthur Q. Routh, alias Quintus Arthur, late of 
Company B, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, $12. 

William Bessinger, late of Company E, Ninety-third Regi- 
ment Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Soll P. Merrill, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Albert L. T. Bush, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and Company H, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Veteran Reserye Corps, $30. 

James O'Neill, late of Company F, Twenty-third Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Richard Simpson, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Wiliam H. McKay, late of Company B, Forty-second Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Jacob Waymire, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Infantry, $36. 

James N. Bascue, late of Company E, One hundred and first 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

John M. Herman, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, $24, 

Francis L. Prouty, late of Company C, First Regiment Ne- 
braska Volunteer Cavalry, $50, 

Horace P. Lester, late of Company E, Third Regiment Rhode 
Island Volunteer Cayalry, $24. 


Elizebeth W. Everett, widow of Handel P. Everett, late of 
mee A, Fifty-first Regiment Massachusetts Militia In- 

Amos E. Morgan, late of Companies I and E, Eighth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Jonathan Huntley, late of Company K, Second Regiment Min- 
nesota Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Edward L. Allen, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Honora A. Williams, widow of George Williams, late of 
Company A, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves Volun- 
teer Infantry, $20. 

Alonzo Moe, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Simon V. Seeley, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Heber Angel, late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Michigan 
Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Lester A. Corp, late of Company C, Fifty-eighth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Mary A. Bacon, widow of William K. Bacon, late of Com- 
98 Thirty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infan- 

Mandred O. Savage, late of Company C, Third Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and Company ©, First Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery, $24. 

John Feeney, late of Company K, Ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

Walter E. Truax, late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Robert Smith, late captain Second Company Massachusetts 
Volunteer Sharpshooters, $24. 

Henry H. Warner, late of Company C, Eighty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $50. 

Daid H. Robinson, late of Company I, Twenty-second Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

W. H. T. Wakefield, late first lieutenant, Company F, One 
hundred and thirteenth Regiment United States Colored Volun- 
teer Infantry, $30. 

Joseph Annis, late of Company K, Second Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

John W. Ayer, alias Charles W. Dennison, late of Company 
B, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

Barnet W. Sawyer, late of Company ©, Twelfth Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Georgianna L. Green, widow of Ebenezer D. Green, late of 
me P Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artil- 
ery, 

Sarah A. Stephenson, former widow of Wharton Ransdell, 
late of Company G, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, $20. 

William A. Coddington, late of Company B, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Isaac T. Atterberry, late of Company L, First Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Thomas Penwarden, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Kan- 
sas Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Elijah P. Creech, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Cavalry, $24. 

Edward M. Crabbs, late of Company C, One hundred and four- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Thomas R. H. Simmons, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment 
Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, $24. 

John A. White, late of Company G, Nineteenth Regiment, and 
Company H, Fifty-eighth Regiment, Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, $24. 

Lucy E. Culp, widow of Edward ©. Culp, late major, Twenty- 
fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, $20. 

Fayette W. Barlow, late of Company ©, One hundred and 
fifty-minth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Robert McIntosh, late of Company B, Second Battalion, Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

John W. Forester, late second lieutenant Company E, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, $50. 

Edward R. Hutchins, late of Company I, First Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Helen Louise Scott, widow of the late Winfield Scott, late 
captain Company C, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment 
8 Hass Volunteer Infantry, and post chaplain United States 
Felix Deflin, late of United States Marine Corps, $30. 

Edward P. Thorn, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John Stone, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 
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James T. Berry, late captain Company L, Eighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Fannie F. De Witt, widow of J. W. De Witt, late assistant 
ae Seventeenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 

20. 

Frank A. Wardwell, late of U. S. S. Vandalia and Ohio, 
United States Navy, $30. 

William H. Blake, late of Company F, Sixteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, $30. 

George B. Hazen, late of Company B, Hatch's 
Battalion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Nicholas Fifer, late of Company G, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

Henry C. Lamphier, late of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $24. 

Edna Stevens, widow of Charles Stevens, late first lieutenant 
Company C, Third Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, $20. 

Charles H. Grant, late second lieutenant Company F, Thir- 
tieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

John B. Catlin, late captain Company I, Eighty-seventh Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, $40. 

Wiliiam H. Brooks, late of Company D, Hatch's independent 
battalion Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, $40. 

David Johnson, late of Company E, Tenth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

John Tredo, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment New York 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

Taranndocty Owens, widow of William N. Owens, late major 
First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, $25. 

Jacob S. Young, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry, $30. 

John F. Arnold, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, $30. 

William H. Coleman, late of U. S. S. Robert Leslie, United 
States Navy, $30. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 4 of the bill, line 20, I move to 
strike out the initial T“ and insert “F, so as to read: 
“Budge F. Underwood.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there are several other com- 
mittee amendments. On page 11 I move to strike out all of 
lines 22 to 25, inclusive, being the case of Leroy T. Hills, the 
proposed beneficiary having died since the bill was reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 12 I move to strike out all of 
lines 21 to 25, inclusive, the ĉase of Emerette A. Walter, the 
proposed beneficiary having died since the bill was reported to 
the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 17 I move to strike out all of 
lines 7 to 10, inclusive, the case of Walter E. Truax. A bill for 
this soldier passed the House of Representatives for the same 
amount, and I do not wish to duplicate it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 16 I move to strike out all of 
lines 5 to 8, inclusive, in the case of Simon V. Seeley, the 
proposed beneficiary having died since the bill was reported to 
the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 17, I move to strike out all of 
lines 19 to 22, inclusive, in the case of David H. Robinson, the 
proposed beneficiary having died since the bill was reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. On page 20, line 5, I move to strike out 
the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ twenty-five.” This is the case of Lucy E. Culp, and $25 is 
the amount agreed upon by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment has already been 
agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It has been? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. An amendment was agreed to, when 
the bill was first considered, making it $24. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move to make it $25. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is that all? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is all. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments to be 
offered as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire to amend by striking out 
that portion of the bill which carries the pension of Frank A. 
Wardwell, but I have not the lines before me, 


Independent 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It is at the bottom of page 21, the 
Secretary advises the Chair. 

The SECRETARY. Beginning on line 24, page 21. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And lines 1 and 2 on the page fol- 
lowing. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. Will the Senator from Georgia again state- 
the amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary. On page 21, lines 24 and 25, and lines 1 and 
2 on page 22, strike out the item relative to Frank A. Wardwell. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, while my relations 
with the Pension Office which at one time existed did not com- 
mend to me special pensions, yet it was not my purpose a few 
days ago, when I called attention to the fact that this bill really 
was not read, to take any part in the discussion of these special 
pensions, and it is not now my purpose to go elaborately into 
them or fo resist them to the extent they could be resisted. : 

My lack of being predisposed to special pensions is due to the 
fact that it seems to me it must be utterly impossible for Con- 
gress to give proper consideration to special pensions, and the 
way in which this bill was being passed when I called atten- 
tion to it, illustrated the utter impossibility of any real con- 
sideration of these measures by the Senate. The bill was not 
even being read once; a name to a page was read, and we called 
it read to the Senate. 

Mr. President, the report of the Pensions Commissioner shows 
that the last Congress passed 9,649 special pension bills. 

The last session of the last Congress passed 3,586 special pen- 
sion bills. How difficult it must have been for the Senate and 
the House to have found the time in that short session to give 
careful or even tolerably careful consideration to 3,586 different 
claims. Yet the Senate passed them and the House passed 
them, presumably knowing what they were doing. How dif- 
cult it must have been even for the committee in a few months 
time to have examined carefully 3,586 claims. One Congress 
passed 9,649 claims. How utterly impossible, at least, how 
difficult and how laborious, must have been the work placed 
upon the committee to really examine such a number of claims. 

Now, we have begun this session. We do not know how 
many are to be offered to us. They just come and come and 
come. It is the system that does not impress me favorably, 
the system of taking certain special men and granting special 
pensions to them when it must be almost impossible to investi- 
gate their different claims. The committee has no special sery- 
ice to go out and criticize or examine the accuracy of the ex 
parte statements furnished the committee. Those of us who have 
practiced law realize how utterly unreliable ex parte affidavits 
are, and yet the committee, if it had time to investigate cach 
one of these claims, must be limited to the ex parte affidavit. 

Let me go a little further. We have 22,323 special pension 
bills now in life, according to the report of the Pensions Com- 
missioner the ist of last July, costing the Government 
$6,601,357 a year, and nearly half of them were passed by the 
ue Congress. That is the status of our special pension legis- 
ation, 

My objection generally to this kind of legislation is that at 
least there is a danger that a few favored ones shall receive 
the increase at the expense of the many who have no hearing, 

I move to strike out the particular pension that I name, and 
I ask that the report of the committee and the testimony with 
reference to that pension be read. I ask the chairman to have 
the testimony which was before the committee brought into the 
Senate, as I shall ask to have the testimony in a few other cases 
read. I want to illustrate, if I can, by making a comparison 
between the particular parties to whom pensions are given un- 
der special pension bills and the great rank and file of the sol- 
diers who fought the war. I wish to show how these special 
men are being given an advantage over the rank and file of the 
real soldiers. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator from Georgia is acquainted with the method by which 
all the cases are examined and what is the regular procedure in 
the Senate Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I beg to state, if the Senator will 
allow me, that I am not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to explain it to the Senator. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I appreciate the Senator's doing so, 
because I am not acquainted with it. As I said, I got into this 
discussion without any premeditated purpose of getting into it; 
it was almost accidental. 

„Mr. McCUMBER. There are a great many pension bills that 
are introduced. A great many are not considered, of course, dur- 
ing the session in which they are introduced. It has been my 
custom heretofore to notify those Senators who introduced 
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private pension bills that I desired them to make a list of the 
bills, and in that list to give them to me in the order in which 
they wished to have them considered, calling attention to the 
fact that in the consideration of those cases we desire to reach 
those of the most exigent character first and those that demand 
immediate relief. That is the object of the general letter which 
I send out at the beginning of each session, ‘ 

Mr. President, we have not only the examiners, who are a 
part of the clerks accorded to this committee, but in addition 
there is sent up from the Bureau of Pensions an expert in the 
examination of this character of pensions. This expert works 
the year around upon these cases, with what additional help 
we can give him during the sessions with the clerical force that 
is given to the Committee on Pensions. But he is at work all 
of the time, and he works under certain rules that have been 
adhered to for the most part by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions as to the circumstances in which pensions will be allowed 
and also the amount that will be allowed under given cases, 

In addition to this, immediately upon a pension bill being re- 
ferred to my committee we send down to the Bureau of Pen- 
sions and obtain every record in the bureau concerning the 
soldier, any matters that are on file in previous applications for 
pensions, including the examinations of physicians and their 
reports from the time he first made his application for a pen- 
sion, after the close of the war or during the war, until the 
present time. So we get quite a complete history of that case. 
We have everything that the Bureau of Pensions would have, 
and we have an expert from the Bureau of Pensions, who passes 
upon those cases the same as he would pass upon other cases 
under the general law, the amounts of which are determined by 
the Pension Bureau. 

In addition to that, we also immediately send down to the 
War Department and get every record we can find in the War 
Department concerning the service of the particular person. 
Having obtained those they are examined very carefully. As I 
said, considerable time is taken in the examination of the rec- 
ords from these two departments. 

After that is accomplished, we then require additional eyi- 
dence for the most part as to the condition of the soldier at 
the time—his financial and his physical condition. If any 
Senator knows the party personally he also gives his testimony 
concerning him. If anyone wants a hearing who has intro- 
duced a bill it is given him. In a great many and perhaps in 
most cases where a bill is introduced, the Member of the House 
introducing the bill or the Member of the Senate who intro- 
duced the bill has a personal acquaintance with the soldier. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me finish this statement, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We have not, of course, all the testimony 
taken down concerning each individual case. Some case I may 
know of personally, myself, and know the conditions. When 
any Senator states the actual condition of a claimant for whom 
he introduced a bill we accept, of course, his statement, which 
is often in writing, as to that condition, and upon that we base 
our report. A 

.I think it quite proper at this time, Mr. President, to state 
the general rules that govern the committee, first, in the allow- 
ance of pensions and, second, in the amount which will be 
allowed to each claimant. 

The Senator possibly may be surprised because we do not 
often make any adverse reports. The reason why we do not 
make adverse reports is that it is generally the desire of the 
party introducing bills, if we can not report them favorably, to 
simply let them lie without taking any further steps in the 
matter, which, of course, so far as the claimant is concerned, 
is equivalent to an adverse report upon it; in other words, they 
are not brought before the Senate again. 

My throat is rather bad, and I know the Senator will excuse 
me if I will ask the Secretary to read a little statement which 
I prepared as to the method of dealing with these cases, the 
amounts allowed, and the evidence that governs us in the 
allowance. Taking this little statement which I have prepared 
in connection with the rules, which every Senator can obtain 
on application to the committee, the general rules which operate 
practically as our constitution in the matter of the allowance 
of private pension Claims, one can get a thorough idea. I 
merely wish to say in addition and in explanation to the Sena- 
tor’s question that the reports themselves can not contain all 
of the evidence, and we very briefly state the general features 
of the case in the report; but the amounts are fixed under cer- 
wa rules that we consider properly governed by the testimony 

e case, 


I ask the Secretary to read the prepared statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Garncer in the chair), 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

GENERAL RULES OBSERVED BY THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS IN 
ARRIVING AT CONCLUSIONS IN GRANTING PENSIONS BY SPECIAL ACTS 
AND IN DETERMINING THE AMOUNT WHICH SHOULD BE ALLOWED IN 
EACH CASH. 

“First. The beneficiary must exhaust all rights under the 
general pension laws through the regular channels of the Pen- 
5 5 Bureau before the committee will take up a bill for his 
re 

“Second. In each case evidence must be filed with the bill or 
in the Pension Office, showing that the amount allowed under 
the general pension laws is not sufficient to give the beneficiary 
the ordinary necessities of life, and that the beneficiary has no 
other source of income or property which would allow him to 
secure those necessities independent of pension. ‘ 

“Third. In each case medical evidence must be submitted, 
showing that the beneficiary is so disabled, from causes other 
than vicious habits, as to preclude the possibility of his earning 
a support by manual labor. 

IN THE CASE OF SOLDIERS. 


In cases where the foregoing requirements have been com- 
plied with, and it has been shown that the soldier had a reason- 
ably long and faithful service, and that he is now disabled and 
suffering from disabilities of an extreme nature, though not re- 
quiring aid and attendance of another person, the general cus- 
tom of the committee is to recommend an increase to $20 or $24 
per month, depending to a large extent upon length of service 
and nature of disabilities. 

In case the soldier had a long service and is now destitute 
and suffering from disabilities of an extreme nature, such as to 
preclude the possibility of his earning anything for his support, 
such as partial blindness, partial paralysis, or being crippled by. 
other diseases not due to service, and requiring occasional aid 
and attendance of another person, an increase to $30 is usually 
recommended. 

In case the soldier is pensioned under general laws at $12 
to $17 per month for wounds or disease contracted in the sery- 
ice, and it is shown that his disabilities have greatly increased, 
partly from service disabilities and partly from other causes, 
an increase to $30 per month or $86 per month is recommended, 
and in some extreme cases an increase to $40 is recommended. 

“In case the soldier is pensioned under the general law at 
$24 to $30 per month, showing that he is totally disabled for 
manual labor by reason of wounds or disease contracted in the 
service, and he has since become totally helpless so as to require 
constant aid and attendance of another person and has no other 
means of support than his pension, a rate ranging from $40 to 
$50 is sometimes recommended, the $50 rate being given only in 
the most extreme cases. 

“Tn making these recommendations the service of the soldier 
is always considered, as well as the nature of the disability, 
a higher rate usually being given for a disability causing con- 
stant suffering and pain than would be given in case where the 
beneficiary experienced no physical pain. 

“The fact that the soldier has an aged or invalid wife or 
helpless child dependent upon him is always considered as rea- 
son for a higher rating. 

In ease where the soldier is not receiving any pension at 
the Pension Bureau through his inability to furnish necessary 
positive proof of incurrence of disability in service, but strong 
presumptive proof is furnished, a rating never in excess of the 
general law rating is recommended. 

In case of Spanish War and Regular Army service it must 
be shown beyond reasonable doubt that disability is due in part, 
at least, to service, and in such cases ratings not to exceed the 
general-law rating for such disabilities are recommended. 

In all cases the complete records of the Pension Office are 
called for by the committee and carefully gone through, and a 
report is obtained from the War Department as to service. 

A FEW SAMPLE CASES, 
[From S. 4314, Calendar No. 191, Report No. 164.] 

“On page 2 of the report (S. 34), Trueman Hall: The soldier 
served almost continuously from June 6, 1861, to- November 8, 
1865. He was pensioned for gunshot wound of left side received 
in action. He also had disease of the eyes as result of measles 
contracted in the Army. He is 69 years of age, generally broken, 
down in health from many diseases incident to old age, and is 
wholly incapable of performing labor, and has a dependent wife 
upon him. Your committee recommend $30. - 

“David Williams (S. 112): The soldier enlisted August 30, 
1861, and served about two years. He was wounded in the 
right hip-in action with the enemy, for which he was granted a 
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pension. He is 71 years of age, badly disabled from disease 
incident to old age, and has no property of any kind. He, of 
course, is able to get about, and is not as badly disabled as 
the soldier in the preceding case, hence your committee recom- 
mend $24. 

“On page 29 (S. 1699), Seth Goldthwait: The soldier served 
from December, 1863, to August, 1865. He is paralyzed and 
helpless and in destitute circumstances. He has lost the use 
of both legs and is unable to stand or walk, and is in every 
respect a helpless cripple. He is unable to prove his dis- 
abilities are due to service, and the highest pension he can 
get under existing law is $12. Owing to his absolutely helpless 
condition and his destitution your committee recommend $50. 

“On page 13 (S. 571) Hannah J. Matter: In this case the 
widow was first married to a soldier named Dunton in 1849. 
She was the wife of the soldier during the entire war and until 
July, 1898, when he died. She married another soldier, Henry 
Matter, April 18, 1909. Under existing laws she is not entitled 
to any pension, her last marriage having taken place subsequent 
to June 27, 1890. She is the widow of two soldiers, and under 
existing laws she is not entitled to any pension. She was the 
wife of one soldier all through his service, and that soldier was 
bady injured by reason of service. In this case your committee 
feel justified in giving her the general law rating of $12.” 


Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from Georgia will under- 
stand that I included a few of those cases. While I did not, of 
course, understand that anyone could follow them and fully 
differentiate them while they were being read, at least if any- 
one will take up the record after they are printed in the record, 
he will be able to see some of the general distinctions that we 
make. .I presented them because they seemed to be cases taken 
at random which would fit the several different allowances we 
made. In addition to this let me—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator a 
question just there. Does the Senator not think that the cases 
he illustrates with are stronger than the average cases in this 
particular bill before us? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; they are merely the average cases 
that we have for the amounts. Of course one case of a class 
may be stronger than another case, : 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does the Senator not think that 
they are very much stronger than the case I have just moved 
to strike out? 

Mr. McCUMBER,. I think not. If the Senator wants to 
know the facts, the Senator has picked out a case in which I 
happen to know all the facts about a pensioner. I am very 
familiar with the particular one to which he calls attention, 
and I can give the statement as I know it. 

Now, I want to call the Senator’s attention to another fact, 
so that he will see we try to guard against either excessive 
allowances or against partiality in allowances. I think I have 
incurred much hostility sometimes not only from members of 
the committee, but from Senators in general, because of my 
determination to have no precedent established that would 
return to plague us in the future, so that all cases that are 
practically the same in condition, in service, in surroundings, 
and so forth, would receive substantially the same amount. Of 
course the Senator can easily understand where we give $24 
in one case and $26 in another case, that sometimes the twilight 
zone between the two is not always so clear as we would like 
to have it; there is no actual line of demarcation; and yet we 
have to use our best judgment. Further than that, to guard 
against any injustice, after cur expert and the clerks of the 
committee have prepared briefs in the cases, they are divided 
among the members constituting the committee, giving to the 
Member from a particular State all of the cases of applicants 
from his State and generally those from adjoining States. 
Before we pass upon them, each Member is himself requested to 
carefully look over the reports, and with our rules before him 
and the information which he has before him, he is to deter- 
mine whether or not any case seems to him unfair, unjust, or 
inequitable. If he asks that the allowance be cut down he 
reports immediately to the entire committee, or if he desires 
that it be raised, he reports to the committee, and the committee 
then considers it. Ordinarily, if it is a question of increasing 
the rate, I ask that the case be again referred or be left out 
of the report for another week so that I may personally re- 
examine the case. In this way I think we get quite thorough 
information. 

The Senator from Georgia asks in this case that the papers 
be produced upon which the allowance was granted. The Sen- 
ator has already understood me to Say 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Before the Senator passes to a dis- 
cussion of this particular case, will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is not possible, is it, for the com- 
meee as a whole, to give any examination to each one of these 
cases? 

Mr. McCUMBER. How is that? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The committee, as a whole, does not 
undertake to examine each one of these cases, does it? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The several Senators on the committee 
examine the cases in addition to the expert and my own clerks. 
Then, if a question arises, the whole committee pass upon it; 
otherwise, if it is not questioned, the report as it is prepared 
by the expert and the clerks in the Committee on Pensions is 
adopted. : 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You refer to the Senator, as a rule, 
the bills from his own State? 

Mr. McCUMBER. And from adjoining States. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Would it not be rather difficult for 
a. Senator to turn down an application from his own State? 

Mr. McCUMBER. O, Mr. President, I think not, and I will, 
tell the Senator why Senators who have served upon the com- 
mittee for any great length of time especially understand the 
necessity of following a rule which shall treat all alike. I have 
found very little desire on the part of any member of the com- 
mittee to press any particular case from his own State to the 
extent of asking a higher rate of pension than we have been in 
the habit of granting to applicants from other States, So the 
one reason for referring a particular pension claim to a Senator 
from the State where the applicant resides is that he is more 
likely to know the individual, and, if he does not know him, 
the Member of the House of Representatives at least who intro- 
duced the bill may have a personal acquaintance with him, 
and we have the benefit of their knowledge. 

I will say to the Senator from Georgia, in answer to his re- 
quest for additional papers, that some of these bills have been 
five or six weeks or two months on the calendar—I do not 
know just how long, but the calendar will show. We do not 
retain the records which we receive from the two executive de- 
partments, but as soon as we are through with those records 
in making up the reports, they are returned to the respective 
departments, and the records which came from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions and those which came from the War De- 
partment have been returned in this case, as they have been in 
all such cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, it is not the record 
of the Pension Office or of the War Department that I am ask- 
ing for, but it is any special evidence in this case which differ- 
entiates it from the general rule upon which the committee 
rely. I understand that all this evidence has been turned over 
to the officers of the Senate, and is to be found in an adjoin- 
ing office. I think that that evidence with reference to these 
pensions could properly be brought into the Senate; and I wish 
to have the report of the committee as to this particular pen- 
sioner read. Then I desire to have read, or to read myself, the 
special evidence that was furnished to the commiitee in this 
case. 

— 25 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator that this is a 
case within my own peculiar knowledge, and where I myself 
have knowledge of a case I give it orally to the clerks who are 
to draw the report in addition to whatever other evidence they 
may haye. 8 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But there is also evidence on file 
here in this case, and there is evidence filed in several other 
cases to which I desire to call attention, it being my purpose 
to call attention to the particular cases and to show, I think, 
that they do not fall within the rules laid down by the com- 
mittee in granting pensions, but are cases that under the com- 
mittee’s own rules ought to be stricken from this bill. My mo- 
tions to strike out these particular cases will be based upon the 
contention that they do not in any sense occupy a position 
which justifies their being differentiated from the great mass 
of pensioners who are not being considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
report of the committee in the case under consideration. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

S. 3335. Frank A. Wardwell, the applicant, served In the United 
States Navy as seaman on the Vandalia, Ohio, and other vessels con- 
tinuously from December 2, 1864, to January 22, 1868, when he was 
honorably discharged. The pension he now draws is $12 per month 
ander the service act of February 6, 1907. He formerly drew $G per 
month under the act of June 27, 1890. It appears, however, from the 
evidence in his case that he is upward of 68 years old and that he is 


broken down from falling sight and hearing, rheumatism, and other in- 
firmities incident to increasing years and is no longer able to perform 
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manual labor for his support. It also appears that he is in need of 


of pension. He is a 
. te „ 5 the facts in his = 
warrant increase of pension to 830 per month. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Now, Mr. President, I ask that the 
evidence turned in in this case to the Secretary’s office be read, 
and I also ask that the other evidence in these cases be brought 
in, so that I can have it all ready with reference to the other 
special cases. 

I want to say to the Senate that it is not my purpose to eon- 
tinue this line of discussion to the final obstruction of other 
business. Of course, I understand perfectly well that, if I 
desired to do so, the special legislation could be stopped or 
procedure blocked, but I do not intend to follow any such 
course. I only desire to indicate my conviction that these 
special pensions are not proper matters for legislation, because 
they are of a nature that it is impossible to really legislate 
about, that we simply take what some clerk says about them. 
The committee itself as a committee can not possibly examine 
them, and it is utterly impossible for Congress to examine each 
case, and that, therefore, instead of having special pension bills 
passed, a uniform rule should be applied to all soldiers. 

I wish to indicate later on in this discussion what I think is 
the injustice of the present rule, discriminating,’ as it does, 
against the real soldier, the man who really fought the battles 
of the war, who went in at the first call and fought through 
the war, and who to-day in many instances receives only $12 a 
month, while men who practically fought not at all get $30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as 
requested. 

‘The Secretary read as follows: 


Granp Forks, N. DAK., August 8, 1911. 
To whom it may concern: 


This is to certify that on the 16th of June, 1911, I examined Mr. 
F. A. Wardwell, of Pembina, N. Dak. 


He came to me complaining of failing vision. On examination of his 
eyes I found incipient cataracts in both eyes, but the right very much 
worse than the left. , 

His vision is so poor that it is very hard for him to do much for 
himself, and it will get worse as the cataracts 

Les S. MARSDEN, 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Now, I should like to have read the 
letters written by the applicant himself, with reference to his 
pension, which were a part of the record in the case. I wish 
to use them as an indication of the clearness of his mental 
vision. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will read, Mr. President, all of the letter, 
so far as it relates to this matter. The letter is a personal 
letter on other matters. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I ask the Senator was not that let- 
ter filed with the Senate as part of the record in this case? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I shall have to decline the invitation of 
the Senator to file private letters addressed to me. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to ask the Senator if the 
letter has not already been filed, and is it not in the office of 
the Seeretary of the Senate as part of the record in this case? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; it was never intended for the record 
in this case, although it might be with the letters in the case. 
I shall read the letter. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment, Mr. President. The 
Senator has not answered my question. My question was, Were 
not the letters, one or more, from this applicant filed in the 
office of one of the officers of the Senate as part of the record in 
this case? - 

Mr. McOUMBER. Oh, a letter might have gone in. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Do they not now come from there? 

Mr. McCUMBER. A letter might have gone in, but I will 
again say to the Senator that it was not a part of the record 
of the case. This is the letter. I will read it: 


August 12, 1911. 
Dear Senator: I am inclosing certificate from 8 — Marsden, to go 
with the bill for increase of pene on, which you so diy offered to pu 
through in my case, if possible. s 
That is all there is in the letter at all concerning this case— 
With best wishes, 
F. A. WARDWELL, 
There is not another thing concerning this case in the letter. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I ask the Senator—— 
Mr. McCUMBER. The letter is typewritten, but I do not 
know, of course, who wrote it on a typewriter. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does not the letter also disclose 
the fact that the applicant is the owner of a newspaper? 
Mr. McCUMBER. What is that? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is not the letter written on the 
letterhead of a newspaper owned by the applicant? 
Mr. McOCUMBER. ‘The letterhead says, “The Pioneer Ex- 
press, Wardwell & Thompson, publishers.” 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is it not true, I wish to ask the 
Senator, that the applicant is the owner or one of the owners 
of that paper and does publish it? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. Mr. President, this man lives in 
Pembina, a little town of between 800 and 1,000 inhabitants. 
Mr. Wardwell, to my knowledge, has a part interest in a little 
paper in that little country town. If there is any paper in 
any one of those little country towns that is paying more than 
its expenses and an exceedingly meager amount besides, I do 
not know of it. I know that, on account of my State being 
wholly agricultural and there being no large cities in it, and 
on account of the very many small towns of 100 and 200 or more 
inhabitants scattered all over the State, each one thinking that 
it must have at least one weekly paper, we are overstocked in 
the paper line. The result is that this paper, from the infor- 
mation that I have personally obtained, has not even made liv- 
ing expenses in the last two or three years. I know Mr. Ward- 
well personally, and have known him for a great many years. 
He is now nearly 70 years of age and is very feeble, He had 
an honorable service and is almost blind. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Now, I want to ask the Senator a 
question 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is one of the cases. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is it not true that the applicant 
never was in a battle in his life? 

Mr, McCUMBER. Why, Mr. President, I do not know 
whether his company was in a battle or whether it was not in a 
battle. : 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is it not true that he never was in 
a company, but that he was in the Navy? 1 

Mr. McCUMBER,. In the Navy; yes. 

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. And that he entered the service in 
December, 1864; that the Confederacy did not have a battleship 
or a ship of any kind after that; that there was not a naval 
fight after that; and that he never had been in a battle at all 
during his service? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator when was Fort 
Fisher taken, inasmuch as he makes such broad statements? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I can not give the exact date. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It was captured January 15, 1865. 

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Was Mr. Wardwell in that battle? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator said there were no naval 
battles fought after Mr. Wardwell enlisted. We are not grant- 
ing pensions simply because the soldier was in an actual battle. 
If that were true, we would probably cut down our pension 
appropriations very materially. We have not established a rule, 
in granting pensions, in the case of private pension bills any, 
more than in the case of general pension legislation, that it is 
necessary to determine that the soldier was at the front in 
battle or that he was in a battalion that was guarding the rear, 
or what he was doing. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. What vessel was the soldier on 
does the Senator remember? ° 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does not the Senator know that the 
vessels on which this man served never reached Fort Fisher? 

Mr. McCUMBER,. I do not know what vessels he was on, 
and hence I do not know whether they reached Fort Fisher. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And the Senator’s committee does 
not know whether he really rendered any service as a soldier 
at all or whether he simply served on a vessel as a sailor? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The department registers him as a member 
of the Navy for a number of years. I can not pick out from 
the millions of soldiers those who were in battle and those 
who were not. The Government has not seen fit to make a 
dividing line as to whether a soldier did great service because 
he happened to be in front or whether he happened to be some- 
where else with the Army doing his duty. If he was doing 
his duty as a soldier in another section, he gave an opportunity 
for other persons to do the battle work. That is not the ques- 
tion, and we have not divided in the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions on that question, and probably never will so long as the 
present policy is continued. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. So far as the Senator knows, the 
vessel on which this gentleman acted as a sailor was never in 
any way engaged in the war or never in any military service. 
That is true, is it not? f 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know only from the records the war 
vessels on which he seryed. If I desired to do so, and I do not 
desire to do so, because we are not granting pensions on that 
basis, but if I was taking the view of the Senator from Geor- 
gia, that would be a condition precedent, and I then woul 
have to go into and examine the facts. But we do not gran 
pensions because a soldier was actually in battle or that a ves- 
sel on which a man served was actually engaged in battle at 
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any particular time. We are simply proposing to grant the pen- 
sion because he gave honorable service for a certain length of 
time and is now in a condition of destitution, the claimant in 
this case being nearly blind, and we are granting, as we usually 
grant under those conditions, $30 a month. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. You do not think it is a matter of 
importance whether he was simply a sailor on a vessel when 
there was not any vessels for it to fight and when it had no 
connection with war, except to sail around with supplies? 

Mr. McCUMBER. If a man was in the Navy, enrolled as 
such during the Civil War, in active service on those vessels, 
and is recorded in the department, and is already receiving a 
pension under the regulations and requirements of the law, I 
do not go into an investigation, unless it appears directly in the 
papers themselves as to what the particular services were. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Georgia to strike out. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to press my 
motion to strike out, and I wish to illustrate by the use of this 
pension case the want of wisdom in these special pensions. I 
am making no fight against pensions to men who fought in the 
Army. I have not picked for the purpose of objection the name 
of a man who really took his gun and went out and fought. I 
have picked here the name of a gentleman who, so far as we 
know, never even smelled gunpowder hunting birds. He never 
tramped with the soldiers at any time. He was nothing but a 
Sailor on board a vessel when there was not any vessel to fight 
and when no fighting was done, so far as this record shows. He 
comfortably served as a sailor, just like the boys who are sery- 
ing as sailors now. He was old enough to have enlisted and to 
have served at the front. He did not do that. 

Now let us see what the report says about it. 

The report says in his case that— 

He is upward of 68 years old. 

The Senators do not regard 68 as very old; not helpless. 

And that he is broken down from failing sight and hearing, rheu- 
matism, and other infirmities ineident to increasing years, and is no 
longer able to perform manual labor for his support, 

Does it say he ever did manual labor? It was not his busi- 
ness to perform manual Jabor. The Senator from North Dakota 
does not perform manual labor. This gentleman is the owner 
and editor of a newspaper. It is true it is in a small town, and 
the income from the newspaper may not be large. The fact 
that he is not capable of making a support from manual labor, 
when manual labor is not his occupation, does not affect his 
capacity at all. Here is a man 68 years old, who is a news- 
paper man, who owns his own newspaper or an interest in it, 
who is already getting $12 a month, who never fought at all, 
who never was in the war. He was on the lisf of sailors, but 
his, vessel does not seem to have been in the war at all. He is 
singled out for an increase to $30 a month. He did not enlist 
in the Navy until December, 1864. The war was over in April, 
1865. He was on the vessel as a sailor only for about three 
months before the war was over, and he is to be increased 
from $12 to $30 a month. He owns some property. He is 
already receiving $144 a year from the Government, though 
he served but three months while the war was going on, and 
then was not in front of the guns. 

Mr. President, in justice to the men who really fought, I 
want to put into the Recorp certain figures. There are, Mr. 
President, 29,281 men who fought three years who receive $12 
a month. There are 7,470 men who fought over four years who 
receive $12 a month. They were the boys who volunteered at 
first and went to the front. They get only $12 a month. There 
are 7,470 men who fought, altogether, 29,880 years who get 
$1,075,680, and 121,181 who only fought the same length of time 
who get $20,494,076. 

T desire to protest against the plan of distribution of the 
pension money. I desire to protest in the name of the men who 
did the fighting against the distribution of the money to the 
men who did not do the fighting. 

I have here a table of figures prepared by Mr. Henry S. 
Wells, private, company K, Twenty-seventh New York. It 
discloses the fact that we have on the pension roll 121,181 
men who were in the service only 90 days, and those men with 
only 29,880 years of service, to all of them, receive $20,494,076 
in pensions, while 7,470 men with the same years of service are 
given $1,075,680 in pensions. Here are 7,470 men who served 
more than 4 years in actual service who get $12 a month each, 
and this special pension bill proposes to place a man who does 
not seem to have actually done any service at all at the rate of 
$30 a month—$i8 more than the men who really served, who 
volunteered and went to the front. 

It does not appear why this man entered the Navy. It does 
not appear whether he received a bounty to enter the Navy. It 
does not appear whether he went into the Navy as a substitute. 


The principle for which I desire to contend is this: The trouble 
with our present pension system is inequality of distribution. 
It is the utter lack of regard for actual service. 

The Senator from North Dakota said that my view about the 
length of service being an element for consideration was not 
accepted by the committee—so I understood him—and probably 
would not be. Then, are we making the distribution fairly and 
properly? Are we having regard for the real elements that 
ought to be considered in the matter of pensions? If we are to 
pay a larger pension to a man who enlisted and was in the 
service only 60 days and perhaps never got into a battle at all 
and never actually did any service—if we are to pay him more 
for some reason than a man who volunteered at the first of the 
war and fought four solid years, can the system be sustained? 
Can it be tolerated? 

I desire to submit to the Senate and through the Record to 
the country a view I have about pension distribution with refer- 
ence to the soldiers of the Civil War. When it comes to the 
soldiers who were in the Spanish-American War, I do not think 
they ought to have the consideration given the soldiers of the 
Civil War. The Spanish-American War did not amount to 
much down in Cuba, and the boys who enlisted in it enlisted for 
a frolic. But the case of the men who really volunteered in the 
Civil War and went to the front and fought, and went to fight 
other men as brave and courageous as themselves is different 
from that of those who engaged in the Spanish-American 
excursion. 

I shall express my views with regard to the Spanish-American 
soldiers freely, because there are just as many boys in Georgia 
who tried to get into that excursion as there were in any other 
State, and I am opposed to building up any Spanish-American 
pension list as the Civil War pension list has been built up. 
But as to the Civil War, we ought to do this: We ought to 
ascertain how much our total revenue will be and carefully 
determine what part of that revenue we can afford to give to 
the soldiers of the Civil War as pensions. We ought to give 
them all we can afford to give them out of our income. Having 
determined what we can give them, suppose we say we can give 
them $150,000,000 a year out of our income. We should then 
consider the question of distribution. We have already paid 
$4,000,000,000 in pensions to the soldiers of the Civil War. 

Now, if we can give $150,000,000 a year to pensions, then the 
next proposition should be, how it shall be distributed. I would 
say take the list of men who were not citizens of the United 
States and are not now citizens of the United States, who get 
about a million dollars a year, which goes abroad, men who are 
not citizens of the United States and who never fought for their 
country, but were soldiers of fortune, and I would lop off this 
million, not in the interest of the Treasury, but in the interest 
of the boys who really followed the flag as a duty to their 
country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In the interest of aceuracy I would ask 
the Senator if he has the amount paid in pensions to the sol- 
diers of the Civil War? I think the Senator said $4,000,000,000. 
I think that is a very much larger amount than the true amount. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It includes also the expenses of the 
Pension Office. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is $3,950,000,000, and added to 
the expenses of administration it makes a little over $4,000,- 
000,000. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Does this not also include all pensions 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Not as I understand. : 

Mr. BRYAN. It is seventeen thousand dollars less than four 
billions, according to the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 4 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator say that that amount 
was paid as pensions to the soldiers of the Civil War? 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GALLINGHR. It does not correspond with some figures 
I have access to, but perhaps the Senator is right. 

Mr. BRYAN. I think so. I do not think there ought to be 
any dispute about it. It is in the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was speaking from memory. I 
have it here before me. I did not read it. The actual pensions 
for the Civil War paid out up to June 30, 1911, amounted to 
$3,985,719,836.93. The cost of administration carries it beyond 
four billions. x 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is that from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, I will ask the Senator from Georgia? 
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; this is the Ciyil War pension 
list. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say, frankly, that I knew it was a 
very large amount, but if these figures are correet 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I simply take them from the report 
of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, that must be accurate, and I 
confess it is a much larger amount than I supposed. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. When I stated $4,000,000,000 of 
payments, it was under the statement of June 30, 1911. Since 
then the actual payment of pensions has carried the amount 
actually paid to Civil War pensioners to over $4,000,000,000. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Georgia 
suspend for a moment? The hour of 2 o’clock haying arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will not only suspend, but suspend 
until to-morrow, if the Chair please. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities 
in the District of Columbia and to confer upon the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a public- 
utilities commission. i 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will ask if it is agreeable to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, in charge of the unfinished business, to 
lay it temporarily aside. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I can not consistently do that. I have 
been allowing the bill to be laid aside for several weeks. There 
are two Senators present who, I think, desire to address them- 
selves to the bill or to particular amendments, and they wish to 
be present when the bill is considered. I notified them that 
to-day the bill would be up, and I hope the consideration of the 
bill will be proceeded with. I am sorry that I can not accom- 
modate the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know how long those speeches 
will take, but if I have time I desire to say that I will again 
call up this same matter this day after the arguments are 
finished upon the unfinished business, and that on each legisla- 
tive day I shall try to secure action upon the pension bills. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to the fact that we had to strike out of this same bill some 
five or six names of persons who have died since the bill has 
been reported, and taking that into consideration, with the great 
number of deaths that have occurred after the papers were 
examined, the death rate is very rapid. Having reported the 
bill, I simply desire to have it acted upon as soon as possible. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I need not be warned as to 
the necessity of legislation in the granting of pensions in these 
private cases. It was my privilege to serve as chairman of the 
committee, a committee that does a great deal of hard work 
without much appreciation, and I have knowledge of the fact 
that these soldiers are dying at a very rapid rate. Whatever 
we do for them is to be at best for only a few years, and I 
want to err on the side of generosity rather than on the side of 
technicality. I will assist the Senator with the utmost of my 
ability to get his bill considered, and I hope he may succeed in 
securing relief for many of the old pensioners who I know are 
in dire distress. There may be cases that are not perhaps 
worthy in every respect; I presume that is true. I thiak mis- 
takes have been made in private pension legislation. In fact, I 
know such was the case in some instances when I happened to 
be chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I do not think under 
the rules that this matter can come up again to-day. I under- 
stand that the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the pension bill 
is not in order again until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the remark 
of the Senator from North Dakota to be that if the unfinished 
busihess were disposed of at a reasonable hour to-day, he would 
then ask the Senate to again consider the pension bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But it requires action again by the 
Senate to take it up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to suggest to the 
Senator that he refrain from making that effort. He well un- 
derstands that I could delay this bill indefinitely, that if I in- 
sisted upon considering each one of the pensions, if I asked for 
a division of the subject under the rules I would have the right 
to insist that each one of the pensions be taken up separately. 

Now, if the Senator allows this matter to go over until to- 
morrow without pressing it further this afternoon, I will prob- 
ably have a few other pension claims that I will call attention 
to, and I will be able to pursue the course that I think my duty 
requires me to pursue without obstructing the Senate. If the 
Senator does not allow me that opportunity I can make the 
time for myself in a way that I would not like to make it. I 
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do not purpose simply to obstruct legislation. When I have 
completed what I think I ought to do and the Senate votes, I 
will say to the Senator from North Dakota that I shall not un- 
dertake any dilatory tactics about the bill. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I appreciate the fact that 
any Senator upon almost any bill, and especially upon a bill of 
this kind which is composed of so many items, if he feels so 
inclined may delay it to a great extent. I have not for one 
moment thought that the Senator from Georgia had such an 
idea in his mind. 

At the request of the Senator from Georgia this matter has 
been delayed somewhere in the neighborhood of four or five 
weeks that he might say what he desired upon the bill or upon 
general pension legislation before we finally dispose of the mat- 
ter. I have been very careful, I thought, to accord him every 
privilege and to conform to his desires in the matter; and after 
the Senator had begun his speech I thought that I was doing him 
a favor if I would try and hurry the matter on and bring it to 
the front, so that the Senator could complete it and not have to 
Therefore it was my expectation 
that if we could get at it again to-day the Senator from Georgia 
would be specially desirous of also proceeding with it to-day 
and finishing his remarks. 

Now, I have no desire at all to press the bill to-day. If the 
Senator desires, and so expresses it, that he would prefer for 
any reason that this case should go over until to-morrow, that 
request is granted, and granted cheerfully, not through any 
threat that the Senator would delay it, because I do not think 
he intends to do that, but simply because I think the Senator 
wants to be fair in the matter and he wants to get through 
with it himself as soon as he can. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I did not mean my statement as a 
threat. I simply meant to let the Senator understand that I 
knew I could force the time if necessary, but I did not wish to 
force it. 

It is true the Senator has been most courteous to me in the 
matter. The Senator misunderstood me when he thought I 
had any special speech I wished to make on the subject. I 
have none. I only desire to bring out fully by the considera- 
tion of some of these claims the view I have with reference to 
the matter. : 

Mr. McCUMBER. It will be understood, then, that I will not 
bring it up to-day, but if we have a session to-morrow I will 
ask that we proceed with it immediately after the conclusion 
of the morning business. 


PUBLIC-UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3812) to regulate public utilities in 
the District of Columbia, and to confer upon the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia the duties and powers of a public- 
utilities commission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California [Mr. Works]. 
The reading of the amendment, the Chair recalls, was dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. -Does the Senator from California 
so recall it? 

Mr. WORKS. It was not. I made the statement that I 
would ask unanimous consent that it might be dispensed with, 
but that has not yet been done. I now ask that the formal 
5 of the amendment be dispensed with, at least for the 
present. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be followed. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I regard this as one of the 
most important pieces of legislation affecting the District of 
Columbia that will come before this session of Congress. It is 
a kind of legislation in which I have taken great interest. 1 
desire to see the District of Columbia have a practical and 
efficient utility law. I do not believe that the pending bill if 
enacted will give the District such a law. 

The bill has been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of which I am a member. It so happened 
that I did not haye the opportunity when the bill was befo 
the committee to express my views upon it. For that no one 
was particularly or at all to blame. I suggested that I desired 
to offer some amendments to the bill in the general committee, 
when it was for that reason referred to a subcommittee to take 
up the matter. That subcommittee held its session and made 
its report without my having any notice of the fact. Therefore 
I had no opportunity to present my views at that time. 

It further happened that when the bill came before the full 
committee I was then engaged in service upon another com- 
mittee and was not present even at that time. 

I was informed that the pending bill was prepared by the 
corporation counsel of the District of Columbia under the 
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supervision and direction of the District Commissioners. In 
order to ascertain what I desired to know about the bill I took 
it up with some particularity with the corporation counsel and 
with the engineer member of the District Commissioners. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? A 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not propose to interfere with the 
Senator’s speech more than is absolutely necessary, but did I 
understand the Senator from California to say that he was not 
present at the meeting of the committee when the report upon 
this bill was ordered? The Senator’s memory is very defective. 

Mr. WORKS. It is not defective. I was not present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator was there. 

Mr. WORKS. I was not. I beg the Senator’s pardon; and 
I had no opportunity to be heard. Now, I am not casting any 
blame upon anybody, Mr. President, on that account. I only 
refer to the fact that I had no opportunity to express my views 
upon it, and that I am therefore called upon to do so upon 
the floor of the Senate. z 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask the Senator from California 
if he was not present on more than one occasion, certainly on 
one, when this bill was under discussion in the District Com- 
mittee? 


Mr. WORKS. Yes; I said that I was present and suggested f 


that I desired to offer some amendments, and upon that being 
done it was referred to the subcommittee. The Senator from 
Virginia is right about that. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will ask the Senator another 
question. Did he not on one occasion say that he had a substi- 
tute, but would not press it before the committee? 

Mr. WORKS. Not at all. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senator may be right, but it 
is strange that I should have such a contrary recollection. 

Mr. WORKS. That may be so. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My recollection is that the Sen- 
ator stated he had a substitute, but that he would not press it. 

Mr. WORKS. No; the Senator is entirely mistaken. I made 
no such statement as that. 

But, Mr. President, suppose I had; that certainly would not 
preclude me from offering a substitute upon the floor of the 
Senate. I have done so, and I am prepared to present that 
substitute for the consideration of the Senate. 

When interrupted I was about to say that I took this matter 
up with the corporation counsel for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether this was in fact his bill or not, and I procured the 
statement from him that it was not the bill that was prepared 
by him, but that it had been changed in very material respects. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senater from New Hampshire? 
Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator does not do me justice when 
he says that I said that this was a bill prepared by the corpora- 
tion counsel. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I did not make the statement 
as the Senator from New Hampshire states it. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I stated specifically on the floor of the 
Senate that this bill was prepared in consultation with the 
corporation counsel; that I had given weeks and months myself 
to its consideration; and that the corporation counsel had been 
asked to make a tentative draft, which he did. The corpora- 
tion counsel, I will say further, was consulted, I feel very sure, 
as to every change that was made in the bill subsequent to that 
first draft that we made and he did not object to them. 

Mr. WORKS. I did not make the statement that the Senator 
from New Hampshire attributes to me, that he made the state- 
ment to me that the bill was prepared by the corporation coun- 
sel. I was so informed. I ascertained, as I was about to say, 
that this bill was not prepared by the corporation counsel in 
the form in which it came before the committee; that it was 
ait some very material respects, I think, in vital par- 

culars. 

The fact about it was, as I understand it, that a bill was 
prepared by the corporation counsel in conjunction with the 
District Committee, and prepared with a great deal of care; 
that one of the bills was presented in the House and the other 
was given into the hands of a Senator to be introduced in the 
Senate. I am offering here as a substitute to the pending bill 
the bill prepared. by the corporation counsel with the full 
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approyal of the District Commissioners and presented to the 
House. 

I desire now, Mr. President, to point out as clearly as I may 
be able to do the differences between the pending bill and 
the substitute that I have offered. 

My first disposition with respect to it was to offer certain 
amendments to the bill, but I found that they were so numerous 
and so important that I conceived it would be better to present 
an entirely new bill to the Senate for its consideration, and I 
have done so, taking the bill that was-introduced in the House, 
with very slight changes on my part. 

Now, referring to section 3 of the bill, that section provides 
in the substitute that I am presenting to the Senate— 

That every puhlic utility doing business in the District of Columbia 
having tracks, conduits, subways, poles, wires, switchboards, exchanges, 
works, or other equipment shall, for a reasonable compensation, permit 
the use of the same by any other public utility whenever public con- 
venience and necessity require such use. 

That section is amended in this way: As amended or as intro- 
duced here it provides that it shall “permit the temporary use 
of the same or a permanent use for a distance not exceeding 
2,500 feet,” which the Senate will see is a very important 
change in the bill. In the first place it provides for only a 
temporary use of the track of another railroad company and 
reduces the length of the use to 2,500 feet where it is 
permanent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The provision as it is in the bill was pre- 
pared in the presence of the corporation counsel and agreed to 
by him. 

Mr. WORKS. It does not matter, Mr. President, whether it 
was or not; the question is here for the Senate to determine 
what the form of the bill shall be. 

There is a further proviso inserted in this section of the bill: 

Provided, however, That the tracks, lines, or conduits or other facilities 
of any existing street railway, electric lighting company, telegraph or 
telephone company shall not used or occupied by any other company 
or public utility unless by contract duly made between the parties inter- 
ested and approved by the commission, except as hereinbefore provided. 

The hereinafter provision is that if they shall fail to agree, 
that then action may be taken by the District Commissioners; 
but the District is driven to wait until the corporations have en- 
deavored to arrive at some conclusion and enter into a contract 
before the commissioners can act, all of which, I think, is a very 
material change in the bill as it was prepared by the corporation 
counsel. 

Then I come to section 6 that was contained in the bill that 
was prepared by the corporation counsel and which I offer here 
as a substitute: 

Sec. 6. That the commission shall ascertain, as soon and as nearly 
as practicable, the amount of mone 8 in the construction and 
equ agen of every public utility, including the amount of money ex- 
pended to procure any right of way; also the amount of money it would 
corer to secure the right of, way, reconstruct any roadbed, track, de- 
pots, cars, conduits, subways, poles, wires, switchboards, ex es, 
offices, works, storage plants, power puna machinery, and any other 
property, or instrument not included the foregoing enumeration used 
n or useful to the business of such public pow and to replace all the 
physical properties ag Hip the public utility. It shall ascertain 
the outstan stock, bon ebentures, and indebtedness, and the 
amount, respectively, thereof, the date when issued, to whom issued, 
to whom sold, the price paid in cash, property, or labor therefor, what 
disposition was made of the proceeds, by whom the indebtedness is held, 
so far as ascertainable, the amount purporting to be due thereon, the 
floating indebtedness of the public utility, the credits due the public 
utility, other La pg on hand belonging to it, the judicial or other 
sales of said public utility, dts property or franchises, and the amounts 
8 to have been id, and in what manner paid therefor, and 
he taxes paid thereon. he commission shall also ascertain the gross 
and net income of the public utility from all sources in detail, the 
amounts paid for sal: to officers and the wages paid to its em- 
ployees, and the maximum hours of continuous service required of each 
class. Whenever the information required by this section is obtained it 
shall be printed in the annual report of the commission. In making such 
investigation the co jon may avail itself of any information in pos- 
session of any department of the Government of the United States or of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. President, that section as it was in the original bill has 
been entirely eliminated, and I regard it as one of the most 
important sections in the bill. In lieu of that and a section 
which also appears in the bill which I offer as a substitute is 
a simple provision that the commissioners shall ascertain and 
determine the value of the plants. Everyone knows who has 
had anything to do with the question of fixing rates, if we 
take that alone as a matter to be considered, that there are 
various things to be taken into account in determining what 
rates shall be fixed besides the mere question as to the present 
value of the plant. 

But there is something more involved, in this matter of the 
regulation of railroad companies, than the mere question of 
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rates. There is the question as to the issuance of bonds and 
stock, and as to the wages that are being paid to the em- 
ployees.. All of those matters ought to be controlled by a 
bill of this kind, and all power that should be given to the 
utilities commission for the purpose of determining those 
questions is absolutely eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. As the Senator has read section 6, which 
he proposes to have inserted in the bill, I think it but fair that 
the Senator should read section 6 as it is in the bill, and not 
say in a general way that it only provides for the valuation 
of property offhand. 

Mr. WORKS. I so stated it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator read the entire section? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly I will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it ought to go in his speech. 

Mr. WORKS (reading): 


Sec. 6. That the commission shall, whenever it may deem it desir- 
able to do so— 


That is one weakness in the bill to which I desire to call at- 
tention. It is not a direct and positive requirement that this 
thing shall be done, but leaves it to the discretion of the com- 
mission as to whether it shall be done or not— 


Sec. 6. That the commission shall, whenever it may deem it desir- 
able to do so, investigate and ascertain the fair value of the property 
of any public utility subject to the provisions of this act and used by 
it 7 5 e convenience of the public. For the purpose of such investi- 
gation— 


Now, bear in mind, the only purpose for which this investiga- 
tion can be made is that of ascertaining the present value of 
property, which, I say, is entirely inadequate. 


For the purpose of such investigation the commission is authorized 
to employ such engineers, experts, and other assistants as may be neces- 
sary. Such investigations shall be prosecuted with care and thorough- 
ness, and the results thereof reported to the District Committees in 
Songress. 

Every such publie utility shall furnish to the commission from time 
to time, and as the commission may require, maps, profiles, contracts, 
reports of engineers and other documents, records, and papers, or copies 
of any and all of the same in aid of such investigation, and to deter- 
mine the value of the property of such public utility used for the public 
service; and every such public utility is zoqeites to cooperate with the 
commission in the work of the valuation of its property in such further 

rticulars and to such extent as the commission may reasonably direct. 

he commission shall thereafter, in like manner, keep itself informed 
of all extensions and improvements or other changes in the condition 
of the property of the said public utilities and ascertain the fair value 
thereof, and from time to e, as may be required for the regulation 
of public utilities under the provisions of this act, revise and correct 
its valuation of the property of such public utilities. To enable the 
commission to make such changes and corrections in its valuation. 
every public utility — 3 to the provisions of this act is hereby re- 
quired to report currently to the commission changes in its property, 
and to file with the commission copies of all contracts for changes and 
improvements at the time same are executed. 

enever the commission shall have completed the valuation of prop- 

erty of any such public utility and before such valuation shall become 
final, the commission shall give notice in the manner prenes in this 
act for the service of copy of an order upon such public utility, to the 
company or companies owning or operating such property, stating the 
valuation preco upon the several lines of roads or classes of prope: 
of the said company used by it for the convenience of the public, an 
shall allow the company or companies a reasonable time in which to 
file a protest of same with the commission. If no protest is filed within 
guch time such valuation shall become final. If notice of contest is 
filed by any such public utility, the commission shall fix a time for 
hearing of the same, and shall proceed as promptly as may be possible 
to hear and consider any matter relative and material thereto which 
may be presented in support of said protest. If after hearing any con- 
test of such valuation under the provisions of this act the commission 
is of the opinion that the tentative valuation is incorrect, it shall make 
such changes as shall make the same a fair valuation of such property 
and shall issue an order to make such co! ted valuation final. All 
final valuations by the commission shall be prima facie evidence of the 
value of said property in proceedings had in pursuance of this act. 


Mr. President, it will be seen that the criticism I passed upon 
that portion of the bill is sustained by reading the section to 
which the Senator has referred. It simply limits the power of 
the commission to the value of the property at the time. It ab- 
solutely excludes any power on the part of the commission to 
inquire into the issue of bonds, the amount of stock that is 
issued, or any of the other things that are included in the sec- 
tion that I first read and which is in the substitute. 

With respect to that particular matter, I want to call the at- 
tention of the Senate to an extract from the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States bearing upon the question 
as to what should be taken into account in determining what 
rate should be allowed a street railroad or other corporation. I 
refer to the case of Smyth v. Ames (169 U. S., 466 and 546): 


We hold, however, that the basis of all calculations as to the reason- 
ableness of rates to be charged by a 5 maintaining a highway 
under A sanction must be the fair value of the property being 
used by it for the convenience of the public. And in order to ascertain 
that value the original cost of construction, the amount expended in 
permanent improvements, the amount and market value of its bonds 


and stock, the present as compared with the original cost of construc- 
tion, the probable ea: capacity of the property under particular 
rates prescribed by statute, and the sum req to meet operating ex- 
Belg as may Bhan ad l c ct “Chagas 28 10 
UE pp 400, 8403 nee 

Under this bill, if it becomes a law, there is no power given 
to inquire into any of these things. Every element that goes 
into the question of the determination of the rates that are to 
be charged is absolutely eliminated from the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think that under 
this decision, which was, I think, delivered by Mr. Justice 
Harlan, all those things would be taken into account by the 
commission? 

Mr. WORKS. There is no provision for it, and, in fact, the 
Senator struck it out of his bill. I took it from that that it 
was at least understood by him that it ought not to be in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator did not strike it out with 
any such purpose at all. Instead of that provision, the com- 
mittee, in its wisdom, took the statute of Maryland, which is 
the last statute upon this subject, I believe, which seems to be 
fair, and which is working splendidly in that State, and sub- 
stituted the provision of that statute. That is what the com- 
mittee did. 

Mr. WORKS. I do not know whether it is the Maryland 
statute in that form or not, but if it is, Mr. President, I am 
prepared to say that there is no comparison between the two 
statutes—one of them being the statute of Wisconsin and the 
other the statute of Maryland—because the Wisconsin statute, 
so far as it relates to that particular question, is a practical 
and efficient law and the other is not. I see no reason why 
the Senate of the United States should accept for the District 
of Columbia a law which is inefficient and impracticable in 
place of one that is efficient and can furnish the means of de- 
termining the questions that onght to be determined. 

Proceeding further with the quotation— 

We do not say that there may not be other matters to be regarded 
in estimating the value of the property. What the company is en- 
titled to ask is a fair return upon the value of that which it employs 
for the public convenience. On the other hand, what the public is en- 
titled to demand is that no more be exacted from it for the use of a 
public highway than the services rendered by it are reasonably worth. 

I desire in this connection to call attention to something that 
was said in his annual address by President James F. Oyster, 
of the Washington Chamber of Commerce. In commenting upon 
the law that it was supposed was going to be enacted by Con- 
gress relating to the subject of public utilities, he said: 

When the street railways of a city, or the gas company, or the tele- 
phone company undertook a plan of reorganization, the public utilities 
commission would “ be on the job.“ It would investigate carefully and 


fairly whether the capitalization represented actual present values or 
merely ambitions, hopes, and water. 


Under this bill which we are asked to pass no such inquiry as 
that can be made— 


It would not grant its approval to the plans of the promotors until it 
had examined the properties, piacon upon them a conservative valua- 
tion, investigated t 2 the necessity for the issuance of stock or 
bonds, and determined that the proposition squared with proper busi- 
ness standards, did not impose upon the investor, and did not violate 
the rights of the public. 

With such safeguards, there would be no difficulty in determining 
later on whether the utility in question was making such profits as to 
warrant a reduction in rates to the consumer, improvement in the qual- 
ity of the product or extension of the service. The utilities commission 
would be able to pronounce with authority whether universal transfers, 
for example, would mean practical confiscation of corporate property 
or merest equity to the consumer; and the commission (unlike the 
3 would actually be able to enforce its decision. The law 
should, I think, explicitly provide that the commission must endeavor 
to maintain the lowest rates that the courts would sustain. 

The commission should be charged with the duty of investigating 
and making public the cost of construction and equipment of every pub- 
lic utility, the cost of replacement, the amount and character of in- 
debtedness and by whom held, the income and expenditures in detail, 
and that most important matter in connection with accidents—the 
maximum hours of continuous service. The commission would place a 
value upon the properties of every publie utility. Each would render 
uniform accounts KE ig hg Spee by the commission, these to be annually 
examined and audited by the experts of the commission. Control over 
capitalization,” it is generally admitted by experts, can not be made 
effective unless it is combined with public supervision over the account- 
ing of such corporations.” 


That is the idea of the president of the Chamber of Commerce 
of this District as to what should be covered by a bill of this 
kind, but the pending bill does not authorize any such investiga- 
tion as is mentioned in this address. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 


` 
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Mr. GALLINGER. It is but fair to say that the Chamber 
of Commerce of Washington has indorsed this bill by resolution. 
Mr. WORKS. I am coming to that. So has the District com- 
mission, but at the same time expressing its preference very 
decidedly for the bill that I have offered as a substitute. 

As I said awhile ago, the matter to be covered by a bill of 
this kind is not merely the question of determining rates that 
are to be charged by corporations of this character. There are 
a great many other very important things over which a com- 
mission of this kind should have control, and I undertake to 
say that the pending bill in its present form absolutely denies 
to this commission the power and right to make an investigation 
for any purpose except that of fixing rates. Does the Senate 
want that sort of legislation limited in that way? Do you sup- 
pose the people of the District of Columbia will be satisfied 
with that kind of legislation? 

Going along now to section 17, which is the section that has 
been commented upon here to some extent, relating to the sub- 
ject of depreciation, as the pending bill stood at the time I pre- 
sented the substitute bill this provision had been inserted in 
the bill that was prepared, as I have said, by the corporation 
counsel, The section provided: 

Sec. 17. That every public utility shall carry a proper and adequate 
depreciation account. 

Right at that point I propose to add the following words 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I suggest the absence of a quorum. It 
seems to me more Senators ought to be present to hear the dis- 
cussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon Curtis Nelson Smith, Ga. 
Bankhead Dillingham Nixon Smith, Mich. 
Borah du Pont O'Gorman Smith, S. C. 
Bourne Foster Oliver Smoot 
Brandegee Gallinger Overman Stephenson 
Bristow Gardner age Swanson 
Brown Johnston, Ala. Paynter Thornton 
Burnham Jones erkins Warren 
Burton a Pomerene Watson 
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Rayner Works 
Crawfo McCumber Root 
Cullom Martin, Va. Shively 
Cummins Martine, N. J. Simmons 

Mr. LEA. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 


Tennessee [Mr. TAYLOR] is necessarily absent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND] is necessarily absent from the city. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Porn- 
DEXTER] is absent on account of the sickness of his mother. I 
will let this announcement stand for the day. 

Mr. WATSON. I desire to announce the absence of my col- 
league [Mr. CHILTON] on account of personal illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-nine Senators have answered 
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. The Sena- 
tor from California. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I was calling attention to sec- 
tion 17 of the substitute that I have offered, which, with some 
differences, is section 15 of the pending bill. This section pro- 
vides: 

That every 
tion account. 
i E here, at this point, this clause was inserted in the pend- 
ng z 

Whenever the commission, after investigation, shall determine that 
such depreciation account can be reasonably required. 

Which, in my estimation, weakened the bill very materially; 
but since that time, by amendment offered, I believe, by the 
author of the bill, this section has been entirely eliminated from 
the bill. It may be remembered by Senators who are here that 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] objected to this section 
of the bill on the ground that it provided that the amount found 
as depreciation should be placed in a fund to be used for the 
purpose of making additions and extensions to the roads. I 
entirely agreed with the Senator from Iowa upon that proposi- 
tion, because the ratepayer should not be called upon to pay 
an amount that would be sufficient to add to or extend the plant 
of the corporation. That should be done by the corporation 
itself and charged up to capital; but the rates must take care 
of the depreciation. It is.an important matter to be considered 
in this question of the fixing of rates, because the rate should 
be so fixed as to pay the operating expenses, meet the deprecia- 
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public utility shall carry a proper and adequate deprecia- 
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tion in the plant, and return to the corporation a reasonable 
amount upon the value of its property furnished for the use of 
the public. For that reason, in preparing the substitute, I made 
this change: 

All moneys in this fund may be ee in keeping the 
such public utility in repair and good serviceable condition 
to which it is devoted. 

As the pending bill stands, with that section stricken out, 
there is absolutely no requirement upon the part of the corpora- 
tion to keep any account of its depreciation. There is no means 
provided by which the commissioners can determine anything 
about the matter of depreciation, and often it is absolutely im- 
possible for them to so examine the plant as to determine that 
question. Why that section should be eliminated from a bill 
that is intended to give the District a public utility commis- 
sion I do not understand. I regard it as a very important pro- 
vision of the bill, and think it should remain there. 

Senators may observe, if they take the time to read and 
compare the bill and the proposed substitute, that running all 
through the pending bill it has been changed from the original 
bill, prepared as I have stated, by inserting the word “ reason- 
able.” In some cases that is perfectly proper, but there are 
other cases where the word “reasonable” is used in just about 
the sense that we have complained of lately with respect to a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. In my 
judgment, that word should not be used in the law itself in 
many places where it has been inserted. 

There is another change in the bill. My proposed substitute 
contains a section, section 39, which reads: 

Sec. 39. That upon its own initiative or upon reasonable complaint 
made against any public utility, that any of the rates, tolls, charges, 
time and conditions of payment, or schedules, or services, or any joint 
rate or rates, schedules, or services, are in any respect unjustly dis- 
criminatory, etċ. 

A similar section is in the pending bill, but for some reason 
there was stricken out of it the words “time and conditions of 
payment.” That may be under some circumstances a very im- 
portant matter, because the “time and conditions of payment” 
may themselves be such that it is proper that the utility com- 
mission should inquire into them and see that they are not 
unjust or burdensome to the public who are using the roads. 
I do not see why that change should have been made. 

In section 55 the clause that I am about to read was stricken 
out in committee upon the report, as I remember, of the sub- 
committee on that subject. Subsequently, as I shall show 
directly, an amendment was made upon the floor of the Senate 
at the suggestion of the author of the bill partially restoring 
this clause. This is the clause that was stricken out: 

It shall be unlawful for any street railroad corporation, gas cor- 
poration, electrical corporation, telephone corporation, telegraph cor- 
poration, or other public-utility corporation, directly or in tly, to 
acquire the stocks or bonds of any other corporation incorpora for 
or pace fr Mp in the same or similar business as it is, unless authorized 
by existing law or as it may be authorized in writing to do so by the 
commission, and every contract, transfer, ment for transfer, or 
assignment of any such stocks or bonds without such statutory or 
written authority shall be void and of no effect. 

That prevision was contained in the bill as it came from the 
hands of the corporation counsel; but it was stricken out in 
the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. I shall, 
after a little, refer to the report giving the reasons why that 
was done. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. OLIVER. I will state, Mr. President, that that provi- 
sion was stricken out because it is already a part of the organic 
law of the District of Columbia. The members of the com- 
mittee were just as ready and anxious as is the Senator from 
California to continue that provision; but it is already provided 
for by law and is entirely unnecessary in the framing of this 
measure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Pennsylvania is right, 
so far as the District Code is concerned. I will ask the Secre- 
tary to read the substitute section I offered a few days ago, 
which was agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. WORKS. I will say to the Senator that I have that 
section here, and I am going to read it in just a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 

Mr. WORKS. I said awhile ago that an amendment had been 
made since that time, and I will read it. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator is going to read it, the 
Secretary need not do so. 


roperty of 
‘or the use 
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Mr. WORKS. I will take that up in a moment. ying to 
what was said by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLIVER], 
I had expected to take this up a little later, but, in view of 
what he says, I call attention now to the report of the com- 
mittee bearing upon that particular question. They strike out 
this particular part of the bill and it is noted at the bottom of 
page 1 of the report: 

The Code of Law for the District of Columbia provides as follows: 

“Tt shall not be lawful for any company to use any of their funds 
in the purchase of any stock in any other corporation.” 

Mark the language. The law to which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania refers does not forbid the holding of the stock 
or the bonds of any other corporation at all. It simply pro- 
vides that the corporation shall not expend its funds for the 
purpose of buying any such stock or bonds, which is entirely 
inadequate, as the Senate must see. So that, evidently, the 
fact that there was another law existing upon that subject did 
not justify the striking out of the specific language with re- 
spect to that important feature of the bill. 

Now I call attention to the amendment referred to by the 
Senator from New Hampshire that was inserted here upon 
the floor of the Senate after that provision had been stricken 
out by the committee and so reported to the Senate. 

It shall be unlawful for any street railroad corporation, gas corpora- 
tion, electrical corporation, telephone corporation, tel ph corpora- 
tion, or other public-utility corporation, ectly or in y, to ac- 

re the stock of any other corporation unless authorized by existing 
aw, and every contract, transfer, agreement for transfer, or assign- 
ment of any such stock without such statutory authority shall be void 
and of no effect. 

It may be remembered by the Senate that an amendment to 
that amendment was offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Barry] covering the ownership of stock; but I want to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that this amendment does 
not cover the bonds of the corporation at all. It simply provides 
that one corporation shall not hold or own the stock of another 
corporation, but it may own all of its bonds under the provisions 
of this proposed law. There is no prohibition against that at 
all; it applies only to the stock. Now, everybody knows that one 
corporation may absolutely control and dominate another by the 
ownership of its bonds, and that phase of it is not covered by 
this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course, the holders of the bonds would 
have no voting power, and I do not see how they could domi- 
nate a corporation because they own its bonds. 

Mr. WORKS. Well, the Senator from New Hampshire may 
not see how that would be done, but my experience is that if 
one corporation is able to own and control the bonds of another 
corporation, it has a pretty tolerably strong grip upon the man- 
agement and control of the corporation itself. Of course, it is 
not able to vote, but it is able to control votes by the very fact 
that it has in its hands practically the destiny of the corpora- 
tion. 

Section 59 of the proposed substitute is entirely omitted from 
the pending bill. That section reads: 

Sec. 59. That if it be alleged and established in an action brought in 
any court for the collection of any e for or electricity that a 
price has been demanded in excess of that fixed the commission or by 
statute no recovery shall be had therein, but the fact that such ex- 
pe ate charges have been made shall be a complete defense to such 
actio 

Of course that is not a very important matter, but I do not see 
any particular reason why that provision, made for the benefit 
of the patrons of these corporations, should be stricken out, be- 
cause it might have considerable influence in the prevention of 
overcharges. 

There is another section in which the words “time and con- 
ditions of payment thereof” were included in the bill which I 
offer as a substitute that have been stricken out in the pending 

pill: 

. 64. rat 1 arges, time and ditio: 
6 and joint 3 fixed by the commission Shape in 
force and shall be prima facie reasonable until finally found otherwise 
in an action brought for that purpose. 

I am not able to see why that amendment should be made in 
the interest of the corporations. There is a short provision in- 
serted in section 66 that to me is somewhat objectionable. It 
relates to the subject of appeals. I am not going to read the 
whole section, but it provides that an appeal may be taken in 
matters decided by the commission within 90 days. That is the 

* pill as originally prepared and as I now offer it. These words 
are added in the pending bill: 


Ne the time for appeal has been enlarged by order of the com- 
mission. 


This matter of allowing an extension of time is often an evil, 
and if 90 days is given for an appeal in a case of this kind it 
seems to me amply sufficient. : 

Now, I come to section 64 of the substitute, the corresponding 
section so far as it goes being section 71 of the pending bill. 
That section provides: 


Src. 71. That no public utility shall hereafter issue any stocks, stock 

certificates, bonds, mortgages, or any other evidences of indebtedness 

ble in more than one year from date, until it shall have first ob- 

ed the certificate of commission showing authority for such 
issue from the commission. 


Other changes made in this section are not very important, 
but there is stricken out of it all that I am now about to read, 
which provides the means by which the commission may de- 
termine these very things that they are called upon to deter- 
mine. The substitute bill that I have offered provides, follow- 
ing immediately after what I have already read: 


The p for obtaining a certificate of such authority from 
said commission and the conditions of its being granted by said commis- 
ay? paal be at carers 75 Z 1 7 

a case the sto certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or 
other evidences of indebtedness are to be issued for money mie the { ub- 
lic utility shall file with the commission a statement, signed and verified 
by its president and secretary, setting forth: First, the amount and 

racter of the proposed stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, 
or other evidences of indebtedness ; second, the purposes for which the 
are to be issued; rd, the terms on which they are to be issued; and, 
fourth, the total assets and liabilities of the public utility in such detail 
as the co on may require. The commission may also require the 
paue utility to furnish any further statements of fact or evidence that 

t may deem pertinent to the inquiry. The commission shall thereupon 

determine tf such propose 21005 be necessary to the proper conduct of 
the business of such public utility, and if it shall find said proposed 
issue necessary, and not prejudicial to the public interest, it shal pre- 
scribe the amount at par value and the terms of such issue, and it may 
thereupon make a certificate to said public utility stating the amount, 


character, purposes, and terms on which such stocks, certificates of 
stock, bon mortgages, or other evidences of indebtedness may be 


(b) That in case the stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, 
or other evidences of indebtedness are to be issued partly or wholly for 
property or services or other consideration than money, the said public 
utility shall file with the commission a statement, signed and verified 
by its president and secretary, setting forth: First, the amount and char- 
acter of the stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or other 
evidences of indebtedness proposed to be issued ; second, the purposes for 
which they are to be issued; third, the description and estimated value 
of the property. or services for which it is to be used; fourth, the terms 
on which it is to be issued or exchanged; fifth, the amount of money, 
if any, to be received for the same in addition to such property, sery- 
ices, or other consideration; and, sixth, the total assets and liabilities 
of the public utility in such detail as the commission may require. The 
commission may also require the public utility to furnish any further 
statements of fact or evidence that it may deem pertinent to the in- 
8 The commission shall, if it deem such proposed issue necessary 
e proper conduct of the business of such public utility, and not 
prejudicial to the public interest, determine, according to its best judg- 
ment, the true value of the property, services, or other consideration 
for which it is proposed to issue such stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, 
mortgages, or other evidences of indebtedness. The commission may 
thereupon issue a certificate to the said public utility setting forth the 
amount, character, purp and terms of such proposed issue on the 
part of the public utility, and further, particularly, the true value of the 
roperty or services, as found by the commission, for which, in whole or 
part, such issue is proposed to be made. and a description in detail 
of such prope! and services: Provided, That no such stock or certifi- 
cates of stock, for whatsoever issued, shall be disposed of at less than 
par value, and no other evidence of indebtedness, for whatsoever issued, 
disposed of at less than 90 per cent of its par value. Any such 
stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, mortgages, or any other evidences of 
indebtedness issued by such public utility for and in return for property 
or services which shall be valued in excess of that found by the commis- 
sion shall be void. 


That portion of the section provides a means by which the 
commission may determine whether it shall certify that the 
corporation may issue the stock or bonds that it asked for. 
Leaving that out of the section, as has been done by the pending 
bill, there are absolutely no means provided by which the com- 
mission may determine that question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is not happy in his language, 
The Senator says it is left out in the bill. The provision the 
Senator read is in the bill reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and the additional verbiage is the verbiage 
of the Senator taken from another statute. It never appeared 
in this bill, and hence was not left out of this bill. 

Mr. WORKS. When I referred to the fact that it was left 
out of the bill I meant, as I have explained more than once, 
that it was left out of the bill that was prepared by the cor- 
poration counsel. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was left out upon the statement of the 
corporation counsel, that it was unnecessary, and that the com- 
mission would have that authority anyway. 

Mr. WORKS. As the Senator from New Hampshire has 
several times said that the corporation counsel consented to 
this and consented to that and that he and a member of the 
District Commission were present and consented to these things, 
I think I am free to say that the corporation counsel told me 
in express terms that he was not satisfied with the omissions 
in the bill, and that a member of the District Commission, who 
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was present at that time, told me exactly the same thing; that 
there were a number of things he protested against 

Mr. GALLINGER. The chairman has not any recollection 
of anything of that kind happening at any time. 

Mr. WORKS. I should not have mentioned it if it had not 
been for the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire stated 
several times since I commenced this argument what was the 
attitude of the corporation counsel and the District Commission 
with respect to the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I haye stated it with absolute accuracy. 
I was present at meeting after meeting with the corporation 
counsel, and I know precisely what happened. 

Mr. WORKS. My information on that subject comes from 
the two gentlemen mentioned. I am not vouching for the accu- 
racy of their statement as against that of the Senator, of course. 
I do know, however, what they said to me. 

Now, going down a little further, sections 76, TT, 78, 79, and 
80 of the bill prepared by the corporation counsel haye been 
eliminated, from the bill as it is now before the Senate. Those 
sections provide: 

Sec, 76. That no public utility shall declare any stock, bond, or 
scrip dividend or divide the proceeds of the sale of any stock, bond, or 
scrip among its stockholders. 

That is, to my mind, a very important provision, a provision 
that forbids a corporation to use its stock or bonds in the way 
of dividends, and why that was left out I do not understand. 
It is a provision that should be there, and which should be 
enforced. 

Sec. 77. That no public utility shall issue any stocks, certificates of 
stock, bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness secured on its property 
in the District of Columbia for the purpose of any reorganization or 
consolidation in excess of the total amount of the stocks, certificates of 
stock, bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness then outstandin; 
against the public utilities so reorganizing or consolidating, and no su 

ublic utility shall purchase the property of any other public utilit 
or the purpose of effecting a consolidation until the commission sha 
have determined and set forth in writing that said consolidation will be 
in the public interest, nor until the commission shall have Ada in 
writing the terms upon which said consolidation shall be made. 

Does anybody doubt that that isa proper and reasonable pro- 
vision in the matter of the control of these corporations, that 
they should not be allowed to reorganize or issue their stock or 
bonds in excess of the valuation of the property they own? 

Sec. 78. That no public utility shall apply the proceeds of any such 
stock, certificates of stock, bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness to 
any other purpose or issue the same on any less favorable terms than 
that specified in the certificate issued by the commission. 

Sec. 79, That all stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, and other evi- 
1 of n issued contrary to the provisions of this act 
sha void. 

Sec. 80. That any, public utility, or any agent, director, or officer 
thereof, who shall, directly or indirectly, issue or cause to be issued any 
stocks, certificates of stock, bonds, or other evidences of indebtedness 
contrary to the provisions of this act, or who shall apply the proceeds 
from the sale thereof to any purposes other than that specifi 
certificate of the commission, shall forfeit and pay into the Treasury of 
the United States, to the credit of the funds of the District of Columbia, 
not less than $500 nor more than $10,000 for each offense. 

All these sections have been eliminated. To my mind they 
are exceedingly important provisions in the interest of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and should remain in the bill. 

Section 91, as it appeared in the bill prepared by the corpora- 
tion counsel, is omitted from the pending bill. That section 
Provided: 

Sec. 91. That the commission shall have power, when deemed by it 
necessary to prevent injury to the business or interests of the penis 
or the business or interests of any public utility of the District of 
Columbia, in case of any emergency, to be judged of by the commission, 
to temporarily alter, amend, or, with the consent of the public utility 
concerned, suspend any existing rates, schedules, and order relating to 
or affecting any public utility or part of an pantie utility within said 
District. Buch rates so made by the commission shall apply to one or 
more of the public utilities in said District, or to any portion thereof, 
as may be directed by the commission, and shall take effect at such time 
and remain in force for such length of time as may be prescribed by the 
commissicn. 

I, of course, do not know upon what theory that section was 
omitted. It seems to be a proper provision in the matter of 
rates within the control of the commission. 

I come now to section 86. Section 95 of this substitute cor- 
responds with section 86 of the pending bill. It is provided in 
the pending bill for the compensation of the corporation counsel 
or district attorney, and it is provided that he shall have the 
right to select and employ such special counsel as he may 
desire. In this proposed substitute I have ‘stricken out that 
provision. I do not believe that the corporation counsel should 
be allowed to select special counsel. This Government has 
spent millions of dollars for special counsel employed by the 
Attorney General. I do not believe in anything of that sort. 
This Government should supply the Attorney General with all 
the help he needs and pay them proper salaries. The worst 
kind of evil comes from employing special counsel. I am op- 
posed to it, and for that reason I have changed not only the 


provision in the pending bill, but a like provision contained in 
the substitute I offer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that point, Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator will allow me, this is a bill for the District of Columbia. 
It is not a governmental bill. It is not a bill or a law like the 
interstate commerce law, and the provision is that those who 
are charged with the conduct of legal matters in the District 
shall have jurisdiction over this question. 

I do not see, either, how, when the Senator complains about 
special counsel employed by the Department of Justice, he is 
going to improve the matter if he allows the Department of 
Justice to provide special counsel. An appropriation of money 
is made for the purpose of carrying out this Jaw in good faith. 
and the corporation counsel is given jurisdiction over the legal 
proceedings, and he necessarily will want help, and provision 
is made that he shall employ such assistants as he finds it 
necessary to employ. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. WORKS. I object to that portion of the bill on general 
principles; I do not care whether it relates to the Attorney 
General of the United States or the corporation counsel of the 
District of Columbia or any other prosecuting officer of the Gov- 
ernment. I do not believe the door ought to be opened to spe- 
cial counsel without limit, to be employed at the instance of the 
officer whose duty it is to perform these duties. If he has not 
help enough, the District of Columbia in the one case er the 
National Government in the other should supply him with the 
necessary help. I do not know whether it is true, as the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire suggests, that he has not ample force 
now to do everything required to be done under this bill. He 
may not have. I do not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is the opinion of the commissioners 
and of the corporation counsel that he has not ample force for 
that purpose. 

Mr. WORKS. I presume that is true. If he needs help it 
should be provided and not result in the employment of special 
counsel, 

Now I come to the last section of this substitute, which is to 
me something entirely new. It originated, I believe, with the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. They regard it as 
quite important. It is a sort of general provision giving the 
commissioners power and jurisdiction at all times to look after 
and control the conduct and affairs of the corporations. It is 
something that, so far as I know, has never been carried into 
any bill of this kind. I submit it for the consideration of the 
Senate. It is section 106 of the substitute, which provides: 


That it shall be the duty of the commission in fixing and determining 
rates, in directing extensions and improvements, and in general when 
making requirements under the provisions of this act that involve ex- 


penditures by or lessen the receipts of public utilities, and notwith- - 


standing any other of the provisions of this act, having in mind the 
public interest, to require the utmost of the public utility that will not 
trench upon its constitutional right to earn a fair net return upon the 
fair value of its property used for the convenience of the public. 

That provision is proper enough. The only question in my 
mind is whether with the provisions contained in the substitute 
the commission is not given the power asked for by this specific 
provision, but certainly it would not have that power by the 
provision of the pending bill. That is one reason why I com- 
plain of it. 

Mr. President, reference has been made to the reports made 
upon this bill by the District Commissioners. For that reason 
I desire to call attention to those reports. There has been a 
report made upon both of these bills, one of them by the com- 
missioners relating to the bill as it was introduced in the 
House, and one relating to the bill as it was introduced by the 
Senator from New Hampshire in the Senate. 

I call attention first to the report which was made upon the 
pending bill. I am not going to read it all, but I desire to read 
some parts of it to show what the estimate of the commissio 
is of the bill itself. They say: : 

The commissioners, after a careful study of the whole subject and 
after exhaustive researches by the corporation counsel, from whom they 
have received most valuable advice, are of the opinion that the bill 
under consideration will in a general way— 

Now, mark that language— 

The bill under consideration will in a general way satisfactorily solve 
the problems of the control of local public utilities. 

That is just about equivalent to saying that the commission- 
ers are willing to accept this bill if they can not get anything 
better. 

They invite attention to the following remarks, however, as they may 
be suggestive to the committee of the advisability of a very few minor 
changes in the text of the bill. 

Those “few very minor changes” constitute a very modest 
suggestion to the Senate that something may be done to perfect 
the bill. 


A Dill with a similar end in view was introduced in the House of 
Representatives on December 21, 1911 (H. R. 16565). 
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That is the bill I have offered here as a substitute. 
The essential differences between the Senate and House bills 
are as follows: ‘ 
(1) The Senate bill, section 6, adopts in a modified form_the bp jon 
land odie for valuation. The House bill, sections 6 and 7, adop 
the Wisconsin provision. According to the Senate bill the“ vn 
is to be ascertained. The House requires that there be 
in addition to the fair value, the investment cost, and the cost of repro- 
duction, Now the Supreme Court, in an opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan 
in the case of Sm v. Ames, has dec hag ogra Bo er elements 
entering into the fair value, which it states is “ the basis of all calcula- 
tions as to the reasonableness of rates,” are the o cost of con- 
struction and “the present as compared with the o; 1 cost of con- 
struction.” In other words, it would seem that the Senate and House 
bills attain the same end in the matter, although by slightly different 
methods. The House bill has the advantage of being more specife. 
The Senate bill has the advantage of greater elasticity. 


These two provisions in this bill do not reach the same result 
by any means. They are altogether different. The Maryland 
law that has been adopted in the pending bill gives no power 
or authority Whatever to investigate the question as to the 
original cost; that is absolutely eliminated from the bill; and 
the power to do anything by which they may determine the 
actual value is lacking. 

(2) With Mae ag to stock and bond issues, controlled in sections 
70, 71, 72, and 73 of Senate bill 3812, andsin sections 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 
78, 79, 80, and 81 of House Dill 16565 again it may be said that’ the 
House bill adopts the Wisconsin provision and is very fic. The 
Senate bill, though less specific as to the manner of control, appears 
to confer upon the commission ample power to exercise all control 
that the Honse bill contemplates. 

The commission is mistaken with respect to that matter. 
There is no provision in the pending bill by which that can be 
done. I have pointed out to the Senate that the very provi- 
sion in one of these sections which proyides the means for 
ascertaining these things is stricken out and eliminated from 
the bill. 

(3) House bill 16565, in the third par h of section 100, makes 
provision for universal transfers. Senate bill 3812 omits such a pro- 
vision, but on the other hand a bill known as Senate bill 3813, intro- 
duced by Senator 1 simultaneously with his public- utilities 
bill, con a provision for universal transfers. 

That is not a matter of very much importance, because it is 
pending before the House now, through a bill which has already 
passed the Senate: è 


Mr. President, I haye undertaken as best I could to point out 
the differences between these two bills. I am quite sure that the 
Senator from New Hampshire is desirous of having the same 
kind of bill enacted that I am. . 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. POMEREND. I did not hear all of the Senator's argu- 
ment, and, with his permission, I should like to ask him a ques- 
tion. Do I understand the Senator to say that the Senate bill 
does not give to the commission any authority whatsoever or 
control of the stock or bond issues? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; it does in a general way, but there is 
eliminated from the bill as it was originally drafted the means 
by which that may be done. 

Mr. POMERENE. Are there any provisions in the Senate bill 
limiting the purposes for which stock and bonds may be issued? 

Mr. WORKS. No; I understand not. . 

Mr. POMERENE. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
the disposition of the proceəds of the sale of bonds and stock 
would be left entirely to the discretion of the board of directors 
of the public-utilities commission? 

Mr. WORKS. It does so by omitting any provision giving 
control over it. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would not the Senator add that it is 
largely left to the discretion and authority of the commission 
rather than to the board of directors? 

Mr. WORKS. That may be true in a sense, though there is 
no provision in the bill, as I understand it, by which the com- 
mission is given any power to determine that question or any 
means by which it can be done, The general authority given in 
the bill possibly may be sufficient for that purpose, but there are 
provisions which have been omitted from the bill as it was 
re pa drawn that would give ample control over all these 

ngs. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. WORKS. I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator speaks of the way in 
which the bill was originally drawn. Does he mean ås origi- 
nally submitted to the Senate? ne 

Mr. WORKS. The inquiry of the Senators show that they 
must not have been here during a part of the time I have been 
discussing this measure. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was called out, and that is the 
reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. WORKS. The original bill, I will say to the Senator 
from Georgia, that I refer to is the bill that was prepared by 
the corporation counsel under the supervision and direction of 
the District Commissioners, and the bill that was introduced 
in the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, to be accurate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. WORKS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator should say it was prepared 
upon the suggestion and request of the chairman of the Dis- 
trict Committee. 

Mr. WORKS. I think that may be so. I am quite sure, as 
I said awhile ago, that the Senator from New Hampshire 
is seeking just what I am with respect to this matter. I think 
it is true that he took the initiative with respect to the matter. 
But, as I understand it, the bill was prepared originally by the 
corporation counsel under the direction and the advice of the 
District Commissioners, and that is the bill I have offered here 
as a substitute. When I say the original bill I refer,to that 
measure. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? . 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I want to preface my remarks 
by apologizing because I have not been able to be here during 
the Senator’s remarks. I want to ask the Senator what pro- 
vision there is made in this bill, or in any other bill, for the pay- 
ment by the public-service corporations of the city of revenues 
to the city. 

Mr. WORKS. There is no provision made in this bill so far 
as I remember. I do not think that phase of it is covered at all. 

Mr. REED. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, with the permission of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, whether the public-service corporations of the city pay 
any portion of their income or revenues into the Public Treas- 
ury? 


t use 
specified properties to “a distance not exceeding 2,500 feet.“ Inasmuch 
as the poe mentioned in both bills are not all 1 lly to be 
limited by such a linear dimension, the redrafting of the itation in 


erpart Sena: 

bill 3812. It appears to be the purpose of this section to direct the 
commission in unmistakable terms to utilize in the interest of the public 
all of the power conferred upon it, while at the same time pro 
the public utilities from despoliation. This section appears to sum up 
very well the essential principle of regulation. Moreover, it may give 
some not unfair uy pom to the commission if the reasonableness of 
any rate it may have fixed should become a subject of controversy 

ore a court of law. It is not believed that any similar section has 
been embodied in any other public-utility law, but the commissioners can 
not see how the addition of it could otherwise than strengthen and 
improve the Senate bill. 

he commissioners believe that a public-utilities commission would 
arrive at practically the same result for all interests concerned, whether 
the Senate or House bill were enacted into law meia e y that universal 
transfers were required in either case, and tha = tation upon the 
use of one company by another were stated at 3, feet or a greater 


distance. 

The commissioners can see no reason babes in violation of the act of 
1878, the expenses of the commission sho @ be borne by the District 
alone. They recommend that the bill be amended so as to provide that 
ap ropnia ions for the use of the commission shall be on half-and- 
rns ‘commissioners most 2 request the enactment into law of 
Senate bill 3812, with such minor changes as the Senate committee may 
see fit to make. 

They have suggested these changes. While they call them 
minor changes, they are changes that go to the very heart of 
this question and are vital and important to the enactment of- 
the right sort of utility law. 

Now, turning to the report that was made upon the House 
bill which is offered here as a substitute, the language of the 
commissioners in approving that bill is quite different. They 
say: 

The commissioners, after a careful study of the whole subject and 
after exhaustive researches by the corporation counsel, from whom 8 
have received most valuable advice, are of the opinion that the b 
under consideration will in a eneral way satisfactorily solve the prob- 
lem of the control of local public utilities. 

There is no qualification to that report upon the bill. They 
approve it without qualification. In the other report they say 
that the bill is satisfactory in a general way, and then go on to 
point out in what respect it is defective. 


1912. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The street railroads of the District pay 


4 per cent of their gross receipts. The gas company pays 5. 


per cent of its gross receipts. The other corporations pay in 
about the same proportion. 

Mr. REED. Do they also pay their taxes in addition? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They pay taxes on their real estate and 
their personal property. 

Mr. REED. So that I may understand, let me ask do they—— 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from New Hampshire, I under- 
stand, does not mean to say that that is provided for in this 
bill, t 

-Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. That is the general law. It 
is not provided in this bill. It is not necessary. 

Mr. WORKS. It is not necessary that it should be provided 
for here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. The taxes paid by the public utili- 
ties of the District of Columbia, I think it has been universally 
conceded, are very liberal taxes. There is a report, made here 
recently upon a resolution that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEYBURN], I think, introduced, which gives the exact amount 
paid by each public utility. 

Mr. REED. Will the Senator tell me approximately how 
much the street railway companies pay in gross to the city? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In a general way I can do so, but I will 
send for the report and give it to the Senator very definitely. 
I think that one corporation pays, in addition to its ordinary 
taxes, something like $79,000 a year. It may be a little larger 
or a little less, but I can get the report and put it in the Rrcorp 
at this point. 

Mr. REED. The Senator has sent for the report? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have sent for a report made upon a 
resolution that the Senate agreed to, which I think was intro- 
duced by the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], call- 
ing for that information. It was submitted here a few days 
ago and was printed. I will get it. It gives the exact amount 
of taxes paid by each public utility in the District. I think we 
can have it in a moment. 


Mr. REED. One further inquiry. Of course, most of us are 
somewhat unfamiliar with these regulations in the District. 
You say they pay taxes upon their real estate and what other 
property? Are they taxed, as the ordinary concern is, upon all 
of their property, or simply upon real estate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the law, as I understand it. 

Mr. REED. Do they pay any tax on their franchises? 

Mr. GALLINGER. They pay no tax on the franchise, I 
apprehend. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I will state my reason for the 
inquiry. I simply wanted to know whether these companies ` 
are contributing what they should contribute to the Public 
Treasury. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been connected with the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and I say it to my regrét, for 21 
years. This matter has been given very serious consideration 
by business men on that committee. The late Senator from 
Michigan, Mr. MeMillah, took the matter up, and I think I am 
absolutely correct in saying that the present rate of taxation 
was fixed by Senator McMillan in a bill that was passed by the 
Senate. I have the report here, for which I sent. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, through the courtesy of the Sen- 
ator I will receive this information in due course, and I will 
not take the time further. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Right here I will say to the Senator that I 
will ask the Secretary to read it, because the print is very small. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

Mr. WORKS. If the Senators had given me five minutes 
more, I think I would have been ready to surrender the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will ask that it be put into the 
Recorp, if that will satisfy the Senator. 

Mr. WORKS. I have no objection to having it read, if that 
is the desire. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be in- 
serted in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Assessed valuation of property owned by the street and steam railroad companies e on grin: the amount of taxes paid by cach company for. the fiscal 
; year 8 
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Mr. REED. I apologize to the Senator from California. I 
thought he had concluded his remarks when I rose to ask a 
question. 

Mr. WORKS. No apology is necessary. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Call- 
fornia closes, I should like to have him give something of a 
statement with regard to the demand or the necessity for legis- 
lation of this kind, not that I am opposed to the legislation, 
because I am in favor of it, but I should like to be enlightened 
as to the hardships under which the inhabitants of the District 
suffer by reason of the abuse of power or exorbitant charges on 


the part of the public utilities of the District. If the Senator is 
informed on that subject I should like to have him give such 
information as he has in his possession before he closes his 
remarks, 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I want to say in the beginning 
that I do not regard this bill as being as radical or drastic 
as the Senator from Pennsylvania seems to think or as news- 
papers have tried to make it appear. 

Mr. OLIVER. I did not allude to it in that way. 


Mr. WORKS. I understood the Senator from Penusylvania 
to refer to it in that way. 
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Mr. OLIVER. Oh, no; I meant—— 

Mr. WORKS. Then I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. OLIVER. I meant in regard to the necessity of any 
legislation on the subject. I simply ask for information. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, with respect to that matter, I 
am probably not as familiar with the conditions in Washington 
as the Senator himself. I have been content, so far as that 
feature of it is concerned, to rely upon the District Commis- 
sioners. They say that it is absolutely necessary and they 
need it badly in this District, and they have been insisting for 
a long time that some legislation of this kind should be en- 
acted. Personally, I do not know what the necessities for it 
are, but I have acted upon the suggestion of the commissioners 
themselves; and the Senator from New Hampshire, I think, who 
has been very active in bringing about legislation of this kind, 
recognizes the necessity for some legislation on the subject. 
He may not be willing to go as far as I do. He may regard 
these provisions as unnecessary and drastic. I do not so re- 
gard them. But we may differ about questions of that kind. 
I think we do agree entirely that there should be some reason- 
able legislation along these lines. That is my only desire, Mr. 
President, so far as this bill is concerned. I have no personal 
interest in it one way or the other. I believe in this kind of 
legislation for the regulation of utility corporations. I think 
we should have regulations of that kind in the District of Co- 
lumbia. My only purpose is to secure a bill that will accom- 
plish that result in a reasonable and proper way.“ 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I should like to take a few 
minutes of the time of the Senate. 

In addressing my inquiry to the Senator from California, I 
did not intend to allude to either. his substitute or the bill pro- 
posed by the committee as drastic in its nature, but I want to 
elicit some information as to the real necessity in the District 
of Columbia for legislation of this sort. I was a member of 
the subcommittee which passed upon the bill, and I am cor- 
dially in favor of it, but I am not strongly impressed with the 
absolute necessity for any legislation of this kind. It was with 
a view of ascertaining the necessity for it or the demand for 
it that I interrogated the Senator from California. : 

I know, Mr. President, that when the universal-transfer 
bill, which we passed here a short time ago and which is now 
pending in the House, becomes a law, any man can ride from 
any one part of the District to another for a nickel. I have in 
my house here in Washington a telephone service consisting of 
a line of four branches, for which I pay less than half the 
amount that I pay in Pittsburgh for a line with only three 
branches in my residence there. I also know of another in- 
stance. In the little town in which I live in the summer in 
Canada, where I have still smaller service, I pay 50 per cent 
more for it than I pay for the service here in Washington. 

I do not believe that there is any strong, necessitous demand 
for legislation of this kind in the District such as there un- 
doubtedly is in the different States. The inhabitants of many 
of our States have for years been oppressed by exorbitant rail- 
road rates and by the discrimination in rates from one dis- 
trict or one town as against another. The necessity for such 
legislation in the States has existed and is being satisfied by 
legislation passed year after year. There is no such strong 
necessity for it in the District, but whatever evils may exist 
I think will be cured by the bill as proposed by the committee. 
If it is found from experience that the provisions need to be 
strengthened, they can be added to from time to time, 

But there is danger, in passing legislation of this kind, of 
overdoing it, of discouraging men from investing their money 
in these public-utilities concerns. I do not believe that we 
ought rashly to rush into legislation which is calculated to 
retard progress in such affairs or to keep men of capital from 
putting their money and their time into these enterprises and 
prevent giving to them the benefit of their experience. 

I think the bill, as reported by the committee, is fully as 
drastic and as severe as it ought to be made. If this should 
prove not to be the case, it can be amended from time to time, be- 
cause the tendency of the times is not certainly toward leniency 
in such matters but toward strictness. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will occupy but a 
moment. 

First, I will state for the benefit of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. REED], who properly asked a question about taxa- 
tion, that one of the railroad corporations of this District pays 
$100,000 in taxes on the railroad property and $11,000 on per- 
sonal estate, making $111,000; and the other corporation, known 
as the Washington Railway & Electric Co., which controls the 
small corporations that were consolidated with it a few years 
ago, pays taxation to the amount of $100,000 a year. It has 
been always considered that the taxes paid were as high as 
they ought to be, and I believe that they are. 
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Mr. President, I have believed that there ought to be a bill 
regulating the public utilities corporations of the District of 
Columbia, and in good faith and in all earnestness, and in all 
honor, I have undertaken to bring about that result. As early 
as June, 1911, I introduced a bill and followed it up by having 
consultations with the corporation counsel and the commission- 
ers and others, giving a great deal of time to its consideration, 
weeks and weeks of time, indeed. An unfortunate circumstance 
called me to my home in July and I did not return during the 
remainder of that session. 

At the beginning of this session it was taken up again, and a 
great many hours of earnest effort were put into the considera- 
tion of this bill. It is true that the bill is not precisely as the 
corporation counsel first drafted it, but the corporation counsel 
was consulted at eyer stage and agreed substantially to the 
changes that were made. 

It was not desirable to have everything in this bill. I sub- 
mitted it to Commissioner Lane, of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, with the suggestion that he should look it over, 
and his only comment was that it was too long; that there was 
too much in it; while if we had put in what the Senator from 
California has suggested to-day, in addition to what there is 
in the bill, it would have been interminably long. Commissioner 
Lane said that he had not time to give it the consideration he 
would like, but he looked upon it as a bill that accomplished 
precisely the result that was aimed at, 

Now, Mr. President, that is all I care to say. 

Mr. CUMMINS and Mr. REED addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield the floor? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Missouri, 
who, I think, desires to interrogate me. 

Mr. REED. Just a question as to the amount of revenues 
paid on the 4 per cent basis. The Senator gave us the amount 
of the taxes. I want to get the total revenue. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will give that to the Senator in a 
moment. We will take, for instance, the Capital Traction Co. 

Mr. REED. I want to get the aggregate of all the railroads. 
Can the Senator give it separately or together? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have made a calculation here. It was 
somewhat hurried, but I think it is almost entirely accurate. 
It appears that the Capital Traction Co. pays a tax of $100,000 
on the assessed value of the property. In addition to that it 
pays a tax on personal property amounting to something over 
$11,000. The other corporation, which practically controls all 
the other railroads of the city, pays a tax of $61,000 and about 
$39,000 personal tax, making in one instance a gross tax of 
$111,000 and in the other of $100,000. 

Mr. REED. That includes the 4 per cent that they pay? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Les; it includes the 4 per cent. 

Mr. REED. Can the Senator answer me one further question? 
What is their mileage, substantially? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That appears in a hearing, but I have not 
it at hand at the present time. The Washington Railway & 
Electric Co., while its receipts are probably not more than one- 
half those of the Capital Traction Co., has a much greater 
mileage. I should say offhand that the mileage of that com- 
pany is 250 miles, but I am not sure as to that. 

While I am on my feet I think it is proper I should say— 
because it is forgotten even by Senators—that while in almost 
every city of the country a 5-cent fare is paid, and the com- 
mission in Massachusetts has made a recent report recom- 
mending that it shall be increased to 6 cents in certain cities 
of that State, here we get six tickets for 25 cents, and the 
difference between six tickets for 25 cents and a straight 5-cent 
fare to the people who use these railroads amounts to some- 
thing over $700,000 a year, which goes to the benefit of the 
trayeling public. 

When I go to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
I pay my nickel fare. In Washington we pay 4% cents; and, as 
I said, the difference between a nickel fare and six tickets for a 
quarter amounts in the aggregate on all the railroad lines in the 
District to between $700,000 and $800,000, which goes into the 
pockets of the public. That ought not to be lost sight of. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield further? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I yield. 

Mr. REED. It is on another matter, but in regard to rail- 
road rates.. Is it not true that in business houses they are re- 
quired to take their telephones upon what is known as measured 
service and pay a certain amount per call? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know. I will say to the Senator 
that that is an absolute requirement. They have that system in 
operation here as elsewhere, but I do not know that they are 
not permitted to take them upon the annual scheme, I am not 
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confident as to that in business houses. The measured rates 
here are very low for telephone service. 

Mr. REED. If I am not interrupting the Senator—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 2 

Mr. REED. I want to say in regard to this contribution: to 
the public revenue by the street railway companies of Washing- 
ton that it is about one-half of the amount contributed in the 
city in which I live, although that city proper bas a much 
smaller population than Washington, and adding to that city 
Kansas City, Kans., which is commercially a part of it and to 
which the street railway company makes a contribution exactly 
similar to the one it makes in Kansas City, Mo., I think the con- 
tribution here is about one-third of the amount that is paid 
there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I make a suggestion to the Senator? 
I do not know for a certainty that it is so, but because of the 
fact that the corporations in the District of Columbia are: the 
creatures of legislation they are not permitted to extend their 
lines ad libitum if they are disposed to do it. We have denied 
the privilege of their going on a great many streets. I have 
been in cities, and the great city of St. Louis, in the Senator's 
own State, is an illustration where the city is gridironed with 
railroads. May it not be that in Kansas City there are more 
railroads and a much larger investment than in Washingtop? 
I do not know how it is. I merely suggest it as a possibility. 

Mr: REED. Of course, if a railroad had to run more miles 
of track to carry the same population its net receipts would. be 
less than if it carried that same population on a few miles of 
track. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That would not necessarily follow. We 
have great sections of the city of Washington where, in my 
judgment, there ought to be railroads, and where the people 
have not the facilities for traveling. 

Mr. REED. But they must either walk to the car line or 
walk to town. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; they get into town in some way. 

Mr. REED. I might say in addition that the physical diffi- 
culties to be overcome in my city are such that the cost of opera- 
— as well as construction must be 50 per cent higher than 

ere. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume the Senator will admit that 
which I think is a fact, that in that enterprising eity of Kansas 
City they have an overhead trolley system. 

Mr. REED. That is true. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And here we have an underground elec- 
trie system, compelled by congressional action, which costs about 
three times as much to build and costs more for maintenance. 
That makes a great difference. 

Mr. REED. I question whether it will offset the other diffi- 
culties or anything like it. There the companies pay 8 per cent 
of their gross revenues, and they have to overcome the physical 
difficulties, among other matters, of crossing the river. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They get a 5-cent fare, of course. 

Mr. REED. They get a 5-cent fare. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The men who are managing these corpo- 
rations in the District of Columbia have said to me over and 
over again, and they have said to committees of Congress, that 
if they can be permitted to charge a 5-cent fare they are pre- 
yarra to do pretty much anything that Congress will ask of 

em. 

Mr. REED. But I want to add that for many years they 
have given universal transfers in Kansas City, while in Wash- 
ington they have not given such transfers, and universal trans- 
fers amount to more in my city in the way of a reduction than 
the difference between six tickets for a quarter and five tickets 
for a quarter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, we are hoping to get universal 
transfers in Washington. The Senate has acted upon the bill, 
and I trust the Senator from Missouri will use his good influ- 
ence in the other body to see that they act upon it. 

Mr. REED. I will use whatever influence I have at any time 
to try to keep charges for public service to a fair amount. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, before the Senator from New 
Hampshire concludes his observations, I should like to make a 
suggestion to him. It is utterly impossible for all of us to 
become familiar with the details of either of these bills. It 
has been suggested that the bill originated with the chairman 
of the committee and was perfected, or at least prepared, by 
the corporation counsel of the District. Sinee that time, after 
hearings before the committee, there have been changes made 
in the original draft. The Senator from California [Mr. 
Works], as I gather it, now proposes as a substitute for the 
bill reported by the committee practically the bill as it was 
originally drawn by the corporation counsel. He has pointed 
out from his standpoint the differences between the two bills, 


I think it would be very helpful to the Senate, I know it would 
be to me, if the Senator from New Hampshire, from his point 
of view would direct the attention of the Senate to the essen- 
tial differences—not the immaterial differences, but to the essen- 
tial differences—between the bill which his committee has re- 
ported and the bill which the Senator from California now pro- 
poses as a substitute. I should like to vote intelligently upon 
the proposition now before the Senate, which is one of substi- 
tution; and if the Senator from New Hampshire will, clearly 
as he can and always does, point out the distinguishing fea- 
tures: between these two bills, I should be very much obliged to 
him and I think all who are here would be. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not think that ought 
to be required of the chairman of the committee. This bill has 
been before the Senate since the 9th day of June, 1911, in sub- 
stantially the form in which it now is. Every Senator has had 
an opportunity to examine it. When this bill was reported to 
the Senate, agreed to by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, agreed to by the corporation counsel, a certain gen- 
tleman in another body thought he would like to get up a bill. 
So he took this bill and took the commissioners’ bill and in- 
serted two. or three paragraphs in it so that it would not be 
the same bill. It is upon those changes largely that the Senator 
from California has dwelt. 

As I said a moment ago, Mr. President, this bill might have 
been made longer. There is not any limit to verbiage—to writ- 
ten verbiage. and sometimes to spoken verbiage—but the com- 
mittee thought that it ought to be condensed as much as pos- 
sible, so long as it conferred adequate authority to accomplish 
the desired ends. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 
personally has any objection to the section providing for the 
examination and ascertainment of the amount of stock and 
bonds, the original cost of the plant of the corporations, and, 
making it a double question, whether he regards that as. mere 
verbiage? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have objection to the 
changes that the Senator from California has. suggested be- 
cause I think they are all unnecessary. 

In that connection, I want to say that the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia has had a long time to consider this bill. He met 
with the Committee on the District of Columbia several times; 
he knew what we were doing; and he did not offer any amend- 
ments before the committee. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. I have given most careful attention to this 
bill. I doubt if any other member of the committee, except 
the chairman, the author of the bill, has given anything like the 
attention to it that I have. I went over it carefully, as I have 
said, with the corporation counsel, who is supposed to be com- 
petent to determine what should go into. the bill. I was not 
content with that, but I went over it very carefully with one 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia before taking 
action upon it. I suggested to the committee that I weuld like 
to propose some changes in the bill. It was then referred, as I 
said in the beginning, to a subcommittee. I had no oppor- 
tunity to meet with that committee and had no notice of their 
meetings. Then it was returned to the full committee. I was 
out of the committee when it was acted upon, and I had no 
knowledge of what action had been taken witil it was reported 
on the floor of the Senate. So I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire ought not to say that I have not given due and 
proper attention to this bill. I have, because I regard it as a 
very important piece of legislation, and I regret very much that 
Senators. are not in their seats so that they might understand 
what are the differences between the two bills. They are very 
important differences; and I think Senators ought to have an 
opportunity to compare the two bills, taking the explanation 
that I have given here on the floor of the Senate, in order to 
vote intelligently upon: this question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will now occupy the 
floor for a moment. The Senator from California can not say 
that he has been treated unfairly or discourteously by the com- 
mittee. That is not eorrect. He had every opportunity before 
the committee to offer his amendments, and it is rather an ex- 
traordinary matter for a member of a committee to sit mute 
during the consideration of a great measure, occupying weeks 
and months in its consideration, and then come before the Sen- 
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ate and say that he has got a better bill than the committee 
prepared and reported. It may be better and it may not be 
better. I will not take up all the differences that the Senator 
pointed out; but he found fault with our method of ascertaining 
the valuation of public utilities. 

Mr. President, we took the Maryland statute, which is the 
Jatest statute on that subject. The Wisconsin statute is some- 
what more elaborate and perhaps somewhat more specific in 
certain matters, and yet it was the -concensus of opinion on 
the part of those who looked into the bill that the Maryland 
statute was adequate in every respect; and, it being the latest 
statute on the subject, it was incorporated into the bill. I took 
personal occasion to make inquiry of Maryland people con- 
cerning: the workings of the statute, and they- said that it 
worked with entire satisfaction. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from New Hampshire has spoken 
now a number of times about a conference that was held with 
respect to this bill. I would like to ask who was present and 
took part in that conference at the time he says the commis- 
sioners consented to these changes being made? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The commissioners were present, or the 
engineer commissioner, who represented them, was present, 

Mr. WORKS. Was anybody present representing the utility 
corporations? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. WORKS. What corporations? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I-am not going to 
be interrogated by the Senator from California. I did consult 
the utility corporations. I think they are entitled to considera- 
tion. The Senator from California may hold a different view. 
The railroad corporations were consulted. Mr. Hamilton, on 
the part of the Capital Traction Co., was present; Mr. King 
was present a few moments on the part of the Washington 
Railway & Electric Co.; and Mr. Goldsborough was present on 
the part of the Washington Gas Light Co. They were invited 
there by me; they were consulted; and, to their credit be it 
said, Mr, President, they did not object to a public-utilities bill, 
saying that they wanted it to be an adequate bill, one that was 
workable and one that would accomplish the results that they 
knew the chairman of the committee, at least, had in view. 
They were consulted. The Maryland statute as to ascertain- 
ing values seemed to the committee to be adequate; but, in 
addition to that, there is a provision in this bill that if the 
commission has any doubt as to the elements of value they 
can go to the court and ascertain the opinion of the court 
on that subject. 

Mr. REED. Will the Senator kindly give me the number of 
that section? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is section 62. It reads: 

Sec. 62. That if at any time the commission shall be in doubt of the 
elements of value to be by them considered in arriving at the true 
valuation under the provisions of this act they are authorized and 
empowered to institute a proceeding in equity in the Supreme Court 
of the District of Columbia petitioning said court to instruct them as 
to the element or elements of value to be by them considered as afore- 
said, and the particular utility under valuation at the time shall be 
made party defendant in said action. 

That seemed to the committee to be an addition to the Mary- 
land statute and a provision that will certainly enable the 
commission to exercise their duties not only faithfully but 
effectually, and so that was placed in the bill. 

The concluding section of the substitute is what the Senator 
from California, I think, laid most stress upon. That section 
provides: À 

Sec. 106. That it shall be the duty of the commission in fixing and 
determining rates, in directing extensions and improvements, ad in 
eneral when ma g requirements under the provisions of tbis act 

at involve expenditures by or lessen the receipts of public utilities, 
and notwithstanding any other of the provisions of this act, having 
in mind the ponie interest, to require the utmost of the public utility 
that will not trench upon its constitutional right to earn a fair net 
return upon the fair value of its property used for the convenience 
of the public. 

Mr. President, that is not to be found in any public-utilities 
law that I bave had occasion to examine—and I examined them 
all, I think; and I do not see that it is necessary at all for it 
to be in the bill. It is simply a direction to the commission to 
do its duty. The provisions of the bill are adequate—they are 
specific; the duty of the commission is expressed in clear and 
unmistakable language; they are given unlimited power; and 
why we should wind up by putting a section at the close of the 
bill, telling them that they should do their duty in that regard, 
surpasses my comprehension. I do not think it is necessary; 
and for that reason I have no disposition to have it incorporated 
in the bill that is new before the Senate. 
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The Senator from California has laid stress somewhat upon 
the provision relating to stocks and bonds; but I think that the 
proyision I had inserted a few days ago is entirely adequate for 
that purpose and that the suggestion the Senator made as to 
1 of it would not result in any real service to the 
public, 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from New Hampshire understands, 
I presume, that the amendment which has been submitted here 
relating to the subject of stocks does not cover the bonds at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not cover the bonds because the 
committee did not think it was necessary to do that. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President-—- : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do. 

Mr. POMERENE. In the mind of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, what objection would there be to making the issue 
of bonds and stocks subject to the approval of the commission? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is in the bill, though I can 
net turn to the section at the present time. 

Mr. POMERENE. I think it is true that there is some pro- 
vision to the effect that the issue shall be generally subject to 
the approval of the commission. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. WORKS. There is that provision in the pending bill. 
The objection I made to it was that that portion of the section 
providing the means by which the commission could determine 
W the stock or bonds should be issued is entirely stricken 
out. 

Mr. POMERENE. My thought was that there ought to be some- 
thing in the bill limiting the purposes for which stock and 
bonds might be issued and the purposes to which the proceeds 
from the sale of the stock and bonds might be applied. To make 
myself clear, I have been informed that one of the public utility 
companies here in the city, within recent months perhaps, or at 
any rate within a short time, has not only declared cash divi- 
dends but issued stock and distributed the stock as a dividend 
when the stock is below par. 

Mr, WORKS. If the Senator will yield to me, there are three 
or four sections in the substitute bill that has been offered here 
providing for just that condition of things, and those sections, 
as I have explained to the Senate, have all been omitted from 
the pending bill. 

Mr. POMERENE. The Senator has just called attention to 
the fact which I had in mind. I want to ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire what, if any, objection there could be to limit- 
ing the purposes for which stock or bonds might be issued, and, 
secondly, limiting the purposes to which the proceeds of the 
sale of the stock and bonds might be applied in order to prevent 
the excessive issue of stock, or, in other words, watered stock? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Weli, Mr. President, I do not think that 
is necessary. The powers of the commission are very complete 
in the matter of increasing stock issues, and, after all, it is in 
the hands of Congress. I do not know of any occasion in 
recent years where a dividend of that kind has been paid by 
any public utility corporation. I think that some years ago 
there was a case of that kind, but I have an impression that 
the rates that are now being exacted for public utility service 
in this District are not such as to give public utility corporations 
much chance to declare dividends of that kind. 

When I commenced, Mr. President, only a few years ago, to 
take up the question of the price of gas in the District of 
Columbia it was $1.25 in Washington and $1.50 in Georgetown. 
The price is now 85 cents in both cities; and I had hoped for a 
still further reduction in the near future, which I trust will 
come. They are not making inordinate profits, so far as I can 
ascertain, and I have made very diligent inquiry along those 
lines. The railroad companies have not made inordinate profits. 
If the Senator will take the hearings before the Committee on 
the District of Columbia on the universal-transfer bill, if Mr. 
Hamilton, who is one of the best known and most respected 
citizens in the District of Columbia, is to be believed, the 
Capital Traction Co. did not make any profits last year, except 
$4,000, I believe, and they are now required to dispense with 
all their trailers and buy a complete outfit of new cars, which 
is going to cost hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

One or two of the lines of the Washington Railway & Electric 
Co. have been profitable, but they took over the control of 9 or 
10 other lines, no one of which was paying its running expenses, 
and that corporation is certainly not making any inordinate 
profits, They are getting along fairly well, but I do not think we 
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want to tie these corporations up and put them in a position 
where they can not give either adequate facilities or make 
adequate improvements, I am in fayor of looking upon these 
corporations as being controlled by men who have some civic 
pride and some interest in this great city that we are all trying 
to develop and improve. I want to give them a little leeway, 
and I think they ought to have it. 

I do not believe that the amendment the Senator suggests 
would improve the bill we are now considering; and, as I acted 
somewhat upon the advice of Commissioner Lane, who said to 
me that the only trouble was that the bill was too long and had 
too much verbiage in it, I have felt like abbreviating it rather 
than enlarging it. I hope that the vote will be taken directly 
upon the proposed substitute and then upon the bill. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. May I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I want to ask whether these 
franchises were granted in perpetuity or for a limited time? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think they were granted in perpetuity, 
subject to repeal by Congress. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am opposed on principle to 
any franchises being granted in perpetuity, and it seems to 
me 

Mr. GALLINGER. We never have passed any bill since I 
have been connected with the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, which covers a period of 21 years, where we did not in 
the closing section provide that the bill could be altered, 
amended, or repealed by Congress. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Is that the case in this bill 
now proposed ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I have no desire whatever 
to discourage any of the public-seryice corporations, but when 
it comes to determining whether or not they are earning exces- 
sive profits, with all due respect to the testimony which was 
offered before the Committee on the District of Columbia, I 
think it may be safely concluded that we will know more on that 
subject after we shall have had an investigation by the public- 
utilities commission. 

During the hearings which we held the president of one of 
these companies, when inquiry was made of him as to whether 
they could give transfers free of charge, reminded the committee 
that they were taking the wrong tack, and that instead of at- 
tempting to decrease the prices of transfers and of tickets they 
ought to be permitted to increase them. 

Mr, President, I think, without meaning any reflection upon 
any of the officials who appeared before that committee, it can 
be safely stated that there are very few public utility corpora- 
tions in this country that make excessive profits, if we are to 
accept their judgment, They are constantly watering their 
stock, and I think the stock of at least some of the public 
utility corporations in this District has been watered. The fact 
of the matter is that a goodly part of it is water. 

In an editorial which was printed in one of the Washington 
papers a few months ago, the capitalization of the street rail- 
way companies was given, together with mileage and capitaliza- 
tion per mile. In the case of the Capital Traction Co., the capi- 
tal stock issued was $16,000,000, the mileage of tracks was 28.588 
miles, indicating that the capitalization per mile was $559,675. 
In the statements made before the District Committee the 
presidents of these companies were not able to give us very 
definite information as to what the cost of construction would 
be. One of the presidents, who said that the railway companies 
could not afford to give free transfers, was not able to tell us 
whether the cost per mile was $100,000-or $200,000. His com- 
pany, the Washington Railway & Electric Co., is capitalized at 
$27,995,018; the mileage of that system was 83.26 miles, and the 
capitalization per mile was $336,260. 

Is not the public interested in knowing whether there has 
been any watered stock? Ought we not to provide in this bill 
that hereafter there may not be other and larger issues of 
stock or of bonds unless the commission knows the purpose for 
which these issues are made and the purpose for which the 
proceeds which are derived from the sale of the stock and bonds 
are to be applied? Must we not have all of these facts in order 
that we may be able to ascertain what is a reasonable rate of 
fare, and what is not? 

The Senator refers to the fact that in some New England 
towns there was an attempt to increase the fare over and above 
5 cents. I want to say that if it were necessary for the street 
car companies, in order to keep the service and facilities in 
this District up to a high plane, to charge 6 cents or 7 cents, I 
would fayor such a rate; but if it should be shown, after an 
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investigation, that these corporations can earn a reasonable 
profit upon their investment, properly and reasonably capital- 
ized, and charge only 4 cents for it, I am in favor of that. It 
does not do to say that it is necessary to charge 5 cents in 
order that these corporations may do business and do it at a 
reasonable profit. It has been otherwise demonstrated in the 
country. 

In Detroit the fare is 3 cents. In Cleveland they charge 3 
cents and have the right to increase or decrease the fare in 
order that there may be a reasonable return upon the inyest- 
ment. A part of the time they haye charged for transfers 1 
cent and a portion of the time that has been rebated; but the 
critics will say that they have not as good a system there as ` 
exists here in Washington; that it is the overhead system and 
not the underground system. I recognize the fact that the 
underground system requires a greater investment than the 
overhead system, but that does not justify us in coming to the 
conclusion that a 5-cent fare is a reasonable fare. 

In the city of Columbus they sell seven tickets for a quarter, 
with a proviso in the franchise to the effect that when the 
gross receipts shall amount to one and three-quarter million 
dollars per annum they shall be compelled to sell eight tickets 
for a quarter, and if it had not been for the strike during the 
past year the people of the city of Columbus would be riding 
now with eight tickets for a quarter. 

These are only incidents to the main question before the 
Senate, namely, that there should be vested in this commission 
some authority to determine the extent of the issues of the 
stock and of the bonds, to the end not only that the stock- 
holders may have a fair return for their investment, but that 
the public shall not be required to pay more than they ought to 
pay for the accommodations which they receive. To that end, 
it seems to me that there should be some provision in this bill 
controlling the purposes for which stock and bonds may be 
issued. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from California? 

Mr. POMERENE. Certainly. 

Mr. WORKS. In view of that statement of the Senator from 
Ohio, I call his attention to sections 76 to 79 of the amendment 
that I have offered, which covers exactly what he insists should 
go in the bill, Those provisions are not contained in the bill 
now pending. 

Mr. POMERENE. I had in mind the amendments which 
the Senator has proposed, and I was a little bit curious to know 
what objection there could be to the insertion of those provi- 
sions in the bill before the Senate. It seems to me that the 
excuse is rather lame when it is said that to insert them will 
increase the verbiage of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not say only that. I said they 
were unnecessary, in my judgment, as the commission had the 
power. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope a vote will be taken. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I certainly do not want to ob- 
struct the passage of a good measure, and I say frankly that 
in the press of other matters I have not given to this bill any- 
thing like thorough consideration. But there are one or two 
matters which have been sharply brought out by this debate 
which, I think, are the very keystones that ought to be put into 
any bill. 

It is utterly useless to talk about a bill being too long or too 
short. If we are going to draw a bill, we can afford to use 
enough words to cover the subject; and this bill is long enough 
to cover the subject. The Lord, as well as the man who drew 
it, knows that. It is not the length of a law, it is the quality 
of a law which determines whether it is of any value or not. 

By way of parenthises, I want to remark that I have not 
much confidence in a proposition which proposes to leave the 
question of the regulation of the charges of public utilities to 
the owner of the public utility upon the ground that he is a re- 
spectable gentleman and possesses great civic pride. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Missouri will permit 
me, I made no such statement as that. I did not intimate it. 

Mr. REED. I think that the Record will show that the Sen- 
ator used substantially this language—that he believed in leay- 
ing these gentlemen some leeway, and that they were men pos- 
sessed of civic pride; and I at the time wrote “ civic pride” on 
a card, so that I would not forget it, for I have heard that argu- 
ment before, coming from the lips of gentlemen who were pro- 
prietors of institutions and who wanted to regulate public 
charges by their civic pride. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. REED. I do not mean by what I have said to intimate 
that the Senator used it in the sense those gentlemen did. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I meant 
simply to say that I happen to be one of those who do not 
think a man at the head of a public utility is an outcast. I 
think he is entitled to consideration and his views are entitled 
to consideration, and because of that feeling I did consult those 
gentlemen in regard to this bill. 

Mr. REED. There is no man in the Senate who believes in 
making an outcast of any man because he has money. ‘There 
in no man in the Senate who has the slightest desire in his 
heart to impose a hardship upon any public utility of the 
District of Columbia or of the United States. Some of us 
differ from other Members of the Senate as to what may be 
a proper charge, but upon the fundamental proposition that 
every public utility is entitled te a fair and just return upon 
its honest investment, there is no difference of opinion in the 
Senate of the United States or among honest men anywhere. 

But coming back to the question I was talking about, I have 
always found that when a man has a large sum of money in- 
vested in an enterprise, he gets his civic pride so involved in 
the question of losses and profits that his civic pride is con- 
trolled by the question of dividends. So I am not willing to 
leave this bill to that kind of settlement. 

As to the length of this bill, it is long enough, but there 
are one or two things that ought to go into any law or any 
bill that proposes to give to a eourt or to a board the right of 
regulation of charges; and the first question that must be de- 
termined by any board or any court when it comes to fix 
charges is, What is the value of the investment upon which 
returns are to be had; what elements enter into the question 
of value? 

It has been fought out in the courts of every State, not once, 
but hundreds of times, and the great difficulty has always been 
to determine what shall be counted as an element of value. 

The contention has been made, and has been successfully 
made, time and again in the courts that a franchise—the right 
to do business—is an element of value, and companies have 
been permitted to have considered as an element of value their 
franchise, their right to do business, although their franchise 
was granted to them by the public without charge. ; 

They have also contended that the question of value is affected 
and measured by the amount of the income. They contended 
for that in the great Gas case in the city of New York. ‘The 
result of that logic, of course, is, if you are to measure the 
yalue of a plant by the amount of its income, the more you 
increase the income the more you increase the value of the 
plant, so that no regulation of rates can result. 

Now, all this makes it plain that there should be, in any bill 
which proposes to give to a board or to a court the right to fix 
rates, some rule by which it can estimate values, and so I say 
that this bill should contain the very plain and simple words 
that in estimating the value the court or the board shall not 


consider the franchise rights of the company or the question of | 


its earning capacity. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Am I not correct in saying that while 
that is a popular thought, the Supreme Court of the United 
States decided in the Consolidated Gas Co, case that a franchise 
had a value? 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir; they did so decide. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thought so. 

Mr. REED. And because they so decided is the very reason 
why we should exclude it here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is, we ought—— 

Mr. REED. If the Senator from New Hampshire will par- 
don me—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. REED. So that I will not have my statement inter- 
rupted, the Supreme Court decision in that case, in which they 
admitted the franchise as an element of value, was based in 
part upon the peculiar facts of that case, so that it may well be 
said to be a mooted question whether a company has a right 
to have its franchise charged as an element of value or not, and 
because it is a mooted question that doubt should be removed 
and these companies should be made to accept a valuation which 
excludes from it that which the public gave them of free grace. 
always allowing them a fair return upon the money they have 
actually inyested. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. REED. Just one second, and I will yield. That can be 
done and that can be compelled, if it be true as the Senator has 
said, that we have the power of revocation; and it should be 
done. What is more abhorrent to the sense of justice than 
that an institution operating upon the streets of a city, by the 
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grace of the city, should be allowed to tax the public upon the 
free gift which it received? I yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he desires, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think any corporation in this 
District has insisted that there was a special value to its fran- 
chise. I was going to ask the Senator if the fact that.a corpo- 
ration is a going concern has not some connection with the 
value of the property? 

Mr. REED. Oh, certainly; the fact that it is a going con- 
cern is a matter to be considered in this way. No man would 
propose to go out here and value, as a piece of second-hand 
material, a new steel rail that had been put down on the 
ground and used a week. They are entitled to have the prop- 
erty valued fairly as a going concern, and those elements of 
yalue which properly belong ought always to be considered. 
But if you propose to say that the franchises of the companies 
in this city are worth $10,000,000 or $20,000,000 and add that 
to the value, and then permit a charge to be made which will 
pay interest and dividends not only upon the real value of their 
plants, but upon the franchise value, manifestly that would be 
unjust to the people of Washington. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, nobody 
has ever dreamed that anything of that kind has happened, and 
it is within the power of Congress at any moment to regulate 
all those things. It is within the power of Congress to say that 
these companies, if they are making inordinate profits, shall 
carry passengers for 2 cents or 1 cent. 

Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, we are doing this thing now, 
and why not do that right now? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; we are putting in the hands of a com- 
mission the power to do that thing 

Mr. REED. Exactly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To determine rates. 

Mr. REED. But you have not specified in the bill, as I 
understand it, that in fixing the value they shall exclude fran- 
chise value. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have put in the bill authority to the 
commission to estimate the fair value of the property, and if 
they are in any doubt that they may go to the Supreme Court— 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To ascertain what is the fair value or 
what are the elements that should enter into the fair value. 

Mr. REED. But that leaves it just exactly where it would 
be if you had not said a word about the value. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. The fair value of the property.” That is what 
every corporate attorney would want written into a bill or into 
a franchise. The fair value of the property,“ and then he 
says “ my franchise is a part of my property, and upon that fran- 
chise I am entitled to a return.” That is the very thing which 
ought to be guarded now, and it is no answer to say that Con- 
gress may hereafter guard against it because we are now en- 
acting a bill dealing with that very subject matter. Why not 
deal with it now? Why wait for the future? Will these com- 
panies object; and if they do object, upon what sound ground 
can they base the objection to a line or two in this bill which 
shall provide the basis upon which the commission shall act? 

I insist, Mr. President, that it should go into this bill, and 
eyen if it should take several words to say it, it ought to go into 
the bill, and I trust that the bill will not be passed with that 
important provision omitted. 

„ Mr. President, I trust the question will 
pu 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 

Mr. WORKS. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that a yote upon such an important matter ought not to be 
taken with so few of the Senators present. I do not care to put 
Senators to trouble by suggesting the absence of a quorum, but 
I should like to have a full attendance here when the bill is 
yoted upon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from California agree 
to vote upon the bill and all amendments at 4 o'clock to- 
morrow? 

Mr. WORKS. I haye no objection. 

Mr. LEA. Before that is done, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire if I am not correct in stating that the 
present bill is approved by the District Commissioners and was 
drawn by the corporation counsel of the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The report was made on the bill that is 
now before us. 

Mr LEA. Is not that the bill which was approyed by the 
District Commissioners? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. The bill that is now before us was 
submitted to the District Commissioners, and they made a 
report on it. They went outside of their usual function to 
offer comment upon a bill that was before the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I never could understand why they did it, but they 
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did, and they compared certain provisions in it with certain 
provisions in the House bill, suggesting that two provisons, I 
think, in the House bill were a little more specific than in this 
bili and that one section in the House bill which they thought 
was a good provision was not in this bill. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to say to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that if he had been here this afternoon he would have 
heard the statement made as to the character of the report 
made by the commissioners upon both of these bills. 

Mr. LEA. I did not 

Mr. WORKS. The report on the bill that I offered as a 
substitute was unqualified in favor of the passage of the bill. 
The report upon the pending bill was favorable in a general 
way, and then they went on to point out in what respects it 
was defective in comparison with the one I offered as a substi- 
tute. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor. 
These two reports are in print. The Senator can examine them, 
rather than to be governed by anyone’s statement. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to have the Senator do that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that a vote on this bill and all 
pending amendments and all other amendments be taken to- 
morrow not later than 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I have no objections to yoting upon this 
amendment at 4 o'clock to-morrow, but I know at least one 
Senator who is absent who wants to offer some additional 
amendments. He is not here, and he might want to offer and 
discuss those amendments after this amendment shall have been 
disposed of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If we are going to wait for a Senator 
who is absent, I will say that I have a great deal of other work 
to do, and this bill can remain upon the calendar for some time 
to come. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to understand, in connection with 
the request of the Senator from New Hampshire, to what hour 
the Senate will adjourn. Of course, if the Senate should ad- 
journ until 2 o'clock to-morrow it would give a very short time 
to dispose of the bill, and I would not want to give consent to 
his request, for it would give only two hours. But if the Senate 
is to adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow, I think it would give 
ample time. 


Mr, LEA. Mr. President—— 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Tennessee per- 
mit me. 


Mr. LEA. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now I ask unanimous consent that the 
vote on the bill and all pending amendments may be taken not 
later than 4 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. LEA. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
desire to object to the request, or does he desire to discuss the 
matter before the request is put? 

Mr. LEA. I merely wish to say that I thought the suggestion 
of the Senator from California in regard to not voting on the 
bill this afternoon a good one, and I think, to-morrow being 
Saturday, the same situation will occur, and if the request is 
insisted upon I shall, for that reason, object to it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I shall have to object to any request which 
provides that we shall vote upon all amendments at 4 o'clock 
to-morrow without further debate. I know Senators are away 
who can not be here on account of —— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask unanimous consent that the 
pending bill and the substitute may be printed together in paral- 
lel columns, so that we can see the difference between them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE PRO TEMPORE, 


Mr. SMOOT. On account of what will be the enforced 
absence of the President of the Senate, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] be 
designated to act as President of the Senate on Monday, the 
IIth, and Tuesday, the 12th, of next week. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is entered. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 244), 
which was read, considered by unanimous. consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him that the Senate has elected Augustus O. Bacon, 
a Senator from the State of Georgia, President of the Senate pro 
tempore, to hold and exercise the office in the absence of the Vice 
President on Monday and Tuesday, March 11 and 12, 1912. 


Mr. SMOOT submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 245), 
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary notify the House of Representatives 
that the Senate has elected AUGUSTUS O. Bacon, a Senator from the 
State of Georgia, President of the Senate pro tempore, to hold and 
exercise the office in the absence of the Vice President on Monday and 
Tuesday, March 11 and 12, 1912. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. BURTON. There is pending a treaty which was par- 
tially considered a few days ago. It will take probably five 
minutes to complete its consideration. 

Mr. SMOOT. I moye, then, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 40 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as no unanimous-consent agree- 
ment was reached to-day for a vote on the public-utilities bill, 
I move that the order ¢f the Senate fixing the hour of meeting 
to-morrow at 12 o’clock be reconsidered. : 

Mr. REED. If we are going to vote on the public-utilities bill 
at 4 o'clock to-morrow under the unanimous-consent agreement, 
it would make the time for the discussion of the measure very 
short, if we are to meet at 2 o'clock instead of at 12. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was not given. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The fact that unanimous consent was not 
given for the final disposition of the bill and amendments is 
the reason why I make the motion. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to reconsider the order fixing 
the hour of 12 o’clock m. to-morrow will be agreed to, and the 
Senate will assemble at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, March 
9, 1912, at 2 o’clock p. m. . 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1912. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


INFANTRY ARM, 


Lieut. Col. William L. Buck, Fifth Infantry, to be colonel 
from March 2, 1912, under the provisions of ah act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1911, in accordance with the rank he would 
have been entitled to hold had promotion been lineal throughout 
his arm of service since the date of his entry into the arm to 
which he permanently belongs. 

Lieut. Col. Arthur C. Ducat, Twentieth Infantry, to be colonel 
from March 2, 1912, vice Col. Alfred Reynolds, Twenty-second 
Infantry, retired from active service March 1, 1912. 

Maj. Frederick Perkins, Infantry, unassigned, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 2, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. Arthur C, Ducat, 
Twentieth Infantry, promoted. 

Maj. William P. Burnham, Twentieth Infantry, to be leu- 
tenant colonel from March 2, 1912; vice Lieut. Col. William L. 
Buck, Fifth Infantry, advanced to the grade of colonel under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved March 3, 1911. 

Capt. La Roy S. Upton, Infantry, unassigned, to be major from 
March 2, 1912, vice Maj. William P. Burnham, Twentieth In- 
fantry, promoted. 

Capt. Harry A. Smith, Twenty-ninth Infantry, to be major 
from March 2, 1912, vice Maj. Frederic D. Evans, Seventeenth 
Infantry, detailed as adjutant general on that date. 

First Lieut. Kirwin T. Smith, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from March 2, 1912, vice Capt. Harry A. Smith, Twenty-ninth 
Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. William W. Bessell, Thirteenth Infantry, to be 
captain from March 2, 1912, vice Capt. William M. Goodale, 
First Infantry, detailed as paymaster on that date. 

Second Lieut. James G. Taylor, Seventh Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant from March 2, 1912, vice First Lieut. William W. 
Bessell, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


Lieut. Col. Edward Burr, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from March 2, 1912, vice Col. Thomas L. Casey, retired from 
active service March 1, 1912. 


3032 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 8, 


Maj. William V. Judson, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant 
colonel from March 2, 1912, vice Lieut. Col. Edward Burr, 
promoted. 

Capt. Thomas H. Jackson, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from March 2, 1912, vice Maj. William V. Judson, promoted. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 


First Lieut. Mark L. Ireland, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
captain from March 5, 1912, vice Capt. Henry H. Scott, retired 
from active service March 4, 1912. 

Second Lieut. Clement C. Heth, Coast Artillery Corps, to be 
first lieutenant from March 5, 1912, vice First Lieut. Mark L. 
Ireland, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY, 
MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants with rank from March 4, 1912. 


Frederick William Baeslack, of Michigan. 
Alexander Willis Blain, jr., of Michigan, 
Henry Colmore Bradford, of Virginia. 
James Nathaniel Jenne, of Vermont. 
Frederick Clyde Lamar, of Missouri. 
John Rich MeDill, of the District of Columbia. 
William Keith Mittendorf, of New York, 
Randell Hunt, of Louisiana. 

Edward Clarence Rumer, of Michigan. 
Meyer Maurice Stark, of New York. 
Willis Bryant Jones, of Georgia. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. | 
To be second licutenants with rank from March 6, 1912. 


Clarence Leslie Gilbert, of Texas. 
Arthur Eugene Rowland, of Maryland. 
Leon R. Cole, of Michigan. 

Lee Roland Watrous, jr., of Connecticut. 
Joseph Dowd Brown, of Iowa. 
Spencer Bridgman Lane, of Oregon. 
Paul Leo Ferron, of Pennsylvania. 
Leslie MacDill, of Indiana. 

Charles Augustus French, of Oregon. 
John Albert Hoag, of New York. 
Oscar A. Eastwold, of Minnesota. 
“William Hooper Jouett, of California. 
Earl Herbert Metzger, of Maryland. 


, PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Pierre L. Wilson to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the 3d day of August, 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

Ensign Alfred W. Brown, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade) in the Navy from the 13th day of September, 1911, upon 
the completion of three years’ service as an ensign. 

Lieut. Wilbert ‘Smith to be a lieutenant commander in the 
Navy from the 10th day of February, 1912, to fill a vacancy. 

Chaplain William H. I. Reaney, with the rank of commander, 
to be a chaplain in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 
28th day of February, 1912. 

Chaplain John F. Fleming, with the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander, to be a chaplain in the Navy, with the rank of com- 
mander, from the 28th day of February, 1912. 

Chaplain Exan W. Scott, with the rank of lieutenant, to be a 
chaplain in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, 
from the 28th day of February, 1912. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 12th day of February, 1912, upon the 
completion of three years’ service as ensigns: 

Albert M. Cohen, 

George McC. Courts, 

John S. Barleon, 

Jacob L. Hydrick, 

Louis F. Thibault, 

Henry R. Keller, 

George H. Laird, 

Harold V. McKittrick, 

Henry G. Shonerd, 

Thomas A. Symington, 

Robert C. Giffen, 

George M. Ravenscroft, 

William T. Smith, 

Clarence McC. MeGill, 

Charles T. Blackburn, and 

George T. Swasey, jr. > 

Boatswain Christopher Murray to be a chief boatswain in 
the Navy from the 23d day of February, 1912, upon the com- 
pletion of six years’ service as a boatswain. 


Boatswain John P. Judge to be a chief boatswain in the Navy 
from the 23d day of February, 1912, upon the completion of 
six years’ service as a boatswain. 

Machinist Olay Johnson to be a chief machinist in the Navy 
from the 23d day of February, 1912, upon the completion of 
years’ service as a machinist, 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

John L. Burke, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be register of the 

land office at Rapid City, vice Loomis S. Cull, resigned. 
PosSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 

W. L. Brown to be postmaster at Corona, Cal., in place of 
George Brown. Incumbent's commission expires March 11, 1912. 

Thomas E. Knox to be postmaster at Livermore, Cal., in place 
of Thomas E. Knox. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1912. 

GEORGIA, 

Terrell C. Peterson to be postmaster at Fort Gaines, Ga., in 
place of Terrell C. Peterson, Incumbent's commission expired 
February 27, 1912, 

KENTUCKY. 

James P. Hutcheson to be postmaster at Owenton, Ky., in 
place of James P. Hutcheson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
April 2, 1912. i 

Everett P. Taylor to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, Ky., in 
place of Everett P. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 24, 1912. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


George W. Cutting to be postmaster at Weston, Mass., in place 
of George W. Cutting. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 10, 1911. 

Orick H. Kelley to be postmaster at North Plymouth, Mass., 
in place of Orick H. Kelley. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 30, 1912. 

MICHIGAN. 

Mathew J. Orr to be postmaster at Fennyille, Mich., in place 

of Albert J. Capen, resigned. 
MINNESOTA. 

Wilfred D. Oleson to be postmaster at Isanti, Minn. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1912. 

Arthur H. Rowland to be postmaster at Tracy, Minn., in place 
of Arthur H. Rowland. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 21, 1912. 

Sievren Swanson to be postmaster at Moose Lake, Minn, 
Office became presidential October 1, 1911. 

Frederick C. Talboys to be postmaster at Aurora, Minn., in 
place of Abram L. Vanderpoel. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 9, 1911. 

NEW YORK. 


Frank E. Colburn to be postmaster at Medina, N. Y., in place 
of Frank E. Colburn. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 11, 1912. 

OHIO. 

O. W. Whitney to be postmaster at Sunbury, Ohio, in place of 
Ezra L. Gill. Incumbents commission expired December 18, 
1911. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Herbert L. Bowen to be postmaster at Spartansburg, Pa., in 
place of Mary A. Thomson. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 17, 1911. 

Dallas J. Smith to be postmaster at Parsons, Pa., in place of 
3 J. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires March 10, 

William Williams to be postmaster at Great Bend, Pa., in 
place of Fred G. Trowbridge. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 28, 1912. 

UTAH, 


Dennis Wood to be postmaster at Nephis, Utah, in place of 
Dennis Wood. Incumbent's commission expires March 10, 1912, 
WASHINGTON. 

Peter N. Johnson to be postmaster at St. John, Wash., in 
place of Francis M. Clow. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 2, 1912. 

- WEST VIRGINIA. 

John F. Lewis to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, W. Va., in 
place of John F. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 29, 1912. 

Wilbur H. Veach to be postmaster at Farmington, W. Va., in 
place of J. Howard Coleman, resigned. 
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WISCONSIN. 

Henry J. Goddard to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, Wis., 
in place of Henry J. Goddard. Incumbent’s commission expires 
April 9, 1912. 

Robert A. McDonald to be postmaster at Grand Rapids, Wis., 
in place of Robert A. McDonald. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 26, 1912. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1912. 
UNITED States DISTRICT JUDGE. 
George M. Bourquin to be United States district judge, dis- 
trict of Montana. 
* CONSULS. 
Julean H. Arnold to be consul at Chefoo, China. 
Claude E. Guyant to be consul at Salina Cruz, Mexico. 
Douglas Jenkins to be consul at Gottenborg, Sweden, 
Alfred S. Northrup to be consul at Trebizond, Turkey, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Commander Chester M. Knepper to be a captain. 
Commander Charles M. Fahs to be a captain. 
Assistant Paymaster George P. Shamer to be a passed assist- 
ant paymaster. . 
Prof. Henry M. Paul to be a professor of mathematics, with 
the rank of captain. 
Prof. Walter S. Harshman to be a professor of mathematics, 
with the rank of commander. 
Ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade): 
Carl T. Osburn, 
William S. Farber, 
Archibald D. Turnbull, and 
William F. Cochrane, jr. 
Passed Asst. Surg. John F. Murphy to be a surgeon. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 
Francis D. Crable, Tombstone. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Warren A. Woods, Suisun City. 
` GEORGIA, 
John A. Crawford, Dalton. 
ILLINOIS, 
Fred Frazier, Viola. 
Lizzie P. McKnight, Alexis. 
Samuel S. Yolton, Villa Grove. 
INDIANA, 
Albert F. Shaw, Osgood. 
KANSAS, 
James H. Cleaver, Glasco. 
Sheridan Crumrine, Longton. 
Everett G. Gillidett, Plains. 
Charles H. Kurtz, Mulberry. 
Roberta H. McBlain, Fort Riley. 
George G. Nutter, Cuba. 
MARYLAND, 
Walter A. Aaronson, Aberdeen. 
MICHIGAN, 
Martin W. Coon, Ashley. 
Fabius A. Fisk, Colon. 
Frank McIntyre, Cheboygan. 
MONTANA, 
Louis V. Bogy, Chinook. 
Bruce R. MeNamer, Cut Bank. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Jesse C. Parker, Hillsboro. 
NEW YORK. 
Mare D. Johnson, Randolph. 
OHIO. 
John F. White, Logan. 
OREGON. 
Alfred F. Linegar, Coquille. 
Virgil B. Staples, Vale. 
WASHINGTON. 
John F. Spangle, Cheney. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
Emerson E. Deitz, Richwood. 
Herbert P. Graham, Keystone. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, March 8, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, strengthen, we beseech Thee, our moral 
and spiritual fiber, that we may resist all the forms of tempta- 
tion which assail us and with firm and steadfast reliance in 
Thee our God and our Father follow after the things which 
make for righteousness in the individual, in the home, in the 
State, the Nation, that we may exemplify in our daily life what 
we know to be right in Thy sight and in the sight of our fellow 
men, to the glory and honor of Thy holy name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. J. M. C. SMITH, 
leave was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, 


`| without leaving copies, the papers in the case of Edward Cun- 


ningham (H. R. 10766), no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. AMES. On February 26, on page 2483 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL Recorp, it appears that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Goop] made the following statement about me, which is to the 
detriment of my character and honesty, and affects my position 
as a Member of this body. I ask the Clerk to read from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I was amazed beyond my power to explain that that statement should 
have been made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. I can recall 
that a few months ago, when the gentleman from Massachusetts, when 
the cotton bill was under discussion, said that he did not own stock and 
was not interested in cotton mills, but that members of his family did 
own stock and were interested in them. The other day, when the Army 
pg i bill was before the House, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Ames] said that he did not own stock in ammunition con- 
eerns, but that members of his family did. 

I want to raise the question now and bave it settled once for all that 
not on the floor of this House, while I am a Member of it at least, will 
I have my integrity impugned by a man who stands here not as a Rep- 
resentative, but as a person representing members of his family who are 
stockholders in concerns that would receive dividends under contracts 
that might be awarded. I believe that Members on the floor of this 
House should represent an American constituency, a constituency of 
men, and not a constituency of family members demanding dividends 
earned on Government contracts. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I regret the necessity that compels 
the following statements with reference to the gentleman from 
Iowa. To destroy his reputation for honesty and sincerity 
would not repair the injustice he has attempted to saddle upon 
me or right the wrong of his baseless accusations. 

But to protect this membership from such attacks and to 
properly refute his accusations I feel in duty bound to show 
that one can not accept as facts these statements made by the 
gentleman from Iowa, whether they be made about others or 
about himself. 

Mr. Speaker, in my remarks of the 26th of February, which 
formed the basis for the unwarranted attack upon me by the 
gentleman from Iowa, I did not impugn either his integrity 
or his motives. 

In order to show how impossible it is for rational men to 
accept as fact these statements by the gentleman from Iowa, 
I desire to take his remarks concerning me, paragraph by para- 
graph, and analyze the same, to the end that those who hear 
or read may understand the curious results of the mental 
processes of the gentleman from Iowa. 

On pages 2483 and 2484, CONGBESSIONAL RECORD, February 
26, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] began his misstate- 
ment of facts concerning myself and the so-called Ammunition 
Trust, which trust exists only in a neurotic imagination. 

The first paragraph of his remarks concerning me reads as 
follows: A 

A few days ago, when the Army Ee bill was before the 
House, I had something to say on the question of the Powder Trust. 
After I had taken my seat I was called out of the Chamber, and my 
attention was not ed to some remarks made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Ames] until they appeared in the Recorp. I was 
in hopes he would be here to-day, as I told him I expected to discuss 
this bill and to refer to his remarks. I was amazed when I came to 
read his remarks to find that not only the accuracy of my statements 
was questioned, but the good faith and sincerity with which I made 
them was also questioned. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, can that paragraph convey any meaning 
to the normal mind other than that the gentleman from Iowa 
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intended us to believe that he was out of the room when I made 
my remarks concerning him and to which he took exception; 
and also that I questioned his good faith and sincerity in his 
absence? 

And, in addition, does not his statement therein read to make 
us believe that his attention had not been called to my remarks 
until afterwards, when he read the RECORD? 

But what are the facts in the case, Mr. Speaker? The facts 

that the gentleman from Iowa seems to have shunned. 

The gentleman from Iowa was in the room, and not only in 
the room but listening to my remarks, and not only listening 
to my remarks but also interrupting them; and the proof of this 
fact lies in his interrupting me and asking that I yield, which 
I did. And his interrupting statement appears sandwiched into 
my remarks on page 2118 of the Recorp. And, furthermore, 
it was not until after I had used the major part of my first 
five minutes that the gentleman from Iowa left the Chamber, 
and only then in the face of my earnest verbal protest against 
his leaving. This protest of mine is shown in the eleyenth 
line, second column, on that page. 

And, further, after his departure I made no reference to the 
gentleman, except on the forty-ninth line, same page and col- 
umn, where I expressed my doubt as to the information he had 

_ given us, as will be seen by reference to my remarks. 

In addition, I challenge the gentleman from Iowa to verify 
his statement in the first paragraph that in my remarks—to 
which he took exception—I questioned either his good faith or 
his sincerity. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. AMES. Certainly. 

Mr. GOOD. I will say that in the statement I made I did 
not disclaim hearing all of the gentleman’s remarks, I stated 
that I did not hear all of his remarks. I was called from the 
Chamber immediately upon taking my seat by a newspaper 
reporter, and sat in the lobby for at least two or three min- 
utes, and then told him he would have to excuse me. If the 
gentleman will look over my remarks carefully, he will note 
that I said I did not hear all his remarks. I at no time claimed 
that I did not hear some of the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. AMES. Mr. Speaker, I will read what the gentleman 
said in his remarks: 

A few days ago, when the Army appropriation bill was before the 
House, I had something to say on the question of the Powder Trust. 
After I had taken my seat I was called out of the Chamber, and my 
attention was not called to some remarks made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. AMES] until they appeared in the RECORD. I was 
in hopes he would be here to-day, for I told him I expected to discuss 
this bill and to refer to his remarks. I was amazed, when I came to 
read his remarks, to find that not only the accuracy of wos Beng 
was questioned, but the good faith and sincerity with which I made 
them was also questioned. 

Now, the facts in the case were that the gentleman from Iowa 
was in the room; and he was not only in the room listening to 
my remarks, and he was not only listening, but interrupted 
them, but after leaying the room, which he did against my 
verbal protest, I said nothing against the gentleman from Iowa 
except in one or two lines. And after the gentleman left the 
room there was nothing that could be construed as an attack 
on him, as anyone who will read the remarks will see. 

And in addition, whether the gentleman was in the room or 
not, or whether he heard my remarks or not, or had his atten- 
tion called to them or not, I challenge the gentleman from Iowa 
to verify his statement in the Recorp, and in the first para- 

graph of his remarks, that in my remarks to which he took 
exception I questioned either his good faith or his sincerity. 

In his presence and to his face I called his speech a neurotic 
attack upon a perfectly defensible, honestly conducted in- 
dustry—the manufacture of ammunition—and then explained 
later what I meant by neurotic. 

For the benefit of the gentleman from Iowa I give, from 
Webster’s Dictionary, the following definition of neurotic: _ 

Neurotic: Acting on the nerves; useful in nervous disorders; of or 
pertaining to the nerves; seated in the nerves; of the nature of neu- 
rosis; affected with neurosis; subject to neuroses. 

To recapitulate, then, on this one paragraph of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Iowa. There appear three separate and 
utterly misleading statements, evidently calculated to make us 
believe that the gentleman from Iowa was not in the Chamber 
when I made my remarks, that he was unaware of them until 
later, “when he read them in the Recorp,” and that I had 
questioned his good faith and sincerity. 

Had the gentleman from Iowa made the preceding misstate- 
ments in the heat of debate there might have been some ex- 
cuse for him; but to go off to his office and, in the course of 
almost two weeks, reappear upon the floor—and in what ought 
to haye been a carefully prepared speech—to make an un- 
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founded attack upon my standing as a Representative in an 
1 justification of himself was not worthy his name or 

s State. Y 

The second paragraph of the remarks of the Member from 
Towa reads as follows: 

I was amazed beyond my power to explain that that statement should 
have been made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. IL can recall a 
few months ago, when the tleman from Massachusetts, when the 
cotton bill was under discussion, said that he did not own stock and 
was not interested in cotton mills, but that members of his family did 
own stock and were interested in them. The other day, when the Army 
appropriation bill was before the House, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. AMES] said that he did not own stock in ammunition con- 
cerns, but that members of his family did. 


Has it occurred to the gentleman from Iowa that there is 
scarcely a family of means in New England that some member 
thereof does not haye some interest in some manufacture? 

And I might have expected that the reasons for my declara- 
tions relative to the interests of members of my family would 
pass entirely over the head of the gentleman from Iowa. 

I made those declarations to show not that I was likely there- 
fore to have some knowledge of those subjects but to let the 
world know that because of my family connection, even if I held 
no interest of my own, I should therefore be considered as inter- 
ested to some extent, and that any of my statements should be 
considered as those of one not wholly disinterested. 

I had nothing to conceal, nothing of which to be ashamed, 
nothing to explain. And had I not made clear any possible con- 
nection of mine to such industries I might have left myself open 
to an accusation of concealment with an ulterior purpose by 
some loose-mouthed demagogic muckraker. > 

The next paragraph of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa reads: 


I want to raise the question now, and have it settled once for all, 
that not on the floor of this House, while I am a Member of it, at least, 
will I have my integrity impugned by a man who stands here not as x 
Representative but as a person representing members of his family, who 
are stockholders in concerns that would receive dividends under con- 
tracts that might be awarded. I believe that Members on the floor of 
this House should represent an American constituency, a constituency 
of men, and not a constituency of family members demanding dividends 
earned on Government contracts. 

This paragraph is an honor to the fair-mindedness of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, a high tribute to his sense of justice of right 
and wrong. 

This paragraph epitomizes the attitude of mind of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. Honest men are not prone to suspect dishon- 
esty in their fellow man. Honest men do not impugn the hon- 
esty of others unless the facts of dishonesty are self-evident, and 
then it could scarcely be considered an imputation. But herein 
has my honesty been impugned, and impugned under false pre- 
tenses, 

Nowhere in my remarks did I impugn the honesty of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa; nowhere did I even question his sincerity or 
his good faith; but I am tempted to do so now. I realize that 
fact has no apparent place in the ratiocinations of the gentleman 
from Iowa, either in his statements about the Ammunition Trust 
or myself. 

That the cotton mill in which members of my family are in- 
terested is situated in Georgia and has never done any business, 
to my knowledge, for the Government is of little moment in this 
controversy. 

That the ammunition mill has to compete in the open market 
under sealed bids, and the awards are made to the lowest and 
best bidder, is not clearly brought out by the generous, fair- 
minded gentleman from Iowa. It would appear that he might 
properly be accused of having fallen into a misstatement of the 
facts iu this paragraph, as he did in the first, and of making 
statements on a subject about which he had no information or 
knowledge. L 

The following paragraphs of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Iowa make no further accusations against my integrity, 
and while they are similarly full of false reasonings and mis- 
statements of fact, I can net properly demonstrate the same 
under a question of personal privilege. 

We can not afford to give any more credence to the statements 
and deductions of the gentleman from Iowa, in reference to the 
ammunition manufacturer, than we can to his statements and 
reasonings concerning himself or myself, and these have been 
proven on their own face to be inventions of an undesirable 
kind. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Pnion for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 18960, the 
agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
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state of the Union for the further consideration of the agri- 
cultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr, Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Is not this the day specially set apart for 
bills on the Private Calendar, and is not this the day that pen- 
sion bills have preference? : 

The SREAKER. Both propositions are true, and yet the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia is in order. The House 
will understand that if his motion prevails private-bill day goes 
over. y 

Mr. RUSSELL. I would like to ask my friend from Virginia 
to withdraw his motion and let the pension bills be considered 
in their regular order. 

Mr. LAMB. If I consented to that there is no telling when 
the agricultural bill will be completed. Very likely the discus- 
sion on these pension bilis will run through the whole day. I 
want to say further that it is very necessary that we should get 
through with this agricultural bill expeditiously. We have 
before our committee various important measures which we can 
not consider while this bill is under consideration. We have 
the antioption bill, the oleomargarine bill, the Lever agricul- 
tural extension bill, and various other measures. We sit from 
10 to 12 o'clock every morning, and then come in here and work 
all the afternoon. The older men on the committee can not 
stand it as well as perhaps some of us younger ones. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me suggest to the gentleman that 
there is on the calendar the diplomatic bill, the Indian appro- 
priation bill, the Post Office appropriation bill—— 

The SPEAKER. And the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And it is necessary that the public 
business be given preference at this time. 

- Mr. MANN. Let me suggest that there is plenty of time 
for getting these bills through. There will be no trouble about 
the passage of the appropriation bills. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. And there is no trouble about the pas- 
sage of the bills to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. MANN. This is the day for them, and they probably 
ean be disposed of in a few minttes if we can consider them 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RUSSELL, My information is that there will be no 
contest and no opposition to them. We have only one large bill. 

Mr. LAMB. I think I have given good reasons why we ought 
to proceed with the consideration of our bill. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state jt. 

Mr. RUBEY. If the pension business goes over To-day, does 
it not go over for two weeks? 

The SPEAKER. For two weeks, unless there is some special 
arrangement by the House. 

Mr. MANN, And then, probably, some other bill will want to 
take their place two weeks from now. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, we insist that the pension bills 
be put upon their passage now—the day fixed by the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Before the Chair puts the question, he de- 
sires to designate the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. Jauxs, to 
preside as Speaker pro tempore to-morrow. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Roppensery) there were 67 ayes and 91 noes, 

So the motion was lost. 0 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that 
there is no quorum present, and pending that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can not du 
both. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of 
no quorum and demand the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia demands the 
yeas and nays. Those in favor of ordering the yeas and nays 
will rise and stand until counted, [After counting.) Five 
Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and the yeas and 
nays are refused. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, that is dilatory. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side. 

The SPEAKER. Those opposed will rise and stand until 
counted. [After a pause.] Evidently not one-fifth of those 


present demand the yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays are 
refused. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count, [After counting.] One hundred and sixty-nine Members 
present, not a quorum. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the House. , 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from West Virginia moves a 

call of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, is not the call automatic? 

The SPEAKER. It is automatic only when the House is di- 
viling upon a question. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, the House is dividing upon the 
question of whether we shall.go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider the agricultural ap- 
propriation bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. No; that question has been disposed of. 
The House refused to go into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for that purpose. The question is on 
ordering 2 call of the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Ropprxnzny] there were—ayes 129, noes 5. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 
8 at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call 

e roll. . 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the vote be on the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. That matter has been disposed of. The 
ag 5 this is simply a vote of present. The Clerk will call 

e roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to 
answer" to their names: 


Aiken, 8. C. Flood, Va. Kopp Powers 
Antheny Foss erty Pujo 
Ashbrook Foster, Vt. Langley Randell, Tex. 
Ayres Fuller .Lenroot Reilly 
Barehfeld Gardner, Mass. Levy Reyburn 
Bates Gillett Lindeay Richardson 
Bingham Goeke McCreary Roberts, Mass, 
Bradley Gudger MeDermott Robinson 
Buchanan Gnernsey McGuire, Okla. Rothermel 
Burke, Pa. Hanna 1 Sabath 
Cantrill Harris McKenzie Saunders 
Cary Harrison, N. Y. McKinley Seully 
Clark, Fla. Haugen Macon Sheppard 
Claypool Hawley Maher Sherley 
Connell Heald — 1150 Slem 
Cople Heflin Matthews Smith, Cal. 
Cox, Ind. Henry, Tex. Miller Speer 
Cravens Hill z Moon, Pa. Stack 
Currier Hobson Moore, Pa Stephens, Nebr, 
Curry Howell Mott Taggart 
Davenport Howland Oldfield Taylor, Ohio 
De Forest Hubbard Palmer Townsend 
myer Hughes, Ga. Parran Vreeland 

Dickson, Miss.- Johnson, Ky. Patten, N. Y. Weeks 

raper Johnson, 8. C. Pepper Wilson, N. Y. 

arr Kent Peters Young, Tex. 
Fields Kindred Pou 


The SPEAKER. On this roll call 285 
swered to their names, a quorum. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with, 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on 
suspending further proceedings under the call. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 161, noes 7. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the Doorkeeper will 
open the doors. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 5 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. Under the count just now by the Chair, 
is it in order to raise the point of no quorum? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the Chair would rule it dilatory. 
Further proceedings under the call are dispensed with, and the 
Doorkeeper will open the doors. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
pension bills in order to-day on the Private Calendar be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that pension bills on the Private Calendar 
in order to-day be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, may I ask the gentleman presenting the request how 
many of these pension bills there are? 


Members have an- 
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Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. There is only one from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I understand one from 
the Committee on Pensions, They are omnibus bills and include, 
of course, a good many smaller bills. 

Mr. RODDENBERY.. Does the gentleman recall how many 
individual items there are? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. There are 292 in the bill 
I am representing, and 9, as I understand, in the one from the 
Committee on Pensions. 

_ Mr. RODDENBERY. Does not the gentleman think that we 
could facilitate action on these bills by permitting this bill car- 
rying these items to go over until the next semimonthly or 
bimonthly pension day, so that both bills may be considered at 
one time and cover the entire subject? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I am very frank to say to 
the gentleman I do not know how it will expedite the bill by 
putting it over two weeks. I do not know what will be up then. 
[Cries of “ Regular order! “] 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I am endeavoring to say to the gentle- 
man that from what consideration I have given to this particu- 
lar bill it shows an absence of many of the egregious provisions 
that, in my judgment, obtained in the other bills, but on account 
of the pendency of the agricultural appropriation bill, in which 
I have been deeply and intensely interested, I have not yet had 
time to consider thoroughly all the cases, and I will state to the 
gentleman that so far as I have gone fewer objections occur in 
this bill than occurred, in my judgment, in the other bills. 

It is no fault of the committee at this time, because this 
pending report and the bill came in due time; but because of 
having up the appropriation bill for the Agricultural Depart- 
ment I have not had time to go into it as fully and thoroughly 
and carefully as I would desire, and I am candidly of the 
opinion if the gentleman will not press the question at this 
time that two weeks from now we will make greater progress 
than we will make to-day, unless the powers that be avail them- 
selyes of radical procedure. ; 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUBEY. I think the gentleman ought to state his ob- 
jections or ought not to be allowed to discuss the whole matter 
here. 

The SPEAKER. It is all by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I will state to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia there is not an item in this bill but what 
has been gone over twice, once by the examiner detailed by the 
Interior Department to assist the committee and another time 
by the committee itself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I must object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider the bill H. R. 21230. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
HàauLrox] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private 
Calendar. ; 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 169, noes 5. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point 
of order that there is no quorum present, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that motion is dilatory. 
[Applause.] It has not been more than five minutes since it 
was ascertained that there was a quorum, 284 Members being 
present. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Although five minutes have elapsed, 
and although a different motion on a different line of pro- 
cedure has been before the House, the vote shows there is no 
quorum. Is not the raising of the point of no quorum in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the point is dilatory. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 21230, with Mr>Drxon of Indiana in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 21230) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 


Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
HAMILTON] asks unanimous consent that the first reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman—— 
ane CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 


Mr. RODDENBERY. I insist on addressing the Chair. I 
— I addressed the Chair before any announcement was 
made. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws— 

e name of John W. Turner, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Eastman, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Mulligan, late of Company F, Seventh Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob poner late of Company I, One hundred and 
forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George L. Catlin, late of Company E, Fifth 8 
Illinois. Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Joseph D. Lakin, late of Company B, One hundred and 
thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that Fa is now receiving. 

The name of Julia E. Hall, widow of John B. Hall, late of Stokes's 
battery, Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 pe month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Hyam, late ordinary seaman on U. £ 8. Ohio, 
Gem of the Sea, and North Carolina, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month im lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Madison Rolain, late of Company B, Eighth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer 3 5 and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. s 

The name of Jobn F. Rankin, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James D. Roberts, late adjutant Fifty-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ward L. Roach, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward Kennedy, late landsman, U. S. S. Niagara, 
Oneita, and Princeton, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Moses Callison, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer ani and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elisha Enox, late of Company K, Second Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Robert H. Dollarhide, late of Company E, Eighth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph E. Cox, late of Company F, Second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph C. McGarrah, late of Company B, Sixty-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Absalom P. Carlock, late of Company A, One hundred 
and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Solomon Brobst, late of Company H, Seventh Regiment, 
and Company G, Fifth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 55 

he name of Charles Deitrick, late of Company D, Forty-eighth Re 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Clarkson Tryon, late of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Chars Hartman, late of Company D, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 70 and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Walsh, late of Company C, Fifty-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of William Sutton, late of Company G, Sixty-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Nathan N. Spence, late of Company B, Eighty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Moss, late of Company H, One hundredth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now OE: 

The name of Johnson J. Miller, late of Company G, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelying. 

The name of Lucien H. Young, late of Signal Corps, United States 
Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. $ 

The name of Michael A. Overdorff, late of Company L, Sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Silas H. Bradley, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. P 

The name of William Mapel, late of Company F, Third Regiment, and 
Company I. Seventh Regiment, Missouri State Militia. Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now 
receiving. z 
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The name of William H. R. Snyder, late of Company F, Fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Smith, late of Company C, Third Regiment West 
Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Allen, late landsman on U. S. S. Ohio, Minnesota, 
and Wyalusing, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Moore, late of Company D, First Regiment 
Minnesota Mounted Volunteer Rangers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas Davidson, late of Company H, Seventeenth aoe 
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 836 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 

The name of James B. Robertson, late of Company D, Ninth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Bennett, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Stiff, late of Fifth Independent Battery Wis- 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Helms, late of Company A, Twelfth Kaman 
Illinois Volunter Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

. The name of Edwin A. Atwood, late of Company H. Eighty-first 

Regiment Illinois Volunter Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harvy J. Davis, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Lucretia J. Allen, former widow of John C. Gallegly, 
late of Company K, Seventy-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John W. Blackson, late of Company F, One hundred and 
fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of oa per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward L. Bradley, late of Company G, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Orson Simonds, late of Tenth Independent Battery Wis- 
consin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Meerdink, late of Company D, Thirty-fifth Regl- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sara J. uier, widow of Whitman O. Squier. late of 
Company D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of William H. Herrick, late of Company B, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
as pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of sore A. Fones, late of ed gd C, Ninety-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Michael Kelly, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Davis, late of eae | K, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Coleman R. Romine, late of Company K, Eighth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry J. Bess, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Abraham M. Heifner, late of Company I, Tenth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Ephraim Hommel, late of Company F, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Seymour Wheelock, late of Company I, Eighty-third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer erie i and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now yg Mr, 9 

The name of George C. Richards, late of Company K, Fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer CETAN and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John R. Hurd, late lieutenant colonel, Second Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension’ at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David H. Daywalt, late of 3 A, Eighth Regi- 
ment, and Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of John W. Foot, late of Company H, Second Regiment 
Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas J Foote, late of Company G, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer 5 and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James A. Gooch, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Luther Stephenson, ie late lieutenant colonel, Thirty- 
second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Henry C. McCain, late of Company I, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $36 Pi month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Cavins, late of Company K, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Loyelady, widow of Thomas A. Lovelady, late 
of Company M, hospital steward, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, . 

The name of Washington C. Shannon, late of Company K. Eleventh 
and Seventeenth Regiments Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
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a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The name of Sanford Glass, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him A pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Zurner, late of Company F, Fifty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Second Regiment 
New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of wee per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Arthur Branagan, late of Company C, Ninety-sixth 
Regiment, and Company L, Ninety-fifth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Carson H. pomer late of Company G, Eighth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and Company I, Forty-sixth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

name of Charlie C. Bane, late of Company F, One hundred and 
thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jacob R. Zuck, late of AA ye A B, Twenty-eighth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ħe is now receiving. 

The name of John S. McGinness, late assistant surgeon One hundred 
and ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
ese at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Dustin W. Whitney, late of Company G, One hundred 
and forty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer 8 and pay him 
a 1 at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Charles Wibert, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. x 

e name of James M. Newland, late of Company H, Sixtieth 1 
ment, and Company I, Seventy-eighth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William M. Capps, late pamapa musician, Third Regi- 
ment North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 — month. 

The name of George W. Weekley, late of Companies M and O, Sixth 
Regiment West Vi Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Curtice C, Whittier, late of pea D, Fourth Regi- 
ment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now aa an, T 

The name of John J. Jackson, late of Company K, Tenth giment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a on at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John F. Taylor, late of Company G, Fourteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: 

The name of William F. Holmes, late of Company F, Thirteenth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William D. Medley, late of Company K, Seventh 3 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 824 per month in lieu of that he is now Sy he S 

The name of Andreas Wirth, late of Company A, Ninety-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Benjamin M. Laur, late of Company K, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry Spencer, late of Company E, Fifth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The name of Isaac E. Walker, helpless and dependent son of James H. 
Walker, late of Company A, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsyl- 
Wore eh agi Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 

The name of Helen Kirschenmann, widow of Frederick Kirschenmann, 
late ship's corporal, U. S. S. Princeton, Mount Vernon, and Tacony, 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now recelying. 

The name of John Nier, late of Company H, One hundred and forty- 
ninth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of 12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Miller, late of Company B, Battalion of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiying. 

The name of Leroy S. Jones, late of Company B, One hundred and 
Eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 E month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Phetteplace, late of Signal Corps, United States 
Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alfred Hosack, late of Companion G and H, First Regi- 
ment Mississippi Marine Brigade, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving. 

The name of Adam Budell, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company A, Eighty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles J. Beach, late of Company H, Twentieth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, Fourth Regiment 
United States Veteran Volunteer IADE, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu cf that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Wollenberg, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company H, Fourth Regiment New 
York Provisional Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Arbuckle, late of Company K, One hundred 
and twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name- of Margaret Neyison, former widow of Stephen D. Fuller, 
late of Company D, ighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and Saree recruit Sixty-thi Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. pi 

The name of Heman P. Manly, late of Company F, One hundred and 
eleventh R nt Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of William T. Patey, late coal heaver, U. S. S. Ohio and 
Malvern, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 


per month in lien of that he is now eae ae 

The name of Nathaniel Finly, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hezekiah Williams, late of Company L, First Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Morrison, late of Company H, One hundred and 
sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 3 

The name of Bridget Kelly, widow of John Kelly, late of Company B, 
Twelfth Regiment R 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now recei 

The name of George H. Sliter, late of Company H, hg owe Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and Comp B and Eleventh 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William J. Shotwell, late of Company E, First Regi- 
ment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in leu of that he is now recei a 

The name of Charles Edwards, late landsman of U. S. S.» Vermont, 
Independence, and Macedonian, United States Navy, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now recei 

The name of Noah Hayes, late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment, 
and Company B, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment, United States 
Colored Troops, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Allen, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Ver- 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ¢ 

The name of Isaac Thompson, late of Company K, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Bachtler, late of Compan? D, Twelfth Regiment, 
New York State Militia Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and 
thirty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John H. Lennon, late landsman, United States Navy, and 
pay 5 a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Calvin M. West, late of Company F, First Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


The mame of Zachary T. Russell, late of Company I, Fifty-second 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Susan Howarth, widow of Abraham H. Howarth, late of 
Company C, Seventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her > 1 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Vincent H. Gaskill, late acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
0 —.— ai Jonath agape late of C K, Ninety-fifth Regi 

name onathan ow, 82 . = egi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company H. Trenty-third R ent 
Veteran Reserve 858 and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Elmer W. Welsheimer, late of Company G, Seventy-third 
1 Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
850 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Matthew F. Stuckey, late of Company K, One hundred 
and sixty-elghth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay — 75 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now recely- 


ing. 
The name of John P. Wilson, late of Company C, One hundredth 
ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Stander, late of Company D, First Regiment Mis- 
souri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of 

of that he is now receiving. 
L. Ritchardson, late of Company I, Fourth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of ae per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e name of Perry Walker, late of Company B, Fiftieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Chapel, late of Company A, Second Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now 4 

The name of John D. Neff, late of Company B. Seventy-fourth Rei 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now rece! 5 ‘ 

The name of Edward late of Company B, eth Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 524 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The name of Caroline Holman, widow of Francis H. Holman, alias 
Frank H. Holman, late of Company I, garg soyent Regiment Iowa 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a ion at rate of $1 

name of Emily C. anes, ate of Company B, Bighth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Carei, and pay her a Trua at the rate of $20 
she is now receiving. 


seventy-sixth R him a 
pension at the ra — per month in } J 
The name of James late of Battery I, First Regiment Aline 
Volunteer Light „ and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of mp he is 1 
The name of Hen . Mitchell, late of Company B. Third Regiment 
gd and him a pension at the rate of $30 


Delaware Volun nfantry, pay 

e name of DAE ME, HUE into of Company A, Eighth Reziment 
teer H Ar 4 

New York Volun eavy a Jery, ana pay EX at the 


VV H, Seventh Regiment 
0 ompany 

Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and him a pensio 
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e Island Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-- 


Regiment 


t the rate of $30 per 


Thirty-second Regi- 
— rene the r 


The name of William Hanger, late of Com C, Twelfth 
Ohio Volunteer sewing 6 Rat ey him a ——— a 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Willis Lake, late of Com 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay hae 


$50 per month in lien of that he is now recelying. ~ 
The name èf David S. Pierce, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $24 per month in Ilen of that he is now receiving. 
The name of John W. Urban, late of Company D, First Regiment 
lvania Reserve Volunteer infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. a 

The name of John W. Stonebraker, late of Company K. Sixth Regl- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer precy a and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Moneyhan, late of Company K, Thirty-sixth 

ent Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that be is now receiving. 

The name of John P. Brown, late of Company B, Thirty-second Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now i. 

The name of Willtam Bold, late of Company H, Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William A. Kerr, late of Company H, Second Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of John Graves, late of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment 
Iliinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30. 
per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel Hill, late of Company C, Eleventh Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William F. M. tease late of Company E, Eleventh Regi- 
ment, and Company K, Thirty-third Regiment, Ilinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Wildason. widow of Esrom Wildason, late of 
Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 3 

he name of William J. „ late of Company E, Fourth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that is now — 

The name of Alonzo P. § „ late of Company I, Twelfth Regiment 
Titinois Volunteer Infantry, pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary C. Roos, widow of Everett J. Roos, late of Com- 
pany E, Nineteenth Regiment New York State Militia Infantry, and 
pay her a poniga at the rate of $20 per menth in lieu of that she is 

ng. 


now receiv 
The name of John R. Taylor, late of Company A, Ninety-sixth Regi- 
the rate of 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension a 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Kirst, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Peter G late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alice Bryant, helpless and dependent child of Charles 
Bryant, late of Company B, twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Edward J. Harshman, late of Company G, Fifty-fourth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in Heu of that he is now 3 

The name of Jacob W. Perry, late of Company D, ird Regiment 
Tilineis Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Frederick Heise, late of opang E, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e mame of Frank Lafond, late of Company G, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now recei 

e name of Cornelius Cline, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of el Rochester, late of Company I, Forty-first 2720 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a parisien at the rate of 
per month in lieu of that he is now ae 

The name of William H. Elmore, late of Company F, First rere 
Alabama and Tennessee Independent Vidette 8 and pay a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George Eimer, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Heavy Art , and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$80 per month in lieu of that is now recei X 

The name of Lewis B. Hunt, late of Company K, One hundred and 
sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jane A. Walsh, widow of Robert Walsh, late of Com- 

y C, Sixth R ent New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay 
Ker a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amie of Mary Etta Brewer, widow of Barret J. Brewer, late of 
Seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 


ree name of John Scheurich, late of Companies F and D. Thirtieth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the 

rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
raham, late of Company E. Sixty-seventh Regi 
Volunteer tatei and pay him a pension at the 
e is now receivin 


er at Re rate of $12 per month. 
Third Regi- 


of Com 


iment, 
Co , Fifty-second Regiment, and Company L, Seventeenth Regi- 
— Kentneky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


1912. 
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The name of Belle A. Corbin, widow of John A. Corbin, late of Com- 
pany G, AREI Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

he name of lra Kennicutt, late of Company, H, 1 Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William E. McLimans, late of comme C, Seventy- 
seventh and Forty-third Regiments Pennsylyania Vo aia fee Infantry, 
gs pay — pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
s now rece 5 

The name of” William F. Marshall, late of Company I, Thirty-sixth 
Beginent Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Barfield, alias Albert Pound, late of Company C, 
Twenty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now Seine go 

The name of Peter Goergen, late of Company F, Ninety-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Harrison H. Riddle, late of Company I, Fifty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Elon S. Balcome, late of Company H, Eleventh Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Hollis D. Kendall, late of ene ong | I, Sixtieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William Riley Helms, late of Company F, Sixteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $36 Ps month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David W. Clements, late of Company B, Sixtieth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Fairchild, late of Company I, Seventh Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward B. North, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth 
Bement Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James D. Burcham, late of Company E, Sixth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Jenkins, late of Company H, One hundred and 
twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pensin at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. : 

The mane of Luvenia Walkinshaw, widow of Joseph C. Walkinshaw, 
late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Joseph M. Horning, late of Company D, One hundred 
and forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Charlotte Atkinson, former widow of Thomas B. W. 
Francisco, late of Company H, Fifth R ent Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 

f that she is now receiving. 
5 The name of Sarah aon widow of Edward C. Knepley, late of 
Company E. First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The — — of Jennie M. Metz, widow of Thomas J. Metz, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, a pay her z pannon at the rate of $20 per month in 
licu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel C. Rhoat, late of Company C, Ninety-third 3 a 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Warren Morrill, late of 98 D, Sixth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph Carter, jr., late of 8 B. Tenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate 
of ane per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Frederick Markgraff, late of Company F, Sixty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 s 

The name of John G. Milliken, late of Company F, Ninety-eighth Regi- 
ment, and Company B, Seventy-fourth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles A. Berry, late of Company E, First Regiment 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving., 

The name of Viola Phillips, widow of John B. Phillips, late of Com- 
any C, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
‘aniry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 Ag month. 

Tha name of Isaac P. Hines, late of Company C, Forty-third Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in Jeu of that he is now receiving. 2 

The name of James McKelvey, late of Company K, Second Regiment, 
and Company E, Eighteenth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Graham, widow of George Graham, late of 
Company B, n Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Charles T. Garrard, late of Company H, Seventh Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. : 

The name of John W. Stoker, late of Company H, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph A. Hanks, late of Companies A and E, Twenty- 
eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of David Gilchrist, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that ke is now receiving. 


The name of Nancy Gaven, former widow of Asa J. Moore, late of 
Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $12 month. 

The name of Sharp Hagerty, late of Company B, Second * pina 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now 5 

The name of Edward A. e late of Company K. Eighth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Mullen, late of Company Ð, Eleventh an 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Lemuel E. Sinsabaugh, late of Compan , Forty-sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Henry C. Beebe, late of Company G, Veteran Battalion, 
First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, an pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Grant Root, helpless and dependent child of Stephen M. 
Root, late of Company E, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay. a 28 at the rate of 812 per month. 

The name o iliam Gilliland, late of onpa. I, Eigbth Regi- 
ment, and Company K, Thirty-seventh Regiment, New York State 
Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 
ot Be he is now 8 2 

e name o ollis M. Payson, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him & pension at the rate at 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Sumner P. Boies, late of Company F, Third Regiment 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 


per month. 

The name of Harvey Law, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the =e of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Luranah A. Ebert, widow of William C. Ebert, late of 
United States H per marshal’s department, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John Andre late of Companies D and H, First Regi- 
ment Connecticut Volunteer „ and pay him a pension at ‘the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Noah Shidler, late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Seventy-third Regiment 
Indiaha Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Albert Carlile, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaac E. Reed, late of Company G, One hundred and 
forty-seventh Regiment 3 Volunteer Infantrx, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of 5 per month in lieu of that he is now 


ving. 

The name of Oliver P. Huffman, late of Company G, One hundred and 
sixty-ninth R ent Ohio Volunteer Infant seed pay him a pension 
at the rate of $20 ve month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William F. Emrick, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Weaver, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Thomas E. Enloe, late of Company 7. Seventh Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Richard Morrow, late of Company A, One hundred and 
eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Ynfantr „and pay him 
a Lie ates at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Cimon A. Wellman, late of Company A, Second Regi- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ts 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martha M. Hildreth, widow of Samson A. Hildreth, late 
of Companies B, F, and K, Fourteenth es wei Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Belona B. Moran, widow of James T. Moran, late hos- 
ital steward, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu 

of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Robert C. Guy, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William P. ees late of Company I, One hundred 
and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward J. Davis, late of Sampanie D and E, One hun- 
dred and forty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
5 pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of tht he is now 
receiving. 

The name of Amelia D. Lewis, widow of Schuyler H. Lewis, late of 
Company H, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Martin, widow_of Geo G. Martin, late 
lieutenant colonel First Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that she Is now receiving. 

The name of Charles W. Gibbs, late of Company F, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Twenty-first Regi- 
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lleu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel O. Lee, late landsman, U. S. S. Ohio, Vermont, 
and Potomske, United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James Howe, late of Company F, Fiftieth Regiment 
Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Joseph W. Haynes, late of Company A, Seventeenth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Charles Britton, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and Company D, One hundred and ninety-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The name of Cornelius Van Note, alias William Ridgway, late lands- 
man, U. S. S. Potomac, Penobscot, and Fearnot, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at*the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Daniel H. Crider, late of Company E, Fifty-fourth R 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer 4 & and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of George E. Patterson, late of Company B, Eighth Regi- 
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Seymour 3 late of Company L, First Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Cayalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now recei 7 

The name of Jacob E. Riley, late of Company H, Third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Proyisional Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate 
of 5 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he name of Susan J. Huff, widow of Eldred Huff, late of Company 

A, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cav: „and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month im lien of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nehemiah W. Porter, late of Company A, Eleventh 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The name of Charles Pettys, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Mary De Krieger, widow of Peter W. De Krieger, late 
of Company C, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of John W, Ramsey, late of Company I, Two hundred and 
eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 2 and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that is now receivin, 

The name of Hugh ppin, late of Com I, Seventieth Regimen 
and Company D, Seventy-third Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. ey 

The name of John M. Oldham, late of Company C, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and -sixth Company, Second Bat- 
talion, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now ee 

The name of Julia A. Rulo, widow of John Rulo, late of Company D, 
Thirtieth R ent Indiana Volunteer 3 and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now 5 

The name of Jerome B. Evans, late of Company D, Sixty-fou Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of James M. Bishop, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
per month in lieu of that he is now ree EG 

The name of David C. Chadwick, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Jabez G. Cole, late of Company I, Fifty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Samuel S. Hall, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima on at the rate of $30 

per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Delia M. Williams, widow of David T. Williams, late of 
Company A, Seventh:sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 

-pay her a 3 at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Daniel Williams, late of Company Sixty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Voluntcer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of 
$36 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Edward G. Handley, Jate of Company I, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now e 

The name of Jefferson Jackson, helpless and dependent child of nd a 
Jackson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Ca 

and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Charles Herriman, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in Heu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of George W. Strong, late of Company G, Third Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now iam 

The name of Silas Rossell, late of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavairy, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; 

The name of Charles A. Reed, late assistant 5 Ninth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Alonzo T. Hickey, late of Company D, Seventy-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of William H. Stauffer, late of Company G, Sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $30 per month in licu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Godfrey K. Biber, late of Company D, One hundred and 
forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Martin V. Curry, late of Company G, First Regiment 
United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Anthony Lowman, late of Company B, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ‘antry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The name of Isaiah J. Moore, late of Company B, Sixty-third Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 3 

The name of Henry McKenna, late second-class fireman, United States 
ships North Carolina, Susquehanna, and Vermont, United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The name of Christopher T. Pearce, late of Companies G, C, and B, 
Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy 8 and pay him 
a panion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The name of Charles L. Burgess, late of Company D, Twenty-third 
Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The name of Samuel M. Zartman, late of Company K, First Regiment 


Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and him a on at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that is Rn cho in 

name of Catherine Karcher, widow of Frederick J. Karcher, late 
of Company A, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
= pension at the rate of 5820 per month in lieu of that she is now 


The name of James Buckley, late of Independent Battery G, Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer ht Artillery, ami pay him a pension at the rate of 
niet por R gt — 1 mar arr ayo 88 - X 
e of Jo - y, late om One hundred and 
twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer” Infantry, and Inde- 
pendent Battery Pennsylvania Light Artillery, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
1 —— 3 — 8 3 late of Compan H Sixth Regiment 
ntry, an him a pension 1 
month in lien of that he is DO sped ur tari 8 siesta tach are 
The name of John Hockenbery, late of Company I, Fifty-fifth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay Ulm a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
ment Ohi e Ian had Sas na pola Et thes of 0 
eer Infan an m a pension at t 
paS ae of sot be 18 now e 5 sin fai 
ame enry C. Farmer, e of Company E, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and him a n 
TTT 
of Henderson ny rty-ninth Regi- 
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and Rim a pension at 
of ae pori Soa lieu 8 that be is now recel F on ee eee 
0 liam Carey, late of Com: 1 h 
ninth Regiment F 3 and oar reg a 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Margaret C. Malone, widow of Robert Malone, late of 
8 oes heared gore ys sna 5 3 Pennsylvania 
> er a pension a 
in tea — that she Pe T e rate of $20 per month 
name of James T. eton, late of Company Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and him a pensi 
per month in lieu of that he is — r 5 ai OR SRN 105-400 
The name of Andrew Smith, of Company H, Ninth Regiment Mis- 
pay him a pension at the rate of $36 
at he is now receiving. 


souri State Militia Cavalry, a 
oe in * of th 
e name of James E. Greene, late of Company A, One hundred 
forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer fatantry, and eee kien 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The name of Lewis H. Walker, late of Company G, Forty-third Reg 

ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 

of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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H.R. 179. John W. Turner, H. R. 5579. John R. Hurd. 

H.R. 240. John Eastman. H. R. 5580. David H, Daywalt. 
H.R. 241. John Mulligan. H. R. 5581. John W. Foot. 

H.R. 272. Jacob Cooper. H. R. 5583, Thomas J. Foote. 
H.R. 279. George L. Catlin. H. R. 5584. James A. h. 

H. R. 669. Joseph D. Lakin. H. R. 5728, Luther Stephenson, jr. 
II. R. 670. Julia E. Hall. H. R. 5797. Henry L. McCain. 
H. R. 695. Richard Hyam. H. R. 5834. William Cavins. 

II. R. 1000. James Madison Rolain, H. R. 5837. Sarah A. Lovelady. 
H. R. 1015. John F. Rankin. II. R. 5843. Washington C. Shannon. 
H. R 1138. James D. Roberts. H. R. 6009. Sanford Glass. 
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16162. Charles A. Berry. 19744. William Carey. 
6368. Viola Phillips. 19747. Margaret G. Malone. 
16371. Isaac P. Hines. 9942. James T. Singleton. 
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During the reading, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I 
is a quorum of the committee present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. {After counting.] 
One hundred and four Members are present—a quorum—and 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk proceeded, and toncluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, this omni- 
bus bill, including 17 original pensions and 275—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. RODDENBERY. Is not now, at the conelusion of the 
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do not think there 


reading of the bill, the first time parliamentarily appropriate 
to ask unanimous consent that the report of the committee on 
the bill be read? 

Mr. RUSSELL. We object to the reading of the report. 


11287. Vincent H. Gaskill, 16515. Dayid Gilchrist. 
11289. Elmer W. Welsheim 1575 Sharp Hagerty 
. Elmer er Hage 
11291. Matthew F. Stuckey. 16543. Ed Spaulding. 
11348. John P. Wilson. 16545. ary Mallen. 
11526. Jobn Stander, 16707. Lemuel E. Sinsa- 
11562. Thomas L. Ritchard- baugh. 
16724. Henry C. Beebe. 
1629, PENT Walker. 16798. Graat Root. 
11740. NS M. A i 16858. William H. Gilliland. 
1939. John Neff. Hollis M. Payson 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. 
Hamicton]} is entitled to recognition. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. A further parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. May I appropriately obtain informa- 
tion at this time whether I shall be permitted to be recognized 
by the Chair for the purpose of general debate on this bill, for 
which purpose I desire to be recognized? 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is in order at this time, 
but the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HAMILTON] has 
eS floor. When he concludes, if the gentleman is recog- 
n — 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. I desire to state to the Chair at this 
time that I wish to be recognized in order. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. What time does the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Roppensery] want? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The time allowed by the existing 
rules—one hour. 

4 2 HAMILTON of West Virginia. An hour covers all the 
ae . Not according to the rule, as I under- 
nd it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from West Virginia [Mr. 
HAMILTON] has the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, as I 
stated, this bill covers 292 cases. Seventeen of them are origi- 
nal pensions granted by the committee, and consist of allowances 
made to widows and, perhaps in one or two cases, to children. 
The total amount carried by this bill 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood the gentfeman to say that 17 
of them are increases of pensions which have heretofore been 
granted by Congress? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. No, sir. Seventeen of 
them are original pensions to widows, granted the first time. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In this bill? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. They are prin- 
cipally granted to widows. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The reason I asked the question was that 
I knew it was the rule of the committee, and has been for 
many years, both in the House and the Senate, with rare excep- 
tions, that you do not increase the pension when the pensioner's 
right to draw a pension is by special act. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. It depends on the statute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I thought the gentleman said that 17 of 
these were increases. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. There are increases, but 
not necessarily increases over pensions granted by special acts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am interested in the matter, because I 
have given that as an answer to persons in my district who de- 
sired to have bills introduced. 5 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. The committee has a 
rule—rule Ne. 2—by which only in very exceptional cases they 
will increase pensions granted by Congress under special act. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This committee is enforcing that rule in 
this House? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes; the best we can. I 
do not know that there are any cases in this bill that would 
violate that rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I simply wanted to know for my own in- 
formation, because I haye had correspordence on the subject 
with residents in my district, and in a few cases have had in- 
quiries as to pensions under the invalid-pension law and appli- 
cations for pensions for soldiers of the Spanish-American War 
where Congress has granted a pension by special legislative act. 
Then in such cases the committee does not increase that pension? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. That is the rule of the 
committee, but in candor I will say to the gentleman that it is 
not entirely inflexible. I recall to mind one or two cases in 
which that rule has not been followed. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think it is a rare exception, but I have 
known.some cases since I have been here. I haye known one or 
two cases where Congress has increased the pension of the pen- 
sioner who was pensioned by special act of Congress. The 
reason why I made the inquiry was that I understood the gen- 
tleman to say that there were 17 cases of that kind in this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. No, sir; I did not mean to 
say that. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, the rule of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions provides that in no instance will a pension 
be increased where the original pension was granted by special 
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act of Congress. I wish to say to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that if you are going to depart from that practice you ought 
to modify your rule. I have answered scores of letters, which 
I have received in cases where parties have applied for increases 
under those circumstances, calling attention to this rule, and up 
to this moment I did not understand that it had been violated. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. In a few cases only, but 
not in this bill. 

Mr. ADAIR. There are no cases of that kind in this bill? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. No; I think not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. You ought to live up to the rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HAMILTON] answer the ques- 
tion he started to answer. I am interested in this matter. 

Mr. ADAIR. I want to say, in answer to what the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER] has said, which in a way re- 
flects upon the committee of the House, that so far as the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the House is concerned it does not 
now and never did have a rule of that kind. The rule making 
such a distinction was adopted by the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, but I am informed by some of the older Members in the 
House—and I believe the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
SvuLLoway] will bear me out in that statement—that the House 
committee has no such rule. 

Mr, ALEXANDER. You mean you have no rule at all? 

Mr. ADAIR. No written rules; and have not had. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. These are the rules we understand that 
the committee has, and when we write for information to the 
committee those are the rules we get. : 

Mr. ADAIR. Does the gentleman refer to the Senate rules? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. No; to the rules of the House Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions, when we ask for the rules of the com- 
mittee. This is the first time I ever knew that that was not so. 

Mr. ADAIR. They are not the rules of the House committee. 
We turned over to the gentleman all the rules that we have in 
our possession. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me another 
question? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not raise this question idly, Mr. 
Chairman. I have three cases that I recall now where I have 
introduced bills, and I have been informed by the Committees 
on Inyalid Pensions and on Pensions of the House and the Com- 
mittee on Pensions of the Senate—and I want to say not by any 
particular member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions—but 
it is the general understanding that where a special bill has 
passed, granting a pension and fixing the amount, it is not 
increased in these bills coming from this committee except in 
very rare instances, with rare exceptions. That, as I under- 
stand, is the history of it for years in this House. It has been 
the practice of the committees of both Houses, both the House 
and the Senate, not to increase a pension when the pension 
had its origin in a special legislative act. I have acted upon 
that. I had one case here some years ago in which I secured a 
pension for a Federal soldier who lived in my district, in which 
case that rule was not adhered to, as my friend from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Suttoway] will recall. 
ease, and the gentleman from New Hampshire aided me 
materially in securing the increase for the old man, who was 
recognized as being entitled to the increase, but because of the 
fact that the original pension had been granted by Congress, 
they did not want to increase it. The old man was at that time 
helpless, and the Senate committee did-make an exception to 
the rule in that case, informing me, however, that they would 
not do so again. 

I have very few applicants for pensions in my district. Most 
of those who apply are veterans of the Spanish-American War 
and the Indian wars, but I have secured pensions for some who 
were in the Federal Army during the War between the States. 
I use the expression that the President prefers. I have uni- 
formly told them that their pensions could not be increased, be- 
cause of this rule of both the House and Senate that a pension 
not sranted through the Pension Bureau, but originating by leg- 
islative enactment, could not be increased. 

Mr, ALEXANDER. I have sent them notice to that same 
effect. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the committee is going to make any 
more exceptions, I have one or two cases that should be granted. 

Mr. KENDALL. It has been the popular understanding here 
in the House, I think, that the rules of the Pension Committee 
exclude from further relief a soldier who is in receipt of a pen- 
sion under a private act. That is not, however, a fixed rule of 
the committee. While it is a regulation which has been recog- 
nized more or less, it ought to be relaxed. If a soldier is pen- 
sioned at $24 a month under an act of Congress, and subsequent 
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to that time he becomes totally paralyzed and requires constant 
attention, he should be given additional aid. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have that identical case in mind. 

Mr. KENDALL. I am describing the gentleman’s case. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then there is no reason why this rule 
should be enforced. The soldier ought to be entitled to addi- 
tional benefits commensurate with his condition. I agree with 
the gentleman. Can the gentleman answer this question, 
Whether the Bureau of Pensions has authority to increase the 
pension of a pensioner who draws his pension by reason of a 
private act? > 

Mr. KENDALL. Not at all, unless his disabilities growing 
out of his service are considered. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the presumption is that when 
you pension a man by legislative act he can not get a pension at 
the Pension Bureau under the general law. 

Mr. KENDALL. That is a mistake. If he wants to resort 
to the general law and can establish that he is entitled to more 
pension than Congress has allowed him, he has a right to do it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. He must be refused at the Pension Office 
before we can consider his bill. 

Mr. KENDALL. Other circumstances may arise—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think I can explain in just a word about 
what the action of the committee has been and the reason for its 
action. As stated by the gentleman from Indiana, as I under- 
stand, the Senate has written rules. We have not written rules. 
We have unwritten rules that have guided us. Bills passed 
by the House must also be passed by the Senate. The House 
committee thought it was practically useless for us to give the 
second increase where a man had previously one special bill, 
because the Senate would turn it down anyway, and has been 
doing it. 

I understand the action of the committee on these cases has 
been about this: Notwithstanding the Senate rule and our-un- 
written rule, where a man has been granted an increase by 
special act, but since that time his disabilities have become 
greater, we felt, and I think the committee feels, and the House 


-| feels, that it would be unjust to deny him the right he is justly 


entitled to. But if there has been no increase in the disabili- 
ties since the private act was granted, the committee has not 
felt that it ought to undo the work done by the previous com- 
mittee and the previous Congress by recommending an increase. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 
correcting the impression regarding the granting of second 
special bills and as to the unwritten rule referred to by the 
gentleman from Missouri, I think you will find by referring to 
the printed rules of the committee that rule 2 applies. 

Mr. KENDALL. Will the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. 
tleman. 

Mr. KENDALL. I want to say that this argument is en- 
tirely unnecessary, because there are no such items in this bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understood that there were. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I do not remember of 
any that are in this bill; there may- be one or two. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then the gentleman from Iowa is mistaken. 

Mr. KENDALL, I am making*the statement on the au- 
thority of some members of the committee on whose judgment 
I rely. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I say that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is entitled to a candid answer on 
this matter. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And I know I will get it. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I have known one or two 
cases where the statutory pension has been increased. I think 
there is a printed rule of our committee on a card which has the 
rule 2 which the gentleman from Ohio speaks of, but I never 
was present at any meeting when it was adopted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am not making any complaint. As I 
stated to the gentleman, my pension cases are very few; but 
when the committee have sent to Members of the House printed 
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‘rules which govern them in the reporting of bills, and we have 


informed our constituents who desire pensions that they would 
not be accepted, we want to know whether the committee in- 
tends to stand by the rule. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. The Committee on Pen- 
sions, of which I am not a member, has an inflexible rule of that 
kind, and there is where the most of the cases to which you 
refer come from. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have had one bill before the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that ran up against this rule. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. While that rule is printed 
on the card, I know it is not an inflexible rule. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 


1912. 


Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know if the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions does not haye a set of rules in book form, 
and if rule No. 2 does not declare in substance that where a 
soldier has been pensioned by a private act under no circum- 
stances will the committee consider an application for an addi- 
tional private act. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I think the gentleman is 
right about that. I think there is such a rule printed on a card, 
but I never was present at a meeting when the rule was adopted, 
and I think I haye been present at every meeting while I have 
been in the city. 

Mr. FOWLER. Does the gentleman understand that the rule 
was adopted and intended to be universal and to prevent Mem- 
bers of Congress from encouraging those who are drawing pen- 
sions by private act from making application for a second pri- 
vate act? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. As I stated a while ago, 
I do not think the rule ever was adopted. How it got into print 
that way I do not know. It may have been adopted by some 
prior Congress. 

Mr. FOWLER. I should be glad to have some gentleman in- 
form me how it became a rule, because I have written a num- 
ber of old soldiers in my district, sent them copies of that rule, 
and ealled their attention to it. Now, if that is not the rule of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I desire to correct myself 
with some of these old soldiers in my district who are entitled 
to more pension than they are now receiving. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. All I can say is that, if 
it is a rule of the committee, I haye known it to be violated in 
two or three cases. - 

Mr. SIMS. It has been the rule for many years. 

Mr. FOWLER. One more question. I will ask the gentleman 
how long this rule No. 2, governing the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, has been in vogue? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I can not answer that, 
because, as I say, I have never been present at any meeting 
when that rule was adopted. I have been present frequently 
when it was acted on. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Referring to the controversy re- 
garding the rule granting a second special pension to the same 
soldier, it may be that the House Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has not adopted a rule, but it has been printed as a rule, 
and I hold it in my hand. On the first page of this pamphlet is 
printed “ Committee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representa- 
tives.“ It may have been handed down in days gone by, but it 
does read “Rules of House of Representatives.” 

And on page 4 of Committee Rules, line 1 reads: 


The Pension Committees of the two Houses of Congress were cre- 
ated to consider a yery few claims, etc. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Yes; it was the Pension Committees of 
the two Houses, and neither of those committees is an invalid 
pension committee. = 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. It is misleading, and when a 
soldier writes me for a second special pension I refer him to 
rule 2. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Well, that furnishes a nice buffer for the 
gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Oh, I am not in need of any buffer, 
I assure the gentleman. The old soldier of my district knows I 
will use every honorable means to help him. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I will be glad to have rule 
No. 2 read into the Recorp, so that soldiers may understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have 
only a few words to say in reference to this bill. I do not know 
that it is necessary to say anything. I have already stated in 
the House this morning that there is no item included in this 
bill that has not had a thorough examination. In fact, it has 
been examined more than once. In the first place—and I say 
this for the Members of the House generally, because I have 
had quite a number of inquiries about it—the Interior Depart- 
ment, under a statute, details to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions an officer, who is known as an examiner. As pre- 
requisite to taking up any case in that committee it has to be 
passed upon by that examiner. I do not mean to say by that 
that the examiner is final upon it, but in ninety-nine cases out of 
a hundred I believe I would be safe in saying that no pension has 
ever been granted except upon the recommendation of the 
examiner. 

Sometimes the examiner reports the case as doubtful. In 
that case it is then considered by a subcommittee and then by 
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the full committee. I do not recall any case in which the ex- 
aminer has made an adverse report where the claim has been 
allowed by the committee, although I make that as a general 
statement, and I may be mistaken in regard to it. I think this 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question about one particular claim in this bill which 
I have seen, and the only one to which I desire to interpose 
any specifie objection. Probably the gentleman can explain it. 
It is to be found on page 88 in the report, being H. R. 6980, 
the case of William M. Capps. I read from the report: 


William M. Capps, aged 70 years, served as a principal musician 
in Third Regiment North Carolina Mounted 3 January 15, 
1865, to vacate 8, 1865 (seven months), and is not now a pensioner. 

Address, Edwin, Tenn, 

In his Confederate service he was known as Manley W. Capps and 
in the Union Army as William 0 and William M. apps. 

His claims under acts of June 27, 1890, and February 6, 1907, were 
rejected because of a prior voluntary service in the Confederate Army, 
and as he enlisted in the Union Army subsequent to January 1, 1865, 
the joint resolution of July 1, 1902, afforded no relief. His claim under 
the general law was rejected June 30, 1899, upon the d of no 
record of alleged rheumatism, and special examination had failed to 
establish it as of service origin. 


The last medical examination, SeptemBer 3, 1892, rates him for rheu- 
matism, weak heart, and weak mind. 

Dr. G. C. Williams hus treated him during the last 18 years for rheu- 
matism and resultin s 

The physician neighbors say he is disabled the greater part of 
the time for manual labor; that he owns a smal! house and lot, worth 
about $200, and has no income except the little he earns by the little 
labor he can do. 

As he served in the Union Army seven months and was honorably 
discharged, a pension of $12 is recommended. 

It appears that this man is not only a traitor and a deserter 
from the Confederate Army, but that all efforts on the part of 
the man to secure a pension failed by virtue of the fact that he 
could not make out his case at the Pension Office. He has been 
turned down four or five different times. Upon what ground 
does the committee pension this sort of man? He is what is 
very properly termed by my colleague, Judge BARTLETT, a tooter 
and not a shooter. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. The gentleman will find 
that he had seven months’ service in the Union Army after his 
service in the Confederate Army. 

Mr. HOWARD. Oh, the war was over when he had four and 
a half months’ of that service. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I.do not know whether 
he was a deserter or not. He may have been. 

Mr. HOWARD. If he was not a deserter, why did he get into 
the Federal Army and change his name? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. That is a pertinent ques- 
tion that I can not answer. 

Mr. HOWARD. Did the gentleman make any investigation 
of it? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I can not answer, but I 
will say that the examiner has reported to this committee that 
he served seven months in the Union Army; also that he had been 
rated by the department for certain disabilities. Why his pen- 
sion was never granted in the department I do not know, but 
this report shows that by the last examination, September 3, 
he was rated for rheumatism, weak heart, and weak mind. 

Mr. HOWARD. Now, I hope the gentleman will not mis- 
understand my motive in asking him this question. I am not 
one of those who think that nobody ought to receive a pension. 
I think that every man honorably discharged who rendered faith- 
ful service to the United States Government in the Civil War 
ought to have a pension if he is in poverty and want [applause], 
but I do not believe in pensioning these traitors to the Govern- 
ment, deserters, who can not show a ratable pensionable degree. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I desire to say that we 
did not know whether the man was a deserter or anything of 
that kind, and we can not go into the question of morality. The 
Pension Committee can not go into the moral character of a 
man. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. For a question. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. On page 88, I desire to ask a question about 
a case—— 

Mr. HOWARD. One moment. Is that the only answer the 
gentleman from West Virginia is capable of giving to this par- 
ticular claim? Is there a record, can the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I do not know; the report 
does not show—— 

Mr. HOWARD. Is the gentleman who introduced this bill in 
the House? I would just like to ask him, if he is, and I would 
be very glad for. him to state it. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I do not know, 


disease of heart. 
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Mr. HOWARD. Then, as a matter of fact, the gentleman in 


charge of this bill admits that he knows nothing except what | q, 


is incorporated in this report? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Nothing except what is 
shown in the official report, and it is shown that this man served 
seven months in the Union Army and he was rated for disa- 
bilities. It is shown right here in this report. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I am answering his 
question. 

Mr. HOWARD. You say he had a ratable disability; why 
did not he get a pension from the Pension Office? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Because he had no 
status under the general pension law. : i 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
to me? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. On page 88 of the report I find this state- 
ment: 

He— 

That is, this old soldier— 
died in service March 19, 1865. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. 
and what page? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am reading from page 88, near the middle 
of the page: 

Shortly thereafter, Nancy— 

Nancy was the soldier’s wife— 
took Bp with Gaven, also a soldier, and, having become a Catholic, 
married him by ceremony on February 15, 1878. 

She took up with him and lived with him until that time 
and then married him. Now, further down, you will find there 
that the soldier, Gaven—the soldier she married—also had a 
wife at the time he married her, by the name of Anne Burke, 
and Anne Burke came to the front and administered om the 
estate, took his property, and there is no question, as proven 
by the record, that this woman was never legally married to the 
man on whose name she got a pension. Now, will the gentle- 
man explain to the House how this committee gives this woman, 
who is not legally married, never was legally married, a pen- 
sion when the Pension Bureau says that she was not? Let me 
read this: 

The Bureau of Pensions denied her restoration on the ground that 
her conduct since the death of the soldier and the passage of the act 
of August 7, 1882, was in violation of the provisions of said act. The 
officers of the Church Federation of Charity, of Lincoln, Mo., in plead- 
ing for the restoration of her name to the pension roll, say that she 
married Anthony G. Gaven in good faith, not knowing that he had a 
wife living (which view is not shared by the Pension Bureau). 

Now, my question was this: Here is a woman who was not 
married to this man. She lived with him in an unmarried state 
for 10 years, as the record shows, and then married him, he 
having a living wife. How can this committee, in the face of 
this fact and the Pension Bureau protesting against it, proceed 
to give this unmarried woman a pension? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. It seems to me that the 

arriage is not the bad part of this. It seems to me a woman 
who lived with a man for a number of years, not being his wife, 
when she became his wife that, notwithstanding her former bad 
conduct, she ought not to be condemned for that. 

Now, as to this report here the committee has to take the 
examiner's report on this to a large extent. We can not go into 
eyery question minutely. It would take a year to do it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. You did turn down the Pension Bureau’s 
report when they investigated. She drew two pensions. The 
report says: 

Nancy has been the wife of two soldiers, pensioned as the widow of 
each; dropped from the rolls as such widow for reasons given above. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. We did not turn down 
the Pension Bureau’s report. If the Pension Bureau had power 
to act in it we would not take it up at all. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. They had the power, but found against it. 
Now, on page 24, I will ask you another question. 

Mr. LOBECK. I want to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
to read the last part of the statement on page 89. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I did not yield to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska. I ask, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask for order. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Recorp the entire case. 


II R. 16528. Nancy Gaven, aged TG years, is the former widow of 
Asa J. Moore, who served as a private in Company D, Sixteenth aa 
ment Wisconsin Infantry, from September 9, 1864, to March 19, 18 
(eight months), and is not now a pensioner under any act, 

Address, Lebanon, Mo. 


What line of the bill, 
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She was 8 1 under the act of July 14, 1862, at $8 po 
month by reason of death of Anthony P. Gaven, her second husband, his 

ea due to seryice disability. Her children by the first husband 
and soldier’s were pensioned under act of July 14, 1862, from October 
28, 1865, when Nancy established marriage relations with Gaven. 

A poean and soldier, Asa J. Moore, were about 1851, and 
lived together until his enlistment, September 9, 1864. They had five 
children... He died in service March 19, 1865. Shortly thereafter 
Nancy 3 with Gaven, also a soldier, and, having become a 
Catholic, ed him by ceremony February 15, 1878. They lived 
together until his death, August 31, 1897. 

After baini pensioned as his widow until 1903, her name was dropped 
from the roll on the ground that she was not the legal widow, since he 
(Gaven) had a prior wife, herself an applicant for 

This woman was Ann Burke, who succeeded by 
peonio in obtaining the estate of Anthony C. Gaven. 

aven and Dancy eloped in 1866. 

Nancy having been pensioned as the widow of Asa J. Moore from the 
date of his death, March 19, 1865, to October 29, 1865, the date of her 
alleged marriage to Anthony C. Gaven, the Bureau of Pensions denied 
her restoration on the ground that her conduct since the death of the 
soldier and the passage of the act of August 7, 1882, was in violation 
of the provision of said act. 1 

Nancy has been the wife of two soldiers, pensioned as the widow 
of each, and dropped from the roll as such widow for reasons given 
above. 

She is now 76 years old. The officers of the Church Federation of 
Charity, of Lebanon, Mo., in pleading for the restoration of her name to 
the pension roll, say that she married Anthony C. Gaven in good faith, 
not knowing that he had a wife living (which view is not shared by 
the Pension Bureau), and that she felt herself innocent of intentional 
wrongdoing. Further, she is an invalid, confined to her bed; that she 
lives with her widowed daughter, who is totally blind and who is also 
confined to her bed, and the two require the constant care of a trained 
nurse, and they have neither money, property, nor income. 

The Member introducing this bill states that he has known the sol- 
dier, Anthony C. Gaven, the applicant, and her daughter for years. 
Just before coming to Washington last November he visited them, appli- 
cant and daughter. He says: 

“In the corner of the room was the mother, sick, feeble, and almost 
helpless; in the center of the room, bg — an invalid’s bed so arranged 
as to be wheeled around the room, lay the daughter; so afflicted was the 
daughter she could only move the tips of her fingers; she could not turn 
her head from side to side, and she was blind. Nauc Gaven has no 
property; she and her daughter are pimped: upon the county court 
and upon the charity of the people of Lebanon.” 

This case enlists the sympathy of all and calls for congressional relief. 
A pension of $12 per month is recommended, 


Mr. LOBECK. Read the last part. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have 
made a promise to a gentleman who wants to speak against 
pension legislation generally. I think it is right for him to be 
heard on this bill, and I now yield to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. CALLAWAY] for 20 minutes. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I have always had great 
admiration for the truly brave, whether on the battle’s front or 
in the walks of civil life. The first thing, though, I ever took a 
live interest in reading was the histories of battles. I never 
tired of reading of the Battle of New Orleans, when Jackson’s 
Kentucky and Tennessee riflemen lay behind the cotton bales 
until Pakenham’s redcoats came close enough for Jackson's men 
to see the whites of their eyes. 

My blood boiled when I read and reread the story of the 
Alamo, how the heroic Crockett, the dauntless Fannin, and the 
indomitable Bowie, together with 157 other fit companions, held 
out against the Mexican army from the 23d of February to the 
6th of March. I believe that man can not die better than when 
facing fearful odds for the idols of his country and the temples 
of his gods. 

I have seen through the eye of history, in supremest admira- 
tion, Napoleon at Lodi, Marengo, and Austerlitz; had a storm 
in my blood when reading the statement of the drummer boy 
that “ he had never been taught to beat a retreat.” 

I have traced in awe the maneuvers of the valley campaign 
made immortal by the genius of Stonewall Jackson. 


I yield to no man in worship of the heroism displayed by 
Americans in our Civil War. It was never equaled in the his- 
tory of the world and it will never be duplicated by mankind, for 
our people have met their last time in mortal conflict. That is 
the saddest page in human history, but it is made the most 
brilliant with exhibitions of superhuman fortitude. 

I honor those who immortalized themselves in that strife, and 
they look alike to me whether on the one side or the other. I 
have no feeling in the matter whatsoever. I was born, long 
after the war had ended, in a State that never felt a hostile 
foot, and reared by a Confederate father who bore no taint of 
malice. He taught me that fanatics on both sides caused that 
fratricidal strife, and the memories of its horrors should pass 
and this country be an indissoluble Union in feeling, as it is 
in fact. 

I honor them whether their jackets were blue or gray, and I 
will go as far as who goes farthest in paying them homage and 
doing them honor, but honor can not be paid in dollars and 
cents. When reduced to a contract basis, the apples of Hesperi- 
des turn to Dead Sea fruit. The debt of gratitude paid in cash 
is no longer a debt. It is effaced forever. 


ension. 
judgment or com- 
Ann alleged that 
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I owe my life to a man who risked his own to pull me from a 
swollen stream when I was a boy of 13. He has always been 
my hero. I can never pay him the debt of gratitude I owe him. 
It never occurred to me that I should become his slave, even 
had he asked it. 

He taught me early in life that a debt of gratitude can not 
be paid with money, nor honor reduced to a cash basis. 

So it is with State or Nation. When materialists want to 
check up the debt of gratitude and the value of honor and go 
to the United States Treasury for the purpose of paying it in 
pensions, it makes me sick. Sick because I can see the grandeur 
of this Republic, born of our fathers’ blood and sanctified by 
our mothers’ tears, passing away. It shows the trend of our 
thought, the bent of this age of avarice and commercialism. It 
would lead a man each time he does a patriotic deed to esti- 
mate the value of it. When he has a generous impulse the 
thought will occur, “ What dividend will it pay?” His suffrage, 
wie should be a service to his country, will be worth so 
much. 

The progress of pension legislation in this country is a fruit- 
ful field for study. It reveals the remarkable power of the 
human faculties for development in any direction, whether for 
the weal or the woe of this country’s future. 


PENSION LAWS BASED ON JUSTICE. 


In 1863, when all the promises made by those in authority 
to encourage men to go to the front were fresh in mind; when 
legislators knew the hardships undergone by men in the line; 
when boon companions of the pension beneficiaries made the 
laws; an act was passed which certainly they thought did jus- 
tice to their comrades who suffered from the service. This act 
was amended in some details in 1873. 

These acts gave pensions to all injured in the service, their 
widows and minor children, and graduated the allowance ac- 
cording to the injury received. 

They made special provision for those who lost a leg, an arm, 
an eye or hearing. These acts had the ring of justice in them. 
They were passed by men who had gone through that conflict. 
They were passed for the benefit of those with whom they had 
suffered in that struggle. Those who legislated at that time 
were the best equipped to do the subject justice of any who 
have ever acted upon it, or of any who can ever act upon it. 
They knew the promises made as an inducement to get men to 
go to the front. They knew the conditions under which they 
entered the service. They knew the personnel of the men who 
answered the call. They knew the motives that actuated them 
and the bounties received. They knew the trials and tribula- 
tions of that awful strife. They knew what the loss was in 
finance and what it was in experience. They knew what it 
meant, not from hearsay, not from cultivated retrospection, not 
from fancy, not from the standpoint of political expediency, nor 
party advantage. They knew from actual experience, from see- 
ing it and suffering it. 

No one complained at those laws. The beneficiaries did not 
contend that those laws were parsimonious nor stingy. They 
were based on justice. Justice typified by the blind Goddess 
with the balances in one hand and the sword in the other. The 
kind of justice that inspires confidence. The kind of justice that 
makes a republic based on the consent of the governed, a stable 
government. The kind of justice that makes a happy and a 
contented people. 

Garfield, chairman of the Appropriation Committee in 1876, 
presepting the pension appropriation bill under those acts, 
which carried $28,951,288 and provided for 232,137 pensioners, 
said: 

My idea is, if the gentleman will allow me, that we have reached, 
and perhaps passed, the summit of appropriations for this object; that 
it took a number of years to develop, to get 1 with the regular 
form of laws to admit to the rolls the persons entitled to pensions, and 
that the time must necessarily come when we shall pass the climax 
and begin to go downward. I suppose we have already passed the 


maximum. 


Mr. ADKINS. We reached the maximum two years ago. We appro- 


priated last year $500,000 less than the year previous, and we appro- 
priated this year a million less than the appropriation in the previous 
pension bill. 

Garfield had rendered distinguished military service. He had 
been with the men on the firing line; he had heard the roar of 
shot and shell; he had had comrades fall around him; he had 
heard the groans of the dying; he had brought back to the 
grief-stricken wife the sad tale of how her life’s dear lord went 
down with his face to the foe, a patriot serving his country. 
He had a mind that knew justice and a heart to do it. He 
helped enact those laws. As chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations he was carrying out the laws he had helped to 
enact when he said, in 1876, all were on the rolls who were 
entitled to pensions. 


THE FIRST DEPARTURE FROM JUSTICE AS THE STANDARD. 

In 1890 an act was passed putting— 
all persons who served 90 days or more * * an e 
after be suffering from any mental or physical a open the, list 
of invalid pensioners. 

This was the first change in the principle of pension legisla- 
tion. Disability due to service had been the rule in pensioning 
the soldiers of the Revolution, the War of 1812, and of all other 
wars up to that time. 

That act also provided a pension for the widow of every sol- 
dier or sailor and each of his minor children no matter what 
the cause of his death, conditioned only that they were de- 
pendent on their own effort for support. This condition did 
not apply to the widows and minor children of officers. It 
provided a pension for them except when they had a yearly 
net income exceeding $250. 

This was the first general act that abandoned justice as the 
guide. This was the first act which was generous and liberal. 
In dealing with the soldiers of the Revolution we had never 
taken generosity for our guide and liberality for our limit. We 
had never abandoned justice. The loadstar of this Republic 
from its inception was adhered to in pension legislation until 
we got 25 years from the Civil War and the Grand Army of the 
Republic was organized, cultivated, and encouraged and its po- 
litical possibilities realized. 

When a representative abandons necessity and justice in the 
expenditure of the public money he has weighed anchor, reefed 
sail, torn out his rudder, thrown away his chart and compass, 
and battened down the hatches. He is on the high seas, subject 
to the pressure of the winds. He is adrift, headed for no port, 
hedged about by no limitations. 

This has been the condition in pension legislation since the 
act of 1890. There was no justice in that act. What was the 
reason for putting a man on the pension roll who suffered no 
injury from his service in that great war. He was as well and 
able as if he had never had that grand, glorious, and unique ex- 
perience. What was the reason for putting a woman and chil- 
dren on the pension roll whose husband or father had served 
in the Army? I have yet to see a nian who served on either side 
in that great conflict who did not regard it a distinction and a 
grand experience. It is an honor to him and to those who come 
after him. He never tires of talking of it. Why should he be 
pensioned if he suffered no injury on account of it? Why should 
the toilers be taxed to pension the widow of a man who en- 
listed as much as three months but was never injured and 
whose death was in no way due to his service? Is there any 
reason for the children of such soldier being pensioned—the 
children who point to their father’s service as family heritage 
of which they are proud? 

Why, on this bill introduced to-day, carrying 290 special pen- 
sioners, I see there is a person who served 3 months and 18 
days put on for special pension of $30 a month. He has been 
drawing a pension of $15 a month since 1907. He enlisted in 
May and quit in August. He had a summer vacation. It says 
that he suffered no injury in the war, but now he is afflicted 
with rheumatism. He is in no worse fix than thousands taxed 
to pay this pension. s 

But haying embarked on a scheme of generosity in pension 
legislation, bounded by liberality, the act of 1890 was, of course, 
the beginning and not the end of pension legislation. Thousands 
of private pension bills were passed each Congress; 9,623 were 
passed last Congress, and when these bills are passed it will 
make 1,500 for this Congress. Representatives in the infected 
districts vied with each other in fulsome flattery of the old 
heroes. They worked themselves up to arguing, and, worse, 
evep to feeling, that heroism should be rewarded by something 
more substantial than renown; that honor was empty unless it 
was accompanied with cash. 


THE CONDITIONS IN PENSION TERRITORY. 


The Republicans, finding themselves hard pressed in close 
districts and States, fell back on the old prejudices engendered 
by the war and made believe the Republicans were the only 
friends of the soldier. They asserted that the Democrats were 
southern sympathizers and should they come into power would 
refuse more pensions and cut what they had. The Democrats 
met this argument by advocating even more liberal allowances 
than the Republicans had dreamed of. Representatives of one 
party prized the other in platform declarations, and were in 
turn prized. ‘This continued from year to year and from 
election day to election day. They cultivated a sentiment and 
created a condition to which they are slaves—servile, abject 
slaves. Their time and energy is absorbed in pension promo- 
tion, and when they are foiled in their efforts, or even ques- 
tioned about the logic of their position, they get irritable; they 
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do not argue. They flatter the soldier and malign their oppo- 
nents. Their condition is to be pitied rather than condemned. 


THE TAXPAYERS, NOT THE TAY EATERS, ARE THE HOPE. 


There is but one way to stay this drift; that is, combat it 
at the source. It can not be stopped by argument nor by an 
appeal to the reason nor the sense of justice of. those who are 
directly or fmdireetly the beneficiaries. The average man is 
blind to argument that is against his interest. He is impervious 
to reason or logic that touches his pocket. He has no sense of 
justice when he is financially affected. The founders of this 
Republic recognized these human weaknesses and wisely pro- 
vided that no judge nor juror should sit on a ease in which 
the judgment or verdict would directly or indirectly affect him 
personally. The beneficiaries of pensions are average men, 
neither better nor worse than other men. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to continue for five minutes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. How much time have I 
left, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia has 
five minutes more. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I yield four minutes, 
then, to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY]. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I thank the gentleman. But for fear the 
sentiment has been so cultivated and the enthusiasm so aroused 
by the political devotees of the old soldier that a simple state- 
ment of a truism calling attention to a faet will not suffice, 
and for fear there are many who have been closer followers 
of the fulsome flattery of the post-bellum political orators than 
of real history, and for fear some might think I came from too 
far South to do exact justice to these northern heroes, I want to 
quote from Charles Francis Adams, a general in the Union 
Army, to show that these particular warriors were mottled and 
mixed, evem as other aggregations of men are: 


The beginning of a war is always in the nature of a MeS stimu- 
lating novelty ; everyone is anxious to have a hand in ſt in some shape 
or manner. r the glow of the first call to arms dies away and 
real war reveals its grim, repulsive aspect, the response to each re 
newal of that call to arms grows less and less im volume, until in 
the case of our Civil War, within the very first year of the struggle 
(April, 1862) eee practically ceased. nder such etreum- 
stances, as everyone at informed on that subjeet knows 1 
well, there is but one true course to pursue—recourse should be had 
to a system of conscription, exacting, stern, and even cruel. Permit- 
ting the fewest possible proa of exemption, it should aecept no ex- 
euses. Our Government in the Civil War, however, never dared have a 
real recourse to that drastice but alone effective measure. Conserip- 
tion, in the States of the Confederacy a stern, unrelenting reality, was 
in the loyal States a scarecrow. Enacted under the pressure of neces- 
sity into a law, that law was used as a threat to compel local eom- 
munities to band 4 1 — to fill their quotas somehow. Recourse was 
then naturally had the bounty system, and this early in the second 
year of the war. The frightful losses Incurred in McClellan’s penin- 
sular campaign thus had to be made good. 

The communi local and otherwise, then combined; enlisting 
agencies were established; and men sold themselves and were bought 
and delivered singly and in lots at so much a head, like cattle. It 
was a wretched system, cowardly, wasteful, inhuman; but under it— 
and it was pursued for three years—men were quoted much as bullocks 
at Smithfield, a fair average valuation being, say, $3 to $6 a ponn 
the only difference from the Smithfield basis of dealing being tha 
quality was not considered. Anything went. 

Needless to say, the material forwarded to the front under such a 
system—the bogus 
the Army this was notorious not only to everyone who held a commis- 
sion, but to every man in the ranks called upon to associate with those 
forwarded under guard to fill up the war-wornm battalions. Desertion 
and bounty jomping having become a calling were reduced to a sys- 
tem. As the war went on the recruits, recent importations from 
Europe or picked up in the slums and from the gutters of the great 
cities, were notoriously looked upom by the veterans of 1861 with 
averted eyes; objects of contempt; they were treated with scant con- 
sideration. Yet these, the cankers of a calm world and a long peace,” 
to a large extent, constituted what are now known as war-wornę vet- 
erans, glorious heroes, and worthy patriots: 

To one who personally recalls the events of that struggle, its hard, 
realistic, and mercenary features, the present-day utterances concern- 
ing it are a constant source of amused astonishment. In skimming 
over the columns of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD such can not but mar- 
vel at the amount of cant and nauseating twaddle, perhaps, 

uld not be too-extreme a term—dcemed useful properly to lubricate 

e creaking district machinery. * 


But lest some doubting Thomas should question that author- 
ity and still be of the opinion that every man in uniform was a 
courageous patriot and a hero out to serve and save his coun- 
try, I will put in a few words from Abraham Lincoln: He 
said— > 


conscription system—constantly deteriorated. In 


he was shocked to find that of 140,000 whom we are ports for in 
Pope's army only 60,000 could be found. McClellan brought away 
93,000 from the Peninsula, but could not to-day count over 45,000. 


As regarded demoralization, the President said: 


There was no doubt that some of bur men permitted themselves to be 
captured in order that they might leave on ‘ole, get discharged, and 
go home. Where there is such rottenness, is there not reason to fear 
r the country? 


THE END OF THE NUMERICAL INCREASE. 

In 1900 an net was passed providing pensions for all widows 
and minor children of soldiers who served 90 days or more who 
did not have a net income of or exceeding $250 per year. Dur- 
ing these years the increase in appropriations evidence the en- 
terprise and organization of those who received pensions, That 
year the pension appropriation bill carried $142,303,S87. 

In 1907 the generous and liberal legislators passed an act 
which provided: ö 

That hereafter the of 62 years and over shall be considered a 
permanent specific disability wi the meaning of the pension laws. 

This made pensionable every man who served 90 days or 
more during the Civil War, except those who had not at that 
time reached the age of 62 years. All who served in the war 
reached the pensionable status during the year 1910. Seventeen 


was as young as any could enlist and all who were 17 in 1865 
were 62 in 1910. Since then, every man who served on the 
Union side for 90 days, and that without reference to whether he 
was rich or poor, capable or ineapable, a creditable citizen or a 
disereditable citizen, whether a citizen of the United States or a 
citizen of some foreign country, hasdrawn a pension. The Union 
soldiers have all got on the pension rolls. The widows ef Union 
soldiers are all on the pension rolls, the children of Union 
soldiers are all on the pension rolls, the helpless and idiot chil- 
dren or relatives of Union soldiers are all on the pension rolls. 

The average taxpayer who has patiently borne the burden 
uncomplainingly through all these years, while expense has 
grown like Jack’s bean stalk to the colossal sum of one hundred 
and sixty millions per year, expected pension legislation to 
cease. But alack! and alas! it has been ever thus from child- 
hood’s hour, we haye seen our fondest hopes decay.” 

THE BEGINNING OP THE LIMITLESS INCREASE, 

The next moye was to increase the amount of the allowance, 
since numerically they were at their row's end. 

In 1908 they passed an act increasing the pensions of widows 
married prior to 1890 from eight to twelve dollars per month. 
No voice was raised against this act, which shoved appropria- 
tions from $141,464,522 in 1908 to $155,894,049 in 1909. 

The pension forces; emboldened by such successes, pressed 
through the House of Representatives of the Sixty-first Con- 
gress the Sulloway pension bill. It died on the Senate calendar. 
That was the boldest and most extravagant general act ever 
seriously considered by Congress. “It would have taken 
$50,000,000 to meet its provisions. It would have raised the 
yearly pension expenditures to two hundred million, or about 
$10 for each voter in the United States, a little more than seven 
times as much as Gen. Garfield said they were entitled to 36 
years before. The pension advocates say the ranks are thinning, 
Let us look at the figures. In 1876 there were 232,137; in 1911, 
892,098, nearly four times as many as there were 36 years be- 
fore, when Gen. Garfield said all were on the rolls who were 
entitled to pensions. They have been able so far to supply more 
pensioners by law than have been taken away by nature. 

A PENSIONER FIRST, A PATRIOT AFTERWARDS, 


The eomplexion of the lower House of Congress changed in 
1910, but we were soon to learn that a pensioner is a pensioner, ` 
The Democrats came in. The Democrats, whose shibboleth for 
40 years has been that— 


Public money should not be spent except what is necessary in the 
honest and economical administration of public affairs. 


The Sherwood pension bill, variously estimated to add from 
forty-six to seventy-five millions to our present pension expendi- 
tures, which approximate one hundred and fifty-three millions 
for this year, accompanied the Democratic shibboleth into the 
Sixty-seeond Congress and knocked that shibboleth into a 
“cocked hat.” Gen. SHEeRwoop’s Democratic bill prizes SULLO 
war's Republican measure. It goes it one better. It is in line 
with the manner in which the conditions have been created in 
the States*that send pension slaves to this House. A Democratie 
House pledged to economy and honesty in the publie expendi- 
tures rammed that bill through. They forced it through in the 
face of the statement of Mr. FITZGERALD, chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee, that— 


Its enactment sounds the death knell of the hopes of the Democratie 
Party successfully to reduce expenditures and lower substantially tariff 
taxes 


They forced it through in the face of the statement of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Harrison], a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee— 


3 the tariff on sugar could not be reduced should this bill become 
a law. 


They rammed it through for the purpose of getting with it 
enough soldier yotes to bring them back to Congress and possibly 
carry their States for the party. 
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THE REAL PURPOSE OF THE SULLOWAY AND SHERWOOD BILLS. 


It was an effort to beat the Republicans to it. The advocates 
of that measure argued that should the Republicans ever get 
back in power they would pass then a pension bill that would 
perpetuate them in power. The proponents of that measure 
Claimed the Republicans would win unless that bill was passed. 
If it was passed, the Democrats would return. The question, 
then, was, according to the arguments, whether the Democrats, 
having the power, should buy that yote with pensions or let it 
go to the Republicans, who have heretofore held it with pensions. 

If that vote can be bought with pension money this year, it 
can be bought with any other kind of money. If it has to be 
bought at this election, it will have to be bought at the next 
election and at the next one. It is not worth the price. 


THE REAL SEQUENCE OF SUCH LEGISLATION. 


It is not only the cost to this Government in dollars and cents, 
it breeds indolence and vice in the recipients; it undermines 
self-respect by removing the necessity for self-reliance; it saps 
independence and begets dependence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? : 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to conclude my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. 
against this bill? 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Yes; I am going to vote against every 
pension bill. I think we are already overloaded with pension 
burdens. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Has the gentleman more than 
five Members among his colleagues on this side of the Chamber 
to join with him in that vote? 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I never asked that question. It is not a 
question of how many will vote with me. The question with 
me is whether or not I am right. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have 
only one minute left. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee gave unanimous consent 
for the gentleman from Texas to complete his remarks. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the Chairman 
did not put that question to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas has asked 
unanimous consent for sufficient time in which to complete his 
remarks. Is there any objection? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I object to unlimited exten- 
sion of time. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The Chair had definitely stated the 
request for unanimous consent and had ruled thereon, and de- 
bate has followed thereunder. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is true; but the Chair did not put 
the motion to the committee. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Did not the gentleman from West 
Virginia reserve his minute and then demand recognition imme- 
diately after the gentleman from Texas concluded? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I object, as I say, to an 
unlimited extension of time. The gentleman might talk a week. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. It will take me about four minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent for four minutes more. Is there objection? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. It supports in idleness thousands who 
should be engaged in creative employment. They would be 
better off if forced to rely on their own efforts, and would add 
to the world’s wealth instead of absorbing substance they 
never created. < 

That is exemplified, Mr. Chairman, in the difference to-day in 
the feeling of dependence of the soldiers of the North and the 
feeling of indępendence of the soldiers of the South, who have 
had to depend upon their own energy and exertions for their 
support. 

I want to quote here from no less authority than Gen. 
Charles Francis Adams, a great-grandson of President John 


Is the gentleman going to vote 


Adams, on the influence of such gifts as have been made by 
this Government in pensions. He said: 


The matter of provision to be made for those who for any reason are 
insufficiently provided for is no new question. On the contrary, in one 
form or another it has as a problem oceupied the attention of the in- 
dividual man, the legislator, and the business administrator or director 
almost since the beginning of time. And if, as a result of all human 
experience, Songs largesses, distributions, charitable bequests and 
foundations, poor laws and workhouses, doles, outdoor reliefs, asylums, 
and ee oe panem et circenses of all times and kinds—one fact 
stands forth more distinct and indisputable than most others it is that 
promiscuous and indiscriminate benefactions and givings are a curse 
to all concerned. In such case the demand always exceeds the su 
piy; feeding on itself, the thing fed grows with an exceeding growt 

mpairing self-respect, it saps the desire of self-help. It creates de- 
pendents and begets mendicants. 3 

That this is a correct statement of the effect of giving is 
known to every student of human nature. 

And he said, further: 


That our pension system tends to pauperize the community by under- 
mining that sense of self-respect always incident to self-support hardly 
admits of denial; that indiscriminate giving, rdless of individual 
requirements, restricts the funds available Yor the relief of the truly 
deserving and really needy is a self-evident proposition. That such a 
condition of things calls for reform js obvious. 

THE SHERWOOD BILL IS NOT THE END OF PENSION LEGISLATION. 

A cursory examination of the speeches made by the advocates 
of the Sherwood pension bill shows conclusively that they do 
not offer that measure as the concluding pension act, but 
simply as one of their pension acts. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. ASHBROOK], in giving his views on the Sherwood pension 
bill, said: 

I am a firm believer in generous and liberal pensions. 

He then stated that he would include widows without re- 
striction, and that he wanted to strike out the thousand-dollar 
income provision of the Sherwood bill, and said those opposed 
to all kinds of pension legislation worked that provision into 
the bill. Then he asks: 

Why let these gentlemen dictate to those who are friends of the 
soldiers? Let the soldiers’ friends make this bill. 

Another proponent of this measure states clearly that this 
bill is prepared at the instance of and for the benefit of the 
soldiers. He says: 

Hence we have tried what seems best for the soldiers by pre- 
paring this bil * * *. I am also for this bill, because I have 
ascertained from the soldiers of my district that they are in favor of 
this, the Sherwood bill * . Here is a letter advising me of a 
meeting held in my district only one week ago by one of the largest 
Grand Army posts in the district that I represent. 1 

Then he reads the letter as an argument for the bill. 

The foregoing are but samples of the arguments made for 
the Sherwood pension bill, that if passed will increase the tax 
burdens somewhere between forty-six and seventy-five millions 
of dollars. The public welfare, the future of the country, the 
effect on the electorate of the land, or the burden upon the al- 
ready overburdened taxpayers does not enter into these argu- 
ments, but the question is what do the soldiers want; and the 
promise to them is that their Representatives will get for them 
now and in the future everything that they can get, and what 
they can get seems to be limited only by what the Treasury 
has. 

Mr. LonewortH, of Ohio, who voted against the Sulloway bill 
in the last Congress, in discussing the Sherwood bill stated that 
he was going to vote for it now that the Supreme Court has 
held the corporation-tax law constitutional, and “that we can 
afford to pass some pension legislation.” He said when the 
Sulloway bill was before the House last year the Secretary of 
the Treasury appeared before the Ways and Means Committee 
and stated that we could not meet a $50,000,000 charge on the 
revenues without a bond issue or without additional taxation. 
We got the additional taxation in the corporation tax, therefore. 

It has always been my conviction, and I believe it is the con- 
viction of the average man, that those who are affected by 
judicial decisions should not determine the judgment, but that 
the judgment should be rendered by those who are not per- 
sonally affected and those who can not be affected by the judg- 
ment; and the law of the land should not be made by those who 
are personally affected by the laws or who are direct bene- 
ficiaries under the law, and I do not believe that pension grants 
should be determined by our ability to levy and collect taxes. 
My views, though, are wholly at variance with the arguments 
and statements above quoted. The above quotations evidence 
the influence and motives actuating pension legislation. 

THE POLITICAL POWER OF THE ORGANIZED PENSIONERS. 


And Mr. Adams further said: 

It is safe to say that there is to-day in Washington, or in the world, 
no influence which, in its ene to break down opposition and to bring 
about the legislative results it desires, at all comparable to the in- 
fluence which has grown up and become: organized under the existing 
United States pension system; 


to do 
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The present Secretary of the Treasury, the Hon. Franklin 
MacVeagh, referring to the present Civil War pension system, 
in April, 1911, said: 

That it had lost its patriotic aspect and now become a political list. 


These statements show that the men making them knew and 
appreciated the conditions actuating the men of this House in 
their vote on pension questions. 


According to the statements, arguments, and actions of those 
from the infected territory, pensions determine elections. It is 
not party principles; it is not tariff, high or low; it is not 
whether the Government shall be administered honestly and 
economically ; it is not whether the few shall continue by means 
of law to take toll from the many; it is not how burdensome the 
taxes shall be, but how much pension are we to get. Lest some 
man should say that I am radical in my statement of the mo- 
tives and influences in this House that backed these measures 
and pushed them through, I shall quote Mr. Hucues of New 
Jersey, a member of the Ways and Means Committee and seven 
years a Member of this body. He put it bluntly but truthfully, 
courageously, and like a patriot, not a timeserver: 

Fifty million dollars a year is too big a price for the country to pay 
to bring me back to Congress. 

He was speaking of the Sulloway bill. If his words mean 
anything, they mean that bill was a vote purchaser. 

I am going to add here a statement showing the number of 
pensioners in each State and Territory, each insular possession, 
and each foreign country on the rolls June 30, 1911, and the 
amounts paid during the fiscal year 1911, together with dis- 
bursements for pensions and for maintenance of the pension sys- 
tem from 1866 to 1911. This does not give an adequate estimate of 
the political influence of pensioners unless in looking at it you 
multiply the number of voters by their political activity and con- 
centration of effort. 


Number. Amount. 


State or country. 
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If it has come to this, that the giving of pensions is to pur- 
chase votes; votes in the pension districts of this country that 
determine elections, National as well as State, what must be the 
consequence when that condition is understood and appreciated 
by the millions of yeomanry who each year pay their taxes and 
have heretofore biennially marched over the hills to deposit an 
honest, unselfish ballot in the hope that this Government would 
do even-handed justice to all? [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Hasnton] has one minute remaining. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate be closed in one hour 
and five minutes; one hour of the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Roppensery] and five minutes 
by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Hamitron] asks unanimous consent that general debate be 
closed in one hour and five mfnutes; one hour of that time to 
be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERRY] 
and five minutes to be controlled by himself. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob- 
ject—I do not know that I will object—I desire to call the at- 
tention of the Chair and the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the fixing of general debate is not in the power of the 
Committee of the Whole. It rests with the House. Now; I am 
not going to object, but E do not desire 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. If the gentleman will 
yield to me a moment, I would say that I fully understand that 
I could not do it by a vote, but by unanimous consent, if the 
committee so desires. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not going to 
object to its being done by unanimous consent. I do not oppose 
that, but I do not like these precedents-that are sought to be 
set, and I merely rose for the purpose of calling the attention 
of the committee to it. I think it is a bad precedent, and it 
ought not to be accepted as a precedent without some sort of 
protest. I do not object. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 
object. Before acquiescence in the request, I desire to state that 
I understand that the request of the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee provides for general debate for one hour and five min- 
utes, one hour to be controlled by myself and five minutes by 
himself. Of course it is to be noted that the gentleman from 
West Virginia has already consumed one hour of general debate. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Oh, certainly. I mean five 
minutes besides that. I want to yield that time to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Runey], who desires to explain a bill here. 
I do not want a minute of it for myself. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in order 
that my colleagues on this side who desire time may have it, 
one hour may not be sufficient. I expect to use an hour my- 
self. Thus far no Members have requested to be given time. 
If they desire it before this agreement is entered into I should 
like to be apprised of it. I have no desire to utilize all the 


maintenance of pension system, 
tinued. 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I do not want to concur in any agreement that will affect our 
rights under the five-minute rule. Does this affect our rights 
under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not in any way affect the five- 


minute rule. Is there objection to 
from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia want to use some of his time now? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Otherwise, I would be 
glad to yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rusey]}. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That can be done at any time. I shall 
have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY] is reco: 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of all 
pension legislation since I have been a Member there has 
been a manifest absence of dealing with that great question 
without interjection now and then and ever and anon of 
nonessentials, of appeals to sympathy, of recounting the heroic 
deeds of the past. But notwithstanding all that has taken 
place to do honor and justice to the Army of this country, 
Members, in my respectful and candid judgment, have not 
exercised that caution, that prudence, that the real soldier de- 
serves aud that the taxpayers of the country are entitled to. 
There has not been that caution against placing upon the 
pension rolls of this country the names of persons who, neither 
by service to the country nor sacrifice for it, deserve to be 
there; and I am rising now to direct the attention of the House 
to the fact that while noble names go upon that roll no ignoble 
names should mar the brilliant page of the great array of 
Union soldiers who fought for their conscience and for their 
country as they saw it. I desire to say to you that it is a dis- 
honor to the country and a discredit to the soldiers upon the 
pension rolls to put side by side with them the names of per- 
sons who never served their country, of men who deserted 
their country, of men who, by legerdemain, by artifice, by 
favoritism, and by fraud are now enrolled on this great page 
of honor. We shall discuss it somewhat presently. 

Two May months have passed since I came here. On each re- 
curring Memorial Day, to Arlington, beneath the arch builded 
there, and in full view of the massive construction of the Amphi- 
theater of Fame, which has caryed upon it the names of the 
illustrious men of the days of 1860-1865, in full view of the im- 
posing columns of the southern colonial home where the great 
Lee lived and began his matchless career, I have journeyed 
with my little children and the other and greater half of my, 
household. There, beneath the trailing vines and under the 
clear heavens, while the swelling notes of the Marine Band 
were set in full attune, where but lately the President of this 
country stood wrapped in the folds of his country’s flag, doing 
honor and reverence to the soldiers of the Union in that great 
struggle, I and my household have sat, amid the harmony of 
that far-famed aggregation of musicians, and under the inspir- 
ing voice of the orator, the President of the Republic. Along 
with all the rest, we offered up our devotion, we mingled our 
applause, and tendered our share in doing honor to the soldiery 
of the Republic and all that is noble in it. ; 

And when we come to discuss this subject, I would have gen- 
tlemen on either side understand that we approach it with noth- 
ing save the conception we have of a just consideration of this 
legislation. I recall well two weeks ago, when this subject was 
considered, there was no voice then to explain one of these bills, 
I do not complain, gentlemen. It is a part of the decree of the 
political life of the country in its legislative procedure. There 
was no voice then raised in explanation. There was no colloquy 
indulged in with fairness that light might be thrown upon this 
legislation. I will not say there was contempt, but there was 
silent inaction. By and by the powerful Committee on Rules 
was called together, and in council they prepared what they call 
a rule to close debate, to close amendment, to close considera- 
tion, and to throttle and to shackle this body of the people's 
representatives. At this moment I see neither the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry] nor the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] ; but when that committee repaired to their room 
to prepare that rule under a Democratic House, I would ask 
those gentlemen, if they were here, who dictated the rule of 
February 23? 

Whose hand wrote the rule of February 23, which was 
brought forth to shut off debate and consideration in a Demo- 
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cratic House? Was it Henry or was it DALZEKLL? Go to the 
room of the journal clerk of the House and see the chirography 
of that rule and see whether the gag was that of HENRY or 
that of DALzELL. See whether or not, in formulating the rules 
for the Democratic majority, it was written by the hand of a 
Democrat or by the hand of a Republican. Gentlemen, the 
voice was the voice of Jacob, but the hand was the hand of 
Esau. No party expediency, no danger of party future, shall 
let me give my assent that the rules of procedure of the Demo- 
crats of this House shall be drafted by the arch Republican 
gagger of the last 20 years, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Datzett], without a protest and without calling attention 
to the fact. 

The bill now before us is smaller by some 60 or 70 names 
than that of two weeks ago. I note the improvement. 

I searcely find to-day any of these $50 pensions in it. They 
tell us the committee has agreed not to put in any more over 
$50. They say, geitlemen, that hereafter the committee will 
not indulge individual Members to rise in their places and 
_quiescently adopt amendments that they have drafted. So after 
all, if we may say it, perhaps a little publicity connected with 
this pension legislation will not be detrimental to the country 
or degrade the Union soldier. 

I say to you now that within the last fortnight there have 
come in my daily mails letters from Union soldiers—not from 
the South—there have come from inmates of soldiers’ homes 
letters protesting against this procedure and favoritism. There 
have come from presidents of western universities letters of 
approyal of the position we have taken on this question. They 
have read the Recorp. There have come from the State of 
New York, the State of Pennsylvania, the State of Massachu- 
setts, the State of New Jersey, and elsewhere communications 
from citizens, some of whom say they were soldiers in the war, 
emphatically indorsing the position we haye taken in the inter- 
est of the just appreciation and treatment of the soldiers of the 
Union Army and in defense of the burden bearers of the coun- 
try. At some future day we may have an opportunity and the 
permission to file them in the Recorp or to read them from the 
floor of the House, giving Members the information as to the 
opinion some men in this country entertain in regard to this 
reckless exploiting of both political parties in the name of the 
tottering, crippled, and aged Union soldiers. 

Gentlemen, it is absolutely appalling that men in their solici 

de for their political fortunes, far transcending their solici- 

de for the Union soldler, should tremble when public discus- 
sion of this question is raised. Gentlemen dare not deny the 
statement from their own lips, from their own utterances—it 
is heard in the hotel corridor, it is heard in the cloakrooms, 
and, more than that, it is heard privately on the floor of the 
House—that this pension question is literally embedded in our 
politics, and that it will be political suicide to ventilate it. 
God spare such patriotism and such statesmanship! 

Observe here to-day Members of the House, when specific 
cases of private pensions are brought to the notice of gentlemen 
who bring in the bill, that they stand without explanation because 
they can not make it, I assume. They stand without reason 
and without justification for taking a condemned soldier and a 
questionable widow and placing them on the pension roll, when 
I doubt not there are thousands of true soldiers who deserve 
recognition, and I would not deny it to them. 

Oh, the history of the pension legislation of this country! 
I can not read it without being tedious and exhausting. But 
we turn to the Commissioner of Pensions’ report for 1911. The 
number of individuals in the military and civil service of the 
United States during the Civil War is estimated at two million 
two hundred and odd thousand. The number of survivors of 
the Civil War on the pension roll at the close of the fiscal year 
was 539,000. 

It is stated by the commissioner that but about 25 per cent 
of the Union soldiers now survive, and I do not question his 
statement. We find now on the pension roll the entire remnant 
of that great army that for four years met that other great 
army, the like of whose heroism on either side the annals of 
no history transcend. They are there. Has the country neg- 
lected them? Has it declined from any geographical portion 
of this Republic to do honor and pay tribute and yield sup- 
port from our Treasury to them in their need, their infirm- 
ity, or in their age? I deny it. A thousand general statutes 
well-nigh have been enacted to provide for every conceivable 
contingency. 

In the same report we come to the special private pen- 
sion bills. ‘They began very modestly, but now run to the 
enormous number of twenty-two thousand and odd privileged 
acts for those who were fortunate enough to ingratiate them- 
selves into the favor of their Members of Congress. Most of 
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the soldiers of the Civil War are now pensioned under the act 
of February 6, 1907, and apply for increase only as they become 
70 or 75 years of age. 

Yet, be it remembered, gentlemen, that long before 1907, be- 
ginning with 1861, pension statutes were passed, and vast num- 
bers under those statutes have been receiving pensions. Year by 
year the pension allowance has been increased. In 1878, 1890, 
1899, 1900, and 1907 the restrictions of examination were modi- 
fied, and the rules were relaxed in order to make easier the ob- 
taining of a pension; the construction of the Commissioner of 
Pensions has been liberal, has been generous—sometimes well- 
nigh to a fault. 

I will take up somewhat directly the pension legislation. The 
laws have been extended to the widow and the children and to 
dependents, and I do not challenge it immoderately. Various 
statutes provide for furnishing a limb or an arm, and give the 
soldier the right to take his arm or his lower limb, or to take 
money in lieu of it. 

The Treasury of the Republic, supplemented by treasuries 
of great States, haye provided homes for them, and they are 
there, cared for in comfort, and in addition are permitted 
to draw as high as $17 a month pension in addition to care and 
support in the home. I here declare to you that I am not one 
of those who would undertake to consign the Union soldier to a 
home whether he wills or not. If, perchance, in Iowa, in In- 
diana, Pennsylvania, or some other State, ill provided though 
he may be, he desires to spend his remaining years in less com- 
fortable quarters, with less food, with less raiment, than in a 
soldiers’ home, I would not deny that te him. It is but a 
tribute to, and evidence of, his patriotism. It tells a story 
that swells the hearts of all of us, that the man, though he 
may be infirm and needy, loves to linger about the scenes of 
his childhood and to live and die at the hearthstone of his 
boyhood and manhood. I would give to them adequate pensions 
to get the necessities, and let the home be optional with them. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is no justification for an adulterous 
woman being on the pension roll nor for a deserting soldier 
drawing from the Treasury of this Republic. According to the 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions criminal prosecutions 
are infinitesimal, but you say that it is a broad statement that 
many undeserved ones go on the list. The same commissioner 
undertook to check the pension roll in a very gentle, very effemi- 
nate way, and with apparent great trepidation to peruse the 
rolls and make some interrogation as to the record and desery- 
edness of some of them. His report Members have seen. It 
says that some were found who were perpetrating fraud on the 
Government, and he says further: 

Last fall it became apparent from letters received in the bureau and 
certain press articles that the impression obtained in some parts of the 
country that the pension roll was honeycombed with fraud. 

Now, make ready to hear: 

To settle the question beyond all controversy by determining whether 
the pension roll was a roll of honor or otherwise, I obtained favorable 
permission from those in authority over me to check up the pension 
roll. I mean by that, ayer, whether every person drawing a 

msion is entitled to it. The task is no small one, as the bureau must 

rst get the names and the last-known post-office addresses of the pen- 
sioners from the pension agents, and then field men must go from 
pensioner to pensioner to learn whether the proper persons are drawing 
the pensions. 

And, gentlemen, what is the objection that we hear inter- 
posed on the floor of this House to such a procedure? It is 
not that there is no fraud on the pension roll, but that it will 
cost more money to detect the fraud than it will to pay it. My 
God, what does such an argument lead us to? In other words, 
gentlemen, they are there, but let them remain; do not uncover 
them, for it will cost money. 

We owe it to the integrity of the Republic, we owe it to the 
integrity of the legislative body.of the country to investigate. 
We owe it to the Union soldier and his descendants and to the 
past and future history of our country to rid this roll of honor 
of fraud, of perjury, of perfidy, of national shame. 

I read again from the commissioner's report: 

The special examiners Se i A upon this work have paid particular 
attention to the marital relation of the pensioners and have reported 
thereon, and the data so obtained will assist greatly in disposing of 
widows’ claims when the same are filed. 

Why, if they found no fraud, what help would it be? 

Here is more of the farce: 

Whenever it has been ascertained that a pensioner is known by any 
name other than that under which pensioned, a full investigation has 
been made to 33 identity and age at enlistment, which will also be 
of benefit in adjudicating claims which may hereafter be filed. 

And so purging the pension rolls is ended. The people of this 
country will not stand for that whitewash. Standing well- 
nigh alone before you, and with little open approval from Mem- 
bers, I say to you now, and mark it, that the patriotic soldier, 
the patriotic woman, the patriotic journal, the patriotic popu- 
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lace, will not let the pension history of this Nation and its glory 
be clouded and enrobed in curtains of fraud and of dishonor. 
The day of reckoning will come. If this is unpatriotic, then 
appealing for the honor of the Nation is unpatriotic. If this is 
demagoguery, then demagoguery is a sleuth in pursuit of fraud, 
If this is calculated to disrupt political parties or to embarrass, it 
is no less calculated to render a measure of service to the people 
who send us here. Read the history of this Republic, and where 
is there any neglect of the American soldier? As early as 1861 
the Volunteer Army was placed on the same basis of pay for 
disability as applied to the Regular Establishment. A year 
later $8 per month was added, and there follows, compiled by 
the junior Senator from Florida, a well-nigh complete tabula- 
tion of the general pension history of the country, and I shall 
hand it to the reporter and let him incorporate it as a part of 
my remarks. But, mark you, when our pension outlay is tabu- 
lated and summed up, it appears that the Treasury of this 
Government has contributed for pensions four billions of dollars. 


As early as 1861 the Volunteer Army was placed on the same basis 
of pay for disability as applied to the Regular Establishment. A year 
later was fixed for noncommissioned officers and privates and $30 for 
officers of the rank of lieutenant colonel and above. To widows during 
widowhood, or, if none, to children under 16, then to mothers, then to 
dependent sisters under 16, sions.were granted. In 1864 an elaborate 
specific disability pension bill was passed, providing a table of rates for 
certain-named injuries ranging from incapacity to perform manual 
labor to the loss of hands, arms, feet, legs, hearing, and eyesight, the 
rates of which haye been increased from year to year. General provi- 
sion was made for those who had not suffered such serious loss but who 
for any reason were so disabled as to render them incapable of perform- 
ing manual labor, and it was left to the Commissioner of Pensions to 
determine this general class. On page 122 of a compilation prepared by 
the Commissioner of Pensions in 1905. will be found the rates fixed by 
him for disabilities not specified by this act of 1864. The allowance 
fixed for inability to perform manual labor, due to the militar: 
service, was 815 per month. This amount was increased in 1883 to 

r month, and it has been the law since 1883 that anyone so disabled 

the service as to be incapacitated to perform man labor shall re- 
ceive a pension of $30 month. In 1866 brothers and fathers were 
added to the pensionable class. In 1868 arrears of pensions were al- 
lowed to pensioners on account of death, disease, or discharge, but in 
this act was included spore that the application must have been 
filed within five years after the date of death or disability. It would 
seem that five years ought to be sufficient time within which any = 
son might ascertain whether he had been wounded or disabled, if 
within such time a person had not complained of wound or injury the 

e eo ought to be conclusive that he had not been wounded or 
isabled dur the war. 

From 1874 1878. the amounts out nl meager began to de- 
crease year by year. In 1878 an effort was e to allow arrears in 

msions, and claim agents and pension attorneys became active. The 

‘ommissioner of Pensions, in his report for 1878, called attention to 
this agitation and pointed out the great inducements to fraud and im- 
sition. Notwithstanding this the arrears act of 1879 was passed by 
ongress. It provided that all pensions granted, or to be granted, in 
eonsequence of death, wounds, injury, or disease received or contracted 
during the Civil War, should commence from. the date of the death 
or discharge from service of the person on whose account the claim had 
been or should be granted, or from the termination of the right of the 
ty having prior title to such pension. The bill as it passed the 
Jouse fixed no time limit for filing applications. The Senate proposed 
an amendment to the effect that the application must have been filed 
by July 1, 1880, ‘This amendment was finally agreed to, although it 
was vigorously o in the House on the d that it would be 
despicable on the part of the Government to limit the time of applica- 
tion for pension. The Government was sought to be placed in un- 
pular attitude of a debtor in a lawsuit on the common counts, plead- 
— the statute of limitations in order to avoid the payment of his just 
debts. In the circumstances usually attendant upon the usiasm 


enth 
aroused 8 oratory the provisions of the act of 1868 were for- 


gotten. e almost irresistible impulse to take inventory of all the 
ills and aches that flesh is heir to and attribute them to i vera 
ore 


disabilities due to a war that had passed into history 15 P angie 
was ignored. At last war neurasthenia was recognized. e commis- 
sioner, in his report of 1879, pointed out the easy method of obtaining 
pensions and the temptation to commit fraud. An amendment was 
offered to have the United States represented and not allow the ~~ 
ceedings to continue ex pane This amendment was rejected. e 
Government was not to represented ; no reflection was to be cast 
upon the imagination of an applicant or the diagnosis of his friendly 
ysician. It was c undignified to question the right of any 
msioner to receive in a lump sum compensation for disabilities which 
e might Bop se originated 14 or 18 years before. It would have been 
remarkable weak human nature had not yielded to this temptation. 
That it did 3 Is shown by the remarkable increase in the pension 
roll. I ask leave to insert table of first payments for the years 1878, 
1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883. 
First ments for year ending June 30— 
Se ee ee Za- 99,992, 352. 17 


1879___ V 5, 763, 
1880___ JJ ahaa a) Ee ORS OED 
＋6ö1J111 . — 23, 628, 176. 61 
pE eee SAAN 2 a a ee 26, 421, 669. 19 
BE ESS SON a PE EE R 29, 753. 94 
These first N increased from less than $3,000,000 in 1878 to 
nearly 830,000,000 in 1883. Of course it requires time for the Pension 


Bureau to pass upon these claims. In 1879 the applies tons were more 
than double those of any previous year except 1866, when the Army 
was disbanded, and almost double the rate of that year. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions complained that ofüce force was unable to 
keep up with the correspondence. Congress has been appealed to. since 

e passagi 
time of application, but it has so far resisted the appeal except as to 
widows. In 1888 the act, in so far as they were concerned, was re- 
pealed, and they have thus been enabled ever since that time, by com- 
plying with the terms of that act, to receive in a lump sum a pension 
‘or the full period of widowhood. Commissioner Evans, in his report 


e of this act to repeal, the limitation with reference to. the. 


of 1889, cites an instance of a widow who had remarried collecting in 
one sum the accrued pension which was allowed to her on account of 


the death of her soldier husband. By the beneficence of this provision 
in the act of 1888 she was enabled to collect nearly $4,000 for the 
a m oe of pas eee 

n e so- cn ny. -pension act was passed, granting to 
anyone who had served 90 days or more, and who then or may there- 
after suffer from a mental or physical disability, not the result of 
his. own vicious habits, which incapacitates him from the performance 
of manual labor in such a degree as to prevent him from earning a 
support, pensions ranging from $6 to $12 per month, according to the 
degree of disability. e disability need not be due to the service; it 
may haye been caused by any act not due to the vicious habits of the 
applicant. This on act constitutes both a health and accident 
policy, issued by the Government. Reference to the table of disburse- 
ments, which will be hereafter incorporated, shows an immense in- 
crease in the pension roll, on account of this act of 1890. Let it be 
borne in mind that prevision had already been made for disabilities 
due to the service, and let it also be borne in mind that by act of 1883 
the rate allowed for disability due to the service was $30 per month; 
in other words, the rates under the general law are higher than the 
rates under the act of 1890; and yet we are forced to meet, face to 
face, the fact that immediatel 
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I would not recall a just penny that has gone to the maimed 
faithful soldter of the country, but I pronounce a curse on every. 
dollar that has gone into the pockets: of pensioners by fraud and 
deception. Deserters are to-day drawing pensions at public ex- 
pense. I challenge this Congress to provide a legitimate and 
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adequate method of searching carefully these rolls. Oh, but 
they say it throws the old soldiers in a state of turmoil while in 
their last days. Gentlemen, the old soldier who in Pennsyl- 
vania, who in Virginia, who in Georgia, who in Tennessee, in 
obedience to command, with armor buckled about him, with 
musket on his shoulder, marched without a tremor and without 
a fear into the face of cannon and into the deuch of musketry, 
will never tremble when you seek to investigate his military 
record and his services. He will welcome it and it will add 
new luster to his valor and to his glory. Ah, but on the other 
hand, when you go to inyestigate, when you go to inquire, when 
you go to ferret, when you go to pry, when you go to seek out 
the stealthy pensioner, the meat hunter, the guard hanger, the 
rear trailer, the tree dodger, the mountain hider, the deserter, 
the impostor, the traitor, the belligerent who never fought, he 
will quake and will tremble until his knees will smite together. 

And you say that it is no part of a government’s legislative 
duty? These utterances I lay upon the consciences of Repre- 
sentatives, and they shall reach the eyes and thought of the 
people of this country. If there be treachery and disloyalty 
iu these utterances, I shall be condemned and despised, and 
deserve no better. If these words, on the contrary, touch upon 
a festering spot of national shame and finally redound to the 
honor of the Republic, I shall be content. 

Mr. CLINE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do. 

Mr. CLINE. I have been very much entertained by the 
wholesale charges of fraud and moral depravity on the part of 
the Pension Office of this country and the men who are admin- 
istering it, the impeachment of the integrity and personal honor 
of every Member of Congress here, and if it is true, as the 
gentleman says, about Members of Congress voting the public 
money out of the Treasury to secure their return to seats in 
this body, those men ought to be impeached. 

Now, in this statement that the gentleman made, would not 
he be kind enough, in assuming that there is a large amount of 
fraud in the administration of the office of the Pension Bureau, 
to cife to us a few instances, to get down to brass tacks, to give 
some facts upon which he bases his allegation. The general 
statement that fraud is a bad thing and a man ought not to 
haye the benefit of fraudulent action, by the Committee on 
Pensions, is conceded by everybody, but why not give us some 
specific instances, enough at least to vitiate the law and make 
it a reproach to the Members who have enacted it. I would 
like to hear the gentleman on this point. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I am glad to have the interruption of 
the gentleman. No word from me can impeach the Members of 
this House, but the utterances we make in that regard are made 
public and will go in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and we stand 
now and hereafter everywhere by every one of them. I need 
not say to the gentleman who asked for a bill of particulars, 
that his own ears have heard his colleagues say, “ This thing 
will beat us for reelection.” 

Mr. CLINE. I beg to correct the gentleman there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do. 

Mr. CLINE. I have no recollection of hearing any gentleman 
on the floor of this House say—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not publicly; I did not say publicly; 
I stated in conversation, privately, about the hotels. 

Mr, SHACKLEFORD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. When I finish with the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. CLINE. If the chairman pleases, I want to purge my- 
self from any inkling of that kind, so far as I am concerned, 
for T haye no recollection of any man who has taken an oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States and discharge 
his duties as a Member of this body so far compromised 
himself as to say that he would support either in public or pri- 
vate a pension bill for the purpose of getting back into this 
body. > 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, as the 
remarks and exposures of Gen. Adams have been so oft quoted, 
I shall not present them again. You are familiar with them. 
But I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CLINE] 
that he can not seek to break either the force of the awful 
truth of the general's statement read on the floor, for which 
I stand responsible now and ever hereafter, by demanding a 
bill of particulars. I am no prosecutor nor pursuer of the in- 
dividual Members of this House, but there is no one here, on 
the floor or off of it, that dares tell me that the utterances I 
make are untrue. 

Some of them have been politically trembling, so they have 
expressed themselves. In my own time and without fear and 
without faltering, when in my judgment as a public duty it be- 


comes necessary to so speak, I shall not hesitate to be even 
more specific, assuming all responsibility therefor. And, more- 
over, I say to the gentleman who asks specific instances of men 
who have perjured themselves to get on the pension roll, invoke 
the power of this House to afford an exhaustive and impartial 
investigation. It will develop startling facts. Beyond all per- 
adventure it will verify and establish my statement that crooked 
records have been straightened; that the charge of desertion 
has been legislated away; that the deserters have been trans- 
lated from oblivious shame into well-rewarded pensions; that 
widows with mercenary motives have imposed on aged soldiers 
and bound them in wedlock that they might survive to draw 
their pensions. It will further develop that women who lived 
lives of questionable repute, as reports of this committee show, 
are finally rewarded from the Treasury of the Republic; that 
bounty-seeking men who ensconced themselves safely on the 
side of the Confederacy when the fighting was light on that 
side and translated themselyes to the Army of the Union when 
the fighting was light there haye gotten on the pension roll. I 
challenge the House to inaugurate the investigation. 

Mr. CLINE. Have you more than one instance where the 
committee of this House has pensioned a man, or proposed to 
pension a man, who deserted from the Confederate service in 
mind right now? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not right now. But that reminds 
me 

Mr. CLINE. Just one other question. You got away very 
rapidly from general legislation to special legislation. My re- 
marks were directed to the general legislation of this House, 
and then you undertook to back up your arguments by here and 
there a scattering instance that crops out in the special bills 
that are filed in this House. I want to ask the gentleman 
whether he is able to say that Congress has eyer refused to in- 
vestigate any fraud that was properly brought before it? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Not being possessed of the information, 
I can not inform the gentleman. 

Mr. CLINE. What steps has the gentleman taken to have the 
Pension Office investigated by filing a bill and having it referred 
to the proper committee, in order to find out whether there was 
any fraud in the execution of the pension laws? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will say to the gentleman, in the first 
place, there is no necessity for that procedure, but if there is 
I am taking steps now—decided steps, unequivocal steps, une- 
vasive steps, and fearless steps, if you please. 

Mr. CLINE. I want to ask you if it would not facilitate the 
investigation to file a bill of that character? The gentleman 
understands this, that with the broad, sweeping declaration, 
without bills of particulars, or without bringing the matters to 
the notice of the officers in the administration of this bureau, 
except by his mere unsupported declaration, no one will pay 
attention to them. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Perhaps they will not, but the country 
will. - Mark you, now, these words. Some of you have already 
heard from home, and I can look you in the face, and in my 
own good time, if need be, I will call names. You have heard 
already. I will read further from the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions: 

The special examiners on this work have succeeded in causing the 
arrest of two bogus special pension examiners— 

Is it any disloyalty for a Member in his place to ask for an 
investigation, when your own commissioner shows that bogus 
pension examiners are going over the country imposing on the 
old soldiers of the Republic whom you so much love and we all 
honor? 

That report further says: ` 

As well as ascertaining the names of two others for whom a thorough 
search is now being made. 

And we read: 

It was decided to check up the rolls 

Where? 

At Washington and Knoxville pension agencies, and by the result to 
determine whether the rolls of the other agencies should be looked into. 

Now look at this investigation. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions says: We will take Washington and Knoxville to check 
up by and see whether the other pension agencies shall be in- 
quired into. They find, according to this recording and their 
checking of the books of the pension examiners, fraudulent 
names on the roll. And how much more investigation has been 
reported to the House? None. The investigation died in its 
birth. Ah, my friend, when he wants to know if I can not give 
one more case, reminds me of the old darky who was charged 
“with chicken stealing. When the overwhelming evidence ap- 
peared that Jones had a coop with 30 hens and two roosters in 
it, and it was proved that Ephraim took a yellow-legged hen 
and a red-combed rooster; when the witnesses had established 
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the fact he rose with great complacency when asked, “ Ephraim, 


what do you say?” Well,“ said Ephraim to the judge, the 
witnesses say they had 32 chickens in dat coop, an ef they only 
prove dat I got two of them I do not know what they have got 
to complain of when I left all the others.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

That is the trouble with the gentleman. One case, two cases, 
are sufficient, I imagine, to put the Congress and the country 
upon inquiry. Gentlemen pass over it now with great com- 
placency, but the end is not yet. I am glad to know that on 
the Sth day of March, 1912, the Democratic leaders of the 
House have so progressed and have so relented of their gag-rule 
tactics of two weeks ago that they will not repeat it now. 
[Applause.] If nothing else has been achieved, if nothing 
else bas been attained except to deter this mighty committee 
in its mad rush to gamble in the pension rolls further, this 
much has been accomplished. They seem to deem it wise to 
stop before passing the threshold of another Cannon rule. 

I rejoice that the members of the committee will now occa- 
sionally rise and answer questions respecting special bills and 
private pension favors. It was not so two weeks ago. I chal- 
lenge you to go to the country on the various cases presented 
this morning, particularly the one presented by my colleague 
from Georgia, Mr. TRIBBLE, and one exposed by my colleague, 
Mr. Howarp, of Georgia. N 

I challenge you to take those specific cases to the country and 
undertake to have the people approve your findings. They will 
overrule you with their ballots and condemn you with their 
votes from one end of this country to the other. Such bills are 
indefensible and can not be apologized for. 

We may just as well now approach these pension bills as we 
appreach other legislation. Bring these measures in and let 
the public gaze be turned upon them. Here is a report covering 
118 pages, containing 293 separate private pensions. The report 
is full of instances telling of the turning down of the applicants 
by the Pension Bureau; and yet, gentlemen, these bills are 
brought here to be voted upon and passed before any Member 
can obtain from the Commissioner of Pensions or War Depart- 
ment the complete war record and military career of the sol- 
dier. I may confront my friend from Indiana [Mr. CLINE], 
whom I regard highly, before four more weeks have passed, 
with pension and war records of some of these pension grafters 
that will well-nigh answer all of his inquiries, but in 48 hours it 
is impossible to study out and delve into the military records of 
290 men. 

Ah, why delve into it to-morrow, when the bill is passed? 
Why delve into it next week, when these names are on the 
pension roll? Why not come and let them be investigated and 
looked into and studied out now? We owe it to the true 
soldier; we owe it to judicious legislation; we owe it to our- 
selves and to the country. Do the pensions we now pass com- 
port with the careful analysis and most scrupulous judgment of 
the House? Other bills will come in here by and by. Gentle- 
men, take no unction to yourselves that you can place the brunt 
of this feeble resistance to this legislation on one man, and 
crush him and go on. Gentlemen, take no solace to yourselves 
that because, forsooth, the vote on this floor is overwhelming, 
you can pass these bills over the resistance of a small number 
and nothing but faint echoes be left behind you. 

These days will come again. Then for no vexation, for no par- 
liamentary delay, for no political advancement shall we pursue 
the course our judgment dictates and directs. Come, gentlemen, 
hereafter with these bills fewer in number and purer in charac- 
ter. Come with these bills increasing pensions for soldiers who 
have straighter records and less of kinks. Bring in here the 
names of widows who are not so distantly related to the alleged 
husbands that the Pension Commissioner said he could not find 
that the woman enjoyed any legitimate marital relations. Come 
with bills for widows who do not need a special law to establish 
their relations with the soldier, after four different applications 
to the Commissioner of Pensions have been turned down. 
Bring the names of men whose records in the Army are so clear 
that it does not take a special report of the Pension Commis- 
sioner or a special act of Congress to take away the stain of 
desertion and to restore them to the status of faithful American 
soldiers. Bring forth the needy soldiers of this Republic, and 
bring with them their dependent children and their helpless 
widows, and we will pension them as they desire, and the 
country will approve. 

But no longer think that there shall be brought forward this 
species of legislation to be passed as sausage through the mill 
without resistance and without impediment. 
on this question. Conscious of your great majority, with full 
knowledge of your power and your right to legislate, go on, 
oh, men, go on, but, mark you, the American people will never 
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acquiesce in anything which brings infamy, dishonor, and 
corruption to the pension system of this Republic. From 
our roll I would strike no poor and disabled man who braved 
danger or faced death; but on this roll I would tolerate no man- 
who failed in the hour of conflict, who deserted on the day of 
battle. Nor will the people. But the bills you present and the 
reports you make cast suspicion in their very language on 40 per 
cent of them. Turned down because the evidence before the Pen- 
sion Commissioner did not show they were disabled; turned down 
because it did not show service; turned down by the Pension 
Commissioner because it did not appear that the women were 
related to the soldiers in a legal way; yet they are reported to 
Congress, and under the favor of the legislators of the Nation 
given a pensionable status, and thereby given access to the 
Treasury. 

Gentlemen, pursue that course if it is right, and I shall come 
to shame quite justly. Adhere to this policy, but know well 
that whoever deserves the opprobrium of the country, in the 
end will receive it. Go on if you will with this special legis- 
lation, selecting out the favored few, and feed them from the 
Government Treasury. In the days to come retribution will be 
visited upon those who perpetrate it. Vast as are the numbers 
of the survivors of this great war; momentous as were the 
issues they determined, as trembling in the balance was held 
the fate of our Republic; great as was that crisis, no greater 
in horror was that crisis than the other crisis that our country 
confronts—that of turning the pension roll of this country into 
a roll of pillage and of plunder. When the wealth producers 
and burden bearers of the country, week dfter week, see writ- 
ten upon the American pension roll the names of persons such 
as some of these, it marks a chapter in the history of this 
Republic that every brave citizen and every courageous soldier 
will frown upon. It is no encouragement to patriotism. It is 
no inspiration to youth. It is no honor to true men who merit 
their just reward. 4 

I implore gentlemen of the House, in the love of country, to 
cast scrutiny upon further legislation of this character and 
guard well the roll of honor of American heroes. Do not be 
partial, do not discriminate. I shall, if my strength lasts, in- 
terrogate the committee hereafter with regard to some of 
these particular items. I have submitted to you what I be- 
lieve, upon careful and calm reflection, will have a different 
consideration than you have hitherto accorded. These ob- 
servations by me, as a servant of a patriotic constituency, have 
been made. Upon them the country may pass its own judg- 
ment. My duty, as I see it, to the utmost is performed. I 
shall serve with you here in future days, and shall ask no less 
and no more fair consideration for this legislation than is asked 
and accorded to other measures. 

The power of the majority may, in the language of another, 
“work its will,“ but, mark you, gentlemen, when the power of 
the majority of this country in the days that are gone. in 
working its will, has ignored the will of the people that ma- 
jority has come to grief and by the sovereign at the ballot box 
has been’ defeated. May I finally warn you, my Democratic 
colleagues, that so long as we exercise the right and the power 
of our majority by doing the will of the American people with 
courage, with justice, and with judgment we may expect and 
we will retain the confidence and approval of the voters of this 
land. 

When we turn our majority into a tyranny, into an autocracy 
composed of one, or into a dynasty composed of a few, con- 
trary to the fundamental principles of a Democracy, contrary 
to the patriotic convictions of our people, then, gentlemen, the 
day of our undoing comes, and then will we forfeit national 
trust and national confidence. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I can not yield. I wish the gentleman 
had interrupted me earlier and then I would gladly have yielded. 
I must respectfully decline now. 

No star in the emblem of this Republic should ever be dimmed 
by the stain of an ignoble name on our pension roll. No fiag 
that waves over an American democracy should ever be any- 
thing less than the insignia of popular government. 

To this democratic Republic it is imperative that the peoples’ 
Representatives guard the Treasury, legislate for the masses of 
our countrymen, maintain with honor the roll of our soldiery, 
establish by wise laws equal and exact justice between all men, 
whether widows, whether soldiers, whether farmers, whether 
laborers, whether taxpayers. The bone and sinew of this Re- 
public which achieves its fortunes, creates its wealth, will never 
hesitate to bear with cheerfulness the just burdens of raising 


3054 


millions of wisely expended revenue, but the yeomanry of these 
States will rebel and refuse to follow that party or that majority 
which places. about their necks the yoke of unequable taxation 
or the shackles of galling pension legislation. Mr. Speaker, I 
have done. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rusey]. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, a little while ago in the discus- 
sion of this question the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] 
called the attention of this House to an item in this bill and 
asked that it be placed in the Recorp, and in doing so he called 
the attention of the House to the fact, or rather made the alle- 
gation, that the claimant in this case is unworthy because of her 
character. 

Let me say to you that I have been a Member of this House 
but a little while, but should I serve in this great body for 20 
years I shall never knowingly introduce into this body a pen- 
sion measure against the applicant of which there can be truth- 
fully said a single word as to his or her high moral character. 
If I did I would render myself unworthy of the respect of my 
fellow Members. [Applause.] 

I have known the applicant in this case for more than a third 
of a century. She lives in my home town. I want briefly, be- 
cause I must be brief in the time allotted to me, to give you a 
history of this case. Her first husband was named Moore. He 
died while in the service: Shortly afterwards she married 
Anthony ©. Gaven. With him she lived in the town of Lebanon. 
for many years. He was the proprietor of a little corner grocery 
store. I traded with him often. In 1807 he passed away. His 
widow, Nancy Gayen, applied for a pension and received a pen- 
sion. Just a little while afterwards there appeared upon the 
scene a woman who claimed to be his wife by a prior marriage. 
The matter was taken into the court and she proved her claim, 
and every bit of the property belonging to Gaven was given to 
this woman, who claimed to be his first wife. When this woman 
appeared upon the scene the people of the entire town were 
absolutely astounded. They had never dreamed of such a thing, 
and so far as I know, and so far as our people know, and we 
believe, that this claimant, Mrs. Gaven, when she married 
Gaven, had no idea that he then had a living wife. Nancy 
Gaven then applied for a pension as the widow of Asa J. Moore, 
her first husband, who had died while in the service. That 
claim was rejected upon the ground that she had married 
Gaven while he had a living wife. 

E say to you that there can be no immorality attached to 
this widow upon that ground. I want to say to you here 
and now that you can go down to that little city and talk to 
the citizens of my town, and you will not find a single person 
who in all these 80 years has looked upon this woman or 
upon Gaven himself with any other idea than that they were 
both of high character. 

I want to say further that on Sunday before I started to 
Washington I visited this little home. I went into a little cot- 
tage, and in that cottage I witnessed a scene which, I say to you, 
my friends, I hope I may never again witness in all my life. 
In one corner of the room, in an invalid chair, was the widow 
whose case is now under discussion. In the center of the room, 
upon a cot so constructed as to be easily moved from place to 
place, lay her invalid daughter, a woman from 30: to 35 years 
of age. This daughter could move only her fingers and her 
toes. She was absolutely unable to move herself, even to turn 
her head from side to side. Not only that, but that daughter 
was blind—from her eyes had been shut out for many years 
the light of day. In that condition this young woman, the 
daughter of a soldier and the daughter of this claimant, had 
been lying for more than 10 years. They have absolutely no 
property. They have been supported by the people of my own 
eity, and this $12 a month that in justice to her has been 
awarded by this committee will not pay for the nurse hire 
necessary to take care of them during the long days and nights 
they must lie there and suffer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be given two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, during all these years this 

claimant and her invalid daughter have been kept up: by the 


people of my town. The woman who came and claimed to: be: 


the wife by a former marriage got every bit of the property 
that belonged to Gaven and to-day these people are upon the 
charity of my city and county. That case is a worthy one, and 
if there were against the character of this claimant the least 


possible stain I would not be here asking this House to give 


her a pension, 


Teer ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
e X 

Mr. RUBEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Is it not true that this woman, 
the widow of two. veterans, the first having been shot down in 
the service and the second having seen long service, has re- 
ceived the support of the officers of the church federation of 
charity of the town of Lebanon, Mo.? 

Mr. RUBHY. That is true. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. And is it not true that this old 
woman is past 76 years of age? 

Mr. RUBET. That is true; and in addition to that I will 
say that the ladies of my town take care of her, and the officers 
and others of the federation of churches in my town visit her 
and look after her, and there is not a lady in my town who 
holds that there is anything of immorality which attaches to 
the character of this old lady or they would not be doing that 
sort of thing. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUBEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTLEPAGE. I just want to say to the gentleman that 
when the time comes if he will move to double that pension I 
= e Member of Congress who will vote to increase it. [Ap- 
plause, 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, as was suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, this woman lies in a helpless condition, the 
widow of two. soldiers, one who lost his life in the defense of 
his country, and the other who was wounded in battle. There 
with her, depending upen her, and upon the neighbors for sub- 
sistence, is the invalid daughter of one of those soldiers. These 
good women have asked me to present this case to the Congress 
of the United States; and let me say if this is the kind of bills 
that my two friends from Georgia [Mr. 'TRIBBLE and Mr. Rop- 
DENBERY] are: going to bring up. here and criticize, then I say 
the more they criticize the better it will be, because this is an 
absolutely worthy case. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, general debate is 
now closed, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of John W. Turner, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$24 per month. ‘n lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, in the 
‘preparation of this bill there was a mistake made. The pen- 
sioner is now drawing $24, and it was the intention to allow 
him $30, and I have a certificate here from the Pension Bureau 
to that effect, and I move to strike out the figures “24” and 
insert the figures “ 30.” 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRIBBLE: I understand that is purely a clerical error? 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Yes; I will read what—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. That is all the answer I desire. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. It is the indorsement of 
Mr. Albert, the examiner, saying that it is an inadvertence, and 
it ought to be $30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as. follows: 

Strike ont, in line 8, page 1, the word “twenty-four” and insert. the 
word “ thirty.” 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, in reply to what Gov. RUBEY 
has just said 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask for 
a vote on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is debatable, and the gentle- 
man from Georgia has a right to debate the amendment. 

Mr. RUSSELL. But the gentleman does not want to talk to 
this amendment. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I have the floor under the rule. I desire 
to say, Mr: Chairman, that there is not a man in this House 
for whom I have a higher regard than I have for my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. Rupey]. I think he is a man of the high- 
est honor, but Gov. Russy failed to explain a few things to 
this House. I am satisfied that it is very easy to explain these 
things to my friend from West Virginia here, who is anxious 
to help his soldier friends, but my friend from West Virginia, 
before he goes back to his constituents, had better read the 
report of this committee and a few things contained therein 
before he makes such a broad statement. I know my friend 
from West Virginia to be one of the best Representatives among 
the new Members and a just and fair man. Now, the commit- 
tee made this statement. It says: R 

Shortly thereafter— 

That is, after 1865, when this woman’s husband died 
Nancy took up with Gaven: 
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And she lived with him in that state until 1878, and then 
she became a member of the Catholic Church, and under the 
rules of the Catholic Church they forced her to marry him. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No, sir; I have only five minutes. The 
gentleman has had his say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No, sir; I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman refuses to yield. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to 
this fact. Here is a bureau refusing to accept the proposition 
that this woman did not know that a wife of the man with 
whom she lived and later married was living; they refused it. 
Now, look to the action of the committee. It promptly over- 
rules the bureau and grants a large pension. I call attention 
to another fact, that when this man died his wife turned up 
promptly. She was there to get the property, and yet in the face 
of all these facts the committee comes into this House and says 
that these people had been living together for 25 or 80 years, 
and Nancy did not know that this other woman was in existence. 
But she was there when the property was to be administered. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to some other 
cases as I go along. On page 24, and I desire gentlemen to read 
it, there they say, “this woman’s claim was rejected in 1909 on 
the ground that she was not the legal widow of the soldier, as 
she had a former husband living and undiyorced when she mar- 
ried the soldier.” Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is not con- 
tradicted, nobody undertakes to deny that proposition, but what 
do they do? They come in here and undertake to protect her by 
saying that when she married she was so young, under the laws 
of the State the marriage was invalid. Let us see whether it 
was inyalid or not. The courts of the State of Pennsylvania 
make this ruling, and it was in that State where the parties 
lived and where the contest came up: 


The Pension Bureau held, following a decision of the courts of 
Massachusetts, wherein it was held that the age of consent in that 
Commonwealth, as by the common law, was 12 years for females and 
14 for males, and that a marriage between two infants above these 
ages was valid without the consent of their parents or guardian, not- 
withstanding the statutes prohibit magistrates, etc. 


The court says the Pennsylvania statute on this question is— 


Merely directory and was a corrective measure and aimed at the pre- 
vention of youthful marriages, and that there was no provision declar- 
ing such marriages yold in the cyent that they were good as at common 

w. 


The court and Pension Bureau held the marriage valid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for just one minute, not for the purpose of entering into 
a discussion of this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp speeches made by the Hon. Oscar W. UNDER- 
woop, of Alabama, on “The protection of profits” before the 
Southern Society of New York on December 16, 1911, and on 
“George Washington” before the State Society of the Cincin- 
nati in Philadelphia on February 22, 1912, and on “ Federal 
Government and public roads” before the American Automobile 
Association Convention on January 16, 1912. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. How- 
ARD] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp by printing the three speeches he has designated. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOWARD. The following are the speeches referred to: 

PROTECTION OF PROFITS. 3 


ADDRESS OF HON. OSCAR W. UNDERWOOD, OF ALABAMA, DELIVERED AT THE 
ANNUAL BANQUET OF THE SOUTHERN SOCIETY OF NEW YORK ON THE 
16TH DAY OF DECEMBER, 1911. 


“The kaleidoscope of political issues must and will contin- 
ually change with the changing conditions of our Republic, but 
there is one question that was with us in the beginning and 
will be in the end, and that is the most effective, efficient, and 
fairest way of equalizing the burdens of taxation that are 
levied by the National Government. Of all the great powers 
that were yielded to the Federal Government by the States 
when they adopted the Constitution of our country the one in: 
dispensable to the administration of public affairs is the right 
to levy and collect taxes. Without the exercise of that power 
we could not maintain an army and navy; we could not estab- 
lish the courts of the land; the Government would fail to per- 
form its function if the power to tax were taken away from 
it. The power to tax carries with it the power to destroy, and 
it is, therefore, a most dangerous governmental power as well 
as a most necessary one. 
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“There is a yery clear and marked distinction between the 
position of the two great political parties of America as to how 
power to tax should be exercised in the levying of revenue at 
the customhouses. 


REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS ALWAYS STOOD FOR PROTECTION. 


“The Republican Party has maintained the doctrine that 
taxes should not only be levied for the purpose of revenue, but 
also for the purpose of protecting the home manufacturer from 
foreign competition. Of necessity protection from competition 
carried with it a guaranty of profits. In the last Republican 
platform this position of the party was distinctly recognized 
when they declared that they were not only in favor of the 
protection of the difference in cost at home and abroad, but 
also a reasonable profit to American industries, 


DEMOCRATIC PARTY FOR TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 


“The Democratic Party favors the policy of raising its 
taxes at the customhouse by a tariff that is levied for revenue 
only, which clearly excludes the idea of protecting the manu- 
facturer’s profits. In my opinion, the dividing line between 
the positions of the two great parties on this question is very 
clear and easily ascertained in theory. Where the tariff rates 
balance the difference in cost at home and abroad, including 
an allowance for the difference in freight rates, the tariff must 
be competitive, and from that point downward to the lowest 
tariff that can be levied it will continue to be competitive to 
a greater or less extent. Where competition is not interfered 
with by levying the tax above the highest competitive point, the 
profits of the manufacturer are not protected. On the other 
hand, when the duties levied at the customhouse equalize the 
difference in cost at home and abroad, and in addition thereto 
they are high enough to allow the American manufacturer to 
make a profit before his competitor can enter the field, we have 
invaded the domain of the protection of profits. Some men 
assert that the protection of reasonable profits to the home 
manufacturer should be commended instead of being con- 
demned, but, in my judgment, the protection of any profit must 
of necessity have a tendency to destroy competition and create 
monopoly, whether the profit protected is reasonable or un- 


UNFAIRNESS OF PROTECTION. 


“You should bear in mind that to establish a business in a 
foreign country requires a vast outlay both in time and capital. 
Should the foreign manufacturer attempt to establish himself 
in this country he must advertise his goods, establish selling 
agencies and points of distribution, before he can successfully 
conduct his business. After he has done so, if the home pro- 
ducer is protected by a law that not only equals the difference 
in cost at home and abroad, but also protects a reasonable or 
unreasonable profit, it is only necessary for him to drop his 
prices slightly below the point that the law has fixed to pro- 
tect his profits, and his competitor must retire from the coun- 
try or become a bankrupt because he would then have to sell 
his goods at a loss and not a profit if he continued to compete. 
The foreign competitor having retired, the home producer could 
raise his price to any level that home competition would 
allow him, and it is not probable that the foreigner who had 
already been driven out of the country would again return, no 
matter how inviting the field, as long as the law remained on 
the statute books that would enable his competitor to again 
put him out of business, 

INIQUITY OF THE PROTECTION OF PROFITS. 


“Thirty or forty years ago, when we had numbers of small 
manufacturers, when there was honest competition without an 
attempt being made to restrict trade, and the home market 
was more than able to consume the production of our mills 
and factories, the danger and the injury to the consumer of 
the country was not so great or apparent as it is to-day, when 
the control of many great industries has been concentrated in 
the hands of a few men or a few corporations, because do- 
mestie competition was prohibited. When we cease to have 
competition at home and the law prohibits competition from 
abroad by protecting profits, there is no relief for the consumer 
except to cry out for Government regulation. To my mind 
there is no more reason or justice in the Government attempt- 
ing to protect the profits of the manufacturers and producers 
of this country than there would be to protect the profits of 
the merchant or the lawyer, the banker or the farmer, or the 
wages of the laboring man. In almost every line of industry 
in the United States we have as great natural resources to 
develop as that of any country in the world. 

“Tt is admitted by all that our machinery and methods of 
doing business are in advance of the other nations. By reason 
of the efficient use of American machinery by American labor, 
in most of the manufactures of this country the labor cost per 
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unit of production is no greater here than abroad. It is ad- 
mitted, of course, that the actual wage of the American la- 
borer is in excess of European countries, but as to most 
articles we manufacture the labor cost in this country is not 
more than double the labor cost abroad. When we consider 
that the average ad valorem rate of duty levied at the custom- 
house on manufactures of cotton goods is 58 per cent of the 
value of the article imported, and the total labor cost of the 
production of cotton goods in this country is only 21 per cent 
of the factory value of the product, that the difference in 
labor cost at home and abroad is only about as 1 is to 2, and 
that 10 or 11 per cent of the value of the product levied at the 
customhouse would equal the difference in the labor wage, it 
is apparent that our present tariff laws exceed the point where 
they equalize the difference in cost at home and abroad, and 
we realize how far they have entered into the domain of pro- 
tecting profits for the home manufacturer. 


WOOL, IRON, AND STEEL. 


“This is not only true of the manufacture of cotton goods, 
but of almost every schedule in the tariff bill. To protect 
profits of necessity means to protect inefficiency. It does not 
stimulate industry, because a manufacturer standing behind a 
tariff wall that is protecting his profits is not driven to develop 
his business along the lines of greatest efficiency and greatest 
economy. This is clearly illustrated in a comparison of the 
wool and the iron and steel industries. Wool has had a 
specific duty that when worked out to an ad valorem basis 
amounts to a tax of about 90 per cent of the average value of 
all woolen goods imported into the United States, and the duties 
imposed have remained practically unchanged for 40 years. 
During that time the wool industry has made comparatively 
little progress in cheapening the cost of its product and im- 
proving its business methods. On the other hand, in the iron 
and steel industry the tariff rate has been cut every time a 
tariff bill has been written. Forty years ago the tax on steel 
rails amounted to $17.50 a ton; to-day it amounts to $3.92. 
Forty years ago the tax on pig iron was $13.60 a ton; to-day it 
is $2.50. The same is true of most of the other articles in the 
iron and steel schedule, and yet the iron and steel industry has 
not languished, it has not been destroyed, and it has not gone to 
the wall. It is the most compact, virile, fighting force of all 
the industries of America to-day. It has long ago expanded 
its productive capacity beyond the power of the American 
people to consume its output and is to-day facing out toward 
the markets of the world, battling for a part of the trade of 
foreign lands, where it must meet free competition or, as is often 
the case, pay adverse tariff rates to enter the industrial fields 
of its competitor. 

DUTY OF THE GOVERNMENT—GENUINE TARIFF REDUCTION TO A REVENUE- 

PRODUCING BASIS ONLY. 

“Which course is the wiser one for our Government to take? 
The one that demands the protection of profits, the continued 
policy of hothouse growth for our industries, the stagnation 
of development that follows where competition ceases, or, on 
the other hand, the gradual and insistent reduction of our 
tariff laws to a basis where the American manufacturer must 
meet honest competition, where he must develop his business 
along the best and most economic lines, where when he fights 
at home to control his market he is forging the way in the 
economic development of his business to extend his trade in 
the markets of the world? In my judgment, the future growth 
of our great industries lies beyond the seas. 

“A just equalization of the burdens of taxation and honest 
competition, in my judgment, are economic truths; they are not 
permitted to-day by the laws of our country. We must face 
toward them and not away from them. 

“What I have said does not mean that I am in favor of 
going to free-trade conditions or of being so radical in our 
legislation as to injure legitimate business, but I do mean that 
the period of exclusion has passed and the era of honest compe- 
tition is here. 

“Let us approach the solution of the problem involved with 
the determination to do what is right, what is safe, and what 
is reasonable.” 

GEORGE WASHINGTON. 

ADDRESS OF THE HON. OSCAR W. UNDERWOOD, OF ALABAMA, DELIVERED AT 
THE ANNUAL BANQUET OF THB STATE SOCIETY OF THE CINCINNATI, 
HELD IN PHILADELPHIA ON WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY, FEBRUARY 22, 1912. 
“Surely by no other body could this great anniversary of the 

Nation be more appropriately celebrated than by your society 

of splendid traditions, for Washington not only took an impor- 

tant part in its formation, but, in large measure, became its 
directing head during the early days when its continued exist- 
ence was threatened by adverse criticism. 


Those of you who enjoy membership in this society may well 
be congratulated, for it is a privilege greater than membership 
in any order of aristocracy or nobility of however distinguished 
rank or origin, because eligibility for it means that you can 
trace your ancestry back to the great men who served this Na- 
tion in an accomplishment which has had more to do than any 
other single event with the shaping of the political progress 
not only of this country but of the world. 

IMPORTANCE OF COMMEMORATIVE BXERCISES. 


“All of us, however, that have not this privilege may have a 
share which should not yield even to you in gratitude to those 
who wrought such momentous things. And it is on such occa- 
sions as this, which are altogether too few, that duty and 
interest as well should prompt us to resolve to see to it that 
grave matters affecting the public welfare shall not hereafter, 
as often as they have been in the past, be subordinated to our 
personal or political affairs, In such a way we shall make the 
wisest use of this day. 

“The place and the time are not appropriate for us to at- 
tempt anything like an inventory of our assets as a people, for, 
as men of different political faith, we might not be in accord as 
to how the inventory should be taken. There are some acquisi- 
tions we have made which, from my point of view, are to be 
regarded as unfortunate, since in securing them it may be said 
that we have overlooked what concerned our national well- 
being. All of us at times are capable of forgetting that things 
in life have a relative as well as an absolute value. If, in ob- 
taining something, we have lost something, we are not, in mak- 
ing up the items of our resources, whether national or personal, 
to disregard the debits; but we are to have a balance sheet so 
that we know how it really is with us. The headlong rush for 
possessions or advantage exposes us to the risk of many a 
rough fall; and as time goes on the homely adage, ‘All is not 
gain that is got into the purse,’ has a widening application to 
nations as well as to men. 

SUBJECT STATED. 

“Yet certainly at a time like this, though we may hope to 
say little, if anything, new, we can, whether Democrats or Re- 
publicans, without debate or controversy, take counsel with our- 
selyes as to some of the underlying considerations which have 
made our Nation what it is, and which, if adhered to, will keep 
it strong and righteous and capable of resolving the doubts and 
surviving the dangers likely to confront us as time goes on; 
and to what wellspring so refreshing and invigorating can we 
better have recourse than to the career and to the words of 
Washington! Some of us have no great respect for the so- 
called referendum; but we all ought to approve of a referendum 
of what politically is new and untried and uncertain and of 
doubtful worth to his counsel, from which proceeded always light 
and judgment. 

HONOR ROLL OF THE FOUNDERS. 

“Tt is an inspiration to the loyal American citizen merely to 
call the roll of the men in whose brain and heart was born the 
conception of the Republic, who laid its foundations so deep and 
lasting that there is no height to which we might not build, 
whereon to keep burning a great light for our guidance and for 
the guidance of all people; who drew a Declaration of Independ- 
ence which yoiced, as it has never been voiced before, the long- 
ing of men for political liberty; who carried the Colonies 
through a well-nigh hopeless struggle; who devised the Articles 
of Confederation—that ‘firm league of friendship’—as a 
modus vivendi for a people under arms, and then supplemented 
it with a Constitution that welded together into an indissoluble 
Union the interests to which war had given only temporary co- 
hesion—a Constitution which, under the interpretation of John 
Marshall, was to be, as he said, a document not of definition but 
of enumeration, and therefore of increasing and broadening sig- 
nificance such as perhaps no other similar writing before has 
ever had. 

„There were giants in the earth in those days.’ In no other 
period in our history, or perhaps of the history of the world, 
were there gathered together so many gifted men, each with his 
special capacity for contribution to the success of a nation’s 
cause, as Washington, Jefferson, Franklin, Madison, Patrick 
Henry, the Adamses, Edmund Randolph, Robert Morris, Charles 
Carroll, of Carrollton, and James Wilson, too, so intimately iden- 
tified with this Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and all the other 
heroes of discontent, of war, of reconstruction, or of the estab- 
lishment of the Union. 

To shine at all in such a galaxy was to shed a great light; 
but the calm and steady light of Washington was, by common 
consent, the brightest in glory there. In peculiar equipment 
for each class of work required to be done, he may have been 
outshone. The protest against English misrule may have come 
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from better-disciplined minds than his; even more brilliant mili- 
tary resourcefulness than he possessed there may have been; in 
constructive statesmanship he perhaps had his superiors; in 
knowledge of the political problems to be worked out by the 
American Colonies through a constitutional form of government, 
his insight was not always the clearest. 

CENTRAL FIGURE OF THE TIMES. 


“ Nevertheless, it can be confidently said that Washington 
combined in himself, more than did anyone else, a greater 
number of those unique qualities essential to make what might 
easily have been a crude experiment of revolt a success upon 
which the world still looks with increasing admiration. In the 
prosecution of the war with unrivaled patience under disheart: 
ening conditions and numberless privations and cruel disap- 
pointments; in his contribution to the steps leading up to the 
Constitutional Convention, during all the time from the first 
meeting of the Virginia and Maryland commissioners down to 
the calling and holding of the convention; in his advice to that 
convention and in his presiding over it; in his administration 
of the Presidency, where he put aside the petty things of politics; 
in his relinquishment of office when, for the asking, it was 
within his possession during all the years of his life, Washing- 
ton, in influence and wisdom and judgment, is the central figure 
of those times, and in just fame stands alone. And should we 
ask ourselves to-night which of these men could have been 
spared in the work that was accomplished, we could not, with 
all our admiration for any other man, conceive the outcome 
as it was without the commanding presence of Washington. 

“He did not foresee all the perplexing problems with which 
we have to deal to-day in our tariff or in our great corporations, 
in our currency, in our foreign possessions, or in a reconcilia- 
tion of the rights of labor and capital; he did not foresee the 
vast task we all have, whether native or foreign born, of taking 
the new material constantly coming to our shores and assimilat- 
ing it into our growth and molding it into a loyal and intelli- 
gent support of our institutions; he did not foresee the menace 
of destructive socialism nor the extent to which, unfortunately, 
we were to go in substituting party interest for political principle, 
though as to this he gave us paternal warning. Nevertheless he 
did foresee sufficient of our problems to be able to commend to 
us a course the principles of which, if steadily adhered to, 
should bring us safely through all the perils to which we may be 
exposed. While he did. not outline the by-laws, so to speak, 
that must, from time to time, be framed and adopted for the 
detailed life of this country, he did understand as no one else 
understood the organic principles upon which were to rest the 
security and the welfare of our national life. And subject al- 
ways to his urgent advice against permanent alliances with 
foreign powers, like a high priest among men he preached the 
gospel of tolerance, of benevolence, of peace, of reasonableness, 
and of righteousness toward all peoples. 

“Not without faults, not without limitations of intelligence 
or of those qualities which go to make up the perfect man, 
Washington manifested in word and deed the best that has gone 
to dignify and make great and honored American manhood. 
When there is taken into consideration what he did for us and 
for the peoples of the earth that have followed or are ready to 
adopt our example by transferring so much of his conceptions 
and accomplishment as may be made to take root and grow in 
their soils; what he did toward establishing the principle that 
men have the capacity to govern themselves, and that those 
chosen to represent the people are to be their servants and not 
their rulers, and that public officials are engaged in the admin- 
istration of a trust; when we consider that but for his trium- 
phant leadership this Republic would never, perhaps, have been 
born, and that but for the example of his successful administra- 
tion of the Presidency the experiment of self-government might 
have collapsed or retrograded into a kingdom, we must all agree 
that Washington performed a service for us and our posterity 
and for all the nations of the earth greater than any like 
service ever performed by the nobility or the genius or the sacri- 
fice of any other one man. 

FAREWELL ADDRESS. 


“To appreciate the bold outlines of his personality and at 
the same time the patriarchal attitude he was entitled to as- 
sume toward the Republic, which was so much of his own mak- 
ing, we have only to read his Farewell Address—that wonderful 
product of affection and intelligence and insight. We can not 
pe of it as written by any one of his contemporaries. The 

me of it forbids this. Not one of them could have made use 
of its language without being open to the charge of affectation 
or arrogance. The words of dignity and injunction and warn- 
ing came naturally from him, for they were the words of the 
guardian to the Nation as his ward, or, as he said, of an old and 


affectionate friend. He was the Gamaliel at whose feet the 
people sought wisdom. He was, in truth, the Father of his 
Country, as he enjoined upon us all those virtues and practices 
which can keep us strong and just and prosperous at home and 
respected in the councils of the world. . 


LESSONS OF HIS LIFE—CHARACTERISTICS, 


“So many are the lessons we can gather from his life and his 
work that one is justified in saying, that on an occasion like this 
the time is too limited even to enumerate them. Yet there are 
one or two things which we may well recall at a time when so 
many of us are disposed to seize upon the first expedient which 
Seems to make for popularity or progress and when old-fash- 
ioned truths give way to strange doctrine; for, unlike many of 
us, he did not, in conduct or in speech, seem of the view that a 
thing is necessarily valuable because it is new. Courageous, but 
regardful of the value of precedent, certainly with truth it can 
be said that he had what a distinguished foreign diplomat re- 
cently declared we as a people haye—the tenacity of tradition 
and the audacity of progress. 

“The lines of calm serenity and determination along which 
Washington worked out his life were rarely varied. Persistent 
of purpose, he was never obstinate or unreasonable in judgment 
nor without the realization that the means to be selected must 
have reference to the end to be attained; he did not make of 
consistency a fetich, but change of plan with him was a matter 
of deliberation and conviction; he accommodated the plans of 
his official life, as he did his plans as a general, to the need of 
the hour, making use of all the resources he could command for 
the purpose of influencing men by conversion to a course of 
action believed by him to favor the successful outcome of worthy 
effort. Not without a shrewdness far beyond that which we are 
accustomed to attribute to him, he never resorted to measures 
or methods that were cheap or beneath his dignity. Seeing great 
visions, he was no mere dreamer of dreams; and what he ac- 
complished for political liberty in association with the develop- 
ment of our national prosperity is an object lesson to us all 
that the ideal may go hand in hand with the practical for the 
realization of its highest ambition. He was patient and for- 
bearing under unjust censure and coarse libel, and displayed 
charity toward friends and enemies as each class had the need 
for it; he could be what so many of us find it impossible to be— 
temperate in speech and conduct and considerate of the opinions 
of others; but when the occasion forbade it he made no sur- 
render to compromise. The choice of no party for elevation to 
office and the foe of undue partisan zeal, he recognized the likeli- 
hood that party lines must be reckoned with; he adhered always 
to the fundamental things upon which the character of nations 
must be built if they are to be enduring; and above all he has 
never been weighed in the balance by posterity and been found 
wanting in that sincerity which, in the end, is the convincing 
argument, the best strategy, and the surest way to keep our self- 
respect. 

DISTINGUISHING COMMON SENSE AND PRACTICAL TURN OF MIND. 


“His distinguishing common sense and practical turn of mind 
served him well in the administration of his high office. Few, 
if any, mere generalities or quixotic schemes for action were 
suggested by him; but, on the contrary, he seemed to be master 
of the underlying principles of the business needs of the coun- 
try as he had been of the plans of his campaigns. At a time 
when so many of us are disposed to put upon the statute book 
nostrums for relief from our industrial and financial and eeo- 
nomic evils, it will be well for us to call to mind the striking 
contrast between the moderate volume and temperate character 
of laws enacted during his Presidency and so much of our 
present-day legislation of the experimental sort, reflecting often 
merely a view of to-day that is likely to be the heresy of to- 
morrow, and attempting to deal with the objectionable tendency 
before it is seen that it will not be arrested of itself, or before 
we haye sufficient understanding of it to be in a position to 
know or apply the appropriate remedy. Accordingly the rec- 
ommendations and the legislation of Washington’s administra- 
tion were not along guesswork lines; but the elements of sober- 
ness, patience, and wisdom which he so invariably manifested 
were typical of the plans he favored and adopted to bring order 
out of financial and industrial chaos, promote industry among 
the people, and restore their energies by opening up new sources 
of revenue and prosperity, and by assuring men that they 
should gather and be secure in the possession of the harvest 
of their labor. In all this he held true to the promise of his 
messages to Congress and to all his utterances and acts, and 
justified the expectation of the Nation—that he was to be as 
faithful and intelligent a servant in the work of peace as he 
had been amid the struggle for independence. 
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5 “While believing that free intercourse with nations would, 
, to use his own words, promote policy, harmony, and interest, he 
did not part company with statesmanship, for he added: 


“There can be no greater error than to — or calculate upon real 
favors from nation to nation; it is an illusion which experience must 
cure and which a just pride ought to discard. 


COORDINATE BRANCHES OF THE GOVERNMENT TO BE HELD IN THEIR 
RESPECTIVE BOUNDARIES, 


“There is a great need, too, for us in this day when constitu- 
tional restraint has become irksome to many, never to turn a 
deaf ear to the stirring appeal of Washington to his people— 
that the departments into which our Goyernment is constitu- 
tionally divided shall be kept with determined hand within their 
respective boundaries. Speaking here not as a party man but 
as a citizen of the Republic, my observation and reflection have 
shown me how treacherously easy is the transition from centrali- 
zation of government—which those of the Republican Party set 
so much store by and which a good many of us Democrats are 
inclined to acquiesce in—to a personalization of government and 
then to usurpation of government. Washington in all his career 
uttered no greater truth than when he declared that a constitu- 
tional government, under such circumstances, becomes almost, as 
a matter of course, a despotism. For a long time, fortunately, 
this was the view of the American people; anfl when they have 
departed from it a long and omnious step has been taken, not 
only in the commission of error but toward establishing evil 
precedent. 

“Said. he in his stately language: 


“Tt is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its administra- 
tion, to confine themselves within their respective constitutional spheres, 
avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one department to encroach 
upon another. The spirit of encroachment tends to consolidate the 
powers of all the departments in one, and thus to create, whatever the 
form of government, a real despotism. A just estimate of that love of 
powy and proneness to abuse it, which predominates in the human 

eart, is sufficient to satisfy us of the truth of this position. The neces- 
sity of reciprocal checks in the exercise of political power, by dividing 
and distributing it into different depositaries, and constituting each the 
guardian cf the public weal against invasions by the others, has been 
evinced by experiments ancient and modern; some of them in our coun- 
try and under our own eyes. To preserve them must be as necessary as 
to institute them. If, in the opinion of the people, the distribution or 
modification of the constitutional powers be in any particular wrong, let 
it be corrected yi an amendment in the way which the Constitution 
designates. But let there be no change by usurpation ;-for though this, 
in one instance. may be the instrument of good, it is the customary 
weapon by which free governments are destroyed. The precedent must 
always greatly overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient 
benefit which the use can at any time yield. 


“Years afterwards Daniel Webster merely put into the 
matchless eloquence of his paraphrase this thought when he 
directed his protest at apparently so slight a departure from 
this principle as the proposal of the President to take from the 
proper Cabinet officer. the right to determine upon the depository 
of the funds of the United States: 


“Tt was strongly and forcibly urged yesterday by the honorable 
Member from South Carolina that the true and only mode of preserv- 
ing any balance of power in mixed governments is to keep an exact 
balance. This is very true, and to this end encroachments must be 
resisted at the first step. ‘The question is, therefore, whether, upon the 
true principles of the Constitution, this exercise of power by the Presi- 
dent can be justified. Whether the consequences be prejudicial or not, 
if there be an illegal exercise of power it is to be resisted in the proper 
manner. Even if no harm or inconvenience results from transgressing 
the boundary, the intrusion is not to be suffered to pass unnoticed. 
Every encroachment, great or small, is important enough to awaken 
the attention of those who are intrusted with the preservation of a 
constitutional government. We are not to wait till great public mis- 
chiefs come, till the Government is overthrown, or liberty itself put into 
extreme jeopardy. We should not be worthy sons of our fathers were 
we so to regard great questions affecting the ponesi feeling. Those 
fathers accomplished the Revolution on a strict question of principle. 
The Parliament of Great Britain asserted a right to tax the Colonies in 
all cases whatsoever; and it was precisely on this question that they 
made the Revolution turn. The amount of taxation was trifling, but 
the claim itself was inconsistent with liberty; and that was, in their 
eyes, enough. It was against the recital of an act of Parliament, 
rather than against any suffering under its enactments, that they took 

. up arms. They went to war against a preamble. They fought seven 
rears against a declaration. They pour out their treasures and their 
blood like water in a contest against an assertion which those less 
sagacious and not so well schooled In the principles of civil liberty 
would have regarded as barren phraseology or mere parade of words. 
They saw in the claim of the British Parliament a seminal attitude of 
mischief, the germ of unjust power; they detected it, dra it forth 
from underneath its plausible disguises, struck at it; nor did it elude 
elther their steady eye or their well-directed blow till they had extir- 
pated it and destroyed it to the smallest fiber. On this question of 
principle, while actual suffering was yet afar off, they rai their flag 
against the power to which, for purposes of foreign contest and sub- 
rogation, Rome, in the height of her glory, is not to be compared; a 
power which is dotted over the surface of the whole globe with her 
possessions and military posts, whose morning drum beat, following the 
sun and keeping company with the hours, circles the earth with one 
continuous and unbroken strain of the martial airs of England. 

“The necessity of horing strictly to the principles upon which free 
governments are construct and to those precise lines which fix the 
partitions of power between different branches, is as plain, if not as 
cogent, as that of resisting, as our fathers did, the strides of the parent 
country against the rights of the Colonies; because, whether the power 


which exceeds its just limits be foreign or domestic, whether it be the 
encroachment of all branches on the rights of the ple, or that of 
one branch on the rights of others, in either case the balanced and well- 

machinery of free government is disturbed, and, if the derange- 
ment go on, the whole system must fall. 


CHARACTER OF WASHINGTON, 


“At all times and amid all conditions Washington rang true 
to the note of a splendid manhood. Hypocrisy and a traflicking 
in expedients for popular applause no more match with his life 
than the crime of murder. He had little of the captivating style 
of speech or manner; but regard for the nobility of his charac- 
ter, rather than any rhetorical art or charm of personal ad- 
dress on his part, kept wavering lines from retreat in battle and 
from mutiny amid privations and suffering to which our neglect 
had exposed the soldiers of the Revolution. The men in the 
ranks and above the ranks were zealots, ready to be shot to 
death or starved to death or frozen to death for the sake of 
such an inspiring leader, even when the Colonies had forgotten 
to clothe and to feed them after they had carried victorious 
arms in this unequal contest with the greatest military power 
in the world. He suppressed the dissensions of the men he 
gathered about him for the administration of his high office, 
and lessened their antagonism; and, as a man of affairs and 
the possessor of wealth, he had so mastered essential business 
principles that he knew how, by encouraging manufacture and 
thrift and enterprise, to bind up the wounds of a people wasted 
and impoverished by the exhaustion of prolonged war. What a 
priceless possession to his countrymen is the splendid record of 
the achievements of such a many-sided, well-balanced, noble 
man, 

“ So all discussion of Washington ends—whether it be in the 
brief address or in the pages of the biographer or historian— 
with panegyric, and without the opportunity of the most exact- 
ing criticism to point to any conspicuous act of his which we 
to-day would wish to have otherwise, either for his fame or 
for the example of his life. 

“ No wonder that Webster said— 

“America has furnished to the world the character of Washington. 
And if our American institutions had done nothing else, that alone 
would haye entitled them to the respect of mankind. 

“He stands among the great men of this country and among 
the great men of all countries, not only on the many pedestals 
of our handiwork, but on the eminence of our admiration and 
gratitude, as a splendid, commanding, heroic figure, the embodi- 
ment of those traits which go to make up true manhood and 
true greatness in the world. What Tennyson not unfairly said 
of Wellington can even more justly be said of Washington— 
that he both sayed and served the State; that for him the 
path of duty was the way to glory, and that there should be 
eternal honor to his name. 

PRESENT-DAY PROBLEMS OF THE REPUBLIC, 


“And let us and all loyal Americans resolye that the spirit 
of Washington, so manifestly in the midst of us on such occa- 
sions as this, shall go with us, as with gratitude and hope re- 
newed and loins girded about we face the future. That future 
will not open for us always a pleasant prospect. We shall not 
always be blessed with prosperous times. Corresponding to 
those temporary setbacks to our. health wherein Nature gives 
her warnings whenever we are making too great a draft upon 
mind or body, we shall have our periodical depressions when 
we are imprudent in the affairs of our business life. These 
need not unduly concern us, for, as we come to have a stable 
currency and a better understanding of the economic workings 
of the laws of supply and demand and do not overlook some 
considerations which are not always in accord with the strife 
for mere money return, these depressions should be appreciably 
less and less in number and importance. 

“We have, however, problems of a more serious nature con- 
fronting us for solution, and doubtless they will increase as 
time goes on. We, as a people, have tolerated the doing of 
things which must be undone or made right and not condoned; 
we have at times set too much store by mere material success 
and judged as of minor consequence things which broaden and 
elevate and ennoble a nation; we have made compromise with 
things of evil import. We have at times been unmindful of the 
rights of others as we have hurried on to the realization of 
ambitious plans, and in our indifference to the demands of good 
citizenship we have been guilty of or acquiesced in a course of 
conduct that has given rise to sullen expressions of an unrest 
to which we can not afford to be unconcerned listeners, for un- 
checked unrest is likely to breed discontent and discontent, in 
its turn, disorder. And unless we frankly recognize this we 
shall haye no reasonable hope of correcting the conditions 
which arouse, if they do not altogether justify, those expres- 
sions, and which are a menace not only to our continuing pros- 
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perity but to our self-respect and our repute in the world. 

Again and again, as time goes on, in obedience to popular 

clamor, we shall be tempted to enact statutes unjust to labor 

or capital and not representing reflection and conviction, or 
statutes which are fairly certain to be incapable of enforcement 
and to bring the administration of the law into contempt. We 
shall be tempted to hesitate and temporize concerning things 
demanding prompt and courageous action for the public wel- 
fare. Again and again we shall stand perplexed in which 
direction to go when we shall have come to the crossroads of 
public duty and mere party expediency or even self-interest. 
Our way will be so shut in by doubt that we shall hesitate even 
as to a single step forward and upward. But there is one thing 
aboye all things to which we may cling with a certain faith, 
that so long as we keep with ourselves a Covenant to return to 
and abide by the principles of Washington’s Farewell Address, 
so long as his character shall be remembered and revered by us, 
80 long as we shall set his life and his deyotion before us as the 
best type and example of American citizenship to admire and 
eniulate, this country can not falter in true progress nor in the 
end come short of its high mission in the world. For then, 
during all time to come, we shall have for our political guid- 
ance as a people the inspiration of his presence, which will be 
to us what for the moral guidance of men the Word of the Lord 
was to the psalmist of old—a lamp unto the feet and a light 
unto the path.” F 
Tun FEDERAL GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC ROADS. 

ADDRESS OF THE HON. OSCAR W. UNDERWOOD, OF ALABAMA, DELIVERED 
BEFORE THE AMERICAN AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION CONVENTION JANUARY 
16, 1912. 

“I thank you for the opportunity that has been given me to 
say a few words on a subject that is of such great importance to 
the American people. 

There were no wiser men, more patriotic men, that have ever 
been connected with this great Government of ours than the men 
who established it. They were enabled to look far into the 
future and realize that a great civilization was to grow up out 
of a wilderness. In establishing this Government of ours they 
delegated certain powers to the Federal Government and re- 
served the balance to the States. As to matters of local gov- 
ernment, almost all the powers were reserved to the States, and 
only the necessary powers to create a central government to 
protect us against foreign foes, to enable us to establish a sys- 
tem of judiciary, and to maintain armies and navies were dele- 
gated to the Federal Government. But in their wisdom they 
deemed it necessary and proper to declare in the Federal Con- 
stitution that the National Government should have the power 
to establish post offices and post roads. 

SYSTEM OF POST ROADS AUTHORIZED. 


“I do not believe in the Federal Government encroaching 
upon the rights of the States any more than I believe in the 
States encroaching on the rights of the Federal Government; 
but I do believe that the great Central Government owes it to 
the people of the United States that it should enforce, carry 
out, and maintain the great powers of government that have 
been delegated to it by the States; and one of those great powers 
carries with it the right to see that a system of post reads for 
intercommunication between the people within the States and 
the people beyond the borders of the several States is estab- 
lished. 

The fathers of our Republic recognized that fact. You know 
as well as I do that one of the very first questions that was agi- 
tated before the Federal Congress was the building of a great 
post road across the continent to bind and hold the States to- 
gether. They spent millions of dollars in building the Cumber- 
land Turnpike, and we should have gone on building Federal 
roads throughout the United States if Watt had not invented 
the steam engine, and if the iron rail had not taken the place 
of the macadamized read. Then we abandoned Government aid 
to the dirt road and gave Government aid to the iron road. 
The great railroads that reach across this continent were built 
with Government aid, because they were ‘establishing post 
roads.“ 

FEDERAL AID IN ROAD BUILDING. 


“Now, my friends, we are coming back to the starting point. 
Another invention has come; the people of this country now 
are traveling in automobiles as well as in railroad trains. 
The mail, the most important single business in the United 
States, is being delivered at the farmer’s door, instead of the 
farmer coming to the town and takng his mail out of the post- 
office box. We are coming back to the point where it is neces- 
sary again for the people of the United States to have a good 
system of public roads. The States have delegated the power 
to the Federal Government to aid in securing that system of 
public roads. Why did they delegate that power in the begin- 


- 


ning? Because they realized the necessity of maintaining and 
establishing a road system. It is the duty of the Federal Gov- 


ernment to vitalize that power. For that reason for many 
years I have been in favor of the Government of the United 
States either establishing post roads or lending its aid to the 
building of post roads throughout the country. It is the only 
way you can build them. If the Government had gone on in 
the work it commenced in the early part of the last century, 
when it started to build the Cumberland Turnpike; if it had 
continued that work up to to-day, without any great burden 
resting on the American people, we would have had as magnifi- 
cent a system of roads in the United States as you can find 
in any of the continental countries of Europe. But we aban- 
doned it because we thought the railroads had come to take its 
place. It is far more important to the great majority of the 
people of the United States to hayé a road that carries their 
produce from the farm door to the railroad station and from 
the store in the town back to the farm door than it is to further 
develop a great railroad that will carry them to New York or 
San Francisco. The exception is the man who travels any 
great distance on the railroad train; it is the everyday life of 
the mass of the American people to travel along the dirt road 
from their homes to the railroad stations. 
EUROPEAN HIGHWAYS, 


“There is not a country in Europe that has established a 
system of national highways that has not done so with the 
aid of the central government. There were no good roads 
worth speaking of in England as long as they maintained the 
antiquated system of local taxation alone to develop a road 
system, and it was not until the Parliament lent aid to the 
building of good roads that a great system of roads was built 
up in England. And the same is true of France; it took na- 
tional aid to establish a system of roads in France, To-day 
they have the greatest system of roads in the world. 

COURSE OF PROCEDURE SUGGESTED. 


“I know that the opposition to this argument is based on the 
fact that it will cost money, and I do not deny the argument, 
If you are going to build a great system of roads in the United 
States it will cost millions of money, but you can not expect to 
build them in a day; it will take decades to complete the work; 
you will never build them if you do not make the start. 

“We can begin by giving national aid to assist the States, or 
we can commence by building several great national highways, 
like the Cumberland Pike, that was completed a century ago 
and yet remains as a monument to the wisdom of our fathers. 

“As to which is the best system it is not necessary for us to 
determine now. The question for the people who are in favor 
of good roads to-day to determine is the question as to whether 
or not the Federal Government shall again undertake the great 
work, and after that is determined then you can decide as to 
which is the proper plan to carry out. 

NECESSITY FOR A RATIONAL WORKING PLAN. 


“I shall not take up your time, but I want to make just one 
suggestion to you in a practical way. Your association adro- 
cates one way for the building of these great highways; you 
find that another good-roads association advocates some other 
plan, and yet another association another plan. I understand 
that there are four great associations in this country which 
favor the building of national highways, and I do not believe 
that there are any two of them that have agreed on the same 
plan. Now, as long as that condition exists you are not going 
to build on any plan, I have this one suggestion to make to 
you, and it is not my own thought—it has been suggested to me 
by one who is wiser than I am—that instead of advocating one 
system to-day by this association and another system to-morrow 
by another association, go to the Congress of the United States 
and say to them, ‘Appoint a joint committee to consider the 
building of post roads in the United States’; give them author- 
ity to hear everybody that wants to come before the committee; 
give them authority to find a verdict as to which is the best way 
to start this great national moyement by proper legislation, and 
then you have concentrated the power in the hands of the men 
who in the end must exercise it; you have centralized that 
power where it can be used for action. They may not agree to 
what you want or I want, but it will be along some line that 
will produce results. 

HANDICAP OF BAD ROADS. 


Just one word in conclusion. My friends, I remember once 
being on the other side of the Atlantie Ocean, and I saw a great 
white fleet of ships, that had traveled around the world, sailing 
into a foreign port, the national emblem of our great country 
was flying at the masthead. As they came steaming up the 
harbor I thanked God I was an American and felt proud that 
we had the greatest fleet that ever sailed around the world. 
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I remember once standing along the line of a railroad system in 
a distant country, and as I saw a train of freight cars being 
hauled along the track I noticed the locomotive that was pulling 
the cars, and it was a Baldwin locomotive, built in America, 
builded by our own people, carrying the commerce of the world, 
and I felt proud that I was an American and thanked God that 
I was born under the Stars and Stripes of my country. But 
then I went up into the mountains of Switzerland and in Italy, 
and I saw those magnificent turnpikes, graded roads, running 
up the mountain sides, smooth as this floor, guttered on the 
sides, carrying off every drop of water, perfectly smooth, where 
the people even in that mountainous country could carry their 
produce to market at the lowest possible outlay; then I thought 
of the terrible roads that I had seen in my own home State, 
that I had seen in almost every State of the Union, and for 
once, and the only time in my life, I had to bow my head with 
shame and could not declare that so far as our road system was 
concerned that I was proud of being an American citizen.” À 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. HAMILTON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of John Eastman, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment 
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. On page 24 I continue the case. The report says: 


It appears from the proof filed in the case that the claimant was 
É 8 in Massachusetts on August 14, 1850, to one Ivory G. 
ps— 


And that she was neyer divorced. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] 
is not discussing the paragraph under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the five-minute rule a Member must 
confine himself to the paragraph read. The Chair holds that 
the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I will leave that discussion, 
then. The discussion on the floor of this House to-day shows 
to every man present the laxity of the committee in reporting 
bills—— 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not discussing the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The gentleman must confine himself to the paragraph just read. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The Chairman having ruled upon the 
question 

The CHAIRMAN. 
BLE] is recognized. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I simply wish to ask a question. No such 
rule as this has been invoked in this House before. If the name 
of John Smith were not mentioned in a paragraph, we can not 
mention the name of John Smith? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule of the House is that under the 
five-minute rule a Member must confine himself to the subject 
of the amendment offered. That has always been the rule of 
the House. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The name of John F. Rankin, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. I move to strike out the words“ thirty- 
six dollars,” in line 11. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 11, strike out the word “ thirty-six.” 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I ask the attention of the author of the 
bill, or the chairman of the subcommittee, to the fact that it 
appears in this case that John F. Rankin is 71 years old, and 
served as a musician in Company ©, Fourth Regiment Tennes- 
see Volunteer Cavalry, two years and seven months; that he is 
now a pensioner at $22 a month on account of slight deafness. 
The medical testimony shows that the applicant has a small, 
rough, and hilly farm, which he rents, and that his small in- 
come from this source and his pension constitute his sole sup- 
port. It is recommended that he be allowed an increase to $36. 
Now, mark you, here is a musician, owning a little farm and 
having a small income, and we have just passed an item where 
another soldier was 71 years of age, served three years, not as a 
musician, but as a fighter and a soldier, has no property at all, 
suffers from divers and sundry afflictions, and the proposition is 
to give him $24 a month. What I would like the gentleman to 
explain is why the soldier who served three years and fought, 
and who has no property, who is absolutely helpless, gets $24, 
and the horn tooter, who is now getting $22 and has a farm, 
gets $36. And there is deep silence upon the face of the waters. 


The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIB- 


Mr. AUSTIN. When the gentleman concludes his remarks 
I will reply to him. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I have no criticism of the particular 
claim. I am asking now why the discrepancy, why the dis- 
crimination, and why the partiality? Now, gentlemen, I recog- 
nize that in a multitude of measures you can not have absolute 
uniformity. I likewise recognize that there may be some good 
reason why the hornblower should have $36, and why the 
musket bearer should have $24, although the musket bearer 
walks no longer save upon crutches, and has no rough hillside to 
give him a resting place. But why do not you show it? But 
the hornblower? How about him? The report should show 
some information before you should expect enlightened men to 
yote for it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. RUSSELL. May I ask the gentleman from Georgia a 
question? ‘ 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. To what two cases does the gentleman re- 
fer? The Rolain case? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That, and the one relating to John 
Mulligan, on page 4 of the report, the last item on the page. 
I will now ask my friend to explain that case. He is getting 
$24. The report does not show whose bill it is, but when you go 
back home, whoeyer is the author of the bill, you tell that old 
soldier why you could not get the $24 for a fighter, while some- 
body else got $36 for a hornblower. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Just a werd, Mr. Chairman. I think I can 
explain it to the gentleman. I just want one moment, Mr. 
Chairman, a word on behalf of the committee, because I feel 
that the committee is more or less arraigned in every one of 
these assaults upon this bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I do not mean to arraign the com- 
mittee. I am arraigning the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I want to show, Mr. Chairman, the reason 
which the gentleman has not discovered in these cases, John 
Mulligan, to whose case the gentleman refers, is about of the 
same age as John F. Rankin. Mulligan is 71 years of age, and 
Rankin is 71 years of age. Both served about the same length 
of time. Mulligan’s injuries did not result from his service. 
He is drawing a pension under the age Jaw, while Rankin is 
drawing a pension because of injuries from which he now 
suffers, resulting from his service in the Army. That is a dis- 
tinction that has been recognized, both in the Bureau of Pen- 
sions and in the Committee on Invalid Pensions and by this 
House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, line 11, strike out the word “ thirty-six.” 


Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. RODDENBERY] demanded an explanation from either the gen- 
tleman having this bill in charge or from the author of this item 
carried in the bill. It gives me pleasure to say to the gentleman 
that I am the author of the bill to increase the pension of John 
F. Rankin, a man whom I have favorably known for perhaps 
20 years. While I do not hope to satisfy the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY], or the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CALLAWAY], who seem to be absolutely reckless and unwilling 
to believe that the pension roll is a roll of honor, yet there are 
Members on the floor of this House to whom I wish to speak 
in reference to the merits of this particular case. 

This man, as the record and report show, is more than 70 
years of age. He rendered faithful service in the Union Army 
for almost three years, enlisting from one of the East Tennessee 
regiments, raised right in the heart of the Southern Confed- 
eracy, where it cost something to be loyal to the Union. Mr. 
Rankin is a poor man, honest, worthy, and deserving, and the 
medical testimony in his case shows that his disabilities are 
not single, but triple, and that owing to the nature and char- 
acter of the disabilities from which he suffers he is precluded 
from making a living by manual labor. 


Something has been said about the particular service that he 
rendered, namely, that he was a musician. Those were two 
years and seven months of faithful service for your country, 
and for my country. It often required music to enthuse and 
rally the boys under the Stars and Stripes, and it took music 
to rally the boys under the stars and bars. That magic music— 
Dixie—carried many boys into the Southern Confederacy, under 
the southern flag. 

But the man who left his home to fight for the flag of the 
Union and the man who left his home for the Southern Con- 
federacy both displayed heroic courage, whether he was a 
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musician or an officer or a private, and I believe that justice 
reigns in the breast of men in this House, regardless of which 
side of this Chamber they sit upon. [Applause.] I đespise and 
hold in utter contempt this constant arraigning and abusing the 
Union soldiers in this House and - in certain publications, and 
this constant challenging of the motives and intentions of my 
colleagues in favorably reporting and voting for these bills, 
and I resent it. My colleagues upon this side and upon that 
side are performing their duty under their oaths just as well 
as the Member from Georgia [Mr. Roppenpery] and the Member 
from Texas [Mr. CALLAWATI. My worthy colleagues on this 
side and upon that side have the honor and the glory of our 
common country at heart, and ill does it become the gentleman 
from Georgia or the gentleman from Texas to impugn the honor 
and the patriotism of their action in this House. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, line 11, strike out the word “ thirty-six.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Ward L. Roach, late of Company B, Second Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 8 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
word “ twenty-four,” in line 19, page 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, line 19, strike out the word “ twenty-four.” 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I take this paragraph up 
because I feel very much encouraged that gentlemen who are 
the authors of bills, for the first time in two years since I have 
been a Member of this House, venture to rise and tell the merits 
of their case. 

Here is a man, Ward L. Roach, 73 years old, a private in his 
company, who has been drawing a pension for many years. At 
the same time he is a justice of the peace. He has an income 
from his office as justice of the peace—a minimum of $200 a 
year—and his present pension is $180 a year. The committee 
recommend that he be given $24 a month. 

We have just passed an item which gives a pension of $20 
to the widow of a Union soldier, which widow married the 
soldier during the war, and is old and feeble and is charged with 
the support and maintenance of an infirm mother. I would like 
to have the author of the bill or some member of the committee 
explain why it is that it is just to give a man who is a justice 
of the peace, so possessed of his faculties, so physically capaci- 
tated that he can preside in that capacity and earn $200 a year 
at the minimum, an increase of pension from $180 a year to 
$288 a year, while you only give to the widow of this soldier 
who fought, who is helpless and dependent, and who, in the lan- 
guage of the report, is a war widow, old and penniless, without 
resources, but $20 a month? I want to know what explanation 
the author of this bill will give to this old widow and to his 
constituents, when she in her distress, her poverty, and her dire 
condition gets but $20 a month, while right on the same page a 
vital, living judge, a justice of the peace, getting $200 a year 
for his services and $180 a year pension, gets an increase to $24 
a month? Gentlemen, you may not undertake to explain satis- 
factorily to me, and the inquiry I make may meet with your 
silence, but God spare you when the wrath of your constituents 
meets you at the next election. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. I am glad the gentleman from 
Georgia has found one claim where he approves of the com- 
mittee's action, when he stated that this poor widow is entitled 
to $20 a month. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. You ought to make it $30, 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Would you vote for it? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I will vote for it. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Joseph C. MeGarrah, late of Company B, -Sixty-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph. There are very many of these items to which 
I should be glad to address myself, but I am absolutely unable 
physically to continue at great length on these different items. 
Therefore I leave it to such gentlemen around me as may want 
these matters investigated to pursue the subject. : 


Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Does it not occur to the gentleman that he 
is the only one that can get the floor on this side of the House? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I can not accede entirely to the views 
of my colleague. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I suggest that the gentleman yield to his 
colleague. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Here is a pensioner 71 years old who 
has been drawing a pension for years and years, and the com- 
mittee, with the hand of favoritism, with the mighty power of 
an unrestrained and well-nigh unresistant majority, propose to 
give this soldier, 71 years of age, $36 a month, when the very 
item before it is for an old, decrepit, infirm man, with long 
service in the Army, now tottering under the weight of 79 years, 
who gets but $80 a month. There is written into this bill 
discrimination, favoritism, partiality, and pull—I do not know 
whether it is political pull or patriotic pull—whch enables 
onè man to get $36 when he is only 71 years of age and this 
poor old man, 79 years old, with the heavy weight of years 
resting upon him, gets only 830. When he gets only $30 the 
pensioner next below him in this bill, no more infirm, no more 
patriotic, no more valiant, gets $36 a month. I want the author 
of the bill, who acquiesces in the finding of the committee, to 
explain why it is that his constituent gets only $30, when he 
is nigh onto 80 years of age, while on the same page another 
man draws $36, when he is not as old and is no more infirm, 
If you do not answer here, you can not escape explaining when 
you go home. You will not answer me, but when you go home 
answer your constituent, his sons, and his grandsons, and his 
kindred throughout the bailiwick. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. As I read it, it only pro- 
vides for $30 in the bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. On the top of page 11, $30 is recom- 
mended, so the report says. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. 
stand the gentleman. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Al of which goes to show that the 
chairman of the committee himself, the way this legislation is 
ramrodded through, does not know which bill he is voting on, 
1 tell you it is unjust legislation; it is not intelligent legisla- 
tion, it is not fair legislation when a man of ability, a man of 
skill, a man of learning, a member of the committee investigat- 
ing a claim stands here and does not know what pension he is 
voting on. But it is no reflection on him. It is the iniquitous 
railroading system. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. I wanted to know what 
paragraph the gentleman indicated. ; 

Mr. RODDENBERY. This is roughshod, ill-digested, legisla- 
tion that the powerful majority rushes through over a helpless 
colleague who is able only to make a few more objections. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. What line and page was 
the gentleman’s amendment offered to. I was unable to hear. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment 
again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


vere 4, line 17, strike out the paragraph consisting of lines 17, 18, 19, 
and 20. 


Then I do not under- 


Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was lost. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. Barrierr having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 4151) to authorize the Minnesota & 
International Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at or near Bemidji, in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 339) providing for the reappraisement and sale of certain 
lands in the town site of Port Angeles, Wash., and for other 
purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: ` 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4238) to provide 


for the use of the American National Red Cross in aid of the land and 
naval forces in time of actual or threatened war. 7 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested. 

Senate concurrent resolution 18. 


Resolved by the Senate 
3 the Secretary of War 


bank inproven from Vicksbur; 
S. 4253, being a bill to aid 
on the éast.side of the Mississippi River. 


PENSIONS. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3 1 3 3 oe Nee e 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I say, sir, that the spectacle we have seen here to-day on 
the floor of this House, it seems to me, should convince everyone 
that the methods that have been adopted in the past and the 
methods adopted at the present time by this committee are lax, 
and that the country will not stand for it. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not talking to the amendment. - 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I am talking about this case. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. ‘The gentleman is not speaking to his 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order and 
the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man can not proceed unless he proceeds in order. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will give notice that the gentleman will 
not save any time by that point of order. I will be here all 
the time, during this session and the next, and I may be here 
in other days, perhaps, in future sessions; and I should not 
be surprised that some of you will be at home when I am here. 
I am not afraid of my pension stand. I have not attempted to 
criticize anybody in my entire discussion of the pension legisla- 
tion. If you take my first speech of December 9 and read it 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman should proceed in order. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I put the gentleman on notice that he will 
save no time by his gag rule that he is invoking from the Chair. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. The gentleman only shows his lack of 
knowledge of the rules by calling it a gag rule. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, they ask in this para- 
graph to extend the pension to a woman whom the gentleman 
from Missouri, Gov. Runry, says bears a good record. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUBEY. What paragraph is being discussed? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Page 24 of the report. 

Mr. RUBEY. But we are not passing the report. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, this is not 
the case of the gentleman from Missouri. In the case before 
the House they propose to pay a pension to a woman who never 
obtained a divorce from a previous husband. I notice through- 
out this report of the committee, and if gentlemen will read 
it they will see, that they quote from Members of Congress. 
They say in their findings that Congressman So-and-so made 
certain statements in regard to such and such a party. I sub- 
mit, Mr. Chairman, that it is not a fair investigation by the 
committee. If the Congressmen want their testimony to go in 
this record then it ought to be put here in affidavit form and 
not in the way it is. I challenge gentlemen to read the re- 
port through from one end to the other, and if they do they will 
find frequent occurrences of Congressmen’s statements. They 
would not be received in any court in this land as testimony. 

Mr. RUBEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will. 

Mr. RUBEY. Would the gentleman take a statement made 
by one of his colleagues and place in it as much credence as he 
would in his sworn affidavit? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. There is not a colleague in this Congress 
whose statement I would not take. 

Mr. RUBEY. Then, why does the gentleman want his affi- 
davit? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. There is not a court in this country that 
would take a Congressman’s statement, even though he holds the 
distinction of being a Congressman, without his putting it in 
legal form, and all I am asking for is legal form, and I have the 
right to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. - 


Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The testimony in this report is made not for a court, but 
it is made for the information of Members of this House. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RUBBY. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Is it not a fact that for 50 years this pen- 
sion legislation, both special and general, has gone through this 
House, and not a man, until the present session, has raised his 
voice to contest a single case? 

Mr. RUBEY. Unfortunately for me, I will say that I—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Then, is the gentleman passing on pensions as 
a court, or is he just throwing down the bars and letting every- 
body come in withont even allowing a Member of Congress to 
contest or investigate? 

Mr. RUBEY. Is that a question or a speech? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman can take it as he pleases. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, replying to that, I will say that, 
unfortunately for me, I have not been a Member of Congress 
during the last 50 years, but the records of this Congress show 
that during the preceding two years there were passed through 
this Congress over 9,000 private pension bills in a Republican 
Congress, and during that time not a Democrat from Georgia 
or from any other Southern State got up here and tried to pro- 
hibit it or tried to delay Congress in passing these bills; but 
the moment we get into control, the moment the Democrats get 
into the majority and try to do the right thing for the old soldier, 
we have men on our own side of the House—only two or three— 
who are trying to obstruct legislation, who are trying to do 
these things, not for the general good of the whole country but 
for the purpose of sending back home some speeches that will 
help them in their respective districts. [Applause.] 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUBEY. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The gentleman says that I am making no 
effort, and the other gentleman from Georgia is making no ef- 
fort, for the good of the people we represent. I ask the gentle- 
man if this Democratic Congress has not gone along here and 
refused to appropriate anything for public buildings; if it has 
not refused to appropriate anything for battleships, the defense 
of our homes; and I ask the gentleman if it has not gone along 
here and cut down, section after section, the agricultural bill, 
taking from the farmer that which should go to him in order that 
this pension legislation should be paid? The gentleman’s charge 
is not sustained by the facts. The people of my district and the 
country at large appreciate the sincerity of this fight. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Georgia 
will give us an opportunity to legislate, before this Congress ad- 
journs we will do the things that the people of this country want 
done and leaye undone the things that they do not want done. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I will ask the gentleman another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. RUBEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Have not gentlemen had the opportunity 
right here on the floor of the House, and is not the agricultural 
bill grinding along day after day right now, and do not the gen- 
tlemen come in here and join forces and eut down the agricul- 
tural bill in order that gentlemen may pay the pensions that 
they are asking for their districts? 

Mr. RUBEY. No; absolutely we do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I have heard a good deal of 
discussion to-day on pension matters. I have heard the two 
gentlemen from Georgia [Mr. RoppeNsezy and Mr. Trmsre) 
talk about patriotism and love of the old soldier. I have heard 
them declare time and time again that they believe in pension- 
ing the worthy soldier, and during all of this discussion they 
have shown a disposition not to be satisfied with the report of 
one of the great committees ef this House upon the very thing 
they claim to be so patriotically in favor of; and they manifest 
more brayery and more patriotism when they can attack a bill 
that comes here proposing to put a poor old woman, the widow 
of two soldiers, on the pension list than they do in attacking the 
pension of a soldier 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from Missouri is not confining his argument to the sec- 
tion under discussion. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Georgia will withdraw that objection. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will not do it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained and the 
gentleman from Missouri will proceed in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman is entirely within his rights. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri will pro- 
ceed in order. - 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TRIBBLE] objects to a pension being paid to the widow 
of an old soldier, and I was talking about the bravery of men 
who can attack the report of the committee when it proposes 
to pension the widow of a soldier who served his country long 
and well at the front. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. BOOHER. No. I have heard these gentlemen say that 
we may go back to our districts, and when we hear from the 
people back there, there will be vacant seats on this side 
of the Chamber. I want to say to the gentlemen that they may 
go back to my district in Missouri, and if they will go out in 
the open and attack the reputation and the character of the 
widow of an old soldier, when the committee has reported in 
favor of her, the good women of my district will drum them out 
of the country; and if they have the same kind of women in 
the South, as I know they have, they would receive the 
same treatment there. [Applause.] Why, the great State of 
Missouri sustains a Confederate soldiers’ home by taxation. 
She sustains a Union soldiers’ home by taxation, and a Repub- 
lican member of the legislature of that State introduced a 
bill taking over the Confederate Soldiers’ Home as a State 
institution. We tried to sustain it by popular subscription, 
but the burden became too great, and without a dissenting vote 
in the legislature it was taken over as a State institution. 
[Applause.] We are threatened now that if we vote to give a 
pension to some poor old widow woman of $12 a month that this 
Government is going to sink beneath the weight which that pen- 
sion will place upon the backs of the people. I am willing to 
take my share of the responsibility. [Applause.] I have a 
brother who lies buried over there in the soil of Virginia» He 
died in defense of the flag we love so well. I am speaking from 
that point of view, and I say to my friends from Georgia that 
they are mistaken in the patriotism of the people of this coun- 
try. [Applause.] You are mistaken when you try to compel 
this House to believe against your better judgment that this 
kind of conduct will meet the approval of even your own con- 
stituents. I know it will not meet the approval of the people 
that I represent here and a vast majority of the people whom 
the Members of this House represent. I believe in private pen- 
sion bills. I believe in them more than I did in the Sherwood 
bill when I voted for it. 

I believe the way to help the needy cases, to help the old 
men and old women who need support in their last-days, is 
through private pension bills, and I am glad that the Demo- 
cratic members of the Committee on Invalid Pensions are not 
behind the Republican Committee on Invalid Pensions in taking 
care of these old soldiers. [Applause.] We can go back to our 
people and say that we have maintained the record of taking 
care of the needy and dependent soldiers and their widows; 
and that is the way the people look at this matter. I am not 
talking from a sentimental standpoint, but from the standpoint 
of doing right by these old men and women. 

The gentlemen from Georgia have the undisputed right to 
oppose the granting of pension of every kind, and no one 
questions their right to do so. But to assail the reputation 
of this old widow requires neither the exhibition of courage 
or patriotism, and I can not help but think my friends are mak- 
ing a very grave mistake, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words, for the purpose of making an observation in reply to a 
statement of the gentleman from Georgia; who reproached us 
for not introducing a river and harbor bill and a public build- 
ings bill in this House—— 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I said noth- 
ing about rivers and harbors bill. 

Mr. CLINE. Do not take up my time. I want to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Georgia to what this Congress 
has done for Georgia in the last five years. It has paid into the 
Public Treasury interna] reyenue estimated at $2,325,000. They 
have taken back in river and harbor improvements $2,632,000, 
There has been paid to the citizens of Georgia by the Federal 
Government in pensions $2,116,000, and now we are just erecting 
and completing 30 buildings in 30 cities of the State of Georgia 
at a cost of $4,000,000, [Applause.] 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. HOWARD. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not discussing the paragraph of the bill under consideration, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana will proceed 
in order. 

Mr. CLINE. I will do so, with pleasure. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of 
order if the gentleman will not allow me to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia? 

Mr. CLINE. Net at the present time. Mr. Chairman, for 
every dollar that the State of Georgia has paid into the public 
Treasury of the United States they have taken out nearly $5. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOWARD. That the gentleman is not discussing the 
paragraph of the bill that is under consideration. 

12 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana will proceed 
order. 

Mr. HOWARD. And that his argument is not germane. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. The Chairman instructed me that I was 
out of order, and I call upon the Chair to pass upon the ques- 
tion of whether the gentleman is now out of order. 

I do not propose for the gentleman to assail my State, and not 
be heard from, if that is the purpose of the gentleman. 

Mr. CLINE. I am just referring to the bare question and 
making answer to the very proposition the gentleman inyoked. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of the gentle- 
man. -The gentleman will proceed in order. 


Mr. CLINE. For every dollar expended 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The House will be in order. The time of 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, may I be allowed to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp on this point? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Reserving the right to object, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the gentleman may proceed in order, to finish 
his remarks, for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Ep- 
WARDS] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. CLINE] may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not believe that my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. CLINE] intends to make an assault on the State 
of Georgia here to-day. 

Mr. CLINE. Ob, no; I have no such purpose and have made 
no assault. I am just answering the gentleman. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order I 
ought to have the right to answer the gentleman. The Chair 
will not allow me to discuss those questions. I propose to 
answer the gentleman if he assails my State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CLINE] 
is recognized for five minutes. Does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDWICK]? 

Mr. CLINE. I do not want to violate the rules of the 
House. If the gentleman insists on the point of order, I will 
take my seat. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman yield for just a 
moment? 

Mr. CLINE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I did not understand that my friend was 
assailing the State of Georgia. 

Mr. CLINE. Bless you, I want Georgia to get everything 
she can get for rivers and harbors and public buildings, but I do 
not want her to come back and take the well-earned support 
from the old soldiers who spent four years to teach the State 
that it was wrong and bring her back into the Union. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to thank the gentleman in behalf 
of the delegation from Georgia for the very splendid tribute 
he has paid to the members of that delegation for the efficiency 
and zeal with which they serve -their constituents. I want to 
thank the gentleman also because in all of these things we have 
received he has helped us to get the appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is not proceeding 
in order, and I ask that the gentleman from Indiana may pro- 
ceed for five minutes with general debate, and that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Trieste] be permitted to answer in five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 


CLINE] has expired. 
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed and inserted in the Recor, in connection with the 
section under discussion 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. MANN. I ask that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CLINE] may be permitted to proceed in general debate for five 
minutes, and that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIBBLE] be 
permitted to answer in five minutes. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. To that I object. 7 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph. In the consideration, Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men, of this very important paragraph I desire to say by way 
of kind reply to my friend from Missouri [Mr. BoonEn] that 
neither of the gentlemen from Georgia made any reference to 
the widow of the soldier which can not be found in the exact 
language of the report of the committee, the report itself show- 
ing that this widow “took up with” a man. We only quoted 
the report. I want to say to my friend, now, from Indiana [Mr. 
Crıne] that we are glad to have the report as to what is trans- 
piring in the State of Georgia, but I will also admonish him 
that we do not advocate giving one appropriation in order to 
get another. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the gentleman is not addressing himself to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to proceed de- 
liberately and in order and say that under this section, which 
provides an appropriation and deals with the amount of pen- 
sions that go to the various sections of the country, although 
it may be true, as stated, that the disposition of these pensions 
and other appropriations are not in exact balance, yet if it 
were not for the balance of trade of $200,000,000 that comes from 
the South in the way of the cotton product we would have a 
panic in this country 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I make the point of order. x 

Mr. RODDENBERY (continuing). That Morgan, Guggen- 
heim, and all the rest of them could never stop. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ANsBERRY] 
makes a point of order. z 

Mr. ANSBERRY. The gentleman is not proceeding in order. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Relating to this item in this paragraph, 
which I move to strike out, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say it 
adds a tax equally on every citizen of the country, and the great 
southern country that maintains the balance of trade in favor of 
this Government is willing to pay its just and full proportion 
for its soldiers, and, if necessary, we will increase the amount 
of any item that deserves it. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will state his 
point of order. P 

Mr. ANSBERRY. My point of order is that the gentleman is 
not proceeding in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to the 
motion and proceed in order. - 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I am proceeding in 
order in the discussion of this paragraph, inasmuch as it 
deals with a public expenditure. I welcome it if it is a desery- 
ing case. We can afford it, considering our vast resources, our 
vast commerce, including our vast exportation of that com- 
modity which keeps the balance of trade in our favor. We will 
bear all the burdens of the country with you and ask no favors, 
and will do justice to every single interest of this country. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
include in this discussion the report in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TRIB- 
BLE] asks unanimous consent to insert the report in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
to strike out the section. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Belle A. Corbin, widow of John A. Corbin, late of Com- 
pany G, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I rise to inquire if this case, which is mentioned on page 
75 of the report, comes within the rule of the committee? We 
have had a good deal of trouble to-day to find out what the 
rules of the committee are. The Members of the House no 
doubt observed the fact that one member of the committee got 
up here and in vigorous language spoke about his integrity 
having been impugned because it was charged that there are 
no written rules, that the committee has no written rules, and 


then, another Member brings forth the rules and shows to the 
members of the committee in the presence of the House written 
rules on certain questions. I would like to know if this case 
comes within the rules, if they have any. I state emphatically 
that the law is against this claim, and challenge denial. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. What claim is it? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. It is mentioned on page 75. 

727 RODDEN BERT. It is at the bottom of page 30 of the 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, Bellé A. Corbin was the wife 
of a soldier, and as the wife of a soldier, who has pensionable 
right, under the laws of the United States, she has a right to 
draw a pension. But, Mr. Chairman, she married again, and she 
surrendered her right to a pension. After she had lived with the 
man whom she married the second time she decided that she 
would rather have a pension than the man, and she deserted him, 
secured a divorce, and now comes in here and asks this commit- 
tee to grant her a pension, and they give it to her. Now, is that 
within the law? It is against the law and the statutes of the 
United States, and you gentlemen must know it, although it may 
be within the rules prescribed by the gentlemen of this com- 
mittee, but your rules are not law. I am calling for the enforce- 
ment of the law. ; 

Now, I think that I have a right to know, Mr. Chairman, and 
the right to investigate, when these cases come before this 
House, and ascertain whether or not the committee is acting 
within the spirit of the law and within the letter of the law. 
Why, we have been criticized by 3 here, who refer to 
the gentleman from Georgia as being the first ever to rise and 
undertake to obstruct legislation for pensions in this House. 
In the name of God, is it not time for some man to have the 
nerve and the manhood to get up and contest such claims as 
are brought before this House some time or other? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. [Cries of “Read!” “Read!”] The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of William F. Marshall, late of Company I, Thirty-sixth 


ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 


of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph, for the purpose of calling the gentleman's at- 
1 to a certain matter. I shall not detain the committee 
unduly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. What is the name of that case? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It is on page 31, line 12. I will not 
detain the committee; but I think the attention of the com- 
mittee and of the House ought to be called to this fact: Here 
is the name of William F. Marshall, a soldier, and if you will 
look at the committee report you will see that there is a lack 
of uniformity in the rates. He gets $40 a month, and just 
before it there is a widow. She is given only $12 a month. I 


can not understand why a widow is not just as dependent and 


just as helpless as a man and why she should get only $12 a 
month and he should get $40 a month. And just before that 
there is a soldier, and he is given $50 a month. It presents 
this situation: 

Here is a Congressman’s soldier who gets $50, while another 
gets $12; and here is a widow who gets $12, and another 
gets $30. It does seem to me that in the careful, painstaking 
wisdom of the committee there ought to be some remedy for 
that. I am not seeking to delay the committee or to make a 
vexatious objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I know the gentleman is asking the question 
in good faith. Now, does not the gentleman from Georgia 
know that it is the policy of Congress and of the Pension De- 
partment, and always has been—whether right or wrong, I do 
not now assume to say—not to pay widows of soldiers as much 
as the soldiers themselves who did the fighting are paid? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That is quite true. 

Mr, RUSSELL. That is all there is in that point. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. But does not the gentleman think it 
would be more equitable, more just, and more patriotic to take a 
bill like this, with all its variations from $12 to $50 a month, 
and recommit it and let a proposition come in to equalize the 
items and give all soldiers $24 or $30 a month and all widows 
$20 or $24 a month? Does not that look as though it would be 
reasonable? It seems to me that the natural sense of equity, 
justice, and fairness of that proposition would cause it to ad- 
dress itself with future and present favor to the committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Georgia vote for a bill like that? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I would be glad to recommit the bill 
with instructions to the committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That does not answer my question. Would 
the gentleman vote to pay all soldiers $24 or $30 a month and 
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ze that? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If I get the opportunity I will move to 
recommit the bill with instructions to the committee to report 
immediately $24 a month for all soldiers and $20 a month for all 
widows in this bill; and if you will permit it to be recommitted 
and reported to the House I will vote for it, because it will save 
the country many thousands of dollars over the present. provi- 
sions of the bill and be more equitable. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That was the nature of the Sherwood bill, 
so far as the soldiers were concerned. Did the gentleman vote 
for that. bill? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. No; I did not, but that bill covered the 
cases of people worth $100,000 apiece. They ought not to be 
pensioned. 5 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think not myself, I agree with the gentle- 
man on that. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. The gentleman and I agree. Then, 
there was in that bill a provision that a soldier in a soldiers’ 
home might draw $30 a month. That was not fair. There were 
other insurmountable objections. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. The gentleman says he would like 
to recommit the bill and give all soldiers $24 or $30 per month. 
Will not the gentleman take into consideration a soldier who 
has reached the age of 62 years as against the case of a soldier 
who is 80 years old, as this old soldier is at the present time? 
Will the gentleman not take into consideration a soldier who 
served 90 days as against a soldier who served over 4 years? 
Will he pension all soldiers alike, regardless of age, service, or 
disability? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. No. I would draft a bill covering 
Soldiers 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
las expired. 

The question being taken on the motion to strike out the 
paragraph, it was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Albert Barfield, alias Albert Pound, late of Company 
Twenty-fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay h a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
“ twenty-four,” in line 19, and to insert in lieu thereof “ thirty.” 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that this man, evidently a colored soldier, is suffering from 
curvature of the spine, partial paralysis, and total blindness, 
In my opinion he should be paid $30 a month. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Which one is it? 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Albert Barfield, on page 31, line 16. On 
this particular proposition I am quite in line with my patriotic 
friend from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBERY], who has done so much 
this afternoon to point out errors in the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. I would like to advise my col- 
league that it has been the practice of the committee not to 
grant an increase exceeding $24 where the soldier served less 
than a year. While I would vote for the increase in this case 
to $30, or in all similar cases, it is against the practice of the 
committee, 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say this in re- 
gard to the gentleman's amendment: This fight on special pen- 
sions started principally on the motion of a gentleman on the 
other side over there to increase a pension on the floor of the 
House from $25 to $70. To this I have called attention in 
previous remarks. The attention of the country was,called to 
that particular fact. I have been assured by members of this 
committee to-day that no more Members will be allowed on the 
floor of the House to increase a pension without carrying it 
back to the committee and have the committee act on it first. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the amend- 
ment. I only wanted to test the gentleman’s patriotism. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph. So far as this gentleman from Georgia is con- 
cerned, so long as I am a Member of Congress, I will not 
willfully, knowingly, and deliberately vote to give a nigger $24 
or $30 and the widow of a white soldier only $12—never. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia to strike out the section. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Edward B. North, late of Company G, Ninety-fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word to see if we can get some information in the committee 


as to what the committee is going to do. May I respectfully 
inquire of the two gentlemen from Georgia, Mr. ROPDENBEBY 
and Mr. Trieste, whether they have a number of other para- 
graphs in the bill which they desire to discuss? 

Mr. 1 Answering for myself, I will say that I have 
several. 

Mr. RODDEN BERT. Unless matters arise in the future un- 
expectedly, I have only two. There are a number I would like 
to address myself to, but I am physically unable to do so. 
There are, however, two others that I do desire five minutes in 
which to call attention of the members of the subcommittee and 
the Members of the House to inconsistencies. 

Mr. MANN. May I further inquire if it is the gentleman’s 
intention to make a motion to recommit? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It is. 

Mr. MANN. And does the gentleman intend to insist on a 
quorum? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, it is very important to 
have a quorum here on this legislation. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will indulge me, it seems to 
me it would be wise for the committee to rise. It is very evi- 
dent that there is only one or two ways in which these private 
pension bills can be passed. One would be by a rule such as 
was brought in two weeks ago; another would be by a rule 
which would authorize the Speaker to recognize a member of 
the committee to make a motion for suspension of the rules to 
pass the bill. I should think likely, if the opposition is to be 
continued, that in the state we are in, as far as the business of 
the House is concerned, the House would be justified in agree- 
ing to a rule which would anthorize the Speaker on Fridays to 
recognize a Member for a motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the private pension bill. If that is to be the case and we are to 
have that or some other such method it might as well be applied 
to this bill at another session as to sit here for several hours 
to-night and then not be able to pass it. It is perfectly manifest 
that the House can not get a quorum to-night. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. May I inquire with reference to the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, if there is any 
rule of the House now that prevents a motion to suspend the 
rules on Monday, on suspension day? 

Mr. MANN. ‘There is no rule of the House, but with the ex- 
ception of the war claims bill, which in the last Congress was 
passed under a motion to suspend the rules, the Speaker has 
never heretofore recognized a Member for a motion to suspend 
the rules to pass a private bill. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I have no doubt that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania could assist the gentleman of the Rules 
Committee on this side in the preparation of such a rule. 

Mr. MANN. It would not require the ingenuity of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. Any gentleman who has been in the 
House for two or three terms, who has seen a large share of the 
legislation of Congress pass through the House under motion to 
suspend the rules, without which Congress would be soon tied 
up on legislation so that it could not extricate itself, would 
readily recognize the fact that a large share of the business is 
passed under suspension of the rules, and would readily sug- 
gest that that would be the proper way to make a motion to 
pass a bill which two-thirds of the House desires to pass after 
short discussion. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I was altogether of the 
opinion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], that with- 
out any assistance we on this side could prepare rules of this 
sort, until it was brought to my attention two weeks ago that 
recourse was had to the great learning and ability of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], and he safely guided 
us through into the land of gagdom. 

Mr. LAMB. Oh, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, having 
been long a member of the majority of the House that did busi- 
ness, that passed more good legislation than any qther legisla- 
tive body in the same length of time, knows how it is done. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, what is 
before the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of James D. Burcham, late of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, is it in order at this 
stage to suggest the absence of a quorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. One hundred and 
sixteen Members present, a quorum. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Chair count 
again. I am not willing to have the Chair guess at what is a 
quorum in this committee under any circumstance. 
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The CHAIRMAN (after counting). One hundred and eight- 
een Members present. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Joseph Carter, jr., late of Company B, Tenth Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken, and on a division, demanded by 
Mr. Roppensery, there were—ayes 24, noes 70. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 


that there is no quorum present. 


Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. All those in favor of ordering tellers will 
rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia 
on my left [Mr. Trieste] makes the point that there is no 
quorum present. After he had done that, the gentleman from 
Georgia on my right [Mr. RODDENBERY], who has been very 
silent to-day, demanded tellers. I ask now if it is not, first, 
the proper thing to do for the Chair to decide the point of no 
quorum? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. I insist that the division dis- 
closed the fact of the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that point of order is dilatory. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just counted a quorum. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, when the Chair counted it 
again on a division, the absence of a quorum was disclosed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The number of those who stood up on the 
division did not constitute a quorum, but a number of gentle- 
men did not stand up. There was a quorum present. Those in 
fayor of ordering tellers will rise and stand until counted. 
[After counting.] Twelve gentlemen, not a sufficient number, 
and tellers are refused, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Frederick er Ti, Er late of 89 F, Sixty-eighth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. From what page is the Clerk reading? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is reading from page 35. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, is it in order for the 
Chair to ascertain if the Clerk made a mistake and skipped 
page 34? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes that the Clerk has 


read consecutively. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of David Gilchrist, late of Company B, Thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. We come now to the item of Nancy Gaven, on line 21, 
page 36 of the bill. I find, on referring to the report, that the 
officers of the church federation of charity of Lebanon, Mo., in 
pleading for the restoration of this woman's name to the pen- 
sion roll, believe in her good faith, so they say. Mr. Chairman, 
on the floor of the House to-day you have been told in eloquent 
language by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rupey] that 
this woman has. been a pauper on the town of Lebanon. You 
bave had a description of a pitiful scene which was enacted be- 
fore him before he left his home. So deplorable is the condition 
of this woman and her family that the church federation at 
Lebanon, Mo., has for years and years and years, according to 
the statemént of the gentleman from Missouri, had her in 
charge and supported her and her family as paupers. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, TRIBBLE. Yes. 

Mr. RUBEY. I say to the gentleman that he is absolutely 
mistaken. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. RUBEY. In my remarks I did not use the word“ pau- 
per” at all. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman repeat what he said? 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not going into a discus- 
sion of that matter at all. When the gentleman gets through 
with his remarks let us go on and finish the bill. I have made 
my speech before this House, and I am willing to stand by it. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I withdraw the word “ pauper,” Mr. Chair- 
man, and I will substitute for it the word “dependent ”—that 


she was dependent on the people of Lebanon and the church 
federation. 

I want to say to you that I think it is getting to be a pretty 
severe hardship when the people of Georgia, to whom they 
refer, are not only called upon to carry the pension list of some 
of the Western States, but to carry on that list the dependent 
paupers who are not entitled to pensions. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
what are the facts? I weigh well my words, and I do not mean 
to criticize the committee, but I say they have not investigated 
these cases. These cases, I presume, come up in the committee 
room as they usually do in committee rooms, and the members 
of the committee are busy. They have passed up to this time 
about 600 cases. The gentleman can not get up on the floor 
of this House and say that they have inspected and passed upon 
the claims of these pensioners by personal investigation. There- 
fore I am not criticizing’ the committee. I have never in any 
of my pension speeches or remarks on the floor of this House 
criticized any man or set of men. You can read my speeches 
from the beginning, and you will find that that is true. What 
are the facts of this case? I will give them. 

The husband, according to the report of the committee, A. J. 
Moore, died on March 19, 1865. Listen Mr. Chairman. This 
does not come from the mouth of my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Rusey]. I know he is an honest man, if there is an honest 
man on the floor of this House. He is my friend, and I love 
him; but these words do not come from him. But these words 
go to the country, and the country stands upon this record; and 
what does the record say. It says: 

Shortly thereafter Nancy took up with Gaven, also a soldier, and, 
having become a Catholic, married him by ceremony February 15, 1878. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. _ With- 
out objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Now, there is the record. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Mary E. Martin, widow of George G. Martin, late lieu- 
tenant colonel First Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving, — 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Now, I want to conclude my remarks as to Nancy Gayen. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that he can not conclude his remarks concerning this person 
while we are on another item. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia will proceed. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. He wants to talk about a case which we 
have passed. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. If the House 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I did not want you to discuss a paragraph 
which has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia IMr. TRIBE! 
may proceed in order. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I respectfully submit it has been stated on 
the floor of this House here to-day that the committee had no 
disposition in the world to shut out the light of truth. r 

Mr. ANSBERRY. I am still of that opinion, but I do not re- 
gard the gentleman as the light of truth by any means. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I do not claim it, but I have not read a word 
but what is in the books and the record. 

Mr. ANSBERRY. Have we not passed that item? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes, sir. We have passed that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Mary De Krieger, widow of Peter W. De Krieger, late of 
Company C, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call attention to a case on page 
103 of the report, where a woman is to receive a pension from 
the committee, and I desire to call attention to the record in 
the office of the Pension Bureau. The applicant filed a claim 
under the act of June 27, 1890, on March 27, 1891, which was 
rejected July 24, 1899. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio. Has the gentleman reference to 
Charles Pettys? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No, sir; to Mary De Krieger. - 

On July 24, 1890, the case was reopened and rejected again, 
after special examination March 11, 1907, on the ground that the 
evidence failed to establish legal presumption of the soldier's 
death. : 0 

They took an appeal the last time. Upon appeal this rejection 
was affirmed July 13, 1907, and the department agreed with the 
basis of the rejection by the bureau. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, the point I make is, this committee comes 
in here and sets up this precedent in this bill. It is not a new one, 
I admit, but I say it is contrary to the law of the United States, 
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I say that no woman can draw a pension under the statute 
laws of the United States, unless it affirmatively appears that 
her husband is dead and that he had pensionable rights. Now, 
this committee takes this case from the bureau when the 
bureau refused it, and with their power, with force at arms— 
the power that they have—they say to the bureau, “ You are 
wrong, and we are going to give this woman a pension.” Upon 
what evidence? How many members of the committee have 
heard of this case? I would like to know how many mem- 
bers of the committee have read this case. What is the testi- 
mony that is furnished to the committee? The testimony 
furnished to the committee was the testimony of a gambler— 
a gambler who went by an alias. The gambler is said to 
have lived in one town, and a man by the name of Daly 
lived in another town, far removed, and the gambler got his 
information from Daly. According to the-report of the Pension 
Bureau, Mr. Daly also bears an alias. Mr. Daly says that one 
man, by the name of Johnson, presumed by him to be the 
woman's husband, from information furnished him, is dead, and 
here is another alias, not the name of the woman's husband, but 
a man by the name of Johnson. And yet Darby tells the 
gambler that Johnson is dead. What reason has anybody to 
conclude that Johnson is De Krieger. In the name of God, do you 
propose to go on and pick out any kind of a name and any 
kind of proof and insert it here in order that somebody may 
get a pension? 

Now, here is a statement to the effect that, owing to some de- 
fect in Cobb’s statement, a man with an alias, taken after 30 
years, the bureau had declined to take his uncorroborated state- 

ment. Now, Mr. Chairman, the bureau says: 

One Charles Cobb, a gambler, informed one Patrick H. Daly 
he met in Cheyenne (Daly being from Quincy), that soldier, whom he 
knew as Johnson, died in a prospecting tour in the fall of 1876 in 
Colorado, he, De Kreiger, 5 aly, cane of a party of four, 
Cobb also being of 1 the party. Owing to some discrepancies in Cobb's 
statements, taken 30 years after the 3 death, the bureau declined 
to accept his uncorroborated statement. 

This committee does not furnish the House with the untruth- 
ful things Cobb furnished the bureau, referred to, but calls on 
this House to give her a pension with this kind ef evidence, re- 
jected by the bureau. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has no time to yield. His 
time has expired. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to disagree with my colleague 
from Georgia [Mr. Tant with reference to this claim. I 
have looked over this case carefully, and I think this woman’s 
husband is dead. In other words, I am sure he is dead, and 
the reason I am so certain that he is dead is beeause he has 
never made any application for a pension. [Applause and 
laughter.] If he enlisted, there is no question about the fact 
that he would already have applied for a pension. If he lived 
in the district of some one of my good friends over in Ohio or 
Illinois or Indiana, he certainly would have been on the pen- 
sion roll. ILaughter.] 

But this is rather a peculiar case. It seems from the evi- 
dence submitted to the committee that this man and his wife 
frequently fought; that upon several occasions from 1866 to 
1870 they had numerous and sundry fist and cuff fights, and it 
must be apparent that the wife at length got the better of the 
old man in the melees along about in 1870, and he ran away, 
and because of that fact they have not heard of him, and be- 
cause he ran off and never came back they assume that he is 
dead. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, seriously, it looks to me as though this 
case should have been more seriously investigated by the com- 
mittee before they brought in their report. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. My colleague has been solicitor general in 
Georgia, has he not? 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Did you ever draw a bill of indictment in 
behalf of a man who had an alias and believed him on oath? 

Mr. HOWARD. I never did, and I never expect to. Now, it 
seems that somebody tried to boost up this old lady's claim. It 


developed that there were four gamblers, all hailing from that 
section of the country from which my distinguished colleague, 
Judge Rucker, hails, and these gambiers, each with an alias, 
got together and submitted evidence to the Pension Bureau, and 
the Pension Bureau refused to believe their testimony and 
grant a pension to this woman. Now it appears from the state- 


ment of my distinguished colleague [Mr. Trmsre] that they 
bring in a bill for a woman, whose husband has never been 
affirmatively proven to be dead. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Does not seven years’ absence, with- 
A a ledge of the absentee being in life, establish in law 

ea 

Mr. HOWARD. Ordinarily that is the rulé, roughly stated. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Why would not that policy apply 
here, which would apply in a murder case or in any other case? 

Mr. HOWARD. It would apply here if they had not fought be- 
tween the years 1866 and 1870. It is not reasonable to suppose 
that a husband would write his wife an affectionate letter under 
those circumstances, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro forma 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 
‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The 

name of Hugh — — late — eng * eee Regiment, 


and 72 ny D, Seventy 
and pay him a pension at the bor of $ per month in lieu of that 2 he 


is ane ar y 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, in regard to this par- 
ticular pension, I move to strike out the paragraph. It is on 
page 44, line 11, page 104, of the report; the second item. 

This alleged soldier, who I doubt not was a soldier as the 
record shows, now 72 years old, drew a pension, of $6 a month 
for many years. Later, under existing law, he drew a pension 
of $12 fer several years, and still later, under another law, he 
drew a pension of $15 a month for some time. Now, the com- 
mittee recommends that his pension be increased to $36 a 
month, which is more than doubling it at one stroke, while 
just above it, on the same page, is the case of a widow, 64 
years old, who is dependent, who married the soldier just 
after the war. The soldier died, and now the committee rec- 
emmend $20 for the widow. I want to suggest to the gentle- 
man that the difference between $20 and $36 shows a dispro- 
portionate amount that can not be defended. So I wish to 
suggest again to this committee that there are in this bill some 
items that should have been more carefully considered. 

Mr. AKIN of New York. Is this going to be another case 
where the old lady put the dingbats on the old man? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. It does not so appear. So far as I 
can see, the soldier is entitled to his pension and the widow is 
entitled to her pension, but it shows an inequality and excessive 
amounts, and I trust that the committee in future, in the ex- 
ercise of their discretion, having many burdens to carry and 
many difficult problems to solve, will not treat lightly the atten- 
tion that we have sought to call to these matters. We do not 
expect to have these items voted down. We well know they, 
will pass the House, but it is in no improper spirit that the 
attention of the committee and the attention of the House is 
called to these excesses. Let us be more careful. Let us be no 
less just than the Republicans were, but more cautious than 
they were, more careful than they were. Not to save money at 
the expense of the soldiers of the country, but to save money. 
from undeserving cases, so that we may well compensate the 
soldiers of the country and protect our taxpayers. 

The Republicans haye been reckless in expenditures, as we 
have charged for 15 years, and they have been reckless in grant- 
ing pensions. The Republicans have manifested a recklessness 
that it is our Democratic duty to the country and to the soldiers 
to stop. It is our public duty as Democrats to deal justly with 
these soldiers, but to correct the errors into which the Republic- 
ans fell, and to avoid the recklessness in which they indulged, 
and let the country and the soldiers know that the Democrats, 
without regard to North, East, South, or West, will pension the 
deserving soldier, but will not recklessly and unguardedly let an 
excessive amount or an improper pension be appropriated from 
the Treasury of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of Julia A. Rulo, widow of John Rulo, late of Company D, 
Thirtieth np BO Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 8 
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “twenty” 
and insert “thirty,” in line 23, page 44. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to 
strike out the word “twenty” and insert the word “ thirty.” 
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Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I renew my objection, and I 
renew the statement that I made previously that I have had 
assurance from members of this committee—— 

Mr. CLINE. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thought the gentleman did not 
desire to speak, and for that reason he recognized the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CLINE. I do not want to make any extended remarks or 
to cast any reflection upon the committee, because it would be 
a violation of their rule to change this rate. 

I do want to call attention to this woman. They were 
married in 1856. He served nearly four years in the service, 
and died in 1910. They lived together about 60 years. She is 
totally blind, partially paralyzed, requires the care and assist- 
ance of another person all the time, and I think her pension 
ought to be increased to $30. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I realize the fact that the 
House will pass the gentleman's amendment. I make my objec- 
tion in the face of the fact that they will pass it. But, gentle- 
men, it sets a precedent; another man will come in here and 
repeat the same thing that we had on the floor previously and 
which started this fight on pensions. Now, the gentleman’s 
amendment can go to the committee and the committee can bring 
it back in two weeks from now, and we can consider it. The 
chairman of the subcommittee assured me that hereafter the 
committee would not entertain amendments on the floor of the 
House; that they would insist on amendments increasing pen- 
sions going back to the committee and having a hearing on 
them before they would entertain them on the floor of the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I will 
have to say, in justice to the gentleman who has just spoken, 
that I did assure him that the committee would do all in its 
power to defeat all amendments except committee amendments. 
Now, in justice to the committee, I hope this amendment of the 
gentleman will be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was considered, and the amendment was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

The name of Delia M. Williams, widow of David T. Williams, late of 
Company A, Seventy-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last paragraph read. Here is a widow, according to the re- 
port, that presents a case in which it is recommended that she 
be allowed $20 a month. On the preceding page there was a 
soldier in the Army who is no more dependent, and the commit- 
tee has just voted to give him a pension of $40 a month. 
There is a manifest disparity in those cases. Soldiers all 
through this bill are given $30 and $36 and some $40 a month. 
Right behind comes a widow who is only given $12 or $20 a 
month. Now, in the consideration of this measure there should 
be a just and sufficient reason given for discrimination and 
large amounts. Gentlemen here do not explain it. 

The majority party in this House is charged, and our sub- 
committee is charged, with duty and public responsibility to 
deliberately and intelligently and justly consider these ques- 
tions, and not grant a pension of $40 to one valiant soldier, 
$30 to anothér, and $15 to one infirm widow, and $30 to 
another. I submit to you, gentlemen, in all candor and all 
fairness, that we owe it to the country and to the soldiers 
and to the widows, in dealing with these things, to administer 
the pension laws justly. We ought to demonstrate what we 
claimed for 15 years, that we have more capacity for intelligent 
and fair and judicious legislation than our Republican friends. 
Are we pledged to imitate them? To be sure we have followed 
the distinguished ex-Speaker in one of our rules, but must we 
do it in our legislation? Can not we begin where they left 
off and where they recklessly expended money and dishonored 
the pension roll, can not we economize and clean it out and 
pay fair pensions to the real soldiers? 

Let the people of this country understand that we are capable 
of doing justice to these old soldiers, and purge the roll of 
those who do not deserve it. It is our responsibility, it is our 
duty to the country, it is our duty to the soldiery, and our duty 
to ourselves. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia will be withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The name of James E. Greene, late of Com y A, One hundred and 
forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to inter- 
pose except for a moment, The committee will notice that the 
last three pensions—James E. Green, $30 a month; Louis H. 
Walker, $24 a month; and George E. Wilson, $36 a month— 


three soldiers in consecutive order, with different pension allow- 
ances, all with service in the Army. Now, itis equity that I 
desire to impress upon the committee, and the responsibility 
and duty of the Democrats to investigate and to correct this 


discriminating practice. Do not let gentlemen get impatient 
and disturbed about the future of the party because of the 
disposition we have indicated here for discussion. My Demo- 
cratic brethren, rather than make much of dangers here, 
should turn to Kentucky, to that brilliant Democratic editor, 
of 50 years’ party allegiance, who lately continually dips his 
scathing pen in gall and excoriates the name and fame of the 
governor of one of our States—a Democrat, who aspires to the 
Presidency. If you want harmony do not turn here, but go to 
the great Democratic editor and bid him lay down his bitter pen 
and with Democratic loyalty pay high respect and tribute to 
another potential national Democrat. You Democratic leaders 
of this side, who have the power and who control the destiny 
of our party—have it in the palms of your hands—I bid you 
leaders counsel yourselves together with the other Democratic 
leaders who are now striking at the very heart of the great 
commoner and let them pour the oil of peace and not the vitriol 
of discord upon his head, for, although he may never wear the 
crown of gold upon his brow, we should not press down upon 
him the wreath of thorns. [Applause.] ‘Therein lies. party 
harmony and the people's triumph. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I more 
that the committee do now rise and report the bill with amend- 
ments to the House, with a recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. FITZGERALD having 
assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Drxon of In- 
diana, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 21230, and had authorized him to 
report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the bill and amendments to final passage, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Roppensery) there were—ayes S0, noes 2. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently there is no quorum 
present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at 
Arms will notify absentees, the question will be taken on 
ordering the previous question, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 9, 
answered “present” 19, not voting 195, as follows? 


YEAS—170. 
Adair Ellerbe Kenned Rouse 
Akin, N. Y. Esch Kinkaid, Nebr. Rubey 
Alexander Faison Kinkead, N. J Rucker, Colo. 
Allen Farr Kitchin Rucker, Mo. 
Anderson, Minn. Fergusson Korbly ussell 
Anderson, Ohio Ferris Lafferty geal 
berry Fitzgerald Lamb Shackleford 

Austin Floyd, Ark. Langham Sharp 
Barchfeld Fordney Lever Sherwood 
Barnhart Fornes Lewis Simmons 
Bathrick Fowler Lindbergh Sisson 
Berger Francis Littlepage Sloan 
Blackmon French Littleton Smith, J. M. C. 
Booher Garner Lloyd Smith, Tex. 
Bowman Garrett Lobeck Stanley 
Brown _ Goldfogle McCoy Stedman 
Bulkley Good McKinney Steenerson 
Burke, 8. Dak. Goodwin, Ark. McLaughlin Stephens, Cal. 
Burke, Wis. Gra MeMorran Sterling 
Burnett Greene, Mass, Maguire, Nebr. Stone 
Byrns, Tenn. Gregg, Pa. Mann Sulloway 
Campbell Hamilton, W. Va. Mays Switzer 
Cannon Hamlin Moore, Pa. Talcott, N. Y. 
Clark, Fla. Hardwick Morgan Taylor, Colo, 
Claypool Hartman Morrison Thistlewood 
Cline Haugen Moss. Ind Thomas 
Cooper Hawley Murdock Tilson 
Crago Hay Murray Tuttle 
Crumpacker Hayden Neeley Underwood 
Cullo; Heald Nelson Utter 
Dalzal Helm Norris Volstead 
Daugherty Hensley Nye Vreeland 
Davidson Higgins Padgett Watkins 
Davis, Minn. Hill Pickett Wedemeyer 
Davis, W. Va. Holland Porter Whitacre 
Denver Howell Post White 
Dickinson aes gag N. J. Powers Wickliffe 
Dixon, Ind. Hu ray Willis 
Dodds Humphreys, Miss. Rainey Wilson, Pa. 
Ponpon Jackson Raker Wood, N. J. 

riscoll, D. A. Jacoway Rauch Young, Kans, 
Dwight James Rees 
Dyer Kendall Roberts, Nev. 
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NAYS—9. 
Byrnes, 8. C. Harrison, Miss. Roddenbery Tribble 
Callaway Howard Stephens, Miss, Witherspoon 
Edwards 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—19. , 
Adamson Fairchild Hamilton, Mich, Parran 
Bell, Ga. Focht Houston Ransdell, La. 
Candler Foster, III. Lee, Ga. Sparkman 
Dupre Gallagher „ McGillicuddy oods, Iowa 
Estopinal Gould Page 
NOT VOTING 195. 

Alken, S. C. chine ay Konop Prouty 
Alney - Drape Ko p- Pujo 
Ames Driscoll, M. E. Lafe: Randell, Tex, 
Andrus Evans La Follette Redfield 
Anthony Fields Langley Reilly 
Ashbrook Finle Lawrence Reyburn 
Ayres Flood, Va. Lee, Pa. Richardson 
Bartholdt Foss Legare Riordan 
Bartlett Foster, Vt. Lenroot Roberts, Mass. 
Bates Fuller Levy Robinson 
Beall, Tex. Gardner, Mass. Linweny Rodenber; 
Bingham Gardner, N. J. Linthicum Rotherme 
Bochne Longworth Sabat! 
Borland Gillett Loud Saunders 
Bradley Glass McCall Sells 
Brantley Godwin, N. C. McCreary Sheppard 
Broussard Goeke McDermott Sherley 
Browning Graham McGuire, Okla, ims 
Buchanan Green, Iowa McHenry Slayden 
Burgess Gregg, Tex, McKellar Slem 
Burke, Pa. Griest McKenzie Smal 
Burleson Gudger McKinley Smith, Saml. W. 
Butler Guernsey con Smith, Cal. 
Calder Hamill Madden Smith, N. Y. 
Cantrill Hammond Maher §) — 
Carlin anna Malby Sta 
Carter Hardy — 77 1 0 calo K. Stephens, mews 

ary arris artin, a ephens, Tex. 
Catlin Harrison, N. Y, Matthews Stevens, Minn. 
Clayton Hayes Miller Sulzer 
Collier Hellin Mondell Rweet 
Connell Helgesen Moon, Pa. 
Conry Henry, Conn Moon, Tenn. Tales ote Md, 
Copley Henry, Tex. Moore, Tex. Taylor, Ala. 
Cov ington Hinds orse, Wis. Taylor, Ohio 
Cox, Ind Hobson Mott Thayer 
Cox, Ohio Howland Needh Towner 
Cravens Hubbard Oldfield Towensend 
Curley Hughes, Ga. Olmsted Turnbull 
Currier Hughes, W. Va. O’Shaunessy Underhill 
Curry Humphre e ood Warburton 
Danforth Johnson, Patten, N. Y. Webb 
Davenport J obnson, 8. 8. Patton, Pa. Weeks 
De F const Jones ayne Wilder 
Den Kahn Pepper Wilson, III. 
Dickson, Miss. Kent Peters Wilson, 
Dies Kindred Plumley Young, Mich. 
Difenderfer Knowland Pou Young, Tex, 
Donohoe Konig Prince 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs; 
Until further notice: 

Mr. GALLAGHER with Mr. FULLER. 

Mr. SHERLEY with Mr. GILLETT. 

Mr. OLDFIELD with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. SHEPPARD with Mr. BATES. 

Mr. Hosson with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 

Mr. Frecps with Mr. LANGLEY. 

Mr. Macon with Mr. Smirx of California. 
Mr. Gobi with Mr. HINDS. 


Mr. Ricwarpson with Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. 


Mr. Tarnorr of Maryland with Mr. Parran, 


Mr. Foster of Illinois with Mr. KOPP. 
Mr. McDrrmotr with Mr. Foss. 
Mr. Hucues of Georgia with Mr. DRAPER, 


Mr. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AINEY, 


Mr. Ayres with Mr. AMES. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas with Mr. ANTHONY. 
Mr. Bortanp with Mr. BAnTHorpr. 

Mr. ASHBROOK with Mr. BROWNING. 


Mr. BRANTLEY with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Burcess with Mr. Cary. 

Mr. BURLESON with Mr. CATLIN. 
Mr. CANTRILL with Mr. COPLEY, 
Mr. Carter with Mr. CURRIER. 

Mr. CLAYTON with Mr. Curry. 
Mr. CoNxNELL with Mr. DANFORTH. 
Mr. Conry with Mr. Dre Forest, 


. Covineton with Mr, MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL, 

. Cox of Indiana with Mr. Foster of Vermont. 
Cox of Ohio with Mr. FULLER. 

. CURLEY with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 

r. DAVENPORT with Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 

. Dent with Mr. GRIEST. 

. Dickson of Mississippi with Mr. GUERNSEY, 
. DoNonor with Mr. Hanna, 

. DorEMUs with Mr. HARRIS. 

. FINLEx with Mr. HAYES. 

. PALMER with Mr. CALDER. 


XLVITI—193 


Mr. BUCHANAN with Mr. LAFEAN. 

Mr, Dies with Mr. McGurre of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Froop of Virginia with Mr. HELGESEN. 

Mr. George with Mr. HOWLAND, 

Mr. Gopwix of North Carolina with Mr. HUBBARD. 
Mr. GorKe with Mr. Huemes of West Virginia. 
Mr. Granam with Mr. Humpurey of Washington. 
Mr. GrEGG of Texas with Mr. NEEDHAM, 

Mr. Gupeer with Mr. KNowLanp. 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. La FOLLETTE. 

Mr. HEIN with Mr. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky with Mr. LoNcwortH. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama with Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, 
Mr. TowNseND with Mr. Towner. 

Mr. TURNBULL with Mr, WARBURTON. 

UNDERHILL with Mr. WEEKs. 

Mr. Taddanr with Mr. Youne of Michigan. 

Mr. Youne of Texas with Mr. Witson of Illinois. 

Mr. WILSON of New York with Mr. WILDER. 

Mr. Henry of Texas with Mr. Lenroor. 

Mr. Jounson of South Carolina with Mr. Loup, 

Mr. Jones with Mr. McCatu. 

Mr. Kinprep with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. Konia with Mr. McKenzie: 

Mr. Lee of Pennsylvania with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. Lecare with Mr. MADDEN. 

Mr. Levy with Mr. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. Moon of Tennessee with Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. Moore of Texas with Mr. Morse of Wisconsin. 

Mr. O’SHAUNESsY with Mr. Mort. 

Mr. Pov with Mr. KENT. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas with Mr. Patron of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Rrprrp with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. SAUNDERS with Mr. PLUMLEY, 

Mr. Sims with Mr. PRINCE. 

Mr. Staypen with Mr. REYBURN. 

Mr. Stack with Mr. Roserts of Massachusetts. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska with Mr. RopENBERG. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas with Mr. Hamiton of Michigan. 

Mr. SuLzerR with Mr. Samuel W. SMITH. 

Mr. Sweet with Mr. SPEER. 

For the session: 

Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. Grass with Mr. SLEMP. 

Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. ANDRUS. 

Mr. Puso with Mr. McMorran. 

Mr. ADAMSON with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota. 

Mr. Cottier with Mr. Woops of Iowa. 

Mr. ForNEs with Mr. BRADLEY. 

For balance of day: 

Mr. Houston with Mr. KAHN. 

Until March 11: 

Mr. Wrnn with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Direnperrer with Mr. Focur. 

Mr. Davis with Mr. Proury.” 

Until March 13: 

Mr. Harrison of New York with Mr. OLMSTED. 

Until March 20: 

Mr. Parren of New York with Mr. MALBY. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I understand the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Korp, did not vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I voted “aye.” I would like to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to in- 
quire if the gentleman from Texas, Mr. STEPHENS, voted, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Texas and I desire to withdraw my vote of “aye” 
and answer “ present.” 

Prior to the announcement the following took place, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is the Chair prepared to announce the result? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is waiting until the 
Sergeant at Arms under the rule brings in absentees sufficient 
to make a quorum. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand, then, that 
a quorum is not present. I had heard no announcement of the 
result of the roll call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No announcement has been 
made and none will be made at present, or until the Sergeant 
at Arms executes his orders. 

Mr. MANN. The Chair directed the Sergeant at Arms to 
notify absent Members, and we are simply waiting for them. 
That is all we can do. 


— 
i} 
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Subsequently, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I submit that under the rules of the 
House, when a call is made and a quorum does not appear, and 
the Speaker in the exercise of his rights directs the Sergeant at 
Arms to produce the Members at the bar, the Sergeant at Arms 
is required to detain those who are present and Bring in the 
absentees. I make the point of order that Members are going 
out as fast as they come in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that so 
or a the Chair is informed the Sergeant at Arms is performing 

s duty. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. So far as the Chair observes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. So far as the Chair is informed. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Is it in order for me to submit a few 
remarks? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. While the Chair is waiting to obtain 
the presence of a quorum, would it not be in order, by unan- 
imous consent to have some Members who introduced these bills 
explain the merits of their bills that they have not had time to 
explain as yet? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary 
inquiry, and it would not be in order in the absence of a 
quorum. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RODDENBEBRY ] 
be allowed to address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be in order, There 
is no business before the House. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I assume it would not be busi- 
ness. It would be simply a speech. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does’ the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Merely to observe, Mr. Speaker, 
that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order to make ob- 
servations. The gentleman will be in order. 

Subsequently, : 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the Chair if 
it may not be possible for us to obtain a quorum, so as to dis- 
pose of this matter before adjournment, in order that we may 
take up the Agriculture appropriation bill promptly in the 
morning and proceed with it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. UnpEerwoop). The Chair 
will state to the gentleman from Georgia that the House, ac- 
cording to the parliamentary rules of the House, is endeavoring 
to obtain a quorum, and the Sergeant at Arms is notifying 
absentees to appear before the bar of the House. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. I certainly hope the Sergeant at Arms 
will succeed, so that we can reach the consideration of the 
Agriculture appropriation bill. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum is present. The mo- 
tion is agreed to, and a quorum being present, the Doorkeeper 
will open the doors, and further proceedings under the call will 
be dispensed with. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following concurrent resolu- 
tion was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its ap- 
propriate committee, as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 18. 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives puree aye 
That the Secretary of War be requested to make a supplemental or a 
ditional report or estimate concerning the work of levee construction in 
the improvement of the navigability of the Mississippi River on the 
east bank thereof from Vicksburg to Bayou Sara for use in connection 
with S. 4353, being a bill to aid in construction of levees and embank- 
ments on the east side of the Mississippi River. 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 4151. An act to authorize the Minnesota & International 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near Bemidji, in the State of Minnesota. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HAMILTON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (ät 9 o'clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, March 9, 1912, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending 
certain changes in his estimate of appropriation for the Treas- 
ury Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, under 
head of “ Distinctive paper for United States securities” and 
“ Expenses of national currency” (H. Doc. No. 603); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior submitting estimate of appropriation for installation and 
purchase of power press for the reproduction of United States 
maps, etc., issued by the General Land Office (H. Doc. No. 602) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Agriculture, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 21291) to regulate the importation 
of nursery stock and other plants and plant products, to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain quaran- 
tine districts for plant diseases and insect pests, to permit and 
regulate the movement of fruits, plants, and vegetables there- 
from, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 398), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
263) to authorize allotments to Indians of the Fort Berthold 
Indian Reservation, N. Dak., of lands valuable for coal, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
899), which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (II. R. 19776) 
for the relief of the heirs of Bluford West, deceased, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 21531) making an appropria- 
tion for the deepening of the channels of the East River, in the 


harbor of New York; for the improving and deepening of the 


approaches to the wharves of said river on both sides thereof; 
for the improving and deepening of the channels known as 
Little Hell Gate and the Harlem Kills; to reduce the velocity 
of the tides in the East River and its connecting channels, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 21532) to incorporate the 
Rockefeller Foundation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21533) 
amending section 2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the 
pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers 
and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the 
various Indian wars, etc, and to grant a pension to certain 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THISTLEWOOD: A bill (H.-R. 21534) making ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Government roadway 
leading from Mounds, Mound City, and from the Cache River 
Bridge to the national cemetery near Mound City, III.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 21535) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to secure for the United States title to 
patented lands in the Yosemite National Park, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 21536) providing for ex- 
tension of time in which to make water-right payments on ac- 
count of inability, caused by loss of crops or other misfortune, 
to make payment at maturity; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21537) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Toccoa, Ga.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21538) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Jefferson, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21539) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building at the city of Commerce, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21540) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Canton, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21541) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Buford, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21542) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Lawrenceville, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21543) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Winder, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 21544) to provide for the 
physical valuation of properties of carriers subject to the act 
to regulate commerce and to secure information concerning 
their stocks and bonds and boards of directors; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 21545) to credit and pay to 
the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia 
all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the acts of 
Congress approved, respectively, July 1, 1862; March 7, 1864; 
July 13, 1866; and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Resolution (H. Res. 444) to 
change the rules of the House temporarily for the considera- 
tion of H. R. 21279; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. NYE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 265) making public 
acknowledgment of the services of Capt. John Ericsson; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
43) to provide for printing Public Health Bulletin No. 51; to 
the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 21546) granting a pension to 
James W. McLaughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 21547) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Butler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 21548) for the relief of E. L. 
George; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 21549) granting a 
pension to Anne L. Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 21550) granting a 
pension to Robert Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21551) granting a pension to Edward Rob- 
ertson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 21552) granting a pension 
to Nettie Weidenbein; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: A bill (H, R. 21553) grant- 
ing a pension to Caroline Reichold; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 21554) for the relief of 
the estate of William F. Graham; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. FRANCIS: A bill (H. R. 21555) granting an increase 
of pension to Oliver Harding; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21556) for the relief 
of Theresa 8. Randolph, heir of Meredith P. Tanner, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 21557) for the relief of John 
Beverly; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HAMMOND: A bill (H. R. 21558) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Frisbie; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 21559) to correct the relative 
and lineal rank of an officer of the United States Army; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 21560) granting an increase of 
pension to Harlow Reilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21561) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin P. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21562) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Dowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 21563) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Vandergriff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 21564) for the relief of the 
heirs of Lewis Boatner, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 21565) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezekiel Bogard; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 21566) granting a pension to 
Michael Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21567) granting a pension to William J. D. 
Pope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21568) granting an increase of pension to 
James Meikle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 21569) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan C. Virgin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 21570) granting a pension 
to Edwin M. Deemer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21571) granting an honorable discharge to 
John O. Long; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21572) granting an honorable discharge to 
Emanuel Damsohn ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21578) granting a pension to Susannah M. 
Geiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 21574) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram Rusk; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 21575) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nicholas La Croix; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NYB: A bill (H. R. 21576) to correct the military 
record of ‘Thomas N. Jimerson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 21577) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry C. Holter; to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 21578) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. M. Balsley; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 21579) granting a pension 
to Herman E. Jansen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 21580) granting an increase 
of pension to Francesca Perrine; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 21581) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Egbert F. Scott; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 21582) 
for the relief of the estate of S. H. Carter; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. THAYER: A bill (H. R. 21583) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia J. Kendall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 21584) granting an increase 
of pension to Ezra Salter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 21585) granting 
an increase of pension to Fred Myers; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Women's Protective Local 
Union, of Cabo Rojo, P. R., urging that residents of that island 
be granted American citizenship; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pattonsbury, Mo., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of John McConnell and others, 
of Henry County, Ohio, for parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of Bricklayers’ Union, No. 2, 
of Pittsburgh, Pa., for a thorough investigation of the affair at 
arron; Mass., and the causes thereof; to the Committee on 

es. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
indorsing the Sulzer bill to insure accuracy in weights and 
grade of original packages; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Annie 
L. Holbrook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of Parmelia Constine, secretary 
of the Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society, of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., 
opposing the Dillingham immigration bill; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of C. I. Frayler, favoring a parcel post; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Hazleton, Pa., asking that Law- 
rence, Mass., strike be investigated; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, petition of Dr. J. W. Williams, of Baltimore, Md., favor- 
ing continuation of appropriation to Columbia Hospital for 
Women; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Equal Rights Associatoin of Kentucky, 
favoring woman’s suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Active Workers’ Association of Luzerne 
County, Pa., favoring the illiteracy test for admission of immi- 
grants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of the Memorial Presbyterian 
Church of Wenonah, N. J., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: Petition of 41 citizens of Cleveland, urg- 
ing that a provision be incorporated in the nayal appropriation 
bill for the construction of one battleship in a Government navy 
yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Coffeyville, Kans., 
for passage of House bill 16450; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petitions of Masonic Lodge of Corinth, 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of Saltillo and 
Tupelo, and the Woman's Christian Temperance Union State 
officers of Mississippi, for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CATLIN: Petition of the German Alliance of Mis- 
souri, protesting against interstate liquor legislation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Polish National Alliance, protesting 
against immigration restriction laws; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Northwest Missouri Press Association, op- 
posing an increase in second-class postal rates; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, petition of Hilmer Commission Co., of St. Louis, favor- | 


ing amending the oleomargarine law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. CLINE: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Fort Wayne and the Presbyterian Church of Ray, 
Ind., for an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 37, International Union of 
Steam Engineers, for construction of one battleship in a Gov- 
ernment navy yard; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Indiana, protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and citizens of Wilmington, Pa., for enactment of Ken- 
yon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief 
25 Claudius L. Pyle (H. R. 2077); to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. DOREMUS: Petition of Campbell Avenue Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Detroit, Mich., for passage of Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL: Memorial of the Carriage, 

agon, and Automobile Workers’ International Union of North 
3 relative to strike at Lawrence, Mass.; to the Commit- 

on Rules. 

Also, petitions of Catholic societies of Buffalo and Garden- 
ville, N. V., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian 
mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Methodist 
Church of Minoa, N. X., favoring the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of voters of Manlius, N. Y., favoring adoption 
of House joint resolution 168; to the Committee on the Judi- 


By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Neillsville, Wis., pro- 
testing against Lever agricultural bill; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Monroe County, Wis., for parcel- 
DOS PENANO to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petitions of citizens of the State of 
New Mexico, for changes in the publicland laws; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of New Mexico Christian Endeavor Union, in 
favor of House bill 9433; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Petition of United States Civil Service 
Retirement Association, for enactment of the Hamill bill; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Union No. 23, International Printing Press- 
men and Assistants’ Union of North America, for increased 
compensation to pressmen and assistants in the Government 
Printing Office; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Municipal Council, United Spanish War 
Veterans, New York City, for enactment of House bill 17470; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Simpson-Crawford Co., and Louis M. Hart, 
of New York City, protesting against House bill 16844; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Fancy Leather Goods Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, for enactment of House bill 5601; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of citizens of the State of Illinois, 
for enactment of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Deutsche Krieger Verein of 
Peru, Ill., against the passage of any legislation now pending 
concerning interstate-commerce shipments of intoxicating liq- 
uor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Royal Mantel & Furniture Co., of Rockford, 
Ill., opposed to the passage of the Underwood bill (H. R. 20182), 
concerning the proposed duty on China wood oil; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of G. H. Gurler, of De Kalb, III., in opposition 
to the passage of the Lever bill, so far as it concerns the dairy 
interests; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Daniel Thiel, of Pecatonica, III., in opposi- 
tion to the proposed extension of the parcel-post service; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Waldron Murphy Camp, No. 29, United Span- 
ish War Veterans, of Chicago, IIL, favoring the passage of the 
Crago bill (H. R. 17470), to pension widows of Spanish War 
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle County, III., for the 
creation of a department of health; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GOEKE: Petition of 36 citizens of Lima, Ohio, asking 
that one battleship be built in a Government nayy yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Post No. 411, Grand Army of 
the Republic, protesting against incorporating the Grand Army 
of the Republic; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of National Anti-Injunction League, for enact- 
ment of House bill 11032; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREGG of Pennsylvania: Petitions of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Alverton, First Baptist Church of Mount 
Pleasant, and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Builer 
County, Pa., for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate 
liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Latrobe and Newton, Pa., asking 
that the duties on raw and refined sugars be reduced; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Retail Merchants and Business Men's As- 
sociation of southwestern Pennsylvania, for ratification of arbi- 
tration treaties, etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Butler County (Pa.) Business Men's As- 
sociation, in favor of t-cent letter postage; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GREGG of Texas: Petition of citizens of Galveston, 
Tex., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3073 


By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: Petition of citizens of 
Paw Paw, Mich., protesting against House bill 9433; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Paw Paw, Mich., protesting 
against enactment of Senate bill 237; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of Grange No. 
citizens of Hartford, Mich., for parcel-post legislation; to 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Saugatuck, Mich., in opposition 
to parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the State of Michigan, for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Petition of numerous citizens of Spring- 
one Mo., favoring old-age pensions; to the Committee on Pen- 

ons, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of New Britain, and citizens of 
Bristol, Conn., protesting against repeal of anticanteen law; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HINDS: Memorial of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of North Berwick, Me., for legislation restricting 
the interstate traffic in intoxicating liquors; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Socialists of Portland, Me., relative to the 
strike at Lawrence, Mass.; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Papers to accompany House bill 19749; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bedford County, Tenn., for enact- 
ment of an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of citizens of Pat- 
erson, N. J., for construction of one battleship in a Government 
navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Val- 
entine and Arabia, Nebr., urging the passage of the Sulzer 
pores pont bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

ads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Elm Creek, Nebr., and of Lexing- 
ton, Nebr., urging the passage of House bill 16689, validating 
sales of part of the right of way of the Union Pacific Railroad; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of Garfield County, Nebr., requesting 
the passage of a bill granting pensions to soldiers, sailors, and 
marines confined in Confederate prisons; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of the yillage of Gering, 
Nebr., urging the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill to with- 
draw "trom interstate commerce protection liquors imported into 
“dary” territory for illegal use; to the Committee on the Ju- 

diclary. 

Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of sundry eitizens of 
the State of Pennsylvania, urging the construction of one bat- 
tleship in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of E. J. Babcock, of University 
of North Dakota, for enactment of House bill 6304; to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, poron of Charles H. Leyermore, of Adelphi College, 
Brooklyn, N. N. V., for enactment of Senate bill 3; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Municipal Council, United Spanish War 
Veterans, New York City, for enactment of House bill 17470; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of citizens of Mississippi, protest- 
ing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Nebraska, protesting against par- 
cel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of John La Londe and 18 other 
residents of Blac¥# River, Mich., protesting against parcel-post 
legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Petition of the Concordia Germania 
Turnyerein, of Moline, III., in opposition to prohibition or amend- 
ment of interstate liquor laws; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, petition of the Scandinavian Temperance Union, of 
Moline, III., in favor of the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
bill for the regulation of interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


178, of St. Joseph County, and 
the 


By Mr. MALBY: Petition of citizens of Talcville, N. X., 
favoring the passage of the Postal Progress League parcel-post 
bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of Union Church, Parishyille, N. Y.; Christian 
Endeavor Society, Champlain, N. Y.; and Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unions of Malone and Champlain, N. X., favoring 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill to withdraw from in- 
terstate commerce protection liquors imported into dry territory. 
for illegal use; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Fort Covington Grange, Fort Covington, 
N. X. and Schuyler Falls Grange, Schuyler Falls, N. X., pro- 
testing against the repeal of the tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota: Petition of citizens of 
Big Stone City, S. Dak., in opposition to Lever bill and in favor 
of Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Hayes Brummett (H. R. 21151) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Texas: Petition of druggists of Houston, 
Tex., protesting against certain legislation; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Unions, churches, etc., in the State of Oklahoma, for 
enactment of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of the second congressional district 
of Oklahoma, for parcel-post legislation; to the Commitee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cherokee, Okla., protesting against 
parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Central Federated Union of New 
York, for construction of at least one battleship in the Brooklyn 
Navy Yard, etc.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Jefferson County (N. Y.) Grange, protesting 
against repeal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Granges Nos. 60, 535, 599, 684, and 721, 
in New York State, protesting against the Lever bill; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petitions of numerous citizens of Bos- 
ton, Mass., and vicinity, urging the construction of one battle- 
ship in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Warner Randolph Dry Goods 
Co. and sundry other merchants and business men of White 
Hall, III., protesting against the parcel-post bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Will G. Loomans and sundry other citizens 
of Meredosia, III., protesting against a parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Ellen L. Rupert, president of the Women's 
Christian Temperance Union, and 18 others of Rockport, III., 
favoring the speedy passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill (S. 4048, H. R. 16214); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert S. Raap, Patrick J. S. Kerrett, Joseph 
G. Kirwan, John T. McCormick, John J. McGillen, James Carey, 
James Kelly, committee of Waldron Murphy Camp, No. 29, 
United Spanish War Veterans, favoring House bill 17470, the 
Crago pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of 18 citizens of Morgan County, III., protesting 
against the passage of the Lever bill and favoring the Haugen 
bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of Steam Schooner Association of 
San Francisco, favoring Revenue-Cutter Service; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, protesting against any reduction in the tariff on olive 
oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REDFIELD: Memorial of American Flint Glass 
Workers’ Union No. 68, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the Berger 
resolution providing for an investigation of strike conditions at 
Lawrence, Mass.; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. REILLY: Petitions of Connecticut Hardware Associa- 
tion, Iowa Retail Hardware Association, and Duquoin (III.) Re- 
tail Merchants’ Association, for 1-cent letter postage; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Asbury Park, the Methodist Episcopal and Presby- 
terian Churches of Barnegat, and the Presbyterian Church of 
Perth Amboy, all in the State of New Jersey, for passage of 
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Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of the Citizens’ Temperance 
League of Kendall, N. Y., for passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of the Whittier 
Quarterly Meeting of the Friends’ Church and the Men’s League 
of the Friends’ Church of Whittier, Cal.; from the First Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Covina, Cal.; and from numerous 
citizens of Pasadena, Cal., for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard bill to withdraw from interstate-commerce protection 
liquors imported into “dry” territory for illegal use; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petitions of citizens of Dwight and 
Lincoln, III., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of citizens of New York City, for 
3 of House bill 17253; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of the United States Civil Service Retirement 
Association, for enactment of Hamill bill; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Playground and Recreation Association of 
America, for enactment of House bill 17681; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Buffalo (N. Y.) Cooperative Store Co., for 
1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Municipal Council, United Spanish War 
Veterans, New York City, for enactment of House bill 17470; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Simpson-Crawford Co., of New York City, 
protesting against passage of House bill 16844; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of J. Whitridge Williams, of Baltimore, Md., for 
an appropriation for Columbia Hospital for Women; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of E. J. Babcock, of University of North Dakota, 
for enactment of House bill 6304; to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining. 

Also, memorial of National Injunction League, indorsing 
House bill 11032; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of Commercial Club of Clarinda, 
Iowa, protesting against the proposed parcel post; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sharpsburg, Shambaugh, and 
Braddyville, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of numerous citizens of New 
York, urging the construction of one battleship in a Government 
navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of numerous citizens of Dundee, N. Y., protest- 
ing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Friendship Seventh-Day 
Baptist Church, Friendship, Allegany County, N. Y., for pas- 
sage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill, to withdraw from interstate- 
commerce protection liquors imported into “dry” territory for 
illegal use; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of 
Nile, N. Y., for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard bill, to withdraw 
from interstate- commerce protection liquors imported into 
“dry” territory for illegal use; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Cambridge, Ohio, pro- 
testing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 5 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of Young People’s 
Branch of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of South 
Bound Brook, N. J.; the Baptist Church, of Flemington, N. J.; 
Mount Carmel Baptist Church, of Lambertville, N. J.; Reformed 
Church, of Peapack, N. J.; and Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Trenton, for the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Locktown Grange, No. 88, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Locktown, N. J., asking for a reduction of the duty 
on raw and refined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Cawker 
City, Kans., protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Cawker City, Kans., for regulation 
of express rates and classifications; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


SENATE. 


Saturpay, March 9, 1912. 


The Senate met at 2 o’clock p. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
MINIDOKA RECLAMATION PROJECT IN IDAHO (S. DOC. NO. 384). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 26th ultimo, certain information relative 
to water users on the Minidoka reclamation project in the State 
of Idaho, ete., which was referred to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting certified copies of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law filed by the court in the following causes: 

Mary E. Broders, widow of Henry B. Broders, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 385); 

Walter H. Coon v. United States (S. Doc. No. 386) ; 

W. R. Milward, administrator of Charles Milward, deceased, 
v. United States (S. Doc. No. 387) ; 

Robert W. Pool v. United States (S. Doc. No. 388) ; 

Robert A. Ragan v. United States (S. Doc. No. 389); 

Alice Reade, widow of John Reade, deceased, v. United States 
(S. Doc. No. 390); $ 

Rachel M. Reubelt, widow of John A. Reubelt, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 891) ; 

Harriet B. Riley, widow of William E. Riley, deceased, v. 
United States (S. Doc. No. 392) ; 

Adam Schuh v. United States (S. Doc. No. 393) ; 

Samuel C. Scott v. United States (S. Doc. No. 394) ; 

Henry A. Smith v. United States (S. Doc. No. 395); 

James P. Taber v. United States (S. Doc. No. 396); 

Andrew J. Thomas v. United States (S. Doc. No. 397); 

Fred yon Baumbach v. United States (S. Doc. No. 398) ; 

William E. Woodruff v. United States (S. Doc. No. 399) ; and 

Jacques Kalt v. United States (S. Doc. No. 400). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 21230) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors 
of said war, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with 
its request, the bill (S. 4238) to provide for the use of the 
American National Red Cross in aid of the land and naval 
forces in time of actual or threatened war. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19238) to 
amend section 90 of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise, 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved Mareh 
8, 1911. , 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 4151) to authorize the Minne- 
sota & International Railway Co. to construct a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Bemidji, in the State of Min- 
nesota, and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the King's 
Daughters Circle of Clarkesburg, Va., of the congregation of 
the Christian Church of Ensley, Ala., and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Unions of Middlesex County, Mass.; 
Van Meter, Iowa; Palmyra, Wis.; Granville, III.; and of Kan- 
sas City, Kans., praying for the adoption ọf an amendment to 
the Constitution to prohibit the manufacture, sale, and importa- 
tion of intoxicating liquors, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Russian River 
Chamber of Commerce, of California, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the improvement of the Yosemite Na- 
tional Park, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BURTON. I present two memorials protesting against 
the reduction of the tariff on watches and watch movements 
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proposed in the pending tariff bill. One is signed by 2,771 em- 
ployees of the Elgin National Watch Co. and the other by 670 
employees of the Hampden Watch Co. I move that the me- 
morials be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LORIMER presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Streator, Belleville, Galesburg, Danville, Quincy, Granite 
City, Centralia, Kewanee, East St. Louis, and Breese, all in the 


State of Illinois, remonstrating against the proposed abolishment | 


of the hand-roller process of manufacturing paper currency, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a memorial of Local Post No. 203, 
Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mul- 
vane, Kans., remonstrating against the incorporation of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Friends Church, the First Baptist Church, and the Fairview 
Christian Church, all of Wichita, in the State of Kansas, pray- 
ing for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the 
nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cawker 
City, Kans., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post sys- 
tem, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Leaven- 
worth, Kans., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaties 
of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, and 
France, together with the so-called Root amendment, and also 
for the ratification of a similar treaty with Germany, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Good Govern- 
ment Club of Topeka, Kans., praying that an appropriation be 
made to aid in stamping out the white-slave traffic, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel King Camp, No. 2, 
Department of Kansas, United Spanish War Veterans, of Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
pension widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted 
man who served in the War with Spain or the Philippine insur- 
rection, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Mount Pleasant 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Providence, R. I., 
praying for the enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent 
the nullification of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 116, 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Corinth, Miss., praying for the 
enactment of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Montgomery and Uniontown, in the State of Ala- 
bama, remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Friendswood, Tex., praying for the enactment of an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws 
by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Hubbard 
and Seymour, in the State of Texas, remonstrating against the 
extension of the parcel-post system beyond its present limita- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions adopted by the Nebraska 
State Bottlers’ Association, in convention at Lincoln, Nebr., 
favoring a reduction of the duty on raw and refined sugars, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the 
Nabraska National Guard, residents of Kearney, Nebr., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to further increase the efficiency 
of the Organized Militia, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cowles, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the establishment of agricultural extension departments in con- 
nection with the agricultural colleges in the several States, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. j 

He also presented a petition of members of the Nebraska 
Woman Suffrage Association, praying for the adoption of an 


amendment to the Constitution granting the right to women to 
vote, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Sanford, Burlington, Chalybeate Springs, and Belhayen, all in 
the State of North Carolina, remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the parcel-post system beyond its present limitations, 
sata were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

oads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Henderson- 
ville, Sanford, Durham, Gum Neck, Heathsville, Clinton, Sea- 
grove, and Mooresville, all in the State of North Carolina, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a parcel-post system, which were 
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. ' 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Newton Grove and of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Wesley Chapel; of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Charlotte; of the Antisaloon League of Raleigh; and of 
sundry citizens of Warrenton, Rowland, and Stoneville, all in 
the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary > 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Newbern, N. C., remonstrating against the proposed abolish- 
ment of the Revenue-Cutter Service, which wus referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. i 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Goldsboro, N. C., praying for the establishment of a 
Federal court at that place, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KERN presented a petition of Major Henry Post, No. 
230, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Pendleton, Ind., praying for the passage of the so-called dollar- 
a-day pension bill, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of Clinton, Ind., praying for the enactment of an 
interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary.’ 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Terre 
Haute, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the construction of one of the proposed new battleships in 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard, which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lawrence 
County, Ind., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. : 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Marion, 
Ind., remonstrating against the extension of the parcel-post sys- 
tem beyond its present limitations, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indianapo- 
lis, Ind., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
treaties of arbitration between the United States, Great Britain, 
and France, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Winnicummet Coun. 
cil, No. 3, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hamp- 
ton, N. H., praying for the enactment_of legislation to further 
restrict immigration, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Mr. BOURND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of an interstate 
liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws by 
outside dealers, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Toledo 
and Linville, in the State of Oregon, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation compelling the observance of Sunday, 
in post offices, which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented petitions of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and of Comet Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Swanville, and of sundry citizens of Chester, all 
in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment ef an inter- 
state liquor law to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws by outside dealers, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Green Mountain Pomona 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hancock, Me., praying for 
the establishment of a parcel-post system, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel L. H. Kendall Camp, 
No. 1, Department of Maine, United Spanish War Veterans, of 
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Biddeford, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
pension widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted 
man who served in the War with Spain or the Philippine insur- 
rection, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of A. E. Clark Camp, Sons of 
Veterans, of Belfast, Me., praying for the passage of the so- 
called dollar-a-day pension bill, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of Winnicummet Coun- 
cil, No. 3, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Hamp- 
ton, N. H., and a petition of Suncook Valley Council, No. 18, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Loudon, N. H., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I present a concurrent resolution. adopted 
by the Legislature of South Carolina, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas bills are now pending in both Houses of our National Congress, 
looking to the erection of monuments at the National Capital in 
commemoration of the signers of the Declaration of Independence 
and of the heroes of the American Revolution ; and 

Whereas South Carolina, by eminent ee took an active part 
in the adoption of the Declaration of Independence; and 

Whereas more than a hundred battles were fought upon her soil in the 
historic struggle to establish the same, her ople would have a 
share and interest in both of said monuments: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring) : 
First. That this general assembly indorse and approve the proposed 

bills to erect a monument to the signers of the claration of Inde- 

pendence and a monument to the heroes of the American Revolution 
at the National Capital and express the hope that the Representatives 

a this States in both Houses of Congress will support said propo- 

sition. ’ 

Second. That copies of this resolution signed by the clerks of the 
house and senate be mailed by them to the United States Senators and 

Members of the House of Representatives from this State in Congress. 


IN THE HOUSE, COLUMBIA, S. C., FEBRUARY 2, 1912. 


The house agrees to the resolution, and orders that it be sent to the 
senate for concurrence, 


By order of the house. Jas. A. Hoyt, 


Clerk of the House. 
IN THE SENATE, COLUMBIA, S. C., FEBRUARY 2, 1912. 

The senate agrees to the resolution, and orders that it be returned to 
the house with concurrence. 

By order of the senate. M. M. Maxx, 

Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Scranton, S. C., praying for the enactment 
of an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ferron, 
Utah, praying for the passage of the so-called old-age pension 
bill, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Glen 
Elder, Kans., praying for the establishment of a parcel-post 
system, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Scranton, 
Kans., remonstrating against the extension of ‘the parcel-post 
system beyond its present limitations, which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Baptist Church of Lincoln, Vt., praying for the enactment of 
an interstate liquor law to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws by outside dealers, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BRADLEY presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Monticello, Ky., remonstrating against the extension of the par- 
cel-post system beyond its present limitations, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. CRANE presented a memorial of the executive committee 
of the Anti-Imperialist League, remonstrating against any ap- 
propriation being made for the construction of new battleships, 
which was referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 5198) to authorize the 
issuance of patent to James W. Chrisman for the southeast 
quarter of the northwest quarter, the southeast quarter, and the 
southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of section 13, and 
the north half of the northeast quarter of section 24, township 
29 north, range 113 west of the sixth principal meridian, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 466) 
thereon. 


Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8768) to regulate the 
business of loaning money on security of any kind by persons, 
firms, and corporations other than national banks, licensed 
bankers, trust companies, savings banks, building and loan asso- 
ciations, and real estate brokers in the District of Columbia, re- 
pored it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 467) 

ereon. 

Mr. BRYAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 3088) to transfer Capt. Frank E. 
Evans from the retired to the active list of the Marine Corps, 
1 adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 17029) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to conyert the regimental Army post 
at Fort Oglethorpe into a brigade post, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 468) thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 2504) to provide for 
the extension of New Hampshire Avenue, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, on a straight line, and for other purposes, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 469) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 2505) to provide for the extension of New Hampshire 
Avenue, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
submitted an adverse report (No. 470) thereon, which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 5737) granting an increase of pension to David F. 
Stewart (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: r 

A bill (S. 5738) further to protect commerce against restraint 
and monopoly ; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: 

A bill (S. 5739) for the relief of heirs or estate of Joseph D. 
Hayes, deceased (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee 
on Claims. ’ 

A bill (S. 5740) granting a pension to Louisa D. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 5741) granting a pension to Frank C. Freeman; 

A bill (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to Petrona B. 
Freeman; 

A bill (S. 5743) granting an increase of pension to J. N. 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 5744) granting a pension to Martha A. E. Fox (with 
accompanying paper) ; : 

A bill (S. 5745) granting a pension to Clarence K. Pool (with 
accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 5746) granting a pension to Charles G. Bryant 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 5747) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
ere (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WARREN (by request) : 

A bill (S. 5748) granting a franchise for the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of a street railway system in the 
district of South Hilo, county of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii; 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 5749) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to make certain provisions for the care of the participants 
in the celebration of the fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of 
Gettysburg, at Gettysburg, Pa., on the Ist, 2d, 3d, and 4th days 
of July, 1913, and making appropriation of a sum sufficient to 
carry out the provisions of this bill; to the Joint Committee on 
the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 5750) to reimburse the National 
Savings & Trust Co., of Washington, D. C., for payment of cer- 
tain Government warrants; to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 5751) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
Wadsworth Wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 5752) granting an increase of pension to Nelson L. 
Forter (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 5753) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 
Alff (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 5754) granting a pension to Walter W. Dow; and 

A bill (S. 5755) granting a pension to Arthur H. King; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BOURNE: 

A bill (S. 5756) for the relief of W. R. Wells, administrator 
of the estate of James S. Wells, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 5757) to abolish the penalty of imprisonment for 
desertion of seamen from vessels of the United States; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 19115) making appropriation for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the 
Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts ap- 
proved March 3, 1888, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, which was referred to the 
Committee on Claimg and ordered to be printed. 


FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE BATTLE OF GETTYSBURG. 


Mr. OLIVER. I submit a concurrent resolution, and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 19) was read, con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, : 
March 9, 1922. 


Whereas the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
did on the 13th day of May, 1909, enact as follows: 

“An act creating a commission to be known as the Fiftieth Anni- 
versary of the Battle of Gettysburg Commission; authorizing the 
governor to appoint nine members thereof and fill vacancies that may 
occur therein; the commission to consider and arrange for the ob- 
servance of the fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg; to 
inyite the cooperation of the Congress of the United States and of 
other States, and to report to next session of general assembly, and 
making appropriation for the percent of expenses of said commission. 

“Section 1. Be it enacted, eto., That within 30 days after the 
passage of this act the governor of the Commonwealth shall appoint 
nine citizens of Pennsylvania, who, when appointed, shall constitute a 
commission to be- known as the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Battle of 
Gettysburg Commission, whose duty shall be to consider and arrange 
for a proper and fitting recognition and observance, at Gettysburg, of 
the fiftieth anniversary of the Battle of Gett 3 with authority to 
invite the cooperation of the Congress of the Unit States and of other 
States and Commonwealths ; the commission to make report of its action 
with recommendations, to the next session of the General Assembly of 
Pennsylvania, The governor shall make appointments to fill any vacan- 
cies that may occur in sald commission. The members of the said 
commission shall serve without compensation, other than their actual 
and necessary expenses. 

“Sec, 2. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act, 
the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
specifically appropriated ; said appropriation to be paid by warrants of 
the auditor general drawn upon the State treasurer, upon specifically 
itemized vouchers duly approved by the proper officers of said com- 
mission ; ” 

And whereas the Congress of the United States did on June 10, 1910, 
adopt the following concurrent resolution : 

“Whereas the State of Pennsylvania has, by 5 legislation, 
constituted a commission known as the Fiftieth Anniversary of the 
Battle of Gettysburg Commission,’ to consider and arrange for a proper 
and fitting recognition and observance at Gettysburg of the fiftieth an- 
niversary of the Battle of Gettysburg, with authority to invite the co- 
98 of the Congress of the United States and of other States and 
zommonwealths, and the said commission has extended an invitation to 
Congress and requested its cooperation in the matter: Therefore be it 

“Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to appoint 
a committee to consist of three Senators and three Representatives to 
confer with the fiftieth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburg commis- 
sion and report as soon as may be, the recommendations of said com- 
mittee as to the proper action to be taken by Congress to enable the 
United States fittingly to join in the celebration of the fiftieth anni- 
versary of the battle of Gettysburg; and the necessary expenses of said 
committee shall be paid one-half out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate and one-half out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

5 5 following committee was appointed by the respective presiding 
officers : 

Senate: Hon. GEORGE T. OLIVER, Hon. WELDON B. HEYBURN, Hon. 
ISIDOR RAYNER. 

House: Hon. James A. Tawney, Hon. DANIEL F. LAFEAN, Hon. JOHN 


LAMB. 

Zon — GEORGE T. OLIVER has been selected as the chairman of the 
committee ; 

And whereas the above-named Hon. ISIDOR RAYNER has resigned and 
the Hon. CLAUDE A. Swanson, a Senator from the State of Virginia, 
was a ponies in his stead and is now a member of said congressional 
commission ; 

And whereas the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
Sylvania did on the 14th day of June, 1911, enact as follows: 

“An act making an appropriation to the Fiftieth Anniversary of the 
Battle of Gettysburg Commission to enable the commission to further 
carry out the provisions of the act of assembly approved May 13, A. D. 
1909, creating said commission and defining * e duty thereof.” 

Whereas the act of assembly approved May 13, A. D. 1909, P. L. 
1909, page 777, created a commission— 

“To be known as the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Battle of Gettys- 
burg Commission, whose duty shall be to consider and arrange for a 
proper and fitting observance, at gorrenn, of the fiftieth anniversary 
of the Battle of Gettysburg; with authority to invite the cooperation of 
the Congress of the United States and of the other States and Common- 
wealths; the commission to make report of its action, with recom- 
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oe to the next session of the General Assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania,” 


and made a preliminary 8 for the purpose of carrying out 
the provisions of said act; an : 

ereas the commission has duly presented to his excellency, the 
governor of the Commonwealth, for transmittal to the present session 
of the General Assembly of Pennsylvania, such report of its action, 
with recommendations and plans, as far as it has been possible at this 
early date to adopt plans: Now therefore 

SECTION 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Commonwealth of 1 in General Assembly met, and 
it is hereby enacted by the authority of the same, that to enable the 
commission to further carry out the provisions of the above-recited act 
in accordance with the said report, recommendations, and plans of the 
commission, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby specifically appropriated; said appropriation to be paid 
by warrants of the auditor general drawn upon the State treasurer, 
upon specifically itemized vouchers duly approved by the officers of said 
commission: Provided, That the total amount to be expended by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in connection with this celebration 
shall not exceed $250,000; 

And whereas at a meeting of the State and national commissioners 
held at Washington on January 12, 1912, it was agreed to recommend 
to Congress that the necessary steps should be taken for the partici- 
pation of the General Government to cooperate with the State of Penn- 
sylvania in such commemoration on the ist, 2d, 3d, and 4th days of 
July, 1913: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That preliminary to such legislation by Congress as may be necessary 
to enable the Government of the United States to be properly repre- 
sented on such occasion the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to confer with the Fiftieth Anniversary of the 
Battle of Gettysburg Commission of the State of Pennsylvania, and, 

First. To cause to be made such surveys, measurements, and esti- 
mates as will be necessary in regard to providing for a sufficient sup- 
ply of good water for the use of those who shall attend the celebration. 

Second. To investigate as to the necessary and proper provision re- 
quired to be made for sewerage, sanitation, hospital, and policing during 
such celebration. 

Third. To estimate upon the tents, camp equipment, supplies, and 
rations that, in his judgment, will be necessary to properly accommo- 
date and provide for those who shall attend such commemoration, and 
to estimate what provision will be necessary to be made for local trans- 
portation and care of those who may or probably will participate in 
such celebration, and to give an estimate of the cost, separately stated, 
of the several provisions necessary to be made. 

Fourth. To estimate the quantity of camp equipment, such as tents, 
bedding, and cooking outfits, necessary to accommodate the pesos at- 
tending, together with the cost per unit of a suitable ration ta be 
issued and as to the best method of providing and issuing such rations. 

bao To prepare a plan of camp arrangement suitable to the oc- 
casion, 

Sixth. To report to Con upon all of these matters within 30 
days after the passage of this resolution. 


USE OF AUTOMOBILES IN NATIONAL PARKS. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
246), which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: ; 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to submit to the Senate, as early as practicable, a statement 
giving the names of the national parks under the control of the De- 
partment of the Interior, if any, in which automobiles or other motor 
cars are permitted to be , and the rules and regulations governing 
such use; also such plans, if any, as may have been or are under con- 
sideration by the Department of the Interior for permitting the use 
of automobiles or motor cars in the Yellowstone National Park; and 
the estimates of cost, if any have been made, which would be entailed by 
the possible construction of new roads or changes in the use of present 
roads should automobiles be admitted to said park. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. 


Mr. DU PONT. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the motion entered yesterday by me to reconsider 
the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 4238) to pro- 
vide for the use of the American National Red Cross in aid of 
the land and naval forces in time of actual or threatened war. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DU PONT. I move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI AND’ MICHIGAN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19238) to amend section 90 of 
the act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move that the Senate insist upon 
its amendments to the House bill and request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, the conferees on the part of the Senate to 
be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, 
Mr. NELSON, and Mr. Bacon. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 21230. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. . f 
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PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill- (S. 3812) to regulate 
public utilities in the District of Columbia and to confer upon 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the duties and 
powers of a public utilities commission be recommitted to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO PRINTING LAWS, 


Mr. SMOOT. I desire to give notice that on Tuesday, March 
12, following the routine morning business, I shall address the 
Senate on the bill (S. 4239) to amend, revise, and codify the 
laws relating to the public printing and binding and the distri- 
bution of Government publications. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 4314) granting pen- 
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of 
the Civil War and certain widows and dependent relatives of 
such soldiers and sailors, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITH], 
which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 21, lines 24 and 25, and lines 1 and 
2 on page 22, strike out the item relative to Frank A. Wardwell. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, in the consideration of 
previous pension bills, especially those of a general character, 
there have gone into the Recorp so many inaccurate state- 
ments that I felt called upon, believing that it would be to our 
advantage, to secure from the Commissioner of Pensions sev- 
eral sets of figures covering different aspects of the pension 
question, with the end in view that when we came to the con- 
sideration of the general pension bill we might have before us 
all, or practically all, of the information in as accurate a form 
as it is possible to get it for use in the discussion of that bill. 
Therefore we had prepared what is know as the Military 
and Naval Pensions of the United States, which was compiled 
for the use of the Senate Committee on Pensions, and we had it 
printed as a public document so that each Senator might have 
access to it. I can now fully understand how essential it was 
that we should have some data upon which we could rely in the 
examination’ of House bill No. 1 when it came before the com- 
mittee. We found very many inaccuracies from our standpoint 
and therefore thought it best to get these figures before the 
Senate so that they might be used in the discussion, not only 
of that particular bill, but also in the discussion of any other 
measure relating to pensions. 

To show how necessary was this precaution I have but to call 
attention to a statement made by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Smirx] in his discussion yesterday, in which he quoted 
from a letter of a private soldier in a certain company certain 
information, which the Senator from Georgia undoubtedly re- 
lied upon or else he surely would not have stated it to the 
Senate; but it is so inaccurate that I am certain, when the Sena- 
tor’s attention is called to it, he himself will be glad to have 
the correction made. 

I call attention to the following statement of the Senator 
from Georgia in yesterday's RecorD: 
TCC 
we moe on the pension roll 121,181 men who were in the service only 

I did not in every instance have an opportunity clearly to 
understand all of the statements made by the Senator yesterday, 
or I should undoubtedly have called his attention to this inaccu- 
rate statement at the time. If the Senator will turn to page 9 of 
this record of “Military and Naval Pensions of the United 
States 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have not a copy of it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will try to see that the Senator is fur- 
nished a copy—he will find the number of soldiers given who 
served 1 month, 2 months, 3 months, and every number of 
months up to 72, and he will find that of those who served 
less than 4 months, which would include those who served 8 
months and those who served less than 4 months, there were 
9,924 men, as against his estimate of 121,181. As the figures 
which are the basis of his calculation bear the relation to the 
actual figures of 9 to 121, the Senator can easily see that his 
calculations, based upon the erroneous figures, must be very 
wide of the truth. I call his attention to this and to the fact 
that we have the official record, which will assist him, un- 
doubtedly, in the discussion of this case if he wants any data 
about service or age or anything of that kind. 


It is probably due also that I should at this time, before the 
Senator from Georgia proceeds with the discussion, call atten- 
tion to another statement made by the Senator in dealing with 
the case of Mr. Wardwell. The Senator said that Mr. Ward- 
well never fought in any battle at all. I am not certain 
whether he did or not, and I might be doing him an injustice 
if I admitted that he did not. I simply know that—— 

wo SMITH of Georgia. Let me correct the Senator to this 
extent 

Mr. McCUMBER. Just a moment; let me finish the sen- 
tence—I simply know that, according to the record which I 
have, he served upon certain vessels, and that one of those ves- 
sels was engaged in the bombardment of Fort Fisher; but 
whether he was on that particular vessel at the time of that 
bombardment I can not say. I only say that I do not know 
whether he was in any engagement at all, and I do not think 
the Senator from Georgia would say definitely that he was or 
that he was not. I now yield to the Senator from Georgia, 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I did not undertake to say that he 
had neyer been in a battle or that the vessel had never been 
in one. I did not mean definitely to state that he had not been, 
but I definitely stated that no proof had been submitted to show 
that he had been in a battle, and that from his very late enlist- 
ment and the condition of the war it seemed to be probable that 
he had not been. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator, in looking over the 
RecorD, will find in one place at least that he made the state- 
ment directly; but it was only as a matter of argument, and I 
fully understood the position of the Senator, that from his 
standpoint we should have positive evidence that the soldier 
did engage in battle before allowing him a pension. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That was my position. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not at all wish to convey the idea 
that I supposed the Senator from Georgia was attempting to 
nies positively that this applicant was not engaged in any 

e 

Again, the Senator stated that this claimant does not earn 
his living my manual labor; that he is the editor of a paper; 
that therefore as editor of the paper, as anyone would under- 
stand, he did not earn a living by manual labor, and it was not 
necessary that he should perform any manual labor. -The Sena- 
tor, of course, makes the statement in order to meet and counter- 
act whatever force there may have been in the report that the 
claimant was unable to perform manual labor. I stated, Mr. 
President, to the Senator the vocation of this particular claim- 
ant, that he was running a little country paper, and the Senator 
probably knows—I do not know whether it is the same in his 
State as it is in mine—that in the case of these little country 
papers you will find the editor setting the type; that in a great 
many instances he does not have enough business even to jus- 
tify more than one typesetter. I do not know whether the Sena- 
tor would call that manual labor or not; certainly it does not 
require a great deal of physical strength, but it does require 
eyesight, and as this claimant is almost blind, absolutely too 
blind to pick up type and set it, so far as this particular case is 
concerned his affliction is such that it prevents him from per- 
forming the duties necessary for carrying on his own business 
and conducting it profitably. 

Mr. President, I simply called attention to the figures concern- 
ing the 90-day men that were given by the Senator to show how 
unsafe it is to rely upon estimates made by anyone other than 
some official in the Bureau of Pensions as a basis for making a 
calculation. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. In quoting the figures that L did, I 
stated the authority upon which they were made. I did not 
pretend to have worked them out for myself. I have not been 
able to give that amount of detail time to the consideration of 
this question that would have enabled me to do so, and I have 
now for the first time this report from the Interior Department. 
I will take pains later on to examine the figures of this soldier, 
and see whether his comparisons of the pension paid to actual 
soldiers and to soldiers who rendered no actual services are 
correct. y 

With reference to the suggestion just made by the Senator 
from North Dakota as to what this particular pensioner should 
make from his newspaper, I would say that the owner or one of 
the joint owners of such a paper, a paper of 900 circulation, 
charging $2 per paper for circulation. The income from such a 
paper would give a fairly comfortable support of a thousand 
dollars a year to each of the parties. 

We have no evidence in this case which goes into detafls. 
We have not an affidavit from anybody as to the physical con- 
dition of this gentleman who is to receive a special pension, 
We have a certificate from a doctor in general terms that the 
applicant is not able to do manual labor, but he does not say 
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There is nothing 
submitted to the Senate that could be regarded as evidence at 
all—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 


that he is not able to do work on his paper. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator from Georgia should come 
before me or before the committee of which I am chairman 
and state to those drafting the report that he is personally 
acquainted with Mr. Wardwell, or whoever the claimant might 
be; that he had known him for a great many years; that he 
had seen him only a short time ago and knew his physical and 
financial condition, and would give it to me, I would take his 
word absolutely upon that; and I am certain he would accept 
the word of any other Senator upon such a matter, although 
it was not placed in writing. 

I will say that was the case in this particular case. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I certainly would accept the word 
of the Senator from North Dakota on any statement he would 
make to me and be absolutely sure that what he stated he be- 
lieved to be correct. But I do not see how I could tell myself 
just what some friend of mine running a paper in Georgia 
was making unless I examined his books. I do not see how I 
could tell how prosperous he was. I would be compelled sim- 
ply to take that which somebody told me. Here is a case 
where parties are seeking to take money out of the Treasury. 
It is the money of all the people. That money does not get 
into the Treasury in some mythical way. That money comes 
out of the pockets of the American citizens. They must pay it 
into the Treasury before itis paid out. Before it is taken out of 
the Treasury and given to some individual, evidence, even 
though it is ex parte, evidence in the shape of an affidavit, 
ought to be produced from the petitioner for an increase of 
pension that he is making nothing, that he requires the money, 
and that he is not able to do the work of running his paper. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator 
that we always require an affidavit or affidavits or a statement 
made by some Senator or some person who absolutely does know 
the condition. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Far be it from me to express a word 
of criticism against the committee, and certainly not any with 
reference to the chairman of the committee, and I do not wish 
to be put in the attitude of entertaining a critical feeling, but I 
say that when a Senator comes to examine the evidence he nat- 
uraliy would expect to find something in the record that would 
sustain his vote. Now, I desire to have read an amendment 
which I propose to offer to this entire bill, as an addition to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following provisos: 

Provided, however, That no one of the said special pensions contained 
in this bill shall be paid to anyone cf the parties herein named until the 
Pension Bureau has made investigation and found the said party to 
whom the same is to be paid did not enter the service in consideration 
of a bounty or for a payment made to him to serve as a substitute; and 

Provided further, That no one of the said pensions. shall be paid 
until the examination has been made in the Pension Bureau and it has 
been found that said party has actually served in the Army or the Navy 
and was engaged In some battle in connection with said service. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. At the time my remarks were sus- 
pended yesterday I had called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows that 
the Government has already paid in pensions to the soldiers of 
the Civil War over $4,000,000,000. The Senator from New 
Hampshire, who had served, as I understand, upon the Pensions 
Committee, expressed his surprise and interrupted to give me 
an opportunity to correct the statement. It is not to be wondered 
at that he was surprised. The amount is indeed startling, and 
yet here is the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, which 
shows that prior to the Ist of July last year our Government 
had paid to pensioners of the Civil War alone $3,985,719,000. 
Since the 1st of last July—8 months—the additional payment 
has been about $100,000,000. So that up to the present time the 
payment has been nearly $4,100,000,000. 

What I desire to urge as objection to these special pensions, and 
especially to this particular special pension, is that with this 
enormous sum paid out by our Government the distribution has 
not been carried out properly with respect to the men who 
did the fighting; that the men who actually stood in the ranks 
and served in battle have not received their fair proportion of 
this enormous sum of money. 

There is not a dollar that has been paid, especially to the 
rank and file of the men who served and who carried from the 
battle injuries of service origin, that any American citizen be- 
grudges for a moment. I refer to those who really rendered 
long service—the boys who volunteered in the early part of 


the war and stood the fatigues and the dangers and the hard- 
ships. What I am urging is that the distribution has not been 
equitable and that the distribution is not now equitable. The 
sum has been immense, but it has been scattered too much 
away from the men who did the fighting to the men who did 
not do it. 

The report of the Commissioner of Pensions shows that 
special pensions draw annually from the Treasury $6,611,357, 
and that nearly half of the names on the special pension rolls 
were placed there by the last Congress, If we go back three 
or four Congresses, we find that a few hradred were placed 
on the special pension roll each year. Last year there were 
9,600 in round numbers. 

I wish to urge that instead of adding names by special pen- 
sion bills at the rate of $30 a month, we should determine what 
amount of money the Government can spare for pensions, Sup- 
pose we determine that $150,000,000 a year can be spared for 
the soldiers of the Civil War. Then the course to pursue is to 
take up the question of distribution. Let the fight not be simply 
on the Treasury. Let the fight be one of distribution, and put 
the money where it properly should go, and give the money to 
the boys who did the fighting. If the income-tax law had been 
sustained and we had a system by which the Treasury could be 
more easily repleted, perhaps over $150,000,000 a year could be 
given, but with all due regard to the other obligations of the 
Government I hardly think that more than that should be in- 
sisted upon. - 

Now, I believe we could take $150,000,000 and almost double 
the pay of the boys who did the most fighting, if we trim a 
class who did not do any fighting or practically none, and a 
class that does not follow in the same line with the rank and 
the file. 

Now, take the names on our rolls of fhose who are abroad; 
the names of people who are not citizens of the United States 
and who probably never were, who never went into the Army 
like the boys from Indiana and Ohio, because they thought they 
ought to, because they regarded it as a duty, but only went into 
it as soldiers. of fortune. I do not mean to criticize them in any 
sense. They went in for what was in sight and went home 
thereafter. I do not think there would be any impropriety in 
striking that million dollars from the pension rolls and having 
that million dollars additional to give to the boys who belong 
to this country. 

Take the list of those who went in for bounties; take the 
list of those who went in as substitutes; take the list of those 
who are in homes, being amply provided for by the Government 
in homes. Take the list of those who have ample means 
already themselves. If it were put to them that the Govern- 
ment had $150,000,000 to distribute among the soldiers and that 
if they with their ample means did not take a part of it that 
much more would go to the other soldiers, they would not hesi- 
tate a moment to let it go, if this course were pursued of 
setting apart all the Treasury can stand for pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Does the Senator mean to advance the doc- 
trine that in these pension matters the first thing to do is to 
inquire how much the country can spare to pay the pensions? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That is exactly what I was sug- 
gesting. 

Mr. BROWN. If we on inquiry should find the country can 
spare nothing, the Senator would then be in fayor of no pen- 
sions? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Not at all. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not understand the position of the 
Senator, 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Then I will try to make myself clear 
to the Senator. What I said was to take up the various obli- 
gations that were in front of us and adjust our distribution 
to the various responsibilities, determining according to our 
revenues what part we could justly distribute to each particular 
cause. I did not for a moment mean, I wish the Senator to 
understand, that the pensioners were to come last. I put them 
along with all the other fesponsibilities of the Government, 
that we should look at our income, look at our yarious responsi- 
bilities, and make a fair distribution budget. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield further? : 

.Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. Then the Senator recognizes an obligation on 
the part of the country to pay what it can afford to pay to the 
old soldiers who deserve attention and care. 
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I certainly do. 

Mr. BROWN. Then the Senator would measure the amount 
we give him, first, by our capacity to pay it, and, second, by 
how much we owe him individually? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would not put it exactly that way. 
I do not regard it as an ordinary obligation. I regard it as a 
payment that could most properly be made and the propriety of 
which everybody recognizes. 

Mr. BROWN. An obligation that we owe, whether we pay it 
or not, depends on whether or not it is a just obligation. Is 
not that true? If the obligation is just it ought to be paid, 
whether we haye the money to pay it now or not. If it is 
unjust it ought not to be paid, no matter how little it is nor 
how well we could afford to pay it. Is not that true? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; but there are different kinds 
of obligations. There is no fixed obligation in dollars and 
cents due to pensioners except as we recognize it by statute. I 
regard it as eminently proper that we should consider obliga- 
tions to the soldier for his service to the country. It is not 
an obligation of the same character as a promise to pay 
a specific and definite sum. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia yields? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, what does the Senator con- 
sider as the basis of obligation on the part of the Government? 
Does he not consider that the obligation is one growing out of 
gratitude for a service performed? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator will agree therefore that it 
is an obligation of honor and an obligation of gratitude. Would 
not the Senator measure that obligation in a way that would 
mean on the part of the Government that no man who served 
his country in those trying times; that no man who took a part 
in that great struggle for the preservation of his country; that 
no man who suffered hardships and the privations in that great 
struggle, should in his old age ever know the pangs of hunger 
or destitution? Would not the Senator therefore measure the 
quantity of money that should be expended to carry out that 
obligation by the requirements of the old soldiers in their later 
days, considering the disabilities of age and expend such an 
amount that none of them shall ever be forced into the poor- 
house, or even into soldiers’ homes, if they do not desire to go 
there? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator’s question involves sey- 
eral different propositions and is not easily answered in a few 
words. I will illustrate my view on the subject by reference to 
this particular case. A part of the question involves the priva- 
tion and seriousness of the Service of the old soldier. Take this 
ease. There is no evidence of any privation at all. Here is an 
editor and owner of a paper in North Dakota, who was a sailor 
for awhile, who suffered no privation as an incident of the war, 
so far as this record shows. I regard the burden as resting 
upon the applicant for the increase of pension, and I am treat- 
ing him as not entitled to any status favorable to himself 
than he shows. I do not mean to state it as a matter of fact, 
but in this case I have the right to presume that he has made 
the best case he can. Taking that position, he stands before 
the Senate with-absolutely no privation that he ever had as an 
incident to service. He never was in a battle. He was just a 
sailor on a vessel. He did not fall in the class the Senator has 
described, so far as this record shows. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
sield further? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Would the Senator limit the granting of 
pensions to those cases where the disability from which the 
soldier is suffering was incurred in the line of service? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No, not entirely, but where a man 
really has not been at the front and has not been in battle, and 
has done nothing but oceupy a nominal position as a soldier, I 
do not see that he is any more entitled to recognition as a 
soldier than if he had not been in the Army at all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator of course understands that 
the lsw of June 27, 1890, and the law of February 6, 1907, 
grant pensions upon a service of 90 days or more, and while 
one is based upon age and the other on the service of 90 days 
only, neither of them recognizes service disability, but grants 
the pension alone because of the supposed disability at least of 
the claimant. Now, does the Senator consider that that is an 
unjust basis for the granting of pensions? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I am not compelled to go that far 
for the present discussion. I certainly think it goes too far 
when this bill proposes to take a man in that class and give 
him $18 more a month than the general law gives. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. Without reference to the division, does 
iy A think we are now paying excessive pensions on the 
whole? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think we are paying perhaps not 
ETE to some and more perhaps to some than they are en- 

0. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That does not quite answer the question, 
but possibly I,am asking a question that is a little difficult to 
answer. I think the Senator probably could state in general 
terms whether he thinks $152,000,000, or about that, which we 
are now appropriating to pay the ex-soldiers, is more than we 
ought to appropriate. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Well, I do not say that. I have 
not opposed the Government paying them that much. I want to 
say to the Senator that what I have in my mind, lacking, per- 
haps, the details of the information I ought to have, is that a 
distribution should follow more the length of actual service on 
the battle field than is done. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator another question right in connection with that, because 
it will elucidate his idea as well as give us general informa- 
tion on his views. I am asking these questions from the Sena- 
tor rather, perhaps, than from anyone else because he at one 
time occupied the position of Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I mean he was Secretary of the Interior, 
under whom the Commissioner of Pensions serves. Is it the 
Senator’s idea that we should grade our pensions according to 
the length of service of the soldier? : 7 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not know that it can be en- 
tirely done in that way. I will say to you very frankly that this 
letter from which I read is addressed to you, and I suppose 
you have seen it. It is a letter published in the Quincy Journal, 
of Illinois, by a soldier, from which I read yesterday. 

Mr. McCUMBER. My attention has never been called to 
sueh a letter. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is addressed to Hon. P. J. Mo- 
Cunz, chairman of the Senate Committee on Pensions, and so 
forth. i 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have never seen the letter. He evi- 
dently addressed it to me and then published it without send- 
ing it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. From this letter and from a num- 
ber of letters that I have received from men who have given 
years of active service, men who seem to have been in the midst 
of the fight in Virginia and elsewhere from the very first to 
the last of the war—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know that the Senator has given this 
matter a great deal of consideration, and I know that he ex- 
periences, like all of us do, the inability for us to arrive at any 
standard that will work with exact justice. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I realize that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. And that is the reason why I introduced 
a double standard in the amendment, at least, of the bills which 
we haye now before us. The Senator is aware that other things 
being equal, of course, the man who served his country the 
greater number of months is entitled to greater gratitude and 
consideration than one who served a much less number of 
months. On the other hand, the Senator knows, as we all do, 
that the real butcher work in the Civil War was during the last 
year, when the country demanded “On to Richmond,” and when 
the fresh troops were rushed into the hardships of the battles 
of the Wilderness, many of them taking part in those battles 
before they had been even 30 days in the service. Taking all 
those matters into consideration, I think the Senator will agree 
with me how difficult it is to accept any standard and say that 
we shall measure the amount of pensions by the number of 
months that were served and make that a sole standard. 
~ Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not question the fact that the 
men who work on these pension bills have tried to make them 
with the purpose of meting out justice, but as they stand to-day, 
if the figures furnished by this ex-soldier are in any sense ap- 
proximately correct, it does seem that the very short-time man, 
who barely got into the struggle and perhaps never got out into 
a battle at all, who never suffered from a hardship at all, is in 
many instances receiving practically the same treatment as the 
soldier who stood the fight from the first. 

Now, take the boys who went down to Cuba. I would rather 
talk about them, because there are as many of them my con- 
stituents in proportion to the population of the State as from 
any other State. I think the idea of elassing those boys with 
the old soldier who went in the first of the war and fought the 
four years through would be utterly unreasonable. I do not 
mean to say that you are doing it, although I was shocked at 
the amount that has already been paid for pensions on account 
of the Spanish War. . 
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Mr. McCUMBER. And the Senator understands that those 
soldiers who were called upon to fight the bolo men of the 
Philippine Islands are receiving far greater compensation for 
injuries suffered by them than the soldiers of the Civil War, 
who fought white men armed with guns and fought them hard, 
received after the close of the Civil War. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say to the chairman of 
the committee that it will give me a great deal of pleasure to 
cooperate with him, as then I would be free from any embar- 
rassment in checking the Spanish-American War pensions. I 
haye declined to introduce special pension bills for quite a 
number of my friends, who thought they ought to get special 
pensions for the Spanish-American War, and it is not because I 
do not believe in showing gratitude. I just believe that there 
is a place where somebody ought to stand and look a little after 
the interests of all the people who have to contribute the money 
to the Treasury; and when they are my own friends I am not at 
all embarrassed in standing up against it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I make my statement not with any desire 
to check those who served their country in any war—— 
` Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I know that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. From receiving just compensation for 
their services, if any of them were injured, but like the Senator 
from Georgia, I would make a mighty big distinction between 
those soldiers and the soldiers who fought the Civil War. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Of course, if they were actually 
injured in the Spanish-American War, having actually received 
an injury, they would stand just exactly on as good a footing 
as a man injured anywhere else. 

Mr. SHIVELY. They do now, do they not, under the law? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; if they were injured. 

Mr. SHIVELY. If actually injured, through wounds or 
disease, they receive precisely the same pension that the sur- 
vivors of the Civil War receive for like injuries. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not know. I was just surprised 
to see that the figures already run up to over $30,000,000. 

Mr. MCCUMBER. The Senator understands, does he not, 
that the soldier who was injured in the War with Spain or in 
the Philippines receives as much now as the soldier receives 
at the present time who was wounded or injured in the Civil 
War, and it amounts to from 4 to 10 times as much as he 
received a few years after the Civil War? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I know that immediately after the 
Civil War there was quite an indisposition on the part of a 
great many soldiers to receive any pensions at all, and there 
was, perhaps, no condition of the Treasury to put the country 
in a condition to encourage them in receiving what naturally 
the Government would have been glad to have paid. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator is right in both cases. 
There was the indisposition on the part of the soldier because 
he was still a young man then and able to earn a livelihood. 
Therefore he did not call for a pension until his waning 
strength required him to do so. And on the part of the Gov- 
ernment that it was absolutely unable to pay very much in 
the first instance, and as it has increased in wealth and pros- 
perity, it has attempted to fulfill its obligations. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not think anyone could say, asa 
whole, that the Government had lacked in its obligation when 
we think of over $4,000,000,000 paid. I myself am just im- 
pressed with the idea, although I have not here the details to 
go into it, that some of the men who were on the battle field so 
long have not received their full proportion of the $4,000,000,000. 

Now, I wish to take up a little further this particular pen- 
sion that I have moved to strike out and to test it by the rule 
that the Senator himself submits. 

First. The 3 must exhaust all rights under the general 
paca laws. through the regular channels of the Pension Bureau be- 
‘ore the committee will take up a bill for his relief. 

Well, the editor or newspaper man in North Dakota is re- 
ceiving all that the general laws give him, 

Second. In each case evidence must be filed with the bill or in the 
Pension Office, showin, at the amount allowed under the general pen- 
sion laws is not sufficlent to give the beneficiary the ordinary necessi- 
ties of life, and that the beneficiary has no other source of income or 
property which would allow him to secure those necessities independent 
of pension. 2 

Now, I submit that there is no evidence in this case at all to 
meet that requirement. 

There is no evidence as to how much this good man’s paper 
pays him; there is no evidence as to how much he and his 
partner make out of it. In the ordinary course of affairs, I 
should say that they ought to make a couple of thousand dollars 
a year out of it. Certainly a paper of that size, conducted by 
them with, I may say, I believe the newspaper record gives it, 
900 circulation, at $2 from each subscriber, that would be 
$1,800 outside of advertising. Then the advertising in a paper 


of that sort, judging by similar agricultural counties, would be 
nearly as much more. The work is principally done, as the 
Senator says, by the men themselves, and so there ought to be 
at least a couple of thousand dollars profit a year out of the 
paper. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have no doubt, Mr. President, that Mr. 
Wardwell would very much rather have the calculation made 
4 1755 Senator than to have the bare facts as they appear on 

8 k. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But, Mr. President, we have not 
heard of any evidence on that subject; there is not any state- 
ment even by the applicant for increase of pension to sustain 
the Senator. We do not know all that was in the letter written 
by the editor and publisher. Part of the letter the Senator said 
was personal, and I did not press to have it read, although it 
had been filed with the Senate. We have not any affidavit from 
the claimant; we have not any proof; we have not any evidence. 
The rules the committee adopted declare that there must be 
evidence, and we have not a syllable of evidence to show any 
basis for any increase of pension to this, no doubt, admirable 
gentleman. 

I would not object, perhaps, to a bill which provided for a 
pension to all editors who were getting old and needed a little 
more money; it would be very popular with the editors; but in 
this instance we haye not the evidence that this editor needs 
it; we have not the evidence that he has not a comfortable 
support without it. The case does not measure up to the second 
requirement of the rules which the Senator furnishes us as the 
rules governing his committee. 

Now, let us take the third rule: 

Third. In each case medical evidence must be submitted, showing 
that the benefici is so disabled, from causes other than vicious 
8175 as to preclude the possibility of his earning a support by manual 

We have not any medical evidence at all. We have a state- 
ment by a physician, but that is not evidence. Surely to con- 
stitute evidence it should come in the shape of an affidavit. 
This statement does not go into details; it does not cover the 
case, Again: i 

IN THE CASE OF SOLDIERS. 

In cases where the fo ing requirements haye been complied with, 
and it has been shown that the soldier had a reasonably long and 
faithful service— i 

Now it is proposed to give him $30 a month. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 3 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr, McCUMBER. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, if 
he does not wish to be interrupted—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not object at all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But upon this case, where the Senator 
makes a statement that is not borne out by the facts in the 
case, I think he would desire that I call his attention to it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would be very glad to have the 
Senator correct it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator has perhaps forgotten the 
statement that I made yesterday that in all these cases we first 
send to the Bureau of Pensions. We then receive from the 
Bureau of Pensions all the testimony that has been introduced 
in the form of affidavits, doctors’ certificates, examining sur- 
geons’ statements, and so forth, in the applications for the pen- 
sions before the bureau. Therefore, when we had this case 
before us, we had the evidence just of the kind that the Senator 
is speaking of and which has been sent back to the Bureau of 
Pensions. I simply make this statement so as to assure the 
Senator that we haye not gbandoned that rule in this case. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But, Mr. President 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator from Georgia or any other 
Senator should call for the papers again that are now down in 
the Pension Bureau he would find considerable, evidence from 
doctors, and so forth, as to the applicants’ special ailments, their 
causes, and so forth, and those were considered in connection 
with the certificate of the doctor. The certificate which we had 
up to date was never filed in the Pension Bureau, but other cer- 
tificates and evidence of physical condition have been filed, and 
those were all taken into consideration with this certificate. So 
the Senator will see that this is not the only evidence as to 
physical condition. < 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I understand the Senator, but ye 
I have not the records of the bureau. They were not left here; 
they must have been taken quite a while ago, at the time this 
pension was granted. We have a statement here showing when 
that was. Under the act of February 6, 1907, the pensioner 
draws his $12 per month; but it was found necessary to supple- 
ment it, or it is supplemented by this bill, with a naked state- 
ment, and so far as the case specially before the committee was 
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concerned nothing was produced but the naked statement of the 
physician—nothing in the shape of an affidavit from this pen- 
sioner showing his necéssities or what amount of money he was 
making. 

Now I come to the fourth clause: 

In cases where the foregoing requirements have been complied with, 
and it has been shown that the soldier had a reasonably long and faith- 
ful service— ` 

In this case no “long and faithful service” was shown; in 
this case the pensioner was a sailor on board a vessel, and, so 
far as the record goes, never was in a battle, never in the war, 
but was only an ordinary sailor for three months before the 
war was over. Neither one of the vessels on which he served 
was in the second battle at Fort Fisher when the fort was cap- 
tured, at least so far as the records that I can find are con- 
cerned. I looked over a list of the yessels that were in that 
battle, and neither one of the vessels on which he served par- 
ticipated in it. One or two of the vessels to which he was at- 
tached were in the first batle of Fort Fisher, in the early part 
of December, I think, but not the first vessel that he was on, so 
that he could hardly have been there, 

. Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will permit me, the Tusca- 
rora was in the second engagement, was it not? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is not contained in the list I ex- 
amined this morning. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I had the list and left it in my office, but 
I think the Tuscarora was in that engagement. I am not cer- 
tain myself as to that, but Mr. Wardwell seryed on one of the 
vessels. ; 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Tuscarora was in the first battle 
of Fort Fisher. I find it so recorded, but I do not find that it 
was in the last or second battle. I find, also, that another one 
of the vessels on which he served was in the first battle at Fort 
Fisher—the Mohican. 

I had intended to put into the Recorp the tabulated state- 
ment of figures about the disbursement of pensions prepared by 
Mr. Wells, but under the suggestion of the Senator from North 
Dakota that it is inaccurate I do not want to put it in until 
I get some one to take the reports of the Pension Commis- 
sioners, go over the figures, and have them in some way veri- 
fied, because I would not wish to put such startling figures into 
the Recorp if the Senator is confident that they are entirely 
erroneous. I understand, though, that the Senator—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course I have not examined the state- 
ment of Mr. Wells. I simply took the figures cited by the 
Senator on yesterday, and which he took from the statement to 
which he refers, either reading it or else giving his conclusions, 
and I simply know that that is woefully wrong. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I read from the figures themselyes, 
and if those figures are woefully inaccurate I would not wish 
to put the calculation in the Recorp. I have no doubt that the 
soldier undertook to work them out correctly, but if he has 
not worked them out correctly I do not want to put them in the 
Recorp, because I would not wish to furnish any tabulated 
statement of figures that would make the distribution worse 
than it really is. I do not wish in any sense to indicate that it 
is worse than it really is. I simply insist that this particular 
pensioner’s case does not present one which justifies taking him 
out of the class of soldiers to which he belongs; that it does not 
fall within the rules laid down by the committee; and therefore 
I insist upon my motion to strike out. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I had not intended to make any 
remarks on the pending special pension bill, and would not have 
done so had not the distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Suru] referred to the fact that he had had experience as 
Secretary of the Interior and, therefore, had had some fixed 
jdeas in reference to pension legislation, and for the further 
fact that he referred to a plan which he thought should be 
followed. 

It happened to be my fortune, good or bad, to be a Member of 
the House of Representatives when the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Surra] was Secretary of the Interior. I 
represented in part a great soldier State, and it was my pleasure 
to aid and assist the soldiers in the district I then had the 
honor to represent whenever they wrote me. Being at that 
time a member of only one committee of the House, because 
my party was then in the minority, I had a great deal of time, 
and went to the Pension Office nearly every day, except holidays 
and Sundays, and examined the cases of my constituents, Be- 
ing perfectly familiar with the action and the record of the 
Pension Office during that four years, I, for one, can not follow 
the Senator from Georgia, and I hope before any of the Senators 
on either side of this body make up their minds to follow his 
recommendation they will carefully study the policy of the 
administration of the Pension Bureau during the four years 
from 1893 to 1897. 
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I find that the records of the bureau show that by reason 
of the instructions of the then Secretary, Hoxe Surrn, of May 
27, 1893, 8,723 soldiers and sailors who were drawing pensions 
under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890, were dropped 
from the rolls, and that 23,703 soldiers and sailors who were in 
receipt of pensions under the said act had their pensions 
reduced. 

Mr. President, that action was taken without any notice 
whatever to the pensioners; they were given absolutely no 
chance to be heard; and so I was somewhat surprised to-day. 
when I heard the Senator [Mr. Sur! insist so strongly upon 
evidence being filed, when I remembered the case of a poor old 
soldier in Emporia, Kans., who had his pension taken away 
from him on an anonymous letter, and it took me six months 
to get that pension restored by the bureau. 

But the action of the bureau at that time was such that 
Congress—a majority of the House then being of the party of 
the distinguished Senator [Mr. Ssira]—felt that they could 
not stand for the action of the department, and on the 21st of 
December, 1893, passed the following law: 

Provided, That any penton heretofore or that may hereafter be 
granted to any applicant therefor under any law of the United States 
authorizing the granting and payment of pensions, on 1 made 
and adjudicated upon, shall be deemed and held by all officers of the 
United States to be a vested right in the grantee to that extent that 
payment thereof shall not be withheld or suspended until, after due 
notice to the grantee of not less than 30 days, the Commissioner of 
Pensions, after hearing all evidence, shall decide to annul, vacate, 
modify, or set aside the decision upon which such pension was granted. 
Such notice to grantee must contain a full and true statement of any 
charges or allegations upon which such decision granting such pension 
shall be sought to be in any manner disturbed or modified. 

Again, a well-known order was issued by the then Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Samrrn, and by the Commissioner of Pensions, 
Mr. Lochren, known as “ Order 225.” That order contained a 
provision known as paragraph 4, which was of very great in- 
justice to the soldier, because it placed the rating of his pension 
in the hands of a medical referee in the bureau. I want to call 
your attention to paragraph 4 of that order. It reads: 


4. To give the claimant a pensionable status under this act the dis- 
ability must be such as to incapacitate him for the performance of manual 
labor in such a degree as to render him unable to earn a support; yet 
the act recognizes differences in the degree of such pensionable dis- 
ability, giving $12 per month in case of the greatest and $6 per month 
in case of the lowest degree of such pensionable reap; rendering 
the claimant unable to earn a support by manual labor. It also pro- 
vides for intermediate ratings proportioned to the intermediate degrees 
of such pensionable disability. ‘The AS ad ratings under this act 
will therefore be made in accordance with such rules for rating as the 
medical referee shall prescribe, subject to the approval of the com- 
missioner. 

Wu. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

Approved: 

HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


The medical referee issued the following: Oh, it is an order 
that the people of this country should read, and then be ashamed 
that there was ever such an order issued; and after it was 
issued there was such a storm of protest over this country of 
ours that it had to be recalled. Listen to this: 

If there are two or more disabilities each demanding a rate of $6, 
the rating of $8 only shall be allowed; and if there are two or more 
disabilities each demanding a rate of $8, the rating of $10 shall be 
allowed ; but two or more disabilities each demanding a rating below 3 
shall not be added to make a minimum rating, and such cases shall 
rejected. 

What is this? A man might be examined and have 20 ratings 
of $6 each, and under that ruling he would be entitled to $8, and 
I remember a case where a man was rated at forty-two-eight- 
eenths and he was allowed a pension of $8 a month. An ap- 
plication might be rated on separate disabilities at less than 
six-eighteenths on each and he would not be entitled to a pen- 
sion under that rule. No wonder there was a storm of disap- 
proval against such a ruling as that, and it was afterwards 
withdrawn by the Commissioner of Pensions, but the fixing of 
rates was left in the hands of the medical referee or the med- 
ical officer in the board of revision. The dissatisfaction became 
so great that Congress passed a law, as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act all pensioners now on the 
rolls who are pensioned at less than $6 per month for any degree of 
pensionable disability shall have their pensions increased to $6 per 
month, and that hereafter, whenever any applicant for pension would 
under existing rates be entitled to less than $6 for any single disability 
or several combined disabilities, such pensioner. shall be rated at not less 
than $6 per month: Provided also, That the provisions hereof shall not 
be held to cover any pensionable period prior to the passage of this act, 
nor authorize a rerating of any claims for any part of such period, nor 
prevent the allowance. 


Senators and Members of the House who desired to help the 
did soldiers were able to do so by going to the Pension Office 
and examining the reports of the local medical board. One 
day the Congressmen were told that the medical reports would 
not be given with the papers, and that they could not be exam- 
ined. I am glad to say that action only lasted for a few hours, 
for after some little discussion the Members were again per- 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


mitted to see the reports, but the claimants or their attorneys 
were not permitted to examine them. This action in regard to 
Claimants and their attorneys was not satisfactory, and Congress 
enacted the following law on July 18, 1894: 


Provided, That the report of such examining surgeons, when filed in 
the Pension Office, shall be open to the examination and inspection of 
the claimant or his attorney, under such reasonable rules and regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may provide. 

Another thing: In order, as I stated before, to prevent the use 
of these reports to help the old soldiers an order or an in- 
struction of some kind was issued so that the boards, upon ex- 
amining the claimants, did not report and rate each disability, 
and there was nothing upon which the Congressman could base 
an argument to the commissioner or the medical referee in behalf 
of the pensioner. They had to accept the finding of the medical 
referee, based upon the description made by the examining 
surgeons. 

It was not strange that Congress was not satisfied with such 
action, and later—and after the term of the administration of 
Mr, Cleveland had expired—the following law was enacted: 

That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically state the 
rating which, in their judgment, the applicant is entitled to; and the 
report of such examining surgeons shall specifically and accurately set 
forth the physical condition of the applicant, each and every existing 
disability being fully and carefully described. 

It seems to me that an examination of the laws enacted by 
Congress since 1893 shows the feeling of this body on the pen- 
sion question. 

Another thing. I notice that the distinguished Senator [Mr- 
Surra} said he thought there should be a plan of payment and 
adjustment and that we should figure how much money we had 
for the pensioners and then rate the pensions accordingly. 
That is not quoting the Senator exactly, but that is the sub- 
stanee of what he means. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Substantially. 

Mr. CURTIS. The then Secretary’s position explains why, 
in 1894 when Congress appropriated $166,000,000 for pensions, 
there was disbursed by the Pension Office only $143,000,000. 

In the last amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Smirë] provision is made fer special examiners, and the 
cases are to be examined by them before they are acted upon. 
I should like in this connection to call attention to the amount 
of money that was spent for such examinations during the Sen- 
ator’s services as Secretary of the Interior. In 1893 there was 
appropriated for special examiners $225,000; in 1894 there was 
used in this division $400,000; in 1895, $450,000; in 1896, 
$497,000. In 1898 the appropriation was $431,000, the appropria- 
tion having been made the year before. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I simply desire to say to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas that they took that twenty-odd million dollars 
from the soldiers and gave it to the importers of European 
manufactures and merchandise. That administration had more 
sympathy for the importers of European products who were 
benefited by free trade than sympathies for the soldiers who 
fought the battles of the Republic. 

Mr. CURTIS. In addition to the number of pensioners upon 
the rolls there were 50,000 attorneys practicing before the de- 
partment, with from 5 to 10 witnesses in each case. 

With thousands of men before whom testimony has been 
taken, there were only 963 indictments found in the three years 
of 1894, 1895, and 1896, and only 596 convictions had. The 
commissioner tells us that by and through the efforts of the 
special examining division and the law division there was re- 
eovered by the United States, in round numbers, $20,000. 

This is evidence that this large expenditure of money was not 
justified. 

I call attention to these figures for this reason: There is ab- 
solutely no use of increasing the appropriations to provide for 
special examiners in the field. 

Now, Mr. President, I intended to make a few remarks on 
the general pension bill when it comes up, as I want to talk 
about the various features of a pension bill—the Sherwood bill 
and the Smoot substitute billi—but I will not to-day take up the 
time of the Senate in discussing those measures. 

I do want, however, to say something about other matters 
which have caused much trouble. After pensions claims were 
rejected, suspended, or dismissed, and new applications were 
filed for restoration, Congress became convinced that the old 
soldiers were not having fair treatment in the department, 
because, when allowed, the pensions were not dated from the 
time of filing the first application; so Congress passed the act 
of March 6, 1896, which provided that when such a pension claim 
was allowed the pension should date from the filing of the first 
applieation, provided the evidence showed a pensionable dis- 
ability to have existed at the time of the filing of such first 
application. 


Now, the Senator objects because $4,000,000,000 has been ex- 
pended for pensions. Why have we paid $4,000,000,000 to the 
pensioners of this country? I as one Senator believe that this 
great Government has no right te measure in dollars and cents 
the services these men rendered; and if it were 10 times the 
amount, the debt the Government owes to the Union soldiers 
would not be paid. I believe we ought to give the Union sol- 
diers most liberal pensions. Senators talk about soldiers’ 
homes. If we pass the Sherwood bill and give a dollar a day 
to the soldiers of this country who served more than a year, 90 
per cent of the soldiers who are able to get around will leave 
the soldiers’ homes. If you will pass the dollar-a-day pension 
bill you will largely stop the enactment of private pension bills, 
because, no matter what figures you take, if you pass the Sher- 
wood bill you will place over 200,000 soldiers upon the pension 
roll at a dollar a day. 

So T ask Senators not to waste the time of the Senate while 
the soldiers are passing away every hour, but do that which 
will enable them to leave the soldiers’ homes and return to their 
families and live as they would like to live, and would if enabled 
so to do. It is very strange to me that we should stop and 
haggle over the appropriations to pay pensioners when bills are 
enacted by Congress which require an expenditure of from $5 
to $300 to collect $1. 

We ean spend from $400,000,000 te $300,000,000 for the Pan- 
ama Canal, and yet some one complains if we want to increase’ 
soldiers’ pensions and appropriate $45,000,000 a year to increase 
the pensions of the men who made it possible for us to build 
the Panama Canal; to inerease the pensions of men who made 
it possible for us to be here to-day. I ask Senators upon the 
other side of the Chamber to recognize the great service that 
was rendered by the Union soldiers in saving and preserving 
this Union. We who represent this great and rich Nation 
should not haggle over the money that is asked to be appro- 
priated to pay the soldiers who saved this country and who 
hare helped to make it the greatest Nation in the world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Loben in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before we proceed to a vote upon this 
amendment, as many Senators are absent and will have to be 
informed as to what we are voting upon, I suggest, before the 
vote is taken on the amendment, the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da- 
rg: suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 

e roll. 

The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Bacon Crawford Kern Shively 
Bourne Cullom pe Smith, Ga. 
Brandegee Cummins Lorimer Smith, Mich. 
Curtis MeCumber Smoot 
Bristow Dillingham Martine, N. J. Swanson 
Brown Fletcher ares Tillman 
Bryan Foster Nixon Warren 
Burnham Gallinger Oliver Watson 
Burton Gardner Overman Williams 
Chilton Guggenheim Page 
Clark, Wyo Johnston, Ala, Perkins 
Crane Jones Pomerene 


Mr. FOSTER. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
THORNTON] is unavoidably absent. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Porn- 
DEXTER} is absent on account of the sickness of his mother. 

Mr. OLIVER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE] is necessarily absent to-day, and he is paired. 

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND] is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Gamez] is necessarily absent, and that he has a general 
pair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, forty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their nam ot a quorum. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

3 being put, there were on a division—ayes 10, 
poes 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is lost. The Sen- 
ate refuses to adjourn. 

Mr. BRADLEY, Mr. REED, Mr. WETMORE, and Mr. JOHN- 
SON of Maine entered the Chamber and answered to their 
names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire for one moment 
to engage the attention of the Senator from Georgia. 
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Mr. SMITH of Georgia. One moment. I rise to a point of 
order. The two hours have elapsed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 4 o'clock was 
passed while the roll was being called. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no unfinished business, the un- 
finished business haying been recommitted to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. F Aa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no unfinished business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Except the present bill, which becomes 
unfinished business.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except the pending bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Has that become unfinished busi- 


ness? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the unfinished 
business. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, yesterday, and again to- 
day, the Senator from Georgia suggested that he thought it 
would be good legislation under the administration of the pen- 
sion laws if we cut off all those residing in foreign countries 
who are receiving pensions, I think the Senator said, to the 
amount of about $1,000,000 a year. 

Now, Mr. President, that was done on one former occasion 
and Congress repealed it shortly after. If I ‘mistake not, it 
was done while the honorable Senator was in the high position 
of Secretary of the Interior. A protest came up against that 
action on the part of the Senate. I was then acting as chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions of this body. I received a very 
pathetic letter, a well-written letter, from an old lady living in 
Ireland. In that letter the statement was made that her hus- 
band was killed in the Civil War; that he enlisted in the Union 
Army and died on the battle field; and she could not understand 
why, under such circumstances, the Government of the United 
States refused to give her a pension or to continue her pension 
on the ground that she was living in a foreign country. About 
that time 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say that I would be thor- 
oughly opposed to cutting off a pension of that kind where 
there was a service injury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But that is precisely what Congress did. 
It did not differentiate. 

About that time I made a little trip into Canada, where I fre- 
quently go, and in the town where I chanced to have been born 
I came across quite a number of ex-soldiers. One of them 
whom I knew in boyhood had been shot through the chest, 
grievously wounded. He had been on the pension roll. He did 
not get any bounty when he entered the service; he entered it 
from patriotic motives, although a citizen of a foreign country; 
he wanted to fight. His pension was cut off, and he represented 
to me that it was a great hardship. He thought it a matter the 
Government of the United States ought not to be engaged in. 
I found several others who had received wounds and had suf- 
fered disabilities, and they made their plea. 

Now, we ought to be careful about what we do in these mat- 
ters. Acting upon the information I obtained in those cases 
and others, I introduced a bill to repeal that provision of law, 
and it was agreed to, and those pensions were restored. 

I do not know how many men served in high positions in the 
Army who were citizens of foreign countries, but I feel sure the 
records will show that some of our men who distinguished them- 
selves very much as officers in the Union Army were citizens of 
foreign countries. I chance now to think of one, Emil Frey. 
He is living in Berne, Switzerland. He was a brevet major of 
an Illinois regiment and rendered distinguished service as the 
commander of a company, and I think at one time he com- 
manded the regiment; I am not quite sure. He is on the pension 
roll. He was on the pension roll at the time of that enactment, 
and he was cut off for the time being. 

Mr. President, I am glad to have the Senator say that he 
would differentiate in certainly that class of cases. If there 
are some people living in Canada, for instance, who came here 
and for a bounty enlisted and served toward the close of the 
war, I think I would cheerfully join with the Senator in 
saying that those were not cases that appealed to either our 
generosity or our justice in matters of that kind. 

This is all I care to say. I took a great interest in the 
matter a few years ago, when I was confronted with these 
facts, which I thought ought to be given consideration; and, 
as I said, I was responsible in a sense, because I introduced 
the bill to repeal the law. We have gone along in that way, 
and I certainly would be opposed to a sweeping repeal of that 
provision of our pension laws. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I want to suggest 
to the Senator from New. Hampshire that it is just possible 


many of the most caustic critics of the American pension 
system are among the men who found Canada a very conyenient 
place of refuge when the war broke out and who did not come 
back until it was all over. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, before we vote upon 
this subject I desire to offer a few remarks in reply to the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis]. At the time I had the 
honor of occupying the position of Secretary of the Interior 
there presided over the Pension Bureau as gallant a soldier as 
ever served in the Union Army. He was not simply a soldier 
who had enlisted for 90 days; he was not a soldier who went to 
the front for a bounty or to take somebody else’s place; he was 
a colonel in the Army, and he carried the scars, the holes 
through him, of bullets. There was no more gallant officer 
upon the battle field at Gettysburg in the Union Army than the 
man who then presided over the Pension Office. With few ex- 
ceptions the entire details of that office were under his control. 
I might say that the only differences he and I had were when I 
objected to what I thought was a little too rigid enforcement of 
his conception of law. 


At the opening of the administration we found an order—1 
must speak from memory now; 16 years gone by—that prac- 
tically set aside an act of Congress in the fixing of pensions. 
It was an order of the commissioner which practically elimi- 
nated the provisions of the statute applicable to the mode of 
classifying the pay of a pensioner. That question came up for 
consideration, and an opinion was rendered by the department 
following the statute. I can not now recall the name of the 
case in which the opinion was rendered; it has been so long ago, 
and I have had no occasion to think of it since. Possibly the 
e from Kansas can tell the name of the case to which I 
refer. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator refers to what was known 
as the Bussey decision. : 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No. 

Mr. CURTIS. That is the only one I know of. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That was not the decision rendered 
when I was Secretary of the Interior. The view of the law 
taken by the commissioner was sustained by the department, 
and after examination I think we found that a prior Assistant 
Secretary at least had rendered exactly the same opinion. 

Mr. CURTIS. May I interrupt the Senator there? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think if the Senator will examine the Bussey 
decision he will conclude that it did not sustain the contention. 
That point was raised once before, and I had occasion to look up 
that decision and I found it did not sustain it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I want to say to the Senator from 
Kansas that I speak solely relying on my memory, 16 years 
after the transaction. with no opportunity to have in any way 
refreshed my recollection about it for many years; but that the 
opinion which was rendered while I was Secretary of the Inte- 
rior simply followed the statute, invoked no new rule, and re- 
quired the department to administer the pension system under 
the law as it had been written by Congress, and not under a 
system of the Pension Bureau which had superseded the act of 
Congress, 

That the effect of superseding the statute had been somewhat 
surprising I can illustrate by a little incident that happened in 
connection with my personal observation. There had been pro- 
moted to the position of Assistant Commissioner of Pensions 
one of the men in the Pension Bureau who had shown great 
proficiency, After he was promoted to the position of assistant 
commissioner on account of his ability and capacity for work, 
he brought to the attention of the department that he was draw- 
ing a pension of $12 a month under a statute which only al- 
lowed this sum for total disability. I mention that simply to 
show that under the administration of the Pension Bureau, just 
before Judge Lochren took charge, the administration had 
drifted clear away from the law. The modification at the in- 
stance of the commissioner, a splendid ex-Union soldier, was 
solely in the line of bringing the bureau to a compliance with 
the statute; and the opinion rendered in the leading case as to 
the meaning of the statute to which I refer has never been re- 
versed, so far as I know or so far as I have ever heard. by 
any subsequent administration of the Interior Department or 
the bureau itself. If the Commissioner of Pensions found it 
necessary to suspend a number of pensions, it was because he 
found that those pensions had been granted in deliberate disre- 
gard of the law and without any compliance on the part of the 
applicants with the proof required by the statute to show the 
disability of the particular pensioner. 

With reference to the expenses of the department, from an 
examination of a list of expenditures in my hands (the whole 
matter had gone from my memory) I find that the expenses of 
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stibsequent years were about the same as during the time this 
extra work was put upon the department during the administra- 
tion of Judge Lochren. I find also that the pension roll, as 
made up by Judge Lochren under the statute, was not increased 
by subsequent administrations, although he reduced the pension 
payments about $17,000,000 annually. So, however harsh it 
may have seemed to take from the pension roll men who had 
been put upon it, the subsequent administrations were compelled 
to recognize the fact that, taken as whole, the conduct of Judge 
Lochren in administering the Pension Bureau was in conformity 
with law. That there were individual instances that made 
cases of hardship I have no doubt is true, but that the general 
administration was simply an administration by that splendid 
man in conformity with the statute is sustained by the fact that 
the roll, when he retired, found no sudden increase upon its list 
by the next administration, which would have been the case—— 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think that can be explained by the fact 
that if you will examine into the record you will see that the 
board of review which had charge of all cases had 104,000 one 
year, and they found something to object to in each case so as 
to delay action. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I find from this report that the pen- 
sion payments in 1894 were reduced to $1389,986,726.17 ; in 1895 
to $139,812,294.30; in 1898 they were $141,651,879.80; in 1900 
they were $138,462,130.65; in 1901 they were $138,531,483.84; 
in 1903 they were $137,759,653.71; and in 1904 they were $141,- 
093,571.49. So the rather severe attack of the Senator from 
Kansas was hardly just, eloquent though it was; eloquent, as it 
is almost easy to be upon the subject on which he spoke; elo- 
quent, as it is almost impossible not to be under the circum- 
stances on the subject upon which he spoke. In spite of the 
fact that it was directed a little harshly toward me, it was so 
eloquent I could not help enjoying it. It was delightful to see 
the enthusiasm with which he described the valor of the soldiers 
and criticized the honest official conduct of one of the soldiers, 
Judge Lochren, although, of course, that criticism was directed 
toward myself. I only wish, without any opportunity to obtain 
the details, to give these facts in partial answer to the very 

` eloquent speech of the Senator from Kansas. 

I wish to assure him that, in spite of the feeling which he 
manifested on the subject, I entertain none; and I am sure that 
the effort of Col. Lochren, one of the heroes of Gettysburg, 
while he was at the head of that bureau was simply to follow 
the law, and the subsequent records of the bureau sustains his 
work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Smrru]. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment 
may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Seorerary. It is proposed to strike out the item at the 
bottom of page 21 relative to Frank A. Wardwell, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

The name of Frank A. Wardwell, late of U. S. S. Vandalia and Ohio, 
United States Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I do not know 
whether we need a quorum to proceed with this matter. I do 
not know but that I ought to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. SHIVELY. There has been no want of a quorum dis- 
closed. We are just about taking a vote, which may possibly 
develop the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment which has been stated by the Secretary. [Put- 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have 
it, and the amendment is lost. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I do not want to call for the yeas 
and nays, but I would be glad to vote for my own amendment. 
I unintentionally did not vote. I was speaking to the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] at the time. I am not insisting on 
a call of the roll on the amendment or on the question of the 
presence of a quorum. I do not think the presence of a quorum 
would affect the vote, and for that reason I am not going to 
make any point on the absence of a quorum, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 
Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 


send to the desk. 
XLVIII——194 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out lines 9, 10, 11, 
and 12, on page 16, of the bill, which read as follows: 

The name of Heber Angel, late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Mich- 
igan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask the Secretary to read the report of the 
committee on original Senate bill No. 2255, on page 37. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


S. 2255. Heber Angel was a private in Company M, Sixth Regiment 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry. He served from February 16, 1865, to 
November 24, 1865, and was honorably discharged. 
under the service act of February 6, 1907, at the rate of $20 per 
month. He was formerly pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, at 
5 pe month. His application under the general law for chronic 
larrhea and scurvy, filed November 20, 1886, was rejected June 7, 


1899, because he could not furnish the necessary evidence to connect 


his disabilities with the military service. 

Claimant is now upward of 77 years of age. The testimony on file 
in his case shows that he is generally broken down from rheumatism, 
bronchitis, disease of eyes, and other infirmities of old age, and is no 
longer able to perform manual labor or to do anything toward earning 
a support. It is also shown that he is a poor man without property 
or means of support other than his pension. On account of soldier's 
age, poverty, an nauni to earn a support by his own manual labor, 
the committee recommend increase of pension to 824 per month. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, from the reading of this report 
Mr. Angel served in the Civil War from February 16 to April 9, 
1865. I have a report from the War Department as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
TRE ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICE. 


BS inca ed Angel, late private, Company M, Sixth Michigan Cavalry 
unteers. 

The officlal records show that Heber Angel was enrolled February 16, 
1865, at Lowell, Mich.. and was mustered into service February 21, 
1865, as a private of Company M, Sixth Michigan Cavalry Volunteers, 
to serve one year. It appears that he served faithfully until November 
24, 1865, when he was mustered out and honorably discharged from 
service with the company as a private. 

Nothing has been found of record to show that he was under treat- 
ment in hospital at any time within the period of his service. 

Official statement furnished to Hon. HOKE Smiru, United States 
Senate, March 4, 1912. 

By authority of the Secretary of War: 

E. F. Lapp, Adjutant-General. 

From February 21, when he was mustered in, to April 9, 
1865, when Lee surrendered, was 47 days. The report shows 
that he has drawn a pension under the act of June 27, 1890, at 
$12 per month until the act of 1907 became effective, when he 
took advantage of the provisions of that act. Therefore he 
drew pensions for sixteen and a half years at $144 a year, mak- 
ing $2,376; then for three years at $180 a year, making $540; 
then for two years at $240 a year, making 480; a total of $3,396 
for 47 days’ service, or an average of $72.25 a day. 

The report further shows that in 1886 he made application for 
an increase of pension for an injury due to service, and that 
upon examination by the bureau his application was rejected. 
The report which I have read from the War Department also 
shows that he has been unable to show any injury due to that 
service; vet. Mr. President, we are now asked to single out this 
man from the great body of the soldiers and to increase his 
pension to $24 per month, when he has already received $3,396 
for his six weeks’ service with no injury at all, 

It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to undertake to delay a 
vote upon these private pension bills, I call the attention of 
the Senate in this way to this case, so as to justify myself in 
placing in a few words before the Senate what we are trying to 
do and what we have been doing in private pension legislation. 
On the subject of general pension legislation I undertook to 
make myself understood some time ago. I base the right of a 
man to receive a pension not in a scrimmage between age and 
length of service, not on the question of whether he was 90 
days in the war or whether he served three years, but I base it 
upon the question of whether or not, because of his patriotism 
to his country, he suffered injuries by reason of that service 
and is now in need of aid from that Government which he 
helped to save. On no other basis, in my judgment, can you 
justly deal with the great body of survivors of the Union Army. 

Until 1890 you tried the plan of giving pensions to those who 
suffered disability, and not until then did this Government 
branch out into the plan of undertaking to pay men in the cold 
dollars of a pension roll for services to their country in time of 
war; but from 1890, when you undertook to grant pensions be- 
cause of inability to earn a living by manual labor, although not 
due to service, until that act of 1907 you required only 90 days 
of service, and then gauged the amount received by age, there 
has been constant and continuous dissatisfaction with the policy 
of pension legislation. 

I understand from the discussion that, $0 far, has taken place 
here that the Spanish-American War veteran does not seem to 


have many friends. I was interested in the question propounded 


He is a pensioner 


by the chairman of the committee to the Senator from Georgia 
{Mr. Samira], in which he stated that this Government was more 
liberal to the survivors of that conflict than to those of the 
Civil War; but, as I understand, the survivors of the War with 
Spain base their right to a pension upon disability due to serv- 
ice, and that the same act of the same Congress is there to be 
taken advantage of by the survivors of the Civil War. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, lest the Senator himself 
may have obtained the wrong idea of what the statement was, 
I will repeat it. The statement was that the soldiers who ob- 
tained pensions immediately after the close of the Civil War 
for a degree of injury incurred in that war received only a 
small percentage of what the soldier of the Spanish War re- 
ceives for like services after the close of the Spanish War. We 
were speaking at that time of the amounts that were paid for 
injuries incurred in the line of service, and while the soldier 
of the Civil War to-day is receiving just as much, he is re- 
ceiving, when he is a very old man, what the Spanish War vet- 
eran is receiving for light wounds or injuries while he is a com- 
paratively young man. 

Mr. BRYAN. Well, the Spanish War soldier has not got old 
enough yet. 

Mr. McCUMBER. In that respect certainly the Spanish- 
American soldier is receiving a great deal more in the line of 
benefit for his services than was the soldier of the Civil War 
at exactly the same length of time after the close of the war 
in which each was engaged. 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not know how that may be. I have only 
to say a word for the Spanish-American veteran. I think it is 
just as bad to be killed with a bolo as with a bullet. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will give the Senator from Florida just 
one illustration, if the Senator will allow me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield further? 

Mr, BRYAN. I do. 

Mr. McCUMBER. At the close of the Civil War the soldier 
who had Jost an arm was allowed $8 per month; at the present 
time he is allowed $55 a month; and at the present time the 
soldier who lost an arm in the Spanish-American War is en- 
titled to $55 a month, as against the $8 a month that the soldier 
of the Civil War received after the close of the war in which 
he was engaged. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, the Senator from North Dakota 
ought not to object if a veteran of the War with Spain takes 
advantage of the liberal legislation enacted for the benefit of 
survivors of the Civil War. Under the general law as applied 
to either one of them they can draw more than they can under 
the act of 1890 or under the McCumber Act of 1907. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator says that I can not object. 
I certainly do not object; but I call attention to the fact that 
the soldier of the Civil War did not receive nearly as kind 
treatment at his age as does the soldier of the Spanish-American 
War. 

Mr. BRYAN. That is only because he happened to come 
along at a fortunate time in his country’s history in so far as 
pension legislation is concerned. 

Now, under neither of the general pension bills before the 
Senate or that will be brought before the Senate will the ques- 
tion of need for pensions be presented. The report of the com- 
mittee condemns basing a pension upon meritorious service and 
need as wrong in principle. They say that to take from a 

m his pension because he does not need it is to penalize 
ft. It is no more so, in my judgment, Mr. President, than 
the fact that in the respective counties where we live not all of 
us are on the poor list. It is inevitable that people who, be- 
cause of their fault or because of misfortune, have not earned 
_ enough of the world’s goods to support themselves, whether they 
are survivors of the war or whether they are good citizens or 
bad citizens, have to be supported at public expense out of the 
taxes of the people; but when we come to private-pension legis- 
lation it is seen in every report that the basis for it is the need 
of the applicant. Why, then, does the committee shift its posi- 
tion? If it is reprehensible to urge need as a general propo- 
sition when general pension legislation is being considered, why 
is it urged in each report as being one of the basic questions 
upon which the Senate is asked to vote special legislation? 

Mr. President, in the short time I have served upon the Com- 
mittee on Pensions I have been impressed with the impossi- 
bility of giving fair consideration and just consideration to this 
class of legislation. More than 75 per cent of the bills intro- 
duced into the Senate of the United States are private pension 
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bills. They go to a committee of 14 members. The committee 
assembles around the table, the clerk of the committee, as 
stated by the chairman of the committee on yesterday, haying 
written the report in each case. The number of cases is divided 
among the 14 Senators, and each Senator looks through those 
submitted to him, or is supposed to do so. If he has no objec- 
tion they come here in the form of an omnibus bill. Therefore, 
Mr. President, unless objection is made, only one Senator of the 
United States and the clerk of the committee have had any- 
thing to say about that bill. It then comes to be passed by the 
Senate without consideration, because it is impossible to give 
each bill consideration. From the time the bill is introduced 
here until the Vice President and Secretary have, by a short- 
hand form, announced its passage, including the time when it is 
in the committee and referred to a Senator from the State 
where the claimant lives or from an adjoining State, if possible, 
no man except those one or two men knows anything about the 
case; yet it is supposed to be reprehensible, Mr. President, to 
stand here and call attention to these matters. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BRYAN. .Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to suggest to the 
Senator from Florida that there was not that much formality 
in the enlistment of men for the war. 

Mr. BRYAN. I hope, Mr. President, that the Senator from 
Michigan does not undertake by the illustration he has given 
to say that the method I have described is the proper method of 
enacting legislation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It has been in yogue for a great 
many years, Mr. President; it has been in vogue when the 
Democratic Party were in possession of both branches of the 
Government, as well as when the Republican Party bave been 
in control. There never has been any difference. 

Mr. BRYAN. The Senator from Michigan may be responsible 
for the Republican Party, but I have had very little responsi- 
bility so far for the Democratic Party. Regardless, however, 
of party or who did it, I say it is not possible under that sys- 
tem to have well-considered legislation. 

We come, then, to consider this case of a man who seryed 
47 days and who has received $3,400. Under the rules of the 
committee, as I understand, he must have had long service to 
entitle him to an increase by special act of Congress. But it is 
said he is 77 years of age. Well, Mr. President, there are other 
soldiers 77 years of age, and it is unfair to them to increase the 
pension of this man. If you want to put it on a basis of dol- 
lars and cents, they ought all to receive the same for like sery- 
ice. This man receives $20 a month now, and he has received 
$12 a month for the last 22 years, and it occurs to me that that 
is pretty fair compensation for 47 days’ service. 

The point I make with reference to the work done in the 
Committee on Pensions is this: I do not undertake to say that 
anybody should be criticized or blamed. It is the system, the 
undertaking to make exceptions, that is at fault. I believe we 
ought to do one of two things: We ought to enact satisfactory 
general-pension legislation and never enact a private-pension 
bill, or we ought to enact the rules of the Pension Committee, 
send them down to the Commissioner of Pensions, and let him 
administer the details of the method of paying out pensions, 
No man, I take it, would stand in his place here and undertake 
to say that we have given or can give intelligent consideration 
to these bills. If the chairman of the committee had realized 
that he was taking one man 77 years of age out of a list of 
about 1,500 and elevating him above the others in pay, not- 
withstanding the fact that some of that other 1,500 may have 
served four years during the war and this man had the long- 
standing service of only 47 days—I do not think it would have 
appealed to the well-established sense of justice of the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. President, of course a man 77 years of age is unable to 
do manual labor; that goes without saying; but it is no more 
true of a man who served 47 days in the war than it is of a 
man who never went to the war, but is of that age. A case of 
poverty, of destitution, of old age appeals to the kindly feelings 
of us all, but where is the difference in the case of this man 
and that of any other man in like cireumstances and condi- 
tions? 

Sometimes I think, Mr. President, in considering this class 
of legislation, that it would not be out of place also to remember 
the great army that never went to war—the great industrial 
army. It has some deserters and some shirkers in it, but, on 
the whole, the members of that army have worked their way 
through life until some of them are 77 years of age. They 
are not asking anything at the hands of the Government ex- 
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cept a fair chance and that the power of taxation be not used 
against them for the benefit of some who do not need that 
aid. 

I do not agree with much that was said by the Senafor from 
Georgia as to the proper basis of pension legislation. I do not 
think we ought to take so many million dollars and divide that 
among those we consider entitled to it, but I do believe that 
we ought to establish the principle that a soldier who ren- 
dered meritorious service to his country and suffered by reason 
of that service should receive compensation, and that those who 
rendered no service or whose service, as in this case, was so 
short as to be inconsiderable, should be pensioned, if at all, in 
the first place, under the general law, and certainly should not 
be taken and placed above those of long service in the amount 
of pension received. 

There is a feeling of dissatisfaction among the soldiers. I 
suppose the chairman of the committee, who was in the Cham- 
ber when I delivered some remarks upon the subject of pension 
legislation some time ago, might be of the opinion that I would 
find very little sympathy with the survivors of the Union Army ; 
yet, Mr. President, I have had many letters from them, and, if 
I can find it, I want to read just one. 

Mr. SHIVELY. What is the Senator proposing to establish 
by reading the letter—that he is in sympathy with the survivors 
of the Civil War? 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Senator from Indiana will be patient 
the letter, if I can find it, will disclose to him the purpose. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I thought the Senator might announce his 
purpose in desiring to read it. 

Mr. BRYAN. It was from a member of the John A. Logan 
Chapter, at some place in New York, indorsing the proposition 
I had before the committee to make the pension roll public, and 
stating that the real soldiers in that war wanted it made public. 
They are placed now in an unfair position. They are forced by 
this legislation to make common cause with men of very nominal 
service. They do not like that; and I do not believe the Senator 
from Indiana down in his heart of hearts likes it or blames 
them for not liking it. 

Mr. SHIVELY. If the Senator from Florida will permit me, 
he may not, but the Senator from Indiana is not going to take 
an extremely remote exceptional case and try to impress the 
Senate or the country that it is a typical case. 

Mr. BRYAN, I have not said this case was typical. I moved 
to strike it out because I do not believe it can be defended by 
any Senator. 

Mr. SHIVELY. The Senator just a few moments ago re- 
ferred to the great industrial army, some of whose members 
are growing old and becoming infirm, but who are not asking 
for anything. What are we to infer from that—that we should 
not grant pensions at all? 

Mr. BRYAN. What I had in mind was that this man, be- 
cause of his 47 days’ service for which he received $3,400, had 
not placed himself so far superior to those men as to justify 
us in granting him by private bill an additional pension. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Does the Senator claim that the facts are 
incorrectly reported in the report submitted to the Senate? 

Mr. BRYAN. I have not claimed that. 

Mr. SHIVELY. How does he shorten that service report into 
47 days’ service? 

Mr. BRYAN. In the Civil War, I said. He served from 
February 21 to November 24, 1865; but I said in the beginning 
the surrender at Appomattox was on April 9, 1865. 

Mr. OVERMAN. How did he get $3,400 for serving 47 days? 

Mr. BRYAN. He applied for pension under the disability 
clause of the general law, but having incurred no disability, he 
could not get a pension—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

Mr. BRYAN. Now, just let me answer one at a time, if you 
please. Then, in 1890, being unable to perform manual labor, 
he got $12 a month under the act of June 27, 1890. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Could he get $12 a month without having 
served 90 days? 


Mr. SHIVELY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then he must have served more than 47 
days. 

Mr. BRYAN. Oh, no; I do not think so, because—— 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. He could serve 90 days 

Mr. BRYAN. Wait a minute, if you please, If he had en- 


listed near the close of the war and served for a year afterwards 
he would draw a pension; for the Senator from North Dakota 
knows that while, as a matter of fact, the war was over on 
April 9, 1865, officially it was not declared over until August 20, 
1866, and a man who had enlisted prior to the surrender of Lee 


at Appomattox and served until 1866 will be counted as if he 
had served in the war a year. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. But the Senator must understand that the 
eee Court held that the war was not over until August, 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Several dates have been used by the de- 
partment, but when we pass a law which declares that the sol- 
dier must have served 90 days in the Civil War we must find 
and recognize before he is allowed a pension the length of his 
service after his enlistment and during the continuance of the 
Civil War of at least 90 days. 

Mr. BRYAN. Does not the Senator agree with me that it was 
impossible for Mr. Angel to haye enlisted on February 21 and 
served.90 days in actual warfare in the Civil War? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I say it depends upon where his regiment 
was sent. Our good Texas friends kept us busy for nearly a 
year later before that State was entirely subdued. 

Mr. BRYAN. But you ask me how he could get a pension at 
all. His service commenced in February, 1865. The only way 
I know would be for him to haye served after the close of the 
war. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Under no decision has it ever been re- 
garded as terminating on April 9, the date of the surrender at 
Appomattox. 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly. The war was officially declared to 
have closed in 1866. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. BRYAN. It is impossible for me to yield to more than 
one Senator at a time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair entirely agrees with 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I also call the Senator’s attention to an- 
other matter. I think we are wasting a great deal of time. 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Senator will withdraw that I will—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. There is a difference of only $4 a month, 
and that $4 a month is due to the fact, first, that he served at 
least more than 90 days and that he is in a destitute condition 
and is over 77 years of age. 

Mr. BRYAN. Before the chairman of the committee takes 
his seat I should like to state that it is not said here that he 
was in a destitute condition. The statement here is that “he 
is a poor man without property or means of support other than 
his pension.” 

Mr. SHIVELY. What more would be necessary to constitute 
destitution than those conditions? 

Mr. BRYAN. The Senator from Flórida is a poor man, but 
not destitute exactly. 

Mr, SHIVELY. The Senator has means of support. This 
man is without means of support other than his pension. 

Mr. BRYAN. That brings to my mind this question 

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the Senator will complete the read- 
ing of the report, because, if he will follow it a line further, he 
will find that it is found as a substantiated fact that “he is a 
poor man without property or means of support other than his 


pension.” 

Mr. BRYAN. I read that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If that is not destitution, I do not know 
what is. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BRYAN. In a moment. I want to answer the Senator 
from Indiana, and then I will yield first to the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. 

Unquestionably a man 77 years of age is unable to perform 
manual labor. It is stated here that he is a poor man. It is 
not stated that he has no relatives—sons or daughters—who 
are not fully capable 

Mr. SHIVELY. Or neighbors. 

Mr. BRYAN. I do not say neighbors; I will make my own 
remarks. It is not stated he has no relatives, sons and daugh- 
ters, who are not capable of supporting him. Any man 77 years 
old may be unable to support himself and be without the means 
of support in his own name. Yet if he is a genuine survivor of 
the Civil War it seems to me there would be enough patriotism 
in those of this generation to see that he would net suffer for 


support. 

Mr. SHIVELY. The real practical test the Senator would 
apply in such a case is whether a man either is in the poor- 
house or just going into it. 
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Mr. BRYAN. There is no disposition on my part to evade 
the proposition submitted by the Senator from Indiana. I said 
he stands no better or worse than any other man of his age 
who is in poverty. 

Mr. SHIVELY. No worse than any other man in the same 
condition, the Senator means. 

Mr. BRYAN. I mean that. 

Mr. SHIVELY. I agree to that proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BRYAN. I yield first to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The occasion for my interruption 
has really passed. I wanted to call the attention of the Senator 
from Florida to another thing. The services of the soldiers did 
not terminate with the surrender at Appomattox. At the time 
of that surrender the soldiers of the United States were engaged 
in various parts of the country in a far more grueling conflict 
than that between the North and the South, to wit, on our 
borders, and those soldiers should receive their reward as well 
as those who were in the regiments in the conflict between the 
North and the South. It might well be that a soldier whose 
term of enlistment did not expire, as it says here, until he was 
mustered out in August, 1866, was engaged in deadly action 
during the entire six months following the surrender at Ap- 
pomattox. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BRYAN. I will yield to the Senator in a moment. I 
do vot say the war ended officially in 1865. I know it tech- 
nically continued until August, 1866, and I know that the 
soldiers who served during that period were technical soldiers. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But the Senator from Florida 
has a number of times assumed, in making his calculation of 
47 days, that the soldier’s services terminated at the surrender 
at Appomattox. 

Mr. BRYAN. 
general law? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. He was a soldier in the Civil War, 
and he is entitled to have counted his seryice until he was 
mustered out of the service of the United States. 

Mr. BRYAN. But, if the Senator will permit me, I will make 
this suggestion to him: There is a difference in our legislation 
between a survivor of the Civil War in his pension and under 
the general law which the regular establishment has cared for. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But the Senator would not con- 
tend for a moment that a soldier who enlisted between 1861 
and 1864, and was ordered to the Northwest to engage in Indian 
warfare, and who was disabled in that warfare, was not en- 
titled to a pension as a Civil War soldier? 

Mr. BRYAN. Certainly not; and if this man had been in- 
jured in the war I would not say a word about it, but the fact 
is he is unable to show any injury as the result of his service. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Wyoming says 
that the reason for his interruption bas passed, but the reason 
for mine has not passed. 

Mr. BRYAN. Therefore I yield. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. While the distinguished Senator 
from Florida is exercising his talent to consign this veteran 
soldier to the poorhouse, I would have him know that he was a 
member of the gallant Michigan cavalry brigade which par- 
ticipated in nearly a hundred battles, and that he himself was 
with the brigade when it formed part of the force with which 
Gen. Sheridan made his movement against Gen. Early’s army on 
the rebel communications in the direction of Gordonsville and 
Richmond, later meeting the rebel cavalry of Gen. Rosser, then 
to Lynchville, Five Forks, and Sailors Creek, and at the Battle 
of Appomattox—one of the most crucial and important in the 
history of the War of the Union—and even though he was not 
so unfortunate as to be picked out by some southern sharp- 
shooter, his breast was still exposed to the enemy, and for that 
service, if he had no other claims, he is entitled to the patriotic 
and generous consideration of the Government he helped to 
Baye. 

The Michigan cavalry brigade, commanded by Sheridan and 
Custer and Alger and Kidd, brought more glory to American 
arms than all the soldiers that ever enlisted from the State of 
Florida. Yet here stands the distinguished Senator in this 
august assembly and underrates the services of this poor soldier 
to his Government. 

He did not dodge his duty; and if he had not enlisted in the 
war until the night before any great battle, or even of Appo- 
mattox, he would still have rendered a service sufficiently con- 


How else could he get a pension under the 


spicuous to entitle him to this meager allowance at the hands 
of his countrymen. 

There was no more brilliant service in the War of the Re- 
bellion than that contributed by the Michigan Cavalry Brigade 
from. Bull Run to Appomattox, and while this is not my bill, I 
rise to remind the Senator from Florida, who was not born 
until after the war, that he had better read the history of the 
Sixth Michigan Cavalry and familiarize himself with the stoical 
heroism-of that gallant band who never lost a gun nor a flag. 
After the honored Senator has studied that history, perhaps he 
ean find it in his heart to recognize this old man who perhaps 
was fortunate in not being wounded and unfortunate in not be- 
ing killed in battles which shed luster upon American arms and 
testify in words of living light his deep devotion to his country 
in its hour of greatest need. 

Mr. President, I think it most ungenerous for anyone to sug- 
gest in this Chamber that there should be denied a pension to a 
man who was a member of a brigade so gallant and heroic, whose 
heroism can not be doubted, and whose poverty and sickness 
call loudly for relief. He could have remained away from the 
service, as millions of others did, but his services were needed, 
and when he entered the South boasted that the war had only 
begun. He did not know how long it would last or the priva- 
tions he would be called upon to endure in camp or prison; he 
thought not of the long marches or the bloody battles; he simply 
acted the part of a man and a patriot, and I am sure upon 
reflection the honored Senator from Florida will accord him 
his just meed of praise for the humble part he played in the 
world’s greatest drama enacted among the forests and fields 
and mountains of his unfortunate yet beautiful Southland; to 
be sure he entered the onslaught, but the heroic service rendered 
never can be compensated for in dollars and cents. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, there was so much in the ath- 
letic style of gymnastic eloquence connected with the question 
of the Senator from Michigan that I missed it. I understood 
that Appomattox was not one of the great battle fields. It was 
the place where the surrender took place. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator has not read history 
aright. That is where the Confederacy made its last stand and 
marshaled its greatest generals—Lee, Longstreet, and Gordon. 

Mr. BRYAN. There was no fight at Appomattox. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No fight? 

Mr. BRYAN. Not as much fight as the Senator is making 
now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There was no fight by the Senator 
from Florida; that is very evident; but both armies stubbornly, 
contested for supremacy, the Confederates protecting the sup- 
plies of their army, and after the gallant Custer had captured 
the Lynchburg Pike and with his dauntless cavalry destroyed 
trainload after trainload of supplies, cutting off Richmond, 
while Cavalry and Infantry were constantly in action, the white 
flag of Lee was seen through the smoke of battle and the un- 
conquerable Custer sent his chief of staff, Gen. Whitaker, 
inside the rebel lines; but firing did not cease until the sur- 
render was unconditional. 

Mr. BRYAN. I am perfectly willing to yield to any question 
of the Senator from Michigan, but really he ought not to take 
advantage of my youth and inexperience. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I do not find fault with the time 
the Senator from Florida arrived. He arrived as quickly as 
he could. 

Mr. BRYAN. However late I arrived, I had about as much 
service in the Civil War as did the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I was not born until the guns re- 
sounded in the South, but I have read history, and I am fa- 
miliar with the gallantry of the Michigan brigade in which 
this soldier served, and I shall never permit any member of it 
to be stigmatized in my hearing without my resenting it. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. President, of course the Senator from 
Michigan can say that I have stigmatized Mr. Heber Angel, but 
he can not point to a single word I have said criticizing him. _ 
I have simply stated the facts as disclosed by this report—that 
he did enlist in the Cavalry February 16, 1865. The Senator 
from Michigan eyen supplies the point that he enlisted rather 
late in the war, and at that time was 30 years of age. I know 
nothing of Mr. Angel, or, at least, I did not know anything of 
him until I heard the questions propounded by the Senator 
from Michigan, in which he stated, by way of preliminary, 
several things about the service of Mr. Angel in the great battle 
of Appomattox. I would hardly undertake to dispute a question 
of history with him, but he is the first historian I have heard 
make the statement that between the enlistment of Mr. Angel 
in February, 1865, and the surrender of the Confederate forces 
at Appomattox in April, 1865, there were 100 battles fought, and 
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that Mr. Angel had been in those hundred battles. If he was 
in those 100 battles—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? - 

Mr. BRYAN. Yes. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Did the Senator from Florida say 
that I said there were 100 battles after the enlistment of this 
man? 

Mr. BRYAN. I said that the Senator from Michigan—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator should not say that. 
I said that the Michigan Cavalry Brigade had fought in a hun- 
dred battles. 

Mr, BRYAN. Was Angel in any of them? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; several of them. 

Mr. BRYAN. Was this man in the 100 battles? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator 
grows facetious. 

Mr. BRYAN. What have the 100 battles that this regiment 
engaged in to do with this man’s service? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. They have something to do with 


the military history of our country and the prowess of his 
comrades. 
Mr. BRYAN. I supposed the Senater from Michigan was 


asking me a question. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator is captious. He seeks 
to avoid the fact that he is undertaking to create the impression 
in this Chamber that this private soldier was in no battle at 
all; and I remind him that he was in several battles, and can 

ye the Senator others if he desires. 

Mr. BRYAN. I would be glad to haye them, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I will do that in my own time. 

Mr. BRYAN. I would be glad to have the list of battles and 
to have the Senator give them now. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think he was at Five Forks, 
Waynesboro, Sailors Creek, and Appomattox, and you would 
hesitate to assail this man’s military record if you knew how 
faithful he was as a soldier. You have not taken the trouble to 
examine. The truth is you have relied upon this fragmentary 
report and hypothecated a situation that does not exist at all. 

Mr. BRYAN. I have hypothecated no situation at all. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. You have undertaken to take away 
from this man any credit due him as a soldier. 

Mr. BRYAN. I have—— 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think the Senator upon reflection 
will accord this soldier his rightful due. 

Mr. BRYAN. I have no doubt that the enlistment of Mr. 
Angel determined the whole contest. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He certainly did 

Mr. BRYAN. If the Senator from Michigan will state upon 
his responsibility that the surrender at Appomattox was due to 
the enlistment of Mr. Angel, I will withdraw the amendment I 
have offered. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Just say “in part,” and I will agree 
to it. The surrender at Appomattox was due in part to this 
soldier and to every other soldier who imperiled his life for the 
Union. 

Mr. BRYAN. I thought the broad, general statement of the 
Senator from Michigan needed qualification. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The statement of the Senator from 
Florida needs some—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida has 
the floor. 

Mr. BRYAN. Whatever may be my merits or demerits, I 
have only undertaken in a polite, gentlemanly manner to criti- 
cize this bill in this particular. Although Mr. Angel by his en- 
listment in this Cavalry regiment of Michigan Volunteers was 
the determining factor in that great war, and enlisted from the 
State of the Senator from Michigan, and although there were 
none, as the Senator very shrewdly points out, from the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent fighting upon that 
side in that war, yet I have conceived that even being from 
Florida, Mr. President, and not having served in the Union 
Army, as did Mr. Angel, and perhaps the distinguished Senator 
from Michigan himself, I have a right to express my convictions 
upon this or any other question coming before the Senate of the 
United States. 

There is in my nature not the slightest disposition to be even 
overcritical of the pension roll because of the fact that I happen 
to come from a Southern State. But being on the Committee on 
Pensions, not believing it was the best way to try to consider 
over 3,000 pension bills—I would see only my share of bills and 
know nothing about the others—and because there I undertook 
to explain my position and thought it was misunderstood, I 
came from the committee room of the Committee on Pensions, 


and as soon as I could get recognition from the Chair announced 
that I should speak upon pension legislation. 

I do not think I showed any disposition then to fight pension 
legislation of the kind in which I believe, of the kind in which 
the leaders of the Union Army believe and have expressed them- 
selves before the Committee on Pensions. They have no pa- 
tience with the idea of placing the hundred-day men on a parity 
with the long-term soldiers, But yet a former Congressman, 
representing the Grand Army of the Republic, had to make this 
Pr a statement before the committee because it is the 

T I think you will all concede, gentlemen, that No. 13 is a 
littie better’ holdout thas: No. 11. Of course, I should favor that myself. 

Then he proceeds: 


‘nt were over 600,000, as I recall—I could refer to it specifically 
necessary—that served three months or less—90-day militia. 

T say to what I know 40 bo a fact. FF 
fe t, ann fe fought well, the great body of them simply went to man the 
forts, torts, to release the three-year men that went to the front and did the 

shooting. That is a fact, gentlemen these men never got the 
— off their shoes. It is no disparagement to them. They did all 
— were called A e te do. 0 wore paper collars and ate soft 
bread. It was no Ohio had how many regiments of 
that gery Col. McElroy, Pl gate never lost s man? 

. MCELROY. Oh, quite a number of them never saw any fighting 

“nt never heard 2 cannon. 11 
e- 
d 


— ae P I say to you, 
to defend this proposition before 

Army 8 i thee country—that the man who went to war and 

served only received no permanent disability from eter ced 

or anything — from his service is not entitled to rank with 

man who served two, three, or four years at the front. 

Mr. Gardner, as I understand, was past commander of the 
Grand Army of the Republic. I understand that he was an 
officer in the Union Army from the State of Michigan. The 
Senator from Michigan has no quarrel with me. Let him 
quarrel with his own former Congressman, a general in the 
Union Army, a man afterwards elected to the head of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, who says it is unfair to take these 90-day 
men or a 47-day man and put them or him on a parity—much 
less above—the men who served three or four years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Florida. [Put 
ting the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BRYAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, what is the 
proposition ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. On page 16 it is proposed to strike out all of 
Tines 9, 10, 11, and 12, which read as follows: 

The name of Heber Angel, late of Company M, Sixth rs Michi- 

Volun aval him a on at the 24 per 
VVV J e 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks 
for the yeas and nays on agreeing to his amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is as in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There is an amendment which has 
not been considered, which I have offered to the entire bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator now moves that 
amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the bill, 
the „ proviso: 

vided, however, That no one of the said special pensions contained 
in Tits bill shall be to any one of the parties herein named ve 
the Pension investigation and found the said 


Bureau made 
to whom the same is to be paid did not enter the service in 9 
DE of a bounty or for a payment made to him to serve as a substitute; 


see roulded further, That no one of the said panos shall be paid until 
the examination has been made in the Pension Bureau and it has been 
found that said has actually served in the Army oe the Navy 
and was engaged some battle in connection with said service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, if I recall aright, since this 
bill was reported to the Senate and while it has been pending 
on the calendar, five of the old soldiers named in it have passed 
away. Now it is proposed to remit all the cases reported in the 
bill to the Bureau of Pensions for a special investigation of each 
case. We might about as well lay the bill on the table as to 
adopt this amendment. Before such new investigation weuld be 
completed the majority of these men will have bidden good night 
to this world, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana 
moves to lay the amendment on the table? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do not. I am willing to haye a vote taken 
on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I have a number of 
additional amendments that I contemplated submitting, but I am 
not prepared to say that any of them would appeal to the Sen- 
ate more than those that have already been submitted, and I 
am not impressed with the idea that the Senate is impressed 

with the value of the amendments. * 

I have stated all along to the Senator from North Dakota 
that I do not propose to press this fight further than sufficiently 
far to present the views I have on the subject and the line of 
thought that isin my mind. That has been pretty well accom- 
plished, and I do not think it worth while to press them, in view 
of the attitude of the Senate. It seems that only the absent are 
in favor of the amendments that I have offered; evidently the 
present are not, and I will not offer any more amendments to 
strike out particular names, not because I have not prepared 
them, but, as those that have been presented did not appeal to 
the Senate, I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate this 

evening to present the others. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, as illustrating the tendency 
toward economy involved in this afternoon’s debate on this 
question, let me observe that the amendment, if adopted, would 
have saved the United States Government $144 a year. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I want to reply to 
that. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is mistaken. It would simply 
save to the Government $48 a year. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Is not this a case in which the increase is 
from $12 to $24? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; the applicant is now receiving $20 a 
month under the law of 1907, and this allows him $24 a month, 
so that the difference is only $4 a month. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Of course, Mr. President, it can be said that 
this consideration does not go to the principle involved in spe- 
cial pension bills, I freely admit this contention. On the 
other hand, those cases have been given a larger measure of 
examination and scrutiny than has been accredited to them 
in the discussion this afternoon. The committee avail them- 
selyes of all the evidence in each case on file in the Bureau of 
Pensions, of the history of the soldier's service as disclosed by 
the records in the War Department, of all additional evidence 
submitted to the Senate and referred to the committee, and of 
all additional facts transmitted directly to the committee. 
True, every member of the committee can not personally scruti- 
nize each item of evidence in each case, nor can the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions do so in the cases adjudicated in the Bureau 
of Pensions. Expert judges of evidence assist in both places. 
While now and then may appear a case wherein the rate seems 
excessive, it will usually be found on closer examination that 
exceptional circumstances in the case justify the rate and that 
as rigid a rule of care and justice is observed and enforced by 
the committees of Congress as obtains in the adjudication of 
cases in the Bureau of Pensions itself. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I feel that the criti- 
cism of the Senator from Indiana is hardly just. I know he 
would not intentionally be unjust, but it would be scarcely fair 
to put us in the attitude of having consumed the time to-day 
solely with reference to these particular objections. We pre- 
sented these objections, and found the sentiment of the Senate 
against them. I do not present the others, and go on with the 
balance of the bill, taking up many of these claims one by one, 
because, having measured the sentiment of the Senate, I can 
expect only adverse action, and I think it would not be proper 
for me to consume time uselessly. I cease further resistance to 
the bill, because I feel that the action of the Senate from the 
vote it has passed amounts to an indication of the view of the 
Senate on the other amendments that we would have presented. 
I had quite a large number of them that I had thought to bring 
to the attention of the Senate. I wish to disclaim the attitude 
which I would be put in if it was supposed that the time was 
taken up solely with reference to these two cases. 

I cease further resistance, because the Senate has indicated 
its disagreement with the view I would otherwise continue to 
urge—— 

-Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, it is but justice to the Senator 
from Georgia to say that I understood that these cases were 
being pressed simply as typical. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That was all. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further amendment be 
proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SERVICE PENSIONS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I think it is about time to adjourn to-day, 
and I do not desire to bring up the next pension bill on the 
calendar, but I do desire to make the general pension bill the 
unfinished business. For that purpose I will move that the bill 
be now taken up, and then I will allow the matter to go over 
until next Monday. So, Mr. President, with that in view, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1) granting a service pension to certain defined veterans 
of the Civil War and the War with Mexico. 2 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I make the point of no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
makes the point of no quorum. The Secretary will call the roli. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bourne Crawford Kern Pomerene 
Bradley Cullom Lod Shively 
Brandegee Cummins Lorimer Smith, Ga. 
Bri Curtis McCumber Smoot 
Bristow Dillingham McLean Swanson 
Brown Fletcher Martine, N. J. Warren 
Burnham Gallinger Myers Watson 
Burton Gardner Oliver Wetmore 
Chilton Hitchcock Overman 

Clark, Wyo. Johnson, Me. Page 

Crane Jones Perkins P 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. ? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I moye that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] 
The noes appear to haye it. The noes have it, and the Senate 
declines to adjourn. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I appeal to the Senator from North Da- 
kota to let this matter go over, and not to undertake to send for 
absent Senators. 

Mr. MoCUMBER. I think probably we can get enough Sen- 
ators from their offices in the Senate Office Building in a 
minute or so. If they do not come I certainly shall not seek 
to protract the session. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the names of absent Senators be 
called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
names of the absentees. 

The Secretary called the names of the absent Senators, and 
Mr. Bacon, Mr. Boram, Mr. Bryan, Mr. Surrg of Michigan, 
and Mr. STEPHENSON answered to their names. 

Mr. LEA entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators, a quorum 
of the Senate, have responded to their names. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I now renew my motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da- 
kota moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1) granting a service pension to certain defined 
veterans of the Civil War and the War with Mexico. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. A question of parliamentary infor- 
mation. Is at this period a motion of that kind in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion is in order to take 
up any bill on the calendar. N 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. At any hour during the day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly; and if taken up at 
this hour it makes it the unfinished business. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from North Dakota has the 
bill up I will move—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion has not yet been 
put to the Senate. The question is on the motion made by the 
Senator from North Dakota. [Putting the question.] The 
ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the motion is 
agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 
motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire again to make the point of 
no quorum. I do not think there is a quorum in the Senate 
now. There was one a moment ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
makes the point of no quorum, 


I call for the yeas and nays on the 
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Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I make the point of order that that 
motion is dilatory. The Senate has just determined by a roll 
en that a quorum is present. No business has been transacted 
since, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The Chair thinks that business 
has been transacted. A motion has been made and put. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But it has not been disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion has been put. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The motion was made before the roll call 
and renewed after it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion was put and de- 
clared carried by the Chair. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The motion was pending before the call, 
and therefore no business has intervened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the putting and carrying of a motion is business. It has always 
been so held. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Does the Chair hold that that has 
been done since the last roll call? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion was put; the 
Chair declared the motion carried, declaring that the ayes had 
it. The yeas and nays were demanded and refused. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I make the point just the same 
that the present call is dilatory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair overrules the point. 

Mr. OLIVER. Do I understand the motion that was put is a 
motion that is still pending? When a motion has been put and 
the yeas and nays have been called for, is that the transaction 
of business, under the rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair put the motion and 
declared the motion carried on a voice vote. The yeas and nays 
were then demanded. There was not a sufficient number, and 
the yeas and nays were refused. The bill was then before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Georgia made the point of order 
that there was no quorum present. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. OLIVER. I have the floor, and I do not like to have the 
floor taken away from me, especially by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that 
he was taking the floor from the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLIVER. I make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania will be in order until the Chair states the point. The 
Chair was not aware that the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
still holding the floor. He made a point of order, which the 
Chair did not think well taken. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania yield 
to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor. 

Mr. OLIVER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. OVERMAN. After the ruling the Chair made that the 
motion of the Senator from North Dakota had carried and that 
the bill is now the unfinished business, I do not want to have 
to stay here, and therefore I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania is entitled to the floor. The Chair did not understand 
that he had yielded it. 

Mr. OLIVER. My purpose in holding the floor was to make 
the point. I understand that the call for the yeas and nays 
and putting the question before the Senate was in the nature of 
business that had been transacted. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand for the yeas and 
nays was not seconded, and therefore the declaration of the 
Chair stands that the motion ef the Senator from North Dakota 
was agreed to. 

Mr. OLIVER. Then I was wrong in my point. I understood 
that the situation was different. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. I should like to understand the parliamentary status of 
the bill which has been called up by the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the motion of the Senator from North Dakota prevailed on a 
viva voce vote and that it was carried. It is now the unfinished 
business, a call for the yeas and nays not having been see- 
onded. 

Mr. OVERMAN. That being my understanding of the case, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 54 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 11, 1912, at 
2 o’clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, March 9, 1912. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
Mr. James as Speaker pro tempore. 

Rey. Royal A. Simonds, pastor of Trinity Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Knoxville, Tenn., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we thank Thee for all 
the privileges of life. We thank Thee especially on this occa- 
sion for our native country. We remember the patriotism of 
the old Jewish nation and how Jerusalem was so dear to them, 
and how Palestine became the Holy Land because they lived 
holy lives upon that soil; and we know very well that it was no 
more holy land than America can be if we will live holy lives 
upon our native soil; if we will recognize that this is a chosen 
land; if we will recognize that Almighty God is our Jehovah 
and that he leadeth the Nation. We pray Thee, O God, that as 
Thou didst lead that nation Thou wilt lead ours, and that Thou 
wilt lead the lawmakers of our Nation, and that Thou wilt bless 
individually each one of them with wisdom and foresight and 
caution and discretion. And, O Lord, we would not forget to 
ask Thee to bless abundantly the homes of Members and their 
families, some of whom are separated from them. Bless, we 
pray Thee, the districts from which they come, and keep us by 
Thy almighty power in Thine almighty hands, which are safe 
hands for us to rest in; kind hands, the hands of the Christ, in 
whose name we ask it all. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


HYDRO-ELECTRIC CO. OF CALIFORNIA (H. DOC. NO. 612). 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
as a House document the briefs, one of the defendant and one 
of the Government, in the California Hydro-Electrie case. 
1 SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. James). Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. MADDEN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
inquire why is it necessary that briefs prepared by attorneys for 
corporations should be printed as House documents? 

Mr. MANN. The request is to print the briefs both of the 
Government and of counsel for the defense. 

Mr. MADDEN. Why should that be done? 

Mr. RAKER. These briefs contain the various acts from the 
beginning of the Government down to the present time in rela- 
tion to rights of way over public lands, reserved and unre- 
served, together with the decisions by the various courts in the 
West and the Supreme Court of the United States upon that 
subject. It is desired to print this document, so that the House 
may have this information before it, not only on the pending 
bill but on legislation that is now proposed in relation to rights 
of way and easements determinable and for a certain number 
of years. It is information that the Government has collected 
as the result of a great deal of labor and care, and also repre- 
sents the work of counsel for the defense upon the same subject. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does it cover all the decisions in the cases 
referred to? 

Mr. RAKER. It goes into them very fully. - 

Mr. MADDEN. Are the same decisions duplicated in the 
brief? 

Mr. RAKER. Part of them are. One side claims that the 
cases decide one way and the other side that the decisions are 
the other way. It is for the House to determine which is the 
better legislation. 

Mr. MANN. These briefs contain valuable information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman? 

There was no objection. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the fol- 
lowing Senate resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to uest the House of 
Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 4238) to provide 
for the use of the American National Red Cross in aid of the land and 
naval forces in time of actual or threatened war. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, this 
resolution will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution of the 
following title, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested: 

S. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution making appropriations to meet 
certain contingent expenses of the Senate, 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution (S. Res. 245): 
Resolved, That the Secretary notify the House of Representatives 


that the Senate has elected AUGUSTUS O. BACON, a Senator from the 
State of Georgia, President of the Senate pro tempore, to hold and 
exercise the office in the absence of the Vice President on Monday and 
Tuesday, March 11 and 12, 1912. 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. ~ 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the 
following title was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

S. J. Res. 83. Joint resolution making appropriations to meet 
certain contingent expenses of the Senate; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


LAWS RELATING TO THE JUDICIARY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill 
H. R. 19238, an act to amend section 90 of “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved 
March 3, 1911,” with Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. Is the Senate amendment one which involves 
the expenditure of money and hence is required to be referred 
to the committee? 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I think not, but I am going to ask unanimous consent to 
disagree to the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MANN, It seems to me that as it requires an additional 
court to be held, it will require consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. p 

Mr. CLAYTON. My motion now is, if I may have the oppor- 
tunity to make it, to disagree to the Senate amendments and 
ask for a conference, and perhaps the amendment may be elimi- 
nated altogether in conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the point 
made by the gentleman from Illinois is well taken, and he will 
refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary, if the gentleman 
insists on his point. : 

Mr. MANN. I believe the request of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was for unanimous consent. Here was a bill amending 
section 90 of the judicial title relating to the holding of court 
in one State. The Senate added an amendment to that provid- 
ing for holding a court in another State, which is provided for 
in an entirely different place in the act. I do not think such 
an amendment ought to receive any sort of consideration in the 
House. If the gentleman wishes to disagree to the Senate 
amendment without asking for a conference, and without in- 
tending to agree to a conference, I have no objection. But pro- 
viding in one section of the law, which relates to the holding 
of court in one State, provisions entirely apart from that, for 
holding court in another State, is so objectionable that it ought 
not to receive very favorable consideration of this body, what- 
ever it has received in another distinguished body. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the view 
taken of this matter by the gentleman from Illinois, but it was 
with a view of expediting the matter that I had it in mind to 
ask to disagree and request a conference, thinking that we 
could get the matter acted upon by both Houses and the bill 
passed into law earlier than if we let it go to the Judiciary 
Committee and come back for report. 

It was only to expedite the passage in the matter that was 
in my mind. However, in view of what the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] has said, I ask unanimous consent now, Mr. 
Speaker, to disagree to both of the Senate amendments. I may 
say that the first Senate amendment is wholly unnecessary. It 
seeks to amend the title of the bill by inserting the words and 
for other purposes.“ Manifestly the title of the bill is suticient 
if we disagree to the second Senate amendment. I think it is 
unnecessary to amend the title even if the House should ulti- 
mately agree to the second Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Because it would all be an amendment to sec- 
tion 90. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Surely. The gentleman is entirely correct. 
He had happily anticipated what I was about to say, and I 
thank him for it. I therefore ask unanimous consent to dis- 
agree to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not intend to ask for a con- 
ference? 

Mr. CLAYTON.. No; I do not intend to ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama that the House disagree to the 
Senate amendment? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The unfinished business is the 
bill (H. R. 21230) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War, and certain widows 
and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, upon 
which the previous question has been ordered. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out the word “ twenty-four" and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following mo- 
tion to recommit. 
= The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the mo- 

on. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Move to recommit the biil with all amendments, with instructions to 
the committee to forthwith report to the House the bill so amended that 
pensions provided for all widows therein be made uniform at $20 per 
month and pensions provided for all soldiers therein be made uniform 
at $24 per month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to recommit, with instructions. 

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
RoppENBERY) there were—ayes 130, noes 4. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at 
Arms will notify absentees, the question will be taken on the 
passage of the bill, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 214, nays 38, 
answered “present” 10, not voting 181, as follows: 


YEAS—214. 
Adair Esch Langham Riordan 
Ainey Estopinal Lawrence Roberts, Ney. 
Akin, N. Y. Evans Lewis Rodenber; 
Alexander Farr Lindbergh Rotherme 
Allen Fergusson Littlepage Rouse 
Anderson, Minn, Ferris Lloyd Rubey 
Anderson, Ohio Fitzgerald Lobeck Rucker, Colo, 
Andrus Floyd, Ark. Longworth Rucker, Mo. 
Ansberry Fordney 3 Loud Russell 
Anthony Fowler McCall Scully 
Austin Francis cCoy Sells 
Ayres French McGillicuddy Shackleford 
Barnhart Garrett cKellar Sharp 
Bathrick Good McKinley Sherwood 
Bell, Ga. Gray McKinne: Simmons 
Boehne Green, Iowa McLaughlin Sloan 
Booher Greene, Mass. MeMorran ~ Small 
Borland Gregg, Pa. Madden Smith, J. M. C. 
Bowman Hamilton, Mich. Maguire, Nebr. Smith, N. Y. 
Brantley Hamilton, W. Va. Malby Sparkman 
Broussard Hamlin Mann Steenerson 
Brown Hammond Martin, Colo. Stephens, Cal. 
Bulkley Hanna Martin, S. Dak. Stephens, Nebr, 
Burke, S. Dak, Hardwick Mondell Sterling 
Burke, Wis. Hartman Moon, Tenn. Stevens, Minn. 
Butler Haugen Morgan tone 
Byrns, Tenn. Hawley Morrison Sulloway 
Campbell ay Morse, Wis, Sweet 
Cannon Hayden Moss, Ind. Switzer 
Carter Hayes Mott Talcott, N. X. 
Clark, Fla. Heald Murdock Taylor, Colo. 
Claypool Helgesen Murray Taylor, Ohio 
Cline Henry, Conn. Needham Thayer 
Cooper Hensley Neeley Thistlewood 
Crago Higgins Nelson Thomas 
Crumpacker Hill Norris Tilson 
Cullop Holland Nye Towner 
Curle Houston Padgett Turnbull 
Dalzell Hughes, N. J. Patton, Pa. Tuttle 
Danforth Hughes, W. Va Payne Underhill 
Daugherty Humphrey, Wash. Pepper Underwood 
Davidson Humphreys, Miss, Peters * Volstead 
Davis, Minn. Jackson Pickett Warburton 
Denver James Plumley Watkins 
Dickinson Kendall Post Wedemeyer 
Dixon, Ind. Kenned Powers White 
Dodds Kinkaid, Nebr. Pray Willis 
Doughton Kinkead, N. J. Prince Wilson, Pa. 
Draper Knowland Rainey Wood, N. J. 
Driscoll, D. A. Kono) Raker Woods, Iowa 
Driscoll, M. E. Korbly Rauch Young, Kans. 
Dupre Lafferty Redfield Young, Mich. 
Dwight La Follette Rees 
Dyer Lamb Reilly 
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NAYS—38. 
Adamson Edwards Howard Sisson 
Bartlett Ellerbe Jacoway Slayden 
Beall, Tex. Faison Jones Smith, Tex. 
Burgess Garner Kitchin Stedman 
Callaway Godwin, N. C. Lever Stephens, Tex. 
Candler Goodwin, Ark Mays Tribble 
Clayton Gregg, Tex Moore, Tex. Wickliffe 
Collier ised age Witherspoon 
Dent Harrison, Miss. Pou 
Dies Helm Roddenbery 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10. 
Finley Gallagher Lee, Ga. Webb 
Fornes Gillett Ransdell, La. 
Foster, III. Gould Stanley 
NOT VOTING—131. 

Aiken, S. C. Dickson, Miss, Johnson, Ky. Porter 
Ames Difenderfer Johnson, S. C. Prouty 
Ashbrook Donohoe Kahn Pujo 
Barchfeld Doremus dent Randell, Tex. 
Bartholdt Fairchild Kindred Reyburn 
Bates Fields Konig Richardson 
Berger Flood, Va. Kopp Roberts, Mass. 
Bingham Focht Lafean Robinson 
Blackmon Foss Langley Sabath 
Bradle Foster, Vt. Lee, Pa, Saunders 
Browulag uller „egare Sheppard 
Buchanan Gardner, Mass. Lenroot Sherley 
Burke, Pa. Gardner, N. J. Aden Sims 
Burleson George Lindsay he 
Burnett Glass Linthicum Smith, Saml. W, 
Byrnes, 8. C. Goeke Littleton Smith, Cal, 

‘alder Goldfogle McCreary Speer 
Cantril! raham McDermott Stack 
Carlin Griest McGuire, Okla, Stephens, Miss, 
Car Gudger McHen Sulzer 
Catlin Guernsey McKenzie Taggart 
Connell Hamill Macon Talbott, Md, 
Conry Harris Maher Taylor, Ala, 
Copley Harrison, N. 1. Matthews Townsend 
Covington eflin Miller Utter 
Cox, Ind. Henry, Tex. Moon, Pa. Vreeland 
Cox, Ohio Hinds oore, Pa. e 
Cravens Hobson Oldfield Whitacre 
Currier Howell Olmsted Wilder 
Curry Howland O'Shaunessy Wilson, III. 
Davenport Hubbard Palmer Wilson, N. Y. 
Davis, W. Va. Hughes, Ga. Parran Young, Tex. 
De Forest H Patten, N. X. 


So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Hosson with Mr. FAIROHILD. 
. SHEPPARD with Mr. BATES. 
. OLDFIELD with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. GALLAGHER with Mr. FULLER. 
. McDermorr with Mr. Foss, 
b. PALMER with Mr. CALDER. 
. BUCHANAN with Mr. LAFEAN. 
. STANLEY with Mr. CANNON. 
Frs with Mr. LANGLEY. 
. Foster of Illinois with Mr. Korr. 
. Tarnorr of Maryland with Mr. PARRAN, 
. Goutp with Mr. HINDS. 
. Macon with Mr. Samira of California. 
Mr. Srepuens of Mississippi (against) with Mr. SPEER (for 
the bill). 
Mr. Wess (against) with Mr. Moon of Pennsylvania (in 
fayor). 
„ Frntey with Mr. CURRIER. 
. BLACKMON (against) with Mr. Gnrxsr (for the bill), 
. O'SHaunessy with Mr. Morr. 
. SHeRLeY with Mr. GILLETT. 
. AIKEN of South Carolina with Mr. AMES, 
. ASHBROOK with Mr. BARCHYFELD. 
. Burreson with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
. Burnetr with Mr. BROWNING. 
. Byrnes of South Carolina with Mr. BURKE of Pennsyl- 


. CANTRILL with Mr. Cary. 

. CARLIN with Mr. CATLIN. 

. CONNELL with Mr. COPLEY. 

. Covincton with Mr. Curry. 

Cox of Indiana with Mr. DE Forest. 

Cox of Ohio with Mr. Foster of Vermont. 

. DAVENPORT with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 

. Dickson of Mississippi with Mr. GARDNER of Massachu- 


. Dononor with Mr. GUERNSEY. 

. Froop of Virginia with Mr. HARRIS. 
. GEORGE with Mr. HOWELL. 

GoEKE with Mr. HOWLAND. 

. GoLDFOGLE with Mr. HUBBARD, 

Mr. Guperr with Mr. KAHN, 

Mr.. Hxrlix with Mr. KENT. 


Mr. Henny of Texas with Mr. Lenroor. 

Mr. Huemes of Georgia with Mr. McCreary. 

Mr. Jounson of Kentucky with Mr, McGuire of Oklahoma. 
. KINDRED with Mr. MCKENZIE. 

. Konie with Mr. MATTHEWS. 

. Lee of Georgia with Mr. MILLER. 

. Lee of Pennsylvania with Mr. PORTER, 

. Puso with Mr. REYBUBN, 

. SAUNDERS with Mr. RosERTS of Massachusetts. 
„Stats with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 

. SULZER with Mr. UTTER. 

. Warracre with Mr. VREELAND. 

Mr. Witson of New York with Mr. WEEKS. 

Mr. Youna of Texas with Mr. WILDER. 

Mr. Hutz with Mr. Witson of Illinois. 

Until Monday: 

Mr. DIFENDERFER with Mr. Fochr. 

Mr. Davis of West Virginia with Mr. PROUTY. 

Until Wednesday, March 13: 

Mr. Harrison of New York with Mr. OLMSTED. 

Until March 20: 

Mr. Parren of New York with Mr, Moon of Pennsylvania. 

For the session: 

Mr. Grass with Mr. SLEMP. 

Mr. Fornes with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I have a gen- 
eral pair on political questions with the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, Mr. RicHarpson, and I notice that that pair has been 
reported by the Clerk. I voted aye upon this proposition. I do 
not think that the gentleman from Alabama desires to be 
recorded as being paired against it, and therefore I think that 
pair should not apply to this situation. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. Hamirton of West Virginia, his motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum being present, fur- 
ther proceedings under the call will be dispensed with, and the 
Doorkeeper will open the doors, 


SMELTER TRUST IN THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the 
following privileged resolution of inquiry and move to discharge 
the committee from its further consideration and move the 
passage of the resolution, 

i The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- 
ution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 419. 

Resolved, That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, directed, if 
not incompatible with the public service, to inform the House whether 
the Department of Justice has in its possession 1 information touch- 
ing the existence of a Smelter Trust in the United States, including the 
American Smelting & Refining Co.; whether complaint of the existence 
of a Smelter Trust, or touching the operations of the American Smeltin 
& Refining Co. as the same might be affected by the Sherman antitrus 
law, has reached the Department of Justice; whether any steps have 
been taken or are in contemplation to investigate the e of or 

rosecute any Smelting Trust; together with copies of any information 
ouching the existence and operations, if any, of such trust. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr: Speaker, I wish to offer and 
have pending an amendment. In line 11 strike out the four 
words “ or are in contemplation.” I propose to offer that amend- 
ment to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that the amend- 
ment will not be in order now. The only question now is 
whether to discharge the committee from the consideration of 
the original resolution and consider it. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman proposes to offer that amend- 
ment I shall not insist on the point of order, although that pro- 
vision in the resolution makes it subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I withdraw the amendment. Now, 
I do not care 

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the point of order, I 
want to inquire of the gentleman if this is on the Discharge 
Calendar? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. No; it is not. It is a privileged 
resolution of inquiry. I do not understand that this sort of 
resolution has to be on the Discharge Calendar. It has been in 
the committee for nearly three weeks. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I may say that this resolution 
is under consideration by a subcommittee of the Committee on 
the Judiciary ; that the Committee on the Judiciary has its next 
regular meeting on Tuesday next, and then the committee 
expects a report from the subcommittee on this resolution. Of 
course, Mr, Speaker, an examination of the resolution which is 


proposed will show it is not in proper form and perhaps it had 
better be considered by the committee than to be adopted in its 
present form. I do not myself know what view the committee 
will take of the resolution when it gives it consideration. I 
merely make these suggestions. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to 
take up the time of the House 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suggest that it is 
not a privileged resolution. I make the point of order that it 
is not a privileged resolution. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado, Mr. Speaker, it is purely a reso- 
lution calling for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the resolution 
is privileged under Rule XXII, clause 5. 

Mr. CLAYTON. It calls for matters in contemplation, which, 
in effect, is matter of opinion and not facts, and therefore that 
renders it nonprivileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule a resolution of 
inquiry addressed to the head of an executive department must 
be reported to the House within one week after presentation. 
Of course that makes it privileged, because it is a resolution of 
inquiry, and the Chair will hold that the gentleman’s motion 
to discharge the committee is in order. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, before the Speaker rules permit 
me to call attention to the uniform rule applying to all of these 
resolutions that we can only ask for facts and not for opinions. 
Now, this is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It asks whether a prosecution is in contempla- 
tion 

Mr. CLAYTON. And that renders it nonprivileged. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I consider that that 
inquiry calls only for the facts, but I do not stand on that 
proposition. I move to eliminate that from the resolution, but 
nevertheless 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Speaker, it was expressly held in the 
case of a similar resolution which used the language in con- 
templation“ that the language rendered the resolution non- 
privileged. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I can not under- 
stand the difference between the words “in contemplation ” and 
the words “under advisement.” I attribute the same meaning 
to those words, and both of those would have to apply to 
existing facts. If there is under way at this time in the 
Department of Justice any inquiry with reference to the exist- 
ence of a Smetler Trust, or any prosecution of the Smelter 
Trust, that is a fact and not a matter of opinion. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, that information is necessary in 
order to enable me to determine whether I should follow this 
inquiry any further. There has been some complaint made, 
both by Congress and by the Department of Justice, in refer- 
ence to these trust inquiries; that they were trying to antici- 
pate each other; that the Department of Justice was starting 
suits against trusts when congressional investigations were 
pending; and that investigations were started against trusts 
when prosecutions were pending. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
care to institute an investigation against the Smelter Trust if 
the Department of Justice is preparing to institute such an 
investigation or is preparing to institute a prosecution. And 
that is all I undertake to ascertain when using the words “or 
are in contemplation” in the resolution. 

I want to say, furthermore, Mr. Speaker, if I may be per- 
mitted to proceed now, that I do not wish to unduly press this 
resolution. I do not think that I have unduly pressed it. The 
resolution itself shows that I introduced it in this House on 
the 19th of February. I was given a hearing—a brief one— 
before the Committee on the Judiciary some two weeks ago. 
At that meeting of the committee the resolution was referred 
to a subcommittee. I believe the chairman of the subcommittee 
will bear me out when I say that I told him more than a week 
ago that if I did not get action on this resolution I was in a 
position where I would have to move the discharge of the com- 
mittee and ask action upon the resolution in the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen ought to know whether they 
want this information or not. I take it for granted that 
gentlemen here in the House have been reading the public prints 
and magazines and studying public questions for the past 10 
or 12 years and know whether they have ever heard of the 
existence, the history, and the operations of a Smelter Trust. 
I assume that gentlemen here know whether they want an 
inquiry made of the Department of Justice and of the Attorney 
General of the United States, whether he has any information 
touching the existence of such a trust, or whether he is pre- 
paring to undertake an inyestigation or prosecution of such 
an institution. And I ought not to have to consume the time 
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of the House this morning in order to secure favorable action 
on the motion to discharge the committee from the considera- 
tion of this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I propose to press a Smelter Trust investigation 
every day until the gavel fails on the last day of this session 
of Congress. I want it known by the Smelter Trust that I do 
not propose to lie down on this proposition. [Applause.] 

It has been said that the House is getting tired of investiga- 
tions and that probably the House at this day would not eare 
to investigate the Smelter Trust, even though the Attorney 
General had no information concerning the existence of such a 
trust and was not proposing to conduct any. such inquiry or 
prosecution; but I want to serve notice now, Mr. Speaker, that 
if the Smelter Trust is not investigated by this Congress it will 
not be my fault. And, with the time running on toward the 
close of the session, if I am to get action on it at all, I must 
get action on it soon. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am ready to go into the merits of this 
question whenever it reaches that stage, but I ought not per- 
haps to put myself in the position of having this resolution 
yoted upon without at least some statement of the facts which 
caused me to introduce it in this House. But it is a very small 
matter, and unless I am given some reason why this motion 
ought not to prevail and this resolution of inquiry be passed, I 
onght not to be called upon to take the time of the House in 
presenting an argument as to why the House ought to vote 
favorably on the motion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to a question? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In view of the statement of the gentle- 
man from Alabama that this was now being considered by a 
subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary, and that the 
matter would probably be considered by the committee next 
Tuesday, does not the gentleman think he might withhold his 
motion for the present, until after Tuesday, in order to see what 
action, if any, will be taken by the committee? 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Well, I will say this to the gen- 
tleman from New York—— 

Mr. CLAYTON, Mr. Speaker, in that connection let me say 
to the gentleman that if I were authorized to tell him of the 
action of the subcommittee in regard to this resolution, which 
foreshadows the probable action of the full committee, perhaps 
the gentleman would be content to let his motion stand in 
abeyance at this time. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Just a word, then, Mr, 
Speaker—— X 

Mr. CLAYTON. I can not, without violating the rules of the 
House, tell the gentleman what has been done in the committee, 
as he well knows. In justification of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, with the gentleman’s permission, I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that there has not been a committee of this House 
that has had as much hard work to do at this session as the 
Committee on the Judiciary. It has had most troublesome legal 
questions to consider, as the Speaker knows, and as the mem- 
bership of this House knows, and those who are familiar with 
the proceedings of that committee know that it is devoting more 
time to hearings and to the study of legislative propositions of 
national importance at this session of the House than any other 
committee. It could not act, Mr. Speaker, on all the matters 
at once or with the expedition and attention that each Member 
might want his particular measure to receive, but it has done 
the best it could. It has devoted its time day after day to the 
consideration of these matters, and the membership of that com- 
mittee have had to neglect their other public duties and in 
many instances their duty on other committees in order to con- 
sider matters before this committee. It has been utterly impos- 
sible for that committee, with its limited clerical help, with 
nearly every Member on the majority side of the committee 
haying membership on some other committees, with the diverse 
duties thus imposed upon him, to give the consideration to all 
subjects that others might want. 

And then again, Mr. Speaker, I have by resolution in this 
House asked this House to do for the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of this House what the Senate did for the Committee 
on the Judiciary over there. I have asked for more clerical 
assistance—one additional clerk. That has been denied me. 

The Committee on the Judiciary has done the best it could. 
Day after day and hour after hour we have sat there patiently 
and worked. This House has given thousands of dollars to 
“ smelling” committees. You have given a trained corps of 
experts to help the Committee on Ways and Means, and prop- 
erly so. You have given experts to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. You have denied any assistance to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. At the very beginning of this session I called 
the attention of this House to the enormous work devolved upon 
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that committee, and the leader of the Republican side in this 
House said, “ You ought to have more clerical assistance.” I 
haye gone along and have done the best I could. 

It may be that in following the conspicuous example of the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MARTIN] others may seek to 
lodge complaints against the Committee on the Judiciary. We 


are human. I am working every day of my life in that 
committee. 

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
will just permit me a moment now, I think I can bring this 
matter to a satisfactory conclusion. 

I have not any desire, Mr. Speaker, to take this matter from 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I want to assure the chair- 
man of the committee and every member on it that I am not 
intending the slightest reflection whatever upon the distin- 
guished chairman or any of the members of this very able and 
busy committee, and that I am not suggesting any dereliction 
of duty, but am proceeding within the rule upon a matter of 
vital importance to my people. In view of the statements made 
by the distinguished chairman of the committee, I will with- 
draw my motion at this-time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution, 


The gentleman withdraws the 


REMARKS OF MR. AKIN OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer a resolution of 
high privilege. 

305 SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 443. 

Whereas the speech of Mr. AKIN of New York, printed in the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD of March 7, 1912, coe language improper and 
in violation of the privilege of debate : 

Resolved, That a committee ef five 1 be appointed to consider 
the remarks aforesaid and to report thereon to the House within 10 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire at 
this time to make any remarks upon this resolution for the ap- 
pointment of this committee, unless some one desires some ex- 
planation or to speak. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if he will 
give us some information about what the remarks are. It is for 
the House to determine whether they are privileged or not. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I will state, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to have the resolution read, 
in order that the House may know what itis. I will reserve the 
point of order. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I make the point that it is too 
late to make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that the point 
of order comes too late, as the gentleman had spoken on his reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that the point of 
order may probably be too late, I did not hear the reading of 
the resolution and wanted to know whether the language was 

“embraced in it. I have no objection to an investigation of any- 
thing that is improper or alleged to be improper, but surely the 
gentleman ought not to call the previous question and require us 
to yote in the dark as to whether it is a violation of the rules of 
the House or require the Speaker to so hold. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution be again reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution will be again reported. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the 
floor. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


If there be no objection the 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Is the motion for the previous question 
pending? 


Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I will withhold that motion. I 
want to state, Mr. Speaker, that the language which, in my 
judgment, is in violation of the rules of this House, is in refer- 
ence to the President of the United States and a United States 
Senator. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER. The resolution is for the purpose of appoint- 
ing a committee to investigate and report, but the preamble re- 
cites the fact about which the committee are to investigate. 
The preamble racites that the language is in violation of the 
rules, so that all the committee would have to do, if the House 
decides that that is the fact, is to report. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I will state to the gentleman that 
this resolution follows exactly the language of the resolution 
under which the House appointed a committee to investigate the 


speech of Mr. Willett, a former Member of this House from the 
State of New York. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, we ought not to follow a bad 
precedent. In my judgment, this resolution ought simply to 
authorize the appointment of a committee to investigate and 
report as to whether or not the language in the speech is proper. 
I have had no chance to investigate it, and I doubt if any Mem- 
ber of the House has. 

And while I might not yote against the resolution calling for 
the appointment of a committee to investigate and report, I do 
not think we ought to be called upon here to decide absolutaly 
that the proprieties have been violated, but to let that question 
be decided by the committee. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. I will say that the resolution ought 
to recite some basis for the investigation, and I think that is 
all that this resolution does. 

Mr. McCALL. I would like to say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the House is presumed to know what occurs in 
debate. I do not think the resolution proceeds on the theory 
that there can be any doubt about the impropriety of the lan- 
guage that is found on page 1397 of the Recoxp. I would not 
have a resolution to decide whether the language is proper or 
not, but if the preamble is stricken out the committee should 
be instructed to decide what should be done. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not remember except as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] has stated that this fol- 
lows the language of the resolution in reference to the Willett 
speech—that is, whether or not it is in the exact language of 
the Willett resolution. At that time there was a resolution 
passed and a special committee appointed, of whieh I was chair- 
man, and that committee reported in favor of striking out the 
Willett speech from the Recorp. Subsequently another speech 
was made on the floor of the House by the gentleman from 
Colorado. I do not remember the exact language of thaf resolu- 
tion, but under it a committee, of which I was chairman, was 
appointed to consider it, and that committee reported back in 
favor of allowing the remarks to remain in the Recorp, although 
in both cases it was charged that they were improper under the 
rule. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois if the permanent Record is not made up 
within four days after the temporary Recorp is published? 

Mr. MANN. I think the permanent RECORD is made up in 10 
days or 2 weeks after. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It used to be within four or five days. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to say that I am opposed to the 
investigation of this matter by a committee. I think, in fact, 
I am ready to vote now to strike this language from the RECORD. 
I do not know whether it was spoken on the floor of the House 
or was placed in the Recorp under leave to print. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. It was done under leave to print. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, it does not take a committee 
of one or of five to tell me that this language was improper 


and ought not be permitted to be printed in the permanent or 


even the temporary RECORD, 

Mr. MANN. And yet I think the orderly procedure would be 
to have it investigated by a committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not oppose this propo- 
sition to appoint a committee. I will not again read into the 
Recorp the language contained in the Recorp of March 7. I 
would not read it again, It is a very serious reflection and ~ 
criticism upon that great American citizen who now occupies 
the White House. [Applause.] While I differ with him in 
politics, and while I propose to vote against him in the election, 
I wish to say here that I condemn this language; and I will 
not by silence appear to oppose the appointment of a commit- 
tee to determine upon the absolute impropriety of any man 
uttering such language on the floor of the House or by leave to 
print to write it in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. I rose to in-, 
quire what the resolution was, as I could not hear it distinctly; 
not that I was opposed to it. I had not had my attention called 
to this language. I think the gentleman from Illinois is acting 
very wisely and in the interest of good order and decency of 
the House in offering this resolution; and I think if the Mem- 
bers of the House would read the language referred to in this 
resolution they would almost as one man demand that the 
language be stricken from the Record eo instanti. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question 
of the gentleman from Illinois. Was this language that is con- 
tained in the Recorp, referred to in the resolution, spoken on 
the floor of the House, or was it put in the Recorp under leave 
to print? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Under leave to print. 
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Mr. DALZELL. And not delivered on the floor of the House? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. And not delivered on the floor of 
the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I think the better practice 
is to have the matter referred to a committee. While I have 
my own opinion as to the propriety of what has been inserted in 
the Recorp, still it is much better to avert the possibility at 
any time of acting hastily and unjustly in matters of this kind. 
If the language is improperly placed in the Recorp, I think it 
will emphasize the impropriety to have the House act on the 
report of a committee to which it may be referred. 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 18960, the 
Agriculture appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the Agriculture appropriation bill, with Mr. Bor- 
LAND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Modoc National Forest, Cal., $10,950. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

R „ 
moment by striking. 4 And eae hs eo ih ane ae in Heu thereof 
the words “ twelve thousand two hundred and nineteen dollars.” 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, this particular reserve, in the 
estimate and the amount allowed, in 1911 was granted $12,219, 
I desire to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the gross receipts from this forest are as follows: Timber sales, 
$1,627.77; timber settlement, $11.50; grazing $13,062.13; spe- 
cial use, 838; making gross receipts of $14,739.40. I desire 
to call particular attention to the fact that the grazing receipts 
alone upon this tract of land are more than we ask to have 
expended in its administration. Further, for 25 years this par- 
ticular range, this national forest, has been and is now in my 
back yard, and one part of it is in the front yard, so that I 
have been acquainted with it. I have been over it in all its 
phases and I have been over all its trails and roads, and I know 
its different conditions. Commencing last year, the stockmen's 
associations all over my county, four of them—one in Surprise 
Valley, one in Pitt River Valley, one in Likely, and one in 
Canby—met and discussed the matter. They sent me resolu- 
tion after resolution urging that there be another ranger desig- 
nated for this forest. Those resolutions were taken up with the 
Forest Department, urging that they give another ranger. We 
were informed that they did not have the money with which it 
could be done, and we were not given this ranger, which 500 
men belonging to these different organizations had demanded. 
They knocked at the door of the Department of Forestry and 
demanded that this other ranger be appointed, because we are 

paying now more for the privilege of ranging our stock upon 
this range than it costs for the administration of the range. I 
have a letter here from the president of the United Association 
stating to me that, having known this range and having known 
this country and being unable to get them assistance from the For- 
est Service, I ought to keep knocking at the doors of the Forest 
Department or the Congress until this request was granted. 

When this forest was started the people gathered in my town, 

the largest gathering that had ever been there since I was a 
resident, in over 25 years, and they urged that the forest be 
established. The agent of the department was there, and it was 
the unanimous opinion of everybody that the forest be estab- 
lished. We are willing to maintain the forest, we are willing 
to maintain the ranges and preserve our natural resources and 
expend our money, but when these stockmen, when these 
farmers, are all expending their money through the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of protection, for the purpose of having 
their stock upon the ranges, we ought to be given a sufficient 
number of men to properly take care of the forest and give the 
permittees proper consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I will repeat here what I have 
said in substance before along this line, that the money for 
these different forest reseryes is apportioned by the Chief 
Forester. He knows the conditions, and it is supposed, the 


authority resting in him, that he has been discharging his duty. 


I have said to the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker] that 
if he will make a statement such as he has made here to Mr. 
Graves, yery likely he will obtain the relief that he desires. It 
is not a matter for the committee, because we can not investi- 
gate each one of these 159 forests, and say whether $10,000 shall 
be apportioned to one and $12,000 to another. It is a matter 
of administration, and the Chief Forester has it in hand. We 
think he has managed it well, and I hope the amendment will 
not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from California. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 


° MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Raker haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 19288) to 
amend section 90 of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise, 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 
8, 1911, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing yotes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CLARK of 
Wyoming, Mr. Netson, and Mr. Bacon as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 


AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Nebraska National Forest, Nebr., $4,231: Provided, That from me 
nurseries on said forest the — zr of Agriculture, ‘under such rules 
and regulations as he ma be, ma: ish young trees free, so 
far as they may be s — gant ved s: the territory covered by An 

act in the area of homesteads in a portion of Nebraska,” ap- 
proved April 28, 1904. 

Mr. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on page 
43, lines 1 and 2, “$13,049 ” and insert in lieu thereof “ $19,823.” 
This amount I ask to insert is the same amount that was in 
the appropriation bill for last year. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sierra National Forest, Cal., $13,049. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, the reporter asked me a ques- 
tion, and I kindly gave him a word, and during that time the 
next item was inadvertently passed. I will not take up half a 
minute, and I would like to have unanimous consent to return 
to lines 15 and 16, page 39. 

Mr. LAMB. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to return to lines 15 and 16, page 39. Is there ob- 
gery [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAKER. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

in lines 1 16, on = = 
F sain E EA HE on 

Mr. RAKER. I ask for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 43, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “thirteen thousand and 
forty dollars and insert in lieu thereof the words “ nineteen thou- 
eight hundred and twenty-three dollars.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the only reason the gentleman 
makes. his motion is because he considers the action of the 
House last year more important than the proposed action now, 
that Congress then knew more about it than we know now. 

Mr. RAKER. I would like to answer the gentleman. I feel 
from my personal knowledge of these forests, having been 
through them, knowing the conditions and knowing the position 
of our people, what they have been trying to do and are doing 
to-day, that we ought to have this increase in these particular 
ones that I am asking to have amended. I make that statement 
as to each one of them. The disposition of the committee is 
against me, having tested it in various forms, and when I haye 
a vote I keep moving to amend on the same question until the 
question is fully settled. The committee may in their mag- 
nanimity consent before we get through to allow these to be 
amended. I hope they will. What it was last year does not 
settle the question, but for instance the committee can readily 
see from the votes heretofore taken and the position of the 
committee, of which I am not going to complain, that is as to 
the committee, they are my personal friends, and I admire the 
gentleman, but they are taking one position and I am taking 
another, and I think their position is not the one that ought to 
be taken. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is not giving any information to 
the committee, The bill carries an appropriation of $13,049. It 
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is very close figuring for this national forest. Now, the gentle- 
man proposes to strike out that and insert $19,823; very, very 
close figuring to get down to the difference between $823 and 
$825, and he gets down to the very notch—why not make it 
$22.99—but he gives no information on the subject at all to 
the committee for making the change. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. RAKER. What information could I give here in five 
minutes, and what good would it do to stand here and read the 
information for an hour 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman impugns both the motives 
and the integrity of the House. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, no; I do not. 

Mr. MANN. I have seen gentlemen give information enough 
in five minutes on the floor of the House to change items in bills 
repeatedly, and I have frequently seen gentlemen in less than 
an hour convert the House to the views of the gentleman who 
was speaking, but I never saw anybody succeed in the House 
by simply making motions to strike out a few thousand and odd 
dollars and insert a few thousand and odd dollars and then say, 
Why, the House is not intelligent enough and competent to see 
to it, and hence he did not offer any information. I know the 
gentleman does not want it to go that way, and I gave him the 
chance to correct it. 

Mr. RAKER, The gentleman from IIlinois does not mean 
that, and I hardly think that is the proper way to put it up to 
me, namely, that the committee, or any one of them, or any 
Member of the House, has not the intelligence to understand it. 
It is absolutely the other way. I submitted the matter, as I 
stated, from my personal knowledge of the Modoe Reserve, and, 
further than that, because of the petition of the four stock- 
grazing organizations in my county demanding heretofore an 
assistant ranger when the appropriation was $2,000 more than 
it is now, and now that it has been cut down $2,000 we will 
then have another ranger taken ont, and the property of these 
men not given the consideration that it should be given. as there 
are not enough men now upon the ranges to properly take care 
of them. 

Mr. MANN. 
motion. 

Mr. RAKER. He told me that he has done the best he could. 
He did not believe he could get more appropriation, and there- 
fore he has taken $300 from each one of the 154 national forests 
in the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Siskiyou National Forest, Oreg. and Cal., $13,234. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, on page 43, lines 5 and 6, I 
move to strike ont the following words: “Thirteen thousand 
two hundred and thirty-four” and insert in lien thereof the 
words “fifteen thousand and fifteen.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read n follows: 

Page 43, bog 5 and 6, strike out ie words “ thirteen thousand two 
hundred and thirty- toe ” and insert lieu thereof the words “ fifteen 
thousand and fifteen.” 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, one word. I make the same 
statement in regard to this as I made in regard to the other, as 
to the necessity for it, and I hope the committee will see its way 
clear to allow the same amount it allowed last year and which 
was necessary for the purposes intended. 

Mr. LAMB. That is not explaining anything. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sitgreaves National Forest, Ariz., $15,210. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I desire to have entered in the Recorp a letter from the 
Forest Service, under date of March 4, 1912; also a letter of 
date of March 2, 1912; also a letter of date of February 29, 
1912, in relation to the matters that I have moved to amend 
in this bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent to insert three letters in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I have no objection 
to the letters being inserted, but if they are important as to 
this subject why should we not know what the substance of 
them is? 

Mr. RAKER. I have not time to read them. I would like 
to have them read if I could. 


That has nothing to do with the gentleman’s 


Mr. LEVER. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia if his letter of March 4, 1912, which he desires to insert, 
is in reference to the appropriations for the national forests in 
the State of California? 

Mr. RAKER. It shows those that were increased and those 
that were decreased. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman, I suppose, is willing to admit 
the fact that the difference in the bill this year and last year, 
in reference to the forests in California, is only $500 decrease? 

Mr. RAKER. That is the reason I offered these in evidence. 
I wanted it in the Record so the people of California and this 
committee could see the facts. They have taken it from some 
and given it to others. They have taken it from those that I 
know need it as badly as the others need the increase, but to 
be fair to the committee and to the public I ask that the whole 
matter go into the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, Mr. Chairman, nobody reads these 
letters printed in fine type in the Recorp who has any self- 
respect, or respect for his eyes, at least. I have no objection to 
their being printed in the Recoxp, but if it is important matter, 
why does not the gentleman state in substance what they say? 

Mr. RAKER. They relate to matters that have been dis- 
cussed in regard to the forests of California. One of the things 
that appears in the letters is that because of the condition of 
the funds there have been deducted $300 from each national 
forest in California, which would amount to about $56,000. 
Therefore, they could use that amount—— 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman does not want the state- 
ment to go as he made it, and therefore I interrupt him. The 
gentleman stated there had been deducted $300 to meet the 

Mr. RAKER. Three hundred dollars for each national forest 
in the West—all the national forests—so that they could use 
this $56,000, or thereabouts, in controlling and handling the 
Appalachian National Forests. I think the committee will 
agree with me on that. 

Mr. LEVER. Will my friend yield to me for one moment? 

Mr. RAKER. I yield to my friend. 

Mr. LEVER. In the discussion of the bill when last before 
the House I made the statement, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee agreed to it, that this bill had not reduced the appropria- 
tions in the national forests for the purpose of taking care of 
the Appalachian new forests that may be created, and I desire 
to call the attention of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Raker] and of the members of the committee to the fact as 
brought out in the committee, because the members of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture do not desire to mislead anybody. 

Mr. RAKER. I am satisfied of that beyond all question. 

Mr. LEVER. I call attention to this colloquy and statement, 
contaized on page 339 of the hearings: 

Mr. Graves. We are considering offers e on the headwaters of 
Paare streams, and AMA particularly tn areas which we have 

ted as being the most 3 8 do not know whether that 

ot cular Sp you mentioned is = 2 of our designated areas or not. 

ut we are especially Gruppe yr e mountains and more rugged 
portions of the watersheds of the 1 884 

The CHAIRMAN. This amount of $ 64 ll vou draw that from 
this Appalachian n aop ria tion? 

- Mr. Graves. be drawn from the $11,000,000 which was 
provided for 5 

I based my statement the other day and the chairman of the 
committee based his statement on that testimony taken before 
the committee. 

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield right there for a 
question? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. RAKER. I want to say to the gentleman that I had then 
and have now no intention to impugn the good faith of anybody. 
I simply wanted to show that in all the national forests there 
had been a reduction of $300 apiece, thereby leaving that 
amount of money less for the administration of the national 
forests outside of the Appalachian chain. 

Mr. LEVER. I will state to the gentleman that I did not 
think he had any intention to impugn the motives of the mem- 
bers of this committee. -I desire simply that this statement shall 
go in the Rrconb. I will say to my friend further that the re- 
duction of $300 each from the various national forests does not 
go, all of it, to this Appalachian forest, but goes to other new 
forests created in the past fiscal year. 

Mr. RAKER. I see. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman may 
have five minutes more in order to have that first letter read. It 
is a short letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from California 
IMr. Raxer] may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. RAKER. This is headed “United States Department of 
Agriculture, Forest Service, Washington,’ and dated March 4, 
1912, and entitled Memorandum for Judge Raxrr.” It says: 


In order to provide means for the protection and administration of 
lands acquired under the Weeks law without increasing the total appro- 
priation for the Forest Service, a deduction of $300 was made in the 
estimates for general expenses on each of the national forests. 


I want to state that I read that same statement into the 
Recorp day before yesterday. I go on: 


And this surplus carried 15 per cent allowed for general adminis- 
tration. Furthermore, it was found after the adoption of the statutory 
roll for supervisors and rangers that there were many inequalities in 
the amounts appropriated for the different forests, and a readjustment 
was made to make the appropriation conform more nearly to the actual 
needs of the different forests. In doing this the following reductions 
were made in the appropriations for national forests in California: 


On the other hand, increases have been made in the estimates for 
national forests in California as follows: 


Eldorado. $1, 005 
amath , 665 
Monterey- 1, 930 
Plumas 5, 708 
ED ie Se ..,. .. in Peat Seen a 6, TIT 
U TT A a Se ERS DBRT SEA , 530 
rr c ee eae „370 
. 8 Ne RR ITS ee DN Le TOS 5, 794 
eens) Sateen Le Se ee ERE Bond Rae hee Daa nt Bon 37, 719 


You will see by this that the actual difference in the estimates for 
the California forests between the years 1912 and 1913 is a matter of 
only about $500. 

Very sincerely, yours, A. F. POTTER 
Associate 


Forester. 

Mr. MANN. Then, I understand that while 8300 may have 
been deducted from each of the national forests, that really 
does not apply to those in California. In other words, you get 
just as much as you got before. 

Mr. RAKER. I say that they are increased and scattered 
where they are needed without question, and deducted from the 
forests that do need it just as badly. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether they needed it where the 
amounts were deducted as much as in those cases where they 
received the increase. The gentleman has not given any in- 
formation on that subject. 

Mr. RAKER. What more information would you have, I 
would ask the gentleman, concerning the Modoc National Forest, 
when I have stated plainly that I appealed for the service of 
another ranger and they could not restore it? And now, when 
they have reduced it, how can we get another man? 

Mr. MANN. There may be no necessity for another ranger 
there. They haye taken it out of that forest and put it into 
another, Evidently they were of opinion that it would be more 
needed in the other forest. The gentleman from California must 
understand that it would be absolutely impossible, out of any 
Treasury that we could construct and fill, to supply all the de- 
mands that could be made if the people were given all that 
they ask for. 

Mr. RAKER: I know; but would not the gentleman concede 
that in an important forest, where the grazing privileges amount 
to a good deal more than the administrative expenses, there 
ought to be enough men to administer the forest thoroughly 
and giye the permittees those rights and protection that they 
ought to have. - 

Mr. MANN. I think they ought to have enough in every one 
of the national forests, and I presume the Forester in making 
his estimates has endeavored to cover that. I never have known 
a department of the Government, in making estimates, to pro- 
ceed on the theory of making them too low. 

Mr. LEVER. And that has been the éxperience of everybody. 

Mr. MANN. My observation is that they make them fully 
up to the requirements. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In this matter of the Modoc National Forest, 
where there is an apparent decrease of $1,269, is that a decrease, 
or is that largely accounted for by the transfer to the statutory 
roll of some of the rangers or supervisors? 

Mr. RAKER. That statutory roll is so indefinite that you 
can not really get any satisfactory idea about that. 

Mr. LAMB. It is too definite, if anything, but that matter of 
administration is left entirely to the department. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the gentleman from California 
might haye looked into this. There may be, in fact, no reduc- 
tion in the Modoe Forest appropriation if some of the employees 
were transferred to the statutory roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Raker] asks unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp a letter 
of March 2, 1912, and a letter of February 29, 1912, relating to 
the subject to which he has referred. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 


UNITED States DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
FOREST SERVICE, 
Washington, March 2, 1912. 
Hon. Jonx E. Raker, 
House of Representatives. 


Dear Mr. Raker: In further reference to your letter of February 24 
and my reply of February 29: 

In connection with the statement of receipts from the Trinity, Shasta, 
Klamath, and Modoc National Forests which I furnished you, it has 
occurred to me that you might be interested in the prospects for in- 
creased revenues from the national forests of northern California. The 
Forest Service is 8 to bring the receipts from the national 
forests up to an amount which will make them self-supporting as rapidly 
as this can be done consistently with conservative, businesslike adminis- 
tration of these public resources. The chief salable resource of the na- 
tional forests is their timber, and increased revenues must for the pres- 
ent come ects through increased sales of timber. 

On the Plumas National Forest, Cal., which was not included in 
the list concerning which you made inquiry but is located near them, in 
the northern portion of the State, sufficient timber has been sold to make 
the receipts more than offset expenditures. The receipts from the 
Plumas National Forest during the last fiscal year were as follows: 


$31, 707. 23 


Terre Se Ne 590. 57 
PTO is CRON TEA 12. 
Or oso ee eee ey ee 6, 403. 54 
nn T. ae S 56. 99 
SpA AE no one ——. ——— 631. 25 
Ml! gs Bry ALE a he a arate CEL FEO 89, 401. 93 


The expenditures during the same period, exclusive of the cost of 
ermanent improvements and fighting forest fires, totaled $37,146.68, 
eaving a balance of yey 8 over expenditures of $2,255.25. 

On the Shasta National Forest we have as yet been unable to make 
the receipts offset expenditures, but there is good prospect that this will 
be done in the near future. A sale of 182,000,000 feet of timber, hav- 
ing a minimum value of $409,000, is under negotiation with the Eastern 
Redwood Co. A second sale of 29,000,000 feet of timber, valued at 
55 975, on this forest is under negotiation with the La Moine Lumber 

Trading Co. It is probable that at least the first of these sales will 
be consummated. This alone will increase the annual receipts from the 
8 by at least $25,000 and make that forest more than self-sup- 
porting. 

The advertisement of 120,000,000 feet of timber on the Klamath 
National Forest, which has been carefully cruised by the forest officers, 
is now under consideration and will doubtless be authorized as soon as 
further information on certain features of the tract is secured. The 
minimum value of this timber is $146,000, and its sale would go far 
toward BUE the Klamath self-supporting. , 

During the last two years the Forest Service has endeavored to sell 
a large Sony: of timber tributary to the proposed route of the Humboldt 
& Eastern Railroad in the Trinity National Forest, at the request of 
parties interested in the construction of that road. One billion feet of 
timber was advertised in the early part of 1911, at an initial stumpage 

rice of $1.50 per 1,000 board feet, or $1,500,000 for the total amount. 
he department also agreed to advertise further bodies of timber for 
purchase from time to time after the removal of the timber on the first 
area is 8 Thus far it has not been possible to secure a con- 
tract for this timber under conditions which suffictently protect the in- 
terests of the public. I am hopeful, however, that it may be possible to 
sell it within the next two or three years, and thereby insure an income 
which would add the Trinity to the list of national forests paying a net 
income over the cost of administration and protection. 
Very sincerely, yours, 
H. S. Graves, Forester. 
{Important.] 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
FOREST SERVICE, 
Washington, February 29, 1912. 
Hon. JOHN E. RAKER, 
House of Representatives. 

Dran Mr. Raker: Your letter of February 24 is received. In accord- 
ance with your request a copy of my report for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1911, is being sent you to-day under separate cover. The 
information you desire regarding the stand of timber, appropriations, 
expenditures, and receipts for the Klamath, Modoc, Shasta, and Trinity 
National Forests has been incorporated in the inclosed statements. 

The estimated stand of timber for all four forests is necessarily rough, 
since they have been only partially cruised. These estimates are, there- 
fore, subject to revision as more accurate information is obtained. The 
work of securing accurate estimates of the timber on the national for- 
ests is being carried on as rapidly as the funds available and other 
important work will permit. 4 

think a word of explanation is necessary to a clear understanding 
of the items under “Expenditures” in the inclosed statements. The 
item Fighting forest fires" represents the amount expended in fighting 
fires. This does not represent the entire protective work. The whole 
forest force is organi for participation in protection. I have called 
the rangers and guards the protective force, although the crews making 
surveys and timber estimates are really also a part of the protective 
system, In addition to fire work the officers are engaged in administra- 
ye duties, such as supervising timber sales, directing free and special 
uses, e ing claims, investigating trespasses, controlling and regulat- 
ing grazing, making and supervising improvements, etc. 
comparing the amount of expenditures with the specific appropria- 
tion for each forest it should be borne in mind that the expenditures for 
improvements and fighting forest fires are not paid from such forest 
appropriation, but from the specific appropriation for improvement of 
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the national forests and 


ting forest fires; that the expense necessary 
for the general administration of the Forest Service is drawn in 
amounts not exceeding 10 per cent of the total of all sums ee 


under “General expenses, Forest Service,” which includes the appro- 
priations for each national forest; and that under the terms of the 
appropriation act not to exceed 10 per cent of the amount appropriated 
for any national forest is available interchangeably for expenditure on 
„any other national forest to meet necessary expenditures that could not 
be foreseen and provided for at the time the estimates are made. 

I shall be very glad to furnish you any further information you may 
desire in this connection. 

Very sincerely, yours, H. S. Graves, 
Forester. 


Klamath National Forest, fiscal year ended June 30, 1911. 
Estimated stand of timber, 18,318,500, 000 board feet. 


Appropriation (this amount is subject to reduction or in- 
crease under 10 per cent clauses of the appropriation 


fe oe ERE SS SEE Es RR DS 


Fighting forest fires (this item is paid from the specific 
appropriations for fighting forest fires and improvement of 


DO DENU FOr ee A E e end 054. 00 
Improvements (this item is paid from the specific appre. 
priations for fighting forest fires and improvement of the 
E A ESE p E ES RS ee ees 3. 395. 32 
T a r — 45, 408. 77 
RECEIPTS. 
A ee ðᷣͤ v. ̃ ͤ F e 
C e ON Sano LSID A. eae TON Ne BORO 2, 184. 87 
yo Oe ee ae ee eS eae 199. 06 
choco TTT 3. 953. 95 
Modoc National Forest, fiscal ycar ended June 30, 1911. 
Estimated stand of timber, 1,624,000,000 board feet. 
Appropriation (this amount is subject to reduction or in- 
crease under the 10 per cent clauses of the appropriation 
i) EC EE ZZZ Pi SR EE ENE ES 9 . 00 
5 EXPENDITURES. 
ee i Oe ne TE v.., ĩ EIR RS SAT See 1, 775. 00 
3 T AN EE O A ee i S 1, 375. 00 
CUN aunan Arp pene dee ps E E , 108. 34 
8 forest assistants, guards, and other assistants... 14, oe. 3 
ve Pe Net ee BO SENSE DO sd eee BE AH ARLES I 5 
Miscellaneous e II See EOE RNA — 1,958.82 
Fighting forest fires (this item is paid from the specific 
appropriations for Sighting forest fires and improvement of 
the national forests -- — — 2, 113. 59 
Improvements (this item is paid from the specifie appro- 
riations for fighting forest fires and improvement of s 
eee, S OEE ee — 2,445.00 
r ea ik CAE Te Ae a E E O 
RECEIPTS. 
Li ae a 1, 627. 77 
8 = settlement 11. 
TTT oe 
Special use i 
89 — E a EETA 14, 739. 40° 


Trinity National Forest, fiscal year ended June 30, 1911. 


Estimated stand of timber, 13,961,900,000 board feet. 
Appropriation (this amount is subject to reduction or increase 
under the 10 per cent clauses of the appropriation act) 836. 000. 00 
——_—_ 


EXPENDITURES. 
Supervisor _-_------ 
Deputy supervisor. 
9 eee 


— — — — — 1. 885. 84 
Rangers, forest assistants, guards, and other assistants . — 17, 607. 83 


Line age ek gic 2 RR SE ER 1, 512. 29 
a I co SS le Se ey Sn a ee, 6, 984. 76 
Fighting forest fires (this item is paid from the specific 
anpropriations for ting forest fires and improvement 
OL, tho DEORE AOO og on cee ee a — 6,894.65 
Improvements (this item is paid from the specific a 
priations for fighting forest fires and improvement of the 
TREMEN. POLENTO SE es SL Se as ae — 3, 395. 86 
pn Se On a ees RA A oe — 39, 989. 56 
RECEIPTS. 
Winer wa een a eee 884. 36 
Timber settlement 314. 26 
Timber trespass 134. 47 
GiGi ge ee eee en Be ORE. ae 
SSCL rr a eee =a 162. 00 


SC fs Se Se Se NR Ey eS 
Shasta National Forest, fiscal year ended June 30, 1911. 
Estimated stand of timber, 8,796,500,000 board feet. 


Appropriation (this amount is subject to reduction or increase 
under the 10 per cent clauses of the appropriation act) 838, 675. 00 


EXPENDITURES. 
RADETO a ea arti — 2, 200, 
r eee — ay ees te 
YO aE ee Ee EN eer eS 1, 245. 10 


Traveling I ĩ⅛ — ee K 

Miscellaneous e e 8, 725. 99 
Fighting forest (this item is paid from the cific 
a igh gpa for fighting forest fires and improvement 

OF the: mations! foresta) .. ES 8978 69 
Improvements (this item is paid from the specific appro- 
priations for fighting forest fires and improvement of the 

mahnte ð :::: Se ee oe 2. 3 Bo8 94 

IND ge ae es ee 40, 386. 63 

7. 385. 82 

28. 22 

7. 092. 65 

2, 505. 65 

35. 7 

B TTT A 17, 048. 09 


Mr. MANN. I think there ought to be some explanation by 
some one on the committee in reference to this Appalachian 
Forest. If they have deducted from the other forests an average 
of $300 apiece, to be used for the care of the Appalachian 
Forest, it strikes me that that is not a very happy way of 
determining what amount should be appropriated. May I ask 
the gentleman from Oregon, who is on the Appalachian Com- 
mission, how far has the Appalachian Forest proceeded? 

Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Chairman, there have been five general 
areas or tracts in which authorizations for purchases have 
been made, one in the eastern part of Tennessee, one in the 
northern part of Georgia, two in the western part of North 
Carolina, and one on the border between Tennessee and Virginia. 

Mr. MANN. How much area do they cover in acreage? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Tennessee tract covers about 79,000 
acres, the Georgia tract about 32,000, the North Carolina tracts 
21,000 and 18,000 acres, and the Virginia-Tennessee tract some 
34,000 acres. These are the figures in round numbers, and make 
a total of about 184,000. 

Mr. MANN. Where do you provide for the care of these 
forests in this bill? 

Mr. LEVER. On page 45. 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as the work of the commission is 
concerned, that ends when the purchase of the lands has been 
made. The Department of Justice examines into the titles and 
sees that safe title is vested in the United States. The lands 
are then under the control of the Forest Service, in the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and appropriations for their adminis- 
tration and maintenance are made as for the other national 
forests. 

Mr. MANN. 
these lands? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The sum of $2,000,000 is available for the 
fiscal year ending the 30th day of June of this year. 

Mr, MANN. What will they cost? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They vary in price. 

Mr. MANN. The total amount. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The total amount for the purchases already 
agreed upon is a little over $1,002,000, speaking in round num- 
bers. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
per acre? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The largest tract, 79,000 acres in Tennessee, 
was purchased at prices varying from $3.50 to $3.75 per acre, 
although $15 an acre was paid for some 3,500 acres of heavily 
timbered evergreen land which we thought ought not be cut 
over, because the mountain slopes now covered would be de- 
nuded and the tops of the trees would make a very dangerous 
accumulation, in which forest fires might start. 

Mr. MONDELL. Are these tracts solid and compact, and 
do they include all lands within the exterior boundaries? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are small areas in some of them, at 
present under private ownership; for some of these good title 
can not be guaranteed and others are not suitable for our pur- 
poses; but we expect to take over by means of friendly suits all 
lands that are necessary. 

Mr. MANN. How close are these tracts to each other? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think 80 miles would cover the distance 
between the two farthest apart; they are in one general body 
where Virginia, Tennessee, North Carolina, and Georgia come 
close together. 

Mr. MANN, Lying off the mountain ranges? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; lying on the mountain ranges. 

Mr. RAKER. How many tracts are there; two? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Five general areas or tracts. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How were they purchased? 

Mr. HAWLEY. We buy where lands can be assembled in 
large tracts. These general tracts consist of smaller tracts, 
some as small as 100 acres, and each smaller area offered by 


When will the money be available to purchase 


Will the gentleman state the amount paid 
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the owner directly. I submit here the form upon which owners 
of lands make offers, and also a circular of information: 


(Form 1000) 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
FOREST SERVICE. 


PROPOSAL FOR SALE OF LAND. 
Tem ea (city or town), (street). (State), ------,191 . 


The FORESTER, 
Forest Service, United States Department of A ture, 


ashington, D. 0. 


( ) „ if bag? ede 
“a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State (or 


situate, lying 
County, and State Os „and ( 


approximately of the following classes of land: (a) Merchantable forest 
acres; (b) cut-over land acres; (c) brush or burned 
acres; (d) abandoned farm land 
Said land contains approximately 
timber of the following kinds (insert kinds in the 
order of their pba shea A 
—— (I or we) wiil sell said land at any time within six months 
from the date hereof, to the United States for $ (insert total 
for tract or rate per acre) ; or, if the right is reserved to (me or 
us) to cut and remove so much of the timber as is merchantable within 
a period Pr pan te years from date of sale, and in accordance with such 
rules and regulations as may be agreed upon at the time of sale. 
(I or we) will sell for $ (insert total for tract or rate per 
nere); or if the mineral rights are reserved to (me or us) 
I or we) will sell for 8 (insert total for tract or rate per 


acre). 
Said land is free and clear from incumbrances, excepting x 
us free and clear from incumbrances draw line through “ excepting. 
f not, then insert brief statement of the nature of any and all in- 
cumbrances in effect on the date hereof. This should include all man- 
ner of bargains, sales, gifts, nts, devises, dowers, rights and titles of 
dower, uses, taxes, liens, debts, judgments, executions, recognizances, 
and alt other estates, rights, titles, tates: and incumbrances whatso- 
ever). 


On the date hereofſf r (I or we) have the right, full 
lawful authority to grant, bargain, sell, and convey said land. 
(I or we) hereby grant to the officers of the United States Government 
unrestricted right and privilege to examine as fully as they may see 
fit said land and the timber standing thereon, with a view to said pur- 
chase, during the period for which offer is valid. 

Very respectfully, 
(Signature) 


Nore.—If the above offer is made by a corporation, form of signature 
should be: X Y Z Co., by John Doe, president (or other officer or 


agent). 
(Issued Mar. 27, 1911.) 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
FOREST SERVICE. 
(Henry S. Graves, Forester.) 


Purchase of land under the Weeks law in the Southern Appalachian 
and White Mountains. 


GENERAL INFORMATION. 


The act of Congress 9 March 1, 1911 (Public, No. 435), 
created a National Forest Reservation Commission and authorizes the 
acquisition of lands on the watersheds of navigable streams for the 
pe of conserving their navigability. The Secretary of Agriculture 

authorized and directed to examine, locate, and recommend to the 
commission for purchase such lands as in his judgment pe be neces- 
sary to the regulation of the flow of na ble , and he is au- 
thorized to purchase, in the name of the ited States, such lands as 
have been approved for purchase by the National Forest Reservation 
Commission at the price or prices fixed by said commission. The full 
text of the law is to be found on page 7. 


PURPOSE OF THE LAW. 


The general purpose of this law is to secure the maintenance of a 
perpetual growth of forest on the watersheds of navigable streams 
where such growth will materially aid in preventing floods, in improv- 
ing low waters, in preventing erosion of steep slopes and the silting up 
of — cet channels, and thereby improve the flow of water for 
navigation 


wer, and 


INCIDENTAL BENEFITS. 


While the improvement of the flow of navigable streams is the fun- 
damental purpose, other benefits incidental in character but neverthe- 
less important will be kept in view. Among these are (1) protection 
against disastrous erosion of the soil on mountain slopes and against 
the destruction of the soil and soil cover by forest fires; (2) preserva- 
tion of water powers, since, like navigation, they depend for their 
value upon the evenness of stream flow ; (3) preservation of the purity 
and regularity of flow of the mountain streams with a view to their 
use for the water supply of towns and cities; (4) preservation of a 
timber supply to meet the needs of the industries of the 8 (5) 
preservation of the beauty and attractiveness of the uplands for the 
recreation and pleasure of the people. 


RESTRICTIONS. 


Aside from its sponge to the watersheds of navigable streams, 
the law is not restricted to particular regions, except that lands may be 
purchased only in the States whose legislatures have consented to the 
acquisition of such lands by the United States for the purpose of 
reserying the navigability of navigable streams. The States which 
ave passed such legislation and in which purchases are now contem- 
lated are: Maine, New Hampshire, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, 

orth Carolina, Tennessee, South Carolina, and Geo ʻi 

The sources of the navigable streams which have their origin in the 
Rocky Mountains or the mountains nearer the Pacific coast are already 
toa lage extent protected by national forests. The Appalachian Moun- 
tains, including the White Mountains, are for the most part without 
such protection. Because of their altitude, steepress, and lack of 


protection the 
authorized under this law. 


are in a class by themselves in their need for the action 


FIRST EXAMINATIONS TO BE LIMITED TO APPALACHIAN AND WHITE MOUNTAIN 
REGIONS, 


The first lands to be examined for purchase will therefore be in this 
region. The area needing protection in the Appalachians is very large. 
It is far larger than can be purchased with the funds eee 
under this law. Much difference exists, however, in the character of 
the lands in different parts of the on. Mountains are higher, slopes 
steeper, rainfall heavier, and the soll more easily washed in some sec- 
tions than in others. 


PURCHASES TO BE RECOMMENDED ONLY IN CERTAIN AREAS. 


Careful examinations made during the past 10 years in practically 
all parts of the Appalachian region have proven that the conditions 
which affect stream flow to an extreme extent are to be found in rela- 
tively limited areas. These areas are scattered more or less widely. 
By careful selection of the tracts it will be possible to do much for 
the permanent improvement of the watersheds by the purchase of only 
a part of the mountainous region. 

Jithin these areas not all, and in some cases not a very large pro- 
rtion, of the land will be needed by the Government for the purpose 
view. Just what lands should be purchased will be determined in 

every case as a result of a careful examination. 


PROPOSALS FOR SALE INVITED. 


Some of the important areas are already known, and -the purpose of 
this circular is to invite proposals for the sale of lands within them. 
A list of such areas is to be found on page 4, and a blank form and 
an official envelope to be used in making proposal for sale 8 
this circular. Additional copies of the blank may be had upon ae - 
cation to the Forester, Forest Service, Washington, D. C. he blank 
should be accurately and fully filled out and mailed, securely sealed in 
the envelope. If possible, a map owing the boundaries of the tract 
should be submitted with the proposal for sale. If the proposal is 
satisfactory, the Secretary of Agriculture will expect the owner to 
execute to him an option on the land for a reasonable length of time. 


CLASSES OF LAND DESIRED. 


Lands of the following classes will be considered for purchase when 
they lie within a designated area: (1) Timbered lands, including both 
land and timber; or the land with the timber reserved to the owner 
under rules of cutting to be agreed upon at the time of sale; (2) cut- 
over or culled lands; (3) brush or burned land not bearing merchant- 
able timber in quantity, but covered with a growth of brush which is 
useful for watershed protection, and burned land whether covered with 
young timber growth or not; (4) abandoned farm land, whether re- 
maining cleared or partially covered by timber growth. Good agricul- 
tural lands will not be considered. 

Where valuable mineral deposits are known to exist, the right to 
remove such deposits may be reserved to the owner under conditions 
to be agreed upon, such conditions to be incorporated in the written 
instrument of conveyance. 

Lands lying within the designated areas can not be recommended 
for purchase unless examination by the United States Geological Sur- 
vey shows that their contro! will promote or protect the navigation of 
streams on whose watersheds they lie. 


LANDS CONSIDERED ONLY WHEN OFFERED CHEAP. 


Lands proposed at exorbitant prices will not be considered. The hold- 
ing of land at too high a price in any of the areas will prevent the 
Government from undertaking purchases within it. 

NO RESTRICTION AS TO SIZE OF TRACT. 

No limitation is put upon the size of tracts to be proposed for sale. 
Proposals will be received for small as well as for large tracts within 
the areas designated, but small tracts can only be examined when they 
lie adjacent to or near large tracts which are a examined or where 
the aggregate of all tracts offered for sale is sufficient to justify an 
examination. 

NOT NECESSARY TO SELL THROUGH AN AGENT. 

The right of any landowner to deal through an agent is, of course, 
9 The placing of lands in agents’ hands, however, is unneces- 
sary, as the owners themselves may deal direct with the Government. 

USE OF THE LANDS BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


The lands purchased by the Government under this law are to be 
included in national forests. Such forests will in no way interfere 
with hunting and fishing within the areas. The laws of the States in 
which the forests are located will apply as at present, and the forests 
will be open to anyone and everyone. The use of the forests for all 
reasonable purposes, including recreation, will be encouraged. 

PROCEDURE IN MAKING PURCHASES. 


In general the procedure in making purchases will be as follows: 
1) The filing of proposal for sale of land by the owner or owners. 
2) Examination of lands. This examination will usually Include a 
careful estimate of whatever timber is standing upon the tract, an es- 
timate of the value of the tract as a whole for the production of timber, 
and the determination of its importance in regulating the flow of 
navigable streams. 
(3) Approval of lands for 3 by the National Forest Reser- 
yation Commission and the fixing of the purchase price or prices, A 
royal for purchase is given only after recommendation has been made 
y the Secretary of Agriculture on the basis of the field examinations. 
(4) Final negotiations with the owner or owners of lands as to terms 
of 


6) Pramination of title. 
8 Actual conveyance of the title of the land by the owner to the 
Government and payment therefor by the Government to the owner. 
Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman does not mean to say that 
the whole tract was purchased from one party? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; each individual tract was purchased 
from one seller. 
Mr. MANN. And we have expended $1,000,000? 
Mr. HAWLEY. In round numbers pretty close to it. We 


have $2,000,000 available each year for five years. 


Mr. MANN. Originally it was $13,000,000? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Eleven millions. 
Mr. MANN. You have lost one million. 


1912. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. . 


3101 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I think I can answer some of 
these questions. 

Mr: MANN. This Appalachian Forest Reserve is important 
and interesting matter to all of us. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 


tleman from Oregon a question. I notice that the gentleman 
said that the average price was from $3.50 to $3.75 per acre 
on the whole tract. The purchase price of the 184,000 acres, 
aggregating $1,002,000, at $4 an acre would be $736,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman misunderstood my answer 
in part. I was asked what the largest tract cost per acre, and 
stated that all but a small portion covered with evergreeen 
forest was purchased at the price of $3.75 per acre. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And the gentleman gave the tract in Ten- 
nessee. : 

Mr. MADDEN. Was it not understood when the legislation 
was being considered that a great many people owning these 
lands to be put in the forest reserve lying on the Appalachian 
and White Mountain Ranges would sell the land at a nominal 
price of something like 50 cents an acre, and that a good many 
would donate the land altogether? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I know of no such statement. 


Mr. MADDEN. It was so stated on the floor of the House. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I made no such statement. 
Mr. MADDEN. I do not say that the gentleman did, but it 


was stated that these lands would be turned over to the Govern- 
ment at a nominal price, and in many cases they would be 
given to the Government. Many of us feared the very thing 
that has happened would happen. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I want to say to the gentleman that no such 
statement was made by anybody that represented the State of 
Tennessee. 

Mr. MADDEN. I do not know what State they represented. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tennessee could never be 
accused of giving something for which he could get pay out of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. MADDEN. When they were arguing for this legislation, 
he did make a statement that the lands would be given to the 
Government substantially free in many cases. Some of us on 
the floor feared that when the Government committed itself to 
the project the price of these lands would go up a good deal 
higher than they ought to and above their real value. And what 
I fear now is that you are going to pay a higher price than ought 
to be paid. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We get a statement of the sales of land in 
the immediate vicinity, actual sales, giving the names of the 
parties, the areas conveyed, the amounts they paid, with dates 
of sales, and then we make a thorough investigation; I think in 
no instance has the Goyernment paid more than a reasonable 
price. 

Mr. MONDELL. What did the gentleman say was the aver- 
age price per acre paid for these tracts? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not figured that put. 
in value. 

Mr. MADDEN. According to the aggregate amount paid for 
the 184,000 acres, they cost $5.44 per acre, 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I insist that the gentlemen are 
roaming away from the point at issue. 

Mr. MADDEN. We are trying to get information upon this 
matter, if that is roaming off. We ought to have this informa- 
tion that we are asking for, if anybody has it; and if not, we 
must get it in some other way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on this matter in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
-sent that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Hawtey] be per- 
mitted to continue on the floor for five additional minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I will state to the gentleman from 
Oregon that the Chief Forester said that the lands they had 
under consideration to purchase were offered to them for from 
$3 to $5 an acre. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I will state in that connection 
that people who appeared before the committee stated positively 
that these lands could be bought for little or nothing, at from 
50 cents to $1 an acre, and it appears that those lands which 
could then be bought at that price are now worth $10 an acre. - 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to be in charge 
of the Appalachian bill when it passed the House. What my 
friend says is true and not true. The statement was made be- 
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fore the committee that if Congress had acted upon this bill 
10 years ago these lands could have been bought for from 50 
cents to $1 an acre. That is true, but land values in the South 
are going up. I have seen them go up from $4 an acre in my 
own community to $50 an acre within the last 10 years. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If Congress had acted 10 years ago the lands 
that were then worth 50 cents an acre would have been worth 
$5 an acre, but inasmuch as Congress did not act, the price 
stayed at 50 cents an acre. If Congress had not acted in this 
matter the price would still be 50 cents an acre or less. 

Mr. LEVER. I.do not think that is the testimony at all. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if there 
is not more or less small timber on the land under discussion? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is. The Tennessee tract will be 
bought on the basis of its being cut-over land; that is, we buy 
it as if it was cut over. Part is now cut over and part is to be 
cut over. But no second cutting will be allowed. The tract 
in the northern part of Georgia is virgin timber, a great deal 
of it marketable timber, but at this time it was so far remoyed 
from transportation that the price we paid—$7 an acre—in- 
cluded the Jand and the timber on that tract. 

Mr. BOWMAN. I think gentlemen will agree that the 
average price is very reasonable for land that has any quantity 
of timber on it at all, in view of the present price of timberland. 

Mr. MANN. But I do not understand that under the bill it 
is the policy of the Government to buy timber or timbered land. 

Mr, HAWLEY. When the Forest Service makes its report 
it includes an estimate for the value of an acre of that land 
without the timber. The lands have more or less timber, and 
some forest cover, under the theory of the bill, is absolutely 
necessary. to make the lands of value. In the Gennett tract, 
in the northern part of Georgia, there is some good timber on 
the land. The estimate was made of the value of the timber, 
such as oak, poplar, or tulip tree, and pine, and hemlock. That 
estimate entered into the element of price, but the timber being 
so far removed from the railroad could not be cut for many 
years, and the danger of forest fire was so great that if we in- 
tended to put the Jaw into force in good faith we must take the 
lands as they were offered at a fair price to protect the water- 
sheds. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, land that had timber on it that was 
so far removed from transportation that it could not be cut and 
utilized is one thing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is, at the present time. 

Mr. MANN. It is not worth much, so far as that is concerned, 
but, as I have always understood the theory of the bill, it was 
the intention to buy the land after the timber was cut off, the 
ordinary timber that was marketable—that that was to be cut 
off before the Government obtained control, leaving enough for 
seed purposes remaining on the land. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is the purpose of the commission to buy 
cut-over lands as far as available. I am not, of course, giving 
away the yote of the individual members of the commission, but 
we take suitable land, which is necessary under the theory 
on which the act was based, and some of it must necessarily 
have timber on it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman how the 
value of those lands are determined by the commission? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Forest Service sends men expert in soils 
and lumber to each locality. They make an estimate of the value 
of the land, together with the unmerchantable growths, and then 
of the forest cover of the land valuable for lumber, pulp wood, 
and tan bark, and for all other purposes, and from these 
elements a price is arrived at. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Are expert cruisers and lumbermen employed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. The cruisers and lumber experts are 
men who have had many years of experience in actual logging 
and lumbering operations. 

In addition to the lumberman’s examination, there is in the 
ease of tracts containing valuable timber an estimate made on 
the basis of the actual measurement of all merchantable trees 
on a certain percentage of the tract. This is done by running 
strips across the tract at fixed intervals and tallying all trees of 
merchantable size by diameter, species, and number of merchant- 
able log lengths. Usually 5 per cent of the area of a tract is 
actually measured in this way, but in the case of small tracts 
the percentage is increased in order to insure correct results. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Does the commission act entirely on the rec- 
ommendations and reports made—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Geological Survey makes a report, and in 
addition to that we have a statement of the actual transactions 
in the immediate vicinity as to the amount, prices paid, dates o 
purchases, with names of parties to the sale. : 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Those are improved lands that are sold. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Of all the lands. There is a great deal of 
wild land being transferred. 

Mr. HAUGEN. How does it happen that these tracts are all 
purchased from one seller? 

Mr. HAWLEY. They are not purchased from one seller. 


Mr. HAUGEN. 
statement. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I said each individual tract was offered by 
one seller, so for the tracts there are at least five sellers, 
but really the sellers numbered 15. The Little River Lumber 
Co., who owned a tract of land in eastern Tennessee covering 
79,000 acres, wanted to transfer it to the Government in a body, 
and we bought their entire holding because it was all in line 
with the purpose of the act and suitable for our purchases. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Yon find it to the advantage of the Gov- 
ernment to purchase in large tracts? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; where possible. If you will take the 
records of the commission, you will find that the purchases we 
have made and the prices we have paid as a rule are lower than 
other tracts, even those of very considerable quantities. 

Mr. MANN. I do not remember just at the moment what 
has been done about the taxes on the property. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You mean taxes that have already accrued. 

Mr. MANN. Do the States cede jurisdiction? And is the 
property exempt from taxation after the Government acquires it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The property is exempt from taxes after the 
Government acquires it just the same as a national forest. 

Mr. MANN. Well, that depends upon what the States have 
done in reference to it. 

Mr. LEVER. All of these States have ceded jurisdiction even 
before the passage of this act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. E knew the gentleman from South Carolina 
had that information. 

Mr. MANN. In the national forests where we cut off timber 
we pay 25 per cent to the States in lieu of taxation. I take it 
in the Appalachian forests a good deal of the timber will not 
be eut off by the Government in many years to come, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Some of them will not be lumbered for some 
years and some will be probably lumbered for some of the 
valuable wood maybe poplar or tulip tree—within a short time, 
because one poplar tree is worth a good deal. 

Mr. LEVER. Most of this timber is hardwood. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Did the commission have any fn- 
formation as to how long the several vendors of this land had 
owned it prior to the sale? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes; we had that information. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. There was that certain 
thrifty gentlemen fn that country might have bought these 
lands for the purpose of selling them—— . 

Mr. HAWLEY. The commission took into consideration that 
suspicion. 

Mr. BEALE of Texas (continuing). At a fair price to the 
Government. Has that occurred, in the judgment of the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. HAWLEY. So far as that is concerned, sometimes 
they, acquired small additions to their original holdings for 
the purpose of offering them in one compact body to the com- 
mission. 

The following document will be of interest: 

(Press notice.) 
Unrrep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., November 7, 1911. 

‘Agriculture will 8 or ex Sven rt gy . — — ce 
law timberlands upon which options have been secured with a 

to the Government at a profit. The department es 
with the owners of lands, since this course will result 
the value of the land and at the 
lands cheaper 


I understood the gentleman to make that 


This decision to purehase only 
of the 


ing from the amount which is being offered a sufficient acreage to 
readily consume entire ap tion as fast as it becomes available. 
the o of in advance of the Government rs 


and 

100, 
Fo es of estimators and five expert 

e 

upon 0 0 a 

mission, by which all purchases of land must be „ 


Wilson will ask that a 
ecember for the purpose 


examinations o ds offered for purehase. Th 
are especially instructed to negotiate with the owners of small tact, 
Much of the land offered for sale is held in tracts of less than 200 
acres, It is tracts of this kind which have been optioned by specu- 
lators in the past and which the Government now expects to buy direct 
from the owners. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. I notice in the testimony of the Chief 
Forester that about 2,000,000 acres have been offered and about 
400,000 examined. Do you know whether there is any disposi- 
tion down there among those people to buy up these lands for 
the purpose of selling them advantageously to the Government? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, if there is such a disposition and they 
have formed combinations, such combinations have not been 
brought to our notice. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask now to make a short state- 
ment in behalf of the Committee on Agriculture and to answer 
some of the questions that have been asked here, and especially 
to answer the question that was propounded by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Raxer}. We were careful in interrogating the Forester 
along these various lines that have been discussed here, and you 
will see on page 316 the following: 


The CHAIRMAN. I observe that some of these appropriations have de- 
and some increased. Just give us, briefly, some of the reasons 
why you had to do this—whether 1 a the general result or not, 
Mr. Graves. We have made a total ction in the forests here to 
provide for the administration of this new unit, Santa Rosa Forest, and 
also to provide for the administration of such forests as may be estab- 
lished in the southern Appalachians and White Mountains. That item 
is on page 43. We have reduced where we could in the eral ex- 
and in some cases where we want to do work in 
e examination of timber, estimates of timber, and where we are mak- 
ing large sales, and consequently there will be greater expenses con- 
neeted with the administration of the sales. The amounts are neces- 
pann going to vary slightly from year to year also, according to the 
distribution of our year-long men who are on the statutory roll; that is. 
the distribution of the rangers who are serving on the statutory roll 
will affect, to some extent, the amount we need for general expenses 
and for summer rangers, temporary men. 

The CHATRMAN. With regard to this increase for the contemplated 
Ap ian reservation do you think ga ean divide up these Appala- 
eh reservations into distriets like this? Is that your idea? 

Mr. Graves. Yes, sir; but the forests have not been purchased yet. 
So the funds had to be lumped together. 


That answers some questions, too. 


The CREE I know that. Do you propose to subdivide these 
forests also 

Mr. Graves. Ultima there will be individual forests, each of 
which will be estimated for separately. y 

Mr. Lever. Would it be ible for you, Mr. Graves, to furnish the 
committee with a brief outline of the nditures in each case in this 
national forest as you have it ? 
Mr. Graves. The estimates in each forest? 
Mr. Layer. Yes. 
Mr. Graves. I have them here. 
Mr. Lever. And the purpose of the estimate—how the money is 

spent, how the increase comes about, and how the decrease comes 

about—as compared with last year. 

Mr. Graves. I have an estimate of the amount itemized for the ex- 
penditures. 

He did, and I thought I had it here, gentlemen, but it would 
be too long to read anyhow. 

The Carman. You showed fit to me the other day. 

Mr. Graves. The reasons will be variable. It will be a slight in- 
crease of business or decrease of business— 


That answers some of the questions, I will say, of the gentle- 
man from California. 


and also, as I say, the business will vary each year according to the 
running out of timber sales or increase of timber sales or an inereaso 
in the amount of reconnoissance, and so on; and also there will be a 
little shifting according to the distribution of our permanent force. 

Mr. Lever. I had in mind that an antagonistic friend of ours might 
tax the 1 our chairman If he began to ask specife questions 
about these e forests. 


You see, my aid-de-camp [Mr. Lxvxn] is a sort of a prophet. — 
Mr, Graves. I can make a statement of that to with our estimates. 
The CHAIRMAN. Just one word more on that Appalachian business. 
Was that your idea, Mr. HawLEY? I thought it was to conserve 1 
rshed so as to protect & in the whole and not go into an extensive 


wate 
system like this. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I understood it would have to be administered like any 


other forest, 
anit GtATES. A Sood. deal of the Land. which WER ae for ue to mako 
some of those lands self-sustaining from the beginning. 

Now, gentlemen, that answers some of these questions and 
puts the Committee on Agriculture right before this eommittee. 
This is a difficult question, and when you come in here with this 
Appalachian business I tell you frankly we had better cross that 
bridge when we get to it, and it is going to be a pretty difficult 
bridge, I think, to cross. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Are we not crossing that bridge 
all the time? 

Mr. LAMB. We are crossing your bridge, but we have not 
crossed the other bridge yet. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been proceeding by unanimous 
consent. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I have no personal knowledge of the purchase of land 
for the Appalachian Reserve, except the purchase of an 80,000- 
acre tract in the eastern district of Tennessee, a large portion 
of which is in the district I represent. I know the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will smile. 

Mr. BUTLER. We are all going to smile. [Laughter.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. He actually laughed. I want to make the pre- 
diction that the Government of the United States in 15 or 20 
years will have no difficulty, in the event it should desire to 
part ownership of this property, to sell it at twice the present 
purchase price. The greatest rainfall region in the United 
States is in the Appalachian region, and this cut-over land in 
eastern Tennessee will have a splendid and valuable second 
growth of timber within the time mentioned by me. 

Mr. MADDEN. How soon? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Fifteen or twenty years. We all know how the 
value of hardwood timber land has increased in recent years. 

I know of one section in the Appalachian region, in Monroe 
County, where about eight years ago a party purchased 42,000 
acres of land for $245,000, held it for five years, and sold it for 
$750,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any more of it down there? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Now, something has been said about the pur- 
chase of land for 50 cents and a dollar per acre, That period 
has long since passed. The owners of those lands have long 
since realized the value of them. And not only that, but that 
country is filled with prospective purchasers of timber lands, 
This 80,000-acre tract of land in Blount and Sevier Counties 
was purchased about 15 or 20 years ago by practical timber 
men from Pennsylyania, and the other tract in Monroe County 
was first purchased by Pennsylvania people and afterwards 
sold to Pittsburgh people. There are no cheap timber lands any- 
where left in the South. - 

Mr. RAKER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether in 
the cutting of timber his people simply cut off the re and 
proper timber and leave the balance stand without destroy- 
ing it? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I want to say that investigations have been 
made of that region by the Geological Survey and the Forestry 
Branch, and in this case the Appalachian Commission sent a 
subcommittee to the eastern district composed of the Member 
from Oregon [Mr. HAwLEY] and the Member from Georgia [Mr. 
Lee]. I went with those gentlemen on that trip—not all of it, 
but part of it—and I know they spent a number of days in go- 
ing over that land and in seeing for themselves the value of the 
same. The Little River Lumber Co. spent half a million dollars 
in the construction of a railroad that penetrates this large area 
of land, There is no grab in its purchase by the Government. 
The Government in this particular case got full value for every 
dollar it has invested in it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Who gets the railroad? [Laughter.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. Well, the Government is not buying railroads 
at $3.75 or $3.80 an acre. [Laughter.] But the company and 
the Government have the means of entering these lands and 
controlling and removing the timber, because there is a standard- 
gange railroad constructed all through that section. And I 
want to say that I congratulate the Government and Congress 
upon the care and caution that were exercised in this particular 
case, because it has Been pending for over a year. And I want 
also to bear testimony to the fidelity and honesty of the gen- 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. HAwxr] and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Ler], who had no other interest to subserve ex- 
cept the interests of the Government in this matter, and any 
insinuation or reflection in reference to their conduct in con- 
nection with this proposition is unfair and unkind, and with- 
out excuse. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from IIlinois? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know whether the gentleman will con- 
sider the question an insinuation or not.. I have not heard any 
Member make an insinuation yet. But will the gentleman give 
us information as to whether this land is now being used for 
any purpose, whether any of it is herded or grazed upon? 


Mr. AUSTIN. The Little River Lumber Co. has a mill at 
Townsend, Tenn., on part of the lands of this great tract, where 
po cut from 125,000 to 135,000 feet of hardwood lumber every 

ay. 

Mr. MANN. Apart from the cutting of the timber, is the 
land used for any purpose? Z 

Mr. AUSTIN. Only a small portion of it. The timber has 
never been removed for the purpose of utilizing this land for 
any agriculture or other purposes. I expect to see the day 
when this land can be used advantageously in the cultivation 
of berries and fruits and in the development of orchards. 

Mr. MANN. It ought to be used for that purpose, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be permitted to proceed for five minutes more. 
I desire to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
AusriN] be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if he contends that the Government bought these lands 
for the purpose of starting fruit growing and other agricultural 
activities there? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No. I was simply speaking, in answer to the 
question of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], as to 
what this land could be used for. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If these lands can be used for fruit growing, 
for example, would it not be better to put these lands to some 
use in that way? 

Mr. AUSTIN. The Government has bought this land for the 
purpose of preserying the water supply of the Appalachian 
region. 

Mr. LEVER. And the bill provides, I may say, that if these 
lands become more valuable for agricultural purposes the Gov- 
ernment shall have the right to open them up for settlement. 

Mr. HAUGEN. May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
some of the timber has been removed? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Some of it was cut over some years ago, a con- 
siderable number of years ago, and other portions of it have 
been cut over within very recent years and up to date. 

Mr. HAUGEN, Can the gentleman give us any estimate of 
the amount? ` 

Mr. AUSTIN. A member of the committee from Oregon 
[Mr. HAwIEr] is in the Chamber at this time, and he can give 
the gentleman information as to how many acres have been cut 
over and how many have not been cut over. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I would like to ask the gentleman if the 
Government contemplates buying timberlands in carrying out 
this project? > 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever] can furnish that information. I yield for that purpose 
to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand the intention was to buy de- 
nuded lands and worthless lands and not the timberlands; and 
the representation was made before the committee when this 
legislation was under consideration that the lands that were 
desired could be bought for 50 cents an acre or less, or at least 
at $1 an acre. I understand that was the value of the lands 
there. 

Mr. LAMB. When that bill was first proposed it was true 
that some suitable lands could then have been purchased for 
one or two or three dollars an acre, but that project ran on for 
quite a number of years—at least 12 years—as I know from 
personal knowledge in-my service here. Those lands were 
priced very low at that time and could have been bought at 
less than half of what they can be bought for now. There has 
been an advance in their value since that time and money has 
become cheaper. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The value of timberlands has advanced, not 
only there but in every State in the Union. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. What is the difference in 
the price of lumber now and then? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr, Chairman, I am not raising these ques- 
tions for the purpose of criticizing the department, and cer- 
tainly not for the purpose of impugning the motives or the 
conduct of the distinguished gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
HAWLEY] or any member of that commission. I have the 
highest regard for all of those men. They are men of integrity, 
experience, and good judgment; men whom we can well trust 
in the performance of this service. But, Mr. Chairman, certain 
representations were made before the committee which I think 
had much to do with influencing the committee in favorably 
reporting that bill. 

And, Mr. Chairman, while representations were made that 
these lands could be purchased at from 50 cents to $1 an acre, 
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and that many of the owners would, as stated, be glad to turn 
them over without any compensation, it seems that we have 
drifted away from that and into a policy where we are pur- 
chasing lands at from $3 to $20 an acre or more. 

Mr. LEVER. That was 10 or 15 years ago. 

Mr. HAUGEN. You passed this bill two or three years ago. 
Now, it is fair that this House should have information upon 
the subject, and especially that the Committee on Agriculture 
should give the information as to what has been done and what 
is contemplated to do. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman has had ample opportunity to 
obtain information in the committee. 

Mr. HAUGEN. We are to-day appropriating over $5,000,000 
for the Forest Service, in addition to this $2,000,000 under the 
Weeks-Lever Act, all told, about $7,000,000. As has been said 
here on the floor, only a few years ago it was stated by the 
Forester that this service could be made self-supporting inside 
of five years; that the revenues would equal the expenses of the 
service. The five years haye gone by, and the receipts are about 
$2,000,000 and the expenses $5,000,000, to say nothing about the 
$2,000,000 for the purchase of lands. They have full juris- 
diction. The grass has been sold, the timber has been cut 
off, the lumber has been sold, and yet we are at an expense of 
$3,000,000 in excess of the $2,000,000 receipts from those sales 
and other sources; and as I said I do not bring this up for the 
purpose of criticizing anyone. I have no quarrel with the 
Forest Service or anyone connected with that department; but 
I contend that this is of enough importance that when anybody 
rises to ask a question for information he should be given a 
courteous reply and time to answer questions. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea my colleague on 
our committee was so eloquent. He might have obtained from 
the committee all the information he required along this line. 
There can be no complaint against anybody about this matter, 
and my friend is the last man who ought to complain, because 
he has had every opportunity to obtain this information. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It was charged that certain ones had ques- 
tioned the integrity of men who have this matter in charge, and 
I simply intended to say that I certainly did not say anything to 
criticize any Member of this House or anybody in the depart- 
ment, 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman from Iowa states that he is not 
here to make an insinuation. I understood him to say that the 
Appalachian bill received favorable consideration in view of 
statements made before the committee that this land could be 
purchased for 50 cents or a dollar an acre, and perhaps some 
of it given to the Government, and that statement was made in 
view of a previous statement made by a member of the Appa- 
lachian Commission who is a Member of this House, the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. Hawtey], that the commission had gone 
ahead and paid $3.85 an acre, and up to $15 an acre. It looks 
as though that was an insinuation of a violation of an agree- 
4 under which this measure received favorable considera- 

on. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, no; I said nothing about agreements or 
violations thereof. I said that they had drifted away from that 
policy, and from what was contemplated under the act. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph under consideration. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from Illinois misunderstands 
the parliamentary situation. The Appalachian paragraph is not 
yet under consideration. 

Mr. LAMB. It has not been reached, and all this discussion 
is premature. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we do not quit talking we will never 
reach it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the paragraph under 
consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sitgreaves National Forest, Ariz., $15,310. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move to strike out the paragraph under 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 7 and 8 on page 43. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested in 
the preservation of the forests of this country. Past history has 
shown that vast forests have been destroyed recklessly, and the 
Government now, in order to preserve our hardwood, is driven 
to the necessity of establishing forest reserves. I live so far 
away from these reserves that I am not familiar enough with 
them to satisfy myself as to what ought to be done with some 
of the proposed appropriations of this bill. 

A very important question arises with reference to the 80,000- 
acre reserve in eastern Tennessee, a portion of which lies in the 
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district of the gentleman from that State, Mr. Aust. I am 
interested in these discussions in various ways. I want to ask 
that distinguished gentleman, if he will be kind enough to 
answer me, a few questions in reference to this tract of 80,000 
acres of land so that I may be able to get at some of the rest 
of the tracts in these reservations. 

I desire to know if it is the policy of the Government in these 
reserves to protect anything else except the forests, and if the 
gentleman from Tennessee, who has served so long in this Cham- 
ber and seems to have dealt extensively in this matter, will 
answer that question I will be glad to have him. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The gentleman is mistaken in stating that I 
have served in this House for so long a period. This is my 
second term. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is that true? That is a long time. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Longer than some Members have. 

Mr. AUSTIN. It may be long to the gentleman from Illinois, 
but I am not complaining about the length of service. 

Mr. FOWLER. I hope the gentleman's service will be still 
longer, 

Mr. AUSTIN. The agitation of the Appalachian Forest Re- 
serve and legislation along those lines began more than 10 years 
ago. We succeeded in passing a bill in the Senate, and it lodged 
in the committee room of the House. After that Congress ex- 
pired we went back and had a bill passed by the Senate a sec- 
ond time. ‘That was the third stage. Later we had it passed in 
the House and it failed in the Senate. So the legislation finally 
became a law during the Sixty-first Congress. 

Mr. FOWLER. What was that for; for the preservation of 
the forests? 

Mr. AUSTIN. The forests and the water supply at the head 
of the navigable rivers. 

Mr. FOWLER. The forests or the water supply? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Both. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOWLER. As soon as I get this information. I would 
like to know if in that forest reserve there is any mineral that 
has been discovered—iron, zinc, or any other mineral? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; there is copper in the Appalachian Range— 
Ducktown, where the Tennessee Copper Co. operates. Ducktown 
was operated prior to the Civil War. In Carter County there is 
magnetic iron ore, which has been mined for more than 20 
years and made into pig iron at the Embersyille Furnace or 
the Johnson City Furnace. There are quantities of slate, barytes, 
and zinc through the Appalachian Forest Reserves. There is 
copper and marble and zinc and iron ore, slate, and barytes. 

Mr. MADDEN. And there is sufficient magnetism in the iron 
ore to draw the money out of the Federal Treasury to buy these 
lands. [Laughter.] 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is what we are here for. 

Mr. FOWLER. It seems that there is much magnetism sur- 
rounding this whole affair. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Illinois will yield, I 
want to say that the Appalachian forestry bill was based and 
passed solely upon the assertion that the Government had the 
right to exercise control over interstate commerce by preserving 
the headwaters of the navigable streams. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee of this House, on a resolution introduced by myself, re- 
ported to the House that Congress had no constitutional power 
to purchase land for the purpose of making forest reserves in 
the States when it owned no public domain, and the Appala- 
chian forest reserve, as it is called, was not purchased or was 
not obtained for the exercise of any power to reserve forests in 
the States, but for the purpose of preserving and maintaining 
the headwaters of the navigable rivers. 

I want to state that I was one of the men from that region 
that opposed even that view and voted against it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the 
gentleman if anybody has instituted any proceeding to test the 
constitutionality of that bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think not, and for the reason, as I un- 
derstand it—I may be mistaken—the bill that passed Congress 
did not confer on the commission any power or authority to 
condemn land, but only by the consent of the State and the 
consent of the owners of the property to purchase it. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOWLER. In a moment. I desire to know, while I am 
in favor of the preseryation of the forests of America as much 
as any man, I would like to know from some distinguished 
gentleman under what power of the Constitution they have 
acted in purchasing this land for the purpose of forest reserves. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman desire 
me to answer that question? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes, 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state that I 
thought I had already done so. Congress exercised that power 
and granted the power in that bill to purchase this property, 
not for the purpose of a forest reservation, but for the purpose of 
preserving the navigable rivers of the country. That is all they 
did. They had no power to purchase it as a forest reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ilinois 
has expired. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague allow me to 
ask the question of the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to follow my 
line of inquiry. The distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
undoubtedly has figured in this forest purchase. 

Mr BARTLETT. No, indeed. I was opposed to it. 

Mr. FOWLER. But the gentleman has been here while such 
has been going on, and I want to ask him by what authority 
under the Constitution Congress has proceeded in buying these 
lands for that purpose? 

Mr. BARTLETT. It has not bought them for forest reserves. 
They have dodged the constitutional question, in my opinion— 
and I do not mean any offense by that—because the Committee 
on the Judiciary of this House reported that Congress had no 
constitutional power to buy the land as forest reserves. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I understand from my dis- 
tinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. Austin], who has 
answered a question just awhile ago, that the Appalachian Res- 
ervation was purchased for a forest reservation. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I said for both purposes. 

Mr. FOWLER. I am trying to get things straightened out, 
so as to know how to vote. Here is a distinguished gentleman 
who has been able to get enough money out of the Treasury to 
buy 80,000 acres of forest reservation, as he says, and here is 
a distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who 
says there is no constitutional power for that purpose. As a 
young Member, Mr. Chairman, I am in such a condition that I 
would like to have an answer from some gentleman who has 
been here long enough to know what has been the policy of the 
Government in buying these forest reservations? 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the governor of 
Missouri. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I only wanted the gentleman 
to address me as “the distinguished gentleman,” in order that 
I might get that title. 

Mr. FOWLER. I yield to the distinguished governor from 
Missouri. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
a question. 

Mr. FOWLER. I yield to the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LAMB rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Virginia rise? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask for order in the 
first place, and in the next place, if the gentleman’s time has 
expired, I desire to move that all debate on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto close in five minutes, so that we can 
get along and do some work. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. He has moved to strike out the paragraph 
with reference to Sitgreaves National Forest, Ariz. I want 
to know why he does that? I have to vote on this motion of 
his and I want to know how to vote. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I can explain very readily 
that I moved to strike out the paragraph in order to get the 
floor so that some gentleman here could give me some informa- 
tion relative to these great forest reserves. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Withont objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

W the etal naan ‘with Siac 224 wd n 
to determine the best methods for the conservative management cf 
forests and forest lands, $83,728. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
graph. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 


where it is proposed now to buy other national forests? 


Mr. LAMB. In the Appalachian and White Mountain regions, 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Chairman, the Appalachian proposition 
neyer passed this House for the purpose of constituting national 
forests, but, as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
said, the only authority under the Constitution that could be 
found for the enactment of that law was to buy up the nude 
mountains, from which the timber had been cut, for the pur- 
pose of letting those mountains grow up with timber, so as 
to gather the rainfall, produce moisture, and feed the streams 
of the country, so as to make those navigable that were not 
navigable, and to keep navigable those that were navigable 
streams. It was a visionary dream, in the first instance, for 
the purpose of getting the public money out of the Treasury. 
It is now proposed by this House to inaugurate a new policy 
and divert it from the only purpose for which there could be 
found any constitutional authority for the passage of the law. 
This proposition has been handed back and forth in the public 
legislation of the country from time to time until, in the 
opinion of many, it has served the purpose sufficiently in the 
exhaustion of public money. Its real purpose should be depre- 
cated, however laudable its ostensible purpose may appear upon 
a casual observation. 

The Government first gave away much of these public lands 
and let the speculators cut the timber off of them and reap 
thousands and thousands, yes, millions of dollars’ profit and 
then they come back to the Government and offer to sell the 
barren land to the Government with a view that some day it 
would reforest itself and assist in making navigable the streams 
of this country, or particularly of certain localities. It is a 
policy that can not be sustained and it is one that the American 
people ought to condemn. Now, Congress proposes by putting 
in an appropriation here in an agricultural bill to divert the 
purpose from the very hazy constitutional one, very hazy, indeed, 
to an unconstitutional one, conceded I take it by every Member 
of this House. It is a mere speculation of the Iandowners; a 
scheme to dispose of their unprofitable lands after they have 
taken the profit from them, which in many instances were 
acquired at nominal prices. In other words, when the citizen 
has anything to sell to the Government it is very valuable, but 
when the Government has anything to sell to the public it is 
of very little value. I insist upon my motion to strike out this 
paragraph, and I think the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BartiettT}, who has just given a very lucid explanation of the 
origin of this legislation and the only basis under the Constitu- 
tion that it could be based upon, will agree with me that now 
they ought not to divert the purpose of it and should not be 
permitted to do so. They want to sell the old hillsides now to 
the Government at large profits and have it invest the money 
of the people in them and then wait for generations that they 
may grow up and protect the ground so that it will hold the 
moisture to feed the streams of the country. What man can 
contemplate the period when it will come into use through that 
operation? The plan is visionary. Its realization is hopeless. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 3 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is misinformed of the char- 
acter of the Appalachian forests, because most of that is already 
timbered. It is not cut-over land, but the greater part of it is 
in the original forest. Now, I do not mean to say, and I do 
not want the gentleman to get the impression from my making 
that statement, that I at any time favored the proposition or 
approved the idea that the Government of the United States 
had any constitutional power to use the money of the people 
to buy within the State where the Government did not have 
any forest reserve or public-domain property for the purpose of 
devoting it to a forest reserve. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand the gentleman from Georgia that, 
while some of these lands have not yet been deforested or the 
timber cut off on much of them, the lumber speculators, who 
obtained them from the Government or of private proprietors 
at practically nothing, and have deforested them, and having no - 
further use for them, propose to unload them on the Government 
at fancy prices. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CULLOP. Certainly. 

Mr. PAGE. No land in that section of the Southern Appa- 
lachian Range has ever belonged to the Government, so the 
gentleman is laboring under a misapprehension. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Neither in North Carolina, South Carolina, 
nor Georgia has the United States ever had any public lands. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand that. They were acquired dur- 
ing the colonial period, but some lands in the Appalachian 
system were not. . 

Mr. PAGE. Will the gentleman allow me? The gentleman 
made the statement that these people obtained these lands from 
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the Government for small sums, They never obtained them 
from the Government at all. 

Mr. CULLOP. I understand that; but all of these lands are 
not in North Carolina and Georgia. 

Mr. PAGE. South Carolina, Virginia, and Tennessee. 

Mr. BARTLETT.” All in the same class. 

Mr. CULLOP. But there were other*lands that belonged in 
this class embraced in the system, but whether or not. they 
were the proposition is objectionable and the policy can not be 
defended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that no gentleman 
here would buy a farm and turn it out on the common; that 
no man would buy 1,000 acres of timber and not haye somebody 
on the tract to look after it and prevent depredation. Just so 
with the United States Government. I am not going to discuss 
the question of the Appalachian policy at all; but these lands 
have been bought and these forests must be protected. Now, 
as to whether you would have minor forestation, as you have 
now—— 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask the distinguished chairman 
of this committee if it is not a fact that this Appalachian 
reservation was purchased by the Government on the theory of 
the improvement of navigation, and that alone? 

Mr. LAMB. Why, certainly. 

Mr. FOWLER. Now, under what authority, if that be true, 
can you make an appropriation in a forest-reserve bill? 

Mr. LAMB. I do not think my friend would say that when we 
have bought this land that we should turn it loose and leave 
it unprotected. If you did that you would destroy the very 
idea which has been had in view. You are bound to protect 
these hillsides and keep them from being destroyed by fire and 
the depredations of marauders. That is all this proposition is, 
Somebody has got to look after the interest of the Government's 
property after the Government has purchased it, and under 
the Appalachian bill this money appropriated can only purchase 
these different tracts of land, and then somebody has got to 
look after the Government’s interest. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not understand that this bill in the 
least proposes to change the statute of 1911, but simply appro- 
priates the money to carry out the purposes embraced in that 
statute? 

Mr. LAMB. That is all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And you use the word “forest” not so 
much to designate it as a forest reserve, but as an indication of 
the particular act? 

Mr. LEVER. To indicate how much money we are spending 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BARTLETT. You do not change the law, but carry out 
the law? l 

Mr. FOWLER. Why do not you make your appropriation 
under the rivers and harbors bill, then? 

Mr. BARTLETT. We have no authority to do so. 

Mr. LAMB, The gentleman on the committee who offered this 
bill and under whose patronage it was passed, as stated, I ask 
to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to ask the gentleman, the 
acting assistant chairman of this committee, how you expect 
this money to be expended over this new land which you are 
buying? What is the system of distributing this cash? 

Mr. LEVER. The testimony of the officers of the. Govern- 
ment before the committee is to the effect that this money will 
be spent upon the Appalachian reserve about as the money is 
spent upon the ordinary forest reserves in the West. The very 
strong probability is that not all of this appropriation here will 
be used, probably not half of it. It will be used only to the ex- 
tent of protecting the forest lands that have been bought. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Have you ever made any appro- 
priation to the Forest Service that has not been consumed? 

Mr. LEVER. Oh, yes. We can show here from the figures 
that the Forest Service turns back into the Treasury each year 
certain sums of money, and from each forest unit in the Govern- 
ment certain sums of money. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. What I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. Hawtey] was, when I was interrupted: 
Did the committee make any investigation about these lands as 
to why the price was raised and whether the price is not con- 


tinually rising, and also whether or not there are any options 
on the land that the Government is supposed to buy? 

Mr. LEVER. Let me say to my friend that the Committee 
on Agriculture has absolutely nothing to do with the buying of 
these lands in the southern Appalachian and the White Moun- 
tain region. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I expected to ask a member of 
the commission. But you are appropriating money 

Mr. LEVER. The bill which was passed by Congress appro- 
priating $11,000,000 for the purpose of buying land at the head 
of navigable streams in the White Mountains and Appalachian 
Ranges created a commission, and upon it was placed the duty 
of buying these lands, putting upon these lands the estimates 


Which the commission thought was reasonable, and the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture has absolutely nothing to do with it ex- 
cept to provide money in this bill with which to protect lands 
which have been purchased by the commission and which have 
become the property of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEVER. I will yield. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am not quite through. 

Mr. LEVER. Just on that point of which we are speaking. 
The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Haw ey], than whom there 
is no better or wiser man in this House, is on the commission. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. And I have great respect for the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is not the appropriation on page 45 for the 
protection of the lands in the East here on all fours with ap- 
propriations made for national forests in any other part of the 
country? 

Mr. LEVER. That is true. We have under the Weeks-Leyer 
law made certain purchases in the southern Appalachian region, 
property that belongs to the United States, and we have pro- 
vided here in this bill the means for the protection of that 
property, and that is all. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. What I want to ask you is this: 
Has this commission that has purchased this land and spent 
the money made any report to your committee? 

Mr. LEVER. Not at all, because they are not required to 
report to our committee 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
ported on it to anybody else? 

Mr. HAWLEY. We reported, as the law required, at the 
beginning of this Congress, to this Congress, and it is a printed 
document of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CULLOP]. 3 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CuLror], which is now pending. I take it for granted, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Government must take care of the land it 
buys in the Appalachian Mountains, without regard to the 
question of how unwise the purchase may have been. Regard- 

less of that, we shall have to take care of it. 

Mr. LAMB. That is the very point I made. 

Mr. MONDELL. But let me suggest to the committee that 
we passed a bill providing ultimately for the expenditure of 
$11,000,000 for the use of the commission in the purchase and, 
I think, for the care of these lands during the period covered 
by the bill. 

Mr. LAMB. No; in that the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I think when the bill was pending 
before the House that was the understanding on the part of 
the majority of Members of the House. č 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. MONDELL. In just a moment. I say, Mr. Chairman, 
that the appropriation in the bill was intended to cover all the 
expenses connected with these lands. 

Mr. LEVER. It could not be. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a 
copy of the Weeks Act, and section 11 of that act says expressly 
that these lands, after they are purchased, shall be controlled 
by appropriations made by the bills presented by the Committee 
on Agriculture, the same as other national forests are controlled. 

Mr. MONDELL. Where does the gentleman find that? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. In section 11, which says— 

That, subject to the provisions of the last 8 section, the 
lands acquired under this act shall be permanently reserved, held, and 
administered as national forest lands under the provisions of section 24 
of the act approved March 3, 1891 (26 Stats. L., 1103), and acts sup- 
plemental to and amendatory thereof. 

Mr. MONDELL. There is nothing whatever in that about 
caring for the lands so purchased. Of course, the cost of the 


Has this commission ever re- 
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ae and maintenance of these reserves is to come out of that 
Ul. 

Mr. LAMB. Let me ask the gentleman a question right there. 

Mr. MONDELL. Time flies. 

Mr. LAMB. I will give the gentleman additional time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Thank you. 

Mr. LAMB. We did not pass the pure food and drug act and 
the insect act, and yet we have to provide money to carry on 
the administration of those acts. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I contend that the House 
understood that the appropriations carried in the Weeks bill 
were to cover all the expenses incurred during the period dur- 
ing which those expenditures ran. There is nothing in that bill 
that would conyey any other notion than that, and a fair in- 
terpretation of that bill would justify the striking out of this 
paragraph and inserting a provision whereby those expenditures 
should be paid out of the appropriations contained in the Ap- 
palachian appropriation bill. 

Now, I want to ask the chairman of the committee a question. 
Is it or is it not true, as has been stated here, that the Forester 
has said, or has admitted, that the appropriation carried in 
this paragraph is made up of small sums clipped from the ap- 
. propriations for the care of western forest reserves? Is that 
true? 

Mr. LAMB. It is true in one respect, in that he apportioned 
this money out and made arrangements whereby $32,000 taken 
from the general lump sum should be held back for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, on what theory can any such action 
as that be justified? Assuming, for the sake of argument, that 
these Appalachian reserves should ‘be appropriated for in this 
bill, upon what theory can you take the moneys needed for the 
care of western forest reserves and apply them to these other 
purposes? 

Mr. LAMB. It is not needed. Of course the gentleman would 
not object to the Forester arranging his lump sum when ap- 
propriated and having enough left for this purpose? 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand that the Forester last year 
had more money than he needed for these reserves by about $300 
per reserve? 

Mr. LAMB. No; but can you not cut down your expenses 
and run a farm one year oar than another year? 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, yes; I know that. But you have no 
right to reb Peter to pay Paul. 

Mr. LAMB. I knew the gentleman would quote Scripture 
before he got throngh. 

Mr. MONDELL. That may be a quotation from Scripture. 

Mr. LAMB. It ought to be. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is true that there is no justification for 
taking from the appropriations for the western forests and 
applying the amount so taken to the Appalachian Forests, 

Mr. LAMB. Not directly. 

Mr. MONDELL. That is what has been done. 

Mr. LAMB. Indirectly. He spares from his lump fund 
enough to administer these other forests. 

Mr. MONDELL. In other words, the western forests are to 
pay for the administration of eastern forests. That is what is 
proposed, is it? We want to understand it. AH we want is 
to have a clear understanding in regard to it. 

Mr. LEVER. I shall be very glad to try to answer the 
gentleman's question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. The chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture was kind enough to say he would not object to my 
having an extension. 

Mr. LAMB. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. MONDELL. I thiuk the chairman of the committee took 
more than three minutes of my time. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman wants to cut down on our forests 
and we will cut down on his speeches. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LEVER. In the time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
I will say that the Forester, in the memorandum furnished to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker], says: 

A readjustment was made to make the appropriation conform more 
nearly to the actunl needs of the different g In doing this the 
Lollowing reductions were made in California 

Then he states the reductions and Saya that certain other 
increases were made in California, It is true that the Forester 
Says, in another letter to Judge Raxrn, that some money was 
taken from all of these national forests to take care of the 
additional forests created during the year. One of these is 
the Appalachian Reserve. Another is the Ruby National Forest 
in Nevada, $3,580. Another is the Santa Rosa Forest in Nevada, 
$8,400. So that the Forester has not given it all to the Atlantic 
seaboard, but he has taken some of this money and put it onto 


these additional forests which have been taken in during the 
past year. Is that explanation satisfactory? 

Mr. MONDELL. I am glad the gentleman has admitted it 
if it is a fact, but I regret the fact that the Forester has seen fit 
to take from the appropriation for the western forests without 
any reason therefor except that he needed the money some- 
where else. 

Mr. LEVER. And he says without hurting the service at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Possibly he did not care to-ask Congress for 
any additional sum. 

Mr. LEVER. Congress can not be held responsible for that, 
of course. 

Mr. MONDELL. The Appalachian forests have been pro- 
vided for by Congress, and I am not quarreling with that ac- 
tion ; but if we are to have the Appalachian forests, we certainly 
should not expect them to be cared for at the expense of the 
western forests, and the gentleman will agree with me on that. 

Mr. LEVER. But if the Forester tells the committee that he 
can administer the western forests as well as he did before with 
a reduction of $300 each, should the committee say nay to a 
proposition to reduce expenditures in the Government service? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly not. I am one of those who have 
been insisting for years that the clerical force of the Forestry 
Service could be reduced without any damage to the national 
forests, and I would be the last man on this floor to object to 
any reasonable reduction in expenses not directly used in car- 
ing for the forests. 

5 LAMB. We reduced the clerical force appropriation 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand there was some reduction, and 
I am glad it was made, but I notice that a greater reduction 
was made when you came to the matter of permanent improve- 
ments; and if there is any appropriation that ought to be in- 
creased that is the one. 

Mr. LAMB. Let us cross that bridge when we get to it. 

Mr. MONDELL. We might tramp over the planks of that 
bridge a little now. But there is no justification whatever for 
taking from the appropriation for the western forests a suffi- 
cient sum te administer the Appalachian forest simply because 
they need the money. - 

Mr. LAMB. We did not do that. What we did was through 
Mr. Graves’s own suggestion. We called him in and asked him 
what he could administer the forest reserves for. He comes in 
and says he can do ft for this amount we give him, and we 
could not object, and I do not think the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming ought to object. 

Mr. MONDELL. We object to taking the money from the 
western reserves for the purpose of administering the Appa- 
lachian forest. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expressed surprise that we have not got money enough to 
run the Appalachian Forest Reserve, and having ascertained 
that, he has expressed surprise that the forestry men in charge 
have gone after the first dollar in sight that was appropriated 
for that or any kindred purpose. 

I am amazed at the gentleman from Wyoming. I remember, 
lo, these many years, that the gentleman from Wyoming has 
been asking for appropriations for irrigating certain arid lands 
in his section, and Congress was induced to pass legislation ap- 
propriating large sums of money for the irrigation of these 
lands, appropriating all the money that should be received from 
the sale of public lands. I remember some very solemn prom- 
ises—of course, I do not want to embarrass the gentleman from 
Wyoming by saying that he was the author of any of them— 
that that entire expense was to be reimbursed out of money 
realized from the sale of these irrigated lands as time went on. 

I remember something about grabbing all the money in sight, 
in addition to the millions received from the irrigated land, 
and finally, when that was exhausted, some gentlemen ap- 
peared before the Committee on Ways and Means in favor of 
a bonding proposition of $30,000,000 to procure money to get 
the irrigated lands out of a hole, and especially to get the peo- 
ple who were induced to go out there by the overzealous agents 
of the Government, selected from the localities of these lands, 
to help them out so that they might have irrigation sooner and 
have work while waiting on irrigation projects. 

I remember that the gentleman from Wyoming was particu- 
larly eloquent, as he always is when there is an appropriation 
in sight. [Laughter.] I think if the Appalachian friends could 
retain him in some way for that range he would get all the 
money that was necessary for that in addition to getting money 
for western reserves, as he did for the irrigated lands. He 
felt so badly that the Ways and Means Committee finally voted 
a bonding bill for $20,000,000, but cut out a section or two of 
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the original act, covering arid lands where there was no water. 
I do not think that it affected particularly the lands in the 
gentleman’s State, because there was some water somewhere 
near them, but it cut out the irrigated land where there was not 
any water. 

I remember a good many tears were shed over that. I do 
not know that the gentleman from Wyoming was interested in 
that, and I do not remember any tears that he shed on that 
account. What I was trying to get at is that the gentleman 
from Wyoming should not be surprised when any project comes 
up here to see them try to grab money that belongs to some- 
thing else, and when they get that exhausted to come in and 
ask us to issue bonds to keep them out of bankruptcy. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time do I have to 
answer the gentleman’s eloquent statement? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
had expired when the gentleman from New York arose. The 
gentleman from New York was proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think I ought to have three minutes to 
answer the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. $ 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to deny, in 
fact I could not well deny, the soft impeachment of the gentle- 
man from New York, that when we found we needed more 
money for irrigation purposes we asked for it. All we asked 
for was money rusting in the Treasury. But this is a proposi- 
tion to take money away from another project, which the For- 
estry Service has insisted heretofore it needed, and use it on 
another. Have they finally concluded they need the money more 
in the Appalachians than they do in the Rocky Mountains, and 
so rob the Rocky Mountains for the benefit of the Appalachians? 
We are now trying to maintain a good-natured attitude toward 
the Appalachian Forest Reserves, but I fear that we can not if 
gentlemen insist on robbing our reserves of proper appropria- 
tions in order to appropriate money for the maintenance of the 
Appalachian Reserves. I notice this, that while you take this 
money away from our reserves at the rate of 2 cents an acre— 
for that is all it costs out there, and that is enough—you apply 
it to the Appalachian Reserves at the rate of 20 cents an acre, 
so that it is going to cost, right off the bat, 10 times as much 
per acre to take care of this Appalachian land as it does to take 
care of of the western forest land. 

Mr. LAMB. Oh, no; I challenge that statement. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman can figure it out for him- 
self—$34,000 for 155,000 acres. 

Mr. LAMB. This money had not been allotted. This money 
is in reserve, in case they buy this land. Perhaps not one- 
fourth of this money will be expended. 

Mr. MONDELL. It must have been appropriated in view of 
the amount purchased by the commission, of which my friend 
from Oregon [Mr. Hawrey] is a member. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, in addition to the lands al- 
ready purchased, there are yet some $800,000 for the purchase of 
additional lands, which must be cared for under this item. This 
item is a tentative item. Next year the Forester will know 
from actual experience how much to ask for. 

Mr. MONDELL. And then it will be much larger. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know. 

Mr. MONDELL. Have any of the lands that have been pur- 
chased been purchased with the understanding that they could 
be logged by the present owners before title passes to the Goy- 
ernment? $ 

Mr. HAWLEY. They have been purchased with this under- 
standing, that title shall pass to the Government immediately, 
but they shall have the right to log the land under certain 
conditions. 

Mr. MONDELL. So that by the time the Government actu- 
ally secures the lands, which you purchase, they will have been 
logged over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We buy them on the basis of logged-over 
lands. A 

Mr. MONDELL. And you are paying as high as $8 an acre 
for logged-over lands? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; less than $4 an acre for logged-over 


land. 


Mr. MONDELL. But they are all logged over or will be, will 
they not? $ 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; not all of them. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I understand the amendment of 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CuxTor] to be to strike out 
the appropriation for the Appalachian forests. I hope that 


amendment will not be agreed to. I was one of those who be- 
lieved in the creation of the commission for the purchase of the 
Appalachian and White Mountain forests, and I still believe in 
those forests, and while it may be true that the prices which we 
pay for the land are higher than was named by those gentlemen 
who are enthusiastic for the passage of the bill before it was 
passed, that is a usual occurrence. No one here was deceived 
into the belief that much of this land would be purchased at 
the basis of $1 an acre or $2 an acre, although I am glad to 
learn that one of the main purchases is stated to be on the basis 
of between $3 and $4 an acre. Nor is the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. MoxNDELL] correct in thinking that the permanent 
appropriation was intended to provide for the care of the forests. 
The law providing for the commission and the purchase of the 
lands makes a permanent appropriation for several years for 
the acquirement of the property. 

ts Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 

on? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

- Mr. SIMS. I thought the argument was made that we were 
buying these lands to reforest them and not to deforest them. 
I understand they are now selling the forest off before they 
are buying the lands. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not his 
usually very. accurate memory on the subject or he would 
know—— 

Mr. SIMS. I have a very sad recollection of the success of 
that scheme. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not an ac- 
curate memory of the subject or he would know that the bill 
itself provides for the purchase of land subject to mining claims 
and subject to the cutting of the timber on them. That was car- 
ried in the law itself, and it was the intention for the Govern- 
ment to buy land which would be mainly useful for the raising 
or culture of trees, but the Government not desiring to buy mer- 
chantable timber provided in the law so that merchantable tim- 
ber might be cut off by the sellers of the land even after the 
Government had acquired the title, the purpose of the Govern- 
ment being to use land, which otherwise would be practically 
valueless, for the raising of timber for succeeding generations. 

Mr. SIMS. And let me ask if the term ‘merchantable tim- 
ber” is not exceedingly flexible? You may sell it from the size 
of your wrist up to the size of a 5-foot tree, and now we are 
going to cut it off in order to regrow it 

Mr. MANN. Ob, no; we are going to cut off the merchantable 
timber on the land, only we were paying less for the land itself 
upon which we propose to raise merchantable timber in the 
future. The absolute truth, which no one will deny, is that no 
one in this country as a private individual can afford to raise 
forest trees upon this land and protect it from fire, and that 
the only way it can be done is through governmental aid. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield. 

Mr. FOWLER. I want to ask the gentleman if any of these 
forests have been established yet? 

Mr. MANN. Well, in one sense they have been and in one 
sense they have not. The commission is going to purchase four 
tracts of land, but the purchase has not been concluded. 

Mr. FOWLER. And do not they give the owners of this land 
10 years to cut off the timber after title has been conveyed to 
the United States? 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know how long a time they give, 
but, they are permitted to give under the law which is here— 
if the gentleman will read section 9 he will see how it is 
covered. s 

Mr. FOWLER. I have just read it, but what I am getting 
after, if the gentleman will be kind enough, is I want to know 
what use this $32,000 could be made of here if it is true that 
10 years are given to the owners of the land in which to cut off 
the timber? 

Mr. LAMB. I can explain that. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can explain it in his own time. 
I do not know how much of this $32,000 ought to be used. I 
regret myself that the Forester has seen fit to increase this 
amount or any other amount by reducing the amount for other 
national forests, if that is necessary. I do not think anyone 
would have made a reduction of $300 for each national forest 
now upon any basis excepting an arbitrary one. We are going 
to acquire this land in this southern Appalachian Range and 
the White Mountains Range for the real purpose which I have 
indicated; the theoretical purpose is for the protection of the 
waters in the navigable streams. That was because certain 
gentlemen had certain constitutional scruples, which did not 
bother me, because I thought we had the power under the gen- 
eral authority of the Government to buy the land, and therefore 
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it was argued this was to be for the protection of watersheds 
and water; and then, as time goes on, for large quantities of 
lands on the mountain tops, where the people can not afford to 


protect the growth of trees there either from fire or marauders, |_ 


it is the duty of the General Government to make provision, so 
that those who come after us may have some timber and forest 
for use, as we have enjoyed the bounties of nature which were 
left to us from those who preceded us. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, just one word. Mr. Chair- 
man, I hope the motion to strike out this provision will not pre- 
vail, and I think I can with as much grace as anyone express 
that hope, because at no time prior to the acquisition of this 
Appalachian region and the White Mountain region had I 
been an advocate of the proposed purchase. I first objected to 
it when there was a bill which in plain terms and words pro- 
posed that Congress should acquire this Appalachian and White 
Mountain forest country for the purpose of making a forest 
reserve, and I opposed it because I did not believe that Congress 
had the constitutional power or right or, if it did have the 
constitutional power and right, that it was a proper govern- 
mental policy that the Government of the United States should 
go into those States where it owned no public domain and 
acquire, either by purchase or condemnation, the forests of 
those States and use them for forest reserves, and-I planted 
myself on the ground that Congress had no constitutional 
power to make such an acquisition, and I was sustained in that 
view by the unanimous report of the Judiciary Committee of 
this House, which passed upon resolutions submitted to them by 
the House, and I was further sustained in the contention after- 
wards by a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case of Colorado against Kansas. But that has all passed 
beyond the domain of discussion here. Congress saw fit to pass 
that bill under the exercise of the authority we call the com- 
merce power in the Constitution, “to regulate commerce between 
the States and foreign nations and Indian tribes,” the power 
it has exercised to deepen or to widen or to improve the navi- 
gable streams of this country, claiming that as you might go 
down to the mouth of a stream and remove an obstruction in 
order to make the river navigable you could make the whole 
river navigable, and therefore they had the right to preserve 
the head waters of those streams by preserving the forests. 
And it was shown that the denudation of the forests of this re- 
gion and the careless way of cutting the timber and destroying 
- it and permitting it to be burned aided in the clogging of the 

rivers not only at their heads but all the way down. 

The evidence from men who had experience and knowledge 
was before the committee, which I heard, when this resolution 
was investigated. The investigation showed that navigable 
streams were impeded and clogged by reason of the fact that 
forests were being denuded and wasted. I did not agree with 

the view of those who were as wise as I am, and probably wiser. 
But they decided, against my vote, to buy this property, and, 
having embarked upon that policy, it becomes the duty of Con- 
gress to take care of it and preserve the property that we have 
bought and for which we have spent many thousands of dollars 
and for which we will spend millions more. It is just as much 
our duty to preserve it as if we had purchased land and erected 
a building thereon, where we would be under obligations to take 
care of it and preserve it for the purpose for which Representa- 
tives in Congress purchased it. And, therefore, I haye no hesi- 
tancy in voting for this appropriation. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this 
paragraph. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am anxious to vote for this 
measure if it is a good one—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield. 

Mr. FOWLER. But I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I yield. 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it not a fact that no forest reservations 
have yet been opened upon this land? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know it to be a fact that it has been 
agreed that quite a quantity of the land is to be purchased by 
the commission to be—— 

Mr. FOWLER. Is it not a fact that the Government is giving 
the owners of the land 10 years to cut the timber off now? 

4 Mr. LAMB. I know that question better than my friend 
oes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Permit me to say 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] has expired. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have three minutes more. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want only a minute. 

Mr. FOWLER. I want this information—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman can get his own time. 


I believe, knowing the character of the men who have been 
appointed to carry out that law, that its provisions have been 
complied with to the letter. 

Mr. SIMS and Mr. FOWLER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Sms]. 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know specifically what the motion is, but 
I suppose it is to strike out any money to carry out the pro- 
vision of a bad law. 

Mr. LAMB. The motion is to strike out all of this paragraph 
appropriating money for the use of these forests. 

Mr. SIMS. To buy more land? 

Mr. LAMB. You have got that all wrong. This is to take 
care of the forests. 

Mr. SIMS. I mean the Appalachian forests, 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, that matter was contemplated 
here for years and years, and the great and stalwart man from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon], then Speaker of the House, for a long 
time prevented that piece of graft, but finally New England got 
too strong, and they overpowered him and dipped their hands 
into the Treasury to buy a lot of worn and wasted hilltops in 
the White Mountain region. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Does not the gentleman know that there has 
not been a rod of land bought in New England under that act? 

Mr. SIMS. I said to buy it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. You said that New England dipped its hands 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. SIMS. You had your mountain tops that nobody would 
buy but the Government. 

Mr. HIGGINS. There have been hundreds of acres of land 
bought in Tennessee and not a rod in New England. 

Mr. SIMS. Nobody would buy it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. In Tennessee? 

Mr. SIMS. Anywhere. Now, the statement has been made 
here that we are going to increase the rainfall by reforestation, 
in order that the moisture may be held back and to collect a 
reservoir of rain to run down the valleys in the summer to keep 
the rivers from running low. A great scientific argument! 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMS. In a moment. 

Mr. LEVER. My friend over here wants to protect forests 
from fire. 

Mr. LAMB. I want to know who has the floor. 

Mr. SIMS. I have it. I was recognized. 

Mr. LAMB. I thought you were just an interloper. 

Mr. SIMS. I asked for time and got it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The reg- 
ular order is the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. 

Mr. SIMS. The cry is to protect these old worn-out hilltops 
from fire. I want to protect the Treasury of the United States 
from fire. 

Now, to-day petitions came to me asking me to vote for an 
old-age pension law. Well, between a lot of old, decrepit, half- 
starved people and a law that the old, worn-out mountain tops 
must be purchased and reforested at public expense, the pen- 
sions appeal more strongly to me. 

I think it is absolutely a foolish piece of legislation. The law 
ought never to have been passed, and the best thing to do now 
is to refuse to appropriate to carry out a foolish law and repeal 
it just as quickly as possible. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if you want to do something to benefit 
mankind, if the Government wants to do anything of that sort, 
let it bear the expense of draining vast areas of swamp lands 
that are exceedingly productive as soon as they are drained. - 
That will produce food products upon which men can live. 
That would be a useful enterprise, not like this thing of having 
a lot of waste land up there for the benefit of gentlemen who 
have already made their fortunes by allowing them permits to 
go onto that area and hunt or fish, and for a lot of scientific 
men to calculate how long it will take, after cutting down all 
the trees, to have them grow again. What good will such a 
project do me if I have to wait for years and years for the water 
to come down the watersheds in that way? [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

The House went wild when that Appalachian Park bill was 
considered. Poor Uncle Joe was sandbagged by New England. 
[Laughter.] We on our side could not prevent it. We could 
not get the votes to prevent it. Let us confine ourselves to buy- 
ing the things that the Government needs and what the people 
need, and not go off upon fine-spun theories and into the vagaries 
of some scientists who calculate how many millions of years 
ago the hills of China had trees on them and how many hun- 
dred years it will take to produce new trees.on those denuded 
areas. [Applause.] ; 
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Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee know 
that this commission has just purchased 80,000 acres of land 
in Tennessee for the purpose of which he has been talking? 

Mr. SIMS. I do not know, but I suppose the commission will 
buy land where it is for sale. I know they could not buy it 
where it is not for sale, because condemnation proceedings were 
not provided for in the Appalachian Park bill. You can buy 
that which is for sale. But nobody wants to buy anything when 
the Government is the only purchaser of that thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] 
asks unanimous consent that he may proceed for five minutes 
more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have seen cases of this very 
kind come up here in the District of Columbia when I was a 
member of the committee having jurisdiction of those subjects. 
Now, a lot of gentlemen came up here with a scheme involving 
the purchase of a lot of old gullies and hillsides and unused 
land which it would take hundreds of thousands of dollars to 
improve, and they would say, “ We have got an option on it, 
and we want to let the Government buy it before the price goes 
so high that the Government will not have enough money to 
pay for it. It is a bargain-counter proposition.” In all such 
cases nobody else would have those lands. That is the way 
with the New England and Appalachian hilltops. Nobody wants 
them. But the minute you provide a large appropriation to 
buy them, that minute gentlemen get options on them. And no 
wonder, if they can retain the right to cut everything of value 
off of them; they are willing to sell the rock foundation, which 
it took the Lord all the years since the foundation of the world 
to grow trees upon; and yet they now give us an estimate of 
the exact number of years in which to do that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. SIMS.. With pleasure. 

Mr. LAMB. Does not the gentleman credit the capacity of 
the commission sufficiently to suppose that those gentlemen will 
purchase these lands under proper conditions and terms, and 
that they will perform their work faithfully and conscien- 
tiously? They are not going to buy anything that is of no 
value. 

Mr. SIMS. Oh, it is in this case just as it was when that 
other matter was presented to us in the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. When this proposition was taken up we 
were told that we should purchase the land on these mountain 
tops and stop the denuding of the forests in order that the 
rainfall might be conserved. The floods came down and washed 
away a lot of cotton mills in the district of my good friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. Lever], and he did not want that 
to recur again. I do not blame him for feeling that way, 
because those mills are expensive. They wanted to buy up 
these hills and mountain tops to reforest them or increase the 
forests, or do something by which the floods would not run 
down in such a rapid and unchecked torrent as to wash away 
the industries of that State. I do not blame my friend from 
South Carolina for that. 

Mr. LEVER. And nobody denies that the absorption of the 
rainfall by the forests will check the floods. 


Mr. SIMS. Not a bit of it. But your cotton mills will wear | 
out a thousand times over before there will be forests enough | 
to check the floods in those mountains. We have it from scien- | 


tifie sources; it has been shown by the Weather service that 
these things are governed by great influences that it is utterly 
impossible for man, in his puny insignificance, to prevent, alter, 
or change. Take this tract of 80,000 acres. An aviator could 
go over the country looking for it, and it would be such a little 
speck on the landscape that he could not find it. Yet a great 
storm comes along, covering thousands and thousands of miles, 
and pours down the rain and forgets that there is any such 
thing as a little forest reserve there. The lumberman having 
cut off all the trees, and nothing but the brush being left, no 
good is done, except to somebody who gets money from the 
Government for that which he could not get from any other 
source under heaven. 
Mr. BUTLER. Is there much land for sale at three or four 
dollars an acre in that region? 
Mr. SIMS. The price will be $10 an acre in a little while. 
The Government is able to pay. They say, “Why not put up 


the price?” 
Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘The commission is not compelled to buy. 

Mr. SIMS. If you go to condemn a piece of land in this 
District, experts on valuation are sworn to give estimates of 
the value, and they get as high as $50 a day for their evidence, 
as I have heard. It is no trouble to get professional witnesses 
to increase the value of land. Hundreds of millions of acres 
of old hilltops can be bought if you will keep raising money by 
indirect taxation. This is all due to the vicious system of 
indirect taxation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. In the matter of cutting trees, I think the 
gentleman is in error as to the denudation of the land. There 
are trees of a number of species growing on these lands to be 
purchased in Tennessee, and only three or four of them will be 
cut—the poplar, the chestnut, and one or two others—and the 
remainder will be left on the land for forest cover. 

Mr. LAMB. And all the cutting will be done under the 
supervision of the Government. 

Mr. SIMS. And the supervision costs as much as you get 
out of the timber. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to delay a vote 
en this proposition, and I would not speak, except for the fact 
that I feel that the attitude of the Committee on Agriculture 
on this proposition should be known. 

The question as to whether Congress made a mistake or did 
not make a mistake in the enactment of the Weeks-Lever law, 
which provides for the purchase of certain lands at the head of 
navigable streams in the White Mountains and the Appalachian 
Ranges, or as to whether that purchase was wise or unwise, is 
not now under discussion. The fact is that the law has been 
passed, that it has been acted upon by both the legislative and 
executive departments of the Government, and under the pro- 
visions of the law the various bureaus of the Government are 
making purchases of this land. The practical question for the 
committee is, Shall Congress appropriate money for the pro- 
tection of property bought under an act of Congress or shall 
Congress decide that its former action was unwise in the pas- 
sage of this act? ‘This is the practical proposition involved, and 
all else is entirely not germane. I maintain—and I had some- 
thing to do with the passage of this law—that there has not 
been passed at this Congress, certainly since I have been a 
Member of it, a piece of legislation that looked further into 
the future and means more to posterity than the passage of the 
so-called Weeks-Lever bill. For my own part, in the passage of 
that act, I have no apologies. On the contrary, I am quite 
proud of that part of my poor services in this House. 

But we are not dealing with that proposition; that is behind 
us. The proposition before us now is, Shall this Congress ap- 
propriate money for the Forestry Service for the protection of 
the lands bought under that act? What are you going to do 
about it? We have appointed a commission under the terms of 
the Weeks-Lever Act to make this purchase. Are you propos- 
ing by this amendment to permit this property to become kicked 
and cuffed about by the marauder, by the hunter, by the fellow 
who does not care where he drops his matches in the forest? 
Is this Government property to be made the prey of the in- 
different and the careless citizens ef the country, or shall we 
protect it as we are protecting 159 other forests of the National 
Government in the West, as provided for in this bill? That 
is all there is to it. We have raised a lot of hurrah about it. 
We have discussed propositions that have been passed upon 
and settled. The plain proposition is whether this Congress 
proposes now to appropriate sufficient money, as recommended 
by the officers of the Government, for the protection of the prop- 
erty which belongs to it. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman will not cut off 
debate at this time. 

Mr. LAMB. I ask that the gentleman be recognized for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, the proposition in this para- 
graph of the bill is to appropriate $32,590 to protect the forests 
from fires in what is known as the Appalachian Forest Reser- 
vation. While I am not acquainted with all of the facts sur- 
rounding the purchase of that proposed reservation of 80,000 
acres of mountainous land in eastern Tennessee, I am acquainted 
with some of the salient features. 

Mr. TILSON. The White Mountain Range is also provided 


That is the way it is here in the District of 


r. 2 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; I understand that the White Mountains 
went in, and I understand that other mountains are to go in, 
if they can get there, and they will be taken in unless some 
friends of honest legislation have influence enough to keep out 
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of future purchases some of the rocky and barren wastes of 
mountain stretches in different portions of the country. 

Mr. LEVER. They ought to have them all. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes; “they ought to have them all,“ and 
certain designing fellows are planning to sell all of them to the 
United States for the purpose of unloading upon the people of 
this country these waste lands which are absolutely valueless 


for any purpose whatever. Much less are they valuable for 
forest reserves. While I am in favor of preserving the forests 
of this country, and especially the hardwood forests, yet I am 
not willing to consent to a proposition to buy waste lands under 
the name of “improvements for river navigation,” and there- 
after setting apart these lands as forest reserves, when, at the 
fame time, I know there is not enough soil to grow a tree a foot 
thick in a hundred years. I understand that the purchase of 
this tract of land will cost the Government millions of dollars, 
in the first instance, and that it will be cited in future Con- 
gresses as a precedent for the purpose of purchasing other 
barren, mountainous land at a vast expense to the people of 
this country, thereby giving a set of land sharks an opportunity 
to take options on these waste lands for a trifle in advance of 
their sale to the Government and thereafter, by manipulation 
of certain designing statesmen, they will be unloaded upon the 
taxpayers of this country at a vast profit to the land shark. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not the question which I desire 
to discuss. I want to-be fair with the committee who reported 
out this bill and recommended its passage, including the para- 
graph under discussion. I understand that the original design 
of a law which passed during the Sixty-first Congress gave au- 
thority to establish forest reservations under the plea of im- 
provement to navigable streams. I understand that a forest 
reservation commission was created by that law with power to 
examine territory and purchase reservations at an expense to 
the United States of $11,000,000. Under this power, I under- 
stand, they have selected wat is known as the Appalachian 
Forest Reservation, which is now in process of being established 
but yet not completed. The law under which this commission 
is authorized to act provides, among other things, that the com- 
mission may permit the owners of the land to reserve the tim- 
ber and minerals thereon. Under this power I understand that 
this commission—and I get my information from one of the 
commissioners—has permitted the owners of these lands to 
reserve the timber, and that they have been given a period of 
10 years in which to cut, manufacture, and remove the same 
from said lands. 

It will be seen that all that the Government gets is simply the 
land, without any timber, yet timber being the very object for 
which it is contended by the friends of the law this reserya- 
tion was intended to conserve. The Government will have on 
its hands the land at least 10 years without a chance for a for- 
est reservation, and it will be 10 years after the purchase of 
the land before the Government will get an opportunity to begin 
to grow a forest. 

This paragraph of the bill proposes to appropriate $32,590 to 
protect the forests on this land from fire during the next fiscal 
year—a forest which does not belong to the United States, either 
in whole or in part, but wholly belongs to the original owners 
of the land. They not only sold this land to the Government at 
an enormous and unreasonable price, but now they have the 
effrontery to ask Congress to appropriate this unreasonable sum 
to protect their own timber from forest fires. This is the es- 
sence of cheek; a fraud so patent on its face, like Banquo’s 
ghost it ought to rise up to frighten even its friends away from 
its support. 

Mr. LEVER. What does the gentleman think about it? 

Mr. FOWLER. If we permit this appropriation to be made 
by this Congress, other bills will come in annually for the next 
10 years with an appropriation increasing in amount each suc- 
ceeding year, I apprehend, asking Congress to vote those large 
sums of money out of the Treasury to protect the individual 
timber of these land speculators, who will derive the entire 
benefit thereof at the expense of the taxpayers of the United 
States. [Applause.] I want it clearly understood that I am 
opposed to such legislation, and will vote against this item of 
the bill. 

My colleague from South Carolina [Mr. Lever] wants to 
know what I think about such legislation. To be plain and not 
misunderstood, and without casting reflections upon the gentle- 
man or any of the committee, I think it is a fraud which ought 
to be condemned by every Member of this House. 

I ence beard of a circuit judge down in Missouri who was 
supported by a colored politician in his first race, and during 
his candidacy for reelection he met the colored politician with 
a “How are you, Sam? Am glad to see you. I am depending 
upon you to carry the colored vote for me.” ‘‘ You’se is my sec- 
ond choice,” replied the colored man. The judge, becoming 


anxious, inquired as to who was his first choice. “My first 
choice is anybody to beat you’se.” I am for anything to beat 
this appropriation, and will be very glad to see enough votes cast 
against it to insure its defeat on final passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The amendment was considered and rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4180000 5 forest fires and for other unforeseen emergencics, 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, between lines 2 and 3, on page 46, the following: 

“That the War Department be, and it hereby is, authorized in its 
discretion to station Federal troops in the national forests within the 
State of California, during the months of July, August, and September 
each year, and in case of an emergency to be for the purpose of 
prevents and fighting forest fires and protecting such national forests 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been made on the 
paragraph. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order is 
well taken. The point of order is therefore sustained, and the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase and maintenance of necessary field, office, and 
laboratory supplies, instruments and equipment, $155,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, after line 5, insert: 

“To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture 
for survey and listing of lands within forest reserves chiefly valuable for 
agriculture and 1 the same b metes and bounds, or otherwise, 
as required by the act of June 11, 1906, and tbe act of March 3, 1899, 

50, : Provided, however, That any such survey and the plat and 
field notes thereof paid for out of this appropriation shall be made by 
an employee of the Forest Service under the direction of the United 
States surveyor general, but no land listed under the act of June 11, 
1906, shall pass from the forest until patent Issues.” 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman reserve the point of order? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, the act of 
1906, providing for settlement upon agricultural lands in forest 
reserves, contains a provision that the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall investigate and list portions of the forest which are 
adapted to agriculture, and that this may be done by metes and 
bounds, or otherwise. The procedure which has grown out of 
that legislation has been that when a settler applies for a cer- 
tain piece of land the Department of Agriculture, through one 
of its officers, proceeds to mark the exterior boundaries of that 
piece of land by metes and bounds. It amounts to a preliminary 
survey of the lands, because in almost all instances these tracts 
are comparatively small and irregular in character. The law 
provides that the settler, when he comes to settle on the land 
and make his homestead entry, must haye a plat approved by 
the surveyor general of the State describing the lands by metes 
and bounds, or otherwise. As a result of this there has grown 
up practically a duplication of the work. The Department of 
Agriculture is authorized under the law to mark or list the 
lands by metes and bounds, but the Land Department, when it 
comes to pass upon the homestead entry, must have a survey 
which is approved by the surveyor general of the State, who is 
under the direction of the General Land Office in the Interior 
Department. The result is there are two sets of markings or 
surveys, the first at the expense of the Government, and the 
other must be performed by the settler when he secures patent 
upon his entry. It has proved a great hardship on the settlers 
in the forest reserves because of the expense. It has caused 
them large expenditure and is the only class of cases where the 
Government does not provide the surveys under our system of 
homesteading. I have known instances where these expenses 
have often run as high as $200 to the homesteader for marking 
the boundary. 

The Department of the Interior and the Department of 
Agriculture have been endeavoring to work out a system by 
which this duplication will be avoided. As a result a proposi- 
tion has been put forth in writing by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, and I will put it into the Recorp at this point, proposing 
that some one in each reserve, in the employ of the Forest Sery- 
ice, who has to do this listing shall be approved as a surveyor by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in the Interior 
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Department, so that he may make this original list under the 
direction of the Interior Department, and in that way avoid the 
second survey, the expense of which has been thrown on the 
settler In each instance, Under date of September 19, 1911, the 
Secretary of the Interior, by way of letter to the Secretary of 
Agriculture; has approved of that scheme, so that they have 
announced that hereafter the listing will be done in this manner 
by an officer in the employ of the Forest Service, under the 
approval of the Department of the Interior, and so save the 
settler the unnecessary expense of going over these same lands 
with another surveyor. It is a proposition that ought to meet 
with commendation. It has been started by those officers under 
the appropriations already at their disposal. The proposition to 
which I have referred is contained in the following corre- 


spondence : 
DecemBer 31, 1910. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF Inn INTERIOR. 


Sin: Referring to your letter (10-42043 2 5 W. F. P.) of July 28, 
1910, concerning proposed cooperation in the homestead entry surveys 
within national forests, and previous correspondence on the same 
ject, I have the honor to advise you that the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury and the Solicitor of this department have recently held that lands 
listed under the act of June 11, 1906. are thereby segregated from the 
national forests; that the Secret: of Agriculture has no authority to 
expend any of the appropriations of his department to aid in the survey 
of such lands or lands embraced in entries made in accordance with the 
act of June 11, 1906, because they are not a part of the national for- 
ésts, and that a survey of such lands is not a aoe imposed upon the 
Interlor Department “ with res to the national forests,” Since your 
letter of July 28 relates wholly to the survey of lands after they are 
listed, or after they have been entered in acco ce with the act of June 
11, 1906, it is apparent that further consideration can not be given to 
the plan therein 89 

However, it is a duty imposed by law upon the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
to survey the public lands, including “lands within boundaries of forest 
reservations”; also the act of May 23, 1908 (33 Stat., 2511), provides 


that: 
“Hereafter officials of the Forest Service des ted by the Secro- 
tary of Agricul + „ è with respect to the national forests, 
shall aid the other eral bureaus and departments, on request from 
them, in the performance of the duties aye oy upon them by law.” 
And in his opinion of October 20, 1910, the Comptroller of the Treas- 


ury says: 
“ If the proposed survey by the Secretary of the Interior is to locate 
and bound the lands so as to enable the Secretary of culture to 
list and describe such lands by metes and boun rwise,’ as 
chiefly valuable for agricultural p under the act of June 11, 
1906, I am of the opinion that such lands are still parts of the forest 
reserve, and under act of May 23, 1908, supra, you are authorized 
to designate officials of your department to aid the Department of the 
Interior in effectin, Said surveys and pay their salaries and expenses 
from thè appropriations indicated by you.” 

With a view, therefore; to securing such cooperation between the two 
departments, when a lication. for listing is made under the act of 
June 11, 1906, as will obviate the necessity for two surveys of the 
same tract, and will enable the survey made as a basis for listing to 
be. utilized also as a basis for patent, I have the honor to ask your 
consideration of the following suggestions: (1) That, in order to com- 
ply with the conditions imposed by the act of 23, 1908, the Secre- 

y of the Interior request of the Secretary of Agriculture that he 
render him such aid as he can in the survey of lands. within the 
boundaries of national forests; (2) that the Secretary of Agriculture, in 
response thereto, will cause to be filed in the office of the various sur- 
veyors general, thro the Secretary of the Interior, a list of compe- 
tent land. surveyors the employ of the Forest Service; (3) that 
when an application is made to list a tract of land that will require 
a survey by metes and bounds under the act of June 11, 1906, and it 
has been determined by the proper forestry officers that such tract is 
of the character that may be lis and the applicant has expressed a 
willingness to deposit a sum sufficient to cover the e of the 
surveyor general's office in connection with the survey of such tract, 
a copy of such application will be forwarded to the proper surveyor 
pees by the district forester, with a recommendation that the survey 

made by one of the surveyors in the employ of the Forest Service 
whose name appears on the list on file In the surveyor general's office; 
4) that the surveyor general shall then designate an employee of the 

‘orest. Service, whose name appears on the list in his office, to make a 
survey of the lands, the listing of which has been applied for, and 
transmit to the district forester the name of the employee designated, 
together with an estimate of what the expense of examining such survey 
in his office will be; (5) when such designation and estimate are re- 
celved by the district forester the applicant will be immediately in- 
formed thereof. If he makes the deposit required by the surveyor 
general, the survey will be made under the direction. and in accordance 
with the instructions of that official by such employee of the Forest 
Service; provided, however, that all surveys made in Lawrence and 
Pennington Counties, S. Dak., must be by metes and bounds Phe a Is 
required by section 4 of the act of June 11, 1906; (6) that wher the 
survey is completed plats and field notes in sextuplicate shall be pre- 
pared by the surveyor, three sets of which shall be transmitted to the 
surveyor general, one kept on file im the office of the district forester, 
one sent to the supervisor, and the other forwarded with the listing 
letter to the Secretary of the Interior; (7) the expense cf examining 
such survey in the pear a general’s office shall be paid from the 
d it made by the applicant. When such survey is approved, two 
sets of the plats and field notes on file in the surveyor general's office 
shall, on demand of the applicant or entryman, be filed in the local 
land office and shall be accepted as a basis for patent, one set of such 

lats and field notes to be posted by the applicant on the ground during 
Fhe period of advertising final proof, as required by law. 

Before patent can issue to a tract of land entered under provision: of 
the act of June 11, 1906. it is provided that the 2 Seed shall, within 
five years of the date of making settlement, file with the required proof 
of residence and cultivation a plat and field notes of the lands entered, 
made by or under the direction of the United States Surveyor General, 
ete.” It is not prescribed that this survey must be de aft 
Under the practice now in vogue there is one surve: 
for listing, and when patent is desired another is made under the direc- 


. 


or o 


The of the second survey is 
borne by the entryman, and it is for the purpose of relieving him of 
that burden, which does not have to be borne by settlers on pmo ood 

on 


purposes. 
CECT 
roper on of the ic whether the — 
gestions h. made meet with your approval rr 

Ean the honor to be, sir, i È 
ery respectfully, your obedient servan: 

y (Signed) James WILSON, 
Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE. INTERIOR, 


0 
Washington, September 19, 1911. 
The SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 

Sin: This department is in receipt of F ye letter of December 31, 
1910, relative to a proposed 5 of the two departments in the 
matter of surveys of homestead entries within national forests under 
the act of June 11, 1906 (34 Stat., 233), and the act of May 30, 1908 

85 Stat., 554), amendatory thereof, stating that the Comptroller of the 

er and the Solicitor of the Department of Agriculture have held 

that lands listed under the act of June 11, 1906, are ted from 

the national forests, and there is no authority to expend any part of 

the appropriation for the Agricultural Department for said surveys, as 
oe not, after such n a part of the national forests. 

e correctness of that ru ng can not be questioned; but it is not 
an obstacle to the purpose sought to be accomplished by cooperation of 
the two. departments, which is to avoid duplication of unnecessary work 
by having a listi survey made under authority of the Department of 
Agriculture, executed by competent surveyors and in such manner as 
to allow of its acceptance by the Land Department as the public-land 
survey and as the basis for a patent, thus saving to the settler the un- 
necessary execution of a second survey. 

In many Instances the listing of lands by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, under authority of said act, is confined to individual claims or 
rights and the listing is made by metes and bounds. It is in such 
cases that the cooperation between the two departments is especially 
desirable, inasmuch as the listing of the lands by the Secre of 
Agriculture is a determination of the boundaries of the claim and no 
different survey can be made of such lands, 

The act authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture, opon ph Aap one or 
otherwise, to examine and ascertain as to the location and extent of 
the land within temporary or permanent forest reserves which, In his 
opinion, may be occupied for agricultural purposes and to list and de- 
scribe the same by metes and bounds or otherwise. Upon the filing of 
such lists or description the Secretary of the Interior is requ 0 
declare the lands so listed open to en in tracts of not exceeding 160 
acres in area, not exceeding 1 mile in length. 

An entryman desiring to obtain patent to any land described by 
metes and bounds is required to. file with his proof a plat and feld 
notes of the lands entered made by and under the direction of the sur- 
yeyor general of the State in which the land is located, showing accu- 
rately the boundaries of such land, which shall be distinctly marked 
by monuments on the ground; that is, the SORRERAN is required to 
cause such unsurveyed lands to be surveyed at his own expense by a 
reliable and compétent surveyor to be designated by the surveyor 
eral at er. ane before he makes final proof. - Amended Regulations 

88 L. D., q 

‘ In order that the listing survey may be utilized as the basis for pat- 
ent, so as to avoid the necessity for a second survey, this department 
concurs in your su tion that the Department of Agriculture cause 
to be filed in the office of the surveyor general a list of competent land 
surveyors in the employ of the Forest Service, and when a tract of 
land within a forest reserve is — for under the act of June 11. 
1906, and it has been determined by the Department of Agriculture 
that it is of the character that may be listed, a copy of the application 
will be forwarded to the proper surveyor general, who will designate 
an employee of the Forest Service whose name Lay eae upon the list 
im his office to make a survey of the lands applied for and transmit to 
the district forester the name of the employee designated, with an esti- 
mate of the cost of necessary work to be performed in the office of the 
surveyor general, and upon the deposit of such cost in tze office of 
the surveyor general, of which notice should be given to fhe district 
forester, the survey will be tae: Dy the employee designated, under the 
direction of the surveyor general, who will exercise supervision in 
every case as to the manner of the execution of the survey with refer- 
ence to the running of lines and the establishment of monuments to 
mark the same. 

All work nece to be performed after the return of the survey to 
the surveyor general's office will be 8 by his direction under 
the supervision of the General Land ce, and when the survey shall 
have been approved by the surveyor general and platted it will be 
accepted as public-land survey and filed in the local office and in 
the General Land Office as the basis of patent for said tract. 

Further instructions with referenec to the details of work to be per- 
formed in the surveyor general's office will be given to that official by 
fhe General Land Office, with the approval of the department. 

Very respectfully, 
(Signed) SAMUEL ADAMS, 

Acting Seeretary. 


I am advised by the Agricultural Department that in order 
to earry out this service and make it available for the current 
fiscal year they will have to have an appropriation of at least 
$63,000, in addition to current funds. I have proposed by this 
amendment $50,000. I believe that it is meritorious, and it 
would give uniformity to our general system of permitting 
settlers within the reservations to allow these lists made by the 
Agricultural Department under the law of 1906 to be made 
available for their benefit. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I do not think we can at this 
late hour of the evening, under this appropriation, discuss a 
question which has been presented here now involving so much, 
and I do not propose to discuss it, but I will say to my friend 
that when we make up our next appropriation bill, next Decem- 
ber, if he will bring this proposition before the committee we 
will consider it, and now I insist upon the point of order. 
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Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, upon the 
point of order I would like to be heard for a moment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman withhold 
his point of order for five minutes? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes; but at the end of the five minutes I will 
ask for a ruling. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I shall re- 
quest, of course, to be heard briefly on the point of order, either 
at this time or after the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I hope this amendment may 
be adopted. I am rather inclined to think that the new method 
could be put in operation without as large an expenditure as 
carried in the amendment which the gentleman has offered. In 
fact, I am of the opinion, Mr. Chairman, that this new method 

-when in operation will not involve any considerable additional 
expenditure, and I think that is the view of the Forest Service. 
I took this matter up and discussed it somewhat during the con- 
sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. There is, as 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martrn] has stated, a 
duplication of work. The forest officer now makes a survey 
and that survey may be as accurate as the survey subsequently 
made by the deputy surveyor, but as the man who makes it is 
not a deputy suryeyor the entryman must go to the expense of 
having a deputy surveyor make the survey. I know a case 
where the survey of a homestead of less than 100 acres cost the 
entryman $240, and I have a letter which I received from the 
Forester a few days ago in which he said that the cost, on the 
average, was from $100 to $200 in each case. When you take 
into consideration the fact that a forest homestead only averages 
about 80 acres or less, I think you will realize how large a sum 
this is and what a burden it is upon the entrymen, and it is 
altogether unnecessary, because the man who makes the original 
survey for the Forest Service could be equipped and qualified 
to make a survey that would be accurate and official. Therefore 
I hope that the committee will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia desire to be heard upon the point of order? 

Mr. LAMB. At the close of it I will ask for a ruling. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to be heard for a moment on the point of order. It seems to 
me clearly that this item is not subject to the point of order, 
and I base the authorization for an appropriation of this kind 
upon the act of June 11, 1906, providing for the settlement of 
agricultural lands in forest reserves and in the first paragraph 
se that act, which I will send to the Chair; I have a duplicate 
of it here 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has it before him. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. It provides— 

That the Secretary of Agriculture may, in his discretion, and he is 
hereby authorized, upon application or o a to examine and ascer- 


as to the location and extent of lands within permanent or tem- 
porary forest reseryes— 


Now, here are some exceptions— 


which are chiefty valuable for agriculture, and which, in his opinion, 
may be occupied for agricultural purposes without injury to the forest 
reserves, and which are not needed for public purposes, and may list 
and describe the same by metes and bounds, or otherwise, and file the 
lists and descriptions with the Secretary of the Interior, with the re- 
quest that the said lands be opened to entry in accordance with the pro- 
Visions of the homestead laws and this ac 

I think that is clearly an authorization. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
South Dakota this question: The terms of the act of June 11, 
1906, provide that these surveys be made by the Surveyor Gen- 
eral of the United States. The Suryeyor General of the United 
States, as the Chair recollects, is an officer of the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Dakota provides that this survey shall be made by 
an employee of the Forest Service? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is not that a change of existing law? 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. No; the existing Itw pro- 
vides that the listing and description of the land by metes and 
bounds shall be made by the Secretary of Agriculture. That is 
what my amendment provides. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears to the Chair that that is a 
change in existing law. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The item in the amendment 
simply says that this forest officer shall be under the direction 
of the surveyor general. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will call the attention of the 
committee—— 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. That it shall be made by or 
under the direction of the United States Surveyor General. 


The CHAIRMAN. It says it “shall be by an employee of the 
Forest Service under the direction of the Surveyor General.” 
And the law says it shall be under the surveyor general. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The law says it shall be 
under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, and I do 
not conceive that the fact that this officer shall make this listing 
under the direction of the United States Surveyor General 
changes the authority for him to make the listing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the com- 
mittee to the last two ines of the amendment to the effect 
that— 
no land listed under the act of June 11, 1906, shall pass from the forest 
until patent Issues. 

If that is anything more than a repetition it is certainly a 
change of existing law. 

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. I will be frank with the 
Chair, and say that I think it is a serious question as to 
whether that portion is a change of existing law. My opinion 
is that it is not, but I am willing to strike out the last two 
lines so that there will be no question on the subject. 

Mr. LEVER. We still reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the point 
of order. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the entire amend- 
ment is a change of existing law, and the point of order is 
sustained. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For investigations of methods for wood distillation and for the pre- 
servative treatment of timber, for timber testing and the testing of Ba 
woods as may require test to ascertain if they be suitable for making 

aper, and for other investigations and experiments to promote economy 
the use of forest products, $150,000. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This item in the current law is $177,040, and is reduced 
to $150,000 in this bill. Now, can the gentleman tell me how 
much of that reduction is caused by transfer to the statutory. 
roll? 

Mr. RAKER. That is not this item, is it? 

Mr. LAMB. This is to investigate the method of wood dis- 
tillation, and is a decrease of $27,040. 

Mr. MANN. It is not a decrease of $40,000. 

Mr. LAMB. This appropriation has been reduced from 
$177,040 to $150,000, a decrease of $27,040. Nine hundred dol- 
lars of this amount was recommended by the Forest Service and 
was made possible by a rearrangement of expenses, and we 
reduced the amount by $26,140 in the interests of economy, and 
because we thought it could stand the reduction. These 
amounts had been increased in the last few years and we felt 
it to be our duty to curtail expenses. 

Mr. MANN. I wish to be heard on the motion to, on page 46, 
line 11, strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ seventy-five.” 

The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, line 11, strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ seventy-five,” 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will agree to it. I do not 
pretend to be certain as to the amount, but I am certain the 
amount carried in the bill is not enough. The gentleman will 
remember that some years ago I was made the chairman of ay 
special committee on the investigation of pulp and paper. Grow: 
ing out of that investigation, in addition to other matters which 
the Government undertook, it made an investigation of plants 
for the purpose of ascertaining their paper-making qualities, 
and it undertook an investigation of the manufacture of ground 
wood from different kinds of trees. Ground wood, which is the 
basis of all of our newspaper paper and of a large share of the 
schoolbook paper and other similar paper, is now made from 
spruce wood. Spruce timber is to be found only in a few places 
of the United States in any large quantities. Two-thirds of it in 
the whole United States is supposed to be in the State of Maine, 
and the bulk of the spruce wood on the continent is in Canada. 

Before we passed the Canadian reciprocity bill Canada had 
restricted the exportation of spruce wood from a number of 
her Proyinces, or the Provinces had restricted the exportation of 
spruce wood from their Crown lands; and even since we passed 
the Canadian reciprocity law, which authorized the bringing in 
of print paper free when made from wood that is not restricted 
in exportation, they have added to the restrictions in several of 
the Provinces. And unless we find some substitute for spruce 
wood in the making of ground wood we will in the end become 
absolutely dependent upon Canada for our cheap print paper, 
which means that in the end we will pay a very much higher 
price for it. 

Now, we commenced, through the Forestry Service, the study. 
of the manufacture of ground wood from other kinds of woody 
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so far largely from jack pine, which in the main is useless for 
other purposes, and with hemlock, which now is used partly for 
the manufacture of lumber and partly for the manufacture of 
sulphide paper pulp. The Goyernment established a laboratory 
at Madison, Wis., for various purposes connected with the For- 
estry Service, and, in connection with that, another working 
laboratory at Wausau, Wis., for the actual test of the use of 
these other woods in making ground wood pulp. 

Gentlemen will understand that ground wood pulp is made by 
pushing a stick of timber up against a coarse grindstone. It 
was thought for many years that it was practically impossible 
to make satisfactory ground wood pulp from any tree except 
the spruce, because it is not ground like flour, but in the grind- 
ing process the cellulose fiber is torn apart, and the other woods 
either do not furnish a fiber that is fine enough or else it is too 
fine. The woods that were tested were either ground into flour, 
which was of no use, or else into a pulp that was too coarse, 
which was of no use, 

This Wausau laboratory has been making investigations, a 
part of the expense being borne by the manufacturers of pulp 
wood and the mill owners. They have made investigations 
which, so far as I am informed, have proven to be of immense 
value, and some of the paper mills or pulp mills are now finding 
that, following the recommendations of the Department of Agri- 
culture, they are able to make satisfactory ground wood by the 
use at least of a considerable portion of hemlock and by the 
use of some jack pine. And I am satisfied that if we can pro- 
ceed with those scientific investigations in connection with the 
actual work in the mills we will discover that we can make 
ground wood pulp, as the basis of cheap print paper, from a 
number of woods that grow in the North now, some of which 
are now almost valueless, like what they call the popple” in 
the North. 

That is the situation, where we are now almost dependent 
for the future of the cheap-paper industry upon Canada, and 
we ought not to take any of this appropriation away from this 
service. I should like the gentleman in charge of the bill to 
consent to give us 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There are a number of provisions in this 
bill for scientific investigations of various character. Is it 
intended that any of them shall ever be completed? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman asks that question. The scien- 
tific investigations along certain lines, so far as that is con- 
cerned, are constantly being completed, but science will never go 
out of date, and the information that can be acquired by scien- 
tific methods will never be exhausted. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, That is not my question. This is a 
specific investigation. 

Mr. MANN. I do not desire to be led away from the proposi- 
tion I am discussing into the general subject. This investiga- 
tion has been carried on only a year or two. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. More than that, 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, It has only been 
earried a year or two. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MANN. I am not mistaken, because I had the first item 
inserted in the bill, and that was inserted two years ago, in the 
bill which did not become available until the following July. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there not an item in this bill of 
$30,000 for investigations of woods out of which paper may 
be manufactured? 

Mr. MANN. There is not. . 

Mr. LAMB. ‘There is an appropriation under the Bureau 
of Plant Industry for an investigation along this line. Besides 
we know they are now making paper out of soft woods. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is an item for fiber investigation. 

Mr. MANN. The provision under the Bureau of Plant In- 
dustry, which was $7,000 or $8,000, and increased by something 
like $5,000, has nothing to do with this question. That is an in- 
vestigation of ordinary plants which can be used in the manu- 
facture of paper, but that paper is not ground wood paper at all. 
The only thing they use that for is making what they call soda 
pulp, which is a high-grade paper. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is a different paper from this? 

It has no rela- 


Mr. MANN. Oh, an entirely different paper. 
tion to-this cheap paper. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Agriculture 
considered this matter carefully. There are many of us on the 
Committee on Agriculture who do not believe it is a function of 
the Forestry Bureau to test woods to find out what their timber 
strength will be or what are their properties for the manufac- 


ture of paper. Many of us think that belongs to the Bureau of 
Plant Industry, and if you will note the hearings, some members 
of the committee said, “ Why not transfer all this to the Bureau 
of Plant Industry?” I doubt if it belongs under the Bureau of 
Forestry; but admitting, for the sake of argument, that it does, 
let me tell you that $150,000 is a liberal appropriation for it. 

Mr. MANN. There is only a small amount of this used for 
this purpose, and it will be cut off. There is no $150,000 used 
for this purpose. 

Mr. LAMB. That is what it states that it is used for. 

Mr. MANN. And it covers a lot of other things. 

Mr. LAMB. The item reads: 

For investigations of methods for wood distillation and for the pres- 
ervative treatment of timber, for timber testing and the testing of such 
5 —— as may require test to ascertain if they be suitable for making 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but the testing for paper is the last item 
that was inserted there and will be the first item cut down. 

Mr. LAMB. It says: 

And for other invéstigations and experiments to promote economy in 
the use of forest products, $150,000. _ 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. I do not think it would be right to cut out the 
item for testing for paper. It would not be a proper thing for 
the chief of the bureau to cut that out. 

Mr. MANN. They will have to cut it down. 

Mr. LAMB. Besides, why should the Forester be engaged in 
this work, when he has a domain to preside over that is larger 
than the New England States, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Maryland combined? He has sufficient other work to do. 

Let me call attention to another fact connected with these 
appropriations. Two years ago some of us contended that all 
these appropriations outside of forest reserves and for the pur- 
pose of keeping the forests in order were going too far, and 
many of us contended that the work outside of the domain of 
forestry absorbed almost as much money as the Forestry Serv- 
ice proper. When we came to consider this bill I added up those 
items, and they amounted to $680,000, and I offered amendments 
to reduce those appropriations, to bring them within the bounds 
of what we thought was at least reasonable. 

We do not think that many of them ought to have been es- 
tablished, but we found them in operation and we did not pro- 
pose in cutting out the dead tissue to hurt the living, and we 
thought we would reduce the expenditure what we could, and 
cut off pro rata along the different lines which you will see 
presently. 

Now, my friends, the Bureau of Plant Industry ought to be 
doing this work. I do not think the work ought to be done in 
cooperation with the colleges. We haye laboratories over here, 
and we can do this work as well as they can anywhere else, 
and I submit that the committee did not go beyond the bounds 
of reason when we cut off $36,000 from this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, when the item was first inserted 
in the agricultural appropriation bill it was $10,000 without 
specifying under what beau it should be expended. Subse- 
quently, on the recommendation of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, it was partly given to the Bureau of Forestry and partly 
to the Bureau of Plant Industry. I doubt very much whether 
any great positive good comes out of that part that goes to the 
Bureau of Plant Industry. The Bureau of Forestry is the 
bureau testing wood in the grinding, and the test is made hy 
trying it under all sorts of conditions, as to the condition of the 
grindstone, the sharpness of it, and other conditions, by making 
the test and disposing of the pulp. 

Mr. LAMB. The Director of Public Roads is doing it too. He 
is testing wood, I know, in various ways. 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but they are not testing wood in this way. 
There is no one else that can do it. The machinery in this case 
was largely furnished by the paper manufacturers. They have 
furnished the wood. They have done great service. The gentle- 
man says he has cut appropriations off all along the line. He 
has cut this more than any other that I have noticed in the bill, 
and it affects the appropriation in the bill which is the most 
vital to the people of the country. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Chairman, under the appropriation made 
three years ago a provision was made for a forest laboratory to 
be erected at Madison, Wis. Under the terms of that appropria- 
tion the State was to furnish the site and building. This the 
State has done, and that laboratory has been in operation, I 
think, a little less than two years, 

Aside from the investigations now being made at that lab- 
oratory of pulp and print paper, it is extending its inquiries 
to find a substitute for hemlock bark for use in the tanning 
industry. It is a well-known fact that hemlock bark is becom- 
ing scarcer year by year, and it is only a question when the 
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supply will be entirely exhausted. The same may be said of oak 
bark used in tanning. The question therefore is, Can a sub- 
stitute be found in the American forests to take the place of 
hemlock and oak bark? Already the United States is importing 
thousands of dollars“ worth of quebracho as a substitute for tan 
bark. 

The laboratory at Madison has been making experiments in 
barks to see if they can find a substitute, and if that laboratory 
can find such a substitute the returns will come back to the 
country a hundredfold. It does not seem to me that this de- 
crease in the appropriation is in the exercise of economy, and I 
hope that the House will retain the old appropriation and not 
reduce it by $25,000. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the committee agrees with the 
gentleman from Illinois that the matter of paper manufacture 
is an important proposition. We recognize the fact that the 
civilization of the future is going to depend largely on the fact 
of whether we get cheap print paper. These investigations 
being carried on by the Government at Madison, Wis., and at 
another point in Wisconsin, the Committee on Agriculture re- 
gards as highly important. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that in the appropriation act for 1911, 
two years ago only, for this item we appropriated $129,420, and 
immediately following, the next year, we gave for this same 
purpose the sum of $177,040, an increase in round numbers of 
$50,000. This is z pretty big increase for a purely scientific 
work. 

Now, the —— for this year was one hundred and seventy- 
seven thousand and some odd dollars. The committee concluded 
that this was more money than could be expended economically 
in this work. I find, too, Mr. Chairman, that the work on wood 
distillation, which my friend from IIlinois [Mr. MANN] has in 
mind, calls for an expenditure during 1907 of only $3,542; in 
1909, $3,207; and in 1910, $980. 

9 MANN. Wood distillation was not what I was talking 
» abou 

Mr. LEVER. It is the same proposition. For this year the 
estimate for this purpose amounts to $8,360. I figure that the 
amount for this purpose is only 20 per cent of the total amount 
carried in the bill, and that if the reduction for this item is 
carried out, the reduction for studies in paper manufacture 
will be only $1,600, on a basis of a 20 per cent reduction in the 
total appropriation. I regard this as exceedingly important 
work, and I hope the committee has made no mistake in making 
the reduction. We feel that we have not done so, and we in- 
terrogated Mr. Graves, the Forester, on that proposition. It 
had been suggested that there should be a cut of something like 
$40,000 made in this item. I said to him: 

I have the thought in my mind that this being rather a scientific 
3 perhaps we were forward too —— and we could afford 

— — rather slowly on it; that perhaps a ction here could be ef- 

ceg oe crippling your work. 


Graves. We have the work sey ye oma established, the machines 
going, and an extensive cut there woul to speak, stop the ma 


nery. _ 
Mr. LEVER. Of course we 5 8 not want to do that. 
Mr. Graves. An, like a $40,000 cut would necessarily do that. 
The CHAIRMAN. You do not think a cut of twenty-five or twenty-six 
thousand dollars would stop it or affect it ma | cripple the 1 
ple the 


Mr. Graves. It would not stop the work, but it would 
a of work we do and our production would be that 

The committee thought that this, being a scientific work, nec- 
essarily must go along slowly; that a cut of $25,000 not stop- 
ping the work at all, reducing it, diminishing it to some extent, 
would not in the end delay the results which we hoped to attain 
through the work provided for in this item in the bill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, just a word. With all due defer- 
ence to the other gentlemen and the Forestry Service, I believe 
I know as much about this matter as anybody in the Forestry 
Service, except from the technical side of it, and a great deal 
more than Mr, Graves does, because I have given very close 


attention to it. I have followed this work from the start up to 
the present time, kept in touch with what they are doing by 


correspondence, both with the people in the Forestry Service and | 500 st 


with the people in the business who are making use of the 
information in the Forestry Service. I am prepared to say that 
if this item goes in the bill in the way it is, without any increase 
in the appropriation, it will practically ruin a service of ines- 
timable value to the people of the country. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, there is not a man on the floor 
of the House who does not know the expert information that 
the gentleman from Illinois has on this proposition. We have 
all admitted it here. I wonder if the gentleman would not agree, 
as a substitute for his amendment, to make it $165,000, and let 
us get along. 


Mr. MANN. I would be quite willing to do that, with the 
understanding, expressed in debate, that the extra amount of 
$15,000 is put in for this purpose. 

Mr. LEVER. I do not know that we could do that. 

Mr. MANN. I do not mean to put it in the law, but I mean 
in debate, so that the Forestry Service will understand that the 
increase is for this purpose. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why is it necessary to increase it? 

Mr. MANN. It is absolutely essential. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
tnanimous consent to modify my amendment by making it 
$165,000 instead of $175,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ sixty-five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the modification will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now fs on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman in charge of this bill what information he has that 
would justify the committee in accepting the amendment? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, we are cutting this item consid- 
erably, $26,000, and we did it over the protest of the Forester, 
of course. We had no more evidence touching this item than 
what I have already given. Mr. MANN has thrown some further 
light on the subject. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No appropriation is ever reduced except 
it is against the protest of the official who is to expend the 
money. 

Mr. MANN. The official who is to expend the money has not 
protested, so far as I know, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Virginia said he 
did. 

Mr. MANN. I did not know about that. I have made an 
investigation of this matter since this bill was reported and 
have given to the House the information I obtained. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much of this appropriation is to 
be expended in these particular investigations? 

Mr. MANN. Probably twenty or thirty or forty thousand 
dollars. I can not tell the exact amount. I do not remember. 

Mr. LAMB. I have given all the information we had. We 
were reducing these amounts all we could. We reduced them 
in proportion. I have previously stated that they had been 
increased too rapidly in preceding appropriation bills; at least 
some of us thought so. 

Mr, MANN. And a large part of the expense is being paid 
by outside parties, the gentleman understands—as much = 
they are permitted to pay under the law. 

b Mr. LEVER. We made very serious cuts all along the une 
ere. 

Mr. LAMB. We cut the amounts over $300,000. 

Mr. LEVER. I regard this as important, and the gentleman 
from Illinois is better informed, perhaps, on this proposition 
than any man in the country. I confess I have been somewhat 
moved by his statement in respect to the proposition, and if he 
is willing to make a reasonable divide I am willing to accept 
it, so that we may get along. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois as amended. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words of the paragraph. Mr. Chairman, I make this pro 
forma motion in order that I may attract the attention of the 
members of the committee to the situation at the port of Boston, 
which has been set forth in an editorial of the Boston Herald 
of date of Thursday, March 7, a day or two ago, in which, under 
the caption “Our expensive quarantine,” the following edi- 


torial is printed: 
OUR EXPENSIVE QUARANTINE. 


There is something y aher in mi fact that the city of Boston, 
through its quarantine department, is now caring for something over 

steerage rs from a chickenpox-infected Sis which 3 — 
3 to P ut which came to this port because the quarantina 
— at Portland were not adequate for handling so many persons 


— infection. Apropos of this situation it is pertinent to in- 
— why tao tite at outs rape rae narantine at this port should 
ut upon the of Boston, when service is for the benefit, not 


5 ton alone, dul for that of all meee of the country where immi- 
grants or 8 merchandise goes? It costs the Boston taxpayers 


about 825 to support our quarantine establishment, not to 
mention 3 original € cost of plant, and the annual income therefrom 
is less than $5,000. It is a fact that Boston is the only port in the 


coun where the of quarantine is borne by the city where the 
„ In Rew York, Baltimore, and Philadelphia it is PeT 
pe by the respective prong in which these cities are located. At 

e other — poris the ex and the cost of the plant come 
out of the Federal Treasury. This is as it should be. The quarantine 
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systems of all our ports are established and maintained for the benefit 
of the whole country, and the cost thereof should be borne by the Fed- 
eral Treasury. This would not only be a more equitable arrangement 
financially, but it would make far greater uniformity and efficiency in 
quarantine regulations. 


Mr. Chairman, in line with the suggestions made by that edi- 
torial clipping, I went to-day to the head of the Public Health 
and Marine-Hospital service, Dr. Blue, and discussed with him 
and with Dr. Glennan, who is in charge of the quarantine work, 
this entire matter of bringing the quarantine station in Boston 
under Federal supervision, and they have favored me by giving 
me a memorandum in regard to this proposition relative to the 
national administration of maritime quarantine. I believe it 
will help to a clear understanding of this entire proposition if 
I might be permitted under the rule of the committee to insert 
this memorandum, without any extended reading of it, and I 
therefore ask unanimous consent to insert it in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman how long the paper is which he 
wishes to insert? 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, in words about 1,100 or 1,200, 

SE 5 8 8 say at a guess; not more than that, and possibly only 
1,000. 

Mr. MANN. I do not object, but I suggest to the gentleman 
that if gentlemen want to insert matters entirely irrelevant to 
a bill which is being read under the five-minute rule that it is 
better to take the matter up in the House and not insert a lot 
of extraneous matter in a real discussion of a subject of interest 
to people. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I be permitted to answer the gentleman 
that I shall assuredly take the suggestion to myself, and further 
to add that I hope some day to do something in this House 
which will meet with the unqualified approval of the constant 
objector from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

MEMORANDUM IN RE NATIONAL prin narra OF MARITIME QUARAN- 


National quarantine is administered under the provisions of an act 
of Congress appreved February 15, 1893, and succeeding acts, and cer- 
tain acts and Revised Statutes which, in the opinion of the law officers 
of the Government, have not been superseded by the enactment of the 
act of 1893, above alluded to. 

UNIFORMITY, 


The distinguishing feature of national quarantine is its uniformity. 
It is provided in the act of 1893, and in the lations provided under 
the same, that the requirements therein im by the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall be accepted and regarded as a minimum requirement at 
any port in the United States, and while State and lo authorities 
have the right to impose such additional requirements as in their judg- 
ment may be n 5 oe are forbidden to waive any requirement of 
the national regulations. his is conducive of uniformity of practice 
at all of the national quarantines, extending from Maine to New Orleans 
upon the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and upon the Pacific coast of the 
United States, and at quarantine stations of Porto Rico, Hawaii, and 
the Phillippines, < 
ELASTICITY. 

The national quarantine service is further characterized by elasticity, 
i. e., emergencies suddenly arising at any point can be met by the 
transfer of officers or employees from another point. This is conducive 
to high — The officers and employees have been trained under 
a well-conside and carefully prepa code of regulations. The prac- 
tice at one port is essentially the practice at all other ports, and does 
away with the inconvenience of a quarantine officer confronted with 
an exigency being obliged to devote time that can be ill spared from 
more important matters to train green, inexperienced subordinates to 
the proper discharge of important duties. The same remarks that apply 
to personnel apply to a certain extent to equipment. A sudden call for 
a quarantine vessel or for quarantine appliances can be met by the 
temporary transfer of such vessel or equipment from one station to an- 
other, the individual items being regarded as component parts of a 


great whole. 
EFFICIENCY. 


From time to time States and municipalities have surrendered their 

uarantine function to the National Government, as, for example, 

aine, New Jersey, North Carolina, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
California, Oregon, and Washington. While these transfers or sur- 
renders have all been made in accordance with law and with the full 
acquiescence of the constituted authorities of the various States, such 
transfer has not always been without local opposition. A careful re- 
view of the transactions and operations of the stations as transferred 
has always led, upon dispassionate investigation, to the belief that the 
efliciency of the service has in no case eyer been 1 but has 
always shown a marked improvement satisfactory to interests con- 
cerned, such as health authorities, mercantile organizations, and ship- 
ping Interests. 

ECONOMY. 

First. As a rule, while a high state of efficiency has been obtained, a 
standard of economy has been observed. By zealous, well-directed 
effort national stations are economia administered. With no local 
interests to subserve, a high state of discipline is maintained, and the 
stations operating with small but sufficient forces of trained employees 
are not subjected to the demands of local influence and the maintenance 
of employees other than those of demonstrated efficiency. 

Second. A State or local quarantine system transferred to the Na- 
tional Government is a direct elimination of expense to the State or 


municipality. The necessary expense of operation is spared to the State 
tre expense of the maintenance of th 


Third. The series 


COOPERATION. 
National quarantine is an integral part of a great national system in 
the relations of the General Government to commerce. All of the co- 
ordinate branches of the Government come into direct relation with the 
national tine es bea namely, the collectors of customs of the va- 
rious , the Immigration Service, the Revenue-Cutter Service, and 
the Life-Saving Service. From time to time these branches of the Gov- 
ernment are called upon to render important aid in various ways to the 
national quarantine system. In the matter of immigration, arriving 
aliens pass directly from the supervision of the quarantine service to 
another national service—the Immigration Bureau; officers of the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service and the vessels of that service can be made imme- 
diately available for aid to the quarantine service by the order of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The Life-Saving Service with its highly ` 
trained organization may in time of stress be called upon to assist the 
operations of the quarantine service by the reporting of vessels, by the 
pamong of the coast in time of the threatened introduction of epi- 
ic disease, and an pertain functions in the matter of bills of health 
and the entry of vessels from foreign ports where quarantinable diseases 
peral is under the charge of the collector of customs, who are in close 
ouch with national quarantine authorities. 


EQUIPMENT., 


National 8 stations may be divided into two general 
classes—boarding and inspection stations at smaller and less important 
ports, and fully 5 ped quarantine stations at or near the large spores 
of entry of the United States. The requirements of a fully equipped 
quarantine station under the national regulations are comprehensive, 
and a vessel arriving at a national quarantine station with quarantin- 
able disease on board, and where full facilities do not exist for the 
treatment of such an emergency, is remanded without delay to a near-b: 
or adjoining national quarantine station fully prepa to meet all 


emergencies. 

Extract from quarantine law of February 15, 1893: 

“Sec. 8. That whenever the proper authorities of a State shall sur- 
render to the United States the use of the buildings and disinfecting 
apparatus at a State quarantine station the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall be authorized to receive them and to pay, a reasonable compensa- 
tion to the State for their use if, in his opinion, they are necessary to 
the United States.” 

Extract from quarantine law of August 18, 1894: 

“Sec. 5. That in any place where a quarantine station and plant is 
already established by State or local authorities it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the sury, before selecting and designating a quar- 
antine station and grounds and anchorage for vessels, to examine such 
established stations and plants, with a view of obtaining a transfer of 
the site and plants to the United States, and whenever the proper au- 
thorities s be ready to transfer the same or surrender the use thereof 
to the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
obtain title thereto or possession and use thereof, and to pay a reason- 
able compensation therefor if, in his opinion, such purchase or use will 
be n to the United States for quarantine purposes and the quar- 
antine stations established by the aut 1 7 of this act shall, when 80 
ee be used to prevent the introduction of all quarantinable 

eases.” 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am not aware of the 
contents of the paper of Dr. Blne, but lest there might be a 
misapprehension that there is a uniform desire that the quaran- 
tine systems of the several States be taken over by the Federal 
Government I wish to say a word at this time. If there be any- 
thing of importance to the people of any city or State, it is to 
have control of its quarantine system. There are some men so 
far forgetful of the importance of this matter and so little 
familiar with the history of the development of the free in- 
stitutions of this country that they are even now in the city 
of New York advocating and urging legislation to have the 
Federal Government take over the control of the quarantine 
system in the State of New York. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I just want to say to the 
gentleman from New York that I hope that I will not be mis- 
understood as being in favor of changing the situation in Bos- 
ton. My only hope was that this memorandum would give a 
better understanding of the situation in Boston than might exist 
without it. That is my only purpose. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not criticizing the gentleman. I 
am speaking about a situation that exists in my own State. 
Without knowing what is in the paper submitted by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, but having followed what the gentle- 
man has said, it would seem as if there were protests in Boston 
against supporting the system and favoring its maintenance out 
of the Federal Treasury. To a city of over 4,000,000 people, 
with a port through which comes the great bulk of the im- 
migrants to this country, there is no more important matter in 
the administration of its public affairs than the protection of 
the people against infection from those coming to this country. 
That is the situation in New York. I am so thoroughly con- 
vinced that this is a matter that should be controlled by the 
people of the locality and States and not be surrendered by 
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them to the Federal Government that I hope those who have 
thoughtlessly believed that this would relieve the people of some 
financial burden by haying this work devolve upon the Federal 
Government will give some consideration to the other aspects 
of the case rather than to the mere question of financial burden. 

The tendency throughout the country to shift the cost of every 
important governmental service on the Federal Treasury is 
tending to make the people forget the importance of keeping 
power and control of many services close to themselves. It will 
be a sad day for the city of New York if the people of that State 
forget the importance of retaining the control of its quarantine 
and health service and join in this movement to have the Fed- 
eral Government control it. I say this, Mr. Chairman, because 
I know in the Legislature of the State of New York very re- 
cently resolutions baye been offered and considered—I am not 
certain whether they have been adopted—urging legislation to 
enable the Federal Government to take from the State, or re- 
lieve the State from, responsibilities and duties of the utmost 
importance to the people, and which should be performed by the 
State. There is no unanimity of sentiment in favor of giving 
this power to the Federal Government, and I speak thus 
briefly to emphasize this fact. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ý 

For experiments and investigations of range conditions within na- 
tional forests, and of methods for 8 the range by reseeding, 
regulation of grazing, and other means, $18,420. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all of line 
15, on page 46, and insert in lieu thereof the following words: 
“Twenty-five thousand one hundred and eighty dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 46, line 15, strike out all of line 15 and insert in lieu thereof 
the words: “ Twenty-five thousand one hundred and eighty dollars.” 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, we made no change there and 
gave these people exactly what they asked. 

Mr. MANN. It is just what it is in the current law. 

Mr. RAKER. No. , 

Mr. LAMB. That is right. 

Mr. RAKER. I expect the safest way is to read the record. 
The amount in the current law—— 

Mr. MANN. It is the same as the present law. 

Mr. RAKER (continuing). Is $18,420. Now they put in the 
estimate $25,180, on page 141. I wanted to present it to the 
committee—— 

Mr. LAMB, It is exactly as much as the current law. 

Mr. RAKER. I understand the amount in here is as it is 
under the current law. But I want to state to the committee 
the reason and the necessity for this increase. The Forester 
was before the committee and gave his testimony. You will 
find it on pages 323 and 324. He states that they are making 
scientific investigations for the purpose of improving the ranges 
that they are getting such a large amount from at the present 
time, At the bottom of the page he states: 

That increase is ay for an extension of these grazing studies 
we are making in the individual forests, to meet an increasing demand 
from the stock growers. 

Now, this is the only item you will find from the many, many 
stock growers and permittees that are asking that the ranges 
be put in condition that they may get some return for the money 
invested. The department is urging that they be given this 
amount that they may improve the range conditions. They put 
it in their estimates and presented it before the committee, and 
the committee, in their wisdom, in the interests of economy, 
took out the amount. I believe when the facts are presented 
the amount ought to be the same as it was in the estimate. Let 
me read you a statement from the Forestry Department: 


This appropriation is to provide for the continuance of the Investi- 
gations and experiments initiated for the pu of increasing the 
grazing capacity of national forest lands by the restoration of over- 

azed areas, the introduction of new forage grasses and plants, the 

etermination of better methods of range management and control, the 
construction of pastures and drift fences, the development of new 
sources of water supply for live stock, and the extermination of range- 
destroying rodents and predatory animals. 

The estimated annual panes of the stock grazed within the national 
forests is in excess of $20,000,000, which is shared by more than 25,000 
permittees. An increase of 5 per cent in the 5 capacity 
of the national-forest lands will add to the wealth of the communities 
adjacent to the national forests a sum largely in excess of the total 
cost of all of the investigations. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I have another document from 
the Department of Agriculture upon this subject, and I would 
like unanimous consent for five minutes so that I may present 
it to the committee. 


XLVIII——196 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAKER. It is as follows: 


In 1911, 7,449,415 head of sheep and goats and approximately 
1,493,488 head of cattle and horses were grazed on range within 
national forests. The estimated annual production of these stock is 
52,000,000 pounds of wool, worth $7,800, ; 4,470,000 lambs or sheep, 
worth about $11,000,000; and 298,700 head of cattle and horses, wor 
about $6,000,000; a grand total of $25,000,000. : 

Although a great amount of investigative work has been done in the 

ast by the United States Government, State institutions, and by 

dividuals to determine the most efficient feeds and feeding methods 
for application to the raising of stock on the farm and in the feed lot, 
almost no attention has been giver, in the way of investigation, to the 
improvement of the vast areas of range now within national forests, or 
to the methods of handling the stock, so as to get a higher efliciency 
from the forage produced. 

Although the range within national forests has improved during the 
past seven 2 as a result of preventing continued overstocking 
and by carefully regulated use, a great paren of the area is still far 
below a condition of maximum productivity. 

The grazing studies investigations, undertaken by the Forest Service 
in 1907, were designed to develop methods of range improvement by 
seeding to cultivated forage plants, by developing systems g grazing 
which will permit of utilizing the forage and at the same time bring 
about improvement of range by natural reseeding of the native plants, 
and to improve the methods of handling the stock so as to eliminate 
all unnecessary waste of forage in utilization. 

The essential principles to be followed in improvement have been 
worked out in special localities by the two men assigned to the investi- 
1 prior to 1910. A rotation system of grazing resulting in great 
mproyement of partially depleted ranges by natural reseeding has been 
found practicable. Also it has been found that by more careful han- 
dling of stock, especially sheep, the phe | capacity of our grazing 
lands can be increased approximately 15 to 25 per cent, depending upon 
locality, type of range, and water facilities. 

Now, to interpolate, if you can increase your range facilities 
from 15 to 25 per cent, you can imagine what a large amount 
that is. And these two men who have been employed by the 
Forest Service will be cut off if this appropriation is not al- 
lowed. And it seems to me in all fairness to this great industry, 
the stockmen’s industry, where you are selling your pasturage, 
where practically all the pasturage belongs to the Government, 
where you are charging the cattle and sheep men and the horse- 
men so much per year for range 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question 
right there? 

Mr. RAKER. I will. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Is not $24,000 a very small amount to spend 
upon an area that is greater than New England and the State 
of New York for the improvement of grasses? 

Mr. LAMB. That is just one little item. That is not all. 

Mr. RAKER. This is for two men. The record shows they 
have two men who have given two years of study to this work. 
And I want to say to you they are accomplishing wonders. Why 
should we cut off this important work at this time, when we are 
trying to lease the forest ranges and get some benefit from 
them? 

Mr. LAMB. So far from cutting it off, we are giving them 
exactly what the current law requires. I do not think it would 
have hurt if we had cut it off somewhat, or had cut it out 
entirely. 

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman does not quite present the 
matter as it is. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman may think so, but I do not think 
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Mr. RAKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to all these questions 
where I have been discussing the cutting down of the amounts 
for the Forest Service in my district, I was told that the Forest 
Service recommended certain sums, and because they recom- 
mended those sums, they knowing their business and knowing 
what they wanted, the committee relies upon that information, 
which they have a right to rely on, and accordingly they cut 
these items. But now when we come in here with a report of 
the Forest Service, recommending and asking that this increased 
amount be given them, ought not the committee to follow that 
recommendation? : 

Mr. LAMB. That statement, Mr. Chairman, is absolutely 
misleading. We did not give everything that the Forester 
asked. I said to the gentleman that the lump sum was appor- 
tioned by the Forester himself. 

Mr. RAKER. Oh, what is the use in discussing that? I do 
not like to get into controversy with the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LAMB. We did not give the Forester everything he 
asked. The lump sum was apportioned by himself. 

Mr. RAKER. When I read the record one time and then 
read it the next day, they say it is not there. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from New York? : 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand the gentleman’s position is 
that the Congress should appropriate the amounts requested by 
the department? 

Mr. RAKER. No. That is not my positien. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is asking that this 
amount be fixed in accordance with the amount recommended 
by the Forest Service? 

Mr. RAKER. No. That is not it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What is it? 

Mr. RAKER. I will explain that, in presenting a half dozen 
matters here to the committee, I was met, and successfully met, 
by the committee with the statement that the Forest Service 
had recommended so and so and that they stood on the recom- 
mendations of the Forest Service 

Mr. LAMB. No; the gentleman is mistaken. He was dis- 
cussing the bill, and particularly the sums assigned by the 
Forester to each one of these forests. We appropriated the 
lump sum. 

Mr. RAKER (continuing). And that, when the estimate is 
brought in and the department asks for an increase, so that they 
can continue their work, I then rely upon the Forest Service's 
estimate, thinking, as I do, on the statement made by the com- 
mittee, that they have to rely upon the information received 
from the Forest Service in order to make their estimate upon 
it. That is my position. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If Congress should adopt the estimates 
submitted by the departments, it would be futile for us to go 
through the form, at least; of exercising our own judgment to 
determine how much should be appropriated for any particular 
service. Let me suggest to the gentleman from California that 
after he has studied longer the estimates and investigated the 
necessities of various services he will not rely so confidently 
upon an estimate as a criterion of the amount that should be 
appropriated for any service. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, this is an important matter, 
and I should like to have five minutes more on this subject. I 
then shall not take longer time. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman has had 10 minutes already. 

Mr. RAKER, Yes; but I yielded to every man who wanted 
to interrupt me on the floor to ask questions. 

Mr. LAMB. Surely the gentleman can not make complaint 
about not having had time. We have been just as patient as 
could be with all the gentleman’s statements here. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for fiye minutes longer. Is there 
objection? . 

Mr. LAMB. This is a matter of $5,000. We gave current 
law for this amount. Anyway, a forester can not do this. A 
botanist must do this anyhow. Some of these experiments 
ought to end some time. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. MANN. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
RAKER] asks unanimous consent to be permitted to proceed for 
five minutes longer. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. RAKER. I seem to be unable, Mr. Chairman, to present 
this matter to the committee so that they can understand the 
conditions. I thought I had made myself perfectly clear, in the 
first place, when I stated that I was relying upon the facts that 
were submitted. I was then met with the statement that the 
de t had recommended so much, and therefore there 
should be no change. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. RAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman from California should take 
into consideration the fact that the appropriation for this pur- 
pose in the act for 1911—— 

Mr. RAKER. Is the same as it is in the present bill? 

Mr. LEVER. No; not at all. It is $11,820, and in the act of 
1912 that sum was increased to the present sum, an increase of 
50 per cent. The gentleman, of course, will realize that this is 
a scientific proposition. It is a study that must be conducted 
by scientists and experts, and the only thing that could be done, 
under the amendment suggested by the gentleman, would be to 
employ perhaps one more expert. 

Mr. RAKER. Two, the man says. 

Mr. LEVER. Two more experts, who would go out and study 
the grazing features of the forests. Does the gentleman think 
that work could not be as well done by the two or thrée men 
now doing the work, whose reports are open to the public? 


Mr. RAKER. No; I do not think so. The ranges are too 
extensive and the country is too broad. 

Mr. LAMB. If my friend will further excuse me, I will say 
for the information of the committee that the Bureau of Plant 
Industry is now doing experimental work right along this very 
line, and the Secretary in his report says: 

The Bureau of Plant Industry rendered indispensable assistance in 
this work, as also in the study of the very important technical ques- 
tions Involved in the effort to improve the condition of depleted por- 
tions of the range. 

He refers to this very subject, and the Bureau of Plant Indus- 
try is doing a part of this work. If there be virtue in the end 
to be reached, it seems to me these people who are employed 
are enough to determine what grasses should be used in these 
forests. It is a technical and botanical work, and it must end 
some time. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEVER] 
has told you we increased it 50 per cent two years ago 

Mr. RAKER. That is a long question? 

Mr. LAMB. I did not ask a question, I got the time from 
my colleague. 

Mr. RAKER. My time is going very rapidly, but then I 
never object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think there are any 
experts who are not now employed by the Department of Agri- 
culture? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAKER. I think there are some very good experts em- 
ployed by the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr, FITZGERALD. I think they have employed everybody 
who can properly be characterized as experts in any of these 
lines. i 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. If anybody has been omitted, it has 
been by inadvertence. 

Mr. RAKER. In order to put the investigative data into 
practical application and to adopt a comprehensive plan of im- 
provement and development, as well as to most intelligently , 
continue the investigative work, it is essential that more ac- 
curate data be available regarding the grazing resources, acre- 
age and type of range, topography, watering facilities, growing 
seasons, the vegetation making up the forage, and its require- 
ments of growth, as well as the relation of each grazing area 
to forest production and to watershed protection. Without 
these data we will lose efficiency in our efforts because of the 
vast area under consideration and the variance in local condi- 
tions and consequently the variation in methods of manage- 
ment necessary. 

As forest management grows more and more intensive it be- 
comes more and more essential that the Forest Service make 
every possible effort to improve the grazing management, so 
that grazing will do the least damage to tree reproduction. 
Otherwise the comparative merits of the interests involved will 
necessitate the entire restriction of grazing from areas where 
reforestation is necessary. The force now engaged in the in- 
vestigative work of grazing is not sufficient to cover the approxi- 
mately 130,000,000 acres now used for grazing within national 
forests and work out efficient systems of management within 
any reasonable period of time. For this reason the increase of 
$6,000 was asked for in order to place a man qualified to handle 
this work in each of the six western districts. 

There is no longer any great amount of unused range lands, 
and it is believed that the present condition of our ranges and 
our present methods of handling stock can be improved so as 
to result in the production of from 15 to 25 per cent more beef 
and mutton on the area now used. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Raxer]. 

Tha question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of seed and for seang and tree planting within 
national forests, and for experiments and investigations necessary for 
such seeding and tree planting, $150,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
on that provision. 

Mr. MANN. This item takes the place of the proyision in the 
bill of last year that covered $166,000. 

Mr. LAMB. This is a change of language. 

Mr. MANN. I want to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill whether the “seed” referred to in the paragraph is tree 
seed? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It does not relate at all to grass seed? 

Mr. LAMB. No, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that if the item 
remains in the bill it would be a good idea to insert the word 
“tree” before the word “seed,” so that the department would 
not be tempted to take a part of this appropriation for the pur- 
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pose of seeding or reseeding the grass ground covered by the 
item preceding? 

Mr. LAMB. This item is for the seeding with trees. 

Mr. MANN. It does not say so, and I think could be used for 
the other purpose. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. But I wish to inquire of the gentleman why no provision 
has been made in this paragraph, as there was in the one in the 
former bill, relating to regulations for the cutting of timber to 
be paid out of this appropriation. The paragraph of the former 
bill provided “for silviculture and other experiments and in- 
vestigations in the national forests necessary for tree planting, 
for the reproduction of existing forests, and the regulation of 
cutting.” The regulation of cutting of timber in the national for- 
ests was paid out of an appropriation of $166,000. It is amaz- 
ing how the seryice branches out in such minute ways under 
these items. It seems that they start out at the very beginning 
and as if they never would progress sufficiently far to end. 
That is why I look with so much reluctance on a change of lan- 
guage such as is proposed here. £ 

Mr. LEVER. We have limited the authority of the bureau 
in this change of language. It may be that the whole item is 
subject to a point of order, I do not know. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have withdrawn the point of order. 
But the department will never cease requesting money for the 
purchase of seeds for the replanting of forests. 

Mr. LEVER. The gentleman can trust Congress to say how 
much they will give. y 

Mr. LAMB. I want to say that I asked that very question 
when the matter was before the committee. 

Mr. RAKER. They will never stop asking for appropriations 
for that purpose. 

Mr. LEVER. We do not want them to stop. 

Mr. RAKER. Sure we do not, but let us make it efficient now. 

Mr. LAMB. We know what seeds will do to plant in the for- 
ests now. These investigations have been carried on for years. 
Some of them should be finished, and that is why we cut the 
appropriation. 

Mr. RAKER. We think we know; but if you will go out in 
the barren desert to-day and see trees 2 and 24 feet in diameter 
that nobody said would grow there you would be surprised. 

Mr. LEVER. We regard this as a most important item in this 
Forestry Bureau. 

Mr. RAKER. We have eucalyptus trees growing out there 
that would surprise you. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 46, line 16, insert the word “ tree” before the word “ seed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I do that for the purpose of inquiring of the air- 
man of the committee whether it was the intention of the com- 
mittee to reduce the amount available for the purchase of seeds 
and for seeding. I notice the item is reduced $15,000 in the 
bill from the appropriation of the current year and $36,000 in 
the bill from the estimates, but the paragraph is now confined 
to the purchase of seeds and for seeding and tree planting and 
for experiments and investigation along that line. So that the 
expenditure is limited more than it was or is in the current 
appropriation. 

Mr. LAMB. It is all for tree and seed planting and for ex- 
periments; there are two points in it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Therefore, it will probably afford as large 
an amount for the purchase of seed and tree planting as is 
available in the current appropriation, and possibly more? 

Mr. LAMB. Yes. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think it should, for this is an important 
work, as one-third of the national forests are now treeless. 

If any considerable portion of that area is to be forested, it 
will require a very considerable amount of planting for many 
years to come. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting. on line 14, page 46, after the word “ grazing,” 
the following: And for experiments and investigations "——— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the paragraph which he seeks to amend has 
been passed, 
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Mr. RAKER. When? I insist that the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL] withdrew his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MANN. The next paragraph has been read and amended. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, we have passed that paragraph. 

Mr. RAKER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to that paragraph that I may offer the amendment. 
It will take but a moment to present it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
to return to the paragraph which he seeks to amend. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, let 
the amendment be first read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by cree on line 14, page 46, after the word “ grazing,” 
the following: “And for experiments and investigations and determining 
the best methods for the prevention of offenses committed against the 
property of permittees within the national forests.” 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, on that I make the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For silvicultural, dendrological,-and other experiments and investiga- 
tions, independently or in cooperation with other branches of the Fed- 
eral Government, with States, and with individuals, to determine the 
best methods for the conservative management of forests and forest 
lands, $83,728. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the 
Recorp by inserting therein a letter from the Modoc County 
(Cal.) Stock Association and also the resolutions passed by 
that association on March 25, 1911; also the letter of the For- 
ester of April 6, 1911, to the president of the stock associa- 
tion and the letter of the stock association to the Forester of 
date May 7, 1911, relating to the depredations committed on 
public ranges. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by the in- 
sertion of certain documents to which he has referred, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The documents are as follows: 

ALTURAS, MODOC County, CAL., March 10, 1911. 

Dran Sin: The thieving of live stock is becoming somewhat common 
on that part of the Modoc National Forest Reserve which takes in that 

art of the Warner Range of mountains lying south of the Cedarville 
ass, In fact, it is becoming such a menace to the business of stock 
raising for those having their ranges in and adjacent to the above- 
described locality that some of the smaller stockmen have quit the 
business and others are threatening to do likewise if a stop is not put 
to such live-stock thieving. Some of the thieves are known and sus- 
icion has marked others; but up to the present time evidence sufficient 
5 2 5 or even to warrant the arrest of anyone, is not ob- 
alnable. 

At its first meeting, held in Alturas on March 4, 1911, the Alturas 
Stock Association, a local association just being organized by the stock- 
men living in the valleys of the North and South Forks of Pit River, 
Pit River from Canby east, and in Goose Lake Valley from Davis 
Creek west, of which I was elected . E I was elected 
a committee of one to take this matter up with the Forest Service. 

We ask that one or more detectives skilled in the detection of such 
crimes be sent here by the Forest Service to take charge of the opera- 
tions against such stock thieves looking to the securing of evidence suffi- 
cient to get convictions. Such thieving takes place principally during 
the months of June, July, August, and September. 

We have taken notice of the fact that the Forest Service Is employ- 
ing range experts to attend to the improvement of forage plants within 
the reserves to the end — oag upon the reserves may become more 

rofitable to the stockmen ng such ranges; that it is collecting facts 
regard to everything that has a bearing upon grazing, and conduct- 
ing expensive riments to establish such facts and methods as will 
be beneficial to the grazing interests, and will improve and mgke more 
Veinas the grazing branch of the forest-reserve property of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Your attention is called to the fact that the thieving of live stock 
is working directly against the above-described things that you feel to 
be of so much importance to the zing interests of the reserves, in 
that it is discouraging the uses of the ranges thereon and the raising of 
live stock by the men engaged in the business in a small way whom you 
are trying to protect. E 

It has n pointed out to us that it is the duty of the forest rangers 
to prevent the thieving of live stock upon the reserves. This may be 
true; but, in the first place, they are not experts in such work; and, 
in the second place, so much of their time is taken up with other duties 
that uy, can not give it the required time. It is an easy matter for a 
thief to know where a ranger is and to avoid him as he would a vaquero 
when he is out stealing horses or cattle. 

It is the belief of our association that the Forest Service should keep 
in its employ a certain number of detectives skilled in the detection of 
and procuring of evidence sufficient to convict live-stock thieves or any 
other class of thieves operating upon the reserves against its permittees 
or the purchasers of grazing privileges or timber, and that such de- 
tectives should be sent where they are needed to take charge of the 
ferreting out of all such crimes. 

We observe that the Government keeps an organized body of Secret 
Service men to detect and punish crimes against its currency, its 
postal laws, its internal revenue, its customs duties, and for other 
purposes. It sells the range upon the reserves and much of the timber, 
thereby collecting a revenue which is used in defraying 8 
expenses, just the same as that collected from any of its sources of 
revenue; and any thievery taking place within the reserves against the 
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users of such ranges and timber is an assault upon those revenues, and 
the employment of detectives to put a stop to such thievery is but a 
asturing our 


5 in the right directi: 
‘ret — rivilege of 
ms in regard 


on. 
eel that, as we have paid for the 
stock upon the reserve and are complying with the Toroa 
to the same, we are entitled to protection against thieves, and that, as 
the Government has employed a supervisor and his assistants, rangers, 
aud experts, and employes of various kinds and for Soe ppo to 
manage its reserves it is but a step further in the same 
a suflicient number of detectives to its corps of employees te ferret out 
all 3 the Spe and users of its grazing and timber 
cable >: i 552 place within the borders of its respective reserves. 

ery y: 


yours, 
W. J. Donets. 


RESOLUTIONS PASSED BY THE ALTURAS STOCK ASSOCIATION AT ITS MEET- 
ING HELD IN ALTURAS. ON THE 25TH OF MARCH, 1911. 


Whereas by reason of its 8 surrounded by large grazing areas 
that are rocky, broken, precipitous, and mountainous, and suited to 
no other uses than that of graz and timber, the industry of raising 
live stock is Dg, asc the backbone of all other enterprises and the 
foundation of all prosperity, in Modoc County; and 

Whereas the thieving of live stock upon some ts of the Modoc Na- 
tional Forest is becoming so common that it is offering a serious 
menace to the business of the raising of live stock in the county, 
some of the stockmen having. quit the business and others saying 
that hae AB losing neari, of the increase of their herds every 
season that they turn their stock out eg ranges, and that 
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they can not stand it and will have to the business if something 

is not done to put a stop to such thiev: and 
‘Whereas at its mee held in Alturas on 4, 1911, W. J. 

temporary president of the Alturas Stock was el 

by the association a member of a committee of one to take up the 

matter of the thieving of live stock upon the national forests with 

the Forest Service; and 

Whereas acting in that capacity, has sent a letter to the supervisor 
of the Modoc National Forest at Alturas, one copy to the district 
forester at San Francisco, and one copy to the Forester at Washing- 

D. C., the last two copies having sent through the office of 
the supervisor at Alturas, and has secured the promise of the super- 
visor of the Modoe National Forest to take the matter up with the 
district forester in a personal interview al the lines set out in 
the letter above referred to, a copy of which is as follows: Now 

therefore be it . 

Resolved, By the Alturas Stock Association, at a regular meeting held 
in Alturas on March 25, 1911, that it is the sense of this association 
that the Forest Service should furnish detectives, or special-service men, 
skilled in the detection of such crimes, to operate against such thieves 
operating upon the national forests; and that we hereby authorize and 
instract the committee on thieving to continue in its endeavors and to 
use all honorable means in its power to secure the sending of such de- 
tectives, or speelal-service men by the Government to the Modoc Na- 
tional Forest to operate agains at particular kind of thieving above 
referred to; and that, in the opinion of this association, there is moth- 
ing that will have a stronger tendency to promote a fee of good-will 
among all classes of users of the national forest for the Forest 
8 than the protection of its permittees against the above-described 

every. e 

The above resolution was adopted by the Alturas Stock Association at 
a meeting held in Alturas on Mareh 1911, at which a quorum of its 
members, for the transactions of business, was present. 


A W. J. Dorris, President. 
W. H. Frournoy, Secretary Pro Tempore. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washi „ oi 
n; . 
Mr. W. J. DO ¥ 


RRIS, ) 
President Alturas Stock Association, Alturas, Cal. 


reservations shall not be affected or changed 7 reason of the existence 
ti unishment of offenses 


ny 
shall not, by reason of the establishment thereof, lose its 3 
„or be 


Tor this reason 
have always been denied. 
reasonable efforts to assist the local law officers in the detection of 
criminals and the prevention of crime on the national forests either 
against the son or the citizens of the State or their property, but 
beyond this y are not allowed to go. I think that this is the onl 
way in which this question can be handled, for while the Forester woul 
be only too plea to assist the stockmen in protecting thelr property 
by such means, I am sure 3 readily see that the same protection 
might be accorded the cit residing in the limits of the national 
forests to their property, thelr homes, and their lives, which would 
eventually very seriously complicate the administration of affairs on a 
national! forest within a State. 

Very truly, yours, 


oymen 


ALTURAS, MODOC County, CAL., May 7, 1911. 
The Forester, Washington, D. C. 


Dean Sin: Your letter of the 6th of last month was duly received 
and the contents were carefully noted. The answer has been delayed 


until the present time awaiting the meeting of the executive committee 
of our association, 
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I think that you misunderstood the request of our association that 
detectives be sent to the Modoc National Forest to ferret out and to 
secure evidence sufficient to convict all persons guy of the crime of 
stealing live stock from the permittees of the said national forest. 

It was not our intention to imply that any prosecutions for such 
crimes should be had in any Federal court or under any Federal 
statute. I look upon the Federal Jaws which you quote as sound in 

rinciple and fully agree with you that any acts of the Forest Service 

violation thereof would certainly lead to complications. . 

Our request and our desire in the matter is that the Forest Servi 
send detectives to ferret out such crimes committed upon the national 
forest and to secure evidence against such thieves operating thereon to 
convict them of their crimes, and that such evidence then be handed 
* to the proper county or State officers, who will prosecute such 

enders, 

There is nothing in the Federal law which you have quoted to 
prevent such action upon your part, and that is all that we need. It 
will reach the situation. There is nothing in the law of the land, 
Federal, State, county, or district, of which I am aware, that prohibits 
any individual whatever, of any nationality or allegiance, from per- 
forming the thing that we are you to send detectives here to do. 
A citizen of Japan or the Malay Peninsula would have just as much 
right in the premises as a citizen of our county—to obtain and present 
to the proper authorities evidence sufficient to convict a person, any 
1 5 ty of any crime, committed anywhere in these United States, 
n case, the crime of stealing live stock from the permittees of the 
Modoc National Forest. 

You call to my attention on the second page of your letter that “ the 
forest officers are instructed to use all reasonable efforts to assist the 


roperty, but beyond this they are not allowed to go.” 
of costes, 1s your instructions to the officers and employees of the 


service. 

If you have the right to instruct the forest officers and employees to 
use all reasonable efforts to assist the local law officers in the detection 
of criminals on the national forests, it naturally follows that you have 
the 7 to send to the national forest where crimes exist men who 

o assist them. 


know 

If any person on his own initiative has a right to detect crime and 
secure evidence sufficient to convict criminals, it naturally follows that 
any officer or employee of the service has a right to take the initiative 
in the ferreting out of such crimes. 

You intimate in your letter that it would not be good policy for you 
to take up the detection of the theft of live stock u the national 
forests because to do so would make the service liable to the same 
extent for the detection of all other crimes existing on the said forests 
and therefore would “ very seriously complicate the administration of 
affairs on a national forest within a State.” 

If it is optional with you as to whether you take up the theft of live 
stock upon the national forests at all or not, and such a rs to 
the case from my interpretation of the meaning of your letter, it is 
likewise optional with you as to whether you take up any crime or not. 
This being the case, you have the authority to take up or let alone any 
crime, or any series of crimes, as the needs of the case and the circum- 
stances surrounding it may warrant you in the action decided upon. 

ou can take up the thiev of live stock and leave all other crimes 

one; you can take up all other crimes and leave the thiev of live 
stock alone. Should gm decide to take up the thieving of live stock and 
assist the stockmen to convict such thieves, you have the authority to 
whether the practice is carried on in any particular locality to the 
extent that will warrant your interference in the matter or not. You 
can go to the point where complications begin and then stop. You can 
take the whole matter up or you can let the whole matter alone, Your 
authority is pe ime 

You have decided to take the matter > and have ordered the officers 
and employees of the service to assist the detection of crime com- 
mitted upon the national forests. We are asking you to go a little 
further and send men who know how to assist in the detection of the 
one particular crime that almost always goes unpunished, that of “ rus- 
tling live stock” upon the national forests. We think that it is good 
policy npon. the part of the Forest Service to do this. The service will 
always intimately associated with the grazing interests of the 
country. 

At any rate the elemental difference existing between the crime of 
stealing live stock and other crimes is sufficient to proteet you fro 
complications with other crimes. i 

e Service has taken charge of the ranges iying within the 
national forests and manages the 8 and the use to Which 
the stockmen put the ranges. For all this the stockmen are paying 
a grazing fee. e value of that management to a community is largely 
determined by the increased revenues of the stock business of a man so 
— . the ranges on the national forests over what it was before the 
establishment of such reserves. If such thieving is permitted to con- 
tinue the said revenue is either entirely cut off or reduced to a point 
where a very bad showing is made, and the stockman feels that he is 
paying for something that he is not ing. 

he evidence of nearly all other classes of crimes than that of the 
stealing of live stock is so much more easily obtained and the laws for 
the punishment of such other crimes are so much better enforced that 
the crime of the stealing of live stock stands in a class by itself. Such 
other crimes are usually committed in the communities or near the 
habitation of man, and every man near the place where such a crime 
has been committed assists in the 8 the offender to the law. 
Many of the arrests made for the committing of such crimes nre made 
upon the warrant of some neighbor. You may follow it down the entire 
line of offenses against the law, and 1 will observe that all of the 
crimes against man and his property in the rural districts are peny 
well detected and punished, until you come to that of “rustling,” an 
the difficulty of getting convictions in the latter offense is the reason 
that it is not better handled. 

The ownership of live stock is, with rare exceptions, determined by 
a brand or a brand and mark, Live stock is allowed to roam during 
the grazing season far from any human habitation, and some stock, no 
doubt, is not seen from the time that it is turned cnto the ranges until 
the first snow in the early part of the winter drives it into the open 
country. The large areas 9 broken grazing land, full of moun- 
tains and canyons and timber, and uninhabited. make it an easy matter 
for thieves to watch thelr opportunity to dodge ranchmen, vaqueros, 
and others that may be in charge of such stock, and slaughter one at a 
time and dispose of the carcass in some handy market or drive the 

to remote places where their brands are not known and 
In slaught animals the hide containing the mark and 
brand is yery easily disposed of, which leaves no evidence of owner- 
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ship. Unbranded calves may be driven away from their mothers, 


weaned, and stolen under cover of the uninhabited) stock —.— 
Branded stock may be gathered in small bunches from the more un 

ented places where it is found upon the ranges and driven across the 
ong e ses of uninhabited country leading therefrom to a place 
where the brands and marks are not known, and sold with but little 
danger to the thief. 

The local machinery established for the enforcement of the laws is 
wholly inadequate for the capture of such thieves. By a careful 
analysis of the situation you will readily see that it is almost wholly 
beyond the control of the stockman himself. 

he situation, it appears to me, can only be reached by detectives 
skilled in such work who will give their entire time to a given case or 
locality until some result is Such detectives are not to be 
found among the stockmen nor are they provided for in the local 
governments. 

The Forest Service, by its present organization, is in a better position 
to furnish such detectives and handle the situation effectively t any 
other way that presents itself to us or of which we have knowledge. 
A detective skilled in such work, whose poe would not be known 
in the community, and who would work eonjunction with the local 
forest servlee, it appears to me, would reach the situation. 

In zoor letter you stated in substance that the Forester would be only 
too pleased to assist the stockmen in protecting their property if he 
had the 1 to do so and could do so without seriously compli- 
cating the administration of affairs on a national forest within a State.” 
We have carefully considered the matter, and for the reasons herein 
given, think that the Forester has ample authority to do what we have 
asked of him, and also that favo e action upon his part in the 
matter will not seriously complicate the affairs of the Forest Service. 

We therefore ask you to reconsider your decision in this matter and 
send a deteetive to the Modoc National Forest to secure evidence 
against those criminals guilty of the theft of live stock thereon sufficient 
te convict them of their crimes. 


If you are not fully convinced of the expediency of such a move in 


this matter, we ask you to make the experiment, and then, 2 find 
that it works badly, is time enough to recall such detective and decline 
to take up such matters in the future. ~ 
Yours, truly, 
W. J. Donis, 
. One on the Theft of 
Live Stock on the Modoc National Forest and 


President of the Alturas Stock Association. 


Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, just one word and I am through 
with this matter. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to this fact, that there are many, many thousands of permittees 
who use these ranges. Gentlemen should understand the extent 
of some of these ranges, as they contain from seventy-five to 
one hundred or one hundred and fifty thousand acres of land. 
The Government has retained charge and control of them, with 
a supervisor and rangers. These stockmen, cattlemen, and 
horsemen are permitted to put their stock upon these ranges 
by paying a certain fee. The Government sends out its super- 
visor and its rangers, and this provision was for the purpose of 
haying these men now riding upon the ranges make report to the 
supervisor, that he in turn might report to the sheriff and the 
district attorney. People from Nevada, Oregon, and Idaho come 
into my State, and reversing that, in the ranges, they go from my 
State into those States—from one State into another. They are 
in the habit of taking the property of these permittees, when 
they are doing legitimate business and paying for the privilege, 
and while the Government has agents on this land, riding over 
it. It seems to me that you ought to permit these officers and 
request them to give information to the supervisor in order that 
the property of these people from whom you are receiving money 
should have some consideration. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. — fale h ook CADI fi nd sth provements necessary =x 
one er 

for the —— 8 py r A ere eon pro on, and develop- 

ment of the national forests, $275,000. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read, as a separate 
paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as a separate paragraph, between lines 10 and 11—— 

Mr. MANN (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to offer a preferential motion. That is a new paragraph, and I 
desire to offer an amendment to amend the paragraph just read 
by striking out, in line 10, the “ $275,000” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “$500,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ulinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 47, line 10, strike out the words “two hundred and seventy-five 
thousand dollars“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “five hundred 
thousand dollars.” z 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest to the gentleman 
that if he desires to Iet this be passed over, that may be done. 
There will be some discussion on this, and we shall want a vote 
upon it. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that we do that, that 
we pass over that item without prejudice, and read the balance 
of the subject under consideration. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pass 
the paragraph just read, without prejudice, until after we have 
line 7, on page 48. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to pass the paragraph under consideration until 
after the reading of line 7, page 48. Is there objection? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
desire to ask the gentleman from Hlinois a question. Do E un- 
derstand that this will not prevent any further amendments to 
the paragraph? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. I merely asked unanimous consent 
that the paragraph be passed over. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new paragraph between lines 10 and 11, pase 47. “Any 
contract or agreement heretofore or hereafter made for the sale of 
timber or other product of the national forests may be modified, altered, 
or canceled by the Secretary of Agriculture upon the application of the 
8 Whenever the purchaser shall show to the sa etion of the 
ecretary that owing to conditions beyond the purchaser's control and 
arising subsequent to the execution of the contract, the enforcement 
the will work serious hardship or Injustice to the purchaser: Pro- 
States shall in all such cases be fully reim- 

in in connection with 


Sond FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment which will 
work better for the whole Forest Service, and I desire to read 
a part of what the Secretary says 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let us see about that. 

Mr. LAMB. I read what the Secretary says: 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
s Washington, D. C., January 15, 1912. 
Hon. Joun LA 


MB, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Cor, Lamp: There is attached a suggested amendment to 
the appropriation bill for this department now under consideration by 


An exhaustive investigation of legal authorities conducted by the 
Solicitor of this department has shown that I am without authority to 
modify or caneel a contract for the purchase of timber on natio: 
forests unless such modification would clearly be advantageous to the 
interests of the United States affected by such contract, or unless the 
eon ms afi g the operation of the contract have been changed be- 
eause of some act of the United States. This conclusion has been cor- 
roborated by the Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Numerous cases have arisen in the administration of timber-sale con- 
traets in which a modification of their terms is desirable to relieve the 

from serious hardship, but can not be made under the exist- 
case in point, now under eonsidera- 
tion, a certain body of national-forest er was rchased with a 
view to supplying local mines with timbers. The su nent shutting 
down of the mines has absolutely destroyed the market for the timber 
cut. To force the purchaser such conditions to comply with his 
. expended tix cutting and removing the material. tx 
oss o money ma In 
such cases I desire authority to relieve the purchaser of p by 
sete bx AA ERE OS ENS COORG so as to reduce the amount of tim- 
ber w. 


he is required to cut. 
suggested amendment has heen so worded, in my judgment, as to 

ect the United States from possible injury arising from abuse of 

is authority. It is designed to cover only cases where circumstances 
arising subsequent to the execution of the contract, and wholly beyond 
the Sono of the 88 Near * — 5 serious bar x e is 
compelli carry out the agreement as originally framed, Such action 
is not consistent with the honor of the United States or with the policy 
of justice and fair dealing which should be followed in transactions 
with national-forest users. Nor is it. in my judgment, consistent with 
the intent of Congress in its legislation the national f 


y is conpra to promote the use of the na- 
tional forests for benefit, not the ry, of American citizens. 
I hope that this amendment will, ‘ore, receive your favorable 
eonsideration. 
Very sincerely, yours, 


JAMES WILSON, 
Seerctary. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with the 
conclusions of the Secretary. There are much more serious 
cases than the one cited, which have arisen in other branches 
of the Government service. In the furnishing of supplies to the 
Army and Navy instances have arisen where the enforcement 
of contracts would work great hardships upon contractors. I 
recall a case, of which I have particular knowledge, where a 
contract was made to furnish bread to the Navy Department for 
a year. After the contract had been made, beeause of certain 
peculiar conditions the price of flour rose very materially and 
the person who made the contract desired to be retieved of it, 
because he would suffer a loss. The request, of course, was 
preperty refused. The enactment of such a provision as this 
would make men much less careful in entering into contracts 
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with the Government for the purchase of timber. I do not 
know the manner in which the contracts are now made, but if 
this timber is sold on competitive bids, the fact that if condi- 
tions changed the man getting the contract might be relieved 
of an onerous contract and the loss fall on the Government 
rather than on him would make men extremely reckless in their 
attempts to secure such contracts. I do not believe this sort of 
legislation should be incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. LAMB. Where would we get legislation to relieve just 
such a condition as this? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not believe there is any equity in 
favor of a man under such circumstances. 

Mr. LAMB. If the gentleman from New York were to give a 
little time and attention to this matter, I think he would agree 
with the views expressed by the Secretary, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would not. I haye gone into it very 
fully in connection with other departments of the Government, 

Mr. LAMB. I asked the Secretary to give me some concrete 
cases in regard to this matter for fear that objections would be 
made here. He furnished me with the following: 


JaNvARY 17, 1912. 
MEMORANDUM CONCERNING BIGHORN TIMBER CO. ‘SALE. 


The Bighorn Timber Co., of Ranchester, Wyo., in July, 1909, entered 
into a contract with the Forester to purchase 100,000,000 board feet 
of timber from the Bighorn National Forest. The contract provided 
that all the timber should be cut within a period of five years, and at 
least 15,000,000 board feet should be cut during each year of the life 
or the contract. The requirement of a minimum amount to be cut each 
year is inserted in all Forest Service contracts to insure bona fide opera- 
tions and to prevent the possibility of the purchaser holding the timber 
uncut for several years for speculative purposes, 

Practically all of the timber cut by the Bighorn Timber Co. under its 
contract is manufactured into ties, which have from the bezinning been 
sold to the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad, the only railroad 
through this portion of the country. A very small percentage of the 
timber from this sale, consisting of some rough lumber and mining 
props, can be sold to purchasers other than the railroad, but these other 
purchasers can use only a very small fraction of the timber cut and 
manufactured annually by the company. The success of the Bighorn 
Timber Co.'s operation is therefore absolutely dependent upon the mar- 
ket afforded by the Burlington Railroad Co. for railroad ties. When 
the timber company executed its contract with the Government it had 
every reason to believe that the railroad would continue to purchase 
ties in such amounts annually as would permit the company to carry 
out its contract with the Government. 8 

The Bighorn Timber Co. “'s last contract with the Burlington Railroad 
for the purchase of tics by the railroad expired in June, 1911. The 
timber company fully expected that the railroad would renew its con- 
tract as it had done on previous occasions. Contrary to these expecta- 
tions, the timber company was informed in August, 1911, by Vice Presi- 
dent Byram, of the Burl Beton, that his railroad had on hand a large 
surplus of ties which would be sufficient to supply the present needs of 
the cpupany for maintenance and new construction for the years 1912 
and 1913, and that the railroad would not consider for the present con- 
tinuing its purchases of ties. It is evident that the general policy of 
retrenchment which the railroads throughout the country have adopted 
has operated to curtail present purchases of ties. The Burlington Rail- 
road has, however, informed the Bighorn Timber Co. that it would renew 
its purchases of ties in 1913, but not before that time. 

In brief, the action of the railroad company has aena away the mar- 
ket upon which the Bighorn Timber Co. was absolutely dependent for 
the sale of its timber. ‘The timber company has recently applied for an 
extension of time on its contract with the Goyernment so that it may 
suspend operations for one year, after which period it expects to renew 
operations to cut timber for sale to the railroad in 1913. 

The situation described has been carefully investigated by the Forest 
Service, and the statements of the Bighorn Timber Co. with regard to 
the loss of their market have been verified. It is manifestly impossible 
for the timber company to cut 15,000,000 board feet of timber a year 
for which they can find no market. To attempt to cut such an amount 
of timber and hold it for future sale would involve the investment of 
a very large amount of money in cb ge and logging costs with no 
immediate returns. Furthermore, when the railroad resumes its pur- 
chases it will not buy an accumulated surplus of ties, but only such an 
amount as the timber company will produce in the course of an ordinary 
year’s operation. 

The timber company is in no manner responsible for the situation 
which has developed, and it is clearly impossible for the company to con- 
tinue its operations as contemplated by the original contract. To at- 
tempt to force the company to perform the obligations of its contract 
under these circumstances would appear to be gross injustice. It seems 
clear that in cases such as these the Secretary of Agriculture should 
have the authority to modify, within his discretion, the terms of a con- 
tract so that the purchaser would not have to suffer hardship and finan- 
cial loss. In this case such modification, which would consist of an 
extension of time of a year or a year and a half for the performance of 
the contract, would not entail any loss to the Government, since the sale 
of the timber would only be postponed but not canceled. On the other 
hand, if an attempt should be made to force the company to carry out 
the contract under the impossible conditions existing, it is extremely 
probable that the company would at once become Insolvent and be forced 
out of business. In such an event the Government would have lost this 
immediate opportunity of selling the timber under contract, and it 
would undoubtedly be some time before another purchaser might be 
found for this particular body of timber. 


JANUARY 17, 1912. 

MEMORANDUM CONCERNING SALE OF TIMBER TO MR. ORLEANS LONGACRE, SR. 

On November 11, 1909, Orleans Longacre, sr., entered into a contract 
with the Forest Service to purchase approximately 150,000 board feet 
of saw timber and 3,000 linear feet of mining stulls on the Prescott Na- 
tional Forest, Ariz. By the terms of the contract all cutting was to 
be completed on or before 140 1, 1910. This timber was purchased 
for the pur of supplying local mines, which furnished the only 
market for it. 


After he had cut approximately one-half of the timber, 


He 


These conditions, which forced Mr. Longacre to abandon operations 
before he cut all of the timber included in the sale, could not have been 
foreseen and were wholly beyond his control. If he were forced to cut 
all the timber covered by the contract he could only have piled it and 
let it decay. Investigation has shown that failure to complete his con- 
tract would result in no damage to the United States. 

In this and similar cases it seems clear that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should be giren authority to relieve the purchaser from a serious 
hardship by modifying the contract so“ as to reduce the amount of 
timber covered by it. > 


The Secretary says: 


these mines, to which he sold his product, discontinued operations. 
was therefore left with no market whatsoever for his timber. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1912. 
Hon. Joun LAMB, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dran Cor..LAMs: Reference is made to my letter of January 15, 
inclosing a suggested amendment to the 8 bill for this de- 
partment, and to Associate Forester Potter's conference with you re- 
garding this matter of January 16. 

I melose statements regarding two specific timber-sale contracts 
which serve as examples of cases in which I believe I should have the 
necessary authority to modify contracts to relieve purchasers from 
serious hardship. 

The case of the timber-sale contract with Mr. Orleans Longacre, Sr., 
is the case referred to in my letter of January 15, and the Bighorn 
paneer Co. sale is the case mentioned to you by Associate Forester 

otter. 

Very sincerely, yours, JAMES WILSON, 
Sceretary. 


Then I haye a further communication from the Chief Forester 
that I will insert, for this is an important matter and should be 
provided for in this bill: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
W hington, March 6, ; 1912, 
ashington, Mare 
Hon. Jonx LAMB, sg 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Cot. Lame: In further reference to Secretary Wilson's letter 
of January 15, suggesting an amendment to the appropriation bill for 
the department which would authorize the Secretary to modify timber- 
sale contracts where such action is necessary to relieve purchasers from 
serious eis 

Under a decision rendered by the Comptroller of the Treasury on 
December 27, 1910, and in accordance with other existing legal authori- 
ties and precedents, the authority of the administrative officers to 
modify the terms of timber-sale contracts is restricted to exceeding! 
narrow limits. In effect, sale contracts can not be modified unless suc 
action is clearly to the immediate, technical interests of the United 
States as defined in the specific transaction. Not only are broader con- 
siderations of equity and fair dealing with purchasers eliminated, but 
also the broader and permanent interests of the United States in de- 
apt a market for national forest stumpage and encouraging its sale 
by dealing equitably with its purchasers. 

The latter feature of the present situation is extremely serious, With 
our present limitations in adapting sale contracts which have been 
made to subsequent conditions, unforeseen at the date of the execution 
of such contracts, I fear that the Forest Service will be seriously handi- 
capped in its efforts to increase the sale of national forest timber. Re- 
ports have been received from practically every district indicating that 
the restrictions in this regard will per rant lumbermen from buying na- 
tional forest timber and will result in the suspension of operations in a 
number of sales which have been made. In these cases the United 
States will be forced to cancel the contract at its own initiative and 
perhaps resort to action at law to recover damages sustained through 
such termination of the sale. 

The object of the pro; amendment is not to favor purchasers of 
timber in any way detrimental to the public interests. It is to enable 
the department to adapt its sale contracts to actual conditions, which 
necessarily change from time to time, and to deal equitably with its 
purchasers in these matters. I can not emphasize too strongly that 
this action is necessary to put our sales business upon a permanent 
basis and increase its volume to the amount which is desired. If this 
legislation can not be secured we will be under a serious handicap in sell- 
ing national forest timber, which I fear may result in a material reduc- 
tion of the receipts which would otherwise be possible from this source, 

Very sincerely, yours, 
H. S. Gravns, Forester. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. This is simply giving the prospective 
contractor of the Government advantages he would not possess 
with anybody else, making it impossible for him to lose, and in 
ease there is to be a loss it must fall on the Government. 

Mr, LAMB. In my judgment, it is simply giving to the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture the power to rearrange or modify con- 
tracts just as you and I as individuals would have to do if 
certain contingencies arose over which we would have no con- 
trol. That is the whole statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman from Virginia owned 
a tract of timberland and made a contract for sale at a specific 
price, he would not be very much interested in relieving the 
purchaser from his contract obligation if the person with 
whom he made the contract informed him subsequently that the 
market he expected to place this timber in for some reason or 
other had failed to materialize. This very contract might have 
prevented some other person making an equally advantageous 
contract by which his timber would have been taken. 

Mr. LAMB. I think, Mr. Chairman, I haye made perhaps as 
many timber contracts as any individual here. I have cut 
millions of feet of timber and made all sorts of contracts. 
And this provision, I confidently say, is oue that would hold 
good between two honorable private citizens negotiating a con- 
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tract or sale. And to save my life I can not see why there 


should be any objection to it. If it worked harm in 12 months, 
we could change it again, and I do not see that there could be 
any objection to complying with what has been carefully con- 
sidered by the solicitor of the department, recommended by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and advised and suggested by the 
Chief Forester. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I have very great confidénce in the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Solicitor and the Chief For- 
ester, but I think it would be very unfortunate for an amend- 
ment of this kind to be adopted because I think it would be 
unfair to the Government and would necessarily lead to very 
great abuses in which the Government would greatly suffer. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I gathered from what the 
gentleman from Virginia said that a condition might arise 
where the Government, in view of the needs of a certain 
locality, might permit a certain amount of timber to be cut. 
Perhaps it would not care to have it cut, but in response to the 
needs of that particular locality would enter into contract for 
the sale of timber, and in case of beginning operations it would 
become apparent that the timber was not needed. The Govern- 
ment, perhaps, is not at all anxious to sell its timber, and yet 
under the rigid terms of the contract a man would be com- 
pelled to go on and cut timber and take timber that the Goy- 
ernment would rather have standing. 

Mr. LAMB. But the gentleman is stating a hypothetical case. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, If the Government would prefer not to 
have the timber cut or sold they would never make the contract. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. But suppose the Government 
would not agree about selling the timber in the first place? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then it could never have made the 
contract. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. But suppose that, in response 
to a local need, as a favor to a community, it would let them 
have this timber, and then the local needs should pass away. 
Then, under the terms of the original contract, they would have 
to go on and cut the timber just the same. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It is possible, Mr. Chairman, for the 
gentleman to imagine extreme cases in which the party who 
makes the contract with the Government would be compelled 
to abide by the contract to his injury and where the equities 
would suggest that he might be entitled to some relief. But 
for every one of these extreme cases there would probably be 
many more other cases where the parties would without any 
real equity seek to reseind their contract for the purchase of 
timber. Now, it makes a one-sided contract if, when the pur- 
chaser insists upon & compliance, the Government has to com- 
ply; but if by reason of changed conditions—and that is a term 
which has a great deal of latitude in its meaning—— 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me a 
suggestion right there? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman has not studied this case. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I do not really think it is necessary, 
Mr. Chairman, for a man to study this case very long to see the 
inequity of it and the injustice of it to the Government. 

Now, take one illustration which the chairman of the com- 
mittee submitted, where a man bought timber in the expectation 
that a certain improvement would be made, and expected to 
realize a profit out of that. His calculations went awry; that 
enterprise was not carried on as he expected; and so under this 
amendment he would have the right to come to the Government 
and ask for a modification of the contract. 

But Jet us take another case. Suppose a man makes a con- 
tract with the Government for the purchase of timber with cer- 
tain conditions prevailing, and after that contract is made there 
is a change of conditions which makes it very much more profit- 
able to him than either he or the Government contemplated it 
would be. He would not go to the Government then and ask 
for any change or modification of the contract. On the con- 
trary, he would stand upon his legal rights, and he would exact 
the last farthing from the Government upon his contract. This 
proposition here is simply to invite—— 

Mr. LAMB. The gentleman is predicating a case that would 
not occur here. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I am predicating a case that might 
easily occur. 

Mr. LAMB. It is specific. I will cite in the record two con- 
erete cases referred to by the Secretary that illustrates the ab- 
solute necessity for the amendment. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. No; it is general. If the amend- 
ment of the gentleman were specific—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BEALL] be extended five minutes. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Hucues] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from Texas. [Mr. Bratt] be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. If it could be construed in such a way 
that this amendment of the gentleman from Virginia would 
apply to that specific case only, of course it would not be a 
matter that would be of very much concern to the committee or 
of very much concern to the country. But he proposes to put 
into this appropriation bill a provision which is general in its 
nature, undex the scope of which anybody who is dissatisfied 
with any contract that he has made with the Government could 
come on and ask for a modification of it. Why, they say it is 
subject to the control of the Secretary of Agriculture; but 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. ELLERBE. If the man who has made the contract 
comes and asks for this modification there is no provision in 
here that forces the Government, through its agents, to grant a 
modification, is there? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, No; there is no provision here that 
forces it, except by that silent force that always operates upon 
the Government that so often gives the Government the worst 
of it in a controversy with an individual. How many Senators 
and how many Representatives would go to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, where the interests of their constituents were in- 
velved, begging and importuning the Secretary and his subor- 
dinate officials to grant this relief? 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELLERBE] and every 
other gentleman knows the processes that would be carried on. 
The enly effect of it and the only result of it will be injury 
and detriment and damage to the Government, and it will afford 
an avenue through which any man who makes a contract with 
the Government and then discoyers that it is likely to be an 
unprofitable contract will begin to besiege the Department of 
Agriculture for a modification of it. 

Tt is all wrong. It will not aid the Government. It will aid 
the man who makes a contract with the Government, expecting 
to get the better of the contract, and when conditions change 
somewhat and he discovers that his contract does not promise 
to be as profitable as he expected, then comes in and wants to 
be relieved from the obligations that he has assumed. The 
Government is held to its obligation, and the same rule should 
be applied to a man who makes a contract with the Government. 
[Applause] 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, at this late hour I do not pro- 
pose to press this matter further, but I do promise the com- 
mittee that I will make it plain, in answer to my friend from 
Texas [Mr. BEALL], that this amendment ought to be agreed to. 

I move that the committee do, now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is the amendment withdrawn? 

Mr. LAMB. No. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The point of order is reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 
order? l 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Lame] wishes to have the committee rise. Let the point of 
order be reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is reserved. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia moves that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. James having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BORLAND, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 18960) making appropriations for the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1913, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. Strepuens of Mississippi, indefinitely, on account of 
illness. 

To Mr. CorLEY, for two weeks, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Moran, for 10 days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BLACKMON, for the day, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. RIORDAN, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
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leaving copies, the papers in the case of Theresa Sheidmantel, 
H. R. 23232, second session Sixty-first Congress, no adverse 
_report having been made thereon. 


PANAMA CANAL HEARINGS. 


Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of a 
privileged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: S 

House resolution 441. 

Resolved, That 800 copies of hearings Nos. 1, 2, and 3 on the Panama 
Canal, before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, House 
of Representatives, be printed for the use of the said committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report 
(No. 404). . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on punting, having had under consideration the 

House resolution (H. Res. 441) providing for the punas of 800 

copies of Panama Canal hearings Nos. 1, 2, and 3, before the Com- 

mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, report the same back to 

the House with the recommendation that the resolution be agreed to. 
The estimated cost will be $500. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. A 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, March 11, 
1912, at 12 o’clock noon, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy 
submitting for an appropriation adjudicated claim of schooner 
Margaret Haskell for damages sustained by collision with U. S. S. 
Ammen (H. Doc. No. 606); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
estimate of appropriation for repairs and improvement for New 


York (N. Y.) appraisers’ stores (H. Doc. No. 604) ; to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
petition signed by 79 United States storekeepers-gaugers in the 
fifth district of Illinois, requesting increase in their compensa- 
tion (H. Doc. No. 605) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and ordered to be ‘printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, recom- 
mending that if an appropriation is authorized by Congress for 
the entertainment of representatives of international chambers 
of commerce that the Department of Commerce and Labor be 
given offidal authority to participate therein (H. Doc. No. 607); 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
detailed statement of the refunds of customs duties, etc., for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1911 (H. Doc. No. 608) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of harbors of the island of Kauai, Hawaii (H. Doc. No. 
609) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sey- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr..FERRIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16101) providing for patents to 
homesteads on the ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation 
in Wyoming, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 400), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania, from the Special Committee to 
Investigate the Taylor and Other Systems of Shop Management, 
submitted a report thereon (No. 403), which said report was 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 1647) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to increase the limit of cost of certain 
public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for public 


buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of public 
buildings, and for other purposes,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 402), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred sundry bills of the House, reported in lieu 
thereof the bill (H. R. 21597) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions for certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors 
of said war, accompanied by a report (No. 401), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
17865) granting an increase of pension to Nelson G. Smith, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21586) 
appropriating $100,000 to be used by the Forest Service in con- 
structing a road from the town of Glacier to Mount Baker, in 
95 Mount Baker Forest Reserve; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. CARTER (by request) : A bill (H. R. 21587) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to accept a sur- 
render, of certain segregated lands and to grant certain other 
lands of the same area in lieu thereof, to cancel certain claims 
for royalties, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: A bill (H. R. 21588) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the governor of New Mexico, 
for the use of the State of New Mexico in the furnishing its 
capitol building, the unused balance of the sum appropriated for 
the purpose of defraying the expenses of the constitutional con- 
vention of said State and certain elections; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 21589) to repeal the act 
authorizing the Director of the Census to collect and publish 
statistics of cotton ginned, approved February 23, 1901; to the 
Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 21590) to authorize levee 
and drainage district No. 25, of Dunklin County, Mo., to con- 
struct and maintain a levee across a branch or cut-off of St. 
Francis River, in Missouri; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 21591) relating to the removal 
of civil cases from the State courts to United States courts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 21592) to amend the act 
entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary,” etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21593) to amend section 29 of the act en- 
titled, “An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21594) to appoint a commission to consider 
and report upon the general subject of the treatment of juvenile 
and first offenders, together with the best system of detention of 
Federal prisoners; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 21595) to regulate the 
granting of restraining orders and injunctions; to, the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON:.A bill (H. R. 21596) to provide for the 
opening, maintenance, protection, and operation of the Panama 
Canal, and the sanitation and government of the Canal Zone; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMMONS: Resolution (H. Res. 445) to print addi- 
tional copies of hearings before Committee on Foreign Affairs 
on H. R. 6746 and H. R. 7694; te the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. REILLY: Resolution (H. Res. 446) authorizing the 
payment of a certain sum of money to Mary Christmiller; to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 447) authorizing 
the payment of a certain sum of money to Mary Perry; to the 
Committee on Accounts, 
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By Mr. SHARP: Resolution (H. Res. 448) requesting the 
Secretary of War to furnish information pertaining to the de- 
velopment of military aviation in the United States and foreign 
countries; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills and resolutions were 
introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 21597) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers 
and sailors of said war; to the Committee of the Whole House. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 21598) granting a pension to 
Jacob Eley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21599) granting a pension to Peter M. 
Shultz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21600) granting an increase of pension to 
Russell F. Oliver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 21601) for the relief of 
Thomas McClure; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21602) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hopfensack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21603) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 21604) for the relief of 
Christ Schrey; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21605) for the relief of Hugh Cameron; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21606) granting a pension to Virginia M. 
Mills; to the Committee on 751887 

By Mr. BATHRICK: A bill (H. R. 21607) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Barney L. Starin; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 21608) granting an increase 
5 pension to Addison Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 21609) for the relief of 
Darmas Hebert; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21610) for the relief of Joseph Bernard; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21611) for the relief of Auguste Albarado; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21612) for the relief of Jules J. Duber- 
nard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21613) for the relief of Katherine Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21614) for the relief of Marie Alexander; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21615) for the relief of Eleanore Nevin; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21616) for the relief of Esmerante Arse- 
neaux and heirs of Ovignac Arseneaux, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21617) for the relief of the heirs of Ed- 
ward Sigur, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21618) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Sallinger; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21619) for the relief of the heirs of N. 
Hermogene Breaux; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21620) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Vigneaux, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21621) for the relief of the heirs of Desire 
Landry; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21622) for the relief of the heirs of Owen 
Conlan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21623) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre 
Emile Arceneaux; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21624) for the relief of the heirs of Ursin 
Bernard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 21625) for the relief of the heirs of Louis 
Broussard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21626) for the relief of the heirs of Sevenne 
Boudreau; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21627) for the relief of the heirs of Car- 
melite Boudreau; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21628) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
Ursin Broussard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21629) for the relief of the heirs of Natalie 
Boudreau and Severin Landry, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21630) for the relief of the heirs of Pierre 
Arvillien Broussard, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21631) for the relief of the heirs of Onezime 
Melancon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21632) for the relief of the heirs of Duples- 
sin Broussard, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21633) for the relief of the heirs of Jean 
Southene Mouton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21634) for the relief of the heirs or estate 
of Aymar Mouton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 21635) granting 
an increase of pension to August Arnoldi; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21636) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Prange; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 21637) granting an honorable 
discharge to John T. Turner; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 21688) granting a pension to 
Isabell Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (H. R. 21639) granting a pension 
to Bishop Karshner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21640) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Donohoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21641) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. McIntire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 21642) granting a pension 
to Lula B. Cowart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DUPRÉ: A bill (H. R. 21643) for the relief of Joseph 
B. Dornier, administrator of the estate of Jules and Louisa 
Dornier, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 21644) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Arn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 21645) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21646) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter J. Shanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 21647) granting a pension 
to Gertrude Clites; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21648) 
for the relief of Harry O. Clark; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 21649) for the relief of John 
R. Martin; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21650) for the relief of J. C. Peeples; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21651) for the relief of J. M. Woolf; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21652) for the relief of Benjamin R. Wal- 
ler; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21653) for the relief of John C. Henley; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21654) for the relief of S. Hodge; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21655) for the relief of J. C. Shelby; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21656) for the relief of William H. Calvert; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21657) for the relief of Mary English; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21658) for the relief of J. C. Glenn; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H R. 21659) for the relief of George W. Land- 
ram and H. M. Hensor,; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21660) for the relief of Columbus Doom 
and the estate of Ben Doom, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21661) for the relief of the heirs of 
Joseph Chandet; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21662) for the relief of the heirs of C. R. 
Young, deceased; to the Committe on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21663) for the relief of the estate of John 
Allred; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21664) for the relief of the estate of N. N. 
Rice, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21665) for the relief of the estate of Seth 
Wright, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21666) for the relief of the estate of John 
M. Higgins, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21667) for the relief of the estate of W. M. 
O'Hara, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21668) for the relief of the estate of S. F. 
Crider; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21669) for the relief of the estate of Mary 


H. S. Robertson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 21670) for the relief of the estates of John 
H. Stovall, William Hughes, and Timothy L. Hughes; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 21671) for the relief of the estate of Lean- 
der Johnsey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21672) for the relief of the estate of Jona- 
than Polk, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21673) for the relief of the estate of Tim- 
othy Burgess, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21674) for the relief of the estate of H. 
Cothis, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21675) for the relief of the estate of 
J. Milton Best, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21676) for the relief of the estate of P. F. 
Warterfield; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21677) for the relief of the estate of T. J. 
Pritchett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21678) for the relief of the estate of James 
A. Gregory, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21679) for the relief of the estate of Rich- 
ard Pemberton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21680) for the relief of the estates of M. F. 
de Graffenried and T. D. de Graffenried, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21681) for the relief of the Christian 
Church of Cadiz, Ky.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21682) for the Relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, at Paducah, Ky.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 21683) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel P. Robinson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 21684) granting an increase 
of pension to Johanna Ward; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21685) for the relief of James L. Dalton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, NEELEY: A bill (H. R. 21686) granting a pension to 
Othello A. Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21687) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 21688) granting a pension to 
5 Schneider MeGath; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Ons. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 21689) granting an increase of 
peusion to Ephraim Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 21690) granting an increase 
of pension to Ann Fagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 21691) granting a pension to 
Adeline Beaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 21692) for the relief 
of John B. Hill; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 21693) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry M. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21694) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Jefferson McCollister; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 21695) for the 
relief of Lydia H. Powers; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIS; A bill (H. R. 21696) granting an increase 
of pension to John Hendershott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 21697) granting an 
increase of pension to George A. Stewart; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 21698) granting 
a pension to Evan A. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 21699) granting an 
increase of pension to James L. Warner; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Tug Firemen and Line- 
men Protective Association of the Great Lakes, requesting that 
a rivers and harbors bill be passed at this session of Congress; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Gregorio Cortes, of Huntsville, Tex., rela- 
tive to conditions in Mexico; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. AKIN of New York: Petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Glens Falls, N. Y., for passage of 
Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. ANSBERRY: Petition of Association of Army Nurses 
of the Civil War, of Germantown, Pa., favoring the granting 
of pensions to volunteer Army nurses; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of General Federation of 
Woman's Clubs, for passage of the children’s bureau bill; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Watkins & Dague, merchants, of Doylestown, 
Ohio, in opposition to the proposed parcel-post legislation; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Gale Manufacturing Co., of Albion, Mich, 
for enactment of House bill 18981; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: Petition of General Federation of Wo- 
ede Clubs, for a children’s bureau; to the Committee on 

or. 

Also, petition of members of Company K, Tenth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, for enactment of House bill 
18502; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Papers to accompany bills for the 
relief of Marie Alexander; Emerante Arseneaux and estate of 
Ovignac Arseneaux, deceased; N. Hermogene Breaux, deceased ; 
Darmas Hebert; estate of John Vigneaux; estate of J. Ursin 
Broussard, deceased; estate of Desire Landry, deceased; Jo- 
seph Bernard, jr.; estate of Duplessin Broussard, deceased; 
Onezime Melancon; estate of Pierre Arvillien Broussard, de- 
ceased; estate of Natalie Boudreau; heirs of Jean Southene 
Mouton, deceased; estate of Owen Conlan, deceased; estate of 
P. Emile Arceneaux; Jules J. Dubernard; heirs of Carmelite 
Boudreau, deceased; heirs of Sevenne Boudreau, deceased; 
Louis Broussard; estate of Ursin Bernard, deceased; Auguste 
Albarado; Eleanore Neven; and estate of Aymar Mouton, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany House 
bill 19812, to remove the charge of desertion against John L. 
Kelly; to the Committee on Military Affairs, À 

Also, petition of St. Antonius Society of Mount Calvary, 
Wis.; from the St. Nicholas Society of Port Washington, Wis.; 
from the St. Joseph's Society of St. Cloud, Wis.; from the St. 
Boniface Society of Sheboygan, Wis.; from the county Federa- 
tion of Catholic Societies; and the St. Peter Claver Society, of 
Sheboygan, Wis., against the passage of a resolution of inquiry 
concerning Government institutions in which citizens wearing 
the habit of religious orders are employed; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Reeseville, Wis., against the pas- 
sage of any legislation extending the parcel-post service; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of Mishawaka Woman's Club, 
Mishawaka, Ind.; of Woman's Study Club, Wimbledon, N. Dak.; 
of Woman’s Club, Phoenixville, Pa., urging Congress to order 
investigation of disease in dairy products; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Woman’s Club, Phoenixville, Pa., urging re- 
peal of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Leonard Eck and other citizens of Teck, 
Travis County, Tex., protesting against parcel-post legislation: 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of C. E. Nash, president Nash Hardware Co., 
Fort Worth, Tex., urging reduction of letter postage from 2 
cents to 1 cent; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Austin, Tex., and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Caldwell, Tex., in support of bill to prohibit interstate ship- 
ments of intoxicating liquors into “ dry” territory; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of citizens of Dekalb County, 
Ala., protesting against enactment of Senate bill 287; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Eva Perry Moore, president 
general of General Federation of Women's Clubs, fayoring the 
children’s bureau bill (S. 252); to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of E. J. Babcock, dean of the College of Mining 
Engineering, University of North Dakota, University, N. Dak., 
favoring the Foster bill (H. R. 6304); to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. CARTER: Petitions of citizens of the State of Okla- 
homa, protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAGO: Petition of members of Company K, Tenth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, for enactment of 
House bill 18502; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Green County (Pa.) Pomona Grange, for 
enactment of House bill 19133; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
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By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of the pastors of the Meth- 
odist, United Brethren. and Presbyterian Churches and the pres- 
ident of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Raymore, 
Mo., in favor of the passage of House resolution 163; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Pierson, Mich., for 
enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MICHAEL E. DRISCOLL: Petition of sundry citi- 
zens of the State of New York, for the passage of the Kenyon- 
Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Solvay, N. Y., in favor of the 
Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Onondaga County, N. X., in favor 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of citizens of Wilton, Wis., pro- 
testing against House bill 18493; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FERGUSSON: Petition of citizens of Taiban, N. Mex., 
in favor of parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FORNES: Memorial of Polish National Alliance, 
against further restrictions in the immigration laws; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of E. E. Vogel, of New York City, protesting 
against enactment of House bill 16844; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Albert E. Lakin, of Streator, 
III., fayoring the passage of House bill 17470, to pension widows 
of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Cooperative Furniture Co., of Rockford, III., 
against the passage of the Underwood bill (H. R. 20182), relating 
to the chemical schedule; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of Gardner, III., 
for passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Henry Stahlle, of Plano, III., in opposition to 
the passage of parcel-post law; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of members of the German-Ameri- 
can National Organization, of Hochheim Prairfe, Tex., against 
interstate commerce liquor legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of officers of St. Joseph’s Society and citizens 
of D’Hanis, Tex., and officers of St. Jacobus’s Society and citi- 
zens of Sequin, Tex., protesting against measures relating to 
Indian mission interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Petitions of Havens & Geddes Co. and 
Geddes-Brown Shoe Co., of Indianapolis, Ind.; Simpson-Craw- 
ford Co., of New York; John V. Farwell Co., of Chicago, III.; 
and John E. Hurst & Co., of Baltimore, Md., protesting against 
House bill 16844; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Petition of citizens of Chester, Me., for 
passage of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of M. J, Fry and 33 others, of 
Springfield, Minn., against parcel-post legislation; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HANNA: Petition from sundry citizens of Michigan, 
N. Dak., against the parcel post; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 

Also, petition of Walter R. Lee, secretary Plumbers’ Local 
Union 338, and sundry citizens of Fargo, N. Dak., in favor of 
building one battleship in a Government navy yard; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of G. J. Shubart, Palermo, N. Dak., favoring 
reduction of duty on sugars; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Methodist Episcopal Church of Devils Lake, 
N. Dak., favoring Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bills (S. 
4043, H. R. 16214) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. D. Robertson, of Velva, N. Dak., favoring 
parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of Patton, Pa., for 
passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Catholic societies of Johnstown and Loretto, 
Pa., in regard to measures relating to Catholic Indian mission 
interests; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: Petitions of Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union and citizens of Portland, Oreg.; the Presbyterian 
Charch of Fairmount, Oreg.; citizens of Plainview, Oreg.; and 


of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of East Eugene, 
Oreg., favoring the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of merchants of Medford, Oreg., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KINKAID of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Scotts 
Bluff, protesting against the passage of any parcel-post legisla- 
tion; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions signed by citizens of Gothenburg, Nebr., urging 
the passage of House bill 16689, validating sales of part of right 
of way of Union Pacific Railroad; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: Petition of Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation of Cresson, Pa., against extension of parcel-post law; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Neal Dow Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, Cresson, Pa., against repeal of anticanteen law; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of General Federation of 
Woman's Clubs, in favor of children’s bureau; to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Five Lakes Grange, Gaylord, Mich., 
urging the passage of parcel-post legislation; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of Brotherhood of First 
Baptist Church of Bath, Me.; Woman's Christian Temperance 
Unions of Bowdoin, Lisbon, and Webster; H. T. Crockett et al., 
North Haven, Me.; First Baptist Church of Belfast, Me.; 
Methodist Episcopal Church and Congregational Church of Bel- 
fast, Me.; Men’s Class of Universalist Church of Belfast, Me.; 
Christian Endeavor Society of Troy and citizens of Citypoint, 
Me.; and First Congregational Church of Belfast, Me., favoring 
the passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McHENRY: Petition of Fort McClure Chapter, Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, Bloomsburg, Pa., urging pas- 
sage of House bill 19641; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: Petition of H. W. Sachs and two 
others, residents of Edgetts, Mich., against establishing parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petitions of voters of Dryden, Mich., 
and citizens of Port Huron, Mich., in favor of the passage of 
the Kenyon-Sheppard bill; to the committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of some business men of Columbiaville, Mich., 
protesting against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Albion Center Grange, of Albion 
Center, N. Y., in favor of parcel-post legislation; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Grange of East Rodman, N. Y., against the 
Lever bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of veterans of the Ciyil War, of Carthage, 
N. Y., against the Smoot pension bill; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petitions of Alameda and San Francisco 
Centers of the California Civic League, and the Mothers’ Club 
of Sausalito, Cal., for more effective enforcement of the white 
slave traffic act”; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petitions of Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Hoisington, and citizens of Harper County, Kans., 
for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hutchinson, Kans., protesting 
against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Seward County, Kans., for passage 
of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Unions of 
Alamota and Pendennis, and citizens of McCracken, Kans., for 
enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill: to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownell, Kans., for passage of 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NYE: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., 
favoring the enactment of the Berger bill, providing for old-age 
pensions; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of citizens of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, asking that the duties on raw and refined sugars be 
reduced; to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

By Mr. PRAY: Petition of merchants of Eureka, Mont., pro- 
testing against parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, petition of residents of Cleveland, Mont., for enactment 
15 House bill 14; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
ads. 

Also, petitions of churches of Butte and residents of Butte 
and Walkerville, Mont., for -passage of Kenyon-Sheppard inter- 
state liquor bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of residents of Chester and Wibaux, Mont., for 
amendment to the public-land laws; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition of residents of Butte, Meaderville, and Walker- 
ville, Mont., for enactment of Esch phosphorus bill; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PUJO (by request) : Petitions of union mass meeting 
of Leesville, La., and De Ridder, La., for the speedy passage of 
the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate-commerce liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial of Wright & Wilhelmy Co., of 
Omaha, Nebr., favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Also, memorial of the Mississippi Retail Hardware Associa- 
tion, against parcel-post laws; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Lee Hardware Co., of Salina, Kans., 
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of L. Kuhn, James J. Bowman, and other 
citizens of Connecticut, favoring the insertion of a clause in 
naval appropriation bill for the building of one battleship in a 
Government navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Edward M. Weber and 25 other citizens of 
Connecticut, favoring the building of one battleship in a Gov- 
ernment navy yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Herman E. Jansen (H. R. 21579); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SHARP: Petition of citizens of New London, Ohio, 
for enactment of House bill 16819; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: Petition of Civil War veterans in 
Ohio, for enactment of the Sherwood pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petitions of citizens of Jackson, Tenn., for en- 
actment of an effective interstate liquor law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Jackson, Tenn., for passage of 
Berger old-age pension bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California : Petitions of Chamber of 
Commerce of Sacramento, Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 


Marine Engineers’ Association, California Miners’ Association, 
San Francisco Clearlug House Association, San Francisco Labor 
Council, and Alameda Chamber of Commerce, protesting against 
the reduction of appropriation for the United States Mint at 
San Francisco; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STERLING: Petition of citizens of San Jose, III., pro- 
testing against parcel post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill for 
the relief of Lydia H. Powers; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Connecticut Hardware Associa- 
tion, for 1-cent letter postage and opposing extension of parcel 
post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: Petitions of citizens of Hartwell, Lavonia, 
and Royston, Ga., urging reduction in duties on raw and re- 
fined sugars; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of citizens of Lavonia, Ga., protesting against 
extension of parcel-post service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of B. B. Braden for the members 
of the First Baptist Church of Creston, Iowa, favoring the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. H. Harnagel and 17 other citizens, of 
Clarinda, Iowa, against parcel post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of citizens of Horseheads, 
N. Y., for enactment of Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Memorial of mass meeting of citizens of 
Mansfield, La., favoring passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill 
for removal of interstate-commerce protection to shipments of 
liquor into “dry” territory for illegal purposes; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of Glen Elder, 
Kans., for parcel-post legislation; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ellsworth, Russell, Osborne, and 
Phillips Counties, Kans., protesting against parcel-post legis- 
lation; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ellsworth, Russell, Osborne, and 
Phillips Counties, Kans., for regulation of express rates and 
classifications; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sherman and Thomas Counties, 
Kans., for passage of Berger old-age pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


